








AMERICAN 
FOREIGN POLICY 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
PRESS BRIEFINGS 
AND TREATIES 
1987 


SUPPLEMENT 


Department of State 
Washington 
1990 

















AMERICAN 
FOREIGN POLICY 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
PRESS BRIEFINGS 
AND TREATIES 
1987 


SUPPLEMENT 


Department of State 
Washington 
1990 














Department of State Publication 9805 
Bureau of Public Affairs 
Office of the Historian 





For sale by the Superintenden. of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 














AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY, 1987. SUPPLEMENT 




















PREFACE 


This microfiche publication, American Foreign Policy: For- 
eign Affairs Press Briefings and Treaties, 1987, Supplement, 
presents the full texts of three series of documents: 
Department of State Daily Press Briefings, Department of 
State and White House Special Press Briefings (which also 
include press conferences of the Secretary of State), and 
Treaties and Other International Agreements signed by the 
United States in 1987. Some of these were published as 
extracts in the printed volume American Foreign Policy: Cur- 
rent Documents, 1987: Volumes in the American Foreign Policy 
series, the authoritative official record of major public state- 
ments concerning foreign affairs, have been published 
since 1950. 

The microfiche supplements to the series seek to ensure 
wider and more convenient official and public access to an 
important component of the foreign affairs record. To 
date, microfiche supplements to the 1981 through 1986, 
and 1988, printed volumes have been published. The 1989 
supplement will be published shortly after this one. 

The subtitles to the American Foreign Policy microfiche 
supplement have varied according to the types of docu- 
ments reproduced in them. For the 1981-1983 supple- 
ments, the subtitle Current Documents was used to reflect the 
diverse categories of documents included in these editions. 
For the 1984-1986 supplements, which reproduced press 
briefings, the subtitle was changed to Foreign Affairs Press 
Briefings, and it has been expanded for 1987 and subse- 
quent years to Foreign Affairs Press Briefings and Treaties. 
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This publication has two parts. Part I contains the com- 
plete series of the Department of State Daily Press Brief- 
ings and the Department of State and White House 
Special Briefings and Press Conferences held in 1987. All 
briefings and press conferences are arranged chronologi- 
cally in the order in which they were given. Part II con- 
tains treaties and other international agreements presented 
in chronological order according to the date of signing. 

The printed guide accompanying the microfiche con- 
tains a comprehensive index to both the daily and special 
briefings (including press conferences). Each treaty is also 
indexed «under the signatory country or countries as well 
as under appropriate subject headings. In addition, the 
names of on-the-record briefers and the major subjects of 
each briefing are identified in a chronological document 
list, which should be used in conjunction with the index to 
find topics of interest. The briefers are more fully identi- 
fied in a name list following the list of documents. The 
guide is also reproduced on the first microfiche card in the 
set. 

The reproduced texts of the daily briefings are pho- 
tocopies of the complete record of each Department noon 
briefing. Each day's record, prepared by a court reporter 
and edited for accuracy by the Department's Press Office 
staff, is essentially verbatim. At these daily briefings, the 
Department of State Spokesman provides to officially 
accredited news correspondents statements and comments 
on current foreign affairs issues. These “noon briefings”, 
which began during the 1960s, include prepared official 
announcements on events, appointments, and foreign pol- 
icy issues as well as responses to questions from the corre- 
spondents. The announcements and responses, based on 
guidances from Department policymakers, represeni the 
most current and authoritative policy of the Department 
and the government. 

Following many of the daily briefings reproduced in this 
publication are “posted statements”. These are written 
responses to reporters’ specific inquiries, which the 
Spokesman did not have sufficient information or adequate 
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guidance at hand to answer during the briefing but which 
were subsequently answered in the form of typewritten 
statements posted in the Press Office. In all cases the 
posted statements are inserted after the briefings at which 
the questions were asked. 

The Department of State and White House Special 
Briefings are conducted either “on the record” or “on 
background”. In the case of background briefings, corre- 
spondents are not permitted to reveal the identity of the 
briefing officers in their subsequent articles, generally 
referring to them as “senior administration officials” or 
“senior State Department officials”. The names of the’ 
briefing officers on background have been deleted wher- 
ever they have appeared in these transcripts. 

Part II presents the principal treaties and other interna- 
tional agreements, bilateral and multilateral, concluded by 
the United States during 1987. The section includes the 
texts of all treaties and agreements requiring Senate advice 
and consent to ratification. 

This microfiche publication does not include interviews, 
off-the-record sessions, “deep background” briefings (i.e., 
not to be attributed even to senior administration or 
Department officials), briefings before nonpress groups, or 
briefings by foreign spokesmen unless given jointly with 
U.S. officials. It also does not include the texts of the press 
conferences by the President, which are published in Public 
Papers of the Presidents of the United States: Ronald Reagan, 
1987. 

The President’s Press Secretary or a Deputy Press Secre- 
tary also gives daily briefings to White House corre- 
spondents on the full range of governmental activities and 
responsibilities. Only a small proportion of all the White 
House Daily Press Briefings deals with foreign affairs 
topics. None of them is included in this microfiche publica- 
tion except in a few instances where the entire briefing 
covers a single foreign policy issue in depth. 

The-record copies of the Department's Daily and Special 
Press Briefings, which are verbatim transcripts, are filed in 
the Department of State and will be transferred to the 
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National Archives and Records Administration (NARA) for 
permanent retention. The texts reproduced in this micro- 
fiche publication are the only published form of these brief- 
ings. The original transcripts of the White House briefings 
will be permanently preserved along with other historical 
papers of the Reagan administration at the Ronald Reagan 
Presidential Library, which will be located in Simi Valley, 
California. 

Nancy L. Golden prepared the documents for publica- 
tion under the general direction of David S. Patterson, 
Chief of the Operations Staff. Neil R. Orlando provided 
research assistance. Victoria Agee compiled the index. Rita 
M. Baker conducted the final review of the index, guide, 
and manuscript before publication. 


William Z. Slany 
The Historian 
Bureau of Public Affairs 
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LIST OF DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND 
WHITE HOUSE PRESS BRIEFINGS 
HELD IN 1987 


Editor’s Note: This chronological list presents daily briefings, 
special briefings, and press conferences, in the order in which 
they were given (when known) and also in which they appear on 
the microfiche. Special briefings and press conferences cccurring 
on the same day are differentiated by the letter A, B, etc. This list 
presents up to four major entries for each briefing and should be 
used in conjunction with the name and subject entries in the 


index. 
Date 


January 
2 

5A 

5B 


5C 


Type 


Daily 
Special 


Press 
Conference 


Special 
Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Special 


Briefer(s) 
Oakley 


Baker, Miller, 
Sprinkel 
Shultz 


Background 
Redman 


Shultz 
Oakley 


Shultz 


Major Subjects 


Afghanistan; Chad; 
Chile; and Other 
Subjects 

U.S. Economic 
Performance 


Foreign Affairs Budget 
Fiscal Year 1988 


Shultz’s Trip to Africa 


Chad; Persian Gulf; 
Afghanistan; and Other 
Subjects 

Shultz’s Meeting with Sir 
Geoffrey Howe; Chad; 
Iran; Afghanistan 


Latin America; Israel; 
Middle East; and Other 
Subjects 

African Economic 
Development; Shultz- 
Howe Meeting; U.S. 
Foreign Affairs Budget; 
Central Ainerica 
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January — Cont. 


8 


JA 


9B 


9C 


14A 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Special 


Special 


Press 
Contlerence 


Special 
Daily 


Press 
Contlerence 
Special 


Daily 


Press 
Conlerence 
Daily 


Press 
Conterence 


Oakie; 


Background 


Oakley 


Background 


Shultz 


Shultz 


Background 
Oakley 


Shultz 
Shultz 


Oakley 


Shultz 


Oakley 


Shultz 


Honduras; Nicaragua; 
Brunet; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter 


South Africa; Iran; 


‘Terrorism; and Other 


Subjects 

Shultz's Trip to Africa; 
Cameroon; Libya-Chad 
Conflict 

Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter; U.S.-Soviet 
Relations; Chad; 
Cameroon; Kenya; South 
Africa 

Visit to Nairobi; U.S. Aid 
to Africa; U.S.-Ethiopian 
Relations; Kenya; South 
Africa 

Arms Control Talks 


lran/Iraq War; 
Nicaragua; Morocco, and 
Other Subjects 


Visit to Nigeria; U.S. Aid 
to Africa; South Africa 


Visit to Cote D'Ivoire; 
Arms Control Talks 


Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter; Israel; 
Afghanistan; and Other 
Subjects 

Visit to Cote D'lvoire; 
South Africa/ANC; Chad 
Colombia; U.S. Arms 
Sales to Iran; U.S.S.R.- 
Austria Spy Case; and 
Other Subjects 

Visit to Liberia; Iran 
Arms-Contra Aid Matter 




















List of Press Brictings 








January — Cont. 


14 


20 


21 


21 


22 


27A 


27B 


28A 


28B 
29 
29 





Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 


Special 


Special 


Special 
Special 
Daily 


Background 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Sprinkel 


Oakley 


Redman 


Background 


Background 


Redman 


Redman 
Sprinkel 
Redinan 


U.S. Currency, Markets, 
‘Trade Deficit 


U.S.-U.S.S.R. Nuclear 
Testing; Afghanistan 
Cease-fire Proposal; 
Iran-Iraq War; and 
Other Subjects 


Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter; Terrorism; 
Mongolia; and Other 
Subjects 


Iran-Iraq War; West 
Germany; Middle East; 
and Other Subjects 


Update on U.S. 
Economy; Balance of 
Trade Deficit 

South Africa; West 
Germany: Hamadei 
Extradition; Lebanon; 
and Other Subjects 


Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter; Middle East; 
Cuba; and Other 
Subjects 

Whitehead’s Trip to 
Eastern Europe 

U.S. “Quest for 
Excellence”; 
International ‘Trade; 
Afghanistan; Nicaragua; 
Arms Control 
Restriction of ‘Travel to 
Lebanon 
Shultz—Tambo Meeting 
Fiscal and ‘Trade Deficit 
Terrorism; Philippines; 
Iran-Iraq War; and 
Other Subjects 
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january — Cont. 


30 Daily 
February 

2 Daily 

3 Daily 

4 Daily 

5 Special 
5 Daily 

6 Daily 

] Daily 
10 Daily 
12 Daily 
13 Daly 
13 Special 





Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Background 
Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Oakley 


Oakley 


McPherson 


Iran; U.S.S.R.; 
Philippines; and Other 
Subjects 


Iran; Lebanon; 
Philippines; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran: General Seib Case; 
Summit Seven Counter- 
‘Terrorism Meeting in 
Italy; Lebanon; and 
Other Subjects 


Arms Control; Lebanon; 
Iran; and Other Subjects 


Reagan—Ozal Meeting 


South Pacific Nuclear- 
Free Zone Treaty; 
Terrorism; Arms 
Control; and Other 
Subjects 


Iran; Summit Seven 
Counter- Terrorism 
Meeting in Italy; Iran 
Arms-Conira Aid Matter; 
and Other Subjects 


Lebanon; U.S.S.R.; 
Chad; and Other 
Subjects 

South Africa; Israel; 
Lebanon; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter; Lebanon; 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 


Colombia; Lebanon; 
’apua New Guinea; and 
Other Subjects 


U.S. Assistance to 
Mozambique 
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February — Cont. 


17 


17 


25 


26 


26A 


26B 


Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 


Special: 
Special 


Special 


Daily 


Special 
Daily 


Daily 


Special 


Press 
Conlerence 


Background 


Redman 


Redman 


Background 


Schifter 
Background 


Benedick 


Oakley 


Background 
Rediman 


Oakley 


Shultz 


Reagan, ‘lower, 
Muskie, 
Scowcrolt 


Meeting with Prime 
Minister Shamir 
U.S.S.R.; Papua New 
Guinea; Nicaragua; and 
Other Subjects 

Israel; Lebanon; 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 


Prime Minister Shamir’s 
Visit; Middle East Peace 
Human Rights Report 


Lifting of Sanctions on 
Poland 


Regulation of 
Chlorofluorocarbons 


Afghanistan; U.S. Policy 
on Terrorism; 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subiects 


Shultz's Trip to China 


Pakistan Nuclear 
Capabilities; Lebanon; 
Arms Control; and Other 
Subjects 


U.S.S.R. Resumption of 
Nuclear Testing; Iran 
Arms-Contra Aid Matter; 
Lebanon; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter; Trip to China 
‘Tower Commission 
eport 
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February — Cont. 


27 


Daily 


Daily 


Spectral 


Press 
Conlerence 


Daily 


Special 


Darly 


Press 
Conference 


Daily 


Spectal 
Special 
Special 


Special 


Daily 


Special 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Wrobleski 


Shultz 


Oakley 


Abrams, 


McPherson 


Oakley 


Shuktz 


Oakley 


Background 
Shultz 
Background 
Shultz 


Oakley 


Carlucci, 
Lehman, 
Gliman, 
Kampelman 


Lebanon/Syria; Iran- 
lraq War; Nicaragua; 
and Other Subjects 


U.S.S.R.: Arms Control: 
Israel; lran Arms-Contra 
Aid Matter; and Other 
Subjects 

Narcotics Control 
Strategy Report 

Visit to China; Iran 
Arms-Contra Aid Matter; 
Arms Control Talks 
U.S.S.R.; Syria; Israel: 
and Other Subjects 
Bipartisan Commission 
Recommendations on 
Economic Assistance to 
Central America 

Arms Control; Liberta; 
Israel; and Other 
Subjects 

‘Trip to China; Iran 
Arms-Contra Aid Matter: 
Arms Control; South 
Korea 

Pakistan; Arms Control; 
Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter; Poland: and 
Other Subjects 

Shultz’s Visit to Korea 
Visit to Korea 

Korea 

Visit to Japan; U.S.- 
Japanese Trade 

Egypt; U.S.S.R.; Iran 
Arms-Contra Aid Matter; 
and Other Subjects 


Arms Control ‘Talks 








Last of Press Brielings 





March — Cont 


se) 


Daily 


Special 
Spectal 
Daily 


Special 
Special 


Daly 


Daily 


Specral 


Datly 


Daily 


Daily 


Redman 


Redman 


Background 


Background 
Redman 


Background 
Crocker, 
McPherson 
Redman 


Redma. 


kedman 


Armacost 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Pakistan Nuclear 
Program; Chad; North 
Korea; and Other 
Subjects 

Arms Control; Israel; 
Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter; and Other 
Subjects 

Upcoming Shultz- 
Shevardnadze Talks 
Visit of President Mor; 
U.S.-Kenyan Relaions 
Arms Control; U.S.S.R; 
Iran, and Other Subjects 


Visit of resident Mor 
Finting Hunger in Africa 


Turkey; Arms Control; 
Lebanon; and Other 
Subjects 

Israel; Iran-Iraq War; 
Greece; and Other 
Subyects 

Israel: Pollard Case; 
Arms Control; Lebanon; 
and Other Subjects 
Visit to U.S.S.R.; U.S.- 
U.S.S.R. Relations 
Israel; Persian Gulf, 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 

Persian Gulf/Iran-lraq 
War; Israel; Vietnam 
POW/MIA Talks: and 
Other Subjects 

Chad; Philippines: 
Thatland; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran-Iraq War/Persian 
Gulf; U.S.S.R.; lran: and 
Other Subjects 
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March — Cont. 
25 Daily 


26 Daily 


27 Daily 


30 Special 


30 Daily 


31 Special 


31 Daily 


April 
| Datly 


2 Darly 


5 Daily 


6 Daly 


Datly 


~I 


~I 


Special 


x Press 
Conlerence 





Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Background 


Oakley 


Background 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Redman 


Redman 


Oakley 


Redman 


Carlucci, Lamb 


Shultz 


Arms Control; U.S.S.R.; 
Chad; and Other 
Subjects 

Arms Control; U.S.S.R.; 
United Kingdom, and 
Other Subjects 
Greece/Turkey; U.S.S.R.; 
Chad; and Other 

Su >jects 

Visit of Prime Minister 
Chirac; Arms Control; 
‘Trade and Agriculture 
U.S.S.R.; Jordan; Middle 
East; and Other Subjects 


Visit of Prime Minister 
Chirac; Arms Control; 
Trade; Agriculture 
Stuuy of Security at 
Moscow Embassy; 
U.S.S.R.; Jordan; and 
Other Subjects 


U.S.S.R.; West Germany; 
Libya; and Other 
Subjects 

South Africa; Moscow 
Embassy Investigation; 
Israel; and Other 
Subjects 

U.S.S.R.; Lebanon; Iran; 
and Other Subjects 
U.S.S.R.; Lebanon; 
Jordan, and Other 
Subjects 

Security at Moscow 
Embassy; Kuwait; Iran; 
and Other Subjects 
Security at Moscow 
Embassy 


Security at Moscow 
Embassy 














List of Press Briefings 








April — Cont. 


) 


Daily 


Special 
Daily 


Special 


Press 
Conterence 


Special 


Special 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 
Press 
Conlerence 
Special 
Special 


Redman 


Background 
Rec'man 


Shultz 


Ridgway 


Background 


Baker, Carlucci 


Oakley 


Background 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Background 
Shultz 


Shultz 
Background 


Security at Moscow 
Embassy; Persian Gulf; 
Iran-Iraq War; and 
Other Subjects 


Libya and North Africa 
Security at Moscow 
Embassy; Japan 

Arms Control; Security 
at Moscow Embassy 


Shultz-Koivisto Meeting; 
Arms Control; Security 
at Moscow Embassy 


Shultz's Visit to Moscow; 
Arms Control; Human 
Rights; Regional Issues; 
Security at Moscow 
Embassy 


Shultz’s Visit to Moscow; 
Arms Control, Security 
at Moscow Embassy 


Security at Moscow 
Embassy; Venezuela; 
South Africa; and Other 
Subjects 


Shultz-Shevardnadze 
Meetings; Arms Control 


Security at Moscow 
Embassy; West Bank; 
Libya; and Other 
Subjects 

Security at Moscow 
Embassy; Kuwait; 
‘Turkey; and Other 
Subjects 


Arms Control; Chemical 
Weapons 


Visit to Moscow; Arms 
Control 


NATO; Arms Control 


Missile lechnology 
Control Regime 
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April — Cont. 
Datly 
Special 
Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Special 


Oakley 
Shultz 


Oakley 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Background 


Redman 


Background 


Libya; U.S.S.R.; Turkey 


Briefing the President on 
Shultz’s Visit to Moscow 


Argentina; Arms 
Control; Libya; and 
Other Subjects 


Arms Control; South 
Korea; Security at 
Moscow Embassy; and 
Other Subjects 


Algeria/Middle East 
Peace Process; South 
America; Arms Control; 
and Other Subjects 


Poland; Iran; Arms 
Control; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran-Iraq War; South 
Africa; Guyana; and 
Other Subjects 
Vietnam; Arms Control; 
Philippines; and Other 
Subjects 

Greece; Sri Lanka; El 
Salvador; and Other 
Subjects 

Security at Moscow 
Embassy; Austria; Arms 
Control; and Other 
Subjects 

Visit of Prime Minister 
Nakasone 

Nicaragua; U.S.S.R.; 
North Korea; and Other 
Subjects 


Reagan-Nakasone 
Meeting 











List of Press Brictings 








April — Cont. 


30 


May 


~ 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 
Daily 





Redm. 1 


Background 


Redman 


Rediman 


Redman 


Laird, Helms, 
Vessey 


Pedman 


Redman 


Oakley 


Redman 


Background 
Redman 


Nicaragua: Death of 
Benjamin Linder; 
Middle East; Arms 
Control; and Other 
Subjects 


Reagan-Nakasone 
Meeting; Japanese 
Position on East-West 
‘Trade 

Middle East; U.S.S.R.; 
Arm. Sontrol; and Other 
Subjects 

Middle East Peace 
Process: Arms Control; 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 

Nicaragua: Death of 
Benjamin Linder; Iran; 
and Other Subjects 


Moscow Embassy 
Assessnient Review Panel 


Iran-Iraq War; U.S.S.R.; 
Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter and Other 
Subjecis 

lran-lraq War; Middle 
East; Israel; and Other 
Subjects 

Polanc ; Middle East 
Peace Process; Security 
at Moscow Embassy; and 
Other Subjects 


Iran-Iraq War; Arms 
Control; U.S.S.R.; and 
Other Subjects 

Visit of President Cerezo 
iran /\rms-Contra Aid 
Matter; Syria; Middle 
East l’eace Process; and 
Other Subjects 
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May — Cont. 
13 Daily 


Special 
Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 
Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Redman 


Nitze, Sofaer 
Oakley 


Oakley 


Redman 


Oakley 


Redman 


Redman 


Murphy 
Redman 


Sprinkel 


Redman 


‘ 
Nicaragua: Death of 
Benjamin Linder; Israel; 


Brunei; and Other 
Subjects 

ABM Treaty 

Fiji; lran-lraq War; 
Nicaragua: Death of 
Benjamin Linder; and 
Other Subjects 

Middle East Peace 
Process; Arms Control; 
Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matier; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran-Iraq War; Fijt; 
Pakistan; and Other 
Subjects 

Kuwait, Iran-Iraq War; 
Pakistan; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran-Iraq War; Attack on 
U.S.S. Stark; Austria; and 
Other Subjects 
lran/Iraq, U.S.S. Stark 
Incident; Iran Arms- 
Contra Aid Matter; and 
Other Subjects 


Visit to Middle East 


lran-lrac, War; Israel; 
Saudi Arabia; and Other 
Subjects 


U.S. Economic 
Expansion 


Attacks on U.S. 
Diplomats in Egypt; West 
Germany: Hamadet 
Extradition; Tran-lraq 
War 











List of Press Briclings 








May — Cont. 
27 Daily 


Daily 


Special 


Press 
Conlerence 


Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 


Special 


Daily 


Special 
Daily 





Redman 


Background 


Shultz 


Background 


Redman 


Redman 


Shultz 


Baker 


Redman 


Bailey 
Redman 


Iran-lraq War/Persian 
Gulf, Syria/Egypt; 
France: Ministerial 
Meeting on Counter- 
terrorism; and Other 
Subjects 

Canada; Iran-Iraq War/ 
Persian Gulf, Nicaragua: 
Human Rights Abuses; 
and Other Subjects 


Venice Economic 
Summniit 


Persian Gulf and Iraq's. 
Attack on U.S.S. Stark; 
Japan; Arms Control 


Venice Summit Political 
Issues 


Cuba: Defection of 
Military Officer; Iran- 
Iraq War/Persian Gulf, 
South Africa/ 
Mozambique; and Other 
Subjects 


Saudi Arabia; South 
Africa; Iran-Iraq War; 
and Other Subjects 
Relation Between Issues 
at Tokyo Summit and 
Venice Summit 


Economic Issues at 
Venice Summit 
Lebanon; U.S.S.R.; Arms 
Control; and Other 
Subjects 


Anti-American Forgeries 


Middle East; Cuba; Sri 
Lanka; and Other 
Subjects 
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June — Cont. 


4 





Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Special 


Special 


Special 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Special 


Special 


Redman 


Redman 


Oakley 


Baker, Carlucci 


Oakley 


Shultz 


Background 


Carlucci 


Oakley 


Background 


Background 


New Zealand; Sri Lanka; 
West Germany; and 
Other Subjects 


Iran-lraq War/Persian 
Gulf; Lebanon; Middle 
East; and Other Subjects 


Iran-Iraq War; U.S.S.R.; 
Israel; and Other 
Subjects 


Venice Summit Agenda; 
Economic and 
International Matters 
‘Terrorism in Italy; Arms 
Control; Cuba; and 
Other Subjects 


Venice Summit: East- 
West Relations, 
Economics, Security, 
Politics 

Success of Venice 
Summit 


Venice Summit 
Statements on East-West 
Relations and Terrorism 


West Germany: Hamadet 
Extradition; Kuwait; 
South Korea; and Other 
Subjects 

Economic Achievements 
of Venice Summit 


West Germany: Hamadei 
Extradition; Panama; 
Iran Arms-Contra Aid 
Matter; and Other 
Subjects 

North Atlantic Council 
Ministerial Meeting 


North Atlantic Council 
Ministerial Meeting 











List of Press Brictings 





June—Cont. 


12 Daily 


Press 
Contlerence 
Special 


Daily 


Special 
Daily 


Daily 


Special 
Special 
Special 
Daily 

Press 
Conference 


Daily 


Oakley 


Shultz 


Shultz 


Oakley 


Shultz 
Oakley 


Oakley 


Background 
Shultz 
Background 


Oakley 


Shultz 


Oakley 


*anama; Saudi Arabia; 
Cuba; and Other 
Subjects 
North Atlantic Council 
Ministerial Meeting 


Visit to the Philippines 
and East Asia; 
Suspension of Maverick 
Sales to Saudi Arabia 


West Germany; Panama; 
Central America; and 
Other Subjects 


‘Trip to the Philippines 
South Korea; [ran-Traq 
War; Nicaragua; and 
Other Subjects 


South Korea; West 
Germany: Hamaclei 
Extradition Request; 
Costa Rica; and Other 
Subjects 

U.S. Refugee Policy 
Toward Southeast Asia 
Persian Guif; Korea; 
Vietnam 
Shultz-Kuranari 
Meeting; East Asia 
Lebanon; Iran-Iraq War/ 
Persian Gulf; U.S.S.R.; 
and Other Subjects 
ASEAN; South Korea; 
Cambodia; Philippines; 
South Pacific 

Lebanon; Saudi Arabia/ 
Persian Gulf; South 
Korea; and Other 
Subjects 
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June — Cont. 


20 


21 


22 


22 


23 


24 


30 


Press 
Conference 


Special 


Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 
Daily 


Press 
Conlerence 
Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Shultz 


Redman 


Shultz, 
Weinberger, 
Hayden, Beazley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Sigur 
Oakley 


Shultz 
Redman 
Sigur 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 





U.S. Trade Deficit; 
International Trade; 
Pacilic Islands; U.S.- 
Australian Relations; 
ASEAN 

Sigur, Lilley Visit to 
South Korea 

ANZUS; U.S.-Australian 
‘Talks 


South Korea; Lebanon; 
Iran-Iraq War; and 
Other Subjects 

El Salvador: Human 
Rights Situation; South 
Korea; Austria/Vatican; 
and Other Subjects 


West Germany; 
Lebanon; Korea; and 
Other Subjects 


Visit to South Korea 


Korea; Arms Control; 
Iran-Iraq War/Persian 
Gulf; and Other Subjects 


Persian Gulf; South 
Korea; ASEAN Meeting 
Syria; Nicaragua; Iran- 
Iraq War/Persian Gulf; 
and Other Subjects 

Visit to South Korea 
Egypt: Co-Production of 
M-1I Tanks; Greece; 
Iran-Iraq War; and 
Other Subjects 
Lebanon/Iran; Israel/ 
West Bank; Iran-Iraq 
War; and Other Subjects 


Panama, Israel; U.S.S.R.; 
and Other Subjects 











List of Press Briefings 





July — Cont. 


6B 


16A 


Special 
Daily 
Special 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 





Schlesinger 
Oakley 
Yeutter, Lyng 


Redman 


Background 


Redman 
Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 
Redman 


Walters 


Moscow Chancery - 
Construction Project 


Panama; U.S.S.R.; Syria; 
and Other Subjects 


General Agreement on 
‘Tariffs and Trade 


Panama, Iran-Iraq War; 
U.S.S.R.; and Other 
Subjects 

Military Situation in 
Afghanistan 

Lebanon; Syria; U.S.S.R./ 
Moscow Embassy; and 
Other Subjects 
Philippines; Persian 
Gulf; [ran-lraq War; and 
Other Subjects 


U.S.S.R.; Iran-[raq War/ 
Persian Gulf; Iran Arms- 
Contra Aid Matter; and 
Other Subjects 


Lebanon; Philippines; 
U.S.S.R.; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran-Iraq War/Persian 
Gulf; Israel; 
Mozambique; and Other 
Subjects 

lran-[raq War/Persian 
Gulf; Pakistan; Israel; 
and Other Subjects 


Panama; Pakistan; Iran- 
Iraq War/Persian Gulf, 
and Other Subjects 


Visit to Geneva for 
ECOSOC Conference; 
Visit to Vienna for Drug 
Conference; Visits to 
Budapest, Moscow, 
Damascus 
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July — Cont. 


Daily 
Special 


Daily 


Special 


Daily 


Special 


Press 
Conference 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 
Special 


Daily 


Daily 


Press 
Conference 


Redman 
Background 


Redman 


Background 


Oakley 


Redman 


Shultz 


Redman 


Redman 


Fitzwater 


Background 


Redman 


Redman 


Armacost 


Israel; Pakistan; Cuba; 
and Other Subjects 


Visit of Prime Minister 


Thatcher 


Israel; lran-[raq War; 
France/Israel; and Other 
Subjects 


Visit of Prime Minister 


Thatcher 


iran-lraq War; Israel; 
Greece; and Other 
Subjects 


Shultz Bilateral Meetings 
at United Nations; U.N. 
Security Council 
Resolution on [ran-lraq 
War 


Visit to United Nations; 
U.N. Security Council 
Resolution on Iran-[raq 
War 

Kuwait; Iran-[raq War; 
U.S.S.R.; and Other 
Subjects 

Iran-Iraq War; Cuba; 
Kenya; and Other 
Subjects 

Gorbachev's Interview on 
Elimination of LRINFs 
Gorbachev's Interview on 
Elimination of LRINFs 
Iran-Iraq War; Persian 
Gulf; Panama; and Other 
Subjects 

U.S.-U.S.S.R. Possible 
Summit; Arms Control; 
Panama; and Other 
Subjects 


Visit to Turkey 











List of Press Briefings 





19 





July — Cont. 


29 Daily 
30 Special 
30 Daily 
31 Daily 
31 Special 
August 

3 Daily 

4 Daily 

4 Special 
5A Special 


5B Special 


5 Daily 

6 Press 
Conference 

10 Special 

10 Daily 

iI Daily 


Redman 


Background 
Redman 


Redman 


Background 


Redman 


Redman 


Shultz 
Shu'!tz 


Ferry, Cesar, 
Chamorro, 
Robelo 


Redman 


Shultz 


Vessey 
Redman 


Redman 


Nicaragua; Arms 
Control; Persian Gulf; 
and Other Subjects 


Visit of President Bongo 


Arms Control; Panama; 
Foreign Aid; and Other 
Subjects 

Chemical Weapons 
Export Controls; lran- 
Iraq War; Arms Control; 
and Other Subjects 


Reagan-Bongo Meeting 


Saudi Arabia; Iran-Iraq 
War; Arms Control; and 
Other Subjects 


Central America; Israel; 
Persian Gulf; and Other 
Subjects 


Nicaraguan Resistance 
Directorate 

Peace Initiatives in 
Central America 
Wright-Reagan Peace 
Initiative 


Iran-Iraq War; Central 
America; Middle East 
Peace Process; and Other 
Subjects 
Wright-Reagan Peace 
Initiative 

POW/MIAs in Vietnam 
Iran-Iraq War; Central 
America; Israel; and 
Other Subjects 

Israel; Persian Gulf; 
Chad/Libya; and Other 
Subjects 
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August — Cont. 


12 Daily 
13 Daily 
14 Daily 
17 Daily 
18 Daily 
19 Datly 
20 Daily 
2) Daily 
24 Daily 
25 Daly 


26 Special 


26 Daily 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Background 


Oakley 





Iran-lraq War; Cuba; 
Central America/ 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 

Arms Control; Central 
America/Nicaragua; 
lran; and Other Subjects 
Central America/ 
Nicaragua; South Korea; 
Angola; and Other 
Subjects 


Central America; Saudi 
Arabia; Iran-Iraq War; 
and Other Subjects 
Lebanon; Iran-lraq War; 
Central America: and 
Other Subjects 
Lebanon/Syrta; Iran; 
Berlin; and Other 
Subjects 


South African Aid for 
Nicaraguan Contras; 
lran; Lebanon/Syrta; 
and Other Subjects 


Central America; 
Lebanon; Iran-Iraq War; 
and Other Subjects 
Iran-Iraq War; U.S.S.R., 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 

Arms Control: INF 
Verification Proposals; 
lran-lraq War; Sudan; 
and Other Subjects 

INF Agreement and 
Arms Control 


Arms Control; Iran-lraq 
War; Central America: 
and Other Subjects 








Last of Press Briefings 





2! 





August — Cont 


27 Daily 
28 Daily 
3] Daly 


] Daily 
2 Daily 
3 Daily 
4 Daily 
8 Special 
8 Daily 
9 Special 
u Daily 
1] Daily 
11 Spectral 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Redman 


Redman 


Background 


Redman 


Background 


Redman 


Redman 


Ridgway, 
Kampelman 


U.S.S.R.; Arms Control; 
South Africa; and Other 
Subjects 

Philippines: Coup 
Attempt; Syria; Lebanon: 
and Other Subjects 


Iran-Iraq War; 
Philippines; Soviet Use 
of Chemical Weapons: 
and Other Subjects 


lram-ivaq War; Arms 
Control; Vietnam: and 
Other Subjects 
Iran-Iraq War; Syria; 
Arms Control: INF 
Negotiations; and Other 
Subjects 

lran-lraq War; Arms 
Control 

lran-lraq War; Burundi; 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 


Visit of Prime Minister 
Carlsson 


Chad: U.S.S.R.; lran- 
lraq War; and Other 
Subjects 


Reagan-Carlsson 
Meeting 

lran-lraq War; U.S.S.R 
Dissident Emigration: 
Portugal, Status of U.S 
Bases Agreement: and 
Other Subjects 

Syria; Middle East: 
Chad/Libya; and Other 
Subjects 
Shultz-Shevardnadze 
Meeting 
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September — Cont 
14 Special 
14 Daily 
15 Daly 
15A Special 
5B Special 
16 Daly 
16 Special 
17A Special 
7B Special 
17C Special 
IRA Special 
ISB Special 
18 Darly 
21 Dearly 
TIA Special 
21B Special 





Background 


Redman 


Redman 


Shultz 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman, 
(erasimoy 


Redman. 
(,erasimmoy 
Redman 
Reagan, Shultz 


Background 


Redman 


Oakley 


Background 


Background 


Shultz-Shevardnadze 
Meeting 

U.S.S.R.; Panama; 
Vietnam: and Other 
Subyects 

U.S.S.R.; Middle East: 
tran-lraq War; and 
Other Subyects 


Reagan and Shultz 
Meetings with 
Shevardnadze 
U.S.-U.S.S.R. Meetings 
and Closure of 
Palestiman Information 
Office 

U.S.S.R.. Middle East 
and the PLO: New 
Zealand: and Other 
Subyects 

US.-U.S.S.R. Meetings 
Shultz-Shevardnadze 
Meeting 
Shultz-Shevardnadze 
Meeting 
Shultz-Shevardnadze 
Meeting 

US-US.S.R. Plenary 
\greements 
U.S.-U.S.S.R. Monuestertal 
lalks 

lerrortsm: Iran-lraq 
War: Arms Control: and 
Other Subjects 

Arms Control: Iran; 
U.S.S.R.; and Other 
Subyects 

Reagan-Verez de Cuellar 
Meeting, lran/lraq 
Mission 


Reagan-Juneyo Mecting 








Last of Press Brictings 





September — Cont 
21C Special 


21D Special 


QE Press 
Conterence 


Daily 


Special 


Datly 


Special 


Daly 


Daily 


Press 
Conlerence 





Background 


Background 
Shultz 


Oakley 


Shultz 
Conterence 


Redman 


Oakley 


Redman 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Shultz 


Oakley 


Reagan-Nakasone 
Meeting 


Reagan-Cerezo Meeting 


UN. Security Council 
Resolution Resolution 
598 

U.S. Attack on Lraman 
Vessel; U.S.S.R.: Moscow 
Embassy; Saudi Arabia; 
and Other Subjects 
U.N. Security Councii 
Resolution 598; Iranian 
Navy Mine Laying in 
International Waters 
Shultz’s Bilateral 
Meetings at United 
Nations 


Nicaragua; El Salvador: 
lran-lraq War, and 
Other Sul ts 


Shultz's Bilateral 
Meetings at United 
Nations 


tran-lraq War; Arms 
Control; Chad: and 
Other Subjects 


lran-lraq War; Libya. 
Exchange of Libyan 
Mines to Iran for 
Chemical Weapons, 
U.S.S.R.; and Other 
Subyects 


Bilateral Meet.ngs at 
United Nations; U.N 
Securtty Council 
Resolution 598 


Lebanon; Iran-lraq War, 
North Korea Troop 
Reductions; and Other 
Subjects 
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September — Cont 
28A Special 


28B Special 


29 Daily 


QUA Special 


298 Special 


290 Special 
29D Special 


50) Daily 
30 Special 
October 

| Daly 
1A Press 


Conlerence 


1B Special 
2 Daly 
5 Special 





Redman 


Redman 


Oakley 


Redman 


Batley 


Background 


Redman 


Oakley 


Redman 


Oakley 


Shultz 


Redman 


Oakley 


Background 


Bilateral Meetings at 
United Nations 


Shultz's Bilatera! 
Meetings at United 
Nation: 


lran-lraq War; Middle 
East; Saudi Arabia; and 
Other Subjects 


Shultz's Bilateral 
Meetings at United 
Nations 

Soviet Propaganda 
Activities 

South Africa 


Shult7’s Bilateral 
Meetings at United 
Nations 


Iran; Angola; Austria: 
Waldheim Case 


Shultz's Bilateral 
Meetings at United 
Nations 


U.S.S.R. Missile lest: 
Israel: West Bank; lran- 
Iraq War; and Other 
Subjects 


Bilateral Meetings at 
United Nations; Arms 
Embargo and the [ran- 
Iraq War 


Shultz Bilateral Meetings 
at United Nations 


U.S.S.R.; Israel; Senate 
Criticism of State 
Department Use of 
Foreign Mission Status, 
and Other Subjects 


Visit of ? esident 
Chissaneo 





List of Press Brictings 





October — Cont. 


5 Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Daily 


Special 
Daily 


Daily 


Special 
Datly 


Press 
Conlerence 


Special 
Special 


Special 


Daily 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Redman 


Background 


Redman 


Redman 


Background 


Redman 


Shultz 


Wallis, Kitamura 


Shultz 


Redman 


Oakley 


Visit of Lao Vice Foreign 
Minister to U.S.; lran- 
Iraq War; China: Tibet; 
and Other Subjects 


Arms Control: 
Chemical Weapons: 
Middle East; U.S.S.R.; 
and Other Subjects 


Philippines: Arms 
Control; Japan, Persian 
Gulf Assistance; and 
Other Subjects 

China: Tibet; Nicaragua; 
Eastern Europe; and 
Other Subjects 


Reagan-Kaunda Meeting 


lran-[raq War; West 
Germany; U.S.S.R.; and 
Other Subjects 


lran-lraq War; Israel: 
Occupted Territories; 
Central America; and 
Other Subjects 


Visit of President Duarte 
Iran-Iraq War; PLO, 
Canada; and Other 
Subjects 

lran-lraq War; Middle 
East; Soviet Union; Saudi 
Arabia 

U.S.-Japan Structural 
Dialog 

Middle East 

Shultz Visit to Israet: 
Sov et Jewry, Human 
Rights 

lran-lraq War; U.S.S.R., 
Burkino Faso; and Other 
Subjects 
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October — Cont. 

18 Special Shultz Visit to Israel 

IY Daily Oakley Iran-Iraq War: U.S. 
Strike at Iranian 
Facilities; Middle East; 
Saudi Arabia; and Other 
Subjects 

20 Daily Oakley Haitian Electoral 
Process; Middle East; 
Nicaragua; and Other 





Subjects 

20A Special Background Visit of Prime Minister 
Gandhi 

20B Special Shultz Middle East 

21 Dirty Oakley Nicaragua; Cambodia; 
Panama; and Other 
Subjects 

22 Daly Oakley Iran-Iraq War; U.S.S.R., 


Nicaragua: Detention of 
U.S. Citizen Fisher; and 
Other Subjects 

23 Daily Oakley Panama; Middle East: 
‘Trip of Ambassador 


Murphy; U.S.S.R.: Laser 
Complex; and Other 


Subjects 
23 Press Shultz ‘Trip to Moscow; Arms 
Conlerence Control; Middle East 
26 Daily Redman El Salvador: Killing of 


Herbert Anaya; Arms 
Control; Lran-lraq War; 
and Other Subjects 


Daily Redman Iran, Afghanistan, 
Philippines; and Other 
Subjects 

28 Dasly Redman U.S.S.R.; Philippines; 

Nicaragua; and Other 

Subjects 





List of Press Brictings 27 





October — Cont. 


29 Daily Redman Soviet Union; Middle 
East; Israel; and Other 
Subjects 


November 


2 Daily Redman Iran-Iraq War; Japan, 
Angola; and Other 
Subjects 


3 Datly Redman Nicaragua; lran-traq 
War; U.S.S.R.; and Other 
Subjects 


4 Daily Redman U.S.-Japan Agreement 
for Peaceful Nuclear 
Cooperation; Iran-Iraq 
War, Haiti 


5 Datly Redman U.S.S.R.; Lran-lraq War; 
Arms Control; and Othe 
Subjects 

6 Datly Redman Central America; 
Philippines; Chad; and 
Other Subjects 

] Special Background Geneva Nuclear lesting 
Negotiations 

10 Daily Redman Nicaragua; Spain: Base 
Negutiations; lran-Lraq 
War; and Other Subjects 

11 Special Whitehead ‘Trip to East Germany; 
U.S.-East German 
Relations 

12 Daily Redman Iran-Iraq War; Warsaw 
act; Nicaragua; an’ 
Other Subjects 

13 Datly Redman Central America; 
Bahrain; U.S.S.R.; and 
Other Subjects 


16 Daily Redman Kenya; Central America; 
El Salvador; Israel: [ran 
Arms-Contra Aid Matter; 
and Other Subjects 


17 Daily Rediman Israel; Angola; United 
Nations; and Other 
Subjects 
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November — Cont. 


18 Daily Redman Arms Control; Jordan; 
Israel; and Other 
Subjects 

19 Daily Redman Soviet Unton; Africa; 
China; and Other 
Subjects 

20 Daily Redman U.S.-U.S.S.R. Ministerial 
Meeting; Cuba; Laos; 
and Other Subjects 


23 Daily Oakley Central America; Cuba; 
Colombia: Extradition of 
Jorge Luis Ochoa 


24 Daily Oakley Cuba; Completion of 
INF Agreement; 
Afgha vistan; and Other 
Subjects 


25 Daily Oakley Cuba: Mariel 
Excludables; Elections in 
Suriname; Colombia: 
Extradition of Jorge Luis 
Ochoa; and Other 


Subjects 

27 Daily Redman Israel; Zimbabwe; 
Lebanon; and Other 
Subjects 

30 Daily Redman Haiti: Election Violence; 


Latin America; Cuba; 
and Other Subjects 


30 Special Armacost, Upcoming U.S.-U.S.S.R. 
Ridgway, Summit 
Kampelman 

December 

| Daily Redman Haitt; France-lran 


Hostage Deal; 
Alghanistan, and Other 


Subjects 

2 Daily Redman Arms Control; 
Cambodia; Haiti; and 
Other Subjects 

2A Special Background INF Agreement ana the 


U.S.-U_S.S.R. Sunomit 








List of Press Brictings 


29 





December — Cont. 
2B Special 

5 Daily 

4 Daily 

10 Special 
11 Daily 

12 Press 

Conterence 

13 Special 
14 Daly 

15 Daily 

15 Special 
16 Daily 

16 Special 
17 Daily 

18 Daily 

21 Daily 


Background 
Redman 


Redman 


Background 


Oakley 


Shultz, Delors 


Shultz 


Oakley 


Oakley 


Background 


Oakley 


Background 


Redman 


Redman 


Oakley 


Soviet Noncompliance 


U.S.S.R.; Panama; PLO; 
and Other Subjects 


Arms Control; U.S.S.R.; 
Iran-Iraq War; and 
Other Subjects 


U.S.-U.S.S.R. Summit; 
INF Agreement; Arms 
Control 


Arms Control; West 
Bank; Iran-Iraq War; 
and Other Subjects 
North Atlantic Alliance 
Meeting 

‘Trp to Copenhagen, 
Arms Control; U.S.- 
U.S.S.R. Relations; 
NATO 

Nicaragua; Israel; Haitt; 
and Other Subjects 
Israel; Nicaragua; 
Afghanistan; and Other 
Subjects 

Visit of Prime Minister 
Gorta 

Korea; iran-lraq War, 
Alghanistan; and Other 
Subjects 


Visit of Prime Minister 
Goria 

South Korea; Persian 
Gulf; Cambodia; and 
Other Subjects 


U.S.S.R.: Arrest and 
Expulsion of U.N. 
Diplomat; Eygpt; Iran- 
Iraq War; and Other 
Subjects 


Occupied Territories; 
Nicaragua; China; and 
Other Subjects 
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December — Cont. 


21 Special Armacost Soviet Occupation of 
Afghanistan 


22 Daily Oakley Israel; Soviet Union; 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 

23 Daily Oakley Occupied Territories; 
Israel; and Other 
Subjects 

24 Daily Oakley Lebanon; Spain; 
Occupied Territories; 
and Other Subjects 





28 Daily Oakley Afghanistan; Arms 
Control; Lebanon; and 
Other Subjects 

29 Daily Oakley Israel and the Occupied 


‘Territories; Chile; Iran- 
Iraq War; and Other 
Subjects 


30 Daily Oakley China: Expulsion of 
Diplomats from U.S.; El 
Salvador; Israel and the 
Occupied ‘Territories; 
and Other Subjects 

31 Daily Oakley China; Colombia; Israel 
and the Occupied 
Territories; and Other 
Subjects 














LIST OF TREATIES AND OTHER 
INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS 
SIGNED BY THE UNITED STATES IN 1987 


Editor's Note: Vhis list contains the titles of bilateral and 
multilateral agreeinents signed by the United States in 1987. 


Date Signed Titie 


March 8 Final Acts of the World 
Administrative Radio Conference 
for the Planning of the HF Bands 
Allocated to the Broadcasting 
Service (HF BC-87) 


March 17 Supplementary Treaty on 
Extradition Between the United 
States of America and The 
Kingdom of Belgium To Promote 
the Repression of Terrorism 


March 20 International Natural Rubber 
Agreement, 1987 


April 2 Fisheries Treaty With Certain 
Pacific Island States 

April 27 Extradition Treaty Between The 
United States of America and The 
Kingdom of Belgium 





June 12 and Treaty With The Bahamas on 
August 18 Mutual Assistance in Criminal 
Matters 
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September || 


September 16 


December 8 


December 9 


December 31 





International Sugar Agreement, 
1987 


Montreal Protocol on Substances 


That Deplete the Ozone Layer 


‘Treaty Between the United States 


of America and the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics on the 
Elimination of Their 
Intermediate-Range and Shorter- 
Range Missiles, and Exchange of 
Notes 


Mutual Legal Assistance 


. Cooperation Treaty With Mexico 


Supplementary Protocol to the 
1970 Tax Convention With 
Belgium 








LIST OF BRIEFERS 


Abrams, Elliot, Assistant Secretary of State for Inter- 
American Affairs 

Armacost, Michael H., Under Secretary of State for 
Political Affairs 


Bailey, Dr. Kathleen, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
for Research and Inter-Departmental Affairs, Bureau 
of Intelligence and Research 

Baker, James A., III, Secretary of the Treasury 

Benedick, Richard E., Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
for Environment, Health, and Natural Resources, 
Bureau of Oceans and International Environmental 
and Scientific Affairs 

Beazley, Kim, Australian Defense Minister 


Calero Portocarrero, Adolfo, Member of the Directorate of 
the Nicaraguan Resistance 

Carlucci, Frank C., Assistant to the President for National 
Security Affairs to November 23, 1987; thereafter, 
Secretary of Defense 

Cesar, Alfredo, Commander-In-Chief of the Directorate of 
the Nicaraguan Resistance 

Chamorro, Pedro Joaquin, Member of the Directorate of 
the Nicaraguan Resistance 

Crocker, Chester A., Assistant Secretary of State for African 
Affairs 


Delors, Jacques, President of the European Communities 
Commission 


Ferry, Maria Azucena, Member of the Directorate of the 
Nicaraguan Resistance 
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Fitzwater, Marlin M., Assistant to the Vice President and 
Press Secretary to February 2, 1987; thereafter, 
Assistant to the President for Press Relations and 
Principal Deputy Press Secretary to the President 


Gerasimov, Gennadi |., Soviet Foreign Ministry 
Spokesman 

Glitman, Ambassador Maynard, United State. Delegate to 
the Strategic Arms Negotiations 


Havden, William, Australian Foreign Minister 
Helms, Ambassador Richard, Member, Moscow Embassy 
Assessinent Review Panel 


Kampelman, Max M., Head of United States Delegation, 
Negotiations on Nuclear and Space Arms; also 
Counselor of the Department of State from July 15, 
1987 

Kitamura, Hiroshi, Japanese Deputy Foreign Minister 


Laird, Melvin, Chairman, Moscow Embassy Assessment 
Review Panel 

Lamb, Robert, Assistant Secretary of State for Diplomatic 
Security 

Lehman, Ambassador Ronald F., 11, United States Delegate 
to the Strategic Arms Negotiations 

Lyng, Richard E., Secretary of Agriculture 


McPherson, M. Peter, Administrator, Agency for 
International Development, to April 1987 

Miller, James C., 111, Director, Office of Management and 
Budget 

Murphy, Richard W., Assistant Secretary of State for Near 
Eastern and South Asian Aflairs 

Muskie, Edinund, Member, President's Special Review 
Board 


Nitze, Paul H., Ambass dor at Large and Special Adviser 
to the President and the Secretary of State on Arms 
Control Matters 





Last of Brieters 5 





Oakley, Phyliis E.. Nepartment of State Deputy Spokesman 


Reagan, Ronald, President of the United States 

Redman, Charles E., Department of State Spokesman: 
also, Assistant Secretary of State for Public AiTairs- 
Designate to June 29, 1987; thereafter, Assistant 
Secretary of State for Public Affairs 

Ridgway, Rozanne L., Assistant Secretary of State for 
European and Canadian Affairs 


Schifter, Richard, Assistant Secretary of State for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs 

Schlesinger, Dr. James R.. Member, Moscow Embassy 
Assessinemt Review Panel 

Scowcrolt, General Brent, Member of the President's 
Special Review Board 

Shultz, George P., Secretary of State 

Sigur, Gaston |., jr, Assistant Secretary of State for East 
Asian and Pacific Affairs 

Sofaer, Abraham D., Legal Adviser, Department of State 

Sprinkel, Dr. Beryl, Chairman, Council of Economic 
Advisers 


Tower, John G., Head, President's Special Review Board 


Vessey, General John, President's Special Emissary for 
POW/MIA and Other Humanitarian Issues 


Wallis, Allen, Jnder Secretary of State for Economic Affairs 
and Agriculture 

Walters, Lieutenant General Vernon A., USA (Ret.), 
Representative to the United Nations 

Weinberger, Casper W., Secretary of Defense to November 
17, 1987 

Whitehead, Jolin C., Deputy Secretary of State 

Wrobleski, Ann B., Assistant Secretary of State for 
International Narcotics Matters 


Yeutter, Clayton, United States Trade Representative 








INDEX 


Editor's Note: \ he relerences in this index are the dates on 
which mdividual press briefings were given of treaties signed 
The entries for the Department of State Datly Press Briefings, the 
Department of State and White House Special Press Briefings, 
and Treaves and Other International Agreements signed by the 
United States are listed separately as Daily, Special, and Treaties. 
respectively, under each heading. Department of State press 
conferences are included in the Special category. When more 
than one special briefing or treaty sgning occurred on the same 
day, the order m which they appear on the microfiche card ts 
indicated by the letter A, B. etc. alter the date 


Abbas, Abu al 
Daily, Apr 2). 25. 27 
Special, Sept 158. Oct. 1B 
Abdallah, George Ibralum, sentencing of, Daily, Mar. 2 
Abdallah, Yusul bin ‘Alawi bin, Daily, Oct. 7 
Abdullah, Crown Prince. See Saud Abdallah bun ‘Abd al- Aziz al 
Abe, Shintaro, Daily, Apr. 6, 20-21 
ABM lreaty. See Anti- Ballistic Missile Treaty 
Abortion, Special, jan. 27B 
Abrams, Elliott 
Brunet ard to Contras, Daily, jan. 7 
Central American econome assistance, Special, Mar. 1 
Colombia vest, Daily, July 27 
Congressional testrmony, June 16-18, July 22 
Habih meeting, Daily, Jan 8 
lran-Contra affair testimony 
Daily, May |1, july 9 
Special, May 288 
McNeil charges, Daily, Feb. 17 
Mexico City trip, Daily, July 16-17 
performance ol, Daily, june 3 
support lor 
Daily, June 4-5, 8, 16-17, 26, July 1S, Sept. 
Special, june |28 
Fainbs allegations agam:st, Daily, May 4 
Abshire, Dave, Special, Feb. 268 
Abu Nidal. See Nidal, Abu 
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ACDA. See Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 
Acevedo, Peralta, Ricardo, Special, Sept. 28A 
Acquired Lmmune Deficiency Syndrome: 
creation of virus, Daily, Nov. 2 
policy, Daily, May 4 
testing, Daily, Jan. 20-21, Feb. 27 
UNGA resolution, Daily, Oct. 28 
Adelman, Kenneth L. 
Daily, Feb. 12, July 30 
Special, Apr. |5B, Sept. 16, 188 
Alghamstan: 
detection of Napbullah's brother, Daily, Nov. 2: 
military situation: 
Daily. july |, 6, Sept. 21 
Special, july 6B 
Pakistan border raids, Daily, Feb. 27 
Proxumity Valks, Daily, Sept. 2. 11 
Soviet occupation 
cease-live negotiations, Daily, Jan. 2. 6, 14-15 
downing of Aghan aircraft, Daily, June 12 
report on, Special, Dec. 2! 
Resistance Coalition, Daily, Nov. 12 
Soviet border attacks, Daily, Apr 15 
Sovret withdrawal: 
Daily jan. 7, 15, Feb. 20, July 21-22. Now. 2, 16-17, Dec 
1.4 
Special, jan. 6-7, Mar. HIA, 18, Apr. Hl. 128, Sept. 16, 218 
special report briefing, Daily, Dec. 18, 21 
travel advisory, Daily, Dec. 28 
United Nations: 
\ighan Ambassador to, Daily, July 17 
\rmacost-Cordovez meeting, Daily, Dec. || 
talks on, Daily, Dec. 1! 
S. aid to resistance, Daily, Dec. 15, 28 
S. ctiven killed, Daily, Dec. 29-30 
S. diplomat detamed, Daily, Dec. 16 
1S. journalists deaths, Daily, Oct. 27-28, Dec. 28 
Alrica (se also South Alrica; Western Sahara: and under names of 
mndrdual countries) 


econonne situation, Special, Jan. 7, 128, 15 

Shultz trp, Special, Jan. 5C 

U.S. humanitarian an, Special, Mar 126 
\lrican Development Bank Executive Board, Special, jan. 13 
African National Congress: 

\rikkoner meeting (Dakar), Daély, July 6 
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African National Congress — Cont. 
Shultz- tambo meeting: 
Daily, Jan. 16 
Special, Jan. 6, 13, 288 
‘Tambo speech, Daily, Jan. 9, 12-15 
U.S. contact, Daily, Apr. 23 
and Venice economic summit, Daily, june | 
Agee, Philip, Daily, June 10 
Agency for Imernational Development, 25th anniversary, Daily, 
May 27 
Agricultu al reform, Special, Jan. 278 
Agricultural trade, Special, May 28A, June 2A-B, 108, [8B 22, 
July 6A, Dec. 12 
Aharon, Yossi Ben, Daily, May 13 
Ahman, Mohammed, Daily, May 12 
AID. See Agency for International Development 
AIDS. See Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome 
Airborne Warning and Control System 
Daily, Feb. 4, May 14, 18-21, June 16 
Special, May 28B, June 2A 
Ajibola, Prince Bola, Daily, Nuv. 5 
Aifonsin, Raul, Daily, Apr. 17 
Algeria 
Daily, Apr. 2!. 23, Sept. 22, Oct. 7 
Special, Apr. 9, Oct. 1B 
Algiers Accord, Daily, Sept. 23, 30 
American Association of Community College Trustees, Daily, 
Feb. 20 
American Bar Association, Shultz address, Daily, Jan. 20, Feb. 10 
American Forergn Policy: Current Documents: 
1982, Microliche Supplement, Daily, Dec. 31 
1985, Daily, Feb. 6 
1986, Daily, Dec. 30 
American Legion, award to Shultz, Daily, Feb. 9 
America’s Watch: 
human rights report: 
Daily, Feb. 9 
Special, Fel. ISA 
Amnesty International: 
Contra report, Daily, Jan. 20-21 
Syrian torture of Palestinians report, Daily, Oct. 28 
Anaya, Herbert, Daily, Oct. 26-27 
Anderson, Terry, Daily, Mar. 13, 16, Dec. 24 
Andreotti, Giulio, Daily, July 9 
Andrewes, Adib, Daily, Oct. 5 
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Angola (see also Namibia; National Union for the Total 
Independence of Angola; Popular Movement for the 
Liberation of Angola): 

Daily, Feb. 5, Apr. 7 
Benguela Railroad, Daily, Apr. 17 
Crocker trips, Daily, July 10, 15, 17, Sept. 8, 11, 24, 28, Dec. 16 
Cuban presence, Daily, Nov. 17 
Luanda sumiut meeting, Daily, Apr. 17 
military situation, Daily, Nov. 2, 12 
peace proposal, Aug. 4, 10-11, 19, 21 
Soviet military aid, Daily, May 12 
UN Security Council resolution, Daily, Sept. 50 
U.S. food assistance, Daily, Aug. 14 
U.S. pilot downed, Daily, Apr. 27 
U.S. visits, Daily, June 9, Nov. 17 
Van Dunem-Crocker meeting, Daily, June 12 
Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty: 
and Allies, Feb. 10, 12, 25 
live-year report, Daily, Aug. 31 
Gorbachev speech on, Daily, Feb. 17 
ratification process, Daily, Mar. 18, May 4 
Soviet noncompliance, Special, Dec. 215 
Soviet violations, Daily, Oct. 15 
U.S. position on: 
Daily, Feb. 4-5, 9, Mar. 12-13, Apr. 20-50, May U3, Sept. 2! 
Special, Apr. 8, 11, 158, May 15 
U.S.-U.S.S.R. practice under: 
Daily, Set. 
Special, Oct. 23, Dec. 10, 15 
violations of, Daily, July 51 
ANZUS (Australia, New Zealand, United States) 
Daily, june | 
Special, June 19-20, 22, Aug. 6 
Apartherd: 
Daily, Sept. 20 
Special, Sept. 20 
Aquino, Corazon ©. 
Daily, Mar. 25, May 4, Aug. 28 
Special, June 121 
Arab-Israeli dispute (see also Israel; Occ upied lerritories; 
Palestinmmans; West Bank), Special, Feb. 17, Sept. 15B 
Arab League 
Daily, May 6-7, June 3, Aug. 26, Sept. 1, 9, Nov. 12 
Special, Oct. 1B 

Aralat, Yas, Daily, Mar. 20, Sept. 9, 11 

Arbatoy, Georgry Arkadevich, Daily, Mar. 6, Nov. 27 
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Arce Castano, Bayardo, Daily, Nov. 2 
Arctic peace zone, Daily, Oct. 2 
Argentina: 
Daily, Apr. 17, 20, 22, Sept. 8 
Special, Sept. 28A 
Treaties, Mar. 8 
Arias Sanchez, Oscar: 
Daily, Feb. 17, June 15, 17, Aug. 12, 26, 28, Sept. 21-22, Oct 
13, 29 
Special, Aug. 4, 5A-B, Sept. 21D 
Armacost, Michael H.: 
Alghamstan special report briefing: 
Daily, Dec. 18, 21 
Special, Dec. 2! 
Hill appearance, Daily, July 21-22 
on Lragi attack on ULS.S. Stark, Daily, May 19 
meetings with: 
Berlin, Daily, Jan. 13 
Chirac envoy, Daily, July 9 
Cordovez, Daily, Dec. |! 
Dubinin, Daily, Feb. 12-15 
Matsunaga, Daily, July 7 
Murata, Daily, Mar. 31 
North Korean oflicial, Daily, Apr. 29 
oil company representatives, Daily, Oct. 16 
Petrovsky, Daily, Sept. 1-2, Oct. 20 
Rabin, Daily, Dec. 15 
Roh Tae Woo, Daily, Sept. 15 
Shultz, Daily, Oct. 7 
Soviet Union, Daily, Nov. 19 
Vorontsov, Daily, Mar. 3, Nov. 5, 10, 12 
sumimat meeting, Daily, Dec. II 
travel: 
Asia, Daily, Oct. 23, 26 
Greece: 
Daily, July 14, 29 
lurkey, India and Pakistan, Daily, July 17, Aug. 5 
Moscow: 
Daily, Mar. 3, 12-15, 16, 18 
Special far. 18 
Pakistan, Daily, Jan. 15-16, 20-21, July 16, 21, Aug. 3-4, 10, 
Dec. 28 
‘Turkey, Special, July 28 
Washington summit meeting, Special, Nov. 30 
Armeman resolution: 


Daily, Aug. 4 
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Armenian resolution 
Special, July 28 
Arms control and disarmament (see also Anti- Ballistic Missile 
‘Treaty; Intermediate-range nuclear forces; Mutual and 
Balanced Force Reduction talks; Nuclear weapons testing; 
Strategic Arms Reduction Talks; Strategic Delense Initiative): 
Daily, Apr. 20, 24, Aug. 26 
Ai-Submarine Based Nuclear Weapons, Daily, May || 
conventional forces, Daily, Dec. | 
GAO export controls report, Daily, Sept. 1! 
Geneva negotiations: 
Daily, Feb. 4, Apr. 21, 23, Oct. 6, 28 
Special, Jan. 12A, 12C, May 288 
Kampelinan-Shevardnadze meeting (Geneva), Daily, Aug. 5 
Kampelman- Vorontsov meeting (Geneva), Special, June 25B 
Missile lechnology Control Regime, Special, Apr. 16B 
Moscow meetings, Special, Apr. 13B 
nuclear risk reduction centers, Special, Apr. 138 
nuclear and space talks, Daily, Jan. 13 
Polish proposals, Daily, May 8 
Senate request lor treaty negotiating records, Daily, Sept. 24 
Soviet missiles, Daily, Dec. 17 
Soviet position: 
Daily, Feb. 9, Mar. 2-3, 5, Apr. 7, 17, 21, 27, July 1, 6, 14-15, 
27, 29-30, Sept. 16, Nov. 5, 13, 16-17, 19, Dec. | 
Special, July 22A 
Soviet violations, Daily, Nov. 15, Dec. | 
summit with Western Alles, Daily, Aug. 20, Nov. 5 
testing of D-5 missiles, Daily, Oct. 7 
U.S. negotiations in Washington, Daily, Mar. 6 
U.S. policy, Daily, Mar. 9 
U.S. position, Special, Mar. 5, 6F 
verthication of arms agreements, Daily, June 3 
Vorontsov press conference, Daily, Feb. 4 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, Daily, June 19, July 30 
ASEAN. See Association of Southeast Asian Nations. 
Asencio, Diego, Special, Apr. 8, May 6 
Assad, Gen. Hatiz al- 
Daily, Apr. 27 
Gemayel meeting, Daily, Feb. 2 
Hussem meeting, Daily, May 4 
Walters meeting/call: 
Daily, July 7-8, 16, Aug. 2! 
Special, July IGA 
Association of Southeast Asian Nations: 
Daily, Dec. 14-15 
Special, June 16-17, I8A-B, 19-20 





Ineex 





45 





Atlantic Counci! Daily, May 29 
Atta, Daily, May 2% 
AuCom, Les, Daily, Aug. 5 
Australia: 
Daily, May 4, Aug. 17 
Treaties, Mar. 8, Apr. 2, Sept. II 
beef dispute, Daily, Aug. 26 
bilateral ministerial meetings (with U.S.), Special, june 22 
Hawke government reelection, Daily, July 13 
nuclear-free zones, Special, June 18B 
Shevardnadze visit, Daily, Mar. 3 
Shuliz visit, Daily, May 27 
U.S. relations, Special, June 20, 22 
U.S. trade policies, Daily, Aug. 20 
Austria: 
Bartesch denaturalization, Daily, June ' 
Shultz bilateral, Special, Oct. 1B 
J.S. Ambassador, Daily, Aug. 18 
U.S. relations, Daily, Apr. 30, June 25 
Vrantuzky visit, Daily, May 19-21 
Waldheim case, Daily, Apr. 30, May II, June 16, 25, Sept. 
29-30 
Waldheim inadmisstbility to U.S., Daily, Apr. 28 
Waldheim on Nazi atrocities, Daily, May 20 
Aviation, civil aviation agreement, with Saudi Arabta, Daily, 
Dec. | 
AWACS. See Airborne Warning and Control System. 
Awad, Mubarak, Daily, Nov. 18 
Aziz, Varig: 
Daily, July 27 
Special, Sept. 25 


Bahats, Special, Feb. 19A 
Bahamas: 
Treaties, June 12, Aug. 18 
drug interdiction. efllorts, Daily, June 22 
elections, Daily, June 22 
U.S. narcotics control, Daily, Mar. 9 
Bahrain: 
Daily, Oct. 22, Nov. 15, Dec. 16 
Special, Sept. 29 
Barley, Kathleen, Special, June 2C, Sept. 298 
Baker, Sen. Howard, on U.S. Gulf policy: 
Daily, July 6 
Special, Apr. ISA, June 8, July IGA 
Baker, James A., III, Special, Jan. 5A, June 2B, 10C 
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Baker Plan. See Program for Sustained Growth in Developing 
Countries. 
Bangladesh: 
Daily, May 13 
Special, Sept. 29A 
Banna, Sabri al-. See Nidal, Abu. 
Barbados, death of Barrow, Daily, June 2 
Barbie, Klaus, Daily, July 6 
Barnes, Harry George, Jr., Daily, June 15 
Barri, Nabih, Daily, Dec. 3 
Barrow, Errol, Daily, June 2 
Barry, Marion: 
Daily. May 4 
Special, June 2C 
Bartesch, Martin, Daily, June 3 
Baryshnikov, Mikhail, Daily, jan 22 
Bavadra, Timoci, Daily, June 16 
Beazley, Kim, Special, June 22 
Begun, losif, Daily, February 18 
Beilin, Yossi, Armacost meeting, Daily, Jan. 13 
Belgium, Treaties, Apr. 27, Dec. 31 
Bencdjedid, Col. Chadli, Daily, May 5 
Benedick, Richard E., Special, Feb. 19C 
Bennett, William, Special, Sept. 8 
Berlin, Hess death, Daily, Aug. 18-19 
Bermudez, Enrique, Daily, Aug. 2! 
Bernadotte, Folke, Special, Sept. 9 
Bina Brith, Daily, May 19 
Bogaty, Anatoly and Larisa, Daily, Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 6 
Bolivia: 
narcotics control, Special, Mar. 2 
U.S. aid, Daily, Sept. 2! 
Bongo, Omar, Special, July 30-51 
Bono, Sterling, Daily, Oct. 21 
Boone, Rudi, Daily, June 9 
Boren, Sen. David L., Daily, Jan. 30 
Botha, Roelof F., Daily, June | 
Bouhabib, Dr. Abdallah, Daily, Mar. 2 
Boyd, Aquino, Daily, July 8, 13 
Bracy, Corporal Arnold, Daily, June 15 
Brazil: 
Treaties, Mar. 8, Sept. 11 
debt repayments: 
Daily, Feb. 20 
Special, Sept. 228 
trade dispute, Daily, Nov. 15 
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Brazil — Cont. 
U.S. citizens escape jail, Daily, Jan. 15 
Brazinskas, Daily, May 8, !1 
Broek, Hans van den, Daily, May 28 
Brown, lom, Daily, Aug. 3 
Brown, William: 
Daily, Mar. 31, Apr. 1, 6 
Special, Apr. 8 
Brundtiand, Gro Harlem, Daily, Apr. 23 
Brunei, aid to Contras, Daily, Jan. 7-8, 13, May 12-13, June 2 
Buckley, William, death of, Daily, Jan. 21 
Budget deficit, U.S., Special, Jan. 5A, 21, 29, June 10B 
Bulgaria: 
Daily, July 13-14 
Special, jan. 27A 
Burch, Dean, Daily, Feb. 13, Mar. 30 
Burkino Faso, Daily, Oct. 16, 26 
Burundi, military coup, Daily, Sept. 4 
Busby, Morris D.: 
Daily, Sept. 8, Nov. 18 
Special, Sept. 28A 
Bush, George, Nir meeting, Daily, Jan. 9 
Business Council for International Understanding, Daily, 
Sept. 14, 29 
Business Leaders Conlerence, Daily, May || 


Calero, Adollo: 
Daily, Fel. 17-18 
Special, Sept. 4 
Cambodia: 
Khimer Rouge, Special, June 18B 
POW/MIAs, Special, Aug. 10 
Sihanouk, military support for, Daily, Dec. 17 
Sithanouk-Hun Sen meeting: 
Daily, Dec. 2, 4 
Special, Nov. 30 
Sihanouk resignation, Daily, May 18 
Soviet presence, Special, june 19 
U.S. citizen detained, Daily, Sept. 15, 22, Oct. 2! 
Vietnamese occupation, Special, June 18A-8 
Vietnamese troop withdrawal, Daily, Nov. 30 
Cameroon, Special, Jan. 5C, 9B-C 
Canada: 
Treaties, Mar. 8, Mar. 20, Sept. 11, Sept. 16 
Clark visit, Daily, Mar. 10 
Deaver case, Daily, Oct. 14 
Gotlieb diplomatic status, Daily, May 27-28 
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Canada — Cont. 
Israeli attaché, Daily, Mar. 6 
Northwest Passage, Daily, May 14 
Sofaer letter to Justice Departinent, Daily, Oct. 14 
trade, Daily, Sept. 24, Oct. 5 
“Capital-to-Capital”, Daily, Nov. 23 
Caputo, Dante, Special, Sept. 28A 
Carlsson, Ingvar, Special, Sept. 8-9 
Carlucci, Frank C.: 
Daily, Aug. 4 
Special, Mar. 5, GE, Apr. 7, ISA, June 8, 10A 
Carrington, Lord Peter, Special, June 12A, Sept. 2iE 
Carter, Jimmy: 
Middle East policy, Daily, Mar. 23, 30 
Middle East trip, Daily, Mar. 3, 6, 13, 16, 20 
Shultz meeting, Daily, Apr. 3 
Casey, William: 
Daily, Feb. 12 
death ol, Daily, May 6 
resignation of, Daily, Feb. 2 
Center for the Study of the Presidency, Daily, Mar. 20 
Central America (see also dividual countries; Guatemala City 
Accord, Nicaragua): 
Arias peace proposals: 
Daily, Feb. 17, June 15, Sept. 22, Oct. 29 
Special, Aug. 4, 5A-B, Sept. 21D 
Busby visit, Daily, Sept. 8 
Chiefs of Mission meeting (Washington), Daily, Aug. 17-18 
Congressional visits to, Daily, Feb. 4 
Foreign Ministers’ Meeting (El Salvador), Daily, Aug. 21 
Habib travel, Daily, Jan. 9, Feb. 17, 20, Mar. 23, June 1, 3, I, 
15 
IBC contract investigation, Daily, May 6 
Kissinger Commission report, Daily, Aug. 17 
Loeffler appointment, Daily, July 7 
OAS/UN Secretaries General tour, Daily, Jan. 7 
Peace Plan Compliance, Daily, Nov. 3 
Presidents’ meeting (San Jose, Costa Rica), Daily, Feb. 12-15 
Presidents’ Peace Plan, Daily, Aug. 10 
Réagan meeting with Contra leaders, Daily, Aug. 26 
Regional Peace Plan, Daily, Jan. 7, Aug. 4 
Shultz meeting with Central American Ambassadors, Daily, 
July 10 
she meeting with Contiadora ambassadors, Daily Feb. 9 
summit meeting, Dai! 9, 25 ® 
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Central America — Cont. 
U.S. economic assistance: 
Daily, Mar. 2 
Special, Mar. 3B 
U.S. peace plan, Daily, Aug. 5, 10, 12-13 
U.S. policy, Daily, Mar. 6, Aug. 4, 18, Oct. 6 
U.S. Technical Team, Daily, Aug. 25-26 
Wright involvement, Daily, Aug. 25, 28, Nov. 17 
Wright-Reagan peace initiative: 
Daily, Aug. 14 
Special, Aug. 5A-B, 6 
Central American Peace Agreement, Daily, Aug. 14 
Central American peace process, Daily, Nov. 16 
Central Intelligence Agency, Daily, Aug. 10, Oct. 23 
Cerezo Arevalo, Vinicio, Special, May 12, Sept. 21D 
Cesar, Alfredo, Special, Aug. 4, 5B 
Chad: 
cease-fire, Daily, Sept. 24 
chemical weapons, Daily, Sept. 11 
Libyan occupation: 


Daily, Jan. 6-8, 13, 21, Feb. 9, Mar. 23, 25-27, Aug. II, 24, 


31, Sept. 24 
Special, Jan. 5C, 9B-C, Apr. 8 
political situation: 
Daily, Sept. 8 
Special, Jan. 13 
U.S. Hawke missiles, Daily, Sept. 8-9 
U.S. military aid: 


Daily, Jan. 2, 6-7, 13, Feb. 10, Mar. 9, 23, 25, 27, Aug. 31, 


Sept. 4, 8, 25 
Special, Jan. 6, Jan. 12B 
U.S. relations, Special, Sept. 30 
U.S. Stinger missiles, Daily, Nov. 6 
Chalee, Sen. John H., Special, Feb. 19C 
Chamorro, Pedro Joaquin, Special, Aug. 4, 5B 
Chamoun, Camille, assassination attempt, Daily, Jan. 8 
Chemical and biological weapons: 
in Chad, Daily, Sept. 11 
export restrictions, Daily, Aug. 3 
in Iran-fraq war, Daily, Jan. 14, May I-13, July 31, Dec. 30 
in Libya, Daily, Sept. 25, Dec. 24, 30 
Shikany Facility, Daily, Oct. 6 
in Soviet Union, Daily, Feb. 18, Mar. 5 
Soviet use in Southeast Asia/Alghanistan, Daily, Aug. 31 
treaty negotiations: 
Daily, Oct. 6 
Special, Apr. 13B, Dec. 2A 
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Chemical and biological weapons — Cont. 
U.S. binary chemical weapons, Daily, Dec. 28 
U.S. destruction site: 
Daily, Nov. 17 
Special, Apr. 15B 
U.S. moratorium, Daily, Oct. 6 
U.S.-Soviet talks, Special, Apr. 13B 
verification provisions, Special, Apr. 15A 
Chernobyl reactor accident, Daily, Apr. | 
Chervov, Col. Nikolay Fedorovich: 
Daily, Sept. | 
Special, Sept. 17A 
Children, organ traflicking, Daily, Oct. 28 
Childress, Richard K.: 
Daily, May 7, 21, 28-29, Aug. 14, 17 
Special, Aug. 10 
Chile, Daily, Jan. 2, Apr. 3, Dec. 17 
Barnes recall, Daily, June 15 
human rights: 
Daily, Dec. 29 
Special, Sept. 28A 
Letelier case, Daily, Feb. 4-5, Mar. 26, May 7, 27, June 1, 15, 
Oct. 16 
Mollett case, Daily, May 27, Oct. 16 
Pinochet assassination attempt, Daily, May 8 
political parties law, Daily, Mar. 12 
Rojas case anniversary, Daily, July 2 
visas for Pan Am Games, Daily, Aug. 10-11 
China, People’s Republic of (see also Lran, Chinese Silkworm 
missiles): 
Treaties, Mar. 8, Mar. 20 
arnis sales to Iran: 
Daily, Oct. 28 
Special, Feb. 26A 
demonstrations, Daily, Jan. 9 
export control liberalization, Daily, Oct. 22 
expulsion of diplomats from U.S., Daily, Dec. 30-31 
expulsion of U.S. journalists, Special, Feb. 26A 
human rights, Special, Feb. 24 
political situation, Daily, Jan. 16 
Shultz trip: 
Daily, Feb. 25, Mar. 3 
Special, Feb. 24, Mar. SA 
Sino-Indian border conflict, Daily, May 22, June 2 
STIX missiles in Iran, Daily, Jan. 22, 29 
tourists stranded, Daily, Oct. 27-28 

















luclex 49 





China, People’s Republic of — Cont. 
travel advisory, Daily, Oct. 6 
Yang-Shultz meeting, Daily, May 19 
Chirac, Jacques, Special, Mar. 30-31 
Chissano, Joaquim A.: 
Daily, Oct. 5 
Special, Oct. 5 
Chiorofluorocarbons: 
Daily, Feb. 17 
Special, Feb. 19C 
Chun Doo Hwan: 
Daily, Apr. 15, June 19, 22, 24 
Special, Mar. 5, 6C, June 12A, 25B 
CIA. See Central Intelligence Agency. 
Clark, Bill, Special, Mar. GC 
Clark, Charles Joseph, Daily, Mar. 6, 10 
Cluverius, Vat I, [V, Daily, May 4 
Colombia: 
Daily, Jan. 14, Feb. 15, May 4 
Treaties, Mar. 8 
Abrams visit, Daily, July 27 
border tensions, Daily, Aug. 18 
drug trafficking: 
Lehder extradition, Daily, Feb. 5 
Ochoa extradition request, Daily, Nov. 23, 25, Dec. 3, 18, 31 
U.S. Embassy security, Daily, Jan. 7 
Compact of Free Association Plebiscite, Daily, Aug. 24 
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe: 
Daily, June 5, Dec. 4 
Special, June 9A, 12A, Oct. 1B, Nov. 30 
Contadora, Daily, Jan. 15, 20 
Contras. See lran-Contra affair, Nicaragua. 
Cook Islang's, Treaties, Apr. 2 
Cordovez, Diego: 
Daily, Dec. |! 
Special, Dec. 10) 
Costa Rica: 
Arias visit to U.S., Daily, June 17 
Habib-Abrams meeting with Madrigal, Daily, Jan. 8 
Madrigal-Shulkz bilateral, Special, Sept. 28A 
and Nicaraguan Contras, Daily, Mar. 9, May 4 
Presidents’ meeting, Daily, Feb. 12 
regional peace plan, Daily, Aug. 4 
Santa Elena airstrip, Daily, Mar. 12-13 
Shultz-Madrigal meeting, Daily, Sept. 9 
U.S.S. Luce port call cancelled, Daily, Sept. 1! 
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Cote D'Ivone. See Ivory Coast. 
Council of the Americas, Daily, May 6, 8 
Council on Foreign Relations, U.S.S.R. visit of delegation of, 
Daily, Feb. 
Counterterrorism, See lerrorism. 
Crocker, Chester A.: 
Alrican trip, Daily, Nov. 19 
Angola trips, Daily, Apr. 7, July 10,17, Sept. 8, 11. 24, 28, 
Dec. 16 
hunger im Africa, Special, Mar. 121 
Van Dunem meeting, Daily, June 12 
Crowe, Adm, William J., Jr. 
Daily, June 5 
Special, June 8 
Cruz, Arturo, Daily, Feb. 6, 9, 12, 20, Mar. 10 
CSCE. See Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe 
Cuba: 
Daily, July 14. 16 
Treaties, Sept. || 
defection of del Pino, Daily, May 29, June 1-3, 12 
defection of Intelligence Off cer, Daily, Aug. 10 
defector on Radio Marti, Daily, Aug. 12 
lmanigration Agreement, Daily, Nov. 27 
Mariel Migration Agreement, Daily, Nov. 20, 24-25, 30 
Nicaragua, troops in, Daily, July 2, 6 
political prisoners, release of, Daily, June 9 
Roman-Whitehead meeting, Daily, Dec. 18 
U.S. citizens: 
death of Valladares, Daily, June 12 
spying charges, Daily, May 5-6, June 12 
U.S. contacts, Daily, Nov. 30 
U.S. diplomats expelled, Daily, July 22 
U.S. relations, Daily, Jan. 21-22 
visas for Pan Am Games, Daily, Aug. 2! 
Cuban inmates in U.S. prisons, uprisings by, Daily, Nov. 23-24 
Cyprus: 
Daily, Mar. 16, Sept. 50 
Special, Sept. 2° 
international conference, Daily, Sept. 50 
Swedish Peacekeeping Troops, Daily, July 7 
U.S. Special Mediator, Daily, Dec. 4, 24 
Czechoslovakia: 
Charter 77 members arrested, Daily, Feb. % 
Congressional delegation visit, Daily, Feb. 18 
Jazz Section, Daily, Mar. 12 
Soviet invasion 19th Anniversary, Daily, Aug. 21 
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Cazechoshowakia — Cont 
spying from tourist veluclke, Daily, Dec 24 
Whitehead visu, Special, jan. 27A 
Cayrek, Uset: 
Daily. Mar. 5. 10 
Special, Fel) 198 


Dalai Lama, Daily, Oct. 6 
Daves. Arthur H., Daily, Jume 15, 30, Juty | 
De La Madnd Hurtado, Miguel, Daily, June 29 
Dean, Jolin, Special, Oct. 20A 
Dean, Nor, Special, June 22 
Deaver, Michael, Daily, Oct. 14, Dec. 18 
DECA. See Defense and Economic Cooperation Agreement 
Delense and Econom Cooperation Agreement (US - lurkey), 
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Famuly reuntlication: 
Daily, June 2, 29, Dec. 4 
Special, jan. 27A 
Fantani, Amitore, Daily, May 26, 27 
Farabunde Maru National Liberation Front, Daily, Dec. 4 
Fascell, Rep. Dante B., Daily, Dec. 17 
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Fitzwater, Marlin, Special, July 22A 
FMLN. See Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front. 
Foreign Allairs Council, Daily, Oct. 9 








Tile 5% 





Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, Special, Jan. 27B 
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Genscher visit to U.S., Daily, Apr. | 
Hamacer extradition: 
Daily, Jan. 20-21, Feb. 2-3, 10, 13, 27, Mar. 2, 31, Apr. 1-2. 
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Gillespie, Charles A., |r., Daily, Feb. 13 
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Gritz, Bo, Daily, Aug. 17 
Grossman, Dan, Special, Feb. 19A 
Group of Seven, Special, June 2A-B 
Guatemala: 
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Gulf Cooperation Council, Special, Oct. 1A 
Guyana, Daily, Apr. 23 








SR American Foreign Policy, 1987. Supplement 





Habib, Philip C.: 
Abrams meeting, Daily, Jan. 8 
Central America trips, Daily, Jan. 9, Feb. 17, 20, Mar. 25, June 
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israel, Special, Feb. 19A 

Kenya: 

Daily, Mar. 15, July 22 
Special, Mar. 12A 











60 American Foreign Policy, 1987. Supplement 





Human rights — Cont. 
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Special, Nov. 30 
Husayn, Saddam. See Saddam Hussein. 
Hussein 1, King of Jordan: 
Daily, Jan. 14 
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lntermediate-range nuclear forces negotiations — Cont. 
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Shultz remarks, Daily, May 18 
Soviet participation: 
Daily, May 19, June 22-23, July 14, Sept. 30 
Special, Oct. 18, 20B 
Soviet position, Special, Oct. 16A 
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lran—Cont, 
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hostages, Daily, Apr. 7, May 5, June 4, Aug. 20 
hostages release, Daily, Dec. | 
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Ralsanjani's sous press conference, Daily, Mar. 10 
repatriation of Iranians, Daily, Sept. 25, 29, Oct. 9 
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terrorist involvement: 
Daily, Aug. 17, Oct 27 
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Iran-Contra allaw — Cont, 
Abrams testimony/involvement: 
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chemical weapons use, Daily, May |1-14 
civilian casualties, Daily, Oct. 14 
Hussein-Assad meeting, Daily, May 4 
iranian naval exercises, Daily, Aug. 3 
lranian offensive, Daily, Apr. 27, Nov. 13 
lramian silkworm missiles, Daily, May 7, Oct. 16 
Iraqi attacks on lran, Daily, Aug. 31, Sept. 1, 9, Nov. 18 
Iraqi bombing of Iranian Oil Facilities, Daily, Aug. 10 
lraqi counterollensive, Daily, Feb. 9 
Iraqi POWs, Daily, Mar. 2 
naval attacks, Daily, Nov. 13 
Rafsanjani’s comments on, Daily, Nov. 2 
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lran-lraq war — Cont, 
Soviet role in peace eflorts, Daily, July 2, Sept. 9 
UN naval lorce: 
Paily, Dec. 28-29 
Special, Sept. 25 
UN Secretary-General’s Mission 
Daily, Sept. 3-4, 8, 14-16, 18, Oct. 28, Nov. 3 
Special, July 17, Sept. 21A, 23 
UN Security Council efforts: 
Daily, May 14, 26, June 3, 8, 22. 30, July 8-10, 13-17, 20-22, 
27-28, Aug. 10, 12, 17-18, 21, 24-26, 31, Sept. 1-4, 22-25, 
29-30, Oct. 1, 5, 9, 19, Now 2-4, 10, 12, 17, Dec. 11, 18 
Special, July IGA, 20A-B, Aug. 6, Sept. 9, 11, 16, 21A, 21E, 
29A, Oct. 1A, 15A, 23 
U.S. disinformation, Daily, jan |2 
U.S. firing on vessel, Daily, Nov 3-5 
U.S. neutrality, Daily, May 28. \ug. 10, 24, Oct. 19 
lragq (see also Lran-lrag war, Persian Gulf region): 
Aziz-Shultz meeting, Daily, july 27 
chemical weapon use, Daily, jan. |4 
chemical weapons, Daily, july 31 
Hamdoon-Derwinski meeung, Daily, June 10 
U.S. C-130 planes, demial of request for, Daily, Apr. 2 
U.S. disinformation, Daily, Jan. 13 
U.S. relations, Daily, jan. 20 
Irish Republican Army, Libyan arms shipment, Daily, Nov. 6 
Israel (see also Jerusalem; Occupied Territories; West Bank): 
Treaties, Mar. 8 
American Jewish community leaders trip, Daily, Mar. 13 
Arab and black (\mericans, discrimination against, Daily, 
July 13-14, 17, 20, 31, Oc. 28 
Atta extradition, Daily, May 26 
Awad expulsion, Daily, Nov. 18 
Beilin-Armacost meeting, Daily, Jan. 13 
Cyprus and Lebanon, seizure of boats, Daily, Feb. 10, 12 
tz-Shultz meeting, Daily, Sept. 14 
entry problems, Daily, July 2! 
Gaza Strip, violence im, Daily, Oct. 13, Dec. 1o-16, 21-24 
heavy water, Daily, Oct. 2 
Hill visit, Daily, Aug. 4, 10, 13, 17 
hostages and attacks on Lebanon, Daily, Jan. 9 
human rights, Special, Feb. 19A 
IAEA expulsion, Daily, Sept. 16 
Iran-Contra allair, Daily, Jan. 13, Apr. 28, May 22 
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Israel — Cont 
Iranian arms sales 
Daily, Nov. 16 
Special, Fel). 17-18 
Israeli intermediate missile, Daily, July 22 
Jericho mussiles, Daily, Aug. 10, 15, 24 
jommt Arrow missile development, Daily, Dec. 25 
Jount Political Military Group (with US.), Special, Feb. 17 
Kahane's ciuzenship, Daily, july | 
Lavi lighter aimecralt project 
Daily, July |, Aug. 11-13, 17, 26, 31, Olet. 29 
Special, Sept. 50 
Lebanese incursion, Daily, Dec 15 
Murpliy visit, Daily, Jan. 6, 8 
Palestinian relations, Daily, Feb. 12, Apr. 20-21, Oct. 28, Nov 
27. Dec. II 
Peres-Shultz bilateral, Special, Sept. 30 
Peres-Shultz meeting, Daily, May 13-15 
Peres visit to U.S., Daily, May |, 6, 12-14, Nov. 27 
Pollard spy case 
Daily, Jan. 7, 9, Feb. 10, Mar. 2-5, 9-10, 12-13, 16, 18-19, 26, 
30, Apr. 2, May 27, June 2, Aug. 24 
Special, heb. 17-18 
Rabin-Armacost meeting, Daily, Dec. 15 
Rabin visit to US.. Daily, May 27, July 1-2 
Rosenne-Shultz nieeting, Daily, Sept. |4 
Shamur-Pickermy meeting, Daily, Jan. 1 
Shamur-Shultz meeungs 
Daily, Feb. |7-\8 
Special, Fel). 17-18 
Shamir on U.S. arms sales to Arabs, Daily, Sept. 28 
Shamur visit to U.S., Daily, May 12, Oct. 19, Nov. 19 
Shultz-Nissim meeting, Daily, Sept. 9 
Shultz letter to Nissin, Daily, Sept. 11 
Shultz vesit 
Daily, Oct. 5, 19 
Special, Oct. 168, 18 
Sidon, shelling ol, Daily, Feb. 12, Sept. 8 
South Africa, military contract with, Daily, Mar 
Soviet consular delegation, Daily, July 14 
traming Contras in Honduras, Daily, Jan. 12 
travel advisory, Daily, July 16, Dec. 22 
UN Security Council resolution, Daily, Dec. 22 
1C «3,) 
Daily, Oct. 29, Nov. 17, 30 
Special, Feb. 17 
lor ballistic mussile development, Daily, July 30 
U.S. Ambassador, Daily, June 4, 8-9 
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Israel — Com 
US. citizen extradited for terrorism, Daily, May 7 
U.S. extradition treaty with, Daily, Mar. 3 
U.S. relations, Daily, Apr. 23, Oct. 29, Dec. 23 
U.S. spying allegations, Daily, Mar 20, 25 
Italy: 
Daily, Feb. 20, 25 
Fantam visit, Daily, May 27 
Goria visit to U.S., Special, Dec. 15-16 
Rome bombings, Daily, June 9 
Ivory Coast, Special, Jan. 5C, 15 


James Monroe Foundation, Freedom Awards dinner, Daily, 
Apr. 2! 
Japan 
Treaties, Mar. 20, Sept. 11, Sept. 16 
\be-Shultz meeting, Daily, Apr. 6, 20, 2! 
budget, Special, Jan. 14B 
defection of Amb. Kebede, Daily, Mar. 26 
economic sanctions, Special, June 8 
international airport construction, Daily, Aug 27 
Manstield medical treatment, Daily, Dec. 28 
Matsunaga-Armacost meeting, Daily, July 7 
Mutual Cooperation and Security lreaty, Daily, Apr. 7 
Nakasone visit to US 
Daily, Mar. 27, Apr. 28 
Special, Apr. 29-30, May |, Sept. 210 
nuclear agreement (with U.S.), Daily, Dec. 18 
nuclear pact document, Daily, Apr. 10 
Peacetul Nuclear Cooperation Agreement (with U_S.), Daily, 
Nov. 4 
Persian Gull assistance, Daily, Oct. 7 
sanctions against Iran, Daily, Nov 2 
Shultz meeting with Ambassador, Daily, Mar. 27 
Shultz meeting with Trade Minister, Daily, July 17 
Shultz trop, Special, Mar. 6D 
spy case involving U.S. documents, Daily, May 21 
lakeshita as Prone Minster, Daily, Oct. 20 
lakeshita vist to U.S., Daily, Dec. 31 
trade negotiations 
Daily, Mar. 26, Apr. 6, 23 
Special, Mar. 6D, Apr. ISA, June 10B, Ort. 158 
trade sanctions, Daily, July | 
U.S. cigarettes, tainted shipment, Daily, June | 
U.S. relations, Special, Mar. 6D june 8, Oct. 1I5B 
Walters trip, Daily, July 9 
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Jaruzelski, Gen. Wojciech: 
Daily, May 8 
Special, Feb. 191 
javits, Sen. Jacob, Special, Feb. 17, June 12B 
Jerusalem: 
elections, Daily, June 25 
Israeli-Palestiman violence, Daily, Oct. 13 
National Day boycott, Daily, jul 6 
Shultz trip, Daily, Oct. 6 
travel advisory, Daily, Dec. 2! 
U.S. Consulate bombing, Daily, Dec. 14 
U.S policy, Daily, Oct. 6 
Job training programs, Special, jan. 27B 
Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies, Daily, 
Apr. 2 
Johnson, Betty, Daily, Mar. 16 
Jout Financial Management Program (U.S.-Liberta), Daily, 
Mar. 4 
Jordan (see also Husseim): 
arms sales, Daily, Feb. 10 
Hawk missile development 
Daily, Jan. 22 
Special, Fel. 17 
hijacking, Daily, Dec. 3 
Hussein Le Monde interview, Daily, Jan. 16 
Hussemn Murphy meeting, Daily, Jan. 8 
Hussem visit to U.S., Daily, Mar. 18, 30-31, June 8 
Murphy visit, Daily, Jan. 6 
peace process summit, Daily, Nov. 18 
PLO accord, Daily, Apr. 20 
Rifai visit to U.S., Daily, Mar. 30-31, Apr. 3, 6-7 
Soviet nulitary sales, Daily, Aug. 5 
West Bank Development Program, Daily, Mar. 23, 30 
juneyjo, Mohammed Khan 
Daily, Oct. 13 
Special, Sept. 218 


Kahane, Met, crrzenslip, Daily, July | 
Kampelman, Max M 
Daily, Jan. 12, July 21, Nov. 17-19 
Special, Jan. [2A-C, Mar. 5, GE, June 258, July 228, Sept. I, 
Nov. 30 
health of, Daily, Mar. 25, 27 
Shevardnadze meeting, Daily, Aug. 5, 10 
Karam, Rashid, assassination of, Daily, june |-2 








lnalex 





Karpov, Viktor Pavlovich: 
Daily, Mar. 25 
Special, Jan. 12C, Sept. 14, 15B, Dec. 2 
Kassinan, Laurie, Daily, Aug. 13 
Kaunda, Kenneth D., Special, Oct. 8 
Kemp, Jack, Daily, Feb. 20 
Kennedy, Dick, Special, Sept. 14 
Kenya: 
Daily, June 9 
Special, jan. 5C, 10A 
human rights: 
Daily, Mar. 15, July 22 
Special, Mar. |2A 
journalists beaten and detained, Daily, Nov. 16 
Moi visit to U.S., Special, Mar. 115, 12A 
U.S. missionaries deported, Daily, Nov. 16, 19 
U.S. relations: 
Daily, Mar. 15 
Speciai, Mar. 118, 12A 
Keyes, Alan: 
resignation of 
Daily, Sept. 28 
Special, Sept. 16 
Kiribati, Treaties, Apr. 2 
Khamenei, Ali: 
Daily, Sept. 2! 
Special, Sept. 21A 
Khan, Yaqub 
Daily, May |9 
Special, Sept. 2168, 30 
Khomet, Ayatollah Ruhollah, assassmmation plot, Datly 
Kim Dae Jung, Daily, Ap: 14, June 24 
Kim Young Sam 
Daily, June 24 
Special, June 256 
Kimehe, David, Daily, May 21-22, June I! 
Kingston, Bob, Special, Aug. 10 
Kinnock, Netl, Daily, Mar 26 
Kiribati, fishing rights, Daily, May 5 
Kirkpatrick, Jeane |., Special, June 2C 
Kissinger Coammussion, Special, Mar. 3B 
Kissinger, Henry, Daily, Feb. 9, Apr. 7, Aug. 17 
Kitamura, Hiroshi, Special, Oct. 5B 
Kohl, Helmut: 
economic summit bilaterals, Special, June 8 
on INF talks, Daily, May 7, 15 
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Kohl, Helmut — Cont. 
on Pershing missiles: 
Daily, Aug. 27 
Special, Aug. 26, Sept. 11, I8A-B 
Koivisto, Mauno, Special, Apr. i2A 
Kongsberg Vappenfabrik, Daily, June 25 
Korea. See North Korea; South Korea. 
Korean Democratic Justice Party, Daily, Sept. 11 
Kountche, Gen. Seymi, Daily, Nov. 10 
Kuranar, ladashi, Special, June 186 
Kuwait: 
Daily, Jan. 9, 22, Apr. 7, 15, 20, 23, May 4 
Special, Sept. 29D 
reflagging of vessels in Persian Gull: 
Daily, May 11-12, 18-22, 26-28, June 1, 5, 10, 15, 18-19, 25, 
25-26, 29-30, July 6, 8-9. 13, 16, 21 
Special, May 21, 28B, June 8, July 16A, 20B, Aug. 6 
U.S. bases lor helicopters, Daily, Aug. 4 
U.S. Embassy bombing, Daily, June 30 





Laid, Melvin 

Daily, May 4, June 15, July 7, 13 

Special, Apr. 7-8, 1SA, May 6 
Lamb, Robert E. 

Daily, May || 

Special, Apr. 7 
Lamvbertson, David, Special, Aug. 10 
Lange, David 

Daily, Aug. !7 

Special, Aug. 6 
Laos 

Childress trip, Daily, Aug. |4 

narcotics control, Special, Mar. 2 

POW/MIA issue: 

Daily, Aug. 14, 20, Nov. 16, 18, 20 
Special, Aug. 10 

Soubanh Sritterath visit, Daily, Oct. 5, 9 

U.S. humanttarian aid, Daily, Aug. 17 
Laryam, Mohammed, Daily, Aug. 21, 24-25, Dec. 4 
Latin America, Acapulco summit meeting, Daily, Nov. 27, 30 
Latin American Public Diplomacy, Daily, Oct. 5 
Latvia, Daily, Aug. 24 
Latvian Group, Daily, Nov. 17 
Laurel, Salvador H., Daily, Oct. 27 
Lebanon 

Cairo Agreement, abrogation of, Daily, June 16 
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Lebanon — Cont. 
Chamoun assassimation attempt, Daily, Jan. 8 
flood aid, Daily, July 10 
Gemayel-Assad meeting, Daily, Feb. 2 
Hassan visit, Daily, May 22 
Hezbollah, Daily, Feb. 27 
hostages: 
Daily, jan. 15, 20, Feb. 4, 12, 26, Mar. 4, 13, 20, 27, 
May 4, June 24, 30, Nov. 13 
communications from, Daily, Apr. 3 
French, Daily, Nov. 27 
in Iranian Embassy, Daily, Feb. 25 
Saudi hostages release, Daily, Mar. 18, 20 
Schmudt, release of, Daily, Sept. 8 
South Korean, Daily, Oct. 28-29 
Syrian role in release of: 
Daily, June 22, 25-26, July 6, Aug. 18-21, 28 
Special, July 1GA. Sept. 29D 
U.S., Daily, Jan. 29, Feb. 2-3, 9-10, Mar. 2, 16, May 14, June 
5,15 
Anderson videotape, Daily, Dec. 24 
Glass kidnapping: 
Daily, June 18-19, 22-25, July 7, Aug. 18-21, 28 
Special, July |6GA 
Steen’s condition, Daily, Apr. 3, 6, May 14 
Watte, death of, Daily, July 6 
Waite, eflorts of, Daily, Jan. 12, 20-22, Aug. 24 
Wane whereabouts: 
Daily, jan. 30, Feb. 2-3, 6, Mar. 18, 23, Dec. 28-29 
Special, Jan. 2718 
Israel relations, Daily, Jan. 9, Feb. 9, Mar. 27 
Karam assassination, Daily, June 1-2 
killings of French officers, Daily, Oct. 29 
Murphy trip, Daily, Oct. 26 
narcotics control, Special, Mar. 2 
Palestinian retugees, Daily, Apr. 6 
PLO presence in, Daily, Jan. 7 
refugee camps, Daily, Feb. 12-13 
Shukaw assassination, Daily, Aug. 3 
Syrtan presence, Daily, Feb. 25, 27, Mar. 2, 4, 10, 16, Apr. 15 
travel advisory, Daily, Jan. 20, July 21 
travel restrictions, Special, Jan. 28A 
U.S. andl, Daily, Apr. 28 
U.S. citizens in, Daily, Feb. 17 
U.S. Embassy, Daily, Feb. 6, June 18 
U.S. list of “targets”, Daily, Feb. 13 
US. military actions, Feb. 2-3 
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Lebanon — Cont. 
U.S. policy, Daily, Jan. 7 
violence in, Daily, Feb. 18, June | 
Ledeen, Michael, Daily, Feb. 2 
Ledogar, Stephen |., Daily, Feb. 13 
Lehder, Carlos, Daily, Feb. 5 
Lehman, Ronald, Special, Mar. GE, Apr. 13B 
Letelier, Orlande, murder of, Daily, Feb. 4-5, Mar. 26, May 7, 
June 1, 15, Oct. 16 
Liberia: 
Special, Jan. 5C, 13, 14A 
human rights: 
Daily, Jan. 16 
Special, Jan. |4A 
Jomt Financial Management Program with U.S., Daily, Mar. 4 
press freedom, Daily, Jan. 16 
Shultz bilateral, Special, Sept. 30 
Libya (see also Chad, Libyan occupation): 
bombing anniversary celebration, Daily, Apr. 16 
bombing raid on Qadhali, Daily, Apr. 14 
chemical weapons, Daily, Sept. 25, Dec. 24 
defection of Libyan plane crew, Daily, Mar. 3} 
Egypt invasion plan, Daily, Feb. 20 
flag removed from Diplomatic lobby, Daily, Apr. | 
and the Magreb, Daily, Apr. 7 
nuclear threat, Daily, Mar. 25 
political union with Algeria, Daily, Oct. 7 
Soviet relations, Special, Apr. 9 
terrorist incidents in Europe, Daily, Apr. 29 
terrorist involvement, Special, Apr. 9 
U.S. relations, Daily, Apr. 13 
U.S. sanctions, Daily, Sept. 30 
U.S. travel ban, Daily, Apr. 17 
Lilley, James R., Daily, June 10 
Linder, Benjamin: 
Daily, Apr. 30, May 1, 5, 13-14, June 1, Aug. 5 
Special, Aug. 5B 
Linnas, Karl, death of, Daily, July 7 
Lithuania, Daily, Aug. 24 
Loetiler, Thomas, Daily, July 7 
Lowitz, Donald, death of, Daily, Feb. 2 
Lyng, Richard, Special, July 6A 





Mabrouk, Hedi: 
visit to U.LS.: 
Daily, Apr. 6 
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Mabrouk, Hedi — Cont. 
Special, Apr. 9 
Mabuza, Enos, Daily, Feb. 6 
Macrveconomic policy, Special, June 2B, 0B 
Madrigal, Rodrigo: 
Daily, Jan. 8 
Special, Sept. 28A 
Malaysia, Treaties, Mar. 20 
Malta: 
elections, Daily, May 12 
U.S. relations: 
Daily, May 12 
Special, Sept. 25 
Mandela, Nelson, Special, Jan. 12B 
Mansfield, Mike, Daily, Dec. 28 
Mara, Ratu Sir Kamisese, Daily, May 26 
Marcos, Ferdinand, Daily, Jan. 29, July 8-10, Aug. 28 
Mariel Migration Agreement, Daily, Nov. 20, 24-25, 30 
Marshall Islands, Treaties, Apr. 2 
Marshall Plan, 40th anniversary, Daily, May 22 
Martens, Wilfried, Daily, May 28 
Martinez, Pete, Daily, July 29 
Matera, Michael, Special, Feb. 19A 
Matlock, Jack F.: 
Daily, Nov. 17 
Special, Apr. 8 
Matsunaga, Sen. Spark M., Armacost meeting, Daily, July 7 
Mbeki, Govan, Daily, Nov. 5 
McCarran-Walter Act amendments, Daily, Dec. 17 
McFarlane, Robert C., testimony on Contra funding, Daily, 
May II 
McMinn, D. M., Daily, Oct. 20 
McNamara, Cynthia, Daily, Dec. 17 
McNeil, Francis, Daily, Feb. 17, Mar. 6 
McPherson, M. Peter: 
Daily, Feb. 13 
Special, Fel). 13, Mar. 3B, 12B 
Mecke, Frederick, Daily, Apr. 29 
Meese, Edwin, I11, Daily, June 23 
Mehdi, M.1., Daily, Mar. 13 
Meimam, Inna, death of, Daily, Feb. 10 
Mexico: 
Treaties, Sept. 16, Dec. 9 
Abrams trip, Daily, July 16-17 
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Mexico — Cont. 
Reagan-De La Madrid summit, Daily, June 29 
Sepulveda-Shultz bilateral, Special, Sept. 28B 
U.S.-Mexico Binational Commission, Daily, Jan. 20 
Mica, Rep. Daniel, Daily, Apr. 29, Nov. 2 
Michel, Rep. Robert H., Daily, Sept. 15 
Micronesia, Treaties, Apr. 2 
Middle East (see also Persian Gulf region); 
Gorbachev-Andreottt meeting, Daily, July 9 
Libyan-lraqi rapprochement, Daily, Sept. 11 
Murphy-Mubarak meeting, Daily, July 9 
Murphy-Polyakov meetings, Daily, June 19, July 7-9 
Murphy travels: 
Daily, Jan. 6-8, 12-13, 20, May 7, 13-15, 20, 27, June 24, July 
8, 21, Aug. 5, Oct. 19-20, 22-23 
Special, May 21 
Pickering-Shamir meeting, Daily, July 9 
Reagan initiative, Daily, June 5 
Shultz travel: 
Daily, May |1, Sept. 29-30, Oct. 2, 9, 14 
Special, Sept. 28, 29A, 29D, Oct. 15A 
Six Day War Anniversary, Daily, June 5 
U.S. arms sales, Daily, Jan. 22, Feb. 9 
U.S.-USSR Regional Experts meeting, Daily, June 15, 22 
Walters trip, Daily, July 2 
Middle East peace process, Daily, Jan. 14, 20, Apr. 30 
Carter comments on, Daily, Mar. 20, 30 
Cluverins mission, Daily, May 4 
international peace conference, Daily, Feb. 13, 20, 27, Mar. 
2-3, 25, 30, Apr. 23, May I, 4-5, 8, 11-12, Aug. 5 
Israeli-Jordanian meetings, Daily, May 4 
Israeli position, Daily, May 8, 11 
PLO conference in Algeria, Daily, Apr. 21, 27 
Shultz letter to Peres, Daily, May || 
Syrian role, Daily, Mar. 27, May 8, 12, June 25 
U.S. efforts, Daily, Dec. 28, 31 
U.S. policy with Israel, Daily, Apr. 23 
Mikulski, Sen. Barbara, Daily, Mar. 26 
Miller, James C., 111, Special, Jan. 5A 
Minimum wage, Special, May 26 
Miranda Bengvechea, Maj. Roger, Daily, Dec. 14-15, 18 
Missile Technology Control Regime, Special, Apr. !6B 
Missiles (see also Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty): 
Chinese silkworm, Daily, May 20, June 1, 5, 16, Oct. 22-23, 26 
Hawk missile development: 
Daily, Sept. 8-9 
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Missiles — Cont. 
Special, Feb. 17 
Israeli Arrow missile, Daily, Dec. 23 
Jericho, Daily, Aug. 10, 13, 24, Sept. 22 
Maverick missile sales: 
Daily, June 11-12, Aug. 17 
Special, June 12B 
Pershing: 
Daily, Mar. 23, July 1, 10, 27, 29, Aug. 3 
Special, Apr. 15A, June I0A, IILA-B, 12B, July 16B, 22A-B, 
Aug. 26, Sept. Il, 18A-B 
U.S. Stinger, Daily, Oct. 13, Dec. 16 
Mitre Corporation, Special, July | 
Mobutu Sese Seko, Marshall, Shultz meeting, Daily, Feb. 25 
Mochtar, Kusumaatmadja, Special, June 18B 
Mollitt, Ronni, murder of, Daily, Feb. 4, May 27, Oct. 16 
Moi, Daniel T. arap, Special, Mar. 11B, 12A 
Mojahedin. See People's Mojahedin. 
Monetary policy, Special, June 2B 
Mongolia, Daily, Jan. 16 
Montgomery, Daily, Aug. 20 
Montreal Protocol on Substances That Deplete the Ozone Layer, 
Treaties, Sept. 16 
Moore, Jonathan, Daily, Mar. 5 
Morocco: 
Daily, Jan. 12, Nov. 20 
Special, Oci. 1B 
Mozambican National Resistance (RENAMO): 
Daily, Feb. 6, July 13, Aug. 19 
Special, Feb. 13 
Mozambique: 
Beira Corridor project, Daily, Oct. 5 
Chissano visit: 
Daily, Oct. 5 
Special, Oct. 5 
famine relief, Daily, June 2 
kidnap victims released, Daily, Aug. 19 
Nkomati accords, Special, July 30 
rebel attack, Daily, Nov. 30 
South Africa attack, Daily, May 29, June | 
U.S. Ambassador, Daily, July 13 
U.S. humanitarian aid: 
Daily, Feb. 13 
Special, Feb. 13, Mar. 12B 
U.S. relations, Daily, Nov. 13 
MPLA. See Popular Movement for the Liberation of Angola. 
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Mubarak, Mohammed Hosni: 
Murphy meeting, Daily, July 9 
Peres meeting, Daily, Feb. 25, 27 
reelection, Daily, July 14, Oct. 7 
U.S. visit: 
Daily, Mar. 6, 30, June 8, July 10, Dec. 18 
Special, Oct. 20B 
Mueller, Andrew, Daily, Apr. 22 
Mugabe, Robert Gabriel, Daily, Dec. 22 
Murata, Daily, Mar. 31 
Murphy, Richard W.: 
European travels, Daily, June 3 
Hussein meeting, Daily, Jan. 8 
Jerusalem trip, Daily, Jan. 14 
Lebanon travel, Daily, Oct. 26 
Middle East travels: 
Daily, Jan. 6-8, 12-13, 20, May 4, 7, 13-15, 20, 27, June 24, 
July 8, 21, Aug. 5, Oct. 19-20, 22-23 
Special, May 21 
Mubarak meeting, Daily, July 9 
Polyakov meeting, Daily, June 19, July 7-9 
Soviet regional issues meeting, Daily, June 2 
Muskie, Edmund, Special, Feb. 26B 
Mutual assistance in criminal matters treaty, Treaties, June 12, 
Aug. 18 
Mutual legal assistance cooperation treaty, Treaties, Dec. 9 


NAC. See North Atlantic Council. 
Najib (formerly Najibullah), Sayid Mohammad: 
Daily, July 21-22 
defection of brother of, Daily, Nov. 24 
on Soviet withdrawal: 
Daily, Dec. | 
Special, Dec. 21 
Nakasone, Yasuhiro: 
Daily, Mar. 27, Apr. 21, 28 
Special, Mar. 6D, Apr. 29-30, May |, Sept. 21C 
Namibia: 
atrocities in, Daily, Aug. 27 
Cuban/Angolan withdrawal, Daily, Aug. 4 
elections, Daily, Sept. 30 
independence issue, Daily, May 12, Nov. 17 
Narcotics: 
control? 
Special, Jan. 5B, Mar. 2 
Bahamas, Daily, Mar. 9, June 22 
Bolovia, Special, Mar. 2 
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Narcotics — Cont. 
drug abuse prevention programs, Special, Jan. 27B 
drug involvement, in Thailand, Daily, Aug. 17 
drug ollenders, passport stamps for, Daily, Dec. 30 
drug si.uggling, Nicaraguan Contras, Daily, Aug. 26 
drug traflicking: 
in Colombia, Daily, Feb. 5, Nov. 23, 25, Dec. 3 
Nigeria, Special, Jan. 12B 
in Panama, Daily, Aug. 5 
press conference, Daily, Sept. 9 
in South America, Daily, Apr. 2! 
international drug conference, U.S. delegation, Daily, June 11 
Narcotics Coordinators Conference, Daily, May | 
OAS Inter-American Drug Abuse Control Commission, Daily, 
Apr. 24 
State Department report, Daily, Feb. 27, Mar. 2 
worldwide, Special, Mar. 2 
wo: ldwide situation, mid-year report, Daily, Sept. 9 
NAS. See National Academy of Sciences. 
National Academy of Sciences, export controls report, Daily, 
Jan.12 
National Bipartisan Commission on Central America (U.S.), 
Special, Mar. 3B 
National Council of Jewish Women, Daily, Nov. 17 
National League of Families of POW/MIAs, Daily, July 16-17 
National security. See Soviet Union: U.S. Embassy in Moscow: 
security breach. 
National Security Council, Special, Feb. 26B 
National Union for the Total Independence of Angola: 
Daily, May 12, July 27, Oct. 5 
Special, Jan. 13, July 30 
Nauru, Treaties, Apr. 2 
New Caledonia: 
Daily, Sept. 14 
Special, June 19 
New York Times, correspondent expelled from South Africa, Daily, 
Jan. 9 
New York University, Daily, Mar. 30 
New Zealand: 
Treaties, Apr. 2 
airbase negotiations, Daily, Apr. 9 
Antarctic Policy Group meeting, Daily, June 8 
antinuclear legislation, Daily, June 4 
Christchurch facilities, Daily, June 5 
defense policy, Daily, Feb. 26 
earthquake, Daily, Mar. 2 
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New Zealand — Cont. 
Lange re-election, Daily, Aug. 17 
U.S. relations: 
Daily, Mar. 3, Aug. 17, Sept. 16 
Special, June 20, 22, Aug. 6 
Newspaper Farm Editors for America, Daily, Apr. 27 
Nicaragua (see also Guatemala City Accord; Iran-Contra allair): 
Arce speech, Daily, Nov. 2 
Bilateral Talks (with U.S.), Daily, Nov. 10, 12 
Calero resignation, Daily, Feb. 17-18 
cease-lire negotiations: 
Daily, Sept. 23, Nov. 13, Dec. 15, 22 
Special, Sept. 21D 
CIA payments to Indian leaders, Daily, Oct. 23 
Constitution, reaction to new, Daily, Jan. 9 
Contras: 
Daily, Oct. 16, Dec. 15, 21 
AWACS-Contra link, Daily, Feb. 4 
Brunei aid: 
Daily, jan. 7-8, 13, May 12, June 2 
Special, Jan. 7 
clergymen detained, Daily, Oct. 20, 22 
Costa Rica and, Daily, May 4 
drug smuggling, Daily, Aug. 26 
human rights: 
Daily, Jan. 21, May 28, June |, Sept. 24 
Special, Feb. I9A 
leaders proposal, Daily, Nov. 25 
meeting with Bermudez, Daily, Aug. 21 
Reagan meeting with Contra Leaders, Daily, Aug. 26 
Saudi Arabia aid: 
Daily, Jan. 13, Mar. 19 
Special, Jan. 13, Apr. 8 
South African aid, Daily, Aug. 20 
South Korean aid, Daily, June 22 
Taiwan contributions, Daily, May 15 
talks with Sandinistas, Daily, May 4, Aug. 24 
third-country aid, Daily, Jan. 9, 16, 22, May 6 
U.S. aid: 
Daily, Jan. 12, 30, Feb. 12, 17-18, 20, 27, Mar. 2, Aug. 12, 
27, Sept. 15, Oct. 1, 28-29, Nov. 6, Dec. 22 
Special, Jan. 7, Sept. 21D 
Cruz visit to U.S., Daily, Feb. 9 
Cuban aid, Daily, Aug. 10 
Cuban military personnel, Daily, July 2, 6 
defector to U.S., Daily, Nov. 3 
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Nicaragua — Cont. 
Democratic Resistance Directorate: 
Daily, Oct. 26, 28, Nov. 2, 5-6 
Special, Aug. 4, Aug. 5B 
demonstrations, suppression of, Daily, Aug. 17 
diplomat arrested in Miami, Daily, Jan. 12 
economy, Daily, Jan. 9, Mar. 19 
elections, Special, Aug. 6 
lighting at San Jose de Bocay, Daily, July 17, 2! 
human rights, Daily, Jan. 20, Feb. 9, 27, May 28, June |, 
July 29, Oct. 27 
hunger strike, Daily, Aug. 27 
La Prensa, Daily, Sept. 21 
Miranda interview, Daily, Dec. 14-15, 18 
Ortega visit to Soviet Union, Daily, Sept. 8, Nov. 3 
political prisoners: 
amnesty for, Daily, Nov. 6 
released, Daily, Nov. 23 
press restrictions, Daily, Sept. 23 
Radio Catolica reopening, Daily, Sept. 25 
Reconciliation Commission, Daily, Aug. 26, Sept. 2, 4 
refugees in U.S., Daily, June 26 
Sandinistas: 
Daily, May 4, Aug. 3, 13, 24, Oct. 8, 28, Nov. 10, 24, Dec. 14 
Special, Aug. 5A 
Soviet aid: 
Daily, Aug. 10, Dec. 14 
Special, Mar. I1A 
travel advisory, Daily, Apr. 29, Oct. 21 
United Nicaragua Opposition, Daily, Feb. 6, Mar. 10, Apr. 15 
U.S. Ambassador replacement, Daily, Mar. 16, July 2 
U.S. citizens: 
death of Linder, Daily, Apr. 30, May 1, 5, 13-14, June 1, 16, 
Aug. 5 
deaths of, Daily, Apr. 29 
detention of, Daily, Oct. 21, 27, Dec. ‘1 
number of, Daily, Apr. 29 
U.S. Embassy, Daily, July 29 
U.S. Embassy residence, bombing of, Daily, Aug. 25 
U.S. policy, Daily, May 4 
U.S. spying, Daily, Aug. 27 
Wright-Reagan peace initiative, Special, Aug. 5A-B, 6 
Nicaraguan Association for Human Rights, Daisy, July 29 
Nicaraguan Democratic Resistance, Daily, Aug. 4 
Nicaragua’ Interior Ministry: Instrument of Political Consolidation, 


Daily, Sept. 29 
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Nickel, Herman, Daily, Apr. 23 
Nidal, Abu: 
Daily, Apr. 21, 27, May 7, 12, June 29, July t6, Dec. 28 
Special, Sept. 15B, 29D 
Niger, Kountche’s death, Daily, Nov. 10 
Nigeria, Special, Jan. 5C, 12B 
Shultz-Ajibola meeting, Daily, Nov. 3 
U.S. citizens in prison, Daily, Nov. 19, 23 
Nikonov, Viktor, Daily, Oct. 7 
Nir, Amiram, Daily, Jan. 9 
Nitze, Paul H.: 
Daily, Feb. 25, Apr. 1, May 13, Sept. 9 
Special, Apr. 13B, May 13, Sept. 15B, i8B 
Nixon, Richard M., Daily, Mar. 27 
Nkomati accords, Special, July 30 
Nkomo, Joshua, Daily, Dec. 22 
Nobel peace prize, Daily, Oct. 13 
Non-Prolileration Treaty, Spain accession to, Daily, Nov. 5 
Noriega Morena, Gen. Manvel Antonio, Daily, June 12, 15, 
july 6, 30, Aug. 5 
North Atlantic Council: 
Ministerial meeting: 
Daily, May |! 
Special, June i2A 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization: 
doctrine of flexible response, Special, Apr. 11, 12B, 15A, 16A, 
July 16B 
INF proposals: 
Daily, May |, 15 
Special, Apr. IGA, June IIA 
on Moscow talks in Brussels, Daily, Oct. 21 
and Spain, Special, June [2A 
and Turkey, Daily, June 23 
Western Alliance, Daily, Feb. 10 
North Korea: 
Daily, Mar. 9, Apr. 29, July 30 
troop reductions proposal, Daily, July 28, Sept. 28 
U.S. contacts, Daily, May 27 
U.S. policy, Daily, Apr. 3 
North, Oliver: 
Daily, July 7,9 
Special, Jan. 9A, Aug. 4 
North Yemen, Daily, Mar. 4 
Norway: 
Daily, Apr. 28, June 25 
Special, Seyi. 25 
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Norway — Cont 
trade sanctions, Daily, July | 
Norwegian Export Control violations, Daily, Oct. 22 
NIT. See Non-Proliferation Treaty. 
NST. See Nuclear and space talks. 
Nuclear agreement (japan-U.S.), Daily, Dec. 18 
Nuclear and space talks: 
Daily, Mar. 4 
Special, Mar. 6F 
Nuclear-Free Zone Treaty: 
Singapore talks, Special, June 8A 
South Pacilic, Special, June |8A 
U.S. position, Daily, Feb. 5 
Nuclear-free zones 
ASEAN conference communique on, Daily, Dec. 15 
New Zealand, Special, June 20 
in Southeast Asia, Special, June 18B, 19 
U.S. policy, Special, June 16 
Nuclear nonproliferation, Daily, July 30 
Nuclear proliferation, Special, June 22 
Nuclear Risk Reduction Centers agreement (with Soviet Union), 
Daily, May 5 
Nuclear weapons 
Pakistan program, Daily, Feb. 20, 25, Mar. 3, 9 
Peaceful Nuclear Cooperation Agreement (Japan-U.S.), Daily 
Nov. 4 
Philippine ban, Daily, Aug. 2! 
Nuclear weapons testing: 
Daily, june 26 
Speciai, June 22, Sept. 16, 17A, 18A-B 
experts talks, Daily, Feb. 5, Mar. 16 
Geneva negotiations, Special, Nov. ° 
Soviet noncompliance, Special, Dec. 213 
Soviet Union, Daily, Jan. 29, Feb. 26, Mar. 10, 13, 16, June 9 
U.S.-Soviet, Daily, Jan. 15, Aug. 13, 24 
verification process 
Daily, Sept. | 
Special, Sept. 17A 
Nudel, Ida, Daily, Oct. 2 
Nunn-Quayle Act, Special, Feb. 17-18 
Nunn, Sen. Sam: 
Daily, Mar. 12-13, 18, Apr. 20, Sept. 2-3 
Special, Jan. 7, Feb. 17, May 13 


Oakley, Robert B., Pakistan trip, Daily, Jan. 20 
OAU. See Organization of African Unity 
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Obando y Bravo, Cardinal Miguel, Daily, Jan. 20, Sept. 4, Nov. 2, 
16 
Obey, Rep. David R., Daily, July 30 
Obukhov, Aleksey A., Special, Apr. [3B 
Occupied Territories (see also Israel, Gaza Strip; West Bank), 
Daily, Mar. 3, june 25, July 31, Aug. 3, Oct. 13, Dec. 18, 21, 
24, 28-31 
Ochoa, Jorge Luts, Daily, Nov. 23, 25, Dec. 3, 18, 31 
OECD. See Organization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development. 
Oil industry: 
iranian on embargo, Daily, Sept. 29, Oct. 1, 14 
lramtan oil unports, Daily, Aug. 12, 31, Sept. 28 
oil unmport fee, Special, Jan. 5A 
Saudi Arabia oil field fire, Daily, Oct. 29 
US. restrictions lifted for Syria, Daily, Sept. 1! 
Olympic Games of 1988, Special, Mar. 6B, June 8A 
Oman, Daily, Oct. 7 
Operation Staunch 
Daily, Dec. 18 
Special, eb. 18, 26A, May 21, 286, July 16B, Sept. 9 
Orgammzation of African Unity: 
Daily, Sep. |! 
Special, jan. 5C 
Organization of American States 
Daily, Oct. 21, Nov. 6 
General Assembly cancellation, Daily, Oct. 14 
Inter-American Drug Abuse Control Commission, Daily, 


Apr. 24 
Ortega speech, Daily, Nov. 12 
Panama res¢ Daily, July 6 
Reagan add: daily, Oct. 8 


role in Hait!, Daily, Dec. 1-2 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development 
Daily, May 8 
Special, June 108 
Ortega Saavedra, Cdte. Damnel 
Daily, Jan. 20, June 19, 25, Aug. 12, Sept. 8, Oct. 8-9, 
Nov. 2, 16 
Special, Aug 4, 6 
Ozal, Turgut, Special, Feb. 5 
Ozone layer, U.S. position, Daily, June 5 


Pacilic Forum Fisheries Agency, Daily, Apr. 2 
Pacilic region. See South Pacific 
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Pakistan: 
Alghan border rails, Daily, Feb. 27, Mar. 5 
Armacost trip, Daily, Jan. 15-16, 20-21, July 16, 21-22, Aug 
3-4, 10, Dec. 28 
AWACS acquisition, Daily, Apr. 28, May 14, 18-19, 21, June 16 
Juneyo-Reagan meeting, Special, Sept. 21B 
Karachi bombings, Daily, July 15 
Karachi Pan Am hijacking trial, Daily, Mar. 25 
Khan-Shulz bilateral, Special, Sept. 30 
narcoucs control, Special, Mar. 2 
nuclear procurement case, Daily July 14-17, 20, 29, Aug. 10 
nuclear program 
Daily, Feb. 20, 25, Mar. 3, 9, 25, Apr. 24, Sept. 30, Oct. 15 
Special, Sept. 218, 30 
Oakley trip, Daily, Jan. 20 
Perevez nuclear diversion case 
Daily, Dec. 18 
Special, Sept. - 
Raphel as U.S. Ambassador, Daily, May 6 
U.S. aid, Daily, Sept. 30, Oct. 2, 15 
U.S. export control law violation, Daily, July 17 
Palau, Daily, \ug. 24 
Palestine Liberation Organization, Daily, jan. 7, Apr. 20-21, 25, 
27-28, Sept. 9 
\tta extradition, Daily, May 26 
negotiations with Israel, Daily, Sept. 0, 11 
Observer Mission at UN 
Daily, Nov. 6, Dec. 3, 17, 25 
Special, Sept. 15B 
U.S. contacts, Daily, July 13 
US. ollice closings 
Daily, May 13, 19, June 15, 30, July 7, Sept. 11, 15-16, Oct 
14, Dec. 3 
Special, Sept. 158 
Palestine News Agency (Nablus), Daily, Oct. 28 
Palestinians 
in international peace conference, Daily, May 4 
Israeli relations, Daily, Feb. 12, Apr. 20-21, Oct. 28, Nov. 27 
Dec. Il 
role in peace process, Special, Oct. 15A, 18 
Syrian torture of, Daily, Oct. 2! 
Palme, Olof 
Daily, Mar. 16 
Special, Sept. 8 
lan Am Games, Daily, Aug. 10-11, 2! 
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Panama (see aiso Noriega Morena, Gen. Manuel Antonio) 
Civilian Crusade Demonstration, Daily, Oct. 21, 25 
Davis meetings, Daily, June 15, July | 
Davis recalled, Daily, June 29 
demonstrations, Daily, June 15, July 1, 15, Oct. 2! 
drug trafficking, Daily, Aug. 5 
elections (1984), Daily, June 9 
OAS resolution, Daily, July 6 
Perez killing, Daily Nov. 2 
political situation, Daily, june 11, 17-18, July 2, 28-29 
security, Daily, Oct. 7 
Special Emissary to U.S., Daily, July 6 
State Department officials visit, Daily, July 15 
state of emergency, Daily, lune 23 
travel advisory, Daily, June 11-12, July 10 
U.S. aid 
Daily, July 30-31, Aug. 20, Sept. 25, Oct. 23, Nov. 20, Dec. 3 
Special, Ang. 6 
1S. ciuuzens 
arrested, Daily, July 13, Oct. 9 
harassment of, Daily, Oct. 2! 
diplomat detamed, Daily, Sept. 14 
S embassy, Daily, July |, 6, 10, 15, 27-28, 30, Dec. 3 
).S. untervention, Daily, Oct. 21 
1S 
Ss) 


_ 


2 


i 
U.S. journalist expelled, Daily, Aug. 3, Sept. 25 
U.S. military personnel, Daigy, Nov. 25 
U.S. relations, Daily, June 30, July 1-2, 8, 15 
Walker trip, Daily, July '6 
Papandreou, Andreas 
Daily, July 6 
Special, June |2B 
Papoulias, Karolos, Special, June 12B, Sept. 28B 
Papua New Guinea, Dailv, Fel. 13, 17-18, 20 
Paraguay 
attack on Taylor, Daily, Feb. 10, 20, Apr. 2 
human rights, Daily, Sept. 22 
Vatterns of (lohal Terrorism, 1985, Daily, jan. 16 
Pattts, ou, Datly, Apr. 22-23 
Paulsen, Rev. Casimir, Daily, jan. 15-16, 2! 
Paye, Jean-Claude, Daily, Feb. 20 
Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty, Special, Sept. 16 
Pell, Sen. Claiborne, Daily, Sept. 21, 24 
Peltier, Leonard, Daily, June 22 
People's Moyahedin 
Daily, Apr. 3, 21-22 
Special, Nov. 50, Dec. 2! 


7A, Nov. 9 
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Peres, Shinwms: 
Lavi proyect, Daily, Aug. 26 
Mubarak meeting, Daily, Feb. 25, 27 
Shultz bilateral, Special, Sept. 30 
Shultz meeting, Daily, May 13-15 
Shultz visit, Special, Oct. 18 
U.S. visit, Daily, May |, 6, 12-14, Nov. 27 
Perez, Justice Camilo, Daily, Nov. 2 
Perez de Cuellar, Javier: 
Daily, Sept. 14-16 
Special, July 20A, Sept. 21A 
Perkins, Edward J., Daily, Apr. 13-14, June |, 22 
Perle, Richard N., Special, Apr. 13B 
Perot, Ross, Daily, Apr. 24 
Pershing mussiles 
Daily, Mar. 23, July 1, 10, 27, 29, Aug. 3 
Special. Apr. 15A, June 1OA, 11A-B, 12B, July 16B, 22A-B, 
Aug. 26, Sept. 11, I8A-B 
Persian Gull region (see also Iran; lran-lraq war; Iraq; Kuwait): 
attack on Soviet [renghter, Daily, May 8 
AWACS flights over, Daily, June 30, July 6 
consultations with Allies, Daily, June 3 
exclusionary zones, Daily, June 5 
lraman attacks on shipping, Daily, Apr. 7 
lraman mulitary maneuvers, Daily, Aug. 4 
lraman mines, Special, Sept. 22A 
lraman threats to U.S., Daily, Mar. 25, May 12 
lraqt attacks on shipping, Daily, Oct. 13 
Kuwait: reflagging of tankers, Special, May 21, 28B, June 8, 
IGA, July 17, 20B, Aug. 6, Oct. 16A 
Kuwaiti shipping, Daily, Apr. 20, May 11-12, 18-22, 26-28, 
June 5, 15, 18-19, 23, 25-26, 29-30, July 6, 8-9, 13, 16, 21, 
27, Aug. 24 
Liberian reflagging request, Daily, June 22 
Libersan tanker attacked, Daily, Aug. 18-20 
minesweeping operations 
Daily, July 27, 29-31, Aug. 4-5, 11-12, 20-21, Sept. 4, 28 
Special, Aug. 6 
ming ol, Daily, June 16, 18, 24, July 13, Sept. 15 
naval supply plattorm, Daily, Nov. 30 
Saudi Arabian role, Daily, June 12, 19, 
Soviet role 
Daily, June 8, July 7, Aug. 4 
Special, June 8 
UK offer to escort Kuwartt shipping, Daily, June 15 
UN Security Council resolution, Daily, Dec. {7 


oo Fe. 
~~» & 
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Persian Gulf region — Cont. 
U.S. actions against Iran, Daily, Mar. 23, Aug. 5 
U.S. base rights, Daily, May 29 
U.S. helicopter attacked, Daily, Jan. 6, 9, 15 
U.S. naval escorts for Arab vessels, Daily, Mar. 23-24 
U.S. policy: 
Daily, June 22, July 6, 15, Aug. 24, Sept. 2, Dec. 15 
Special, June I8A 
U.S. rules of engagement, Daily, Dec. 22 
U.S. shipping: 
Daily, Mar. 19-20, 23-24, Apr. 9, Sept. 29 
rellagging, Daily, Aug. 18 
U.S.S. Stark incident: 
Daily, May 18-22, 26, 28, June 10, July 28 
Special, May 21, 28B 
Peru: 
bank nationalization, Daily, July 29 
U.S. citizen held, Daily, Dec. 17, 22 
Wagner-Shultz bilateral, Special, Sept. 28B 
Pervez, Arshad, Daily, July 15-16, 29, Dec. 18 
Petrovsky, Viadimir, Daily, Sept. 1-2, Oct. 20 
PFLP. See Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine. 
Philippines: 
Treaties, Sept. |! 
airliner crash, Daily, June 26 
Aquino government, Daily, Aug. 28, 31, Sept. 9 
base negotiations, Special, June 16, 19 
Clark Air Base, Daily, Oct. 28 
Communist extortion letters, Daily, Apr. 23 
Communist insurgency, Daily, Mar. 18, 23 
Constitution, Daily, Feb. 2-3 
coup attempts, Daily, Jan. 30, Aug. 28, Oct. 7 
elections, Daily, May 11, 12 
farmers demonstration, Daily, Jan. 22 
Ferrer assassination, Daily, Aug. 3 
Honasan escape, Daily, Aug. 31 
human rights, Special, Feb. I9A 
Laurel visit, Daily, Oct. 27 
Marcos activities, Daily, Jan. 29, July 8-10, Aug. 28 
medical aul, Daily, Feb. 25 
military situation: 
Daily, Sept. 21, 30, Oct. 28, Nov. 6 
Special, June 22 
nuclear weapons ban, Daily, Aug. 2! 
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Philippines — Cont. 
political situation: 
Daily, Feb. 9, 25 
Special, June 19 
Shultz stopover, Daily, Apr. 24 
Shultz visit, Special, June 12B, 16, 19 
U.S. aid: 
Daily, Mar. 23, May 4 
Special, June 12B, 16 
U.S. military buildings attacked, Daily, Apr. 27 
U.S. servicemen murdered, Daily, Oct. 29, Nov. 6 
Pickering, Thomas R., Daily, Jan. 13, May 7, July 9 
Pinochet Ugarte, Gen. Augusto: 
assassination attempt, Daily, May 8 
on exiles, Daily, Jan. 2 
PLO. See Palestine Liberation Organization. 
PMOL. See People’s Mojahedin. 
PNET. See Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty 
Poindexter, Vice Adi. John M.: 
Daily, July 17 
Special, Jan. YA, July 22A 
Poland: 
Ambassadorial exchange, Daily, June 17, Sept. 23-24 
arms control, Daily, May 8, II 
Czyrek visit, Daily, Mar. 5, 10 
economic sanctions: 
lifting of: 
Daily, Feb. 17-18 
Special, Feb. 19B 
extended voluntary departure for refugees, Daily, June 18, 29 
LOT plane crash, Daily, May 11 
political prisoners released, Special, Jan. 27A, Feb. 19A 
Solidarity movement: 
Daily, Apr. 22, May | 
Special, Feb. 19B 
U.S. relations: 
Daily, Jan. 13, Apr. 22 
Special, Sept. 23 
Walesa visit to U.S., Daily, Aug. 24 
Whitehead visit: 
Daily, Jan. 9, Feb. 9 
Special, Jan. 27A 
Polisario Front, Daily, Jan. 12, May 5, Nov. 20 
Political asylum (U.S.): 
for Indian Sikh, Daily, July 31 
for Mr. Sithole, Daily, Oct. 13 
for Soviet ballet dancer, Daily, Oct. 16 
lor Soviet cameraman, Daily, Mar. 6 
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Pollard, jonathan Jay: 
Daily, Jan. 7, 9, Feb. 10, Mar. 2-5, 9-10, 12, 16, 18-19, 26, 30, 
Apr. 2, May 27, June 2, Aug. 24 
Special, Feb. 17 
Polyakov, Vladimir, Daily, June 19, July 7-9 
Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine, Special, Sept. 15B 
Popular Movement for the Liberation of Angola, Daily, Sept. 24, 
30, Oct. 5, Nov. 12 
Portugal, Daily, May 6, Sept. 9 
POW/MIAs (prisoners of war/missing in action): 
Cambodia: 
Daily, Oct. 21 
Special, Aug. 10 
Laos: 
Daily, Aug. 14, 17, 20, Nov. 16, 18, 20 
Special, Aug. 10 
Thailand, Daily, Sept. 16 
Vietnam: 
Daily, Mar. 20, July 17, Sept. 9 
Special, Aug. i0 
Powell, Lt. Gen. Colin L., Daily, Dec. 14-15 
President's special Review Board (Tower Commission). See under 
Iran-Contra affair. 
Pressler amendment, Daily, May 27 
Price, Charles, Daily, Feb. 27 
Program for Sustained Growth in Developing Countries, Special, 
Jan. 5B, 13, Mar. 12B 


Qadhati, Col. Mu’ammar al-: 
Daily, Mar. 23, Apr. 13-14 
Special, Jan. 5C, 9B-C, Apr. 9 
Quayle, Dan, Special, Feb. 17 
“Quest for Excellence” (Economic Policy Council report), Special, 
Jan. 27B 


Rabin, Yitzhak: 
Armacost meeting, Daily, Dec. 15 
Shultz visit, Special, Oct. 18 
visit to U.S., Daily, May 27, July 1-2 
Rabuka, Lt.Col. Sitiveni: 
Daily, May !4, Sept. 29-30 
Special, June 22 
Rafsanjani, Hashemi: 
on hostages, Daily, Apr. 7, Aug. 20 
on Lran-lraq war: 
Daily, Nov. 2 
Special, Sept. 22A 
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Rafsanjani, Hashemi— Cont. 
son of, Daily, Mar. 10 
Raimond, Jean-Bernard, Daily, May | 
Raphael, Col., Daily, Oct. 28 
Raphel, Arnold L., Daily, May 6 
Reagan, Ronald: 
address to the nation, Special, Aug. 26 
Cerezo meeting, Special, Sept. 21D 
Contra Leaders meeting, Daily, Aug. 26 
De La Madrid summit, Daily, June 29 
forgeries of, Special, June 2C 
Junejo meeting, Special, Sept. 21B 
Kaunda visit, Special, Oct. 8 
legislative proposals, Special, Jan. 27A 
letter from Gorbachev, Special, Sept. 15A 
Nakasone meeting, Special, Sept. 21C 
OAS address, Daily, Oct. 8 
Perez de Cuellar meeting, Special, Sept. 21A 
Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting, Special, Apr. | 3A, 16C 
Tower Commission report, Special, Feb. 26B 
visit to Venezuela, Daily, Apr. 13 
Reconciliation Commission (Nicaragua). See Nicaragua, 
Reconciliation Commission. 
Redinan, Charles E., Special, Sept. 17A-B, Oct. 16B 
Relugees: 
Hmong refugees, Daily, Mar. 18, 20, 23 
Indochinese refugees, Special, June 17, 18B, 29 
Kampuchean refugees, Special, June 18A 
Ray report, Special, June 17 
U.S. policy, Daily, Sept. 16 
Regional Experts Meeting (Africa), AIDS on agenda, Daily, 
June 29 
Regional Experts Meeting (United Kingdein), on Africa, Daily, 
June 29 
RENAMO. See Mozambican National Resistance. 
Reykjavik summit meeting. See under Summit meetings. 
Ridgway, Rozanne, Special, Apr. 12A, Sept. 11, Nov. 30 
Rifai, Zayd al-, U.S. visit, Daily, Mar. 30-31, Apr. 3, 6-7 
Robelo, Alfonso: 
Daily, Apr. 15, Nov. 24 
Special, Aug. 4, 5B 
Roh Tae Woo, Daily, Sept. 11, 14-15 
Roman, Bishop Agustin, Daily, Dec. 18 
Romania: 
defection of tennis player in U.S., Daily, Dec. 22 
Gorbachev visit, Daily, May 26 
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Romania — Cont. 

most-favored-nation status, Daily, May |, july | 
Romero y Galdamez, Archbishop Oscar, Daily, Nov. 25 
Rosenne, Meir, Daily, Mar. 9, 19, Sept. 14 
Rowny, Gen. Edward L., Daily, Feb. 25, Apr. 28, June 23 
Rwanda, Daily, Dec. 4 


Salih, Gol. ‘Ali Abdallah, Daily, Mar. 4 
SALT I1. See Strategic Arms Limitation Talks. 
Sanchez, Aristedes, Special Aug. 4, Sept. 26B 
Sandimistas. See under Nicaragua. 
Sarasin, Arsa, Daily, Mar. 23 
Saud, Fahd bin ‘Abd al-'Aziz al: 
Daily, Set. 15, Dec. 28 
Special, Oct. |B 
Saudi Arabia: 
Treaties, Mar. ® 
arms sales: 
Daily, Feb. 10, June 1, Aug. 17-18, Sept. 11, 22, 28-29, Oct. 5 
Special, june |2A-B 
F-15s, Daily, May 20-21, june 1, Aug. 17 
Maverick mussiles: 
Daily, June 11-12, Aug. 17 
Special, june 128 
tanks, Daily, Jan. 22 
AWACS protection: 
Daily, june 22, 25 
Special, May 28B, June 12A 
black and Jewish Americans, entry procedures for, Daily, 
uly 17 
civil = Al agreement, Daily, Dec. | 
Contra involvement: 
aid to: 
Daily, Jan. 13, Mar. 19 
Special, Apr. 8 
AWACS link, Daily, Feb. 4 
Crown Prince visit to U.S., Daily, Oct. 19-20 
International Child Abduction, Daily, Oct. 16 
lraqi plane unterception, Daily, May 22 
natural gas refinery accident, Daily, Aug. 17 
oil field fire, Daily, Oct. 29 
Perstan Gulf role: 
Daily, June 12, 19, 22 
Special, Feb. 17, May °88 
Shultz visit: 
Daily, Oct. 1, 19 
Special, Ovt. 1B 
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Saudi Arabia — Cont. 
U.S. citizens arresied, Daily, Aug. 18 
U.S. diplomat’s son released, Daily, June 15 
U.S. relations: 
Daily, June 22, Aug. 3 
Special, June 25B, Oct. 1B, 15A 
U.S. visit of Prince Abdallah, Daily, Sept. 15 
U.S.S. Stark incident, Daily, June 10 
Savimmbi, Jonas: 
| Daily, Oct. 5 
) Special, Jan. 10A, 13 
Say, Peggy, Daily, Jan. 22, Nov. 13 
Scally, Bill, Daily, Jan. 16 
| Schifter, Richard: 
Daily, Dec. 30 
Special, Apr. 15B, Sept. 18B 
Schlesinger, James R..: 
Daily, Feb. 26, Mar. 30, Apr. 14, 29, June 8, 10, 15, 29-30, July 
1-2 
Embassy of Moscow report, Special, Apr. 7-8, 13A, July | 
Schmid, Alfred, Daily, Sept. 8 
Scowcroft, Gen. Brent, Special, Feb. 26B 
SDI. See Strategic Defense Initiative. 
Secord, Maj. Gen. Richard V., Daily, May 6 
Seib, Gerald: 
Daily, Feb. 2-6 
Special, Feb. 5 
Sella, Gen. Aviem, Daily, Mar. 3-4, 30 
Senegal: 
Daily, Aug. |! 
Special, jan. 5C, Mar. 12B 
Sepulveda Amor, Bernardo, Special, Sept. 288 
Shamir, Yitzhak: 
on Iran-Contra affair, Daily, Feb. 6 
Pickering meeting, Daily, Jam. 13, July 9 
Shultz meeting: 
Daily, Feb. 17-18 
Special, Feb. 17-18 
Shultz visit, Special, Oct. 18 
visit to U.S. 
Daily, Oct. 19, Nov. 19 
Special, Oct. 20B 
Sheraton case murderers. See under E) Salvador. 
Shevardnadze, Eduard A. 
Australia meeting, Daily, Mar. 3 
cease-fire in Afghantstan, Daily, Jan. 6 
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Shevardnadze, Eduard A. — Cont. 
meeting with Kampelman, Daily, Aug. 5, 10 
meeting with Shultz: 
® Daily, Mar. 2, June 2, 8, 19, 23, 25, 30, July 1, 6-7, 10, 14, 
27-28, 30, Sept. 11, 14-16, 18, 22, 30, Oct. 27-29, Nov. 
17, Dec. 28 
Special, Apr. 13B, 15B, 16C, June 25B, Sept. 11, 14, 15A-B, 
6, 17A-C, 18A-B 
UN address, Daily, Sept. 24 
Shukair, Mohammed, assassination of, Daily, Aug. 3 
Shultz, George P.: - 
awards: 
American Legion Award, Daily, Feb. 9 
Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith, Elijah’s Cup, Daily, 
May 19 
Ben-Gurion Peace Award, Daily, May |, 15 
Stanford's Arbuckle Award, Daily, Feb. 13 
USIA Private Sector Committee dinner, Daily, Dec. | 
communication with Mara, Daily, May 26 
Congressional relations, Daily, Feb. 27 
Congressional testimony, Daily, Jan. 20, Feb. 10, 18, Mar. 24, 
July 21-22 
on Central America, Daily, Aug. 4, Sept. 9, Oct. 13 
on foreign affairs budget, Daily, Jan. 22, Mar. 10 
on Iran-Contra affair: 
Daily, Mar. 2, 5-6, 10, July 7, 9, 17 
Special, Jan. 9C, Mar. 5 
on refugee policy, Daily, Sept. 16 
on Sandinistas, Daily, Oct. 8 
Eastern Europe, Daily, Nov. 5 
meetings with: 
Abe, Daily, Apr. 6, 20-21 
Ajibola, Daily, Nov. 3 
American Jewish leaders, Daily, July 9 
Arab League Delegation, Daily, May 6-7 
Arab ministers, Daily, Sept. 30 
Armacost, Daily, Oct. 7 
Carter, Daily, Apr. 3 
Contadora ambassadors, Daily, Feb. 9 
Dubinin, Daily, July 10, 27 
Ecuadoran Foreign Minister, Daily, Jan. 22 
Genscher, Daily, May 8, 11 
Hawke, Daily, Oct. 8 
Howe: 
Daily, Feb. 20, Apr. 9 
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Shultz, George P.— Cont. 


Special, Jan. 6-7 
Khamenei, Daily, Sept. 2! 
Koivisto, Special, Apr. 12A 
Mabuza, Daily, Feb. 6 
Martens, Daily, May 28 
Mobutu, Daily, Feb. 25 
Nicaraguan Democratic Resistance, Daily, Aug. 4 
Nikonov, Daily, Oct. 7 
Peres, Daily, May 13-15 
Raimond, Daily, May | 
Roh Tae Wov, Daily, Sept. 15 
Shamir: 
Daily, Feb. 17-18 
Special, Feb. 17-18 
Shevardnadze: 
Daily, Mar. 2, June.  , 19, 23, 25, 30, July 1, 6-7, 10, 14, 
27-28, 30, Sept. 11, 14-16, 18, 22, Oct. 27-29, Nov. 17, 
Dec. 28 
Special, Apr. 13B, 15B, 16C, June 25B, Sept. Il, 14, 15A-B, 
16, 17A-C, 18A-B 
Tambo: 
Daily, Jan. 15-16, 2! 
Special, Jan. 6, 28B 
Tindemans, Daily, Feb. 5 
Wright, Daily, Nov. 13 
Yang, Daily, May 19 
position on: 
Brunet aid to Contras, Daily, Jan. 7 
international peace conference, Daily, Feb. 20, May 18 
Iraqi attack on USS Stark, Daily, May 19 
terrorism, Daily, June 2 
press conferences, Daily, Apr. 7, June 9, Sept. 25, Oct. | 
on arms control, Daily, Apr. 21 
economic summit (Venicc), Special, June 2A, 9A 
on European trip, Daily, Oct. 14 
on foreign affairs budget, Special, Jan. 5B 
on Middle East trip, Daily, Oct. 14 
Nicaraguan resistance, Special, Aug. 4, 5A, 6 
North Atlantic Council, Special, June 12A 
UN resolution on Iran-Iraq war, Special, July 20B 
resignation: 
Daily, Feb. 20 
Special, Jan. 14A 
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Shultz, George P.—Cont. 





speeches and addresses: 
American Association of Community College Trustees, Daily, 
Feb. 20 
American Bar Association, Daily, Jan. 20, Feb. 10 
Business Council for International Understanding address, 
on South Africa, Daily, Sept. 14, 29 
Business Leaders Conference, Daily, May 11 
Conterence on Public Dipiomacy, Daily, Sept. 15 
Council of the Americas, Daily, May 6, 8 
Detroit- Windsor International Freedom Festival, Daily, | 
May 22, June 29 | 
Hadassah Convention, Daily, July 9, 13 | 
Holocaust Conference, Daily, Feb. 20 
Institute for International Education, World Affairs Council, 
Daily, Feb. 13, 18 
International Development Council, Daily, Mar. 16, 18 
Lincoln/Juarez lecture series, Daily, Nov. 16 
NAC Ministerial meeting, Daily, May !1 
Narcotics Coordinators Conference, Daily, May | 
National Council of Jewish Women Conference remarks, 
Daily, Nov. 17 
National League of Families, Daily, july 15 
New York University, Daily, Mar. 30 
Newspaper Farm Editors of America, Daily, Apr. 27 
preparation for, Daily, Jan. 29 
Republican Senatorial Inner Circle, Daily, Oct. 26 
Stanlord University, Daily, May 14 
U.S.-Israel Public Affairs Committee, Daily, May 11 
USIA Advisory Council, Daily, Oct. 5 
Woodrow Wilson Center, Seminar on “The Future of 
Regional Cooperation in Southeast Asia”, Daily, May 22 
World Affairs Council, Daily, Dec. 3 
liger tattoo, Daily, Jan. 21, Feb. 27 
travel: 
Africa trip, Special, jan. 5C, LOA 
Auanta trip, Daily, Jan. 15 
Australia trip: 
Daily, May 27 
_ Special, June 22 
China trip: 
Daily, Mar. 3 
Special, Feb. 24, Mar. 3A 
Israel: 
Daily, Oct. 5 
Special, Oct. 16B, 18 ‘ 
Japan, Special. Mar. 6D 
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Shultz, George P.—Cont. 
travel — Cont. 
Jerusalem, Daily, Oct. 6 
Korea stopover, Daily, Mar. 3 
Middle East: 
Daily, Apr. 30, Sept. 29-30, Oct. 2, 9 
Special, Sept. 28, 29A, 29D 
Moscow trip: 
Daily, Jan. 14, Mar. 6, 31, Apr. 3, 10, Sept. 25, Oct. 21 
Special, Oct. 23 
Philippines, Special, June 16 
People's Republic of China, Korea, and Japan, Daily, Feb. 2 
Saudi Arabia, Daily, Oct. | 
Singapore, Special, June 19 
South Korea, Special, Mar. 6A-C 
travel plans, Daily, July 10 
UN bilateral meetings, Special, Sept. 22B, 28A-B, 29A, 29D, 
30, Oct. 1B 
Sierra Leone, coup attempt, Daily, Mar. 23 
Sigur, Gaston J., Jr: * 
Daily, May 4, June 22-26, July 30, Nov. 6, Dec. II, 14 
Special, Mar. 6B, June 21-22, 25A-B, 26 
Sihanouk, Prince Norodom: 
leave of absence, Special, June 18B 
meeting with Hun Sen: 
Daily, Dec. 2 
Special, Nov. 30 
refugee problem, Special, June 17 
resignation of, Daily, May 18 
U.S. military support for, Daily, Dec. 17 
Simons, Tom: 
Daily, Sept. 9 
Special, Sept. 18B 
Singapore, Special, June 19 
Singh, Natwar, Daily, Apr. 21 
Singlaub, Maj. Gen. John K..: 
Daily, Sept. 30 
Special, June 22 
Sithole, Rev. Ndabaningi, Daily, Oct. 13 
Slepak, Vladimir, Special, Apr. 11 
Smith, Shaw, Daily, Sept. 28 
Smoking, State Department policy, Daily, June 10 
Snowe, Rep. Olympia J., Daily, Nov. 2 
Sofaer, Abraham D.: , 
on ABM Treaty: 
Daily, Mar. 18, May 13 
Special, Apr. Il, May 13 
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Sofaer, Abraham D.—Cont. 
Iran-Contra affair, Daily, June 22, Aug. 20 
letter to Justice Department, Daily, Oct. 14 
Marcos meeting, Daily, July 8 
support of, Daily, June 4 
visit to Federal Republic of Germany, Daily, June 10 
Sokolov, Oleg, Daily, Mar. 16 
Solarz, Rep. Stephen J., Daily, June 17 
Solidarity movement: 
Daily, Apr. 22, May | 
Special, Feb. 19B 
Somalia, Special, Sept. 30 
Soubanh Srittirath, Daily, Oct. 5, 9 
Sourouille, Juan, Special, Sept. 28A 
South Africa (see also African National Congress): 
Daily, June 3 
Treaties, Sept. 11 
ABC camera crew arrested, Daily, May | 
Advisory Committee, Daily, Feb. 10 
airlines crash, Daily, Nov. 30, Dec. 2 
ANC-Afrikkaner meeting (Dakar), Daily, July 6 
Angolan involvement, Daily, Nov. 12 
apartheid, Daily, Sept. 29 
attack on Mozambique, Daily, May 29, June | 
black and Jewish Americans, entry procedures for, Daily, 
July 17 
car bomb, Daily, July 30 
children, detention of, Daily, Feb. 13, Mar. 26 
elections, Daily, May 7 
gold miners strike, Daily, Aug. 10, 13 
Group Areas Act, Daily, May 14, Oct. 6 
human rights, Special, Feb. 19A 
IAEA expulsion, Daily, Sept. 16 
labor unrest, Daily, Aug. 27 
Mbeki release, Daily, Nov. 5 
New York Times correspondent expulsion, Daily, Jan. 8 
Paulsen arrest and detention, Daily, Jan. 12, 15-16, 21, Mar. !2 
Perkins’ statements, Daily, Apr. 13-14, June 22 
press restrictions, Daily, Jan. 30, Apr. 28, Aug. 28 
Pressler amendment, Daily, May 27 
Separate Amenities Act, Daily, Oct. 6 
Shultz bilaterals, Special, Sept. 30 
Shultz-Mabuza meeting, Daily, Feb. 6 
Shultz-Tambo meeting: 
Daily, Jan. 15, 21 
Special, jan. 6, 13 
Soweto bombing, Daily, Apr. 23 
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South Africa— Cont. 
state of emergency, Daily, June 11 
UN arms embargo, Daily, Apr. | 
U.S. arms shipments, Daily, Feb. 10, Mar. 30, Apr. 2 
U.S. divestment, Daily, June 22 
U.S. economic sanctions: 
Daily, Feb. 10, Mar. 31, June 22, Oct. 2 
Special, Jan. 6 
U.S. firms, Daily, Dec. 23 
U.S. policy: 
Special, Jan. 10A, 12B, Sept. 29C 
and Venice economic summit, Daily, June | 
Soutii Korea (see also Olympic Games of 1988), Daily, Aug. 14, 
Nov. 19 
airplane crashes, Daily, Nov. 30 
Chun-im Young Sam meeting, Daily, June 24 
Chun speech, Daily, July | 
Chun suspends constitutional debate, Daily, Apr. 13 
Church incident, Daily, June 15 
constitutional reform, Daily, Oct. 28 
demonstrations: 
Daily, Feb. 9, Mar. 4, Apr. 20, June 10-11, 15, 23, 25-26 
Special, Mar. 5, June 19 
Derwinski visit, Daily, June 24-25 
economic sanctions, Special, June 19 
economic taiks: 
with North Korea, Daily, Aug. 3 
with U.S., Daily, June 29 
elections: 
Daily, Dec. 11, 14, 16-18 
Special, Mar. 5, June 18A 
hostages in Lebanon, Daily, Oct. 28-29 
human rights: 
Daily, june 16, 22 
Special, Feb. 19A 
Kim Dae Jung released, Daily, June 24 
Opposition movement, Daily, Apr. 14, June 22, 26 
political situation: 
Daily, June 17-19, 23 
Special, June 18A 
Reagan letter to Chun, Daily, June 19 
Roh Tae Woo, meetings with, Daily, Sept. 11, 14-15 
Shultz trip: 
Daily, Mar. 3 
Special, Mar. 5, 6A-C 
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South Korea — Cont. 
Sigur visit: 
Daily, June 24-26, Sept. 14 
Special, June 21-22, 25A-B, 26 
travel advisory, Daily, June 19, 22, July | 
U.S. economic sanctions, Daily, June 19 
U.S. military situation, Daily, June 19, 22-23 
U.S. policy, Daily, May 19, June 25 
South Pacific: 
nuclear-free zone: 
Daily, Feb. 5 
Special, June 18A 
Soviet presence, Special, June 20, 22 
Southeast Asia, refugees, Special, June 17 
Soviet Active Measures, 1986-1987, Daily, Sept. 29 
Soviet Dance Company, threats against, Daily, July | 
Soviet Influence Activities: A Report on Active Measures and 
Propaganda, 1986-87, Speciai, Sept. 29B 
Soviet Jews, Daily, Mar. 2, 31, May 1, June 2, July 9-10 
Soviet Union: 
Daily, july 21 
Treaties, Mar. 8, Sept. 11, Dec. 8 
Afghanistan occupation and withdrawal, Daily, Jan. 2, 6, 7, 13, 
Feb. 20 
AIDS resolution, Daily, Oct. 28 
Armacost-Dubinin meeting, Daily, Feb. 12-13 
Armacost-Petrovsky meeting, Daily, Oct. 20 
Armacost trip, Daily, Mar. 12, 16, 18 
arms control. See under Arms control and disarmament. 
Baryshnikov invitation, Daily, Jan. 22 
Bilateral Review Commission (with U.S.), Daily, Mar. 25, 27, 
31, Apr. 1, 3 
Brazinskas hijacking case, Daily, May 8, 11 
Chautauqua Conference, Daily, Aug. 27 
chemical weapons and, Daily, Feb. 18, Mar. 5, Aug. 31 
Chernobyl accident, death toll, Daily, Apr. | 
child organ trafficking, Daily, Oct. 28 
computer sales, Daily, Sept. 29 
Couacil on Foreign Relations delegation visit, Daily, Feb. 3 
demonstrations for Latvia/Lithuania/Estonia, Daily, Aug. 24 
Dobrynin visit to U.S., Daily, Sept. 18 
emigration: 
Daily, Dec. 4 
of dissidents, Daily, Sept. 9 
of Jews, Daily, Mar. 31, May I, June 2, July 9-10 
relaxation of: 
Daily, Jan. 30 
Special, Sept. 11 
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Soviet Union —Cont. 








family reunilication, Daily, June 2, 29, Dec. 4 
fishing agreement with Vanuatu, Daily, Feb. 3 
Foreign Ministers’ Meeting, Daily, Sept. 15 
Gorbachev speech, Daily, Nov. 3, 5 
Gorbachev visit to U.S., Daily, Aug. 24, 27-28 
human rights: 
Daily, Apr. 21, Nov. 16, Dec. | 
Special, Apr. 11, 12B, Sept. 15B, Oct. 15A 
International Conference on Indian Ocean, Daily, Sept. 2 
Iran, intentions, Daily, Jan. 13 
Iran-Iraq war mediation, Daily, July 2 
Laser complex, Daily, Oct. 23 
missile test in Pacific Ocean, Daily, Oct. 1-2 
Mount Alto Embassy: 
Daily, Oct. 9, Dec. 4 
Special, July | 
Nikonov-Shultz meeting, Daily, Oct. 7 
Nuclear Risk Reduction Centers agreement, Daily, May 5 
nuclear weapons testing, Daily, Feb. 26, Mar. 10, 13, June 9 
Ortega visit, Daily, Sept. 8, Nov. 3 
Peltier examination, Daily, June 22 
Petrovsky-Armacost meeting, Daily, Sept. 1-2, Oct. 20 
political prisoners, release of, Daily, Feb. 9-10, 17, 20 
Polyakov-Murphy meeting on Middle East, Daily, June 19, 
July 7-9 
propaganda, Special, Sept. 29B 
radars: 
dismantling and removal of, Daily, Feb. 25 
U.S. visit to Gomel: 
Daily, Nov. 16, Dec. 2, 17, 22, 24, 28 
Special, Dec. 2B 
Refuseniks: 
Daily, Aug. 5, Sept. 8, Oct. 2 
Special, Sept. 11 
regional issues meetings: 
Daily, Mar. 3, June 2, 8, Sept. 4, Nov. 18, Dec. 22 
Special, Mar. IIA, Apr. 8, 12B 
regional talks (with U.S.), Daily, Sept. 4 
security procedures, Daily, Jan. 16 
Shultz-Dubinin meeting, Daily, July 27 
Shultz trip: 
Daily, Mar. 31, Apr. 3 
Special, Oct. 23 
summit meeting, Daily, June 8, Aug. 26, 28, Oct. 6, 29, 
Nov. 12, 16, 18, 27, Dec. 3-4, II 
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Soviet Union — Cont. 
Tatar demonstrations, Daily, July 30-31 
territorial waters, U.S. violation of, Daily, May 21 
travel advisory, Daily, Jan. 29 
UN diplomat expelled, Daily, Dec. 18 
U.S. citizen arrested on Soviet Island, Daily, Jan. 20-21 
U.S. commercial satellites launch offer, Daily, July 6 
U.S. Embassy ‘n Moscow: 
Laird Assessment Review Panel: 
Daily, May 4, June 15, July 7, 13 
Special, Apr. 7-8, 3A, May 6 
National Bureau of Standards report, Special, Apr. 8 
reconstruction of, Daily, Sept. 21-22 
Schlesinger report: 
Daily, June 15, 29-30, July 1-2 
Special, Apr. 7, 8, 13A, July | 
security breach: 
Daily, Mar. 27, 30-31, Apr. 3, 6-7, 9-10, 13-15, 28, May I, 
4, June 8, 10, 18, July 9, 13, Sept. 21-22, Nov. 13 
Special, Apr. 7-8, 11, 12B 
U.S. Marine guard spy investigation, Daily, Jan. 12-14, Mar. 
25-26, 30-31, Apr. 1-3, 6-7, 9-10, 13-15, 20, 27, 30, May 4, 
8, 11-12, June 15 
U.S. nuclear venting allegations, Daily, May 7, 8 
U.S. relations, Special, Oct. 16A 
U.S.-Soviet consulates, Daily, Jan. 30 
visas: 
Daily, Jan. 16, Mar. 10 
in Gregorian case, Daily, Jan. 15 
for Novosty journalists, Daily, Apr. 22 
for Refuseniks, Daily, Sept. 8 
Voice of America jamming ended, Daily, May 26 
Vorontsov-Armacost meetings, Daily, Mar. 3, Nov. 5, 10 
Weinberger-Soviet Defense Minister meeting, Daily, Sept. 18 
wheat sales, Daily, May | 
Wick Moscow trip, Daily, June 18 
Wright trip, Daily, Mar. 18 
Space station: 
attack on French space station, Daily, Apr. 23 
military use of, Daily, Apr. 23 
multilateral discussions, Daily, Feb. 12-13 
Space weapons, Soviet proposals, Daily, July 30 
Spain: 
Treaties, Mar. 8 
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Soviet Union — Cont. 
base negotiations: 
Daily, Feb. 5, 25, Mar. 19, Apr. 1, 3, June 25, 29, Nov. 5-6, 
Dec. 16, 24, 28 
Special, June 12B 
bombing of USO bar (Barcelona), Daily, Dec. 28-29 
crash of F-4, Daily, May 20 
Non-Proliferation Treaty, Daily, Nov. 5 
U.S. relations, Special, June 12A-B 
Spiers, Ronald I.: 
bonus for, Daily, May 11 
Marines in Soviet Union, Daily, Apr. 13 
photo incident, Daily, Mar. 9, 13, 20 
Sprinkel, Beryl, Special, Jan. 5A, 21, 29, May 26 
Sredin, Vasily, Special, Sept. 15B 
Sri Lanka: 
American mercenaries in, Daily, Jan. 13 
bombings: 
Colombo, Daily, Apr. 21 
in Parliament, Daily, Aug. 18 
Hameed visit, Daily, Feb. 10 
human rights, Special, Feb. 19A 
India agreement, Daily, July 27, 29 
Indian troops, Daily, Oct. 13 
Jaffna situation, Daily, June 1-2, 4 
massacre of Buddhist monks, Daily, June 3 
massacre in northeast, Daily, Apr. 20 
Tamil violence, Daily, Oct. 7, 13 
travel advisory, Daily, Apr. 27 
U.S. contacts, Daily, June 8 
U.S. military assistance, Daily, July 30, Aug. 10 
Stanford University, Daily, May 14 
START. See Strategic Arms Reduction Talks. 
State, U.S. Department of: 
AIDS testing, Daily, Jan. 20-21, Feb. 27 
authorization bii!, Daily, Dec. 17, 22, 24 
budget cuts, Daily, Oct. 21, Nov. 23, Dec. 23 
chlorofluorocarbons regulation, Daily, Feb. 17 
Congressional visits to Central America, Daily, Feb. 4 
consulate closings, Daily, May 7-8 
Deaver case, Daily, Dec. 18 
diplomatic immunity, Daily, June 25, Oct. 9 
Embassies, silver flatware for, Daily, Mar. 10 
Embassy Gift Fund, Daily, Jan. 7 
Embassy security: 
Daily, Apr. 22, Aug. 10 
Special, Apr. 8 
in Colombia, Daily, Jan. 7 
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State, U.S. Department of— Cont. 
European press escorts, Daily, June | 
foreign affairs budget: 
Daily, Jan. 2, 22 Feb. 20, Mar. 10, May 8, July 30, Sept. 18 
Special, Jan. 5B, 7 
fraud/waste/management hotline, Daily, Mar. 2 
human rights report for 1986, Special, Feb. 19A 
human rights reports, Daily, Feb. 17-18, 27 
lie detector testing, Daily, Dec. 17, 23 
misspending allegations, Daily, Nov. 2 
narcotics report, Daily, Feb. 27, Mar. 2 
personnel cuts, Daily, Oct. 9 
scandals, Daily, May 4 
Secretarial residence: 
Daily, May 6, 15 
sunbathers trespassing, Daily, June 25 
smoking policy, Daily, June 10 
U.S. citizens arrested abroad, Daily, June 23 
U.S. Embassies, instructions to, Daily, Feb. 4 
visas, Daily, Dec. 17 
Whittlesey investigation, Daily, Jan. 7 
State of the Union Address, Special, Jan. 27B 
Steen, Alann, Daily, Feb. 9, Apr. 3, 6, May 14 
Stone and Webster (engineering firm), Special, July | 
Strategic Arms Limitation Talks: 
Daily, Oct. 2 
Special, May i3 
Strategic Arms Reduction Talks: 
Daily, May 4, 8, July 29, 31, Dec. 15 
Special, Jan. 12A, Apr. 13B, 15A-B, May 28B, June 10A, July 
16B, Sept. 11, 18B, Oct. 15A, Nov. 30, Dec. 2A 
Strategic Defense Initiative: 
Daily, Feb. 3, 5, 25, Mar. 31, Dec. 1, 15 
Special, jan. 27B, Apr. 8, 11, Sept. 9, 14, 18A, Oct. 23, Nov. 30, 
Dec. 2A, 13 
Struggle for Democracy in Nicaragua, Symposium on, Daily, 
Oct. 9 
Sudan: 
Americans abducted, Daily, July 9 
kidnapped missionaries, Daily, Aug. 25 
Libyan presence, Daily, Mar. 23 
relief agencies ordered out, Daily, Sept. 24 
Sugar support program, Special, Jan. 27B 
Sullivan, Leon H., Daily, June 3 
Summit meetings. See also Economic summit. 
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Summit meetings (U.S.-Soviet): 
proposed dates for: 
Daily, June 8, July 28, Oct. 26 
Special, Jan. 9C, July 17 
Reykjavik (1986): 
Special, Jan. 12A-B 
INF negotiations, Special, Apr. 8, 12B, 13A, 15A 
U.S. preparation for, Daily, Feb. 17 
Washington (1987): 
Daily, Dec. 11 
Special, Nov. 30, Dec. 10 
Suriname, Daily, Mar. 27, Nov. 25, Dec. | 
Sweden: 
Daily, jan. 16, Feb. 13 
Special, Sept. 8-9 
Syria: 
Assad assassination plot, Daily, Apr. 27 
Assad- Walters contacts: 
Daily, July 7-8, 16 
Special, July 16A 
Carter trip, Daily, Mar. 3, 6, 13, 16 
chemical weapons, Daily, July 31 
on Egyptian attack on U.S. diplomats, Daily, May 27, June | 
Egyptian rapprochement, Daily, Jan. 29 
hostages, Daily, Feb. 26, June 26, Aug. 20 
human rights, Daily, Oct. 28 
Israeli planes fired upon, Daily, Aug. 25 
Reagan letter to Assad, Daily, June 26 
Shultz bilateral, Special, Sept. 29D 
Special U.S. Envoy, Daily, June 29, July 2. 6 
terrorist involvement, Daily, June 26, Aug. 19, 28 
U.S. Ambassador Eagleton returned, —o 8, Aug. 18, 
20-21, 28, Sept. 2 
U.S. companies in, Daily, Mar. 20 
U.S. economic sanctions, Daily, June 26, Sept. 2 
U.S. policy, Daily, Mar. 3, May 12 
U.S. relations, Daily, June 26, July 7, Aug. 20 
U.S. restrictions on oil companies, Daily, Sept. || 
U.S. sanctions, Daily, Sept. 30 
Voice of America correspondent detained in, Daily, Jan. 30 
Yarmuk River diversion, Daily, July 6 
Syrian-Lebanese Agreement, Daily, Mar. 3 


Taiwan: 
Daily, July 14 
Special, Mar. 6D 
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lakeshita, Noboru, Daily, Oct. 20, Dec. 31 
Tambo, Oliver: 
Daily, jan. 9, 12-13, 15-16, 21 
Special, jan. 6, 13, 26B 
Tambs, Lewis A.: 
Daily, Feb. 27, May 4 
Special, May 28B . 
Tax reform, Special, Jan. 5A, Apr. 13A 
Tax convention, Treaties, Dec. 2! 
Taylor, Clyde 9., Daily, Feb. 10, 12, Apr. 2 
Technology | _asfer, Daily, Sept. 8 
‘Terrorism (see also Hamadei, Mohammed; Nidal, Abu): 
counterterrorism: 
Daily, June 18 
Ministerial meeting (Paris), Daily, May 27, 29 
reward offers, Daily, Feb. 3 
Soviet support, Daily, Apr. | 
Summit Seven meeting, Daily, Feb. 3, 5-6 
democracies response to, Daily, jan. 29 
on economic summit agenda: 
Daily, May 26, June 2 
Special, May 29, June 2A, 9A, 10A 
hijackings: 
Brazinskas case, Daily, May 8, |! 
Jordanian, Daily, Dec. 3 
Pan Am flight from Karachi, 
Daily, Mar. 23 
ial, June 9A 
TWA flight 840, Daily, Jan. 15-16, 22, Feb. 3 
hostages: 
in Lebanon, Daily, Jan. 9, 12-13, 20, 22 
ransoming of, Daily, Jan. 9 
U.S Daily, Oct. 27 
U.S. policy, Daily, Jan. 29, Mar. 18 
international, Special, jan. 12B, Feb. 17 
lrantau involvement: 
Daily, Aug. 17, Oct. 27 
Special, Aug. 6 
Jrantan terrorist in France released, Daily, Nov. 30 
Italy, Daily, Mar. 27 
Libyan involvement: 
Daily, Apr. 29 
Special, Apr. 8 
Northern Ireland bombings, Daily, ! v. 10 
Palesumians, Special, Sept. 15B 
Rome bombings, Daily, June 9 
Soviet involvement, Special, Jan. 27B 
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Terrorism — Cont. 
Sri Lanka bombings, Daily, Nov. !0 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Happy New Year. Good afternoon, ladies 
and gentlemen. 


| It is my sad duty to announce the death of another 
Foreign Service Officer today, that of Lawrence Urli who was 
serving as Deputy Principal Officer in Lahore, Pakistan Mr. 
Urli died January 1 of injuries sustained in an automobile 
accident while he was returning from tie city of Peshawar in 
Pakistan. His wife, Mrs. Pirkko Urli, and their two children 
were in the car with him at the time of the accident but 
fortunate.y they sustained only minor injuries. 


Mr. Urli was born in Michigan He entered the Foreign 
Service in 1981. He had been in Pakistan since last summer. 
We have offered our condolences to Mr. Urli's family and 
expressed our deep sorrow and sense of loss at his death. 


I have one other announcement On Monday, January 5, 
in place of the regular noon briefing, the Secretary of State 
will be here in the Briefing Room to discuss the Foreign 
Affairs budget. And now I'll be happy to take questions 

Q That will be in place of the briefing? 


A Yes, in place of the briefing 


Q So will he take questions on a general topic? 





fa) Yes, he will be prepared to take a few questions 
focused on the budget 


Q But what about other than the budget? 


+ This presentation is on the Foreign Affairs 
budget, and we hope to keep it to that 
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But I'm wondering if you're having it in lieu of 
the briefing, then there may be questions about other -- I hope 
he's prepared to answer some others. 

~ I'll let him know. 


Q Or else have a -- no, I'm serious or -- 


a) If you recall, there is also the briefing later 
in the afternoon on the background on the trip. 


Q But there may be other things. 
o Yes 


Q Do you have any comment on the Afghanistan 
announcement regarding a ceasefire? 


. I would note that the leaders of the Afghan 
Resistance Alliance in Pakistan have categorically rejected 
Najib's call for a ceasefire. They stress that the puppet 
government installed and maintained by Soviet troops is the 
reason they have been fighting for over seven years. The Kabul 
regime efforts to subvert Resistance commanders have been 
ongoing since the start of the war so it is not surprising that 


the leaders have rejected Najib's offer 


Clearly, any serious process of national 
reconciliation will have to include representatives of the 
Afghan Resistance 


Q So you're not putting much stock in it, I guess? 


4 Well, I think when considering Soviet intentions 
or announcements, you have to look beyond that and to look at 
the actions. Evidence of the Soviet Union's intention of 
withdrawing from Afghanistan would be the provision of a short 
timetable at Geneva for the complete withdrawal of Soviet 
troops. 


You will recall that the next round of talks begins on 
February 11. 


Q Does your Happy New Year apply to the puppet 
government as well? 


- (Laughter) Of course 
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Q Could you go beyond to speculate about the Soviet 
motive of instigating Najib's initiative. Do you think it has 
to do with the Soviet public, or Soviet-Afghan relationshig¢s? 


a I think speculation on any aspect of Soviet 
policy is very difficult, and certainly I would stand by what I 
said, that we are looking for actions rather than announcements. 


Q Do you have any aftermath assessment of what's 
going on in the Iran-Iraq war, any assessment as to Iranian 
successes or failures cr Iraqi successes or failures in the 
Shatt al-Arab? 


4 I'm sorry, I just have nothing on that today 
Q How about Chad? 
a In regard to what's happening in Chao, there are 


reports that government forces have counter-attacked 
successfully against the Libyans *n areas of northern Chad and 
that fighting continues. However, [ ask you again to keep in 
mind that we are not involved in the military operations in any 
way and that we have little ability to confirm independently 
the details of the evolving military situation in northern Chad 


Q Has all of that U.S. $15 million worth of aid 
been delivered now? 


4 I don't have the exact answer on that, whether 


it's all been delivered. We spoke of the two deliveries that 
had been made in December, but I don't know whether there's an 


expected one. We'll look into that. 


Q Do you have any assessment of General Pinochet's 
announcement that [ think came on Wednesday, late Wednesday’ 


a I believe you're referring to Pinochet's 
announcement that most political exiles will be permitted to 
return to Chile. 


On principle, certainly, the United S.ates opposes uny 
restrictions on the freedom of citizens to visit or reside in 
their own country. We we]-ome the announced reduction in the 
list of Chilean exiles and hope it will be followed by greater 
relaxation of these restrictions as has been promised by the 
Chilean Government. 
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Q Didn't he announce something about elections, 
too; his intention to hold them? 


A&A - We don't yet have. the complete information yet 
about those other measures announced and so I just have nothing 


You don't have any comment on anything else he 
said -- 


The lifting of the state of siege? 


A As I said, we just don't have the complete 
information yet on those, so I think we'll wait 


Q There are reports out of London of a Captain Tom 
Screech who is claiming that the State Department was informed 
about arms sales -~ of U.S.-manufactured arms -- to [ran as 
early as 1982 Do you have any comment on those reports? 


a No, I don't. And, as usual, anything that 
involves the Iranian arms sales and transfers, I just can't get 
into that. 

Q You know nothing about these reports because 
apparently it was reported to the U.S. Embassy in Dubai as well 
as in London? 


“ I just have nothing on that about whether we were 
aware of it or not. Sorry 


Q Thank you. 
4 Shortest briefing on record 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:26 p.m.) 











Posted: January 2, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the January 2, 1987 daily press briefing: 


CHAD: DELIVERY OF $15 MILLION OF MILITARY ASSISTANCE 





Has the U.S. now delivered the full $15 million of 
military aid it pledged to Chad? 


NO. ADDITIONAL ASSISTANCE IS STILL IN THE PIPELINE. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 
During 1986 the United States government took two historic steps that 
I think hold the promise of improving America's economic performance 
for years to come. First, the forces set in motion by the President 
in his State of the Union Address three years ago culminated in 
Congress' enactment last summer of a comprehensive reform of our 
federal tax system. This bipartisan effort created a fair, more 
equitable tax system, one containing major incentives for increased 
economic progress. 


Tax reform should remove about six million less fortunate 
working Americans from the tax rolls. It slashes the top statutory 
individual tax rate to less than half the top rate when the President 
took office, and it focuses capital in productive uses as opposed to 
tax uses. 


Secondly, the Tokyo Economic Summit laid the foundation 
for sustained world economic growth by starting to provide procedures 
for improved coordination of economic policies among the seven 
leading industrial democracies. While the art of international 
economic cooperation may be said to be still developing, we think our 
preliminary successes have created an environment for some 
Opportunity. 


The record for the year 1986 was generally favorable, 
although we aspire for continued improvement. Let me briefly 
Summarize. 


The current expansion has extended now into its fifth 
year, making it the third longest expansion of the past century. 
There's every prospect that the current expansion will continue | 
unabated through 1987 and the years beyond, and despite the longevity 
of this expansion it has led to few, if any, of the imbalances that 
mark the latter stages of previous cyclical expansions. 


The increase in consumer prices during 1986 was less than 
in any year in more than two decades. For the millions of elderly 
Americans who fear the errosion of hard-earned savings from 
inflation, this affirmation of our earlier accomplishment is very 
welcome. Over the past six years, inflation has been cut drastically 
from the nearly 13 percent, which it averaged in 1979 and 1980, to 
four percent or less for the last five years. 


The number of persons holding jobs increased by 2.25 
million during the first 11 months of the year alone. Throughout the 
present expansion, the number of job holders has risen by more than 
11 million, lifting the percentage of employed in the United States 
to the record level of 60.9 percent. 


Interest rates continue to decline. The prime rate 
MORE 
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down now two full percentage points from early January 1986, and down 
two-thirds of what it was in 1981. And at 7.5 percent, it's the 
lowest in more than nine years. Other rates, both short and 
long-term, are down 1.5 percentage points from a year ago. This has 
been particularly good news for young people striving to buy their 
first homes, or refinancing high-rate mortgages. Policies of the 
Federal Reserve assured that ample credit was made available. I 
would submit to you, ladies and gentlemen, that this has been solid 
economic performance. Nevertheless, it's obvious that we still have 
work to do. The progress of 1986 should set the stage tur an even 
better year for real economic growth and employment in 1987. Beryl 
will comment in detail on our economic forecast. Let me just say in 
summary we expect real growth to average 3.25 percent. This estimate 
is about in line with the private forecasters consensus of growth 
close to three percent. It's a little faster than the roughly 2.5 
average during the first three quarters of 1986, but signs were 
emerging in the latter part of last year that the economy may be 
gaining momentum. 


We cannot expect inflation to remain as moderate in 1987, 
as it was in 1986, which benefitted from the fall in world oil 
prices. Still no real resurgence of inflation is in prospect. We 
expect the GNP deflator to increase by about 3.5 percent, with 
consumer prices rising by a shade more than that. Developments in 
the world economy should also help to further our objectives in 1987. 
Since the Tokyo summit last May, we've been working closely with the 
leadership of the major industrialized nations to refine the 
techniques of economic policy coordination. In October, the United 
States and Japan announced agreement on cooperative bilateral actions 
to contribute to sustain growth of the international economy. We 
need to build on our successes, while recognizing that each meeting 
will not necessarily produce an agreement nor zach agreement a major 
redirection >£ economic trends. 


Our program tor sustained growth, for debt-burdened 
developing countries, also is coming into place, enhancing prospects 
of renewed growth and development in these countries. The debt 
problems of these developing countries were not created overnight and 
they won't be solved overnight. 


But the combination of market-oriented reforms, 
structural lending from the international financing institutions, and 
commercial bank loans to support comprehensive adjustment is making a 
good start. Domestic sources of demand growth abroad strengthened 
last year, particularly in Europe. Together with a further, orderly 
decline of the dollar, this helped to stem the deterioration in our 
trade balance. Over the past year, our trade deficit has roughly 
flattened out and we expect-a significantly lower trade deficit in 
1987. 


We will continue to impress upon foreign industrial 
countries, particularly those with large surpluses, our mutual need 
for them to achieve stronger, sustained growth. Because it is 
clearly time for our exporters to benefit from greater growth abroad, 
and a more reasonably valued dollar, we couldn't pick a worse time to 
unfurl a banner of protectionism in the United States. We've come a 
long way over the past six years. Still, there's a major item of 
unfinished business on the fiscal agenda -- further reduction of our 
federal budget deficit. 
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I don't think it's blowing smoke to say that we have in 
fact reached a turning point on the deficit. Measures already taken 
have pointed us in the direction of reduced deficits through spending 
restraint. Even if one assumes pessimistic economic forecasts, we 
have already put in place reforms that should lower the 1986 Fiscal 
Year deficit of $221 billion to roughly $175 billion in Fiscal Year 
1987 -- from about 5.3 percent of GNP to about 3.9 percent. 


Even this substantial reduction can be improved on, and 
it should be improved on. The President's budget provides a plan for 
further substantial progress. If the proposals in this budget are 
adopted, the deficit would decline by about $50 billion for the 
second consecutive year and would drop to about 2.3 percent of GNP in 
Fiscal Year 1988. When it passed the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings Act, the 
Congress set a deficit target of $108 billion in Fiscal 1983. We are 
submitting a budget that hits this target and that hits it without 
raising taxes. 


The deficit should be attacked from the spending side 
rather than through tax rate increases. The American people are not 
undertaxed. As shown by the chart attached to my statement, the 
revenue share is a percentage of GNP projected over the next six 
years, is about one full percentage point above the historical 
average for the period 1964 to 1979. In contrast, the outlay share 
of GNP in the past two fiscal years was about four percentage points 
above the historical average. 


Fundamental to good governance is the ability to set 
priorities. This budget shows that eliminating the deficit is 
possible without raising taxes, without sacrificing our defense 
preparedness and without cutting into the safety net for the poor and 
the elderly. Other programs basic to our national interest also 
should be properly funded. Some, like basic scientific research and 
the space program, will help keep America strong as we prepare for 
the 2lst century. Others, like drug enforcement, AIDS research and 
reduction of infant mortality will safeguard the soul of America and 
her people. 


Now after I take some of your questions, Beryl Sprinkel 
will comment in greater detail on our economic forecast and Jim 
Miller will outline the steps by which we propose to reduce the 
deficit. Eut let me close, if I might, with just one final thought. 
Congress has taken some very difficult votes on expenditure cuts over 
these past years. We recognize and applaud those members of both 
parties who have acted courageously to better serve the nation's 
interest. We are hopeful that their leadership will carry forward 
the momentum of deficit reduction. 


Now I'd be delighted to respond to your questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, there is a large body of opinion 
among private forecasters that if the deficit were reduced to $108 
billion in 1988, as the President is proposing under Gramm-Rudman, 
that that act alone would bring the expansion to an end and plunge 
the economy into a recession a year from now. How do you respond to 
that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, Bud, we simply respectfully 
disagree with that. We don't think that is the case at all. We 
think, as a matter of fact, that Congress and the President made a 
bargain with the American people when they passed the 
Gramm-Rudman-Hollings Act. We intend to and in fact are keeping our 
part of that bargain by hitting the $108 billion target and by 
submitting a budget on time. 


Q Mr. Secretary, as you know, the heads of the two 
Budget Committees -- Democrats -- have made remarks over the past 
couple of days of the need for tax increases and/or some kind of 
import fee -- other fees of that sort. Doesn't that appear as an 
inevitability to you? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: We've heard those same comments, 
Irving, for the last three or four years that I'm aware of. We go 
through this same mating dance every year and we submit a budget that 
reduces the deficit for the most part on che spending side, or at 
least without increasing marginal tax rates, and others up there say 
we can only do it if we increase taxes. The fact of the matter is, 
as my remarks indicated, we will have substantial deficit reduction 
this year in the neighborhood of $50 biliion, which has been 
accomplished without raising taxes. We think the deficit can be 
reduced without raising taxes. 


I would point out to you that in the budget that we are 
submitting, we have $22.4 billion that might be characterized as 
revenue items made up of asset sales, user fees, and the like that 
don't constitute tax increases. This is a very workable budget, and 
we would hope that the Congress would not summarily rule it out of 
order or that you would not suggest, as has been the case in past 
years, that somehow it's dead on arrival. We're meeting our 
obligations under the law and we would look forward to working with 
the Congress for substantial deficit reduction. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I understand through your revenue 
forecasts that you are not anticipating any drop in tax revenues next 
year as we go into tax reform. Doesn't that conflict with the 
estimates released by the Joint Committee on Taxation? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There may be some conflict with the 
estimates released by the Committee on Joint Taxation. Those -- you 
know, all through the process of tax reform those estimates changed. 
They are going to continue to change as time passes, showing perhaps 
some surplus in one year and deficit in others. I would refer you, 
though, to Beryl in terms of a specific answer to your question on 
exactly where that difference is and how it is accounted for. 
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Q You say that the 3.25 projected growth for the 
coming year, predicated on reversing the trade imbalance, yet, and 
you also say that that trade imbalance has leveled off and this is 
the worst time to have protectionism. How do you square that with 
the fact that first of all in November we had the highest balance of 
trade deficit in history, and secondly that the administration has 
just implemented a couple of protectionist measures of rather 
Significant consequence within the last week against Europe, Taiwan, 
and South Korea? And thirdly, that the oil industry is saying that 
the tax reform is going to cost them about $10 billion of investment 
every year and that's already led to a 23 percent increase in oil 
imports, and therefore the tax reform would project a higher trade 
imbalance in 1987? 





SECRETARY BAKER: All right. Let me try and answer all 
three of them briefly, if I can. First of all, the monthly deficit 
-- trade deficit figure of $19 billion, which was released here a 
short while ago, contained only $200 million in additional oil import 
charges. Secondly -- the protectionist actions that you refer to are 
for the most part 301 actions, or unfair trading case proceedings 
that the United States has initiated, which is not protectionism. It 
is not protectionist for the United States to aggressively enforce 
its unfair trade laws. We have been doing that for a number of years 
now, I would suggest. The President is the first President in the 
history of the Republic to self-initiate 301 cases. We should 
continue to do that. That is a legitimate way to attack the trade 
deficit. 


And the third part of your question about the fact that 
we had our highest monthly trade deficit here a short while ago, I 
would answer simply by saying that in our view it's an aberration. 
It was occasioned as much by the fact that tax reform became 
effective on January 1, 1987, and there was a wholesale rush to take 
advantage of some of the preferences and deductions that existed in 
last year's tax laws that are going to be eliminated by this year's 
tax law. 


Yes, sir? Right behind you. 


Q There has been a major change in political control 
of the Congress and both Houses are in the hands of pretty 
Significant majorities of the opposition, yet this budget that's 
being submitted is a virtual carbon copy of last year's. Do you 
think that the Democrats could just take it away from you and crack 
their own plan and ignore the White House and the whole budget-making 
process? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't think so. That hasn't 
happened before, if I may suggest. There's a lot of talk about not 
going along with the President's budget, but I would submit to you 
that no President has ever submitted a budget that the Congress has 
rubber stamped, Democratic or Republican. It doesn't matter what the 
makeup of each House is. And I simply don't think that that's going 
to be the case. Furthermore, this is not a carbon copy of last 
year's budget, and Jim Miller will elaborate on that in greater 
detail. But let me again point out to you, that of the total $42.5 
billion in deficit reduction we have in this budget, 22.4 of it could 
be deemed to be revenues, in the form of user fees, sales of assets 
and that sort of thing -- $18.7 billion of it would be spending 
reductions. In last year's budget we had an item of $6.3 billion on 
the revenue side -- only $6.3 billion. 


Right beck there. Yes, ma'am? 

Q Secretary Baker, in your assumption of an improved 
trade deficit, do you believe that the dollar will stabilize at 
current levels? And are you assuming the Fed will not tighten 
monetary policy? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me simply say on those two 
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questions -- one, I don't comment about the dollar -- its present 
level or its future level -- because the minute I do, there's 
activity in the foreign exchange markets. 


As far as the -- as far as whether or not the trade 
deficit is going to remain constant -- what I said in my statement 
was that we expect to see further improvement. I'm not suggesting 
that it's going to be eliminated, but I do think that we've turned 
the corner on the trade deficit. And I think if you look back to 
June -- if you look back to June from, let's say, February of this 
year, you're going to see that that trade deficit has stopped 
increasing. 


I think that as far as monetary policy is concerned, we 
think that the current course of monetary policy, as practiced by the 
Federal Reserve Board, is quite adequate. 


Q Mr. Secretary, are you as inflexibile on the 
question of an oil import fee as you are on an income tax increase? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the President said last year, 
when he considered the matter of an oil import fee, that he 
considered that to be similar to a tax. Furthermore, there has not 
been unanimity of opinion within the energy industry itself about the 
wisdom of an oil import fee. Some members of the energy industry 
Support it, others oppose it. It is generally opposed, quite 
frankly, by most people who manufacture in the United States, 
particularly the petro chemical industry, because it increases their 
costs. It also requires that we establish a bureaucracy to 
administer it. So the President was pretty clear last year when he 
considered the wisdom of an oil import fee and rejected it. 


Thank you very much. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Thank you. Ladies and gentlemen, I will 
provide some economic background for the budget. I'd like to do so 
in two ways. First, I will review the economic forecast and 
projections that underlie the administration's budget; and second, I 
will explain why it's essential to continue to reduce the budget 
deficit through spending restraint, while avoiding tax rate 
increases. There are significant economic benefits to such a policy 
-- benefits, I believe, that are often not fully appreciated. In 
fact, after listening and reading over the weekend, I'm quite certain 
they're not fully appreciated in some quarters. 


First, some economic background. The continued U.S. 
economic expansion reflects the success of President Reagan's 
policies to stimulate economic growth by providing incentives to 
work, 
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save and invest while simultaneously reducing inflation and interest 
rates. The economy is in the 50th month of the current expansion. 
This expansion is already the second largest peacetime expansion of 
the post-war period, and will set a record later this year. Despite 
problems in the oil and gas industry, a slight downturn in fixed 
business investment, and further deterioration of the trade balance, 
real GNP growth proceeded at a moderate pace in 1986. Consumers were 
the main source of strength buoyed by higher real disposable income 
and rising net worth. 


As of November, 1986, the economy had created 12.4 
Million jobs during the current expansion, 2.4 million in the past 12 
months alone. The inflation rate has remained below four percent for 
the past four years and has done only 1.3 percent over the 12 months 
ending in November, the lowest in over two decades. 


I remain confident that this expansion will continue 
through this year and beyond. Leading indicators were up a strong 
1.2 percent in November, and 2.5 percent over the past six months. 
Interest rates are near their lowest levels since 1977, monetary 
policy continues to accommodate expansion in an environment of low 
inflation, inventories are low relative to sales, suggesting 
stocx-building could be a strong element this year. Real net 
exports, which have been a net drag in recent years, should be 
positive for growth this year. 





Downward adjustments in the oil and gas industry were 
probably largely competed -- completed in 1986. There is the 
possibility of some further short-run negative effects from tax 
reform, but that should be modest. Real GNP growth in 1987, fourth 
quarter to fourth quarter, is expected to be about 3.2 percent. 
Employment is projected to increase by over two million persons, with 
the unemployment rate declining to 6.7 percent on average. 


A temporary increase in the inflation rate is expected, 
with the GNP deflator rising to about 3.6 percent, and the CPI to 3.8 
percent. This reflects the wearing off of favorable effects of the 
Oil price decline on the inflation rate in 1986 and increased import 
prices due to the weaker dollar. Interest rates are expected to be 
little changed from recent levels. The lagged effect of dollar 
depreciation and strong demand -- growth abroad should bring 
improvement in the U.S. trade balance. 


The first part of 1987 may be a little sluggish, as 
households increase their savings rate and investment absorbs some 
short-term negative impacts from tax reform. For the longer term, we 
expect real GNP growth to rise to 3.7 percent in 1988, then decline 
gradually to 3.3 percent by 1992. Stronger real GNP growth reflects 
the end of the short-term negative effects of tax reform, and of 
course, the beginning of the benefits of -- over the longer term. 


Further, improvement in real net exports are expected, 
especially in 1988. Consumption spending should strengthen after 
Savings rates have recovered. Business fixed investment and 
residential investment should strengthen in the latter part of 1987 
and in 1988 and beyond. Provided the Federal Reserve continues to 
pursue monetary policy consistent with sustainable economic growth 
and moderation of inflation, the inflation rate and interest rate 
should decline gradually between 1988 and 1992. The unemployment 
rate is projected to fall to 5.5 percent by 1992 as continued real 
growth reduces slack in the economy. 


In sum, real growth is projected to strengthen moderately 
in 1987, and more so in later years as the inflation rate and 
interest rates gradually decline and structural adjustment continues 
in some sectors of the economy. Our economic forecast and 
projections -- assume that continued progress is made in reducing the 
federal budget deficit primarily through spending restraint and 
economic growt.. in accord with the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings targets. 
Deficit reduction through spending restraint is vital to the long-run 
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health of the American economy for at least four essential reasons: 
First, persistent large deficits in a period of relative prosperity 
are an unfair burden on future generations. 


Unless the deficit is reduced as a share of GNP, one of 
three things must happen. Either the share of federal revenues in 
GNP must be raised in the future by increases in tax rates that will 
discourage future economic growth, or disguised taxation through 
rapid inflation will distort and reduce economic growth. Or finally, 
public services provided by the federal government must be reduced in 
the future in order to pay the interest on the growing stock of 
federal debt. In any event, future generations will bear the burden 
of current spending excesses, and we deem that as inappropriate. 


Second, deficit reduction through spending restraint is 
needed to preserve the long-run benefit of President Reagan's tax 
reform efforts. Lower marginal tax rates provided by tax reform will 
encourage productivity and economic growth. Realization of these 
longer-term benefits, however, requires that individuals and 
businesses perceive the reduction in marginal tax rates as permanent. 
Persistent large federal budgets and talk about tax increases to 
reduce these deficits undermine these perceptions. 


Third, deficit reduction through spending restraint is 
essential to the coordinated strategy for reduction of international 
payment imbalances. There is no single solution to existing 
international imbalances. Realignment of exchange rates, stronger 
internally-led growth in other industrial countries, internal 
market-oriented policy reforms and a return to creditworthiness by 
developing countries, liberalization of world trade and avoidance of 
protectionism are all essential components of the solution. 


In addition to rejecting protectionist measures, all 
agree that the principal U.S. contribution is through reduction of 
the federal deficit by restraining spending while promoting growth. 
Deficit reduction through spending restraint frees resources that can 
be used in the private sector to produce exports or substitutes for 
present imports. Deficit reduction through spending restraint rather 
than through tax rate increases strengthens economic growth in the 
United States and in the world by enhancing private savings and 
strengthening incentives to work and invest. 


In contrast, deficit reduction through tax rate increases 
might temporarily alleviate the U.S. trade deficit through less 
growth and lower imports, but the permanent cesult would be a lower 
standard of living at home and abroad. 


And fourth, deficit reduction, primarily through spending 
restraint, is desirable to continue the progress of the past six 
years in cutting inessential, ineffective, and inefficient federal 
programs. Taxpayers, either present or future, should not be called 
upon to support such programs. Resources used for such programs 
could and would be more effectively utilized to satisfy consumption 
and investment demand in the private sector. 


In addition to cutting some federal spending programs, 
direct beneficiaries of some services provided by the federal 
government should be called upon to pay reasonable user fees. 


Well, in conclusion, we forecast improved economic 
performance in '87 and project even better performance in 1988. Good 
progress will be made this fiscal year in sharply reducing the 
federal deficit well below the $221 billion recorded in Fiscal 1986. 
This progress will come largely from allowing revenues to grow along 
with the economy while growth of spending is restrained. It is 
essential for the long-run strength of the American economy that 
further substantial progress in deficit reduction be made through 
this mechanism in Fiscal 1988 and beyond. Thank you. 


DIRECTOR MILLER: I wait to thank first Ralph Kennickell 
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and his associate, Joe Jennifer, for -- and their associates first 
for getting the budget printed. It was a last-minute crash effort, 
and they performed miraculously again and produced the budget. 
Secondly, I want to thank them for making the hall available to us at 
-- it‘s convenient for us, and I understand it‘s very convenient for 
you as well, because you picked up the budget here. 


And I'd also like to thank the agencies for being so 
responsive in putting the budget out and doing the work that's 
necessary to put the budget out im such a short time. It's a month 
earlier this year. And I'd like to thank my associates at OMB, some 
of whom are sitting there, and if it wouldn*t embarrass them, so I 
would have asked them to stand, but they would be embarrassed, I 
think. 


The administration wants -- excuse me -- what I want to 
do today is to describe a few of the themes and the details of the 
budget, and then go through these charts, and then I'd like to answer 
your questions. But first, I want to say that the administration 
wants to work with Congress. We want Congress to take us seriously. 
I'm kind of tired of hearing statements that the budget's dead on 
arrival. The budget will be dead on arrival only if somebody on 
Capitol Hill kills it, because it was sure alive when it left our 
Quarters. 


And I'd like to -- I‘d hope that Congress would respond, 
also, to the President's proposals for budget process reform. It's 
so important that we get moving on that -- in that area. And what we 
have is a budget process that's broken, and the President will be 
making some proposals in his State of the Union, or talking about the 
problem in the State of the Union message. 


This budget has, as a major theme, attacking the deficit. 
Now, this budget doesn't exactly slay the dragon, doesn't slay the 
deficit dragon. Last year, remember, our budget quenched the 
fire-breathing part of the dragon -- put the fire out. This time, 
we're going to throw a net over it and get it under control. If 
we're successful here, we will have reduced the budget deficit in 
half in just two years, and I think that's great progress. 


Also, we have no tax increase in this budget, but as Jim 
Baker pointed out, we have $23 billion of increased revenue, not 
taxes. We have a three percent real growth in defense over the 
appropriated level, and we have mo change in Social Security benefits 
-- none. 


Now, let me see if I can adjust these things to -- out of 
my way here. We have a number of new proposals. It's not a carbon 
copy of last year's budget. Major priorities: drugs, immigration 
reform, credit reform. You've probably heard me talk about the 
reason to sell old loans. The government gets more money by letting 
the private sector collect old loans. You‘ve heard me talk about the 
need to have new loans sold and have the outlays charge the 
difference in the price that's the amount of the loan and the amount 
that it's sold for be charged to the agencies. 


FAA -- we're going to increase the FAA's budget 
dramatically. You will see this in the budget. Infant mortality. 
AIDS research will go over a half-billion dollars. The homeless -- 
we have some proposals and initiatives in the homeless area. NIH, a 
two-year budget for national defense, a heavy lift vehicle for 
national defense. We're going to proposed some other things in the 
national defense area, for example, a pilot program to privatize 
commissaries. 


We have reforms in agriculture in this budget. You've 
heard us talk about that before. The problems are two: One, the 
subsidy is connected with production. And if you want to get more 
subsidy, produce more. But if you produce more, you make matters 
worse. You depress market prices and the deficiency payments go up. 
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So we're going to decouple production in the subsidy, and we're also 
going to better target those subsidies. The AFDC youth, we're going 
to allow youth in these programs where you have job possibilities for 
youngsters during the summer, we're going to allow states the 
flexibility to use this money for AF -- for children of AFDC families 
to have year-round jobs. Pay For Performance, you know about that. 
More Competitive America is another theme in this budget. We're 
going to double the budget of the National Science Foundation for its 
research program in five years. 


A dislocated worker proposal -- $1 billion for dislocated 
workers to train them, give them new skills. Privatization will make 
America stronger, make America more competitive. We'll make 
government prices reflect the true cost of the services they provide. 
There will be increases in NASA research, in technological transfer 
from NASA, and also from defense research. There will be new 
proposals in the education area. We'll also have less intrusive 
government regulation. 


Another theme is to reform the health care provision. We 
have a proposal in the Medicare area to have radiologists, 
anesthesiologists, and others, pathologists, to be paid by the 
hospitals. We think that this would return the program to what it 
was 1l years ago when the Medicare rules were changed. We have a 
change in the payment cycle, we have -- we will remove a 
disproportionate share of hospitals from the periodic interim payment 
system. And we'll mandate coverage of state and local employees, 
Current employees into the Medicare program. Most of them have 
access to Medicare benefits, it's only right that they should pay. 
We'll increase Part B payments. In the Medicare area, we will reduce 
State support by $1 billion, put a cap on that and index it to the 
medical -- cost of -- Consumer Price Index. We have a capitation 
initiative that we will share with states, some of the benefits of 
the lower costs that they should incur. 


Now, let me run to the charts, and then I'll have a 
couple of things to say. This is the highlights of the President's 
FY 1988 budget. Mr. Paul Olkhovsky is helping me here. As I 
indicated, we have -- we meet the lower deficit targets. All of this 
will be on a publication that you should receive shortly. They were 
coming in this morning, I understand. Are they now available? It 
has been a very close thing to get all of this together, because 
again, we're one month early this year. It reduces the deficit 
target to $180 -- or reduces the deficit to $108 billion, a reduction 
of $65 billion in ‘88 on top of a $48 billion reduction in ‘87. Wo 
new taxes, Social Security is protected, three percent real increase 
for defense, and it reforms or reduces or terminates a number of 
programs, saving taxpayers $19 billion in Fiscal ‘88. 


These are the numbers, you have the chart before you -- 
the information before you. I would just point out that you can see 
that we anticipate that for Fiscal Year 1988, total revenues to go up 
$74.2 billion, and total outlays to increase by $8.8 billion. So, 
outlays will continue to rise. All these slashes you hear are not 
necessarily true. 


Okay. Go ahead. This is a chart that shows the -- how 
outlays will increase. They will be rather flat for the first couple 
of years, then begin to rise. Receipts rise throughout this period. 
Receipts rise because the economy is growing, primarily. And the 
deficit is coming down. The Gramm-Rudman-Hollings targets are the 
blue line here. I will note for you that we do not hit the 
Gramm-Rudman-Hollings targets in the out-years. It means that we 
have additional work to do over the coming year, Congress and the 
administration. 


This graph depicts the outlays and revenues and deficit 
as in proportion to the Gross National Product. As you can see, in 
terms of the deficit, we reached a peak in 1983. It came down 
somewhat, rose back up. But since 1985, we have had slight 
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dimunition in the -- for '86, there was a slight dimunition in the 
deficit as a proportion of Gross National Product, even though it was 
a record deficit of $221 billion. 


Under the President's proposal, we will have -- not ‘86 
to ‘87 will be a substantial reduction, and an even greater reduction 
for ‘88. These are the major budget components: net interest, 
Social Security, national defense, and everything else. Net 
interest, of course, we can't do very much about unless we want to 
Geclare bankruptcy, and Social Secu:ity is a bipartisan understanding 
-- we're not going to touc* Social Security. National defense, the 
President said -- wanted a three percent real increase. So what 
we're looking at here for the programatic reductions or the changes 
is a $416 billion base for Fiscal ‘88. 
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Defense budget authority is a very important point I want to make. 
For the last two years, defense budget has gone down. The defense 
budget authority has gone down in real terms. And, in fact, even 
under the President's budget it will be two years before the defense 
budget authority will rise to the same level in real terms as it was 
in FY 1985. This shows outlays for defense as a proportion of Gross 
National Product, and you can see they were very high during the 
Korean conflict and also the war in Vietnam -- rose to -- ell to 
very low levels in the late '70s. And, as we can see here, rose 
again -- rose -- in the President's -- President's Reagan term, and 
we are right here -- virtually right here now, and they will continue 
to fall. The President's budget for defense means a continuation of 
the decline in the outlays for defense as a proportion of the Gross 
National Product. So people that say cut defense, people that say 
defense is gluttonous, et cetera, should look at these figures. 


This shows the everything else -- the $416 billion base. 
We divided in major medical, other mandatory and on-discretionary 
segments -- $112/$145/$159 billion respectively -- base for '88. 


The point I want to make is we, in the United States, 
have a very good medical system. But we pay a much greater 
proportion of our Gross National Product for medical care than any 
other -- than the major industrialized countries in the world. And 
the increase in our expenditures for medical care is growing at a 
faster rate than they're growing in other industrialized countries. 
And there's very little evidence that we have any better -- 
particularly better care in America. The average longevity is about 
the same. Other indices are comparable. I think this means that 
we've got to do something about this area. 


Go ahead. 

Q -- public and private -- 

DIRECTOR MILLEi.: Pardon? 

Q -- public and private -- 

DIRECTOR MILLER: That's public and private both, yes. 


In the medical area, the Preside..tt's budget will propose 
some changes. I described them very briefly, which will restrain the 
rate of growth in outlays from current services, and then have them 
grow thereafter at a slower pace, and this would save substantial 
monies because the medicare expenditures are such a large proportion. 
We believe that these changes will result in the delivery of the same 
Quality of medical care to beneficiaries, but we can accomplish this 
at lower cost. 


And for those people who say we're slashing medical, just 
look at what this line has done over the past several years -- just 
look. And the President's budget contemplates, still, a substantial 
increase. Total medical care programs will continue to grow in this 
budget, but not by as great a rate as before. Outlays for other 
mandatory programs -- the other entitlement programs -- unemployment 
dbenefits, guaranteed student loars, et cetera, GI Bil’, farm price 
Supports, et cetera -- will turn down slightly here. There will be 
some savings. We estimate that the commodity -- that the farm price 
Supports will not be as expensive this year as before, so there will 
be some savings here in a couple of other things, and then we'll 
flatten out rather than increasing at the rate called for in current 
services. 


Finally, this is everything else. And as you can see, it 


has gone up and down. This was a peak having to do with housing 

loans. It*s a little bit of anomaly here, but we propose essentially 
to flatten out the rate of growth for all these other areas and where 
Current services is much higher. There are substantial savings here, 
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These are the summary figures and I would point out here 
that we would save $6.7 billion -- in the whole total medical area -- 
$3.4 in the other entitlements, and $8.6 in the non-defense 
discretionary programs. Now, some people will say you didn't reform 
entitlements. Entitlements are where all the money is. Or I will 
see in the paper -- if you take out this and that and the other, and 
entitlements you don't have but about $50 billion left or something 
like that. Well, we do propose changes in entitlement programs and 
we take, like I said, $8.6 in defense -- non-defense discretionary. 
We have here -- this the revenue side. This is $18.7 and this is 
revenue -- $22.4. A number of changes here, including an IRS 
initiative to collect more of the taxes due. Credit reform -- the 
thing that's selling new loans that I've talked about and -- and 
reinsuring guaranteed loans. We have loan asset sales of $4.2 
billion, user fees of $5.4 billion -- excuse me, of $3.2 billion -- 
$5.4 billion in privatization, and $2.1 billion in other revenue 
changes. 


As you can see, more than half of the deficit reduction 
package in this budget is new revenue -- more than half. And for 
those who say the President needs new re aiue, they ought to look at 
the budget -- they ought to read the budget. And if you count -- 
it's 53 percent -- and if you counted the reduction in debt service 
as a revenue reduction, that would be like 56 percent. Only four 
percent are from programmatic changes. And this pie chart here shows 
the breakdown with the various components of the programmatic 
changes, and also the revenue changes. 


That's it. Well, let me finish now by making a couple of 


additional -- talking about a couple of additional things -- three. 
I encourage you all to attend the agency briefings that will be given 
later this day -- most of them are around 2:00 p.m. this afternoon. 
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The remainder of the budget materials -- the appendix, the special 
analyses, the major initiatives -- all of that should be available 
for you on January 28th. We expect to have them published then -- 
GPO cooperative. 


And finally I wanted just to mention the Quad Commission 
Report. There is a paper back there for you to take. The Quad 
Commission, as you know, recomrs ted to the President that he 


increase salaries for Congress... executives, judges, by substantial 
amounts, and under the presen! 1.4. the President makes a proposal 
which the Congress has 30 days zject, and then the President -- 
that's like -- their rejection ».s like passing a law and then the 


President has a chance to veto their rejection, and then they have a 
chance to override his veto. It's very complicated. 


The President is proposing to increase the Level II 
executive salary, the salary for Congressmen and Senators, and the 
Salary for district court judges -- not by the $130,000 increase that 
was recommended by the Quad Commission Report, but -- not to the 
level of $135,000, but to a level of $89,500. So the salary for 
Congressmen and others will go up from $77,400, which is the level 
that is in existence today, to $89,500. 


Now in doing this the President accepts the basic premise 
of the report -- the Quad Commission Report -- and that is that over 
the past couple of decades Congressmen, Senators, senior executives, 
judges have fallen behind in terms of real income level and they're 
certainly behind in terms of comparability. But he believes that 
under today's circumstances, with the emphasis on the deficit, it is 
Simply not appropriate to catch up all in one time. So he has 
proposed a significant increase in salary, and the salary increase is 
there for all the other levels as well. 


I think that is about it and at this point I would ask -- 
be happy to respond to your questions, as will Beryl. 


Q I'd like to get back, if I could, to the effects of 
tax reform, and I asked Secretary Baker about that. I'ma little 
puzzled by your numbers on that in light of what was anticipated when 
the bill was passed. But I'm looking at your figures. I see that 
you show a fairly sizable dip*in revenues in Fiscal '89, and yet you 
anticipate that revenues remain more or less constant in '88, and 
that is not in line with what has been projected. 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Yes, let me say as -- 

Q Question? 

DIRECTOR MILLER: The question again goes back to why do 
we see a difference in the revenue line from what was estimated by 
the Joint Committee on Taxation? And let me say, as you probably 
recollect, they had $11 billion up, $17 billion down in 1988. 


Q That $1l billion was factored into deficit reduction 
last year. 


DIRECTOR MILLER: That's right. In fact, the reestimates 
by Treasury show that number to be $18 billion, and that's factored 


into our budget, and the hit in 1988 to be the minimus -- to be 
practically zero. The out-years they anticipate it's going down. 
They still see it as deficit neutral -- I mean as revenue-neutral, 


but the character of these pluses and minuses have changed. 


Keep in mind you are talking about the reasonably small 
difference in a very large number. When you are talking about $900 
billion in revenue, a $10 billion up or down is a very small 
proportion of the total. And you've got a very massive change with 
this new tax reform. How does it fit in all the incentives? I mean, 
one of the things that I understand that the Treasury Department went 
back and forward on is, how do you factor in the fact that with lower 
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marginal rates of tax you have less incentive to evade tax and 
therefore you would have more people paying tax. You see my point? 


You also have -- we have significant new penalties in the 
reconciliation bill of last year, and how does that effect? And of 
course that was after tax reform was pretty much put to bed. 


So we take our numbers from the Department of the 
Treasury and their latest adjustment shows that. But keep in mind, 
these numbers can change again, as Jim was suggesting. 


Q You have an optimistic current services number of 
about $150 billion deficit for FY '88. Thet enabled you to only cut 
about $42 billion off the deficit in your proposal. Could you 
explain how you got to that number? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: The question is, why we have a $150 
billion current services number, which looks a bit optimistic. Well, 
I was surprised, frankly, at that number as well. Part of it is a 
result of the reestimates that the agencies do every year in a cycle 
in responding to the OMB -- to putting the numbers in the OMB budget 
-- or in the President's budget. It's the President's budget, not 
OMB's budget. Well, in any event, we send the assumptions out to the 
agencies and talk -- agree on the new policies and they send back to 
us their estimates of what the amounts will be under current services 
and under the President's program. And the numbers turned out to be 
lower than we had anticipated on the outlays. The revenues turned 
out to be a little higher than we had anticipated. So on pass-back 
Our number of $160 billion current services turned out to be $150 
billion in current services when all was said and done. 


Now I can make up the shortfall. 
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There are things that can be done. Now, somebody will say on the 
Hill, no doubt, you are short. You don't have a real $108 billion 
deficit here. Well, I can answer that. I can find things very 
easily for them. But we're both in the same pot, you know. If we're 
going to meet the $108 billion deficit target and they say that you 
have to have more deficit reduction, then it's got to come out of 
their hide as well as our hide. 


So, I think our estimates are sound. Our estimates are 
based on the latest runs by the people in the agencies who deal with 
the programs and who have to make those estimates and do that for a 
living and I think they're better than anyone else's estimates. 
That's my own -- 


Q Mr. Miller? 
DIRECTOR MILLER: Yes, ma'am? 
Q Do you plan to sell the PMA's? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: The power marketing administrations -- 
we plan to move forward to sell the Alaska Power Marketing 
Administration Fiscal Year1989, not '88. And we also proposed 
legislation that would allow us to study the possibility of selling 
the Southeastern Power Administration -- that's not TVA for you -- 
Southeastern Power Administration at a later year. We think that 
those should be in the private sector. 


Someone called out here? 


Q On the OMB pass-back to the Education Department | 
you had proposed zeroing out the higher education grant program for 
needy students -- the Pell grant. Why the Pell grant -- what impact 


would you expect the zero to have and what was the Education 
Department's most convincing argument against -- 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Let's say we had discussions over this. 
I don't want to go into great detail. But basically we're agreed 
that we're moving in the direction of guaranteed loans -- making 
available to people guaranteed loans and letting people choose where 
they want to go to school -- guaranteed loans that they will pay 
back. But also we're expanding the income guarantee -- income 
contingent loan which allows a person, if they come out of school and 
they're not making a great deal of money, to stretch out the payments 
for that loan. So, we're absorbing some of the risk there. 


But I think we can -- for the amounts of money that we 
use in the education area, we can make that go a lot further by 
guaranteeing loans than we can by direct loans. 

Q Mr. Miller? 

DIRECTOR MILLER: Yes, sir? 

Q At the outset, you remarked -- 

DIRECTOR MILLER: We will -- excuse me -- we didn't zero 
out the Pell grant program, as you can see, in the budget. There 


will still be a Pell grant program. 


Yes, sir? 


Q But there was a proposal to? 
Q Was that your original pass-back? 
Q There was a pass-back to zero it out. 


DIRECTOR MILLER: I wouldn't care to comment on 
pass-backs, except in the aggregate. We typically have discussions 
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with agencies before finalizing any plans. 
Yes, sir? 


Q You remarked at the beginning what a terrific job 
your staff did getting this budget together. The budget has a two 
percent pay raise for them and other federal employees. Do you think 
they deserve more than that? And, if so, what are you proposing to 
do about it? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: You know, it would be -- I think civil 
servants sometimes are easy targets for holding things down. The 
rate of -- the CPI we expect for this year not to be very high and we 


think the two percent is a real cost of living adjustment after the 
thiece percent of this year. But it's an easy thing -- in the past, I 
agree that that's an easy hit. 


Yes, Irving? 
Q Mr. Miller -- 
Q What's -- 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Irving R. Levine, sir, then I'll answer 
you right behind him. 


Q Mr. Miller, how can you speak of throwing the net 
over the dragon or taking the fire out of the dragon on the deficit 
Since instead of $144 billion this year you're going to have $173 
billion? And the second part of that question, isn't it even more 
uncertain this year, because of the uncertainties of tax reform in 
terms of revenue? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: In terms of -- well, let's say first, 
the question was how can we say we've taken -- quenched the dragon's 
flame when the deficit didn't come down to $144 b‘llion -- it's $174 
billion. Well, let me tell you, that's -- still $174 billion is 
great progress and I think the important thing to focus on is the 
progress that we've made. As you know, the way we -- 
Gramm-Rudman-Hollings requires us to estimate the deficit -- first, 
it's $154 billion, not $144 billion that they have tec meet and 
everybody sort of presumes that Congress is not going to meet the 
specific target, but get in under the margin of error. 


And secondly, there have been some things that have -- 
secondly, the way we had to estimate the deficit caused us to 
estimate it low for purposes of Gramm-Rudman-Hollings -- that's all 
built into the law. So, at the time, we estimated the deficit to be 
probably around $10 billion -- within $10 billion of the $174 billion 
figure we have now. We've had a creep up of about $10 billion. 


And the other part of your question was the uncertainty 
of these revenue estimates. Surely, we have a new tax code 
basically. And what the revenue will be ad the effects, we don't 
know for absolute certainty, so it does increase the uncertainty 
about this precise number. 


Yes, sir? Right behind Mr. Levine. 

Q What's the deviation in revenues with every change 
-- one percent change in GNP? And secondly, do we have a super 
conducting super collider hidden in the budget? 

DIRECTOR MILLER: That is not in the budget in the sense 
of the out years. Money covering the research program in that area 
is in the budget for this year. I don't want to go any further in 
that. And what was your other part? 


Q Change in revenues -- one percent change in GNP. 
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DIRECTOR MILLER: We do not have -- is that table -- I 
don't think we have that table yet. That table has not been 
compiled. It's ordinarily in the budget, but that's one of the 
things we had to leave out in this document. Keep in mind this is an 
abbreviated document. 


The gentleman sitting right behind Irving R. Levine. 
Yes, Sir? You're standing up. 


Q You're planning to sell Amtrak. Do you think 
that's realistic considering the problems you had trying to sell 
Conrail this year? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: We've tried to sell Conrail for many 
years and we got authorization and it will happen this year. We 
believe that Amtrak -- the same arguments hold for Amtrak and we 
will move forward on that. 


Yes? U.S. News. 


Q Mr. Miller, at the cutset you said you were willing 
to work with Congress -- 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Right. 


Q -- which suggests a willingness to compromise on the 
budget. Now, there are two areas of potential compromise with the 
Congress on the budget. One is to accept less money than the 
President is proposing for defense and, secondly, it's to include 
some sort of revenue increase through taxes as part of a conpromise 
package. Now, are you willing to consider either or both of those 
alternatives? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: The President has said no, no, a 
thousand times no to a tax increase. I mean, he's really said it. 


And on this year -- keep in mind, the amount we're asking for defense 
-- $312 billion -- is $8 billion less than we asked for last year. 
So, there's a big compromise there already. And I just -- I don't 


think the President's ready to talk about, hey, let's put these 
things on the table. I'm sure he's not ready to put tax increase -- 
I don't think he's ready to put defense on the table or Social 
Security on the table. 


Q So, where do you get a -- working with Congress? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Oh, there are lots of things beyond 
these two elements. We got $416 billion to talk about and that's a 
lot to talk about. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Yes. There's been a lot of concern expressed about 
the economic assumptions in drafting this budget escallating the 
trend towards a service oriented economy in the United States. A 
great deal of the profits generated in the U.S. economy this past 
year comes through the sale of debt instruments themselves. And now 
the government apparently is going to get into the business of 
selling debt to generate revenue. This has created a situation which 
William Seidman identified as virtually apocalyptic from the 
standpoint of almost $10 trillion of debt turning around in the 
economy overall and that led to a record number of bank failures this 
year. 


DIRECTOR MILLER: So, what's the question? 


Q The question is how do you see, given -- despite the 
increase asked for in the defense budget, the continued trend toward 
the service oriented economy enabling us to meet our national 
security needs from the standpoint of industrial output, 
modernization of manufacturing capability and so forth. 
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DIRECTOR MILLER: You've given me a thesis topic, not a 
question to answer right here. I do not see any inconsistencies in 
that. But to answer in detail, I think would take longer than right 
now. Maybe we ought to talk about it over a cup of coffee or 
something. 


Yes, ma'am? 


Q There has been some talk in Congress of changing the 
$108 billion target, because of fears that -- would you go along with 
that? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: No. No. Let me tell you. I think 
we're in a similar situation as last year when everyone -- not 
everyone -- some people on Capitol Hill thought the President surely 
will blink on the question of taxes and we'll have a tax increase. 
But had he blinked on the -- had he said let's have a little bit of a 
tax increase, I think it would have been a big tax increase. The 
same thing is true on the $108 billion. It's not that $108 billion 
is the magic number. But if the minute the President says, okay, 
I'll go along with some increase in the target, I think it would be 
$150 billion. It's very hard to control. So I think the President's 
going to hold firm with the $108 billion target. I just don't see 
his giving up on that. I mean, I think it would be very bad for us 
to give the financial markets -- in partial answer to your question 
-- to give the financial markets the impression that we're not going 
to deal severely with the deficit. 


Yes, sir? I'm going to ask some back there, too. Go 


ahead. 

Q -- take you back to your staff. I think you have a 
proposal that your top performers would get bigger pay raises rather 
than an ingrade -- automatic ingrade raise. Can you tell us about 


your proposal? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Basically, there is in the federal 
budget for civil servants what constitutes about a three percent 
increase overall, because people get ingrade promotions and they're 
rather automatic. I remember the first ti’ held a supervisory job 
in government. About the third day I was ere I was presented with 
a piece of paper and they said you're sup; sed to sign this. I said, 
"What is that?" Well, that allows so and so's ingrade promotion. I 
said, "What does that mean?" And they told me. And I said, "Well, I 
don't know so and so and I haven't talked to anybody about how well 
this person has performed." They said, "Well, iet me tell you 
something. If you don't sign that paper, you're going to be in real 
trouble." 


Now, I think what we ought to do is focus our activities 
on those employees that generate the greatest productivity, are the 
most innovative, and those that increase their own skills and make 
themselves more valuable to the institution cor whom they work. And 
so the proposal here is to take that block »f money and give 
supervisors more discretion to give the pronotions to those people 
who have qualified for more productive activity in the institution. 
And I think that's very important and I hope that people in the 
government will see that that is a great opportunity for them, not a 
threat. 


Gentleman back there in the vest, it looks like. Yes, 
sir? 


Q As sort of a follow-up question to that, would you 
Say now that after six years of the Reagan administration that the 
federal compensation package is approximately equal to what one would 
get in the private sector? 

DIRECTOR MILLER: I forgot to mention something and that 
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is the President has also indicated that he will establish a career 
Manager pay commission which, for the purpose of looking at SES and 


top level GS to see about comparability. As you know -- and, excuse 
me, to determine whether the pay scales are now appropriate, what the 
comparability question is and so forth. The -- Connie Horner, the 


Director of the Office of Personnel Management, also has a commission 
that yearly reports on the -- general schedule versus private sector, 
etc. The data -- they tend to show that there is some gap between 
civil service pay and comparable pay on the outside. 


Yes, ma‘am? Right here? 
Q How will your proposal to decouple farm subsidies 


from production work without some sort of supply management 
function? 
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DIRECTOR MILLER: Supply management? I don't think we 
need supply management, and that -- except that what we are going to 
propose would not allow a farmer to produce other crops on the land 
that they retire. 


Let me say, there are two ways of going about this issue. 
One is to further cartelize the industry, to drive up prices to 
consumers and have consumers subsidize farmers according to their 
purchase of commodities. Also you have the problem that you would 
have to raise import duties or somehow restrain the importation of 
agricultural commodities as domestic prices went up. 


That, I think, is the wrong approach. I think the right 
approach is to subsidize them directly, take the controls off of 
production and allow the marketplace to work. I think it is more 
appropriate for the subsidy to be provided to farmers through our 
taxation system directly than to have the incidence of the tax fall 
most heavily on those people who consume the most food. It's a very 
regressive tax in my judgment. This is much -- what the President is 
proposing is much to be preferred. 


Q Well, what would you expect to happen to cut prices 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Under this scheme they would fall, 
continue their downward movement in certain areas. In other areas 
they would hold. It depends on what is produced in response to this 
program. But you would not have the present system where the subsidy 
is tied to production and in those areas where crops are subsidized 
you provide an artificial incentive to increase production, which, 
given a fairly inelastic demand for agricultural commodities, results 
in price falling. 


Let me get one back here. 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, in your economic assumptions, what are 
your specific projections for the trade deficit? 


DR. SPRINKEL: The question was, in our economic 
projections, I presume for this year, what did we assume about the 
trade deficit? First, we assumed that it would come down. We did 
not make a precise estimate. I think something on the order of $30 
billion plus or minus a moderate amount would be the right number. 
Some estimates are as high as $40 billion. I suppose some are as low 
as $25 billion. We believe that the prospects for better growth 
abroad, some increase in domestic-led demand growth plus the fact 
that the dollar has been off now for a year and a half-plus will be 
feeding into the system, that the adjustment will occur without a 
sharp decline in imports, but will occur primarily as a result of a 
rise in our exports. 


Q Mr. Miller, you targeted farm programs -- the target 
prices come down in certain things. How firm were you on the 
proposals? How much chance do they have in numbers? And what will 
the effect be on the farm sector when it is already in deep trouble? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Look, we're talking about an 
agriculture program that was $4 billion in 1981. It's $25 billion -- 
$26 billion now. I don't tiiink that's politically sustainable. I 
think when people start looking around for cuts, they're going to 
look there. There are a lot more people that represent non-farm 
districts and states than represent farm districts and states. 
Surely, there are problems in the agricultural community right now, 
and we have responded, I think, in significant measure. 


But I think we need to solve the problem. It sounds 
hokey, but 20 years from now I don't want my grandchildren, if I have 
grandchildren, saying, "Granddad, why didn't you all solve the farm 
problem?" I mean, I studied ‘the farm problem 20 years ago myself, 
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and we have a chance to do something about it. It's very firm. The 
President has made the personal decisions on the matter. It's been 
through the Economic Policy Council. We've all discussed it, and 
we're all on board. 


Now, whether Congress will respond, I'm not sure. As I 
indicated, there are two ways of looking at it -- cartelize U.S. 
industry, raise the import tariffs, risk some retaliation from 
abroad, pass along the prices to consumers in accord with their 
consumption of food -- or the way that we are proposing to do it. 
And I think the way we are proposing is much to be preferred, and I 
hope that those in Congress will feel likewise. Senator Boschwitz 
and Senator Boren had a similar proposal for decoupling last year and 
got 45 votes without really even trying very hard. I think there is 
some good potential there for this approach. 


Q Mr. Miller, it has been published that the President 
is considering a proposal to protect citizens from the devastating 
cost of catastrophic illness. Can you tell us the status of that 
plan? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Yes, the President has not yet decided 
what he wants. He will speak to that, I anticipate, in the State of 
the Union message. 


Q Yes, do you propose selling the -- (inavdible) -- 
power -- 


DIRECTOR MILLER: No. 
Q And if so, -- (Inaudible.) 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Not in this budget, but if you ask me, 
yes. I mean, we could go into it along, but we have asked for 
legislation that would allow us to study it, but we do not propose it 
in this budget. 


Yes, Sir. You and then the one behind you. Yes. Go 
ahead. 


Q Concerning the President's reaction to the Quad 
Commission Report, why should Congressional and judicial salaries be 
increased at all considering that Congressmen on top of their 
Salaries have huge expense accounts, make tens of thousands of 
dollars and federal judges have their salaries for life, even after 
retirement? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: I would just suggest you read the Quad 
Commission Report. I think they document pretty well what the 
problem is. 


Yes, sir, behind you. 


Q Does this budget incorporate any changes in the 
budget process, and what types of changes are you looking at? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: This budget does not propose any 
specific changes in the budget process. I anticipate the President 
will be making comments on the problem and perhaps some specific 
proposals in his State of the Union message. 


Last question. The gentleman back there has been very 
patient. 


Q Was an oil import fee seriously considered by 
anybody in the administration? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: No. The President spoke on that. 
There are lots of proposals on the Hill and from time to time we do 
analyses to see what the effects would be, but that wasn't a 
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seriously developed proposal. 

Thank you ladies and gentlemen. Ed Dale will answer 
every question you have. (Laughter.) Just please call him. If he 
doesn't he can put you in touch with someone who has the answer. 

I'm sorry we don‘t have more materials for you, but to 
meet the January 5th deadline was tough. 


END 12:15 P.M. EST 
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MR. REDMAN adies and gentlemen. good afternoon [he 
Secretary will start the proceedings by introducing the foreign 
affairs budget for 1988 When the Secretary has finished and 
taken a couple of questions, depending on how much time we 

have, then other officials of the Department -- including the 
Under Secretary for Management. Mr Spiers, the Administrator 
of ALD, Mr. McPherson, and a representative, Ralph Boyce. [fro 
the Office of the Under Secretary for Security Assistance. 
Science and Technology -- will be available to go into any more 
detailed questions that you might have concerning any aspect o' 
the budget 


Mr. Secretary 


SECRETARY SHULTZ Happy New Budget Battle Year’ (Laughter) 





As you know, many of you have kindly remarked that ['ve lost 
weight over the past year. and some have even said that I loot 
better And it has been rumored in the p *ss that | might tate 
note of this fact, and I am hereby doing so (Laughter) 


And I have this shirt that has been gotten up. and you «an see 
it doesn't fit; it just won't do (Laughter) 


Therefore, we are presenting, the President 1s presenting, tu 
the Congress a supolemental for the fiscal ‘87 budget. because 
there are a number of emergency items that need to be looked 
to, as well as the 1988 budget 
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I just might say. in terms of this T-shirt, that the ‘87 
budget. as it currently stands. was crastically cut from the 
President's request And after you take account of the fact 
that there are quite a number of items that are earmarked. we 
have many areas that have been cut by half or more -- and ['1l 
come to that more specifically a little bit later 


Let me state. first of all. what this foreign affairs budget is 
about. What are we trying to achieve for the american people 
threugh this budget’ 


First of all. this Budget helps us defend ourselves and to wor« 
with our allies in doing so - that's objective number one 
Gefend ourselves We nave to do that on a global basis because 
we have a global threat That means we work with allies all 
over the world in this effort to enhance our own security. as 
well as theirs we have to look to the intrastructure. you 
might say. of the State Department as it administers all of 
this, and we nave to look at our places where we have bases 


When we cut. particularly Grastically. the funds that we have 
available to base-right countries. having worked with them and 


Geveloped agreements with them yes. they will permit us to 
use tnese bases. and we will provide certain kinds of security 
anc ecoromic assistance That s an agreement and when we 


don't live up to that agreement. we cast into question our own 
Gependability. and of course we place in jeopardy our access ¢ 
Dase rignts tnat are important for srs s#@curity 


I had a letter just today from my counterpart in Spain where us 
have a very strong and tough negotiation going on -- amicable 
Dut a strong negotiation going on and he points out 19 Ais 
letter what's happened to the resources hat we are Making 
available currently to Spain and I can't help Dut agree with 
nim 


But if you look at these numbers way cover here [indicating 
chart);. you get an idea of exactly this problem, Decause you 
see at the top .rxere we are able to fully fund our assistance 
commitments. but then you can just go down the list. and you 


can see Let's see where Spain is on this $412 is what we 
requested. $113 is what we're able to allocate -- that's a 7} 
percent cut You can just go dowr that list and see what is 


taking place 


So defending ourselves and looking after our security as 
objective number one that is served Dy this Sudget. and it's 
been cut toc much In our supplemental request. we're trying 
to restore some of this money for the bdase-right countries 


Now, the second thing that we're trying to achieve in this 
budget is to help promote the prosperity of the American 
people Now we all know that our prosperity 1s heavily linked 
in with prosperity in other parts of the world: and by and 
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large, the rule of thumb that's accepted is that if you have a 
billion dollars of exports, that's the equivalent of about 
26,000 jobs. So there is a real interplay between our capacity 
to export and jobs in the U S.. and obviously our capacity to 
export is a reflection of the economies that are out there. 


Now an interesting proportion is that something like 40 percent 
of our exports go to developing countries, historically. We 
know that many of these developing countries, debt problems and 
all, have been having their troubles; and that's one of the 
reasons why our exports have been having their troubles So we 
have a maior stake in the healin of the world economy and in 
the health and expansion of developing countries We'd like to 
see it in and of its own sake, but it also helps us; it plays 
right into our needs for prosperity here at home 


So in the light of the problems around the world, we struggled 
at that and have come up with what has been called the Baker 
Plan The Baker Plan is designed to be helpful It calls upon 
countries to take difficult measures themselves, but it also 
envisages a flow of resources from various places -- maybe 
equity capital, some of our bilateral aid. commercial bank 
lending -- but it places a big emphasis on the importance of 
the multilateral lending institutions and their program, 

We've worked with these organizations to help gear their 
programs, and it's deen a very cooperative, positive experience 


However, the multilateral banks, which are an essential 
inaredient of this, have been cut by a third and our funds 
designed to help promote economic opportunity in Africa have 
just been drastically cut -- I don't even want to mention the 
proportion because ['m going there 


So, security. prosperity 


The next thing that we are trying to do with this budget is to 
promote democracy, freedom, the rule of law. around the world 
We all know that there is a great trend in this direction, in 
our own hemisphere and elsewhere We've seen some very 
dramatic developments in the past year 


This move is very much in our interest, in part because we like 
to see other people have the benefits of freedom and liberty. 
but also because we can observe that where you see that 
condition in a country. you have people who are oriented more 
to the rule of law, who tend to have a pattern of economic 
growth that's greater, who tend to have a greater capacity for 
internal stability over a period of time -- more support from 
people -- and who are better able to resist subversion 


Now this trend, which is in our interests. very much in our 
interests -- our world will be a safer, better world in the 
Future if this trend persists But we know a lot of the 
countries where they have emerging democracy are having their 
troubles; there is a certain fragility about it; and we need to 
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support them. I think it's fair to say that helping countries 
as they move in this direction is a clear investment in the 
future, and we should make it. [t's in our interest to make it 


Peyond these broad themes. we have two special things that 
we've been particularly working on One is anti-narcotics, and 
here the direct enti-narcotics effort has been well funded 

But we have to remember that for those efforts to be truly 
successful, they have to get surrounded with an opportunity in 
the countries involved to have economic health that allows 
people to switch from one kind of activity to another And we 
can see the nature of that problem as we look in the Andean 
countries Bolivia 1s a recent example We've got to be able 
to provide more help than the budget now allows 


And then, of course, there is the problem of terrorism, and we 
need Funding te work with that problem [t's not adequate in 
the budget We need to help train and work with other 
countries. wWe need to protect our embassies and our people, 
and we have a well-developed, well thought-out program in that 
regard 


And we have to nave the ability to collect and evaluate 
political and intelligence information And [ might say ‘hat 
roughly three-fourths of what flows in of information thac's 
used around the government comes from our regular Foreign 
Service reporting, so that when we close consulates, as we are 
doing -- we've closed seven this year; we'll close about the 
same number next year when we withdraw people -- we are 
restricting our ability to get this kind of vital information 
and are doing things that don't really make a lot of sense 


So as a result of all of this, we have a suppleme.sital, as [ 
said, and the 1988 budget Taken in broad terms our whole 150 
budget, all in, accounts for something like two cents on the 
federal dollar Think of 1t as an insurance policy for the 
future of our stake in security, prosperity and Gemocracy, and 
I think it's a pretty sma]] premium to pay and we should pay it 


Let me just, since we have these nice charts up here, go 
through them ina little bit more detail Others will get intw 
this in greater detail Over on the far right you see a chart 
[indicating International Affairs Funding chart] that just 
takes the whole 150 account, everything involved, and shows you 
by year As you can see, in 1985 our total was substantially 
higher than in 1986; and if you look at the red line, which is 
where we are right now, that's where the CR Drings us out You 
can see Fiscal ‘87 is still below that The yellow bar shows 
the amount of our supplemental request. and the ‘88 request is 


listed there. 


The ‘88 reauest is still substantially below the appropriated 
levels of 1985, so it is a tough budget even if we get 
everything trat the President has asked for 
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The next bars [indicating State Department chart] show the 
State Department part of that budget which, as you can see, is 
a small fraction of the total, but an important one -- vital 
one. You can see here the President's '87 request. You can 
see what happened to it. Compare that purple bar with that 
one. It got cut drastically. Most of the cut was in the 
embassy security area That's the purple part of it. Our 
contributions to international organizations were cut about in 
half, way below our commitments to the international 
organizations. And so we seek to restore some of that money, 
but even so our request 1s bdDelow what it was last year by a 
substantial amount 


I might say that we ‘ad an outstanding fall in the United 
Nations where the efforts that we have been making over a 
period of time to look to better funding, better procedures for 
budgeting within the UN have borne fruit; and we think it's 
important to live up to our obligations, having seen this 
reform take place. [his amount here [indicating State 
Department chart] does not make up arrearages, and it doesn't 
Fully conform to our obligations [hat is because the 
Kassebaum Amendment limits by statute what we can contribute 
below what we have agreed to contribute as a matter of our 
agreement with the UN, 1n the founding of the UN. so we 
can't ask for money that is statutorily prohibited But we 
will seek to get a removal or appropriate modification of the 
Kassebaum Amendment so that we can request the Full Funding 


The blue shows the State Department as such, and the bars don't 


allow you to see what's going on there in terms of totals fut 
in terms of salaries and expenses, which is most of that bar 
most of the State Department is people - the cut from the 


Pres. Jjent's request to what was actually appronriated amounts 
to a cut $138 million, which is lots of people [In addition |» 
that. with the major currency devaluations in the OECD 
countries, it causes us to be out about $50 million So you 
add those two together, and it's quite a substantial sum in 
squeezing the operation of our embassies abroad. Obviously, it 
hits us particularly, because we spend that money abroad; when 
we hire Foreign Service nationals or do all of the activities 
that we do abroad, we have to do it in terms of the then 
current exchange rate 


Then you can see here is our supplemental request [indicating 
FY 1987 Supplemental Request chart] This bottom -- ['ll just 
go from the bottom to the top -- this 1s the amount that wie 
think is needed to get us into reasonable shape -- not goou 
shape, but reasonable shape - in our whole informacion area - 
USIA, and so forth. 


The purple is to restore some of the State Department 
functions, and [ might say that two important parts of that are 
to get started on our San Salvador Embassy renovation, redoing. 
and the UNIFIL fund. The next is what we in effect owe to the 
multilateral development banks We should make good on that 
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pledge, particularly in the light of our stake in prosperity 
around the world. 


Here [indicating chart] reflects the fact that the President 
made a statement to the Congress, committing himself to a 
southern Africa initiative, trying to help the countries of 
southern Africa In the legislation that was passed and passed 
over the President's veto, but anyway as a matter of statute, 
the Congress calls upon us to provide and suggest some such 
plan and to make a report to them In order to get going on 
that, it takes resources, and that's a down-payment on that 


In Central America, we're still well below the bipartisan 
commission, Kissinger Commission, targets; and in the most 
recent legislation, again the Congress called upon us to 
provide in the budget a catchup for that So that's what that 
1s 


This black bar amounts to $100 million, and that's for the 

purpose of helping £1 Salvador in its earthquake reconstruction 

area The biggest single item in there is the base rights, 

access rights, in order to make up some of these huge 

shortfalls, and so that's designed for that And the top 

little bar is an effort to expand, in conjunction with our 
anti-narcotics legislation. some of the supplementary and 

supportive actions that [ mentioned to you 


There are many things that are of importance, in terms of the 
objectives ['ve talked about, that don't appear in our budget 
but which are nevertheless of great importance to us 


And [ have, just to illustrate that, in another part of the 
world, a Happy New Year cable | got from one of our ambassadors 
-- Ambassador Kilday -- in the Dominican Republic He said he 
called or the new President whom we strongly support, and we 
support the democratic tradition that 1s taking hold there 

And he told him that the Dominican allocation of US sugar 
quota had been reduced from 302,000 to 160,000 short-tons which 
is a huge loss in the capability of the Dominican Republic to 
sustain their economic growth; that the tSF had been reduced 
from about $40 million to about $20 million, that development 
assistance had been reduced from $27 million to $17 million, 
and that military assistance had been cut from $3 8 million to 
$1.5 million. And he says. “I wished him a Merry Christmas and 
a prosperous New Year "“ (Lauqhter) That's why everybody wants 
to be an Ambassador, [ guess You get to give news like that 


But I think it is of critical importance for the good of our 
country to step up to these obligations, and I fervently hope 
that the Congress will support our supplemental request and the 
President's full request for Fiscal ‘88. [t is a trimmed-down 
budget: and I think (it) fully conforms with the Gramm-Rudman 
targets, fits into that easily, and is very necessary. 
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These other two tables just give you information on various 
aspects of the budget which I won't comment on further but 
which others may comment on 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think the [ran arms 
investigation and the other parts of that episode are going to 
affect the climate on Capitol Hill and the Administration's 
credibility when you go to back up that supplemental request? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't see why it should have any bearing 
because the case is a substantive case in terms of what the 
needs are I think it 1S up to us -- up to me -- to go to the 
Congress and justify on the merits what we're asking for; and 
it's up to the Congress to act on behalf of the interests of 
the United States and evaluate it on its merits. [ feel quite 
confident that the Congress will do that 





QUESTION: Are you going to make any attempt to break the 
earmarks for ‘87? And if not, why not? And are you going to 
do anything differently in lobbying for your ‘88 requests this 
year than you did last year? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Breaking earmarks is very difficult and 
tricky They represent a very strong statement of the 
Congress. And if we do any, it will be after very close 
consultation I don't rule it completely out, but it's 
something to be undertaken with great care. 





As far as the presentation of the budget, we are going to make 
a major effort to get our views across and get the merits and 
the substance of this across I plan to work on 1t hard and 
others in the Department are working on it hard, and we've been 
doing that for some time. I thirre that it's central to our 
ability to have an effective foreign policy to have resources 
to work with. And so we'll be working on it 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, [ would like to ask you about 
something that's not in your charts, and that's increased aid 
to the contras in Nicaragua. 





In light of all the recent controversy over funding for the 
contras and calls for better accounting, how do you expect the 
Congress to go along with the new funding at a time when this 
whole affair is raaing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The basic case for keeping communism and 
Soviet influence off our mainland is clear, and nothing in what 
has happened changes that case at all, as a number of Senators 
and Members of Congress -- Members of the House -- have said 





So, again, we have to look at this in terms of the merits. 


Now, I think, in terms of accounting, that the Administration 
of the humanitarian aid program was basically well done, and 
any comments on the accounting, [ think, are readily answered 
and clearly and well answered 
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The other matter involving all of these Swiss accounts, and so 
forth, that's an entirely different matter. But 
U.S.-appropriated funds, [ think, are basically well handled, 
and we have set ourselves up and the Congress gave us in the 
State Department some special responsibilities with respect to 
this money. We have set ourselves up to have a strong 
administrative effort in that regard 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, isn't there a problem with the 
contras in that all along one of the arguments was that they 
were able to raise money privately and that they were valiantly 
keeping themselves alive by raising money on their own to 
supplement what little and/or what not at all the 
Administration was able to give them and now it turns out that, 
in fact, on evidence, they were not raising anything privately 
themselves and it was all coming out of the White House, to 
some degree, with help from Oliver North or others -- that they 
were not the ones doing the fund-raising? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ Well, what all is involved in the Oliver 
North efforts, [ don't know Inis is all being investigated, 
and presumably we'll learn what those facts are and the amount 
of money involved 





As far as the specific efforts to nelp which I[ authorized and 
which we undertook here, they were explicitly done in 
conformance with the law and there was nothing wrong with that 
at all. [In Fact, I[ think when the law empowers you to do 
something, you should try to do it, and so we did 


['ll take one more 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what, if anything, might you be doing 
in the very near future to revive U § -Soviet relations? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have a broad program of effort with the 
Soviets. It has its ups and its downs But we have strong 
positions on the table in Geneva We have a number of on-going 
other negotiations in the arms control field we keep the 
pressure on in the field of human rights There has been some 
shifting of gears; some plus, some minus [ think we shouldn't 
forget the death in prison of Mr. Marchenko nor should we 
overlook some of the positive moves that have been inade. 





We continue our consultations on regional issues, and our 
agenda on bilateral matters continues So we keep working at 
this, and we are intending to pursue it vigorously 


QUESTION: Thank you - 





QUESTION: Will there be a summit invitation from the 





Administration this year? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is a summit invitation on the table. 
It's been on the table for a long time, and the President 
hasn't taken it off the table. 





MR. REDMAN: We now have three other experts who are here to 
answer your questions on the budget as long as you care to talk 
about that. In addition, there will be a series of handouts, 
including copies of these charts and a lot of other detailed 
material which will be coming around in just a second. 





MR..BOYCE: Skip Boyce from the Office of the Under Secretary 
for Security Assistance 





The supplemental is required to be offset because the 
appropriations enacted in ‘87 were within the Gramm-Rudman 
deficit target ceiling, and the [nternational Affairs 
Supplemental, as well as the Defense Supplemental that are 
going forward today, will be accompanied by a package of 
offsets in the budget They are not from within the 150 
Function, and we are not going to uescribe where they are from, 
but the budget will make that clear, because without offsets 
any of the appropriations we are seeking would be out of order 


For '88, there are no explicit offsets accompanying the 
request. The ‘88 request is embedded within the President's 
total budget which itself is within the $108 billion 
Gramm-Rudman deficit target So 1t is offset, if you will, by 
receipt inflows, plus $108 billion in deficit spending. 


QUESTION: Excuse me Could you say if the aid for the contras 
comes under your purview or where in there does it come? 





MR. BOYCE: $100 million is in the Defense budget. 





QUESTION: On the far chart there, the short-fall, will this 
supplemental bring us all up to or near zero? 


MR. BOYCE: No. One of the problems which is pointed out Dy 
the need to have credible offsets in any supplemental is that 
we cannot even seek in our request to make up all of the 
short-falls from the various commitments in '87 





Our $1.3 biliion request was constrained by the need to have 
credible offsets. 


There is some material being handed out which will have detail 
on the country programs in the supplemental, and you will be 
able to see -- in addition, you'll have full detail on the ‘87 
allocations and the ‘88 request by countries. So, you'll see 
that in most cases we are trying to get part way back to the 
full restoration level. 


QUESTION: I have a question on the anti-terrorism assistance 





You say that the program will be funded at the FY '87 level, 
almost $10 million there Is that sufficient? Can it meet all 
the projected needs? 
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MR. BOYCE: The $9.84 million? 





QUESTION: Yes. 





MR. BOYCE: That is the program level for that particular 
component. That is not our full government-wide effort at 
combatting terrorism. It is an anti-terrorism training fund we 
use to train other countries in anti-terrorism techniques, and 
that is judged to be the amount we need programmatically. 





QUESTION: A couple of questions on one question. Have you or 
are you attempting to remove the burdens by Congressional 
action that we will be able to build a new embassv in Tel Aviv 
pending the stipulations that you spend it in another part of 
this budget, or what happened to this reouest to build a new 
embassy in Tel Aviv? 





RONALD SPIERS (Under Secretary of State for Management): Well, 
there was an amendment adopted at the end of the consideration 
of the 1987 budget that said in effect that nove of these 
funds, appropriated funds, could be used to build, and we 
wanted to build a consulate, a new building in Jerusalem and a 
new builaing in Tel Aviv, and both of them were struck out of 
the budget. And it is not currently in the 1988 budget, and we 
are not requesting '87 supplemental funds for them 








QUESTION: On the second question, what -- are you increasing 
the contributions to Jordan in lieu of the Five-year pian, 
development plan, of the West Bank? Or what -- are they going 


to be increasing the AID money to the West Bank in lieu of the 
five-year budget for the West Bank development? 


MR. DAGATA: Martin Dagata, the Budget Office of AID. Could 
you repeat that question, please? 





QUESTION: There was a plan submitted by Jordan, a five-year 
plan development for the West Bank and Gaza, I believe the West 
Bank, and there were $1 2 billion to be sought for development 
of the West Bank. 





The United States contribution was last year $4.5 million 
towards that fund. What happened with the increase of the 
budget by the United States, the commitment that you will be 
making to Jordan to go through with that plan? 


MR. DAGATA: Maybe we can get back to you afterwards on it, but 
there is a continuation of that through the Jordan program, as 
well as through the Middle East regional program. There are 
two separate programs for the West Bank, but let me wait :il 
afterwards and we can get something for you. 





ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: There is some money in the account. 





Let us get you the exact number. Would you come up right 
afterwards and let us get you the number? 


2 
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QUESTION: Could you describe the Southern Africa initiative, 
where it is going, what it will be? 





ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Yes. We've got $50 million in the 
supplemental, as you have noted here. This money will be going 
to the SADCC countries, which are the countries down and around 
South Africa. It will be going for, basically, three things. 
One, transportation. Transportation is absolutely critical for 
the region -- the rail and road system to link things 

together. Two, for help as these countries make their 
transition in their policies Zambia, for example, is going 
through some very tough economic changes, and we have been 
supporting them in the past, and this will allow us to do so 
more, as an example. And the third component is private 
enterprise help, essentially help to augment the private sector 
activity in those economies 





So, it is three things It 18 transportation, it's economic 
policy work, and it's private sector activity. 


QUESTION: The Secretary called it a down payment What are 
the numbers then for the next year of the requests, and what is 
the long term -- 





ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON We have made no formal decision about 
the amounts that would be provided in the out years, but as tire 
Secretary implies, we clearly would intend to continue to 
support such a program 





We will do so, incidentally, in coordination with other donors. 
with other bilateral donors, and we have had extensive 
discussions with them Some of you may remember 1, in fact. 
went to Southern Africa several months ago in preparation for 
this plan. In addition and very key, it will be working with 


the World Bank. [DA is a -- [DA-8, the very large, larger than 
past times, and a substantial increase in IDA of 45 percent, 
will be going for Africa out of [DA-8. So, we would envision 


closely coordinating there 


QUESTION: Will you follow up on the supplemental with any 
specific program, specific break-out, any fiscal ‘88 request? 





MR. DAGATA: For Southern Africa regional, which includes this 
initiative, the figure will be, tentative figure -- all these 
figures are tentative, by the way -- will be $73 million in 
fiscal ‘88. That's our proposal 





ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: You'll see, as you look over the 
Africa package closely, we've proposed something new in Africa. 
namely an Africa-wide economic assistance account. 





Previously, there has been an ESF, economic support fund, a 
development assistance break-out, as well as within the 
development assistance account, various kinds of activity that 
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specifically we had to do, and frankly there have been shackles 
on us to really do a good job with it. 


So this year we are proposing and we have consulted fairly 
extensively on the Hill on this, an Africa account which we 
envision will, as I say, give us more flexibility and should 
build on the successes that we have had in Africa. We had this 
terrible famine, and after that, a number of economic policy 
changes, some breakthroughs in terms of agricultural 
production, and we think we want to keep this momentum of 
things that are going right in Africa. 


QUESTION: That's the $500 million total? 





ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: here was some writing and discussion 





of $500 million. The Adm ‘-tration never took a position on 
the amount in those discu ns, and the $50 million is, as the 
Secretary indicates, in ot supplemental, the down payment on 


the Southern Africa init tive. 


QUESTION: Mr. McPherson, i'm not sure if this question is for 
you or Mr. Boyce. 





The President has spoken recently of a four-justification 
program -- four justifications for a new strategic initiative 
to Iran, and Secretary of State Shultz has said he supports 
that idea. 


Is there any money in this budget to provide either military or 
non-military assistance to [ran for the purposes of forwarding 
that strategic initiative? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Well, ['m quite sure there is no 
economic assistance. Skip, do you know about the military? 





QUESTION: If net, why not? If the President and the Secretary 
say they support it, how can you support it? 





ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: [ don't think we're the people to 
deal with that directly I'm not personally involved in the 
matter. I don't know anyone here who is. 





MR. BOYCE: Personal opinions aside, I have no comment. 





QUESTION: How about embassy security? How far are you trying 
to go this year? How badly turned were you by the different 
cuts that have been made? How much are you trying to make up 
in the supplemental? I can't tell from all the colors and 
things. 





ROGER FELDMAN (Comptroller) : In the 1987 request, as the 
Secretary indicated, the reduction was almost $1.2 billion. 
The increase in the 1988 request is approximately $310 million 
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QUESTION: Wait a minute, you lost me. Is any embassy security 
money in the supplemental? 





MR. FELOMAN: In the -- no, not in the supplemental. The 
construction -- the $12 million that the Secretary referred to 
is as a result of the earthquake in El Salvador. 





QUESTION: Can you explain what the $42 million supplemental 
for the USIA and for international broadcasting are for? Can 
you justify all that money when you have to look these people 
in the eye and say, "No development assistance?" 


MR. BOYCE: We were hoping to have a USIA guy here, and I don't 
suppose he is. Hands? No. Okay. It is my understanding, 
and, again, we are not deep into the noise of this part of the 
budget, but in BID they have some currency adjustments they 
have to make up to meet their salaries in Munich, relating to 
the exchange rate between the mark and the dollar, and I think 
there is a fair proportion of that kind of make-up in the USIA 
stuff, but I'm not sure. 





QUESTION: Mr. McPherson, the Africa-wide economic assistance 
account, [ didn't get a figure. [ didn't hear a figure. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: $500 million dollars. 





QUESTION: That's the $500 million that -- But then you said 
they hadn't taken a position on the $500 million? 


ADMINISTRATOR MC PHERSON: Well, perhaps [ misunderstood the 
question. We have in the supplemental a $50 million 1987 for 
Southern Africa. [n addition, for Fiscal ‘88 in our regular 
request, we have this new Africa account which is $500 million 





Now, that in effect combines some of the past ESF and 
development assistance activities. So, plus the $500 million, 
there will be another $100 million ESF, for a total of $600 
million economic assistance to Africa. 


QUESTION: And the $73 million? 





ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: And the $73 million is directed at 
Southern Africa. 





QUESTION: Included within the $500? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: [t's included within the $500. And 
it's included within the $500. Have I made that clear? $50 
million sup -- you saw it up here [pointing to chart]. The new 
Africa account, which, incidentally, follows very close to the 
Kasten-Kennedy 8ill of last year -- Congressman Chairman 
Fascell also had some legislation on this -- we have adopted 
many of these ideas and have got this new Africa account which 
really freezes up to -- bureaucratically, tremendously. 
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QUESTION: It doesn't seem to me that Jack's question was 
answered on the impact of the short-fall for embassy security, 
and you are not asking in '88 for anything like the balance, 
are you? You're still going to be under, no matter --. 





ROBERT LAMB (Assistant Secretary for Diplomatic Security) : 
Congress has effectively delayed our Embassy security program 
by a year. 





VOICE: Give your name. 


MR. LAMB: Oh. Robert Lamb I'm Assistant 
Secretary-designate, Bureau of Diplomatic Security. 





This year we are asking for approximately $500 million for 
security. That's primarily -- under the Inman program, that's 
a continuation of the Inman program that's primarily for 
construction purposes. About $400 million will be for 
construction of new embassies, about $75 million is for other 
security programs. 


The largest single new program that we are moving into is about 
¢40 million to protect our embassies against espionage, 
technical espionage 


We also have a new program for about $15-16 million for 
protection of embassies under construction 


QUESTION: Mr. Lamb, when you say that Congress has delayed for 
one year, what was the reason for the delay for giving them the 
money? 





MR. LAMB: I think Congress was looking for ways to reduce the 
budget and found that this was a big program, it was a visible 
program, and it was one that could be slipped 





QUESTION: M™r. McPherson, several of the Latin American 
countries have substantial increases in military aid, such as 
Bolivia, Colombia, Guatemala and Haiti, while at the same time 
the development assistance and PL-480 requests overall is below 
the '87 figures. 





Could you explain the emphasis, the apparent emphasis on the 
area? 


ADMINIS. RATOR MCPHERSON Ihe Haiti program is an example It 
was an enormous program for fiscal ‘87 [If my memory serves ine 
right, I think it was like $105 million this year. for a 
country of a few million people, that was a very large amount 
of money. It was a big increase because we were -- Congress 
felt and frankly we concurred, that with the new government in 
Haiti, they needed a spurt of activity 





We are talking a year off, now, almost next October before 
fiscal ‘88 begins, we felt that that amount can reasonably be 
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adjusted downward given the other demancs on money around the 
world. 


And in Guatemala, very interesting You'll see that from the 
last couple of years, every year the Guatemala economic figure 
has steadily been goine up We are doing some very interesting 
things in Guatemala. 


These are always balancing issues. but we feel that as we put 
this program together country-bdy-country. given the 

constraints, we are addressing these economic assistance levels 
as best we can 


QUESTION Coule you explain the reason for the increases in 
military aid to Bolivia and Colombia. particularly the -- 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON Let me answer that With regard to 
the basics here, [ did the economic assistance Mr. Boyce's 
office handles the military assistance 





MR. BOYCE: We do a little butter, also. not all guns 





I think you can probably ask that question in numerous other 
areas, as well, and the generic answer is that development 
assistance and PL-480 in ‘87 were not cut as much from the 
request as were the military assistance accounts 


Basically you will see, if you are comparing against the ‘87 
enacted base line that the military accounts in the whole or in 
individual country levels are increasing faster than the 
enacted versus the requests on the economic side, and the 
answer is because of the huge cuts we took on the military side 
last year 


QUESTION Can you give us -- 


MR. BOYCE: [I can't give you the details on Bolivia and 
Colombia. 





QUESTION: Can you give some examples of the military 
assistance cuts in your request for ‘88? 


MR BOYCE: Areas where we have honed Gown our request numbers’ 


QUESTION Sure. 


MR BOYCE: One of these charts you have somewhere will show 
that the '88 request as a whole is significantly down from the 
‘87 request, from which we have been doing all of our 
complaining about what happened in ‘87 








The '88 budget was not put together with a blind eye to the 
deficit reduction idea We were constraired,. as we were in the 
sup, and as a result we had to go through and had to re-examine 
a number of the historic request levels. for example, in the 
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base-rights countries where Spain had traditionally been 
running at $400 million a year, where Greece was running at 
$500 million a year where Turkey was running at between $800 
and $900 million a year. these levels have been ratcheted back 
in the ‘88 request. which is the first time we have done that 


I think once you net out Israel and Egypt, you have the base 
rights examples [I just gave you. most of the rest of the world. 
request levels are running well below, let's say. the ‘87, ‘86 
‘8S levels, which pretty much were the same each year 


QUESTION I just wart to foliow uo Can you give me just a 
little detail about this *™S for Spain in the supplementary 
‘87? Is that for anything specific? 


MR BOYCE Yes fhe $400 that has been in Spanish FMS for the 
last several years 1S keyed to a *-18 purchase that they are 
making under their NATO obligation 





In the '87 allocation, when we tried to go through and divide 
up the appropriation for FMS, which was just a hair over $4 
billion, the request was $5 7 billion 


Once we accounted for the earmarked coirrtries, namely [srael. 


Egypt and Pakistan. we were unable to spread the rest of the 
FMS in any way approaching the kind of spread we had sought in 
the requests Spain was one of the countries where that 


traditional $400 million level had to be cut to $105 million 


Now, we are seeking $200 million ir the sup and the use of as 
creative a private financing effort as we can undertake with 
the Spanish, to try to make up that full gap so that they an 
meet the $400 million requirement for the +-18's, without 
having to dip too heavily into their own already DdDudgeted 


resources 


QUESTION You said the contra aid request would be $100 
million again [Is that correct? 


MR BOYCE That's what I believe it was announced as over the 
weekend 





ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON It's out of the DOD budget 





QUESTION Oh, it's DOO budget 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON Right 





QUESTION So you have no details on that whatsoever as to a 
breakdown of humanitarian versus Military assistance 


MR BOYCE No 





ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON Can 1 gv back to the Guatemala and 





Haiti business’? Maybe you might want to look at those figures 
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-- I think those in the packet there [ think you will see 
that the drop in those countries in ‘88 are in PL-480, not in 
DA. Indeed, I think in Guatemala, the ESF is up substantially. 
the economic assistance, and DA 1S about the same 


Just a minor point, but ['d like to have it reinforced what [ 
was saying earlier, that I think we've done pretty well by 
those two countries, because both of them are pretty needy In 
Guatemala for years we virtually had no program there 


Other questions? The USIA people. [ am sure, will be willing 
to answer questions, where this is basically a State Department 
group.ng here, and this is pretty detailed stuff, as you see 
and I'm sure there will be some follow-up questions as the day 
goes on, and we'll be anxious to be as helpful as we can 


Thank you 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ' TRIP TO AFRICA 
MONDAY, JANUARY 5, 1987, 2 00 PM 


SENIOR STATE DEPARIMENT OFFICIAL Thank you L think 
probably it would be useful to begin by giving a little bit of 
the history of this trip which, as you will recall, had 
origina.ly been scheduled for about a two-week period in mid 
October before he Reykravik Summit intervened and resulted in 
postponement It 1s not possible at this time for the 
Secretary to get away from Washington for that block of time 
but given the importance that he attaches to our relationship 
with African countries, he decided to go ahead breaking the 
trip into two segments This trip therefore corresponds more 
or less to the first half of what would have been the visit in 
October. 


With regard to the southern African segment, the 
Secretary, as you know, sent Under Secretary Armacost to the 
soutnern African region the week before Christmas as an interim 
step prior to the rescheduling of his own visit to the region 
which he has under active consideration 


The reasons for the visit to the particular countries 
have to do with the fact that all six of the countries that 
will be visited by the Secretary are both very friendly to the 
United States, have essentially muderate foreign policy stances 
and long-standing ties and cooperative relationships with us 


The six countries are either puntries which have a 
long-standing history of successful development under Free 
enterprise economies, most oarticularly in the ase of the 


[vory Coast and Kenya, or which are undergoing difficult 
transitions from outmoded concepts of central planning and 
tutism toward free market economies 


In this connection, I might mention that the first 
stop on the visit, which is in Senegal. is a stop which will be 
hosted by President Abdou Diouf of Senegal who was the Chairman 
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of the Organization of African Unity, the OAU, and played a key 
role in the success of the UN. Special Session on the African 
economic crisis which took place in May under which Africans 
pledged to work to reform their own economies to come up with 
their own answers to their own economic difficulties in return 
for a partnership with the West 


Africans, in other words, generally, but most 
particularly in Senegal - the first stop and elsewhere on the 
itinerary - are engaged in a very important process of 
economic reform The trip also will touch on major regional 
security concerns which are shared among virtually all of the 
countries to which the Secretary will be travelling These 
have to do with the question of Libyan aggression in Chad and 
Libyan efforts at subversion throughout the region 


These efforts have been targeted in the past not only 
on Chad but on Niger and Senegal Nigeria has experienced 
problems in the same way; and, of course, on the other side of 
the continent, in Kenya; Kenya being a country with a major 
regional role throughout the entire Horn Libya and Libyan 
activity is also a concern 


I might just run down the stops very briefly in terms 
of characterizing American relationships with those countries 
and some of the issues I've already referred to the 
leadership role of President Diouf in Senegal in African 
economic reform He and his government remain a voice of 
moderation in African and, indeed, in non-aligned councils 
generaliy 


Senegal has a major program underway of economic 
reform which the United States has been assisting we also 
have with Senegal important historica] and strategic ties 
Dakar is the alternative landing site tor the space shuttle 
with it operates under an agreement between Senegal and NASA 
and thus plays an important role in our space program 


From Senegal. the Secretary will travel «- “eroon 
which 1s headed by a young and vigorous President, %*s Biya 
Also very moderate in his policies He presides ove’ a 
government which has pursued tree enterprise economic policies 
for some time The Camervonian economy works Cameroon 15 @ 
center of US. investment in o1l, banking and increasingly in 
industry 


Cameroon, of course, has come to international 
attention most recently because of the tragedy at Lake Nios at 
which many people died from an eruption of poison gas over the 
summer 








From Cameroon, the Secretary will travel to Kenya 
which, from its independence under Jomo Kenyatta and continuing 
under President Daniel arap Moi, has been a stable, pro-Western 
force in a troubled region of strategic importance to the 
United States Kenya has followed a free-enterprise system 
with some consistency and has produced relative economic 
success compared to its neighbors who have chosen other paths 
of development There 1s significant investment in Kenya. 
approximately $315 million. and an important American business 
presence Obviously, Kenya 15 also a favored destination for 
American tourists 


Kenya welcomes visits by the U S Navy and provides 
the only significant liberty port for the American presence in 
the Indian Ocean 


President Moi, as I've mentioned, is a key player on 
regional conflicts, including those in the southern Sudan. In 
the past, in Uganada, and indeed elsewhere in the region 


From Kenya, the Secretary will travel to Nigeria which 


is home to one out of every four black Africans A very 
important country which 1s regarded as a significant force on 
the African diplomatic scene Nigeria 1S important to us It 
is a source of one-fifth of our o11 imports [It is a major 


market with which we enjoy, I'm sorry to say, a very bad 
balance of trade It is also the largest source of African 
students we have in this country It is a country with which 
we have very close cultural ties 


There are, again, in Nigeria significant American 
investment interests While no one 1s entirely sure of the 
figures, they may amount to as much as $3 billion US dollar 
which would make Nigeria the largest locus of American 
investment in the sub-Saharan African regiun 


The President of Nigeria, the President of the ruling 
military council, President Babangida. 1s the only one of the 
Six African leaders whom the Secretary has not met and with 
whom he does not have a personal relationship So in addition 
to the importance of Nigeria in and ot itself, the Secretary 
looks forward to making the acquaintance of this African leader 


(Continued on next page) 
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In the Ivory Coast. the leader is, of course, 
Pre.ident Houphouet-B8oigny. one of the most respected, perhaps 
the most respected, African elder statesman. He has stuck to 
free-market principles since independence, and this plus the 
openness of Abidjan to foreign capital, Foreign personnel and 
foreign know-how, have produced the highest per capita income 
among biack African states 


The Ivory Coast, as a result of President 
Houphouet-Boigny's leadership, enjoys widesp e. inf luence 
throughout the continent It has been a voice for moderation. 
including calls in the past which in the African context are 
notable for dialogue between black African states and South 
Africa. President Houphouet-Boigny visited the United States 
in 1983, and the Secretary looks forward to renewing their 
acquaintance. 


In the Ivory Coast. as elsewhere, I would imagine that 
Libyan adventurism, Qaddafi's designs on his neighbors, would 
be a topic of conversation 


Finally, in Liberia. a country settled by black 
Americans in 1822, which became independent and with which 
we've enjoyed a relationship since 1847. the Secretary will 
visit a country which 1s undergoing an important political 
transition The coup 1n 1980 by President Samuel K. Doe 
replaced a longstanding domination of Liberia by the 
descendants of the American settlers with a political system 
which includes the native countrymen of !|iberia 


This has not been @ transition which Mas been easy 
and Liberia and therefore our relationship with it have been 
troubled, both politically and economically since the coup 
The issue of political transition and respect for human rights 
figures importantly in our relationship over the last several] 
years. Progress there has been significant, but we remain 
deeply concerned about mismanagement adverse trends in the 
Liberian economy, and [ would expect those to be the principal 
focus of bilateral dialogue with President Doe 


That concludes the remarks Open to questions 
Q In Kenya there have been political arrests in 


recent months [s that likely to become a topic of discussion 
do you think? 


A We do carry on a dialogue with all friendly 
countries on human rights issues. including those of the sort 
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to which you allude, but [ would not expect that to be a major 
focus of the Secretary's visit at all 


Q Will he be meeting with opposition groups 
anywhere? 

A I'm not aware of any particular schedule 

SECOND OFFICIAL [In Liberia, members of the 


Opposition parties will be among those with whom the Secretary 
has contact. 


FIRST OFFICIAL Did everybody hear that? 


Q Under what circumstances? [s it a formal 
arrangement, or are they going to be at a reception, or, you 
know, how is it going to work? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: An informal meeting. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: An informal meeting is the answer. 


Q What 1s the role to be played in this trip by 
Formulation of US. policy towards South Africa? 


FIRST OFFICIAL All of the countries which the 
Secretary will be visiting, to one degree or another, are 
deeply interested in the southern African situation, and I 
think the southern African subject matter. ranging from 
frontline states’ developments to developments inside South 
Africa, will be an imoortant part of the Secretary's dialogue 
in each stop Although, as l've suggested. not by any means 
the sole or most important element of that dialogue 


Q Is there not a holdup 19 some US aid to 
Liberia, and, if so, what -- might that be resolved on this 
trip, or is that going to be discussed’ 


a There has been a holdup in the disbursement of 
some assistance to Liberia 


Q The Figure was’ 


a About $10 million The reason for this is 
concern over the implementation of economic reforms to which 
the Liberian Government has pledged itself Undoubtedly the 
subject of economic reform and also the US. aid relationship 
will figure in the Secretary's discussions with the Liberian 
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Government, but I'm not sure that I can hold out specific hope 
for resolution during this visit 


(To colleague) Do you want to add something? 


SECOND OFFICIAL Yes There's a iegal problem as 
well as a policy issue, to which my colleague referred Under 
the provisions of the Brooke Amendment, we're unable to 
disdDurse aid as the Liberians have fallen more than a year 
beyond in repayment of obligalions due the United States 


Q That's not tied to human rights at all That's 
tie to economic reform, that holdup? 


FIRST OFFICIAL. At this point, tnat is essentially 
the issue between us. 


Q Do you mean all aid is held up? 


SECOND OFFICIAL All aid except food aid is held up 
under the provisions of the Brooke Amendment 


Q How much are there arrears’ 
Q How long has that been the case’ 
SECOND OFFICIAL Most recertly since September [hey 


have fallen in and out of compliance as tney have made 
repayment on their debt, but they have been out of compliance 
since September and have not received $10 million in economi< 
support funds and roughly $$ million in military assistance 


Q And what 1s the figure on their arrears’ 

BS) How much are they in arrears at the moment’ 

Q Right 

a Somewhere around a million 

Q A million dollars’ 

a Somewhere around there I'm sorry That's not 


precise figure 
Q That's Brooke, as 1m Senator td Brooke? 


FIRST OFFICIAL That's correct 








Q Can you elaborate a bit on the discussions that 
you'll have in all of these countries regarding Libya’? I mean. 
what purpose would be served by talking about Qaddafi's 
aggression, and so on? I mean, 158 there something specific the 
U.S. will propose. or do you expect the other countries to 
propose on that? 


. a No I'm not suggesting that there would be a 
breakthrough or a specific set of proposals that would emerge. 
but clearly the situation with regard to Libya and particularly 
in Chad is undergoing very rapid evolution In the past couple 
of months we have seen the defection of the Chadian forces 
which served as a fig lea® for Libyan occupation of the 
northern half of Chad, leaving the Libyan occupation 
increasingly as a totally obvious and naked case of aggression 


By the same token, there is, as you are aware, fierce 
Fightina in Chad between the Government forces who have now 
been joined by Libya's former allies, or a significant part of 
them, and the Libyans 


The situation there continues to evolve rapidly. and 
while France has the major role in assisting Chad, the United 
States has been active in doing that 


All of the countries, or [ should say many of the 
countries, that the Secretary will be visiting have their own 
interests Some of them have had their own role vis-a-vis te 
Chadian Government either in terms of multilateral diplomacy ~- 
bilaterally, and it would be a case. as 1's normal in senior 
high-level diplomatic contacts. of condu.ting an assessment ut 
the situation together, exchanging irformation and views, and 
ensuring the everyone's policies and viewpoints are clearly 
understood. 
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Q If I can just Follow on that subject, [ mean this 
is only the latest of several evolutions, as you put it, on 
Chadian politics. I mean everybody changes sides every three 
or four years. What kind of assessment of the situation are 
you going to be taking, or 1s the Secretary going to be 
taking? 


FIRST OFFICIAL I'd like to ask my colleague, if he 
would, to give you a few words on Chad. 


SECOND OFFICIAL Ore quite different from that which 
you have just provided. [t 15 an instance not of renewed civil 
war in Chad, but of blatant foreign aggression by Libya, which 


Q But that's not new Was it three or four years 
ago the Libyans were in N'Ojamena? 


SECOND OFFICIAL The Libyans have been in and out of 
Chad in the past; that's true 


To answer your question. the assessment which the 
Secretary will be taking with him to Africa is that Libya is .* 
a state of aggression in Chad 


Q Is there any consideration of increasing the 
amount of aid we have given to Chad at this time, in addition 
to the *'5 million? 


) OFFICIAL That will depend upon the 
circumstanc. on the ground 


Q Is there any way you can characterize the 
reaction among these countries on the Secretary's schedule to 
the bombing of Libya last April -- supportive -- ? 


SECOND OFFICIAL [ think [I prefer to let them speak 
for themselves. Most of them (did) at the time (7?) 


q I'd like to follow up on that also a little bit 
On a previous trip at about that time, an extraordinary kind ot 
security was placed in effect for the Secretary as he was 
traveling. It's not important. necessarily. to go into the 
details of that, but other - [s there that kind of concern on 
this trip, as well, because of the issue of Libya and Chad 
being one that, that is sort of a theme throughout the trip’ 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: [ have nothing in particular on that 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The question of security for the 
Secretary is always very much an issue, but [ wouldn't want to 
characterize the arrangements for this trip as any less 
cautious and prudent than they are for other visits. 


Q Yes, but would they be as cautious and prudent as 
they were on the trip to Turkey and Greece? 


FIRST OFFICIAL I was rot on it, so I can't make any 


Q You're going to have the Cameroon Air Force 
Flying close support to the President's plane. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Great suggestion. 
Q Not too close (Laughter) 


Q The second official's comment that further U S 
aid would depend on circumstances on the ground, was that to 
imply, or are we to infer, that 1f the war spreads. gets worse 
whatever, that we wilil step up our aid? 


SECOND OFFICIAL No, I said 1t would be considered 1” 
the light of the circumstances on the ground. [ did not 
predict what the outcome of any such consideration would be 


Q By that are you implying an open-mindedness abdout 
future aid? 


SECOND OFFICIAL I'm not implying anything 
Q Can we go back to Liberia for a imoment? Aside 
from the repayment problem, what other economic reforms do you 


want to see? What specific reforms do you want to see take 
place? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: More stringent management of fiscal 
and monetary policy. 


Q Does that mean ar end to corruption? (Laughter) 


FIRST OFFICIAL: [t means a greater adherence to the 
budget, as opposed to extra budgetary levies, which from time 
to time have come along. [here is, of course, some irony, I 
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suppose in Americans preaching budgetary responsibility, given 
our own situation; but the fact 18, this has been a problem in 


Liberia. 


There have been issues connected with the currency. 
Liberia is on the dollar standard, and yet has issued a large 
number of locally-minted five-dollar coins which sell at a 
substantial discount in the gray market, or black market. [ 
think: you would be well advised to stick with U.S. currency 
while you're there rather than loading up on these curiosity 
pieces. 


(Laughter) 


But. there are a range of issues of this sort as well 
as there are some Fundamental difficulties which are not the 
product of government policy that simply have occurred as a 
result of market forces. Liberia has as a principal export 
iron ore, and the collapse of the market internationally for 
steel and iron, as well as the concomitantly low prices for 
iron ore have deeply cut into Liberia's foreign exchange 
earnings. There is a problem of large budget deficits in 
Liberia. 


I don't want to make ail this sound excessively 
Familiar, but this 1s a major issue; and therefore, the 
question of fiscal and monetary discipline is probably at the 
center of the issue. 


Q I assume the Secretary in Kenya 15 going to make 
a visit to one of the game parks. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Don't get your hopes up l think he 
will have an opportunity. As those of you who have been to 
Nairobi know, as you drive in from the airport, you are on the 
edge of a game park, and therefore, [ suppose there will be an 
opportunity to view the wildlife 


Q So he'll go out and have an outing? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'm just looking at the schedule 
here. There is a very brief excursion outside Nairobi 
specifically for that purpose 


Q How many speeches, major speeches? [¢$ he going 
to make a lot of speeches? And at which stops is he going to 
make them? 


FIRST OFFICIAL The Secretary will be making an 
important statement on African economic reform and US. -African 
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economic partnership in Dakar. and that will be on Thursday. 
Other than that, he will not be making any major addresses. 
although of course, there will be statements at each stop. 


Q You said he will be making a statement on 
African economic reform and - 


FIRST OFFICIAL -- and the American economic 
partnership with Africa, in Dakar on Thursday afternoon. 


Q You're not just scheduling press conferences at 
each stop, or more like some statement at the end, the 
conclusion? 


FIRST OFFICIAL I think there will be 
opportunities for the press to meet with him at each stop. 


Q He 11 meet with the local press? 


Q Has there been any progress. though. in Liberia 
in trying to bring about national reconciliation between Doe 
and the opposition? 


I know the US wes involved in efforts to try and 
promote a dialogue between the two Has there been any 
progress in the last six months on that? 


SECOND OFFICIAL There has been a considerable amount 
of progress To state it in its crudest dimensions, there are 
no political prisoners in Liberia any more There have been 
multi-party -- 


Q Would you repeat that’? I can't hear 


SECOND OFFICIAL Excuse me fo state it in its 
crudest dimensions, there are no political] prisoners in Liberia 
any more. There have been multi-party elections from which 
some of the parties absented themselves in December for 
vacancies in the legislature and for municipal offices Some 
of the members of opposition parties have been working within 
the existing political structure. participating in the natiorel 
legislature. 


Q Would the moderator be in a position to talk a 
little bit about the Howe meeting’? Do you know anything about 
that? 


THE MODERATOR The Howe meeting is just another ine 
series of ongoing consultations with the British The 
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Secretary and Sir Geoffrey talked about this when they were in 
Geneva a month-and-a-half ago And since Sir Geoffrey was ona 
trip through the hemisphere here, they decided to take 
advantage of that to have another -- 


Q There's no specific -- Is the trade dispute going 
to come up? 


THE MODERATOR No Ther will be a general tour 
d'horizon of a whole range of affairs 





Q Is the Secretary investigating any Bermudan bank 
accounts or anything like - 


Q Is the prepared speech for Dakar written? 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing co..cluded at 2 30 P ™ ) 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon I 
don't have any announcements Jim? 


Q Do you have a situation report on Chad, what's 
going on there? 


A I don't have much to add to what you've seen 
reported in the press [I could confirm our understanding that 
the Libyans did suffer a serious defeat at Fada; that that 
included troops killed and captured, substantial losses of 
tanks, aircraft, weapons and assorted other equipment But I 
really can't go beyond that with any specific numbers simply 
because we don't have the capability to establish those figures 
independently 


Q Do you have anything on the report that the 
Libyans, since that defeat, bombed parts south of the division 
line? 


- Again, all this information falls in the category 
of not being able to be confirmed independently, but that 
report does appear to be true We're talking about further 
follow-on Libyan attacks? 


Q Yes 
A No I have nothing beyond the first reports that 


were day before yesterday, I believe, including an attack on a 
town by the name of Arada, 1 believe 


Q And do these reports give rise to any thoughts in 
this government that it will require a new or different level 
of military equipment? 
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" I think that question was answered yesterday 
during a background briefing as best as 1 could answer it Let 
me just review very briefly where we are 


The $15 million that we've referred to in the past 
under the 506a authority, the most recent allocation under that 
authority, doesn't represent a cash amounc as such, but rather 
it's a Presidential authority to provide that level of military 
equipment and services from existing U.S. inventories That's 
in addition to the $5 million MAP program for FY-87. So that 
the deliveries that we have made, that are now planned, or that 
are being defined with the Government of Chad fall within that 
level, and we're not discussing anything beyond that at the 
present time 


The status of U.S. aid deliveries, I might go ahead 
and tell you: these most recent deliveries have been made by 
air The pipeline is full, the equipment is flowing, the 
material involved falls into the general categories that we've 
described before That is basically light weapons. ammunition, 
armored personnel carriers, other vehicles, transport aircraft 
and spare parts 


Q Chuck, do you have any assessment on the French 
role now that the French are saying something that they want to 
get more involved than before with Chadians to possibly root 
the Libyans from there? 


A No I'd leave it to the French to comment on 
their role 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the incident in 
the Persian Gulf about shooting on the American helicopter? 


2) I don't have very much to add Our information 
on the incident is still incomplete We're making a number of 
inquiries to determine the reason for the firing and the 
identity of the ship involved. Since there were a number of 
vessels in the area at the time, the investigation is taking 
longer than expected. 


The only thing I could add is that our policy on 
freedom of navigation in the Gulf is well known, as is the 
right of U.S. military vessels and aircraft to patrol in this 
international weterway . 
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ihe firing on a helicopter points to the very real 
dangers of misunderstanding and violence that are inherent in 
the Iran-Iraq war, and that's a position that we've made known 
on a number of other occasions when we've had incidents in the 
Gulf. 


Q I think the Defense answered on that, saying that 
it was mistaken for an attacking helicopter from [ran 


a I've seen that explanation, but, as 1 say, we're 
still inquiring to find out exactly what the rationale was. 


Q Can you say whether the U.S. helicopter was 
identified in the usual ways, or would it have been easily 
identifiable? 


a) That I just don't know The details on the 
incident concerning those types of questions, I'd have to refer 
to the Pentagon They have those kind of facts 


Q Could you narrow down the identity of the ship in 
any way, Iran, Iraq, maybe another, neutral] carrier? 


a Right now [ can't 

Q New subject? 

a) New subject 

Q Wait a second 

A Sure 

Q Is there any U.S. program of any kind to help 


merchant shippers, identify aircraft, know which ones are 
possibly dangerous and which ones aren't? Do you know of 
anything the U.S. is doing to make sure this kind of thing 
doesn't happen again? 


6 I don't know of any such program, but, again, I'd 
have to refer you to DeD. They'd be the experts on that. 


Q What do -- 


7 I'm sorry. Bill had a question here 
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Q Do you have anything there on the 
Shevardnadze-Dobrynin visit to Kabul and their calls for a 
cease-fire? 


is Once again, I don't have any specific comment on 
their visit We haven't seen the full text of this 
Shevardnadze call for a cease-fire, which I did see some wire 
reports on. But, again, to repeat in essence what we said last 
week when Najib made a similar call apparently for a 
cease-fire, if the Soviets are as serious about seeking a 
settlement and withdrawing Soviet troops as they've claimed, 
then they should agree t» a short timetable for the total 
withdrawal of their forces in Afqhanistan That's stili the 
central point 


Q Mell, did you find it at all interesting that the 
delegation should be such a high-level one, the first 
high-level Soviet delegation apparently since '79 

A At this point [I have no way to make that sort of 


an evaluation 


Q Does the State Department share the feeiings or 
the concerns of Cardinal O'Connor by the Palestinians in the 
West Bank and Gaza strip during this visit that he undertook a 
few days ago? 


A I don't have anything to offer on that 
Q How would you rate this Libyan defeat in terms of 
previous actions in the war? Is 1t a major setback for them? 


Is it a small skirmish? And do you have any idea of being able 
to assess 


A I couldn't rank it compared to other incidents in 
this war, which has now gone on for any number of years -- only 
to say that in this particular event it does appear to 
represent a significant victory for the Chadians and a serious 
defeat for the Libyans 


Q The BBC is reporting from monitoring Radio Hanoi 
that there have been a number of border incursions by the 
Chinese and very heavy fighting and very heavy casualties, like 
500 Chinese troops killed yesterday in this fighting. Do you 
have anything on that? 


a No, I don't 
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Q Chuck, are you in a position to spell out the 
State Department's justification to Congress for the I7an arms 
Sale as it relates to the Arms Export Control Act and other 
Acts passed by Congress prohibiting such sales? 


A No, I don't really have anything on that. 


Q So you have no comment on that Washington Post 
story this morning at all? 





4 Only to say that, I think as that story noted, 
the report in question did not refer to any specific set of 
facts It was a description of the law 

Q Can you make that report available to us? 

7 Once again, it's not a report as such 

Q Well, whatever it is -- the report that you've 
just referred to, or were you referring to the Washington Post 
report? 

A 1 was referring to both, but we'll] take a look, 


Ralph, if it's possible 


Q Along the same lines, Chuck, did the State 
Department make a judgment or is it about to make a judgment on 
the C-]z23 - the famous Hasenfus flight -- that the plane was, 


in effect, in violation of U.S. laws because of the kind of 
military equipment it carried aboard? 


. 


A Don't have anything on that at all 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on whether Secretary 
Shultz was aware, again as the Washington Post reported this 
morning, that President Reagan, on January 6 of 1986, had 
signed a previously undisclosed finding authorizing U.S. arms 
shipments to Iran? the Secretary has said that he attended a 
meeting on January 6 at the White House to discuss that matter 
in detail -- the matter of the Iran initiative 


Can you tell us whether he was aware that such a 
finding was signed by the President on that day? 


A I don't have any specific comment. The question 
of that alleged finding was raised at the White House briefing 
this morning I'd refer you to that transcript for the details. 
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Q But the question of Secretary Shulitz' awareness 
was not raised at the White House briefing 


2) Well, first of all, the basic question of yes or 
no, was there another finding or not -- 


Q Right. 


A --— that's what I'd refer you to the White House 
for. 


Q But you have no comment on whether Shultz was 
aware of any such finding? 


Q A Palestinian journalist, Akram Haniyeh, the 
editor of Ash-Shaab, a daily newspaper in Jerusalem, was 
‘expelled by the Israeli authorities to Switzerland Do you 
have any comment on his expulsion by the Israelis? 


7 No I] haven't seen that story 


Q [fs Murphy going to Jordan today? If so, what is 
he going to be discussing? 


f The most I can tell you at the moment is that he 
left Washington last night for discussions with leaders in 
Egypt, Jordan, and Israel, but as always concerning his travel, 
we won't announce his schedule in advance, so that as he 
progresses, we'll be in a position to tell you where he is 


Concerning the content of his talks, I'd refer you 
again to what Phyllis said when she announced the visit 


There's been no change from that 


Q Without naming any of the countries, is he 
scheduled to arrive at any one of them tonight? 


A Is he scheduled to arrive at any one of them -- 
Q -- tonight? 


a) As I said, when he's arrived in various places, 
we'll announce that 


Q Will he be visiting any other country besides the 
three countries that you mentioned? There are reports that he 
will be going to other countries besides Egypt, Jordan, and 
Israel 
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A For the moment, the itinerary we have is Egypt, 
Jordan, and Israei I have to leave it at that. 

Q Is this an open-ended visit, or has it a limit? 

- Any time he goes into the region, there's always 


a possibility, but I don't want to speculate as to what might 
occur at this time? 


-~- MORE -- 
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Q Could I come back to Afghanistan? Has the Soviet 
Government approached the United States on this question to 
urge American and/or Pakistani backing for it? There seems to 
be a clear effort by Shevardnadze in his statement today to 
suggest that if there was a ceasefire that could lead to the 
withdrawal of Soviet troops. 


Have you had any government (inaudible) -- 


A I don't know of any such approaches at all. Our 
position on the question of a ceasefire and the like has been 
consistent. That hasn't -hanged. It's, in essence, the same 
position reiterated by the Afghan Resistance last week when 
they categorically rejected a call for a ceasefire. 


Basically, and let me just reiterate it for the 
record, if they really want a settlement and a withdrawal of 
Soviet forces , then the Soviets should agree to a short 
timetable for the total withdrawal of their forces in 
Afghanistan. That agreement, in our view, should also 
encompass the other elements in the U.N. General Assembly 
resolutions which are, and I repeat once again, restoration of 
an independent, non-aligned Afghanistan, self—determination for 
the Afghan people and return of the Afghan refugees with safety 
and honor 


Q That position, then, as you've stated it, as 
you've repeated it again, doesn't make any mention of any idea 
of a ceasefire, so you're really staying away from commenting 
on a Soviet proposal for a ceasefire? You're calling for a -- 
agreeing to a timetable for total withdrawal but making no 
mention -- 


a) That's the central element in the Afghan problem, 
and that's the element that's been identified by the Afghan 
Kesistance themselves and we certainly share that 


Q I have one more, if I could ask about -- the 
question that I asked yesterday at the BACKGROUND briefing on 
the budget. The two briefers said they were not the correct 
officials to address the question to. 


President Reagan and Secretary Shultz have both said 
publicly that they support President Reagan's four-point 
strategic initiative to Iran. I wasn't able to find, but 
perhaps missed, any money in the State Department or Foreign 
Affairs budget for such an initiative. Can you explain -- 
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~ 
A You're talking bout economic and military 
assistance? 
Q Economic, military assistance -- 
A There is none. 


There is none. Can you explain why there isn't 
if both State and the President support the President's 
initiative? 

4 Ralph, we have relations with many countries 
around the world for whom there is no economic or military 
assistance involved; so that somehow you're creating a straw 
man that says in order to pursue any policy, you have to have 
some sort aid relationship. It's not the case. 


I wasn't suggesting you had to. I just noted 
that there are many other questions -- 


A Your question says “if not, why not." 

Q Right. There are many countries with whom you 
have relations with whom you do have economic and military 
assistance programs - 


a] And many for which there are none. 


Q Right. But you don't have any explanation for 
why you don't in this particular case? 


A Because there's none called for. 


Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:17 p.m.) 
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Secretary Shultz on the record briefing enroute Andrews AFB to 
Haailton, Beraude, January 6, 19667 


Q@. Can we start off with a brief suamary of what you are going 
to talk about with Sir Geotfrey Howe -- the issues, the trade war 
with the EC and relations? 


A. Well, it isn't a trade war, I hope it won't becose a trade 
war. There is a dispute about the proper coapensation for the 
protection, in effect, against Aperican fare products that 

f results from accession of Spain and Portugal into .he Comaunity 
and we are entitled to compensation under GATT, so we don’t 
consider that the European offer has been anywhere near 
sufficient and that's an issue and | no doubt will address it 
with Bir Geoffrey. We have always an interest in touching base 

t ouching base on NATO affairs, on relationships with the 

Soviet Union. He's heading toward South Aserica, Central 
Aeerica, We'll talk about those issues, I a8 sure and other 
things that aay co@e up. 


Q@. Could I ask about Chad, sir? Is there any conflict with the 
French over the disposition of American asilitary aid to Chad in 
light of the French efforts to defend the southern part of Chad 
against the Libyan incursion? The French have been Claising that 
there is sone ¢riction with the United States in the provision of 
emergency military aid to Chad. 


A. Well, not that I know of. We have been asked for soae 
assistance and we have given it, basically logistical aaterials 
of one kind or another and we support what the French are doing 
and aost of all we support what the people of Chad are doing in 
trying to throw Khadafy out. 


Q. What is it that the Chadian governeent particularily needs 
froe the United States and when did they first ask for this? 


A. Well, they have needed certain kinds of equipsent, but on the 
other hand, they have apparently captured a fair aaount of 
asunition and associated weaponry so they have becose wel! 
supplied in certain categories and we are trying to be responsive 
to their needs. We're trying to support thee. ‘ 


Q, Just to follow up, can you talk a little bit about how you 
are going to focus on Libya on this trip -- not just ee fer as 
Chad is concerned but generally the probleas -- the security 
problea in the erea? 








A, Well, Libya presents probleas for us and for others in Africa 
and so we'll discuss developeents there and that is sosething 
thet I will bring up, but that's not really the focus of this, 
The focus of this trip is to talk with people in the governaents 
involved about the things thet they are doing in their own 
countries and ways in which we hope the United States can be 
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helpful to thes. I think there ts a very healthy set of trends 
in aotion here. Perhaps sada aost evident in President Diauf's 
-- when he was in the chair at the OAU -- his organization of the 
special UN session on Africa and all of the ideas produced by 
that. We want to stand behind that and reinforce that and help 


it. 


Q. Mr. Secretary, going back to Chad, do you see any possibility 
thet Chad eight ask us for aore than the $15 aillion that has 
already been authorized and we aight be in a position of 
providing sore aid to Chad as this war drags on? 


A. Well, we have eade a decision on a certain easount of 
assistance and right now that's in the process af deing 
delivered, I don't think it’s all been -- in fact, I know it 
hasn't all been comeitcead, but it will be, and we are in touch 
with thee and right now there isn't any operative further 
assistance, but we are certainly ready to look at it, but we 
don't have any further plans. Things are going rather well for 
the Chadians right now. 


9. Could I ask you « question about South Africa? The 
sanctions, I believe, have been in effect for about two aonths. 
Have your worst fears been realized concerning loss of Aserican 
influence and access in South Africa? 


A. Well, what is happening on the econoaic front to whieh 
sanctions are addressed in addition to the sanctions, the fires 
are leaving. American fires and other fires. i suppose the two 
that you think of outside of the U.S. fires that you are all 
familiar with are the Bata shoe group that were in from Canada 
and then probably about as isportant as anything the Barclay Bank 
which has been a very ijaportant factor in Gouth Africa for a long 
tise, so that's taking place and I think it eaphasizes the 
economic and diplomatic isolation that is developing in South 
Africa. But, the situetion in South Africa itsel# certainly has 
not improved at all and our new Asbassador there is getting 
around and talking to all rarties but that is about where it 
sits, There isn't anything that I can report that is positive. 


Q, Mr. Secretary, what do you enticipate coming out of your 
4 eeeting with Mr. Taabo? 


&. Well, no date for that aeeting has been set, but 1 aa ready 
to eeet with hia and | believe he will be in the country probably 
toward the end of the sonth, so 1 expect to have « seeting and | 
will listen to his views and express aine and we have been very 
public about our reservations on the one hand about the ANC, but 
we also regard it as an iaportant player on the South African 
scene -- certainly not the only one froa the standpoint of the 
blacks -- But an iaportant one, so we intend to maintain contact 
but also to be very realistic and frank about our views. But, 
it's good to be in touch with key people and that's what we are 














trying to do. 


@. Do you reject the characterization of thes as a terrorist 
organization? 


A. Well, there are certain aspects of their activities about 
which we have grave reservations. You can characterize thee as 
you wish. Wot only that, but their coseunist affiliations and 
Soviet inclinations, but there are alsc other aspects to the 
organization, so at any rete, we want to have frank discussions 
with thes. 


@. Mr. Secretary, earlier, | believe when you set the African 
Foreign Ministers, you reassured thea about a esjor economic sid 
plan for Southern Africa and there wes a figure of 8500 sillion 
floating eround et one tise this fall. What has happened to 
that aid plan for Southern Africa? 


A. Well, I Gon‘t know where that nusber case froe. We are not 
associated with that nuaber but the President called for sose 
special attention to Southern Africa in his aessege ta Congress 
and in the Bouth African legislation that passed over the 
President's veto, one of the parts of it that wasn't 
controversial was the inic-est in this subject and the Congress 
@andated us to develop a prograe which we are in the process of 
do.ng and have done to a degree. $80, in our supplesental 
request, there is, I think, $12 eillion in there and in our 
fiscel ‘88 budget we conteaplate following on with sore 
assistance in Southern Africa for a veriety of things running 
from agricultural refors to help with transportation satters and 
so on. So, thet is whet is in being and we are standing behing 
those pledges and one of the things that we have wanted tc 
eephasize is the importance of Congress appropriating the funds 
in the supplesenta) and in the full $150 budget and this is an 
illustration of the kind of purposes that this eoney is supposed 
to serve. Nom, there is in the ‘68 budget in teras of direct 
appropriations, I think about $600 million for Africa -- $500 of 
that is labelled as an Africa fund <- and this ie @ concept that 
was advocated by key Members of the Congress -- Kennedy, Kastan 
in the Senate, associated with Dante Fascel] in the House, but at 
any rate, this soney will be allocated out and the Southern 
Africa portion will be in there, It’s net all for Southern 


Africa, obviously. 


2. Do vow think the Congressional hearings on Iran and the 
contras are going to iepede your ab‘lity to conduct foreign 


policy in any way? 


A. Well, our intention -- the President's intention -- and vine, 
following his lead, is to conduct cur business. We are here to 
serve the interests of the United States in cur respective fields 
-- gine in the field of foreign affairs, and that's what | ae 
going to do. As fer as wateria) needed for the investigation, we 
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have been working on that very hard and we have been providing 
what we have to provide. We'll continue to do that and outside 
of the tise it takes to go and appear and so on, 1 ae organized 
so that | ae going to spend sy tise concentrating on the 
substantive foreign policy concerns thet we heve. 


Q. Have we, Mr. Secretary, generated any kind of new approach of 
how we are going to deal with Iran froe now on? Has the State 
Departeent come up with any -- — 


A. Well, the President has said, and I think there is broad 
agreesent, that we would like to see Iren as a different kind of 
player in the world. We recognize the Iranian revolution is a 
fact of life but Iran's behavior with respect to the Iran/Iragq 
war, with repect to terrorisa, with respect to hostage taking, 
with respect to it‘s threat in the region particularly represent 
probleas and at the seee tine Iran is a critical piece of 
geography. It has it's own needs and probleas and to a certain 
extent, there is a kind of inherent aspect te Iran's 
geographical position that causes thea to look to other countries 
for sose support. They have a long border with the Soviet 

Union. They see the Afghan problese on their doorstep and so 
those are things thet perhaps we can work with thea on. It's not 
only a question of the U.S. But also Iran does have strong 
diplomatic relations with Pakistan, with Turkey, with soae 
European countries who are friends of ours and so we learn abdout 
and work with the situation that way, 


G. Are there any contacts with Iran outside of the Hague 
eeetings? 


Af. There are various ways in which we can be in contact with 
Iran, but I‘a not going to go inte thee. 





@. Mr. Secretary, how do you read the Sheverdhadzse/Dobrynin 
visit to Afghanistan? 


A. It’s certainly clear that the Soviet's are not able to get 
their way in Afghanistan and perhaps they are co@ing to realize 
that. The people of Afghanistan are just standing up for their 
country and it's a gallant fight that you can only appleud and 
support. How the situation may develop very euch resains to be 
seen. There is a lot of activity and certainly the visit by 
Mesers. Shevardhadze and Dobrynin to Afghanistan gives @ high 
level attention to the subject. The various proposals that have 
been put out ell lack the central ingredient, nasely, @ short 
tisetadle for withdrawal of Soviet troops. That's basically the 
problee -- Goviet occupation -- so, everybody keeps looking for 
thee to address thet issue and we keep talking to the Soviets 
about thet as de the Pakistanis and obviously that's what is on 
the Afghans’ sind. 


G. In that regerd, what do we regard as an acceptable short 
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tisetable for withdrawal? What's our .. 


A. Well, we've spelled that out in various seetings and we eeet 
with the Pakistanis on that and I don't want to try to put a 
nusder down, but it needs to be short in order to be seaningful. 
They can't be in there for a year or sore in a withdrawal process 
and have it be a seaningful kind of thing. 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
don't have any announcements, so I] will be happy to start with 
questions Jim? 

Q Does the State Department know what happened to 


the money that was contributed by Brunei to the Contra fund? 


a As you know, and as we have repeated often from 
the podium, an investigation is being conducted on this entire 
issue of Iran and funds to Contra: and we will not comment on 
these matters which are the subject of an investigation 


Q Well, this part of the investigation is not 
necessarily part of the investigation that you're talking 
about Was money contributed by Brunei, and does the State 
Department know if that money, irrespective of the [ran arms 
mess -- irrespective oft that does the State Department know 


where that money went? 


a I'm sorry As l've explained, because it 15 
the whole funding for the Contras is part of this investigation 
now, I simply can't comment on that 


Q Can [I follow up on that, please? 

f Yes 

Q Can you teil us whether Secretary Abrams 
contacted Brunel to request or suggest that Brunei ask for a 


refund of any contributions it may or may not have made? 


A I'm sorry We just don't have any comment on 


that 








-2- Wednesday, 1/7/87 


Q No comment on Secretary Abrams' activities of 
that sort? 





4 No I'm just not going to comment 

Q Is he under investigation -- Secretary Abrams? 

4 1 have no comment on that 

Q All right Well, any how, let Switch to 
something - 

Q Well, 1 think the Secretary commented on his 
having suggested or solicited the donatior why would it be 


out of bounds to say if he has done anything further on it? 


A well, I just don't have anything on that 

Q I'm thinking more broadly of the Secretary's 
repeated affirmation of how he'd like all the facts to come 
out Apparently not through the press though, huh? 

2) Well - (laughter) 

Q All right Let me ask you about something else 

Q Barry, why don't you 

You sald it I dian't 

Q Barry, can we follow up a second’ 

Q Sure 

Q Has the State Department regardiess of whether 
it will comment publicly has the State Department made that 
information available to investigators, either in the FBI or 


elsewhere in the Justice Department or on Capitol Hill? 


4 Well, once again you get into an area upon which 
I'm just not going to comment that I think the Secretary made 
it very clear in ‘is December 8 testimony that he certainly was 
desirous of having all the information come out, and I think he 
said very clearly that it was painful to him that day that he 
couldn't give it all out, because some is classified, but 
certainly it 1s the intention of this Department to cooperate 
fully in the entire investigation in accordance with the iaws 
and requests, and that eventually it all will be -- come out 
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Q Phyllis, can I just follow up? The thing that I 
was getting at, in that same testimony the Secretary did say 
that Secretary Abrams had gone to the Sultan of Brunei. had 
asked for the money It was his understanding that in fact 
money had been paid, and the question is whether Abrams, when 
he was unable to get a response from Lieutenant Colonel North 
what happened to the money, had asked that he just take the 
money back. And that's the part of the question that -- | 
mean, the other stuff has been public record. given by the 
Secretary, and the question is really did Abrams actually ask 
that money be returned to Brunei? 


A And I just have nothing on that for you 


Q Phyllis, the Council of Hemispheric Affairs in a 
news release they issued yesterday or today, they said that 
Elliott Abrams to the State Department is like Oliver North to 
the White House He is all the Oliver North of the State 
Department to his -- according to this Council of Hemispheric 
Affairs’ statement 


f I'm sorry I didn't understand According to 
whose 

Q The Council of Hemispheric Affairs You know, 
they have 

a All right 1 understand 

Q They charge him like he is 

fs And you're asking me to comment? 

Q For your comment on thelr 

is No 1 won't comment on that (Lauahter) 

Q Can we go to another subject? 

‘ Well, wait a minute Does anybody have anything 


more? Excuse me Yes? 
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Q Senator David Durenberger was quoted in the Miami 
Herald today and in some other Knight-Ridc‘er papers as saying 
that Mr. Abrams' testimony before the Senate Intelligence 
Committee was seriously misleading on several points It 
stopped just short of saying that he lied to the Committee 


Does the Department have a response to Senator Durenberger's - 








A No We're not going to comment on what a Senator 
might have said 


Q was Mr Abrams' testimony before the Senate 
Intelligence Committee accurate on all points at all times? 


fe I'm iust not going to comment on that 

Q Just a follow-up before you go there Could you 
sav is Abrams now in Costa Rica meeting to work out a new plan 
for peace negotiations I mean Miama ? 

A l1'm just not going to comment on his whereabouts 

Q Look, maybe we can address it this way there's 
an exclusive story I believe it's exclusive in The 
Washington Times - it's on page one; presumably you have some 
guidance on it, we would hope about efforts - and it would 
be the first effort since Ollie North got bashed -- to pursue 
the possibility of a peaceful settlement in Nicaragua Is 


there anything you can tell us about this? 


A 1 have no comment on the substance of those »ress 
reports As all of you are aware, we regularly consult with 
our allies in the regior Central America and South America, 
regarding ways to achieve our mutual goals of a comprehensive, 
lasting peace in Central America 

As previously stated, the United States supports any 
initiative that leads to a genuine Gemocratic outcome in 
Nicaragua This objective can only be achieved by the 
Sandinistas beginning direct discussions with all of its 
opposition 














Wednesday, 1/7/87 


Q All right But before you put the monkey on the 
Sandinistas' back, even before the negotiations surface, is 
there -- is the joint initiative that The Washington Times says 
2.5 sponsored by Costa Rica and Guatemala -- does that 
initiative fit your description of something you can work with? 





A I simply have to repeat what I said at the 
beginning, that I'm not going to comment on the substance in 
that press report 


Q Let's try it this way You say the United States 
is happy to work with friendly governments that are also 
interested in a peaceful] settlement or something Is Costa 
Rica such a government? Can you identify Costa Rica as a 
country with which the United States may have some mutual 
interest in seeing a peaceful settlement? 


A Wel | of course We have 
Q How about Guatemala? 


Well, we have consulted with Guatemala on issues 
of mutual interest, and [I'm sure we']] continue to do so 


Q Have you done it lately’ 


A But ['m not going to characterize our 
relationship with each country of the region 


Q ['m only asking about the two countries that, 
according to this report, are jointly sponsoring a new 
initiative Have you consulted with these two countries 
recently? 


A As I said, we consult regularly with all of our 
allies on this question, and i'm just not going to go beyond 
that 


Q Well, could you say, apart from this particular 
initiative - without it do you see any hope for the Contadora 
process? 


I just can't comment on that today 
New subject? 


Is that ail right? New subject? Yes 
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Q Do you have anything on the visit of the Foreign 
Secretary of India, Mr. Venkateswaran? 


& In regard to the visit of the Indian Foreign 
Secretary, I can confirm that Mr. A. P. Venkateswaran will meet 
this morning and this afternoon with Under Secretary Armacost. 
His visit continues a series of periodic consultations between 
Indian Foreign Secretaries and our Under Secretary for 
Political Affairs. He will also pay a call on Acting Secretary 
Whitehead These meetings will cover both bilateral relations 
and international issues 


Q Phyllis, may I try a different subject you may 
not want to comment on. Despite Secretary Shultz's statements 
that Israel has been fully cooperative on the Pollard case, 
there are reports in the press today that something like a 
thousand classified documents were not returned by Israel to 


the U.S Do you have any comment on that story? 

iJ We have no additional comment on the Pollard 
case As you know, this is a matter of judicial concern, and 
therefore I'm going to have to refer you to the Department of 
Justice. 

Q Wait a minute, Phyllis May I pursue on that 
one Do you have any reason to dispute in any way the 


assertion which is in a public document made to the District 
Court by the U.S. Attorney about the return of these documents? 


A I'm just not going to comment on a judicial 
report No 


Q Well, it's not a judicial -- this is a 
(inaudiable) report There was a document put out by Judge 
Sofaer and the Israeli Government, talking about Israel's full 
cooperation in bringing this matter to a conclusion Assuming 
that this official report is correct, may 1 ask whether it is 
still the position of the State Department that Israel has 
cooperated fully in bringing the matter to a conclusion 
satisfactory to the U.S. Government? 


a) I'm sorry that I can't respond specifically to 
that I just stick by -- 


Q Can you take that question? 


A I will - 
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It has nothing to do with judicial  - 


A Yes. 1 will look into it. 


Q Phyllis, let me put it another way. vUoes the 
State Department see any inherent contradiction between the 
statement made about full cooperation and the Attorney 
General's -- or the U.S. District Attorney's statement that 
something like ten -- 163 out of more than a thousand documents 
were returned, leaving something like a thousand documents 
unreturned by the [Israeli Government. Is there any 
contradiction that the State Department sees there between 
those two statements? 


A I'm sorry We just have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Eaqyptian 
Government reaction about rescheduling of the debt and the 
interest rate? 


A In regard to this question of the Eqyptian 
response on the FMS debt proposals, we are still awaiting the 
official Egyptian response to that, and 1 don't have anything 
further on that. 


Q They still now haven't received it in Cairo. 
They said they'd send it 


is) No. 


Q Do you have any reaction to recent developments 
in Afghanistan? 


a) In regard to the recent developments in 
Afghanistan, let me reiterate what Chuck Redman said yesterday, 
that the crux of the problem in Afghanistan is the continuing 
presence of over 100,000 Soviet troops The need for a 
timetable for their rapid withdrawal is something we and others 
have been cailing for. 


We have seen some of the wire service reports of the 
Soviet statement that they are now prepared to set a timetable 
for withdrawal of their troops from Afghanistan. We hope this 
is a serious proposal that will be tabled at the U.N.-sponsored 
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proximity talks in Geneva in February, but, obviously, we would 
need to study some of these things in greater detail before 
making any other comment. 


Q Let me go back to the Pollard case. As far as 
the State Department is concerned, does the -- the case is 
closed when it comes to the State Department dealing with it? 


A That question has a lot of built-in assumptions 
about processes that are going to happen, and, as we've said 
before, it's a matter for the Justice Department, and I'm going 
to let 1t stand at that. 


Q And let me go also to the Iran arms sale, 
whatever the whole thing, with the Contra -- the Israelis were 
saying that Mr. Oliver North's accusation against David Kimche 
were not true, and they offered an explanation that Kimche did 
not entice the U.S. Administration to do the switch, or 
whatever. 


Are you satisfied with the Israeli answer, or the 
Israeli explanation, to -- 


a Do you really expect me to have a comment on 
that? Because we really don't. 


Q Well, you know, interrelated, these things 

Q A follow-up on -- 

6 Excuse me Do you want to finish your question? 
Q No. I finished They're just interrelated 

Q A follow-up on Pollard 

A All right 

Q Do you want to say that the State Department is 


not investigating the case any more or not? 


A I have said the Pollard case is being handled by 
the Justice Department, and I will stop there. 

Q And you have nothing to do with this any more? 

ty We never did. It has always been a matter for 


the Justice Department. 
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Q Then why did Judge Sofaer go to Israel? I mean, 
how can you say you've never had anything to do with the 
Pollard case? What was he doing in Israel? 


A The point I'm trying to make is that, whoever 
contributed perhaps some of the evidence and things, the case 
is being handled by the Justice Department, and I'm not going 
to go any further on that. 


Q On another matter, is the U.S. concerned about 
the return of the PLO and the large number of fighters to 
southern Lebanon? 


a In regard to the question about concern over the 
return of the PLO to Lebanon, we have certainly stated before 
that the return to Lebanon of armed elements of any affiliation 
cannot end the fighting or advance the cause of peace there. 


Certainly, our policy on Lebanon is well known. We 
support Lebanon's unity, sovereignty and independence, the 
extension of central government control throughout the country, 
and the withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. And it 
has been our consistent position to urge an end to the 
fighting, to support efforts to re-establish dialogue among all 
the Lebanese factions, and to open the way to political reform 
through constitutional processes. 


Q Have you been in touch with the Israelis on the 
PLO return, because they have expressed a great deal of concern 
they might invade again? 


a) [I just have nothing on that. 

Q Phyllis, new subject? 

A Excuse me. 

Q In reference to a New York Times article today, 





do you have anything on reports that a second American is being 
held in Iran without diplomatic access? 


A We are aware that two American citizens are 
imprisoned in Iran. Although the Swiss Embassy which protects 
our interests in Iran has repeatedly requested consular access 
to both individuals, the Iranian Government has not granted a 








-10- Wednesday, 
1/7/87 


visit to date despite its obligations to do so under the Vienna 
Convention for Consular Relations. 


Jon Pattis was arrested on June 18, 1986, on charges 
of espionage and use of a fraudulent passport. He remains in 
prison. Consular access has not been granted. 


Another American citizen was arrested in October 1984 
on charges of misuse of foreign currency. That individual is 
still in custody, and consular access has not been granted. 


The Department of State does not routinely publicize 
the arrest of American citizens abroad. In many of these 
cases, such as that of the second American in Iran, the 
individuals and their families as well, do not wish that their 
identities or the circumstances of their arrest be made 
public. We are o .ged under the Privacy Act to respect those 
wishes. 


Q If you can't see the individual, how do you know 
he doesn't want his problems made public? 


A Well, we explained that we work through the 
Swiss, and that the Swiss have tried for consular access to 
him. But, as we said in -- as I explained in this statement, 


the families also. 

Q I understand the families. But now you've raised 
another question in my mind. The Swiss are trying to get U.S. 
access to -- 


A No. 


Or the Swiss in our stead are trying to get 
access, and they haven't succeeded. 


q That's correct. 

Q And he's been held continually since October 1984. 

A That's correct. 

Q How many efforts, can you tell us, have the Swiss 
made? When did they begin making an effort? Has it been 
systematic -- a systematic rejection of efforts? What? 

2) We keep in constant touch with the Swiss on this 


question. They have repeatedly made efforts to gain consular 
access, and we expect these efforts of the Swiss to continue. 
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Q And he's been held without interruption since 
October ‘84? 
Q That's correct. 


Q Do you consider them as hostages or what? What's 
the status? 


a) We have said that they have been arrested and 
that they're being held. 


Q Have they been -- 

Q (Inaudible) 

A I simply can't get into that. They were 
arrested, and [I've said what the charges were against them, and 


they are being held by Iranian authorities. 


Q But they've never been produced to any trial, as 
far as you know? 


“ That's my understanding. 


Q Do you have any information on how many American 
citizens there might be still in Iran? 


fi No, I don't have a number on that. 

Q Will you look at it? 

A I'll see if I can look at it. 

Q I have another subject. 

Q Can we stay on this subject? 

A Sure 

Q Were either or both of _hose two individuals 


either currently or in the past employees of the U.S. 
Government? 


- I have nothing on that. 


Q Are they the only Americans you know of that are 
imprisoned in Iran? 
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” That is my understanding, but I'd like to 
double-check on that. 


Q He has the right evidently to prohibit you from 
disclosing his identity. But am [ correct that if someone is 
imprisoned, whether he likes it or not, the State Department is 
not inhibited from saying other Americans are imprisoned, right? 


f It's a little bit the third degree. As we 
explained -- 


Q No, it isn't. It's Iran that practices the third 
degree. I'm asking a newsman's question. 


Q All right. But what I said before is either the 
individual or his family has the right, under the Privacy Act, 
to request that his identity not be given. 


Q Here's what I'm trying to ask you. Suppose 
somebody was put in jail by the Iranians and either he or his 
family thought -- I don't know wisely or not -- thought that 
they would be able to work this out better without any 
publicity, that they wouldn't want even the incarceration 
disclosed. 


Are you obliged to go along with that? 
A Certainly. 


Q If they say don't mention the fact that my nephew 
is in prison and he's been in a cell for three years, we think 
we can work something out with them, you wouldn't tell us that 
others are imprison, correct? 


A I'll tell you, this is going to get into some 
very complicated legal questions from the Consular Office, and 
I would feel more comfortable if I could take that question and 
get you a considered response. 


Q Because these things keep surfacing. We have no 
way of knowing if there aren't 15 Americans in prison. 


Q Phyllis, will you take the question -- 


a) When we said that we are aware of two, we are 
aware of two. There may be others that we don't know about. 
We are aware of these two. 
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Q Will you take the question of U.S. Government 
employment? 


A Yes, Iwill. I think I can do that on Jon 
Pattis. I'll have to look at the Privacy Act restrictions on 
the other. 

Q Ready for a new subject? 

A Yes. 

Q Is the United States Government opposed to a plan 


for the Secretary General of the Organization of American 
States to accompany the United Nations Secretary General and 
several Latin American Foreign Ministers on a tour of Central 
America? And if so, is the meeting that the United States has 
requested of the OAS Council tomorrow intended in any way to 
block his participation in this? 


A I think we discussed some of those questions last 
week. 

Q And you said you were asking for an assessment? 

H That's right. And I'm sorry that we just don't 


have an assessment on it today. 


Q That isn't what I asked you I asked you if we 
are opposed to the Secretary General accompanying the U.N 
Secretary General? 


“ In regard to the question of whether we are 
opposed to those people traveling together, I simply don't have 
anything on that. 


Q Can you find out about that? 

A [I'll look into it. 

Q The French attacked some Libyan insta ations -- 
I think they said they were radars ~-- in northern Chad. First, 


what do you have on that, and do you consider this an 
escalation of the fighting there? And, second, are you going 
to send more ammunition and weapons to Chad? 


A We have seen those press reports on the reported 
French bombing raid in northern Chad. I just don't have any 
further information on that, nor do I have a comment 
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In regard to the question about American arms supplies 
for Chad, I think Chuck Redman covered that yesterday, and I 
have nothing further to add 


S Can you confirm that American planes are ferrying 
French arms to Chad? 


ia) Again, I have seen that reported in the press, 
but I would just have to check on that 


Q Also on Chad, going through that list of 
equipment that Chuck mentioned yesterday that we were sending, 
it strikes me as an awful lot, plural aircraft, plural armored 
personnel carriers for a measly $15 million 


Can you get us a list of the exact equipment that is 
going? 


- I'm not sure I can I'll nave to check on that 


Q Okay Back on Latin America, can you tell us why 
Colombian troops moved into the U.S. Embassy in Bogota 
yesterday? 


As many of you have seen, I'm sure, in regard to 
the American Embassy in Bogota, Colombia, yesterday, that due 
to a security threat the Embassy did reduce its level of 
activity [ don't really have any information on Colombian 
troops moving into the Embassy, but certainly we cooperate with 
Colombian authorities 


We expect the Embassy has resumed its full range of 
activities today 


Q The reports from down there say that it was 
connected with the extradition case involvina these alleged 
drug traffickers Was there any indication in the threat that 
this is so? 


A Well, I think, as you know, our general policy -- 
we don't discuss the specifics of any threats or problems like 
that. 


Q Can you say what “reduced activity" means? You 
mean they went home early or there were fewer staffers, or you 
beefed up your guards, or what? 
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A I don't have any of the specifics on what reduced 
activity was The Embassy wasn't closed As I understand it, 
there were certain public functions that were just reduced for 
the day 

Q Phyllis, you say you don't discuss threats? The 


Office for Combatting Terrorism, or whatever it is right now, 
periodically issues a scorecard list of all kinds of terrorist 
threats, real or suspected, that have been detected by the 
United States and which it wants publicized I mean, how can 
you say that? What is the policy? 


A We really cannot discuss the specific of the 
threat or the security concerns about the Embassy in Colombia -- 


Q In this one particular case 
A - in this particular case and at this 


particular time, and I'm sure that you can understand the 
sensitivities on that 


Q Phyllis, could 1 just come back quick to a 
follow-up on John's earlier question about the OAS? Is it the 
view of the State Department that a nited Nations sponsored 


initiative is not the best procedure to go in trying to find a 
comprehensive peace settlement in Central America? 


A Sorry, I just don't have anything on that today 

Q But you're going to aet something for us? 

A ['ll see 

Q Can I try you on Mr Murphy's trav: 

fA Ye 

Q If you have no answers today, perhaps you can get 


us an answer, because I sure as heck am going to ask you 
tomorrow 


I'm asking you if you could tell us what mechanism Mr 
Murphy or the State Department is using to gather information 
about the PLO's attitudes toward a resumption of the talks? 
Not to get into a long-winded thing, here is a three-sided 
event -- Jordan, Israel and the PLO -- and he's going to Israel 
and to Jordan, or has been already. 


~ 


How do you hear about the PLO? Do you depend on 
Hussein? Do you have contacts with the PLO? Have you ruled 
them out and you're deaiing with local Palestinians? I'm 
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asking you how Mr Murphy's peace probe gathers information 
about what the PLO feels these days? 


6 As | remember you asked the same question last 
week 

Q I keep trying It's part of the diplomacy 

fe And I think 

Q The PLO is part of the picture The PLO is part 
of the picture and you maintain this fiction that you have no 
contact with the PLO If you have indirect contact I wish you 


wowid just describe it to us? 


a) If you'd like to answer ana continue answering 
the question [ think whet I said last week ana I certalr ly 
would repeat 1? tha Amba< adi r Murphy { nsults with the 
leaders of those countries where he visit: As in the past, 
this channel] of communicatior na been adequate to learn what 
the position is of the PLO. and I'm sure he will continue 
ai issing their positior with these leaders of the 
Q ments, as he's done before, and nothing has changed 

T hie . » pi | i y 1 Na lf ] | aire t { nt a t with 
the PLO 1s in effect right now 

A Yes 1? 1$ 

0) Where 1S Ambas < aqor Misr pt y? 

A Amba sadcor Murp! y ] it A wma t+oaav 

Vv And Caf you te | l Sy wher 1s Secretar y Abram 

A 1 salad before that I simply couidn't discuss his 
whereabout< 

Q Can you tell us where Ambassador Habib 18? 

f Nc i can't 





Q You can't find his schedule today? 
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Q Phyllis can 1 just go back to Afghanistan before 
we wrap it up? You said in your statement on Afghanistan, in 
reference to the possibility of a Soviet withdrawal plan, a new 
one, that the State Department hoped it would be, if there is 
one, would be tabled in February in Geneva at the proximity 


talks 

Is there any reason t believe that anything new will 
be tabled? Are we in touct rare we trying to get iii touch 
with the Soviets nou to find out what heir latest moves are? 

A Again, as you know, we're in touch with the 
Soviets all the time na ranae f 3ssue: But certainly, we 
are not a party to those Geneva negotiations rtainly, 
negotiations there Nave peer petweer the government in Kabul 
ana the Paki tani Wovernment ang tf t Jeni le ‘eh those talks 
has certainly been adequate t get the p itions of everyone 
taken into a t and that will nmtinue 

Q But the gut 1 a whether t we nac any 


reason to hope 





ray we | ule ail 
Y lf 7 Te ‘ 1 r pe that t . Q ing t ) 
he something Plu at 
Q W think Jas explained yest y, and 
cer Ta r ly ‘the Se retar y 4 be 4 ,?r ] ry , ris t | ‘ 
‘ terd, } j ; Her +hat ‘ rs liters ‘eq tT! , 
y ay Way io 4 
lieve of act y whict eet t nave LC # } t uf part ' 
the Soviet ] regar Atana that we’ jl > 
be certa r Y ; sje ‘ Ta ‘ rT ¢ ‘ an ners r A 
1% ‘ actior { a 3 1 4 r . t 37 ‘ 
40 Ge | Vv | ‘ V Jar , } i 3 t V ’ i TtTiji09O at 
the pee La “ rathne 3 Dy nea 1 ey ay 
Q Phyllis nm yet ancther subject Yesterday your 
Pres Of ¢ ] e Out Out a State men? ano i? mrt a V gift: ana the 
new polilic y Fo 
, - 
My recollection lair) Me 1s sue { irst came uf jast 


year, was that the State Department mechanism was that if 
anybody wanted to make a contribution, it would ao into a 
Global pot and then the State Department would divide that up 
as it saw fit 


It appears now, readina the implications of the order 
yesterday by the Deputy Secretary of State, it appears 
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that was not the case with the Bern Embassy, that the money 
that went to the $80,000, or whatever it was that went to 
the Bern Embassy was used by the Bern Embassy Am I deducing 
that correctly? 


A I simply cannot comment on exactly what the 
quidelines were before on this whole question of contributed 
funds for entertainment at U.S. Embassies abroad I think that 


certainly the announcement yesterday highlighted the problems 
with it and the possible misperceptions that miaqht come about 
it But I simply cannot tell you what the rules were before on 
how it was distributed, because it certainly had been my 
impression that things were earmarked for various places 


Q We) | the spokesman on that day Chuck kedman 
did go into that I'm paraphrasing, but I[ think accurately 
but that's the way it worked that the money was split ip by 
the State Department But now, again, reading that press 
release it appears it wasn't that way Car \ i clear that up 


for us? 


t l'm going t nave ¢t take hat ara iook into it 
because [I wasn't here when that 1: e irst ame up and | want 
to be ab: lute iy ure 11 

Q ] j1iaQant t ‘ ‘ 3 tnis 
orger, 18 any action at any pe j } ntemolated or has it 
been taken against Amba ad Whittlese 

a reaard the JuF t } Jnat ] t he status 
of the investiaeaatio if reqgar ? Hinde a Whitt \ 
activitie tne tate Pepa 1 t 11 f tne pector 
Generali ha plete 11 ny t at | gift f G ai] ated 
t¢ Emba v Bern a t r } r t t t j t ©} rtiment 
Ot i ’ j + 

Thy, ; win ; } ; " | r ‘ m+ 

‘ pa ‘ j ‘ a i¢ 3 TI epee ie 
counsel was warranted [he Department f tate il‘ U 
analyzing the results of this review in the Inspector General 
17 ; 
Office, as well as its bBroacer review f the whole auestion of 


overseas gift funds to determine what action might be 
appropriate 


Q In other words, the case is not closed as far as 
the State Department is concerned, and there remains a 
possibility that some person or another involved in this may be 
the subject of some action 


5 
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fs Yes, as 1 said the review 1S now being conducted 


by the Inspector General's Office to determine what action 
might be appropriate 


Q Phyllis, I weuld like to complain that, at least, 
my office was not notified of that posting yesterday -- a 


rather significant story 


A Noted 


Q There was a story on television this morning - 
NB had a story about a film that was being made by the U.N 
about homelessnes ano the Unitea tate Mission to the Urited 
Nat ions ot é teq Tq tne } ( | ] 7 any Sata about 
homelessne ] 1 t he niteaqd tate 

Wa tnat netn] 7 that aine rut Of nere or was that 

mebod wn idea in New Y . 

ta ere Aja 4 r t | t al? +e gue rion of the 

U WW report rt if Thé f f } ] ren per tnere uia 
omy4yne tar y DY a The Her yf ‘ne Vv r) ae TMeé } ted 
Natior and 1] have t ) f t he ad bey what he sala 

w r a f 20K ft tne aqifrt for a 
Se ono ra 

es) 

\ re c ‘ rs ] DY T ‘ Tate ePpartment 
yt Ttercgay ‘ } f a t i | f ner rmoda j episode 
or HmNOAa 2 w TT ‘ ‘ } ‘ners ; inner ‘ Ha lf for 
ial } ; ; ‘ } 7 t artme , q + , ‘2 oor ihe 
re ; , nrs ‘ > IA ; ; ‘ ; ‘ 

an" a’ ’ ; > > if a 

} | ? x 17 Tna? ; ‘ uid } ‘ tne sense 
that tnere Ja ar t iat at it tnat Sut there have 
peen otner emda f 3 nave als received privately 
contributed funas | ntertainmer 

W La y Lf u what they are 

MH I ad ave that information for you 

Q But tt r not being investigated 
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4 No But there was - 
Q Only this one case is? 
a Only the one case at this time 


And so disciplinary action, if any, is only 
pending possibly in this one case and not in the case of other 
embassies? 


. That's my understanding 


Q Phyllis, in FBIS today, going back to Mr 
Murphy's visit and objectives of his trip, there is a story 
that during recent contacts and consultations with Arab 
diplomats in Washington, Mr Murphy explained that the United 
States reservation on the international conference has not 
changed Is there a difference between “reservation” and 
“objection?” 


A I don't have any comment on that or on our 
diplomatic exchange: 


WY ] Nat + one more plea cc ] if corr V ] ; the 
United States Government entertaining the toreign Minister of 
Costa Rica in the United States either today or tomorrow? 

A I Nave no comment or tihnat 

Pre briefina cor ludea a OR Of 


s » 
a 





Posted: January 8, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the January 7, 1987 daily press briefing: 


LRAN: REPORTING OF AMCIT ARRESTS/THE PRIVACY ACT 





Q: Why does the USG not publicize the arrest of Americans abroad? 

A: THE PRIVACY ACT FOUND IN 5USC 5524(b) GENERALLY PROHIBITS THE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND ITS DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS 
FROM DISCLOSING INFORMATION FROM ITS RECORDS CONCERNING AN 
INDIVIDUAL AMERICAN CITIZEN TO ANY PERSON OR AGENCY WITHOUT THE 
PRIOR WRITTEN CONSENT OF THE INDIVIDUAL CONCERNED. CONCR8ESS 
SPECIFIED CERTAIN EXCEPTIONS TO THIS PROHIBITION IN THE STATUTE, 


NONE OF WHICH WOULD PERMIT DISCLOSURE TO THE NEWS MEDIA. 


OF THE ESTIMATED 2 MILLION AMERICANS ABROAD, ABOUT 5900 ARE 
ARRESTED EACH YEAR. APPROXIMATELY 1700 MAY BE IN PRISON AT ANY 

ONE TIME. THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE REPORTS ANNUALLY TO THE CONCRESS 
THE NUMBER OF AMERICAN CITIZENS INCARCERATED ABROAD, BUT IT DOES SVT 
ROUTINELY ANNOUNCE INDIVIDUAL ARRESTS. MANY OF THESE INDIVIDUALS 

DO NOT WISH THEIR IDENTITIES OR THE DETAILS OF THEIR ARRESTS TO *+ 


DISCLOSED. 


IF ARRESTEES DO NOT WISH TO HAVE THEIR ARREST REPORTED TO THE. 
OWN GOVERNMENT, THE ARRESTING COVERNMENT IS UNDER NO OBLIGATI. 
DO SO. THE ARREST OF DUAL NATIONALS IN THE COUNTPY OF THEIR 5. \ 
NATIONALITY MAY GO UNANNOUNCED WHERE THE RECEIVING GOVERNMENT [h: > 
NOT RECOGNIZE DUAL NATIONALITY. THE ARRESTEE MAY DETERMINE 
SELECTIVELY TO WHOM THE DETAILS OF HIS OR HER AKREST WILL BE 
RELEASED. THE ABSENCE OF A PRIVACY ACT WAIVER, HOWEVER, DOES ‘\)T 
PRECLUDE OUR TAKING ACTION ON BEHALF OF THE ARRESTEE. THE 

U.S.G. ACTS PROMPTLY TO SEEK CONSULAR ACCESS AND ASSURE THE 


WELFARE AND FAIR TREATMENT OF ITS CITIZENS. 





Posted: January 7, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the January 7, 1987 daily press briefing: 


EMBASSY GIFT POLICY 





Q. Regarding your press release of yesterday of January 6 on 
embassy gifts policy: previously the spokesman explained that 
contributions went into a global pot and then the money was 
split up by the State Department as it saw fit. But now 
reading your press release it appears it wasn't that way. Can 
you clear that up for us? 

A. DONORS HAVE FREQUENTLY OFFERED GIFTS TO THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TATE WITH A PREFERENCE THAT THESE GIFTS BE ALLOCATED TO A 
SPECIFIC POST FOR A GIVEN PURPOSE. IF THE DEPARTMENT ACCEPTS 
THE GIFT, IT HAS GENERALLY RESPECTED THE WISHES OF THE DONOR IN 


ALLOCATING THE FUNDS. HOWEVER, THE DEPARTMENT RETAINS THE 


MUTHORITY TO ALLOT THE FUNDS AS IT SEES Fi?7. 














Posted: January 8, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the January 7, 1987 daily press briefing: 


IRAN: AMERICAN CITIZENS IMPRISONED IN IRAN 





Q: How many Americans are presently in Iran? How many Americans are 
imprisoned there? 


A: THERE ARE APPROXIMATELY 2000 AMERICAN CITIZENS IN IRAN, THE 
OVERWHELMING MAJORITY OF WHOM ARE DUAL NATIONALS. WE ARE 


AWARE OF TWO AMERICAN CITIZENS PRESENTLY IMPRISONED THERE. 


Q: Are the imprisoned Americans employed by the U.S. Government? 


A: NEITHER OF THE AMERICANS IMPRISONED IN IRAN ARE EMPLOYEES 


OF THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. 








iid ee 


KER xX TELECOPIER 295 ; 1- 86-87:511:17 AM: 21131 CUCOH+ (HOV » © « 


o 
SENT By:aA ; i- 8-87 7221AM ; 211319 2M26S74505;% 2 





TRABSCRIPT OF THE SECRETARY'S JAWUARY 7 OM THE RECORD BRIBFING 
EN ROUTE TO DAKAR FROM SAMILTON, BERMUDA 


The change in the way of thinking sbovt African economic 
@evelopment that's taking pluces quite striking. The OAU Special 
Session lest year wae very stimulating. President Diouf gave 
that leadership. So I look forwaré to discussing essentially 
bealthy and positive thinking and contributing what I can, 
listeniog to what they describe ae theirs probleme and seeing bow 
wo can better fit in and be moce and more helpful partners 
because these are basically good, friendly countries to us. 


Q@- To follow up on that, what in your mind is the most 
fundementel change that hee teken place in many of these 
countries as far as philosophy toward economic development? 





A. The besic shift that seems to have taken place ie that they 
fee that 2 state dominated economy which seay have tried 
following independence simply doesn't work very well and as they 
have been observing and experimenting and thinking about how to 
Go something thet will work better they see that you can put 
productive resources in private bands and provide the right kind 
of incentives thet then you see @ response in Africa just like 
anywhere else. I think the problem was not only some of the 
things thet were done by the individual countries economic 
policies but by donor countries as well. If you provide a 
commodity at @ cost way below what ‘t costs to produce it 
locally you wind up killing off local production. So one reason 
why I think ie's true, over about a twenty year period, the per 
capite production of food in Africa declined was that generosity 
Grove production out of business. And they're coming back fros 
toat. Ané Peter McPherson says to me that this year for the 
first time Africe is producing enough food to feed itself. How 
it isn't distributed evenly. So that there are pleces with 





severe 
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sbortage: Interestingly, those places like Bthiopis hevea’t 
learned this besic lesson. But it's a profound shift. And whes 
people examine theic way of -tbhinkiog and change it. it's @ very 
important event and that's what'e heppening- 


Q. Yes, t'@ like to ask @ questioa about whether with 8ir 
Geoffrey yoo giscussed at ell bow to go about reviving 
Soviet-Agericen éisiogue and whether there's any prospect for 8 
meeting between you aod Shevardoadse to get things going agaia 
in the eras control ares. Wee there eny @iscussion of thet at 
all with sir Geoffrey? 


The Secretary: Ob years ve always discuss arse gostrel issues 
end East-West issues (ineudible) ..+.9of strain, eltbough Are. 
Thatcher is going to visit, as ft uederetand it, before long, in 
Moscow. And we have hed ea espionage battle that tends to put 
people on edge. But besicelly, we beve & very broad ongoing 
@ialogce with the soviet Union. @€oo't beve any ples for a 

- peetiag with sheverdnedse but we heve & Let of stuff thet goes 
on and of course next week the negotistors on the fifteenth of 
January, I think resure the Geneve talks. 50 we always sbere 


ours views sebout that. 


Q. Beck to Africa. How would you define the Auerican interests 
tn belpiag these countries? Are they {éeological, are they 
busicess interests, ere they strategic oF ie it altruism on our 
pert? 


» A. Well there is nothing wrong with wanting to belp people and 
see thes do better. 5° in sayiag thet t believe the thiags ve 
are seeing ere in the aserican interest and thet's our prisery 


motive power, = €on't weat to be knocking generosity, but it's 
important to be sore bard beaded then tbat. 80 I think thet it 
is in our isterest to see countries 
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become market-oriented in their econogic system. It relates 
itself to openness and democracy, se fora of government that we 
think is not only good for the people involved but basically 
good for us. There is @ sense in which everything bas a 
strategic dimension to it, in the sense that we want to see & 
way of thisking thet is congenial to us flourish. Beyond thet, 
of course, a very heavy proportion of our exports go to tke 
developing countries, something like forty percent. So as these 
economies develop it is good for our economy. So I think across 
all of these disgensions of our interests, a stable and 
prosperous and democratic developing picture in these countries 
is positive for us. And of -course as it happens in these 
countries, it tends to be catching. 





Q. Mr. Secretary, bas the State Department or any other agency 
of the 0.8. government been abie to find out whet bappened to 
the ten gsiliios deollare that the Sultan of Brunei contributed to 
the Contras? 





The Secretary: I don't know of any official statezent about the 
Sultan of Brunei. We bewe said that «a third country made a 
contribution thet is perfectly consistent with the law and it is 
@ mystery just what beppenned to that money. I don't believe we 
in the State Departsent can say. We tried to track it. We were 
informed that it hadn’t been deposited. But we wanted to know 
and follow it because we wanted to see it was used for 
hugsasitarteas purposes for which itt was reised. And then, 
suddeniy, subsequestly, we were told it bad been deposited but 
it wees’t there anyszore. Bow ell our information has been turned 
over to the PBI. And proper things have been Gone in so far as 
the accounts ere concerned. And we're doing everything we can to 
be a constructive part of the investigative process acd find the 
answer to that question. Asd no doubt people can speculate ebout 
it but 2 den’t think we have enything bard sbout it. 
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Q. In 1984 the president proposed a special five years five 
hundred siliion dollar progras to help Africas countries sake 
the econcaic adjustzents to take up sone of the pein and te 
encourage thes to peke the kind of economic changes the 0.8, 
wanted. That progras, the scononic policy Refor2 progreg, 
started out at eeveaty-five eillios dollars in ‘95, was eut-back 
by half tbe following yearr by half the following year, and nest 
year doesn’t exist at ali. go it will never deliver anything 
like the five bundred million dollars is tive years thet the 
President and you nad promised africa. Whet does that sey about 
the credibility of the partnership of the United States with 
africen counties? 





A. Well, firat 2 think that our international affairs budgets 
have been breteally cut, faz below whet te in the interests of 
the Gnited States. And I wish fervently that the congress hed 
appropriated tbe president's request and I hope very such thet 
the Congress will pass the supplemental that the President has 
requested and provide the 199 budget thet we have requested 
which is as you know, a smaller request than we made last year. 
Baving seid that, + think that the economic initiative that the 
president took, bee been & part of this healthy evolution. re 
4id belp attract minds to this probles. as the World Sank 
thought about tt and as ve interacted with thew, the World Bank 
produced & report, 2 think about two years ago, the date alips 
me a little bit, that was very similar and thet helped to give 
an impetus. 80 we see this evolution in the way of thinking thet 
ig exactly whet we were trying to encourage. vow we should be 
able to support it sore fully, acé it ie in our interests es ft 
was trying to sey ® little while ago to support it more fully 
then we bave been able to. We see an uptick in our 'g@ budget 
compared with ‘a7, but thet’s sot saying as much es I would 1ike 
to say. But 7 think we geintaisc @ 
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degree of flexibility in thet budget and it will be designed to 
reflect just these considerations. So I think, in short, I wish 
we had been able to support more fully these ideas, 
nevertbelese, I think we made a contribution to propelling these 
ideas into use and {'m glad to see what's happening in the 

| Tfet‘sa. Incidentally, I think the commitment of reflows to the 
poorest countries, which will be very beavily Africa, is 
something that we worked on hard, and the probable forty percent 
Of more percentage of IDA aid which will be larger, over tvelve 
biliton dollars, twelve point four I guess it is altogether, to 
Africa, shows there is a recognition of the needs and also the 





prosise. 

Q. D1d you talk with Sir Geoffrey dowe about 0.8. policy, aboat 
Afcican affairs, 0.9. policy toward Africa, the effect of 
sanctions in light of the Barclay Bank pull-out, just the 
general relationasbip with South Africa? 


A. A little bit. We are both very interested in South Africa 

and have a similar anelysis of it. Right new, it’s as ft said 

last oight about @ queatiocn, there doesn't seem to be any way to 
take a fruitful initiative there. Rike Armacost visited in the 
front-line states about three or four weeks ago. I hope to go to 
Southern Aftica later in the year. I certainly wouldn't want to 
‘go until to South Afrite until theirc election is completed. I 
think that's always a sisteke. Sut we're maintaining close 
@talogua with all.of tha countries in the front-line states. And. 
our-sew Ambassador in Soath Afsice is being. received_and quietly .- 
' talking to everybody, everybody"és talking to him. [t's good. 
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Q» The Afghane and the doviets iseue: A communique in Kabul 
today when Shevardnadse left, it made quite a big deal about the 
Q.8. talks next month, that the Soviets were happy to sit dows 
and talk a withdrawal timetable. Is that significant in your 
eyes or are you going to take the line that when we see sone 
practical deeds then we'll take some notice? 


Ae I haven't seen that staterent so I can't comment on it. But 
of course we support the U.N. talks and a Soviet witbdrawal and 
@ exappy timetable is the central ingredisat. f think any 
Goncept of a non-aligned Afghanistan is the right concept. So 
we'll bave to see. I haven't seen the statement so If can't 
comment on it. 


Qo Mtr. Secretary, Mr. Gorbachev will be visiting the Latina 
‘Awericao mainland for the first time of any Soviet leader this 
year. Does that indicate increasing Soviet presence in Latina 
America? And if so, what do you think the U.S. reaction should 
be to that? 


A. Well I think we see a very energetic leader in Mr. 
Gorbachev, and there's a11 sorts of evidence of that. But the 
exhibits of. what happens under Soviet sponsorship, I suppose 
most prominently Cuba, is not a very attractive exhibit. 80 be 
has a problem. I don't know when be will visit what coustry. 
That hasn't been esnsounsced yet. There is a pattern of Soviet 
@nnoancements that we're going to visit here, there and 
elsewhere and then the visite don't materialise. As in Japan for 





inetesce. At eny rate, certainly they're active around the 
world. But when yoo think about the subject that we've just been 
talking about, nemely economic developzest, which is what is on 
evecyone’s mind, end you ask yourself, give me an example of «a 
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country that hes come under the domination of a Soviet-type 
systez of government, and is a developing country that bas 
progressed, there's a dead silence. The countries thet have 
managed to get somewhere are the ones that have moved in the 
Girection of more private neans of production, of nore respect 
for markets, and of incentives. And in fact in Chine we see that 
movement and to a certain extent it may be that the Soviet Union 
itself ie beginning to look at thet. At least there are some 
seidgens of suggestions along those lines. 


Qe Just te follow up on Central Awterica: Do you think the Senete 
Intelligence Committee should have released, or should now 
release this report the President has asked for on their 
heariags? And also, considering the two committees thet are 
going to continue until the Zall to consider this and the 
independent counsel, how do you think your request for more aid 
for the Costras is going to do? 


Ae Well, on the first point the President has taken the view, 
and I agree with bin very much, that the sooner the information 
about whatever happened is collected and made public, the 
better. So they sade a big effort to collect information, and 
Organize it and so on. So it seems to me that as information is 
Geveloped it ought to be made availseble to the public. Now as 
fax as the eid levele are concerned, ag @ susber of Democratic 
senators have said, such es Senator Sunn, so it's not only me, 
that the fact that ve have bad this problem of fund diversion 
doesn't change the issues any at all. It's the seme issue. Ve 
proceed on the merite ee we did before, and I have no doubt that 
the Coagress will proceed on the merits as well. We have to look 
at the interests of the United States in Central Awerica and 
whet serves those interests. And thet’s the basic question thet 
has to be agked. 
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Qe Just to follow-up oo the first part of that. Don’t you 
think, as Senator Leahy said, it's @ little embarressing that 
the President doesn’t already have whetever information or 
knowledge of whatever the information was that Senate 
Intelligence Committee gathered? 


Ae They Collected information from a wide-group of people, and 
from the standpoint of the Administration all the people were 
instructed by the tresident to be fully cooperative, aad 
everybody tesearched out their material, or anyway I did, I 
gan't speak for others, I don't know what others did, but 1 
‘worked very hard to dredge up everything I could find, and 
“present it. And of course it's available to the White House, 
what I testified bas been asked for and provided for them. Sut 
witnesses outside the Adminiatration were questioned by the 
Committee and there was a lot of back and forth exchange. The 
Committee made a big point, at least at one point of saying to 
witnesses that they couldn’t have anybody with them other than 
their own private lawyer, they weren't allowed to tell anybody 
what the Committee asked them, stuff like that. So they tried to 
bave a self-contained kind of investigation, eo I presume tbat 
they discovered some things. And I believe the American people 
are entitled to know what hes happened. And the sooner they have 
the information the better. That's been the President’s view all 
slong. The baeic information about what bappened, insofar as the 
Contra fusd diversios was provided hy the President and made 
public inmediately when he knew about it. Know whether they have 
anymore information about that aapect of it, f don’t know but 
Certainly they ought to bave a fairly fall accounting of the 
Tranian acme matter as such. And so why not put it out? BND TEXT 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements so we can begin right away with questions. 


Q Would it be better if the briefing were moved to 
five or six o'clock so that whatever you had to say could be 
put out then and you wouldn't have to do it later? 


A We'll consider. 


Q What does the State Department hear about what is 
going on in Chad? 


A In regard to activity in Chad, and I would guess 
that you're referring to the French air strikes, we believe 
certainly that the French Government has explained its actions 
and its objectives and how they fit into France's overall Chad 
policy, and I have no further comment on it. 


Q New subject, unless someone wants to ask about 
Chad? Phyllis, do you have anything on the stories -- there 
was one yesterday in the Miami Herald -- concerning former 
Ambassador Ferch in Honduras? 





4 We have seen those stories with the charges that 
the United States forced Honduras into asking for emergency 
military aid. I think our position on that is very clear, that 
the government of Honduras was not pressured into requesting 
emergency military aid. 


The United States responded to a written request from 
the democratically elected head of state. To have responded to 
just verbal requests from other Honduran authorities would have 
been inappropriate and would have served to undermine the 
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authority of the elected government. We believe our action was 
justified given the Honduran and our own assessment of the 
situation at the time. 


Q So as far as you know, none of the monies that 
were sent to Honduras were then diverted to the contras? 


a Well, I'd have no comment on the contra diversion. 


Can you comment on what Larry Speakes said today, 
that the State Department intervened in not releasing the 
letter from the President in the Middle East to the President 
about the affair -- about the Iran affair? Can you tell us 
which country is that? 


4 No, I just have no comment on that. 


Q Can you tell us why the State Department 
intervened? 


a No, I can't. I'm sorry. 


Q Phyllis, could we return to the Honduran question 
here? Are you saying that the United States did not pressure 
Honduras into asking for military aid. Isn't it correct, 
though, that the United States did ask -~ the Ambassador did 
ask President Azcona to write the letter requesting the 
military aid? 


4 Well, I think I covered that because the point 
was that the request had been verbal ~- the preliminary request 
and discussions -- and, as we often do, we have to say you'll 


have to put that in writing, and that was the origin of the 
request, that a letter be sent. 


Q Isn't it also true that President Azcona was left 
with the impression that he could request up to, say, $70 
million? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q And there was a statutory limit of $20 million 
over which you couldn't go? 


A No, I just don't have any comment. 


Q And then you had to go back and ask him again? 
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No comment on that. 

Isn't it true that a military colonel was left 
down there from Elliott Abrams' delegation to sort this out 
with Azcona? 

A Sorry, I can't help you with that. 

Q Phyllis, just a quick follow up. Did the verbal 
request come from President Azcona or did it come from the 
armed forces chief of staff? 


A No. As I said, the written request was from the 
democratically elected head of state. 


Q No, I asked you the verbal request. 

A The verbal -- 

Q You said the United States went and -- 

A What I have on that is it came from other 
Honduran authorities, and I can't tell you which general or 


whatnot it was. 


Q Phyllis, the State Department has sent its report 


to the Congress on the ANC. Is there some way -- do you have 
any comments to make on it, and is there some way that could be 
distributed here? 


a I don't have any comment on it, and I'll have to 
check about the provisions of making things like that public. 
Sometimes it is up to the Congressional committee to really 
control distribution of them. 


Q Can we ask why, though, there is no official 
comment or summation on it from here? Can we get a briefing on 
it? 

a You can ask, but I can't help you. 

Q Now, what about the second report also requested 
about hunger in the South African homelands; has that also been 
sent? 


I just don't know. 


Could you check? 
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Can you give us anything on the talks in Miami 
with Costa Rica? 


a I think you've all seen what we stated yesterday, 
and I would simply reiterate that we consider yesterday's 
meeting in-Miami with Assistant Secretary Abrams and Mr. Habib 
with the Costa Ricans a continuation of the normal process of 
consultations between the United States, the Central American 
democracies, and the Contadora nations on ways to obtain a 
comprehensive and lasting resolution to the Central American 
conflict in a manner consistent with the 2l-point Contadora 
Document of Objectives. 


As we stated yesterdi.y, the Government of Costa Rica 
has been developing its ideas about the resolution of the 
Central American conflict and this was an opportunity to 
discuss those ideas. 


Q There was more than the Government of Costa 
Rica. Isn't this a joint proposal by the Costa Ricans and the 
Guatemalans? 


4 I understand that the Costa Ricans had consulted 
with others. Whether you can exactly term it a joint proposal, 
I just can't say. 


Q This is a report that Presidents Duarte and 
Soares are also in Miami this week on private visits. Will Mr. 
Abrams and Habib be meeting with them informally, at least? 


a) Not to my knowledge, and Mr. Abrams has returned 
to Washington. 


Q Will there be any meetings in the next few days 
or so with the UNO representatives ~-- Abrams and Habib? 


4 I just don't know on that. 

Q I struck out on ANC. Let me try on lamb. 
There's some Congressmen who are saying the U.S. is going to 
cut imports of lamb down by about 25 percent. Does the State 
Department have a position on that, or could ywu look into it? 


A I'll have to look into that. Is it lamb in 
general or lamb from a specific country? 


Q All they're saying is all imported lamb. You can 
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throw in Australia and New Zealand, if you want, but I can't 
make it any broader than that. 


A All right. 


Q Now that Secretary Murphy has left from Amman, do 
you have any readout on his meeting there with King Hussein? 


As It's correct that Assistant Secretary Murphy has 
left Jordan and he's now in Jerusalem. He met with the King in 
Jordan and other Jordanian officials, and, in general, we don't 
give reports on those meetings. 


He will be meeting with Prime Minister Shamir today 
and will be seeing other Israeli leaders. 


Q Can you say whether Murphy's discussions with the 
Israelis on this trip will in any way touch upon the Pollard 
case? 


A I think he's just beginning those meetings. And, 
as I said before, we just aren't going to comment on the topics 
of his agenda. 


Q You issued yesterday a lengthy statement about 
the assassination attempt of the ex—President of Lebanon. Can 
you tell us now, do you have any more information about who 
attacked him? 


A We have no further information on this attempted 
assassination of former President of Lebanon, Camille Chamoun. 
I think we had said yesterday that we strongly condemn the 
attack and particularly the evident disregard by those 
responsible for the safety of innocent bystanders. We offered 
our sympathies to the families of those who were killed and we 
congratulate President Chamoun on his escape and hope he will 
soon recover from his injuries. 


It should be clear that continued violence has offered 
no prospects for a solution to Lebanon's political problems. 
We hope this latest incident will help focus the attention of 
the Lebanese on this fact and will move them to increase their 
efforts to re-establish the rule of law in their country. 


Q Can I just go back to the Murphy trip. Do you 
have any comment on the stories that have come out of Jersualem 
today -- I guess this morning -- saying that as a result of the 
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Murphy visit, it's likely that there will be a three-way summit 
between Egypt, Jordan and Israel? 


- No, I have no comment on that. 
Q King Hussein is reported to have said that the 
U.S.-Iran arms deal was “an insult to the Arabs." Did Murphy 


address that? Do you have any comment on it? 
. I don't have any comment on it. 


Q Yesterday, at this briefing, you made a point of 
saying that because the Iran-contra money affair is under 
investigation, under several investigations, you would have no 
comment on when asked whether the State Department has advised 
Brunei to seek a refund from the U.S. and, in fact, would have 
no comment on that matter at all. 


For some reason, the Secretary of State commented on 
it, at I guess about the same time. If asked today, will you 
be able to answer the question of whether the U.S. has asked or 
suggested to Brunei that it seek a refund for the $10 million 
for which the Secretary says the U.S. cannot determine the 
location? 


a I do have something on that, if I can find it. 
Excuse me, I have found it. 


I think your question refers to Secretary Shultz 
speaking on the airplane yesterday about this whole question, 
that the State Department couldn't find what had happened to 
the money. 


The Secretary's account accurately reflects Department 
efforts to track the concerned country's contribution. After 
the country made the decision to donate aid, we checked several 
times with U.S. officials who had suggested the use of a Swiss 
bank account. Each time they reported that the funds had not 
been deposited into the designated account. 


On or about September 26, we also asked the country 
involved and they said that the money was on its way but would 
take some time to reach Switzerland. 


Q So, does that mean that -- I'm sorry, let's let 
her finish, please. 


‘ When the Attorney General announced that a 
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Giversion of funds had taken place in connection with the Iran 
arms sales, we informed the FBI fully about this matter. At 
the same time, we once again consulted with the donor country 
in early December about the status of the donation, informing 
the FBI of our action. 


The donor country then informed us that it had 
irreversibly transferred the money to the designated account on 
August 19, although they did not tell us when the funds would 
have reached the Swiss account. 


In light of this revelation we immediately sought the 
assistance of the Swiss Government to freeze the account and 
all related documents to which the Swiss responded positively. 


The FBI and Department of Justice thereafter have 
pursued a formal request to freeze several accounts and to 
obtain information about them. These requests appear initially 
to have beer successful but the process is still continuing. 


The independent counsel is now in charge of the 
matter. We will continue to cooperate fully with its 
investigation, including providing assistance in seeking the 
cooperation of the Swiss Government. 


Can I follow that for just two specifics? First 
of all, I may have misheard but I thought you said you 
contacted the concerned country on December 26. Is that 
correct? 

a It's not correct. 

Q September. 

ia 1 said September . 

Q September. I'm sorry. Okay, my apologies. And 
the second thing, just out of curiosity, why do you have to 
keep saying the concerned country Why can't you say Brunei? 

I'm just not going to comment on that. 

Q So how do we -— as far as you're concerned, we're 
not supposed to know what country it is that you're telling us 


all this about? 


ca Well, I think that that would denigrate your 
powers of deduction. (Laughter) 
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Q On September 26 you said we called them and they 
said it would take some time for the money to reach the 
account, and then we contacted them in early December they 
said, "Oh, yeah, well, it was deposited August 17?" 


Q August 19. 
A August 19, yeah. 


Q So that doesn't seem to exactly jibe, the two 
different versions of the story? 


A Well, I note that discrepancy in the dates, but I 
think sometimes you ask and sometimes one part of the 
government doesn't know what the other part is doing. 


Q May we ask for a copy of that? 
6 Let me check. 


Q May we have a copy of that statement since it has 
a number of dates and things in it? 


- Yes 


Q Do you have any understanding of why it would 
takes weeks to get there in an era of electronic communication, 
and even in Brunei they do have that and they also have jet 
planes. Was it on a slow boat? (Laughter) 


A I just have nothing on that I'm sorry 


Q The other question is, and this I think goes 
really to the heart of the criticism of the State Department 
which has never really been addressed 


It was stated on background back at the time this 
story broke that Elliott Abrams went to Oliver North to ask 
about where the money should go and Oliver North gave him a 
Swiss bank account number which is presumably the same bank 
account we're talking about. 


Why i° the State Department was soliciting 
humanitarian aid, it simply couldn't have taken the money and 
put it in an account under the State Department's supervision? 
Why did it allow the money to go into an account of which it 
had no control? 


A I just have nothing on that question for you 
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Q Phyllis, could I just have one quick follow, 
because ['m not sure I understood in this back and forth of 
when we asked this unnamed government and when we were informed 
by this government, do we know for a fact, did that money ever 
arrive? I mean, is that also in dispute? 


A Going back -- and I think when you do have a copy 
of this, it will be clearer, and I now see the answer to your 
question, because I said on or about September 26 we asked the 
country involved, and they said that the money was on its way. 
When we went back later, they -- but they didn't know when it 
would arrive. When we went back later, they said they had sent 
it on August -- 


Q Sent it. 
2) ~- sent it on August 19. 


Q And a month and a half later it still hadn't 
arrived? 


A Well, that question I don't think is answered in 
there, because they said they had sent it, but they did not 
tell us when the funds would have reached the Swiss account. 


Q Then Barbara's question, do we know that the 
money ever got anywhere? 


6 I think we're going to have to check on that 
question. 


Q I mean, is this just something that could have 
got lost in the mail? 


6 Well, I hope not. (Lau: hter) 
Q Is it something that —- - 


A Well, I'd like to know that Post Office. 
(Laughter) 


Q Can't we get a -~— I mean, this is really silly. 
Can't we get someone, either Abrams or from his office to come 
more candidly forward on this matter? I mean, we're getting it 
in drips and drabs, and it seems like the State Department is 
really trying to cover up something. I1 don't think that's your 
intention. 
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A Well, I think the disclosure of as much 
information as we have on this factually is in our effort to be 
as open as we can be, and I think that this -- the guidance 


that was prepared should be seen in that manner; that we are 
not trying to hide things, but we're trying to set them out as 
best we can. 


Q No. When I say "cover up,’ it's because the 
impression has been created, I think, on the Hill as well as 
here that the money was solicited under one part of what 
Congress said. That is, the State Department could solicit 
humanitarian aid, but with the clear understanding that the 
money would not go to that purpose. 


fe Well, there's an assumption in there that -- in 
your question that's -- 


Q But that's the impression. 

A -- what happened to the money, and I think we'd 
all agree that we don't know the answer to that. 

Q Phyllis, you talk about the Ambassador of Brunei 
: Q Isn't it true - 

a Excuse me. Let me take one at a time. 

Q Isn't it true that once the solicitation was 


made, as the Secretary said, for humanitarian purposes, that 
the State Department set up no procedures to assure that this 
money in fact went for humanitarian purposes? 


A I think that there is an assumption built in that 
question that there were no procedures, and things like that, 
and I'm just not going to address that. 


Q Let me rephrase it. Were there any procedures? 

A I'm not going to comment on that. 

Q What about the Ambassador of Brunei? He's in the 
building I mean, what -—- whom he's meeting and what -- about 
what? 

” I don't have anything on the activities of the 


Ambassador. 
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Q Okay. Can you tell us what other countries 
donated to the Contras, since now Brunei is the subject? 


A Well, I think if you will review the transcripts, 
that it was clear from all this that this was the only country. 


Q Do you mean no Middle Eastern country donated for 
the Contras? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


If I could just follow up Bernie's point, which I 
think is very well taken, it seems especially urgent for us to 
at least have a crack at talking to Mr. Abrams, because there 
is the Brunei thing and the deposit of money in a Swiss bank 
which is kind of unusual all by itself, and then the 
questionable activities of Ambassadors Corr, Tambs and Ferch, 
all of whom were directly under Mr. Abrams' jurisdiction. You 
weigh all of that against the Secretary of State's denial of 
any knowledge of what was going on, and you begin to wonder 
what's going on within the State Department. So if I could put 
in another pitch for a briefing by Abrams. 


tS) Well, I think everyone here is aware of the 
desire, certainly, and not only of the journalists but of the 
American people to know as much of the interrelationship. But, 
certainly, as we have explained, these questions are under 
investigation, and that we have to cooperate fully with those 
in the first place and then try and get as much out as we can. 
But your concern is noted. 


Q Phyllis, can I follow up on two technical matters 
here? Coming back to your chronology, you said at one point 
toward the end of that statement that you sought the assistance 
of the Swiss Government in freezing the accounts. What was the 
time frame of that seeking, please? 


A This was in -- obvioisly, in November, and I 
don't have a specific date, but it is -- the statement was 
prefaced by the remark that when the Attorney General announced 
that a diversion of funds had taken place, and I think that was 
what -- November 25? 


Q Okay. So just so I understand it. You -- the 
State Department by this statement now was aware that the money 
was destined for a Swiss bank account in advance of Attorney 
General Meese's announcement, but only after Attorney General 
Meese's announcement did the State Department take steps to 
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find out anything about the location of that money or the 
freezing of the accounts, and so on. Is that correct on the 
basis of the chronology that you have in front of you? I'm 
sorry. These things probably will be clear, but we don't have 
a crack at asking you the question until -- 


A Yes. And for some of those things, again I would 
simply stick by what we say. We had, obviously, been in touch 
with the government, but we then sought the assistance of the 
Swiss to freeze, which is very different from knowing, and -- 


Q From facilitating. And prior to the Meese 
announcement you facilitated the transfer by -- 


A No. Those are your words. 

Q Well, I'm trying to get to -- your words were 
that it woulda take some time to reach the Swiss -- 

A Yes. 

Q -~ bank account, so the State Department was 
involved in -—-- helping the money find its way to the Swiss bank 


account in advance of Attorney General Meese's announcement, 
and then immediately afterwards the State Department took 
action to stop -- to freeze that account. 


A We will distribute this then, but I'm simply not 
going to go into the speculation based on this now. 


Q Can you explain why Mr. Meese's press conference 
on November 25 was germane to the issue of Brunei? He made no 
reference to that. He only talked about Iranian payments that 
had been diverted to the Contras. Was this because --~ I mean, 
what -- why is there a connection? Why was it that this is 
what prompted the State Department to take some action? 


A Again, I'm just not going to comment on the 
reasons and the actions and what went into this. As I Say, 
we're going to stick with this statement for today. 


Q Phyllis, do you have some times on the first part 
of your statement where you talk about going back with this 
country and trying to track the money? In the beginning of 
your statement, you talked about trying to track the money. 
What time period are you talking about there, and how many 
times did you check? 
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A Once again, I think that we will stand by the 
statement that we've issued. We said that we made efforts. I 
don't have the details of -- you know, what the phone calls 
contained. 


Q Can you take that question? 


A No. I think that that gets into internal 
workings, anc I -- 


Q Just the times, or when it started? 


rs) I will see, but I'm doubtful that we can be 
nelpful on that. 


Q It was only a couple days ago that Secretary 
Shultz came in here and defended as very strong the 
administrative framework for administration of the humanitarian 
aid and had a rather denigrating comment about North and the 
Swiss accounts. Now it turns out that you were involved with 
this all along. How do you jibe what you've said here today 
with what the Secretary said just a couple of days ago? Do you 
find it's all consistent? 


4 I just can't comment on that question because of 
the built-in assumptions and about coordination and jibing, and 
and I think the Secretary was making the point about the 
Congressionally appropriated funds that were used for 
humanitarian assistance for Nicaragua, and he was defending the 


State Department's handling of that money. And I don't want to 
build in, in any way, that there was a connection of that money 
with any of the other problems connected with the Iran Contra 
fund question. 


Q Phyllis, again in attempt to understand your 
statement without having it before me, it is ~- it seems 
implicit in what you are saying that as far as the State 
Department is concerned, this country did deposit this money in 
some account, there is a cancelled check somewhere, and you 
believe that it actually did go into some account at some 
point. That much you do know, but you cannot -- as far as the 
State Deparment is concerned, you have no verification that it 
actually went there other than the donor country saying it 
went? Right? You have no other verification or knowledge -- 


A But I think you're missing an important point in 
what I said. I was describing our efforts to track the money, 
and what we had done about it. I now said -- then I went on to 
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say that we then sought the cooperation of the Swiss Government 
to freeze that, and the issue is now with the Independent 
Counsel, and that, you know, investigations are proceedings, 
and on that subject we just can't comment. 


Q No, but Shultz said what? He didn't know where 
it was. It disappeared. 


Q Yes. Shultz said he had no knowledge of -- 
Q And you said his account was accurate. 


A I think we're mixing apples and oranges, and what 
-- you know, the Secretary's account, as I repeat, reflects the 
Department's efforts to track the money. It is now being taken 
over by the Independent Counsel, so I am not able to comment on 
where the money is now or what's happened to it, because that 
has been taken over under another investigation. 


What I have tried to give you are the Department's 
efforts up to the point that it was turned over to the 
Independent Counsel. 


Q But as far as you know, the State Department does 
not know -- other than for the donor country's word for it, the 
State Department does not know whether that money ever made it 
anywhere. 


Hl I just can't answer that question, because it 
would imply things that are simply -- that it would be within 
our power to know. 


Q But Shultz said he didn't know, so I assume that 
his -- 


fs Well, 1 think he was referring to another time 
period of that thing, but I'm going to stick by what I said and 
not go into this. 


Q But that we may know now, but you can't talk 
about it? Is that sort of -- there may be more knowledge on 
the part of the State Department at this point, but since it's 
covered by the -- 


a It is covered by the activities of the 
Independent Counsel, and I'm not going to go beyond that. 
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Q In the early part of the statement you said that, 
"We checked several times with U.S. officials who suggested the 


use of the account." Is that White House officials, you mean? 
When you say "U.S. officials," you mean outside the State 
Department. 

A I would assume that that was -- 


Q Yes. And then —- 


fi But, again, the names and the dates and 
activities of that are covered. 


Q Why would -— I don't think it's clear whose -- 
why they would suggest this. I mean, which comes first here, 
the request to Brunei for the aid or the suggestion about where 
to put the money? 


A I'm not going to get into -- I just can't get 
into that. 


Q Phyllis, just out of curiosity, I have to ask 
this. Can we assume now as a result of the discussion that 
we've had here today that yesterday's statement that none of 
this could be commented on at all because it was under 
investigation is no longer operative? 


A No. That isn't. Again, the purpose of this 
answer to a question today is to give what the State Department 
did up until the time that it was turned over to the 
Independent Counsel. But the general umbrella put over our 
comments about the whole thing stands. 


Q Phyllis, there still remains, if you go this far 
to talk about some of the details up until the Independent 
Counsel got involved and after the freezing -—- up to the point 


of the freezing of the funds, and Bernie's question still 
stands, and I think it's a key one. Why did Elliott Abrams go 
to Ollie North or go to the White House looking for an account 
when it was State Department business and humanitarian aid? 
And that -- the answer to that question will clear up or could 
clear up some of the innuendo. Can we not get an answer to 
that question? 





A I just can't comment on that. I have nothing for 
you. 


) Could you clear up something -- 
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Has the Inspector General -- 

-~- in the last part of that statement? 

Wait a minute. 

-— something in the last part of that statement? 
Could you tell us exactly where the process is right now in 
freeing up the accounts? Is one of them open? Are any of them 


open? Where are they in that process? 


A Again, that is now under the authority of the 
Independent Counsel, and I just can't comment on it. 


Q You don't know if anybody -- 
A I don't know. 


Q -- has seen the detailed accounts, any of them at 
all? 


4 You would have to address those questions to the 
Independent Counsel. 


Q Just for the record here, the Secretary of State 


said on the airplane, "It is a mystery just what happened to 
that money, and I don't believe we in the State Department can 
say." It sounds to me like he doesn't know. 


A But, again, I think with the statement what we 
were trying to do was to talk about our effort —-- 


Q The period before -- 
A ~- to find out before. 


Has the Inspector General of the State Department 
been asked to look into this? 


A I don't know. 


Have Assistant Secretary Abrams' files concerning 
this matter, his contacts with the donor country, and so on, 
been turned over to the -- either the special prosecutor or the 
FBI or Capitol Hill? 
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A I think that all that was addressed by Chuck 
early on, and when he talked about the Department's cooperation 
with both the Independent Counsel and the relative 
Congressional committees. 


Q At the time he said they would. Can you tell us 
whether Abrams has been interviewed on this subject by any of 
the people I mentioned a moment ago? 


A I just have nothing on that. 
Q Could you take that question? 
A I don't think so. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Daily Press Briefing January 8, 1987 


REPORT TO CONGRESS ON ANC 





Will the State Department release copies of its report to the 
Congress On the influence of the South African Communist Party 
‘on the African National Congress? 

IN RESPONSE TO THE FIRST QUESTION, THE REPORT YOU MENTION, AS 
WELL AS ALL OTHER REPORTS ISSUED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 
COMPREHENSIVE ANTI-APARTHEID ACT OF 1986, WILL BE TRANSMITTED 
TO THE CONGRESS AS REQUIRED BY THE ACT. THE DEPARTMENT OF 


STATE WILL NOT RELEASE THOSE REPORTS TO THE PUBLIC. 


Will the Department have any official comment on the report? 


THE REPORT WAS PREPARED BY THE STATE DEPARTMENT, AND WE WILL 


NOT ISSUE ANY FURTHER COMMENT ON IT. WE WILL LET THE REPORT 


STAND ON ITS OWN. 











THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


The Briefing Room 


January 9, 1987 


9:31 A.M. EST 


MR. BRASHEAR: He is ON BACKGROUND, 
GREE to the President, for your information only. 


Q Will you have a noon briefing? 
MR. BRASHEAR: No, there will be no noon briefing. 
Q Aren't you trying to make 2000? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ON BACKGROUND. The 
material that's being handed to you now is the memo that was 
discussed on a background basis last night as well as a copy of the 
finding of January 17, 1986. They both appear in the report and, as 
Rusty attempted to make clear in his discussion, the reason we are 
talking about these now is that we know that these were in the 
report. We saw a copy of a page of the report containing this memo 
that you're looking at now. 


All the other memos that are alleged to be in the report 
are just that -- they are alleged to be in the report. When those 
things come out we will comment, I believe, on what is in the report. 


Q You know that. 


Q Considering that the White House has had its 
representatives as part of the group of State Department and other 
representatives who went over this report with a fine-tooth comb to 
Sanitize it, how can you say that you only know that some things are 
alleged to be in it? It seems to me that you would know in exact , 
detail precisely what's in it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me deal a little bit 
with.that because that does raise a question that has been 
misconstrued I think quite a bit here. There was a group of 
approximately 13 experts from the various agencies of the United 
States government who were invited down to meet with the staff of the 
committee and to look at a version of the report for purposes of 
declassification. And that group, by consensus, took out -=- or 
recommended taking out those portions -- in most cases, just names of 
people, sources and methods information, embarrassing references tc 
other countries that have not hitherto been involved in this matter 
im any way -- the minimum number of changes that could possibly be 
made in order to preserve sources and methods, protect sources and 
methods, and to avoid embarrassment to our foreign relations. 


Those were very minor changes that were made in the 
course of that. We expected that it would be called a sanitization 
Or something like that. It was, in fact, simply the normal process 
of declassifying information. 

And now if -- yes. 

Q Excuse me -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't know after that 
what the committee did with the report. All we know is that the 


MORE 





information that we saw in that draft which we thought had to produce 
-- had to be taken out in order to produce a declassified version was 
going to be taken out if they wanted a declassified version. We 
don't know what they then further took out of the report because a 
lot of editing was done after that. 


So we don't know what is in the report right now. 


Q So how do you know chat this stuff was in there 
then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because I was shown last 
night a copy of the report by someone from NBC that showed the memo 
that has been released to you. And, therefore, we know what's in the 
report. 


Q You weren't shown the other memos in that report? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I was shown a page 
from the committee report. 


Q And it would be embarrassing to other countries and 
our diplomacy if you commented on those c er memos even though you 
don't know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't comment on 
things that I don't know are in the public -- 


Q How about the five pages -- 
Q But you know they exist, don't you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, sure. To the 
extent that I have seen these things before, I know they exist, of 
course. 


Q So you're implying it would embarrass other 
countries and/or our relations if you commented on the documents even 
though you don't know if they're in the report. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you've 
completely misunderstood what I said. Let's go back and let me try 
once more on the subject of classification and declassification. 


We saw a copy of the report that -- 
Q That's not my guestion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We saw a copy of the 
report. The people from the White House -- there were two from the 
White House and approximately 11 from other agencies, all at the 
working level -- went through the report and recommended taking out 
names of countries that had not previously been implicated, the names 
of individuals who would reflect sources and methods, things of that 
kind. That essentially is the nature of the declassification review. 


I am not saying at all that I won't comment on memos 
today that I don't know are in the report because of any 
embarrassment to our foreign relations. And when the report is 
released, which I earnestly hope it will be, we will attempt, as I 
said before, to comment on all information that is in the report in 
an orderly way. But we do not want to assume that certain things are 
in the report and comment on memos and commentary in the report that 
we don't know to be there. 


Q But if the President is so interested in all the 
facts being put before the American people why is it such a crucial 
Criterion whether or not a piece of information is in the final 
Senate committee report. Since you know the information was presented 
to the committee, why is it not a proper part of the body of 
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information that the President wants put before the American people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I guess I'd call 
it an epistemological problem. And that is that there is a certain 
amount of information that you can deal with at any given time. The 
report is the best compilation of all this information that we are 
likely to have for a long time. When that report is made public, 
then we can all know that we are commenting on something that has put 
into a context all of the various memoranda, communications, 
testimony of various kinds. Then we can comment on it in that 
context. 


It happens, however, that we know that this particular 
memo that you have before you was released as part of the report. 
Apparently, it was retyped and put into the report in full. We would 
be willing to comment on it because of that. That's all. But wher 
the other things are in the report, when we know what the report says 
beyond that, we'll be happy to make further comment. 


Yes, Helen. 


Q You said that all this was simply to avoid a little 
embarrassment, minor changes. Were five pages taken out of the 
report at your behest because it dealt with Bush and the Israelis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The five pages, which I 
guess have now have been disclosed at least in some newspaper report . 
I saw this morning -- I'm not even sure it was five pages. I think 
it was less than that. But whatever it was, this was not information 
of any significance. As I understand it, it appeared in the report 
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in a context in which it cidn't seea to make sease to go on for so 
many pages about a relatively insignificant briefing of the Vice 
President. I don't think we would have had any objection if it had 
stayed in the report if it come -- I! understand the Vice President's 
office would like it to come out. ‘££ the people from the Hill have 
released that portion, as they appear to, it seems to me that if it 
leaked -- that would be fine. 


Q So you did not ask that it be removed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well I don't want to say 
that we didn't ask because as I understand the situation, the people 
who are reviewing it -- this group of 13 people looked at the -- 
where this was put in the report and they said, now what -- why is 
this here. This doesn't seem to add anything. 


Q Why is it here -- he's talking about arms deals. 
That's why it was there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You see, Helen, that's 
one of the problems. You'll have to see the whole report. The 
report deals with arms deals. I mean it's not as though this is any 
significant element of the report. The report goes through -- as I 
understand what little I do about the report -- it goes through a 
discussion of arms deals. 


Q So it wasn't to avoid embarrassment to Bush? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, of course not. And 
Bush would be delighted as I am told to have that put out. 


Q When we were told by Larry a number of days ago that 
the White House was able to look at the report -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. That's exactly 
right. 


Q lias anyone from the White House -- you or anyone 
else read it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. 
Q Sat down and read it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The people who were 
there from my staff -- there were two, plus approximately 11 people 
from other agencies read the report for the purpose of 
declassification. Now, when you do that you are not reading for 
Substance and to the extent that they were allowed to take notes. A 
member of the committee staff came in and said, I don't want any 
notes taken out of here. Tear up your notes. All the notes were 
collected and notes were torn up and thrown away. So, we have 
nothing but memories -- recollections, memories of remembrances of 
things past about that report. 


Q Let me ask you a question about the legal issue -- a 
hypothetical question about tlie legal issue of Presidential approval 
Or non-approval -- prior approval of Israeli shipments. Under the 


law, what would be che difference between a President acquiescing and 
then a President disagreeing but deciding not to make an issue of it 
because it would expose some channels? What would be the difference 
between those two approaches, legally? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wanted you to ask the 
full question, Andrea, but I will say now what I'm going to be saying 
in response to all of these questions and that is, that is not what 
we're going to be discussing at today's briefing and I don't want to 
get into that issue. That in general is going to be an issue for the 
Justice Department to address. But, I would like to talk, if I can, 
about the things that have been handed out to you. 
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Q Can you just say that the difference in the approach 
-- can you say whether or not the White House pressured Ollie North 
to change his story on that subject because of legal concerns? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to talk 
about that. But, in general you will find that an awful lot of 
information is not going to be available until Ollie North and John 
Poindexter testify about this subject. And I'm not going to 
speculate about whether anyone pressured anybody else about 
something. 


Q No, I'm just asking you as the person who at that 
point was in change. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In charge? 
Q Of some of the legal questions. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At what point? 


Q November 17th, 18th, 19th, 20th. Did anyone 
pressure North to change his story for legal reasons about the prior 
approval. I'm not talking about Contras. I'm talking about the Iran 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are so many 
assumptions in you. question. I've already said we're not going to 
answer it. But, I would just point out to you that there -- among 
the assumptions in your question is that 
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North was doing something on the 17th, 18th, or 19th that anybody 
knew about. 


Q He's writing a chronology. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Arguably, yes. But 
we're not going to get into those questions, and there's no -- 
really, I don’t want -- I don't think there's any point in debating 
that kind of thing, that's just the rankest kind of speculation. 

Most -- I would assume that most of the people didn't know what Ollie 
-- Oliver North was doing on the 17th, 18th and 19th. 


Q He was writing a chronology for people in the White 
House. We've been told that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have been told that 
he was writing a chronology? 


Q We've been told -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But have you been told 
that people in the White House were aware that he was writing a 
chronology? 


Q I believe so. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know that. 
But -- 


Q What do you think about what Poindexter said about 
you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I went back to the 
Situation with the Supreme Court, and I thought to myself, golly, at 
least in some respects I was able to keep a secret. But I suppose 
John Poindexter's standards are even higher. 


Q On the documents you've handed out -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q -- could you explain to us in the context of the 
insistence time and time again that the important thing is that this 
document from the Senate shows the President knew nothing of the 
Contra diversion, how it is you could want something out that would 
so starkly portray this White House as being totally incompetent in 
the foretgn policy arena? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter.) I think 
that raises the questions that we want to talk about. (Laughter.) 


Q I think so. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's en adequate way 
of starting. 


Q -- question -- dealt with -- the President's 
continual insistence that arms were not sold for hostages -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q -- when this document appears to make quite clear 
that that in fact was the case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good. I'm glad we are 
into that question. So let's get started on the documents 
themselves. And what you should have before you is a memo to the 
President, January 17th, 1986 from John Poindexter, and the finding 
that was attached to, or related to that memo. 
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I want to point out at the beginning of the note, at the 
end that appears in your version, it says the President was briefed 
verbally from this paper, the Vice President, Don Regan and Don 
Fortier were present, initials "J.P." -- 


Q That's not in the report. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It may not be. I don't 
know. But since we weren't exactly sure whether they were able to -- 
whether they commented on this, we thought we better leave it in 
there. What this means is that the President never saw this actual 
memo, but as far as we are aware, the substance of it was conveyed to 
him. 


Okay, I'd like to -- 

Q What is the "R.R.” above that? 

Q Could you explain his initials, then? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The "R.R.” is 
Poindexter. You see, it says "R.R. per J.P." And apparently, that 
is Poindexter -- and I have to speculate a little here -- that is 
Poindexter saying that the President approved -- putting the 
President's initials in that box, the President apparently approved 
Orally. 

Q Is that common for people to sign for the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea. This is 
the first of such memos that I've seen. 


Q Does the President agree that he approved? 
SENIOR ADMINITRATION OFFICIAL: That he -- 
Q Approved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't talked to the 
President about this. 


Q Why haven't you? 


Q It is the President's signature on the finding, 
isn't it, so that that's quite apparent he approved it? 


~ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. ‘There's no 
doubt the President signed the finding. That's right. We just don't 
know how much of the memo that the President saw. 


Q Why didn't the President read the entire meno and 
initial it himself? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask 
Poindexter that. I don't know why it was -- why the choice was made 
to brief the President orally. 

Q How do you know he didn't -- 


Q Could we get to the sentence that begins -- if all 
of the hostages are not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- released after the first shipment of 1,000 
weapons -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, let's -- 
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Q -- further transfers would cease -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Let's get -- 
Q -- why was that process not followed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's get to the memo, 
because let's -- instead of doing what happened last night, and that 
is taking a sentence out of the memo, let's get to the memo as a 
whole. And I think it is important first of all to state what I 
think is probably the context here, the issue. And the issue, I 
think, is what the President knew about what the policy was here -- 
what he knew or understood, what was conveyed to him in the way of 
information concerning what the policy was. Because eventually, you 
all will want to talk about what the President subsequently said 
about what the policy was, and there's been a lot of commentary about 
discrepancies between what might be here and what the President said. 


In any event, the issue, as I see it, is what the 
President knew or understood, what was being conveyed to him in the 
way of information. We see that in this memo. The memo 
demonstrates, it seems . me, that hostages and arms relationship, 
that business of talking about hostages and arms together in relation 
to one-another, was part, as the memo makes very clear, of the larger 
picture that the President has always talked about. 


And finally, the existence of this memo is important to 
make clear that the strategic aspects of the exchange, the things 
that the President has emphasized as being his purpose in approving 
this, this whole program, was not, as some have speculated, a cover 
story. It is -- it would defy imagination that you would create a 
top secret document talking about all this stuff in the hope that, or 
in the expectation that one way it will be released to the press. 
That just doesn't happen. The -- in fact, the much more likely, and 
in fact, almost the certain hypothesis is that the President was 
advised that what the policy was that he was going to be asked to 
approve was as stated in this memorandum. 


Now if I can turn to that, let's try to go through it. I 
would like to -- 


Q It doesn't -- 


Q How did he respond to reports that have quoted -- 
documents? As I recall, originally the CIA document -- memorandum to 
the President suggested in essence, an arms-for-hostages swap, and 
suggesting that in the event the details were to come out, that it be 
excused on the basis that it was -- it would be claimed that it was 
an attempt to contact -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you no doubt know, 
people in this government, as everywhere else, are permitted to 
speculate to themselves or their files or their subordinates or their 
superiors about what will happen under certain circumstances. That 
-- I don't know what memo you are referring to, but my point here is 
that the President did not believe that this was a cover story, could 
not be expected to believe that it was a cover story when before the 
operation began, he's being told what the strategic considerations 
were, why it was being advanced, and the program is being explained 
to him in exactly the terms that he reported to the American people. 


Now, if someone else somewhere says, well, I think we can 
deal with this by calling it this or that, that doesn't strike me as 
being in demonstration even a good circumstantial demonstration of 
the fact that that is what occurred. 


Q Well, it hardly taxes credibility to believe that a 
skillful bureaucrat like Admiral Poindexter would provide the 
President with a cover story, an excuse, a rationale, if you will, to 
put a better face on it, for getting the hostages out. 


MORE 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That goes to the 
question, ] think, of what was in Admiral Poindexter's mind. It 
doesn't go to the question of what was in the President's mind, 
which, as ) say, is the central issue here. 


Q How can you be certain what the President was told? 
I mean, isn't it possible that this would explain to him veibally as 
Strictly an arms-for-hostage deal? I mean, you say yourself we don't 
know that he saw the memo or read the memo. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. I cannot 
say how it was explained to him verbally because obviously I was not 
there. All we know is what's in this. It could -- indeed, another 
hypothesis is that he was never told about arms for hostages, that 
the other aspects of this were described to him. All we do know is 
when the President has spoken about the subject, he has spoken about 
it essentially in terms of what we see in this memorandum. And 
that's the significant point. 


Frank. 


Q Are there notes of the verbal explanation of this 
memo? Was there a notetaker present? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Are -- have you talked to the President yourself 
about this exchange -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to deal -- 
I don't want to talk about the discussions I've had with the 
President about this. Not to say that there have been many or few. 
I just don't think it's appropriate at this time to talk about that. 


Q One other -- related to this document, there have 
been reports that there was an earlier finding dated the 6th that 
explicitly referred to Israel in the finding. Can you tell us, was 
there another finding -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was an earlier 


finding. I will talk about that because it is reiéted to this. As 
far as we can see, it was a draft of this document. 
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There was a very Minor change between the draft of the 6th and this 
document. That change did not refer to Israel. 


Q Didn't the President sign the 6th? 
Q What was the change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The change was to add in 
the words “and third parties” in the second line of the indented 
first paragraph. 


Didn't the President sign the thing on the 6th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President did sign a 
document on the 6th. No, let me amend that and say the President 
signed a finding dated January 6th. When he signed it, we do not 
know. We also do not know the circumstances of his signing it. One 
hypothesis is simply that it was circulated at the meeting on the 
7th. There was an NSPG meeting on the 7th when this whole issue was 
discussed. It was circulated at that meeting and discussed at that 
meeting. But you'll have to go back and look at the full report. I 
don't want to go beyond that. But, I will just respond to the 
question to talk about the January 17th finding just to say that it's 
very obvious that the January 6th finding was a draft of the 17th 
finding. The only difference was the insertion of those three words, 
"and third parties”. 


Q The only difference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The only difference. 
The only difference. 


Q So, for the 10 days between January 7th and January 
17th no one -- there was no meeting at which top officials saw the 
final -- proposed final draft of the finding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to go into 
that. Not to say that I know the answer or I don't know the answer 
to that. I don't want to get beyond the ground rules that we have 
established for this. I just want to say that this finding of the 
17th appears to have been the final version of what was distributed 
to and signed by the President on the 6th. 


Q May I ask you, if this was an overall strategy -- 
the President thinking of our strategic interests -- Persian Gulf and 
so forth -- why was it necessary to cut out Congress, cut out Shultz, 


cut out Weinberger if this was not arms for hostages? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That -- I'm glad you 
raised that question, Helen, because that brings us right back to the 
memo. There is a description of the purposes in the memo. I think 
we can assume that since that description matches very much with what 
the President has said about the subject, that the two were 
discussed. And that that issue was brought to his attention. Let's 


Q Why were they cut out? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It says so right in the 
memo. Let's try to get to that. Let me just -- let's go through the 
memo and mayve that will stimulate some questions since you're all so 
reticent. The first -- if we look at the first -- 

Q We're up a creek here for a month. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The first paragraph 
notes that Prime Minister Perez of Israel dispatched a special 
adviser on terrorism to propose a plan by which Israel, with limited 
assistance from the United States, can create conditions to help 
bring about a more moderate government in Iran. 
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Q Was that Mr. Nir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
speculate on that. I don't know for sure. I think he's the only 
person who held that title, but I don't know. The -- in any event, 
the -- apparently, an Israeli initiative, a plan to bring about a 
more moderate government in Iran. 


Second paragraph begins, "The Israeli plan is premised on 
the assumption that moderate elements in Iran can come to power if 
these factions demonstrate their credibility in defending Iran 
against Iraq and in deterring Soviet intervention." More on the same 
strategic line going down through the paragraph -- 


Q If I could stop you there. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q To achieve the strategic goal, the Israelis are 
prepared to unilaterally commence selling military materiel -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- when, in fact, they had been doing so not only 
through the past year, but we know now, through the previous 
administration, even as our hostages were held there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right, right. I don't 
want to confirm that, but there have certainly been a lot of 
newspaper reports to the effect that the Israelis had been selling. 
I want to point out to you that the memo does not tell the President 
that. The memo says the israelis are now prepared. 


Q Didn't he know? 
Q But did he approve it after the fact -- 
Q He knew it as of September. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You are all speculating 
about what has happened. 


Q No, we've b2en told. 


Q He gets intelligence briefings every day. Did he 
not know that this was happening? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I can tell you right 
now is that there have been a lot of newspaper reports about the fact 
that the Israelis were sending arms to Iran and the President, as was 
pointed out here, the President is not told that here. He is told 
that the Israelis are willing to commence some sort of program of 
doing that. 


Q Not only from newspaper reports, but the case of 
case of -- in New York, the whole -- which is a subject of U.S. 
District Court proceeding. FBI tapes going back to 1980 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not denying it and 
I'm not saying there isn't evidence for it. I'm just suggesting -- 


Q -- you say that Mr. Poindexter here at least is 
misleading the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I won't make any 
characterization about what happened here. 


Q Is the President this easily misled? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we ought to go 
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further down in the memo. Let's proceed through it. 
Q It's a serious question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 
anyone is going to ask -- should expect me to comment on a question 
like, “Is the President so easily misled?" 


Q It is a legitimate question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, you may raise a 
legitimate question. All I'm saying is that a person -- all I'm 
suggesting to you is v.hat this is the information that we know, at 
least it's the closest thing we can come to the information that we 
know was provided to the President in a meeting about a year ago. 


Q -- previous communication? 


Q Can you tell us whether you've asked the President 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I cannot -ell you. 
I will not tell you whether I've asked the President because I don't 
want to comment on meetings with the President and things of that 
nature. 


Q -- indication here is that we -- 
Q -- September shipment -- 


Q I thought, and I thought it's been confirmed in this 
briefing room that in late 1985, the Israelis sent weapons to Iran 
and at some point, according to a spokesman here, this was approved 
after the fact by the President -- there is some conflict as to 
precisely when -- but that it was approved after the fact, and I 
think most recollection, prior to his finding. So I mean isn't that 
fact that has been confirmed here by White House officials? 


Q That's what Larry's been saying. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't went to get into 
that question. I'm just responding basically to the question here, 
and that is, how do you reconcile the fact that it says this about 
this subject here and the fact that the Israelis had already been 
shipping arms? 


Q But the Israelis -- 


_ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I'm saying is that 
this is what is in the memorandum. That's all we know the President 
was told at this time. It doesn't say anything more. 


Q If you want us to believe this memo was not a cover 
story and represents the true facts and knowledge, how can we do that 
if there are such apparent inconsistencies that you won't comment 
about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, my commenting on 
them will not resolve apparent inconsistencies. 


Q So part of this may be a cover story and part of it 
may not be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't suggest that any 
of it is. It's absolutely an unbelievable hypothesis that someone 
would create a top secret code word document for the purpose of 
concocting a cover story. 


Q Can I ask a point about this sentence? 
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Q To resell his -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exactly. It's a novel. 


Q Could I ask a point about that sentence? When it 
talks about commencing selling military materiel, it cites 
"Western-oriented Iranian factions.” Is there any indication that 
the Israelis were, in fact, changing their policy to sell to somebody 
different in Iran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gee, I really have no 
information to comment on that. 


Q And can you deal with the Israeli strong denial of 
this premise -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q -- that it was Israeli initiated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can't. All I can deal 
with is what is in the memo, what was told to the President if this 
memo was faithfully reported by John Poindexter to the President at 
this time. This is the information you see here that is in the memo. 
The other questions about what others are saying about it, I can't 
resolve those issues. 


Q What boggles the mind about this particular 
sentence, though, is that in addition to reports that previous 
shipments were authorized either beforehand or after the fact, in 
addition to that, the President supposedly had a communication from a 
head of state who has been identified as the Prime Minister of Israel 
prior to this briefing on the shipments that had been taking place. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe so. 
Q How could Poindexter with a straight face -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, wait a minute. 
Let's go -- all right, let's return then to the sentence and suggest 
the possibility that the sentence does -- is mistakenly -- does not 
go back further and talk about the history of this thing. If, I 
Suppose, the writer of the memo had thought it would be important for 
the history of all of this to be reviewed in this paragraph, then 
presumably, he would have reviewed it. He didn't at the time think 
the history of this was particularly significant so he may have 
short-cutted that and not told the President the history of the whole 
thing. 

It is now an issue for some people here, but the point is 
that the writer of the memo is trying to convey to the President the 
fact that the Israeli -- apparently, the fact that the Israelis have 
proposed a way of achieving some sort of strategic opening to Iran. 


Q One of the most important issues in the coverup is 
the allegation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The what? 


Q Of the -- what this does not report about is that 
the President was not told that the Israelis had been shipping for an 
extensive period of time, that the President was deceived by Mr. 
Poindexter, and that that's the whole point, and that this memorandum 
of the stateme:t right here apparently confirms the fact that Mr. 
PoindexLer was seeking to deceive the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't say that it 
confirms anything of the kind. It only says -- it only says what it 
says. I don't see how you can conclude that anyone was trying to 
deceive anyone until you hear the man's testimony. I'm only pointing 
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out to you that this is what the memo actually says. It does not 
recite any history in the past. And we're going back again to what 
the President knew and what we are talking about is what the 
President knew from this memo. 


We do know now that there was at least a memo prepared 
with which the President would be briefed. And that memo does not go 
into the history of this. It just says that the Israelis have 
proposed this new way -- doesn't even say new -~- excuse me -- it says 
the Israelis are now prepared unilaterally to commence selling 
military materiel to Western-oriented Iranian factions. 


There are all sorts of facts in there that could, in 
fact, be new -- Western-oriented Iranian factions and things like 
that. I don't -- I can't speculate on that. All I can say, however, 
all I am saying is that this is the -- these are the facts that were 
given to the President. 


Q Did the President have a similar memorandum when he 
signed the original finding on January 7th? And if not, why was this 
prepared 10 days later? He'd already authorized this kind of a plan 
or policy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Now why a memorandum 10 days later to explain what 
it was you're doing, Mr. President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know, 
except to say that it is customary when a finding is presented to the 
President -- and I can't say that from my own experience because 
those things do not get exhibited to White House counsel -- but I am 
told that when a finding goes to the President there is a memo which 
covers that finding. But in answer to anc er question before, I 
said I do not know whether, in fact, the F cident normally reads 
that memo or whether he's briefed from it. 


In any event -- 
Q But is there -- 


Q Was there a similar nemo accompanying the earlier 
Finding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we weren't -- we 
have been unable to find a similar memo accompanying the earlier 
finding. 

Q But you just said it is customary to provide a 
memorandum to explain -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The hypothesis that I 
Outlined before is that the earlier one, the January 6th one, was a 
draft prepared for a discussion that was held on January 7th. 


Q Well, did the President sign that one you said 
earlier -- 


Q -- sign the earlier one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He signed the earlier 
one. 


Q Did he at that point request further clarification? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It may well have been -- 
it may well have been that he thought that he had -- there was a full 
debate about this subject, apparently, on January 7. And at that 
time, he probably decided that he was going to -- 
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Q Was this January 6th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- he was going to 
assign it. I'm sorry? 


Q He signed it on January 6th, even though the full 
debate didn't happen until a day later? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't sign it on 
January 6th, it is dated January 6th. We don't know when he signed 
it, actually. 


Q If I can just follow this -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- so the President obviously knew what the 
Israelies were doing on January 6th when he signed it, that this was 
part and partial to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The January 17 memo may 
well have been just a reprise of the discussion that occurred on -- 
probably on January 7th. 


Q Just exactly to what extent was the January 7th 
procedure a reprise of things the President had agreed to verbally or 
otherwise in the prior years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really have no idea. 


Q Do you have any idea why these two discussions took 
place 19 days apart? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. But I think at the 
end of the memo, on page three of the memo, you can see that there is 
a reference to the fact that "you've discussed the general outlines 
of the Israeli plan with Secretary Shultz and Weinberger, Attorney 
General Meese and Director Casey.” 
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So that probably was the meeting of January 7 where, probably, the 
draft of the finding that is dated January 6 was probably circulated. 
This -- the Israeli plan is what we're talking about in this memo. 


Now, if I could just continue through this, because it is 
very important that we try -- and I supposed we are going to run out 
cf time soon -~ let me just go through the memo to try to point out 
the significant elements in it and get down to the question that 
raised my discussion of the memo in the first place. 


We're going through this -- the first -- the second 
paragraph -- we talked about the Israeli plan and what its premises 
were. And then there's some realpolitik kind of analysis of it in 
the rest of that paragraph. There's some legal questions which we 
can address later. They're not relevant right now to getting a sense 
of what the memo is about. Then, it gets in the -- what looks like 
-- well, the third paragraph on page two of what you've got -- the 
Israelis are also sensitive to a strong U.S. desire to free our 
Beirut hostages -- talks about that -- have insisted that the 
Iranians demonstrate both influence and good intent by an early 
release of the five Americans. Apparently, the Israelis, according 
to this, were the ones who were conducting the discussions with the 
Iranians, it would seem. Both sides have agreed that the hostages 
will be immediately released -- 


Q Both sides? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Upon -- both sides 
being, apparently, the Iranians and the Israelis. Both sides have 
agreed -- at least that's how I read the context here. The -- both 
sides have agreed that the hostages will be immediately released upon 


commencement of this action. That's a very -- that's also a very 
important sentence. I would suggest to you that what it -- that says 
to the President is that it is a precondition of the action -- that 


is the opening of the channel to Iran, the formation of a 
relationship with the Iranian moderates or the faction of Iranian -- 


Q Who are they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea who they 
are, but the President was told that there was such a group with whom 
relations could be established. It was a precondition of the 
establishment of that relationship, that the hostages be released 
upon the commencement of this action. Prime Minister Peres -- 


Q Surely, that referred to the arms not to the larger 
strategic -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, because as you see 
later on, in exactly the context we were talking about before, there 
are to be 4,000 TOWs sent. But if the hostages are not released, the 
President is told, after the first 1,000 are sent, then the action 
does not proceed. The action that is being referred to in this 
sentence is the opening of strategic relationship with Iran. The 
precondition is this issue. 


Q -- transcript -- 


Q -- it does not say actions. It's "further 
transfers” which -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Further transfers would 
not proceed -- 


Q -- transfer of arms -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right -- that we 
would not transfer further arms to them. But if the hostages were 
released all at once, as was apparently suggested here, then we would 
continue to ship arms to them because because the action was -- 
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the action here that is referred to is the opening of the 
relationship with the moderate groups in Iran and the influence of 
the Iranian government in a more moderate direction. 


Q That's an interpretation. 


Q -- relationship established if not by the shipment 
of arms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How is the -- 


Q How is that opening of a relationship established 
except by shipment of arms? Do we send them a certificate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No -- that is right, and 
that is what the President has said from tue beginning. The 
President has said -- 


Q So the shipment of 1,000 arms -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has said 
that the Iranians were looking for some demonstration of good faith 
on our part. We said to them, you have been -- you have supported 
international terrorism in the past. What we want -- and I'm -- this 
is what I'm suggesting is what the President has said -- what we want 
is for you to demonstrate to us that you no longer support terrorism 
and the way to do that is to use your influence to get the hostages 
in Lebanon released. 


Q Released upon commencement of this action. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q So the action then is the shipment of 1,000 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the action is -- the 
commencement of this action -- it is not -- unless you're saying it 
is the time the plane is wheels up. It is -- 


Q What else is there that the Iranians have to look at 
except the arrival of weapons? What other indication of our good 
faith is there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be continuing 
discussions between the Iranians and U.S. officials. 


~ Q And three more shipments. I mean this is a 
distinction without a difference. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the distinction 
is very clear and I think there is a difference. And I think the -- 
actually, I don't want to argue about the question of whether there 
was an exchange of arms for hostages because -- 


Q Oh, you don't? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, because the -- 
Q Why are you here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm here just to 
demonstrate that what happened here was what the President said in 
his statements would happen, and that is that we would make shipments 
of arms and the Iranians, for their part, would use their influence 
to achieve a release of our hostages. And that was all part of a 
much more -- a much broader -- 


Q It says the shipment of arms will cease if the 
hostages are not all released. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION UFFICIAL: That's correct. 
Q But there had already been -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I just finish that 
sentence? This is all part of a much broader context in which we are 
opening a relationship with the Iranian government which is intended 
to support, strengthen the moderate group within the Iranian 
government. That is what the President has said from the beginning. 
That is laid out very clearly on page one of the memo. And on page 
two of the memo, they start talking about one aspect of this which is 
this mutual demonstration of good faith -- our shipping the arms, 
their getting the hostages out. If, in fact, the hostages do not 
come out, then we would not ship the arms. But if the hostages did 
come out, then we would continue with this opening to the Iranian 
moderates because their good faith would have been demonstrated. 


Q But voy this time there had already been two 
shipments -- 


Q Can you explain the last paragraph then? 


Q -- and the hostages hadn't come out. So by the very 
criterion laid out in this memo, the process should have already 
ended before it was ever presented to the President. I mean the 
people presenting this argument knew that the standard they were 
setting had already failed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think that this 
would be an excellent reason 
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for all of you to see the full report. And when you see the full 
report and the facts that are laid out in there, you will be able to 
make a better judgment of who knew what when, and the relationship 
between some of the earlier shipments and what happened after the 
January 17th finding. 


Now it is very hard for me even to -- I can't speculate 
on all that stuff, but I think you have to see it in a context, and 
then maybe we can try to answer some questions about it. 


Q While you're on that subject -- 
Q -- about the -- 


Q This memorandum make fairly clear that the strategic 
reasons the President has given in his public statements were 
included in the original decision. But it also seems to make clear 
that there were in fact within the context of that strategic thinking 
an arms-for-hostages link that just jumps off the paper. And the 
President has denied that there was any link between the selling of 
arms and the release of the hostages. How do you reconcile that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's 
statements on the subject do not -- say simply that hostages -- we 
were interested in getting the hostages out, that we had asked the 
Iranians to -- and that is substantiated here -- the Iranians to use 
their influence with the people we thought were the captors of the 
hostages, the Hizballah, and that, as our demonstration of our 
interest in establishing a relationship with this moderate group, we 
would commence the shipment of arms. 


Q But within the context of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's all the President 
has said. And that is -- you can take the shorthand language that is 
used here and you can interpret it any way you want. I can't affect 
your interpretation except to say that there is a context in which 
this occurs and I think it is very clear that what is being told to 
the President here is exactly what the President believed when he 
made his statements, and that is that this was part of a much larger 
process. What occurre’? afterward, which there will be a lot of 
speculation about, I can't really talk about because I haven't seen 
how the report lays this out. I don't even know all the facts about 
that. 


Q Are you saying then that there was no 
arms-for-hostages link? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to say 
that there is an arms-for-hostages link. I'm going to say what this 
memo says and what the President said, and that is that we are -- we 
would be willing to send arms to Iran. The Iranians have suggested 
to us that they are no longer interested in terrorism, that this 
moderate faction we were dealing with would have influence -- 
possible influence for the release of our hostages. If we're dealing 
with the right people they should be willing to use that influence 
and get the release of the hostages. 


Q -- clear that there was this direct link? Is it not 
clear from this memorandum that there was a direct link in fact 
between the sale of arms and the release of the hostages -- or our 
exvectation? Yes or no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In a restricted context 
of the commencement of this program, the two are linked in a 
sentence, but that is the -- you cannot tell from this anything other 
than that. And, as the President has outlined his understanding of 
what the policy was -- and this is what's important -- it was for the 
purpose of opening some kind of relationship with the moderates in 
Iran. And when that relationship was opened, we would continue to 
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send arms to the Iranians. But to demonstrate whether we were in 
fact dealing with people who had -- who were real in Iran and had 
influence in the government of Iran and in turn through the Islamic 
world, he wanted to see whether they could achieve the release of the 
hostages. That was what the President said. These people said they 
had that influence. They went out -- or would go out, we were told, 
and seek to achieve it. 


Then it says that if the arms were not -- if the hostages 
are not released, no arms beyond this initial good faith shipment on 
Our part would be sent. The other side of that coin, of course, is 
that if the hostages were released, that was the beginning of the 
relationship with Iran and more arms -- an additional 3,000 TOWs as 
laid out in this memo would be shipped. It seems like a perfectly 
clear relationship. 


Q Doesn't this mean that -- 
Q The next sentence in the memo, however -- 


-- back on the word that he said that there would be 
no dealings with terrorists, and yet this seems that his main purpose 
here with regard to all you're saying was to get these hostages 
released. And it seems to me he's going back on his first statement, 
we do not deal with terrorists. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as the President 
has said -- 


Q He brought this other up as just cover -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ahh. 
Q If he really meant it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're entitled to say 
that. I've tried to deal with that kind of allegation. 


Q -- if he really meant that, then why didn't he 
continue with good relations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But the point that the 
Fresiden+t has made -- 


Q -- after he didn't get -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The point the President 
has made many times -- the point the President has made many times on 
this isste is that the Iranians were not the captors, that he was not 
dealing with the captors. They may have had -~ the Iranians he was 
dealing with may have had some influence over the Hizballan. He was 
going to see whether they did. 


Q He had said -- 


Q Sir, in the next sentence after the linking between 
the hostages and -- withholding further weapons if the hostages 
weren'c released. On the other hand, since hostage release is in 
some cespects a biproduct of a larger effort to develop -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- ties, et cetera, the context of that appears to 
reinforce the implication of the previous sentence, that there is a 
direct link between the hostages and the arms sales. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think -- that 
paragraph, I think, is very -- says a lot of what I'm trying to say 
here. The hostage release is in some respect a biproduct. That is, 
it's inadvertent, it is fallout from a larger effort to develop a 
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spin-off and a larger effort to develop ties to potentially moderate 
forces in Iran. That is what this whole memo is about -- this 
Gevelop of ties to these moderate forces and the ability perhaps to 
influence them, and through them, the direction of the government of 
Iran. 


Then it just says that since that hostage release is in 
some respects a biproduct of that larger effort, you may wish to 
redirect such transfers to other groups within the government at a 
later time. I assume -- I do not know, but I would assume what that 
language means is that you may want to deal with other factions 
within the government. 


Q But it can also be read that the whole genesis for 
this is the release of hostages, but that even if we don't get that, 
we may want to continue to press for the relationship with some 
moderate element in Iran. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And that is entirely 
possible. And it may well be that that is what was meant. But I 
think that that means that if the hostages are released at: some later 
time, this kind of assumes the hostages will be released. At a later 
time you may wish to redirect the transfers, 
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the remaining 3,000 TOWs, to other groups within the government. 
Q So why were Shultz and Weinberger cut out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To answer that question 
is -- 


Q I mean, weren't they supposed to know what was going 
on in their own government and in their own departments? Where did 
these missiles come from -- heaven? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, your assumption in 
that, Helen, is that Shultz and Weinberger were cut out and I can't 
-- you have the testimony of George Shultz -- you have the statements 
of the public testimony of George Shultz, you have the statement of 
Weinberger. I can't comment on that. 

Yes. 

Q Isn't there a -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have been very 
patient. May I please -- 


Q On a small point, I just wanted to ask about the 


reference to the Smith determination in here -- about other ways to 
finance or carry out arms sales. Do you know what the circumstances 
were of -- for Smith making that determination -- at the time why 


Smith had arrived at that finding -- the circumstances -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know the 
circumstances. I cannot discuss them because they're classified. 


Q Can you say when? 

Q Were they related to Iran? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Can you say when? 


Q Can you explain the legal justification that Smith 
used? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I do not want to do 
that. That will be the task of the Justice Department -- the role of 
the Justice Department. 


Q Peter? If you would not describe it as a causative 
connection -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: A what? 


Q If you do not describe arms for hostages as having a 
Causative connection -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- how would you describe the relations? Parallel? 
Coincidental? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Byproduct -- that's 
what's used here. I think it's a perfectly good word -- byproduct of 
a larger effort. 


Q So that, if the larger effort were to succeed 
without getting the hostages out, that is at least stopping terrorism 
on other fronts, you think it would have continued? I mean, why put 
hostages in here in the first place? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was a 
demonst:ration of good faith. And, in fact, the whole hostage issue 
comes up in the context of terrorism. That's how it's talked about 
here. It says -- it must be noted that since this dialogue with the 
Iranians -- this is the third full paragraph on page two, end of the 
Paragraph -- it must again be noted that since this dialogue with the 
Iranians began in September -- I guess this dialogue must be 
referring to the Israelis’ dialogue -- with the Iranians began in 
September, Reverend Weir has been released ~ 1 tnere have been no 
Shia terrorist attacks against American or Israeli persons, property 
or interests. 


So, the suggestion that is being made there to the 

President is that there has, in fact, been a reduction in terrorism 
since the dialogue began. And that, I think, is part of the essence 
of what the President is being told here -- that there will be a 
reduction in terrorism if we can open this channel to moderates in 
Iran, we can hope to induce Iran to reduce terrorism or its support 
of terrorism throughout the world -- the hostages have some relation 
to thet -- and to the President, the release of the hostages is a 
demonstration that the Iranians are no longer supporting terrorism. 


Q Wait. Let me follow that up. Can you tell us in 
your clocument search whether you have found -- you don't have to tell 
us what they said -- but whether you have found documentary evidence 
-- position papers from the State Department, the CIA, identifying 
moderate elements and backing this up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't comment on that. 
Maybe the report will say that. 


Q Can you say whether you have found -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can say that I have 
seen some information that would support that, yes. And, in fact, if 
you could see the full report that the committee has, you will see at 
least in -- this is only -- see, the trouble is that you have -- it's 
-- you have shadows. 


You are described -~- what is described to you is in 
general what the report says, and it's my understanding that, in 
general, the report goes through at the beginning, the beginning of 
this whole thing, talking about intelligence assessments which showed 
that there was the opportunity to open a channel to moderates in 
Iran. No mention of hostages, no mention of arms. It was an idea 
that came up within the intelligence community. It also happened to 
have support elsewhere, including in Israel and among various other 
peop.e who are experts in the Middle East, of arms dealers and things 
of that kind, and so that is the context in which this thing arose in 
late 1984, early 1985, continuing on tnrough 1985. That's what the 
report shows. 


Q Does that also show a desperation for arms -- 
Q Can you go back -- 


SFNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And it's consistent with 
this. 


Q -- a desperation for arms and the word from Khomeini 
to his envoys to try to get an opening because they're desperate for 
arms; ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I don't 
know. I don't know. It might. 


Q Can you go back to one earlier sentence from the one 
tha: you were dealing with with Saul? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes, Andrea. 
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Q -- the one about this may well be our only way, 
underlined only, to achieve the release of the Americans held in 
Beirut. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q What is your interpretation Jf that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that -- 
Q -- in terms of the weight being put on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the weight was 
significant. The President is being told here that one of the 
byproducts of this policy, which we are recommending that you adopt, 
is that we will have an opportunity to influence people who we have 
not been able to influence before. And we will influence them 
through the Iranian -- these Iranian moderates -- the members of the 
Iranian government. 


Q But in this sentence he's being told something else. 
He's being told this may well be our only way to achieve the release 
of the Americans still held in Beirut. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes, yes. 
Q I mean, doesn't that get to the central core of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think it says -- 
it says essentially that one of che byproducts of this is -- 


Q Doesn't call this a byproduct right there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it doesn't. Later 
on it says since the hostage release is in some respects a byproduct 
of a larger effort -- that's where it says byproduct. But, you know, 
it's not all written neatly together. 


The point I think that is being made here is that this is 
really a good idea, Mr. President, because not only will this create 
this strategic opening to the moderate forces in Iran who we will 
have, as the Israelis have suggested, we will have an opportunity to 
influence in the future -- but in addition, Mr. President, this may 
permit us to have influence over the Hizballah that these moderate 
Iranians may have and which we have never been able to get in any 
other way. 

Q In the succeeding sentence that you just dealt with 
with Saul -- doesn't that imply -- doesn't that contradict the first 
sentence of this memo and imp’y prior knowledge by the President of 
the September initiative -- that this was not the commencement, in 
fact, but it was a continuation of something that the Israelis were 
doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which -- can you -- can 
we go to -- I've lost your reference. 

Q I'm sorry. It must again be noted that since this 
dialogue -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. Since this 
dialogue with the Iranians began in September -- yes. 


Q Doesn't that indicate that the President was aware 
of the September actions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was certainly aware 
of the release of Weir. And -~- 


Q No, but the Israeli/Iran dialoyue? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIC{AL: Yes. Yes, he -=- this 
suggests that at this time the Fresident was made aware of the 
dialogue. I'm not suggesting he didn't now it before. All I'm 
Suggesting is t..at if we stay withir the four corners of this 
memorandum, it would appear that the President is now told that this 
dialogue began earlier. 


Q No, it -- he's told excuse me -- 
Q You're asking us to believe that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Andrea -- we'll get to 
you. We'll get to what I'm asking you to believe in a moment. 


Q That sentence doesn't read the way you've just 
described it. That sentence tells you that Reagan knew about the 
September dialogue. This is not -- this is a first reference. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Okay, it must 
again be noted that since this dialogue with the Iranians began in 
September, Reverend Weir has been released, okay? 


Q By "dialogue," you mean for the arms shipment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. This says 
"dialogue." 


Q So you mean, the President thinks that they were 
just talking, that there was no arms shipment -- January -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you see, earlier, 
the President is told that the Israelis are now willing tc start 
shipping arms. That's what he is told there. Before that time, the 
suggestion is that the Israelis were not shipping arms. I don't -- 
I'm not suggesting that I can make a completely understandable piece 
out of this, but I am suggesting that within the four corners of this 
memorandum, we see what the President is told here, and he is told 
that to some degree there's been some success here in the past, 
because since the beginning of this dialogue, Reverend Weir has been 
released, and there have been no Shia attacks against American or 
Israeli persons, property or interest. 


Now, I do not want to suggest -- I'm not suggesting here 
that the President did not know about earlier shipments of arms, 
either before or after. I don't want to get into that issue. I'm 
not suggesting that he did not know about earlier shipments of arms. 
All I'm talking about is what he was actu;lly told here. And this -- 
that sentence, if we are to parse these things extremely carefully, 
that sentence would suggest that the President knew about earlier 
shipments of arms. 


Q Within the four corners of this dialogue, as you -- 
of this report, as you say, what I don't understand is why’you're not 
willing to say that on the face of it, just reading this thing, first 
of all in the very first paragraph it asserts that the fundamental 
purpose is ot arms or hostages, but the security o* Israel, and that 
that's what initiated the whole process. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I'm not -- 

Q And on the face of it, by asserting that this whole 
process began with this emissary coming from Israel, that Admiral 
Poindexter was misleading the President. Why aren't you willing to 
say that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because i don't -- 

Q It's evident from the face -- okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm ont going to assert 
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that Admiral Poindexter is misleading the President. I'm going to 
tell you what I see in here. Admiral Poindexter will have‘his 
Opportunity to testify, and I hope that he does so as quickly as 
possible. But what this says, as I would read this, this -ays simply 
} a sees it in its strategic interest to do this, and has 

one it. 


Q Do you want us to -- 
Q That's what's initiated this process -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And that is why they had 
initiated this process. And this is the theory under which they have 
been proceeding, and then they have apparently introduced our own 
interests into these discussions by starting to talk about our 
hostages in Beirut, and they said, but we're not going to deal with 
all the rest of that stuff. But apparently, the Israelis had done a 
lot of the discussion here, and it would suggest that that dialogue 
began back in September. 


Q Do you want us to say that the President only knew 
what was in this memo? You're saying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No. 


Q -- that in the four corners of this memo, you want 
to stay -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do -- I am talking 
only about the four corners of this memo. I want to reemphasize 
again that I am not suggesting that this is all that the President 
knows. 


Q How can we base what the President knew on this 
memo? 


SENIOR ADMIN‘STRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not -- I do not want 
you to do that. I do not want you to base your conclusions about 
what the President knew only on a single memo. I want you to see the 
whole report. That will give you perhaps some help. But until North 
and Poindexter have testified, we'll never know all of what might 
have been told to the President, other than what his recollections 
might be if they -- yes. 


Q It seems to me that the President could clarify this 
by telling us if at the time he signed this memo he was aware of that 
earlier arms shipment -- 


~ 


Q He didn't sign it. 


Q -- if you won't tell us what the President has told 
you, how can we clarify this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think we 
have to clarify it right now. I think we're going to wait for the 
reports of these things to come out in an orderly way. This is one 
of the more disorderly processes of getting facts out that I've ever 
witnessed -- (laughter) -- and I think the best way -- the best way 
of getting all the facts out here in the context in which it's 
understandable, combining the sworn testimony of people with 
documents, with other methods of obtaining information will produce 
the best -- 


Q -- you know the report doesn't answer the question 
as to when Reagan approved anything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right now, it may not 


answer the question. And we may not actually ever have a complete 
answer to the question. 
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Q Can't we ask him? Why can't you ask the President 
and tell us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we're not going 
to go individually into asking questions to the President from time 
to time. The President wants a process to be followed here, as I 
think Larry hes said many times, in an orderly way in which all of 
this information will be made public. 


Q Can you drop down to the next paragraph -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, Frank. 


-- where it says if all the hostages are not 
released after the first shipment of 1,000 weapons, further transfers 
would cease? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q There is no numerical obligation or reference in the 
finding itself. Can you say whether that -- do you know whether that 
commitment to cease further weapons transfers had any bearing other 
than what Oliver North was writing? Because it's been disclosed that 
some 2,000-plus TOWs were actually sent. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q But was there any further paperwork after this? Any 
further findings or memos that said for these reasons, we are going 
to ship more weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can -- I can say that 
there are no further findings after this, nor have I seen any other 
memos to the President describing any transactions after this. 


Q Can I follow-up on that, please? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, David. 
Q Does the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll take one more 
after David. 


-- background memo tiat you're discussing have the 
same standing as the finding? You say there's no follow-up 
documentation. If people -- subordinates of the President -- 


~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said I haven't seen -- 


Q -- you haven't seen any -- subordinates of the 
President violated the background memo, does that have the same 
standing as the finding, or is that just simply a tool by which 
was briefed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't -- I -- 
no. Certainly the background memo, the facts that are told to the 
President, the description of the transaction -- 


Q -- threshhold of 1,900 and so on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- doesn't have a legal 
basis so that the term “violated” would make any -- has any legal 
aspects to it, but what it does say, I would guess, is that unless 
the President is told that you've modified your plan in some way 
because of subsequent events, that he was left without information 
about this. 


Q Do you have any explanation as to how that second 
thousand -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would be -=- I think, 
again, Frank, it would be really very helpful to all of us if the 
report were released, because that deals with, then, the facts that 
occurred after this in a very complete way. 


Q But you haven't seen anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have not seen a 
memorandum to the President. 


- 


Q Is this retroactive -- the finding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No. 
Q So it doesn't approve anything that happened before 
January -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say this about 
that question. The finding contains no language of retroactivity in 
it. I do not want to prejudge whatever arguments people might want 
to make about what retroactive effect a finding signed on January 
17th might have. But there is no specific language of retroactivity. 
This is the last question. 


Charles, 


Q To come back to the one sentence that Andrea was 
working on before, where it says this approach may well be our only 
way to achieve the release of the Americans, how does that reconcile 
a change in policy between not dealing with kidnappers and/or 
terrorists, and dealing in a material way with intermediaries for 
those terrorists? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which -- can you point 
me again to the sentence, Charles? 


Q It's on page two of the memorandum, the third 
paragraph -~ in that we have been unable to exercise any suasion -- 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- dealing through the government of Iran may well 
be our only way to achieve the release of the Americans -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Is this not a change in policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A change in policy -- I 
think what is -- 


Q Not dealing with terrorism -- dealing in a material 
way with intermediaries for terrorists. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I guess it gets 
down to a debate about the words "not dealing with terrorists." What 
-- I -- there's no doubt, I think -- I don't think anyone could ever 
doubt that we wanted to get our hostages out, and we were trying to 
influence the Hizballah, who I guess we thought were the captors, to 
release our hostages. Now, you can attempt to influence in a variety 
of ways. 


When we said we were not dealing with terrorists, what 
were saying, I would suppose, among other things, is they have made 
certain demands, this Hizballah, about the release of people, and as 
I recall these were the people in Kuwait, and we said there is no way 
that we are going to meet the demands of terrorists. As far as I 
know, there were never any demands by the Hizballah that they wanted 
arms shipped to Iran. 
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That was not the context in which this whole thing arose. 
It arose in the context in which obviously from looking at this, it 
seems to me, the President is told that if we have influence with 
these moderates in Iran, they may have influence over the Hizballah. 
All the other levers that we have sought to exercise in this 
connection have been without effect. This may be our only 
opportunity to influence the Hizballah. It is, I would suppose, a 
further argument in favor of the President endorsing the general 
policy of opening with -- opening channels to the moderates in Iran. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:40 A.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #5 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 9, 1987, 12:21 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one announcement: 


We regret that the New York Times correspondent, Alan 
Cowell, has been ordered to leave South Africa this weekend and 
that a visa has been denied to his replacement, Mr. Serge 
Schmemann, effectively ending the New York T-mes' coverage of 
events in South Africa. 








We deplore this decision and the peremptory manner in 
which it was made. It is particularly regrettable that the 
South African Government has thus far refused to reply to 
requests for a formal explanation of the expulsion and to the 
newspaper's request to meet with South African officials to 
discuss the matter. 


We call upon the South African Government to 
reconsider this ill-advised decision. 


We are distressed that this action seems calculated 
effectively to end the New York Times' ability to provide 
direct reporting on the worsening situation in South Africa 
In our view, reporting from South Africa by respected foreign 
journaiists takes on added importance in view of the muzzling 
of the South African press in recent weeks Coming on the 
heels of these actions, this decision raises serious questions 
about the South African Government's intentions with regard to 
freedom of the press more generally 





Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
- Yes, certainly. 
Q Does the State Department intend to take any 


action of its own in retaliation if the South Africans don't 
reconsider this? 


A As noted in the New York Times' article, the 
United States has been involved in diplomatic discussions with 
the South African Government to urge reconsideration of this 
decision. We discussed it with Ambassador Beukes in 
Washincion, and our Ambassador in South Africa raised the 
matter with appropriate government ministers there. 
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Q But, I mean, in the future if they don't 
reconsider, as you have requested, is the State Department 
prepared to take any action against South Africa? 


6 I just can't engage in any speculation on that. 
I have nothing 


Q Phyllis, was the formal request for an -- or the 
request for a formal explanation tyat you referred to a request 
from the State Department or a request from the New York Times? 





A It's my understanding, though it's certainly 
unclear from the statement, that it was a request from the New 
York Times, but ['d have to check on that. 





Q Did you call in the South African Ambassador? 
Who talked to him? For how long and when? 


a Well, we said we discussed it with the Ambassador 
here, so I'm sure it was in the course of normal diplomatic 
discussions 


Q And you're not ruling out the possibility that 
there will be some action against a South African outlet here 
in this country? 


A I'm just not going to speculate on that 


Q On the subject of U.S. reporters, the Chinese 
Government has been quite critical of some of the reporting on 
the Voice of America about the demonstrations Has the State 
Department exercised any guidance over the news coverage on the 
Voice of America about those demonstrations? 


A I] have nothing on that for you 


Q Phyllis, returning to South Africa, we note the 
State Department's expression of concern regarding the New York 
Times and its effort to maintain a bureau there. Does the 
State Department support efforts by other newspapers, American 
newspapers, to either continue operating there or to establish 
bureaus there? 


= Certainly we do 
Q I realize that you don't like to say anything 
about the situation with Iran, but does the State Department 


have a position about ransom for hostages? 


A [ think, on this whole question, that that has 
been covered very clearly by statements that have been made 
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here before, but I would refer you specifically to the 
Secretary of State's testimony of December 8 to the Horse 
Committee because I think the policy on that was stated very 
clearly. I don't have the text in front of me, but I think 
that we will certainly stand by what he said then and have 
nothing further to add on that 


Q Can you summarize that? 


A Well, he said that we do -- I'd prefer not to, 
because it is in the text, and I think his words are better on 
that than mine are right now 


Q Can you say whether Secretary Shultz was aware of 
the document that was publicly released this morning by the 
White House? 


m I'm not going to comment on those documents that 
were released That was done by the White House, and I think 
you'd want to direct any questions there 


Q I wasn't asking about the document; I[ was asking 
about whether Shultz was aware of it But your answer is the 
saine? 

Q It is that I'm just not going to comment on it 

Q Will you be able to explain why the State 


Department requested the deletion of the meeting between Mr 
Bush and Mr. Nir of Israel? 


fs I have nothing on that 


Q The Israeli press is quoting Defense Minister 
Rabin as saying that the United States asked Israel two years 
ago not to attack I[Iranian-backed Hizbollah guerrillas in 
Lebanon on the grounds that they hold American hostages Is 
that accurate? Was that request in fact made by the United 
States Government to Israel? 


A We just don't comment on reports of diplomatic 
exchanges 


Q Was this a diplomatic exchange between the United 
Stat: and Israel concerning Hizbollah guerrillas and the 
hostayes? 


Q It possibly was, and therefore I'm not going to 
comment on it 


Q Do you have any comment on the new Nicaraguan 
constitution? 
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A In our view, the new constitution of Nicaragua 
released today is merely a mask for total control of Nicaragua 
by the Sandinista party It provides the legal justification 
for the consolidation of one-party totalitarian rule in 
Nicaragua. 


As with the Soviet constitution, the key factor is the 
use those in power make of it. Past Sandinista behavior would 
indicate that those provisions in the constitution could be 
manipulated, suspended or simply ignored by the Sandinistas if 
they were seen as impediments to Sandinista consolidation. 


The civil rights of those who oppose Sandinista 
policies have not been respected There 1s no reason to think 
that they would be in the future. Unfortunately, the new 
constitution offers little hope for a process of national 
reconciliation which can bring an end to the civil war. 


Q Copy? 
A We'll have to see if we can get that for you 
Q Has a date been finalized yet for Secretary 


Whitehead's trip to Poland? 


a) I have nothing on that today 

Q Anything on the Iran-Iraq war? 

A There is no sign that the Iranian regime has 
ended its commitment to the war in the Gulf Despite their 


setback in late December, the Iranians are maintaining a large 
number of troops and large amounts of military equipment along 
the front with [rag And, in fact, they launched another 
attack early on January 9 


In addition, there continues to be frequent attacks on 
shipping in the Gulf, with the danger that such attacks carry 
for miscalculation or a misunderstanding leading to a widening 
of the war. 


The Iraqis demonstrated in countering Iran's December 
attack that they have great fortitude and formidable resources 
to resist Iranian attacks, but the terrible suffering caused by 
this war will not end until the Iranians decide to join the 
Iraqis in working toward a mediated or a negotiated settlement. 


Once again, we call on the Iranian leadership to enter 
and join in efforts to find a negotiated settlement. of this 
conflict. 
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Q Copy of that? 
Ms Yes 
Q Do you have any reading on the size or the 


progress of this attack that began today? 


‘ No, I don't have any confirmation on those 
figures. 

Q On the Pollard case again -- 

Q Can we stay on the same subject, Iran and the 
Gulf? 

Q l'm sorry, go ahead 

Q Do you have any indicat*ton -- there's one report 


-- that the Iranians are exerting military blackmail against 
Kuwait? 


a I have nothing on that 


Q Do you have any comment - the same subject -- do 
you have any comment on the reports that it was a Greek ship 
that fired on the United States helicopter? 


a I think we explained from here that there was a 
great deal of shipping in the area, and that investigation is 
still continuing 


Q So you don't confirm it was a Greek ship? 

2) I can't confirm it now 

Q On the same subject Do you think that the 
American arms -- which Iran just got, you know -- helped in 


launching this attack or not? 
fi I can't comment on thet. 


Q On the Pollard case, I know we asked about this a 
day or so ago, but let me just pose the question again. Does 
the U.S. at this time feel that the Government of Israel has 
been as cooperatives as it could be in connection with the 
Pollard case? Does the U.S. Government wish to engage in any 
further investigation of [Israeli officials who have knowledge 
of the Pollard espionage operation? 


a The Pollard investigation is under the 
supervision and control of the Department of Justice, and we 
simply don't comment on on-going investigations. 
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Q And if I could come back to the ~-- I know you 
already said you won't comment on the document issued by the 
White House this morning. But one of the policy items that's 
referred to in that official document issued by the White 
House, made public by the White House, is a statement in there 
that Israel was concerned at the time of the date of that 
document that [Iran's military capability was weakening. 


Can you say whether the U.S. Government, the State 
Department, was concerned at the time of the date of that 
document about Iran's weakening military position? 


A I have to refer to my earlier statement that we 
just are not going to comment on that. 


Q Back on South Africa, the ANC issued a statement 
yesterday on the 75th anniversary of its creation, pledging its 
commitment to multi-party democracy, urging whites to join them 
and generally making some conciliatory overturns toward South 
African whites? Do you have any comment on that statement? 


a We have not yet seen the full text of Mr. Tambo's 
speech on the occasion of the 75th anniversary of the ANC nor 
of the statement issued on that occasion. Given the evident 
importance of these documents, we prefer not to comment until 
we've studied their complete texts. 


Q Phyllis, you left some of us yesterday with the 
impression that you were going to clarify this somewhat 
confusing chronology of events on the country "X" contribution 
to humanitarian aid Do you have such a clarification today? 

A Well, [ think we discussed some of that. In 


looking carefully at it, I think the chronology is explained in 
the text, and [ have nothing further on that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any itinerary yet for 
Ambassador Habib's tour of Central America? 


a) No, I don't. 
Q Thank you. 


te Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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SUBJECT: BACKGROUNDER BY SCENIC! ADMIWISTRAT|ON 
OFFICIAL ON BOARD SECRETARY'S AIRCRAFT - DAKAR TO 
DOUALA, JANAURY 9, 1987 


UML IKE SOME OF THE COUNTRIES WE age GOING TO, WHILE 
TWE AID PROGRAM |S AM \MPORTANT ASPECT OF OUR 
RELATIONS SO 1S [HE COMMERC! AL RELATIONSHIP A VERY 
IMPORTANT ASPECT OF OUR RELATIONS AND, SO THE LOCAL 
AUDIENCE THERE 8 CAMEROON MEASURES OUR RELATIONSHIP 
SOMEWHAT LESS IW TERMS OF AID LEVELS THAN PERHAPS 
BEING THE CASE. OF OTHER COUNTRIES. Oey ous.’ 
CAMEROONS LOCATION HAS A LOT TO 00 wiT# THE way IT 
SEES THE WORLD. ITS A MODERATE CENTRAL are i CaN 
COUNTRY DEEPLY CONCERNED aBouT THE STABILITY WITHIN 
TWE GROADER REGION. IT LOUKS TO FRANCE ANO TO us as 
RELEVANT im THAT EQUATION. IT LOOKS AT LIBYA AS FAR 
AND AWAY THE OVERWHELMING THREAT TO REGIONAL 
STABILITY, AS INDEED IT |S. 


iT SITS WEXT DOOR TO A VERY POPUL OUS wiceRia, TEN 
TIMES ITS SIZE I TERMS OF POPULATION. guT | wou.on’T 
DESCRIBE THE RELATIONSH'P THERE AS One OF TENSION. IT 
1S JUST AN IMPORTANT BIG WE|GHBOR. CAMEROON was 
PLAYED A SIGNIFICAN’ ROLE IN TERMS OF PROVIDING A 
PLAGE FOR REFUGEES FROM TWE CHADIAN CONFLICT TO 
LOCATE, WWEN THERE HAVE BEEN REFUGEES IN THE PAST, 
ALSO AS A TRANSH/PRENT PLACE FOR EQUIPMENT AND RELIEF 
GOING INTO CHAD ON THE GROUND. WE'VE BROUGHT A FAIR 
AMOUNT OF OUR STUFF THATS GOING TO CHAD THROUGH 
CAMEROON, AS HAVE THE FRENCH, SO THATS A eit OF 
GACKGROUND. | AM CERTAIN THAT THEY WILL TALK ABOUT 
CHAD, LIBYA; THEY'LL TALK ABOUT SOUTHERN AFRICA; 
TWEY’LL TALK ABOUT THE ECONOMY - Twat’S THE BASIC 
OVERVIEW. 


@. IWAUDIBLE. 


A. | WOULDN'T SAY THERE ARE MAJOR PROBLEMS. ITS A 
QUESTION OF REALLY BUILDING A RELATIONSHIP WITH A NEW 
LEADER. | DON'T ANTICIPATE ANY MAJOR PROBLEMS, BUT 
TWERE 1S A LOT TO TALK agouT. 


THIS IS A COUNTRY WHICH AS TOU KNOW i$ & COMBINAT| ON 
OF A FORMER GRITISH COLONY AND A FORMER FRENCH 

COLOMY. THE FRENCH PART IS BY FAR THE LARGEST, AMD 
THEY ARE WOW ALMOST THIRTY YEARS \NDEPENDENT. TREY 
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ARE DIVERSIFYING THEIR | MTERMATIOWAL RELATIONSHIPS AND 
VE ARE PART OF THAT PROCESS. 


@. 1S THERE ANY WAY THEY CAM MAKE THEIR |MFLUENCE 
FELT im THE CHAD CONFLICT? 


A. WELL THEY ARE DOING THAT BY PROVIDING THEIR OWW 
SupPORT TO WABRE. #OW? WELL THEY PROVIDE DIPLOMATIC 
SUPPORT, THEY PROVIDED MODEST TANGIBLE SUPPORT ON 
OCCASION WHEN THERE WAVE BEEN REFUGEES. THEY HAVE 
HELPED A LOT Im THAT AREA. THEY PROVIDED LOGISTIC 
SuPPORT TO THE EFFORT WE'RE MAKING AND THE FRENCH. 
WHER CHAD (PORTS SOMETHING IT TEWOS TO COME THROUGH 
DOUALA. 


@ EVERY SINGLE TIME THAT AFRICAN COUNTRIES HAVE 
TRIED TO GRING ABOUT A DIPLOMATIC SOLUTION TO THE CHAD 
PROBLEMS ITS JUST O:SSIPATED (NTO THE SANDS OF THE 
SANARA. WHAT'S GOING TO COME yp THIS TIME THAT MIGHT 
MAKE SOMEGOOY BEL IVE THAT THIS TIRE SOMETHING COULD te 
OOmE? 


A. WEL(, THE MAME OF THE GAME 1S WOW TO CONVINCE 
qapoar! TwaT THIS IS A LOSER. 

WE DID PULL OUT ONCE BEFORE I” THE “88S JF YOU 
RECALL. . 


WELL ME DIDN'T PULL OUT OF AOUZOU. aourou iS A 
DIFFERENT QUESTION. THE AQUIOU STRIP im THE WORTH HAS 
SEEM CLAIMED BY LIBYA, THAT CLAIM REJECTED BY THE 
CHAD AR GOVERNMENT SINCE 1973. 


Twat (SSUE accOROING TO MOST OBSERVERS (S$ DISTINCT IN 
TwaT |T COULD BE SUBMITTED TO SOME FORM OF ARB! TRATION 
OR WHAT WAVE YOU. 6UT TwaT’S WOT WHAT THE CONFLICT IS 
ABOUT NOV. 


WAT THE CONFLICT 1S ABOUT HOW IS L18YA OCCUPAT/ ON OF 
A LARGE CHUNK OF CHAD 


~“ 

@ WELL BELOW THE AOUZOU STRIP. 

a. YES. 

@. WHAT'S GOING OM; ......--- war's THE LATEST i® 
TWE WAR? 


A. WELL, | MAVEN’ T SEEN THAT MUCH. THE LATEST THAT 
VE WAVE 1S THE FRENCH O10 MAKE THAT STRIKE, AND TOOK 
OUT THE RADAR FACILITIES If ovaD! COUN WHICH IS A 
FACILITY THE LIGYANS WAVE GUILT OVER TWE PAST TWO 
YEARS TO WAMOLE THE/® MOST ADVANCED COMBAT AIRCRAFT 
BRINGING THEM WITHIN RADIUS OF WN OJAMENA, THE CAPITAL, 
amd SO | THINK THAT AFTER THE IBYANS WENT SOUTH AND 
THE FREWCH DET!/OED (7 waS TIME TO HIT BACK PRETTY HARD 
amo TWEY O10, THEY TOOK OUT THE RADAR. ano THEN THE 
LIGYANS CAME BACK AGAIN WITH A BOMBING RAID. BUT 
WAVE A SENSE THAT HABRE -- WHOSE PEOPLE ARE REALLY 
VERY IMPRESSIVE AND PROVEN FIGHTERS ON THEIR OWN 
TERRAIN -- 1S PUTTING SOME REAL HEAT ON THE LI GYANS. 
TWE LIGYANS DON'T HAVE ANY MORE CHADIAN COVER. THE 
CHADIAN PUPPETS WHO WERE WORKING WITH QaDDAF | HAVE 
CRUMBLED AND THEY HAVE COME OVER TO WABRE’S SIDE. THE 
LIQYAMS ARE BY THEMSELVES and THEY ARE TAKING 
CASUALTIES. : 

A LONG WAY FROM WOME, DIFFICULT LOGISTICS, & G00 
FORSAMEN TERRAIN. | GUESS WAT I'M SAYING TO YOUR 
QUESTION IS THAT MILITARY PRESS XE IS A CENTRAL 
ELEMENT OF THE SOLUTION. 
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THERE 1S ALSO A DIPLOMATIC CONTEXT AND WE SEE MORE 
AND WORE OF THE AFRICAN STATES ARE SAYING THAT THIS IS 
WOT AM INTERNAL CHADIAA CIVIL WAR, THIS IS A 
CHADIAN/LIBYAN COMLICT. 


SO THEY RECOGNIZE HABRE’S LEGITIMACY AND THEY WOULD 
LIME TO SEE QapDAF! GET Our. 


@. WY HAVE THE AFRICAN COUNTRIES BEEN SO RETIRING IW 
CRITICIZING LIBYA PUBLICLY? 


A. THIS IS A PART OF THE WORLD WHERE THE FABRIC OF 
STABILITY AMD ORDER |S VERY DELICATE INDEED. LiBYA'S 
MEANS OF BRINGING INFLUEWCE TO BEAR IM WEST/CENTRAL 
AFRICA ARE MANY AND VARIED. 


AND PEOPLE STAND UP AND GET THEMSELVES COUNTED WHEN 
THEY KNOW THERE'S WOT MUCH RISK IW THAT. . 


YOU KNOW, YOU WANT 0 BE ON THE RIGHT SIDE OF THINGS. 


@. THERE ARE A SUFFICIENT NUMBER OF COUNTRIES 
GIMECTLY OR IMDIRECTLY THREATENED BY LIBYA, YOU WOULD 
THIMK THEY WOULD COME UP WITH SOME RIND OF CONCERTED 
PROTEST. WHY iS THAT WOT HAPPENING? 


A. 1F YOU LOON CAREFULLY AT WHAT THE AFRICAN REACTION 
WAS TO OUR STRIMES IN TRIPOL! IT SPEAKS ELOQUENTLY. 
THERE WASN'T MUCH. 


Q@. IM THE BATTLE OF FADA, WHAT OO ME AWOW ABOUT HOV 
GADLY THE LIBYANS WERE DEFEATED THERE? 


A. WABRE WAS ABLE TO SEIZE A GO BIT OF EQUIPMENT Om 
TWE GROUND - THAT MUCH WE KNOW. 


@. WAT DID WE Seize? 
A. AAMOURED VEHICLES, AIRCRAFT, RADARS. 
@. suNBERS? 


A. | DOM’T WAVE THAT FOR YOU - | CAN GET IT. 
AMMURITION, POL. THEY TOOK A BUNCH OF CAPTIVES. | 
DON'T HAVE A GOOD HUMBER ALTHOUGH | HAVE SEEN 
ESTIMATES ALL OVER THE PLACE. THERE WERE SUPPOSED TO 
GE 28 LIGYANS WHO WERE PUT ON PARADE IN W OJAMENA A 
FEW DAYS AGO - BUT | HAVE SEEM MUCH HIGHER ” 1GURES 
THAN THAT. 


@. WEN WAS THIS BATTLE OF Fapa? 


A. IT WAS SUNDAY/MONDAY, | THIWK. THIS PAST 
SUNDAY /PONDAY. 


Q. WHAT ABOUT SOVIET ADVISERS -- POSSIBLE USE OF 
CHEMICAL WEAPONS? ARE EITHER OF THOSE CORRECT? 


A. WELL | WAVE NO CONFIRMATION OF THAT. THERE ARE 
WUMDREDS, THOUSANDS OF EAST BLOC PEOPLE iW LiSYA OF 
COURSE. BUT | DON'T THINK WE HAVE ANY CONFIRMATION OF 
AMY EAST BLOC PEOPLE iW OCCUPIED CHAD. 


@ COULD YOU GIVE MORE DETAIL ON THE FADA BATTLE AND 
WHAT THE LIGYAN'S LOST OR WHAT THE CHADIANS CAPTURED 
| 1M TERS OF FIGURES AND NUMBERS? 


A. YES, WE CAN TRY. | WILL LOOK INTO IT. 





IT SEEMS TO BE A SIGHIFICAN DEFEAT. iT IS VERY 
INTERESTING. IT SHOWS WHAT PEOPLE WILL DO ON THEIR 
WOME GROUND TO DEFEND THEMSELVES WHEN THEY KWOV THE 
TERRAIN WELL -- HABRE IS A PROVEN DESERT WARRIOR - 
MANY CAMPAIGNS. THIS IS HIS HOME GROUND. THESE GUYS 
ARE TOUGHER THAN MAILS - | WOULDN'T WANT TO GO AGAINST 
THEM, IF THEY WAdE THE RIGHT EQUIPMENT AND THE RIGHT 
CIRCUMSTANCE . 


@. 1S THIS LIBYA'S AFGHANISTAN? 


A. WELL IT CERTAINLY WOULD BE A PRETTY UNCOMFORTABLE 
PLACE TO SERVE RIGHT NOW IF YOU WERE IN THE LIBYAN 
ARMY. 


@ OM THE DISCUSSION ON CHAD BETWEEN SHULTZ AND BIYA 
- WILL THERE BE ANY DISCUSSION OF ANY DIFFERENT ways 
OF U.S. MILITARY AID IM THERE, READJUSTING WhaT’S ITS 
DOING OR PUTTING MORE IN, OR MIGHT THERE BE An 
EXCHANGE ON MORE EFFECTIVE WAYS TO 00 THIS OR WHAT? 


A. | WOULD EXPECT THE MAIN EXCHANGE ON THAT WOULD BE 
THAT BIYA WOULD SAY WE ARE GLAD YOU ARE PROVIDING 
SUPPORT AND WE HOPE YOU WILL DO WhATEWER IS MEEDED AnD 
WE WOPE (OU WILL DO MORE IF IT IS NEEDED, AND WE'LL 
SAY THE PRESIDENT WAS JUST MADE THIS COMMITMENT TO THE 
IMITIAL LS MILLION UNDER S@GA AUTHORITY, AS YOU KNOW, 
AND TWAT’S MOT ALL SPENT. MUCH OF IT 1S EARMARAED, 
BUT IS WOT YET DELIVERED, SO YOU KWOW, OME STEP aT 
TIME. WE WANT TO DO WHAT WE CAM. AT THE SAME TIME THE 
FRENCH WAVE FAR AND AWAY THE PRINCIPLE SECURITY ROLE 
1M CHAD, AND THEY ALSO ARE MAKING DECISIONS DAY BY 
Oay. 


THEY WOULD, COMPARE NOTES ON HABRE’S S/TUATION AND 
MORALE AND WHAT HE NEEDS AND ALSO WHAT THE LIBYANS ARE 
FACING. 


@ WHAT ARE THE PROSPECTS FOR A BIG ESCALATION OF THE 
FIGHTING THERE? 


A. WELL, IT WOT A BIG SCALE WAR, THE LISYAN PRESENCE 
MAY BE 6,008, 7, 908 -- THAT'S THE UPPER LEVELS | WOULD 
SAY OF OUR ESTIMATES. | THINK ONE WAS TO LOOK VERY 
CAREFULLY AT THE FRANCO-L/BYAN BALANCE IN TERMS OF 
AIRPOVER AND THAT SORT OF THING. BUT | DON'T ENVISAGE 
LARGE NUMBERS OF ADDITIONAL UNITS BEING INVOLVED. THE 
CHADIAN ARMY |S WOT BIG. IF THE LIBYANS HAVE TO SEND 
OUT A WHOLE LOT MORE PEOPLE TO WOLD ON, THEN YOU KNOW 
TWEY ARE INTO DEEP TROUBLE. 


@ AMY SIGH OF REINFORCEMENTS? 


A. WELL THERE WAVE BEEN OVER THE PAST FEW WEEKS 
INDEED .... 


@ Twa WAS BEFORE THE FIGHTING STARTED. |°M TALKING 
ABOUT SINCE THE FIGHTING REALLY GOT GOING WELL. 


A. YES, THERE WAS A PUBLIC STATEMENT, | THINK BY 
GADDAF | ABOUT SENDING A FEW HUNDRED MORE MEN TO WELP. 


@. JUST TO RESCUE A FEW TECHSICIANS ... 


@. WHAT YOU SUPPOSE LIBYA'S OBJECTIVES ARE? OUSTER 
OF THE WABRE GOVERNMENT, PUPPET REGIMES; A BASE FROM 
WHICH TO EXPORT THE REVOLUT! Om. 


A. GADDAF! 1S A IRREDENTIST LEADER. WE BELIEVES in a 
GREATER LIBYA, WE BELIEVES IN UNDERMINING EVERY STRONG 
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POINT OF WHAT WE PERCEIVES TO BE WESTERN-IMFLUENCE OR 
WOSTILE INFLUENCE. TO WIM, MORTWERN NIGER, WESTERN 
SUDAN, NORTHERN CHAD iS ALL WIS PLAYGROUND. BUT THAT 
1S ONE PART OF WIS BROADER CAMPAIGN. THE OTHER PART 
1S ACTIVE SUBVERSIVE OF GOVERNMENTS (inauDIBLE) 

nent PASSING QUT BRIEFCASE BOMBS TO TERRORISTS IN 
COASTAL WEST AFRICA; TRYING TO BLOW UP AMERICAN 
DIPLOMATS IN KHARTOUM. 


@. IM THIS WAR IT SEEMS LIME THE CHADIANS WOULD LIKE 
TO GRING THE AMERICANS AND THE FRENCH MORE INTO IT SO 
THAT IT CAN GO NORTH OF THE 16TH PARALLEL AND CLEAR 
THE LIBYANS OUT OF THE ENTIRE COUNTRY, BUT THE FRENCH 
ARE SOMEWHAT AMBIGUOUS ABOUT THIS. WHAT IS THE U.S. 
ATTITUDE OM THIS? DO WE WANT TO SEE THEM GO NORTH OF 
THE 16TH AND TRY AND GET RID OF THE LIBYANS ALL 
TOGETHER FROM CHAD? WHAT'S OUR ATTITUDE? 


A. ITS AM INTERESTING QUESTION. | THIWK WHAT WE FEEL 
1S TWAT THE CHADIANS ARE DEFENDING THEMSELVES AND THEY 
ARE BETTER AT DOING TWAT THAN ANYBODY ELSE /S LIKELY 
TO BE. WE ALSO FEEL THAT THERE (1S WO QUESTION 
WHATSOVER OF AMERICAN DIRECT INVOLVEMENT. THAT ISSUE 
DOESN'T ARISE IM OUR THINKING ABOUT CHAD. THIS IS am 
AREA HISTORICALLY IM WHICH THE FRENCH HAVE PLAYED & 
CRITICAL ROLE AMD MAY CONTINUE TO DO SO, & ROLE THAT 
NOBODY ELSE CAN PLAY AND THEY HAVE GOT TO MAKE THEIR 
Owl CALCULATION OF Thal EQUAT/ Om. 


OBVIOUSLY THE GOAL 1S TO GET THE LIBYAWS OUT, AND 
THERE MAY Bk A MUABER OF DIFFERENT FRENCH WiEWS aS TO 
WOW TO 00 THAT, IMCLUDING BY KEEPING PRESIDENT HABRE 
QUT FRONT WITHOUT MAKING IT A FRENCH CONFLICT. 


THAT'S ALL WE WAVE TIME FOR. THERE WILL BE PLENTY OF 
TIME LATER. THANK YOU. 
SMULTZ 
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INFO AMEMBASSY LAGOS 

AMEMBASSY AB 0JAN 

AMEMBASSY MONROVIA 

AMEMBASSY YAOUNDE 

AMCONSUL DOUALA 
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UNCLAS SECTO #1858 
FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 


DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR mr. FRAWK C. CARLUCC! AND 
WHITE HOUSE FOR WHITE WOUSE SPOKESMAN 


USIA FOF P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR WORWER 


£.0. 12386: N/A 

taGS: GvIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.) 

SUBJECT: SECRETARY SHULTZ ON THE RECORD BRIEFING EN 
ROUTE DOUALA TO WAIROB!, JANUARY 9, 1987 


@. WAVE YOU HAD A CHANCE TO READ THE NBC ACCOUNT ON 
THE COMMITTEL REPORT Om | (AN AND Wi CARAWUA? 


a. | WAVE RESEARCHED OU. WHAT | KNOW ABOUT THE [RAN 
MATTER. |! TESTIFIED PUBLICLY apouTt iT aT SOME LENGTH 
BEFORE THE HOUSE FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE A WHILE AGO 
amo | TESTIFIED im A CLASSIFIED BRIEFING FOR THE 
SEWATE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE AND RESPONDED TO 
QUESTIONS FOR QUITE A WHILE AND BASICALLY | HAVE 
PROVIDED ALL THE |NFORMAT|ON THAT | HAVE OM THE 
SUBJECT AND | EXPECT 10 TESTIFY BEFORE THE VAR|OUS 
COMMITTEES. '* THE MEANTIME, AS BITS AND PIECES OF 
(MEORMATION COME TO LIGHT | DO WOT THINK | 
PARTICULARLY WANT TO COMMENT ON THEM. | KNOW WHAT | 
KWOW AND | DO NOT THINK IT 1S PARTICULARLY WORTHWHILE 
FOR ME TO BE COMMENTING ON THIS THAT OR THE OTHER 
THING THAT COMES ALONG, SO | AM NOT GOING TO GO INTO 
iT OTWER THAN | AGREE FULLY WITH THE PRESIDENT IN HIS 
FEELING THAT THE BEST THING TO HAPPEN 1S FOR ALL OF 
TWE INFORMATION THAT TWERE 1S TO BE PUT BEFORE THE 
PUBLIC AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 


@. Mm. SECRETARY, JUST TO FOLLOW UP ON THAT. YOU wad 
SAID THAT EARLIER YOU THOUGHT (T WAS IMPORTANT FOR iT 
TO BE MADE PUBLIC. |T NOW WAS IM ONE FASHION BEEN 
MADE PUBLIC NOT THE WAY PERHAPS THE ADMINISTRATION WAD 
BEEN EXCPECT NG, BUT IF THE GOAL 1S (INAUDIBLE) AND 
UNDERSTAND THE REPORT. COULD YOU TELL US, 1S AT LEAST 
THE PART ABOUT YOU ACCURATE? THAT'S SOMETHING 
iMPORTANT THE PUBLIC SHOULD KNOW AND WERE THERE ANY 
1WACCURACIES” , 


a. | WAVEN'T READ THE FULL REPORT. A PERSON FROM 
TWE STATE DEPARTMENT READ IT AT THE COMMITTEE'S 
REQUEST FROM THE STANDPOINT OF THE PROBLEM OF 
DECLASSIFICATION AND MADE SUGGESTIONS, BUT | HAVEN'T 
MEAD IT, | VE HEARD AM ACCOUNT OF IT AND-| HAVE 
GLANCED AT THE PAPERS THAT CHUCK WAD ON THE NEC 
ACCOUNT AND | HAVE SA10 BASICALLY AY PIECE ON THE 
SUBJECT AND MY OWN KNOWLEDGE OR MY LACK OF KNOW EDGE 
1S WELL KWOwl: | JUST pow’ T want TO GO INTO it, Jan 


INLUMING 
TELEGRAM 


TRYING TO FOCUS ON AFR. .% (MW CASE YOU WACEI’T NOTICES. 


@. | WOULD LIKE TO GET TO U.S. SOVIET RELATIONS. YOU 
TALKED A LITTLE EARLIER ABOUT THE -- AS YOu SAID, THE 
ONGOING NATURE OF A LOT OF THE COmiacTS BETWEEN THE 
SOVIET UNION AND THE U.S. IN YOUR VIEW, WHAT WOULD 
BE MOST NECESSARY C!THER FROM THE SOVIET SIDE OR THE 
U.S. SIDE TO PUT THE RELATIONSHIP BACK AT A POINT 
WHERE VE COULD EXPECT A SUMMIT IN THE FORESEEABLE 
FUTURE? 


A. 1 00 WOT THINK THAT THE OBJECTIVE 1S TO CREATE A 
SUMMIT. THE OBJECTIVE 1S TO RESOLVE PROBLEMS AS BEST 
THEY CAM BE RESOLVED, AND IT 1S A DIFFICULT 
RELATIONSHIP UNDER THE BEST OF CIRCUMSTANCES. | THINK 
TWE EVIDENCE |S THAT UNDER THE RIGHT CIRCUMSTANCES, 
SUMMIT MEETINGS PROVIDE AM OCCASION PARTLY IN AND OF 
THEMSELVES, AN OCCASION ..... AND PARTLY IM THE WORK UP 
TO THEN WHERE D/SCUSS!ONS GET MADE, SO | THIWK THERE 
1S A ROLE FOR HIGH LEVEL MEETINGS MYSELF. Im THE 
MEANTIME, HOWEVER, THERE ARE SOME PROBLEMS BEING 
RESOLVED IM THE BILATERAL ARENA WE, AS | SAID, 
CONTINUE TO WORK AT THE REGIONAL ISSUES. WE EXPRESS 
OURSELVES iN VARIOUS FORA AND HUMAN RIGHTS MATTERS. 
ME SEE SOME ACTIONS POSITIVE, SOME NOT SO POSITIVE IM 
TWAT FIELD AND IN THE-FIELO OF ARMS CONTROL. WE HAVE 
SEEM SOME PROGRESS AS 14 THE STOCKHOLM CONFERENCE AND 
VE SAW A GREAT DEAL OF PROGRESS IM THE NUCLEAR AND 
SPACE TALKS AT REYJNAVIE. iT WAS KIND OF A 
BREAKTHROUGH MEETING IN MARY WAYS AND WOW OUR JOS if 
GENEVA 1S TO COnSO 1DATE THAT GROUND AND PUSH OM AMD 
TWAT 1S EXACTLY WHAT WE ARE TRYING TO 00. SO, THESE 
THINGS SEEM TO HAVE A RHYTHR TO THEM. THE IMPORTANT 
THING FROM THE STANDPOINT OF THE UNITED STATES 1S TO 
WAVE SUSTAINABLE POSITIONS THAT ARE 16 OUR INTERESTS 
AND IN THE INTERESTS OF OUR ALLIES AND THAT ARE 
SENSIBLE IW THE SENSE TWAT THEY CAN ARGUABLY BE SAID 
TO BE IM THE SOVIET INTERESTS AS WELL. THAT'S THE 
ONLY waY YOU GET A DEAL WHEN YOU HAVE SOMETHING LIKE 
Twat. $O THAT 1S THE WAY VE ARE “APPROACHING IT AND WE 
WAVE TO BE PATIENT AND PERSISTENT, STRONG, READY TO 
WEGOTIATE, AND MAINTAIN THE COHERENCE OF OUR POSITION 
BOTH WITH QUA ALLIES AND IN OUR OWN COUNTRY. SO 
TWAT’S THE WAY WE ARE APPROACHING /T. 


@. RIGHTLY OR WRONGLY SIR, MANY AMER CANS BELIEVE 
TWAT THE SUMMIT OR THE FRILURE IN LAST YEAR'S CASE TO 
PRODUCE A SECOND SUMMIT BETWEEN PRESIDENT REAGAN AND 
WR. GORABACHEV |S AN INDICATION OF THE STATUS OF THE 
RELATIONSHIP. WOW ARE YOU SAYING THAT |T DOESN'T 
REALLY MATTER WHETHER OR WOT THERE 1S A SUMMIT IN THE 
FORESEEABLE FUTURE IN TERMS OF BRINGING THE 
RELATIONSHIP TO A POINT OF RELATIVE STABILITY. 


A. WELL, | THOUGHT | SAID THAT | OBSERVED THAT THE 
SUMMITS AND THE WORKUP TO THEN SEEMED TO BE ASSOCIATED 
WITH THE POSITIVE DEVELOPMENT SO | THINK TO TwaT 
EXTENT THEY ARE DESIRABLE. ON THE OTHER WAND, THERE 
i$ A KIND OF AN INTERACTIVE PROCESS THERE. you DON’T 
START OM THAT ROAD UNLESS YOU SEE THAT THERE ARE SOME 
THINGS THAT MIGHT BE ACCOMPLISHED. SUT AT THE SAME 
TIME, | 0G THINK THAT IT IS A MISTAKE TO FEEL THAT 
SOMENOV THE OBJECTIVE OF ALL THIS IS TO PRODUCE SUMMIT 
MEETINGS. IT ISN'T. IT 1S TO PRODUCE A MORE STABLE 
SITUATION AND & CAPACITY TO RESOLVE SOMETIMES VERY 
POTENTIAL!.Y EXPLOSIVE | SSUES. 


0. | WOULD LIKE YOU IF YOU WOULD TO LOOK BACK OR YOUR 
TALKS WITH PRESIDENT BIYA TODAY AND THEN SHARE WITH US 
YOUR THOUGHTS OW WHAT MIGHT BE DISCUSSED IN YOUR TALKS 
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WITH PRESIDENT HO! TOMORROW, PART+CULARLY- IN TERMS OF 
REFERENCE OF THE SUBJECTS YOU HAVE SAID ARE THE MOST 
IMPORTANT -- CHAD, THE ECONOMIC CRISIS AND SOUTHERN 
AFRICA? 


A. WELL THOSE THREE TOPICS WERE KEY ONES THAT WE 
DISCUSSED TODAY.” THEY WERE ALSO DISCUSSED WITH 
PRESIDENT DIOUF AND | THINK THEY WILL bE THEMES IN 
THIS TRIP WITHOUT A DOUBT. | WOULDN'T SAY, FOR 
INSTANCE, IN CAMERCCN WE WERE DISCUSSING THE ECONOMIC 
CRISIS. THE CAMERCCNS ARE DOING PRETTY WELL. IT’S 
WELL MANAGED. THEY HAVE HAD A POSITIVE GROWTH IN 
THEIR GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT IN REAL TERMS. THERE IS 
A DECLINE IN THE RATE OF INFLATION. THEY HAD A PRETTY 
STRONG BALANCE OF PAYMENTS. SO THE CAMEROONS IS AN 
EXAMPLE OF A CCUNTRY THAT’S MANAGING THINGS WELL AND 
IT 1S PAYING OFF. {| THINK THE SAME CAN BE SAID OF 
SEWEGAL ALTHOUGH THEY HAVE MORE PROBLEMS. KENYA -- 
EACH COUNTRY 'S DIFFERENT ‘SS YOU GO ALONG BUT THE 
ECONOMIC PROBLEMS AKO IMPORTANCE OF ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT ARE COPPON QND THE THEME OF TRYING TO 
DEREGULATE AND PRIVATIZE AND MOVE THINGS MORE TOWARD 
MARKETS AND SO ON SEEMS TO BE CATCHING ON ALL OVER THE 
WORLD INCLUDING HERE AND | THINK AS | SAID IN MY 
SPEECH, THAT'S GOOD. INSOFAR AS CHAD |S CONCERNED, OF 
COURSE |’LL BE INTERESTED TC SEE AS | GO ALONG WHAT 
DIFFERENT PEOPLE HAVE TO SAY ABOUT IT, BUT THE BASIC 
FACTS ARE THERE AND | THINK EVERYONE FUNDAMENTALLY 
SEES THEM. FIRST CF ALL, QADDAFI 1S IN CHAD AND 
DOESN'T HAVE ANY BUSINESS iN SOMEBODY ELSE'S COUNTRY. 
SECOND OF Ali, HE lo FINDING IT DIFFICULT TO STAY 
THERE AS CHADIAN FORCES THAT HAVE BEEN ALIGNED TO HIM 
OROP AVAY FROM HIM. AND AS HE FINDS HIMSELF LOOSING 
TERRITORY AND FINOS HIMSELF WITH, AMONG OTHER THINGS, 
WEAPONS BEING CAPTLREO GY THE CHADIAN GOVERNMENT, SO 
THIS 1S A MOMENT WHEN THE GOVERNMENT OF CHAD SEEMS TO 
BE ON THE MOVE AND | THINK THEY HAVE A JUST CAUSE. 
FOREIGN FORCES IN CHAD DON'T HAVE ANY BUSINESS THERE 
AND WE ARE HELPING THEM. THE FRENCH ARE HELPING THEN 
AND, I GENERAL, PECPLE THINK 1T WOULD BE GOOD IF HE 
SUCCEEDED, SO WE DISCUSSED THAT AND DISCUSSED THEIR 
ANGLE OF VIEW AND CCMPARED NOTES ASSESSING THE 
SITUATION AND | THINK IT IS VERY HELPFUL. 


Q. HOW SERIOUS A THREAT DO YOU THINK THE OPPOSITION 
GROUP IM KENYA, (TWAKENYA 1S TO THE GOVERNMENT OF 
DANIEL ARAP MOi AND DC YOU PLAN TO TALK WITH HIM 
PERSONALLY AT ALL ABOUT THE ARRESTS OF SOME OF THE 
MEMBERS GF THAT OPPCSITION GROUP IN RECENT MONTHS -- 
THE PAST YEAR? 


A. WELL | THINK PRESIDENT MOl 1S IN A VERY STRONG 
POSITION AND WE IS A GOOD FRIEND AND WE HAVE MANY 
INTERESTS IN COMMON WHICH WE WILL DISCUSS. EVERYWHERE 
1 GO IM AFRICA OR ANYWHERE ELSE, | TALK ABOUT 
POLITICAL ARRANGEMENTS AND THE BENEFITS AS WE SEE IT 
FROM OPEN DEMOCKATIC AND FREE SOCIETIES SO THAT'S A 
CONSTANT THEME THAT WE PLAY BUT | HAVEN'T THE 
SLIGHTEST-BOUBT THAT PRESIDENT MO! 1S A STRONG LEADER 
AND iN A STRONG POSITION. 


@. AFTER YOUR TALKS AND FOR WHAT INFORMATION YOU 
WAVE, BACK ON CHAD FOR A SECOND IF | MAY, -- 00 YOU -- 
1S IT YOUR ASSESMENT THAT THE LIGYAN FORCES ARE ON THE 
DEFENSIVE, ARE BEING ORIVEN BACK, AND IF SO, HOW FAR 
BACK DO THEY GO? OC THEY GO TO THE STRIP 7 4’ . IBYA 

" WAS CLAIMED FOR SOME YEARS OR ALL THE WAY BC) 


A. | OON’T WANT TO. Gt? INTO THE POSITION OF BEING A 
MILITARY TACTICIAN WHICH | AM NOT, AND | DON’T THINK 
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1T WOULD BE RIGHT FOR ME TO-SORT OF FREELANCE IN THAT 
AREA. THERE DO SEEM TO BE TWO RELATED THINGS 
WAPPENING AS | SENSE IT. NUMBER ONE, CHADIAN FORCES 
THAT HAD ALIGNED THEMSELVES WITH QADDAFI ARE LEAVING 
WIM AND SWITCHING SIDES SO THAT DOES TWO THINGS. iT 
DEPRIVES WIM OF FIGHTING MANPOWER AND iT DEPRIVES HIM 
OF WHATEVER CLAIM HE MIGHT UNJUSTIFIABLY HAVE MADE 
ABOUT SOME SORT OF SUPPORT IN CHAD. BEYOND THAT, THE 
LIBYAN FORCES AS SUCH, HAVEN'T DONE THAT WELL, AND THE 
CHADIANS HAVE MANAGED THROUGH THE SURFACE TO AIR 
CAPABILITY THEY HAVE TO ORIVE THE LIBYAN AIR POWER UP 
WIGH WHERE IT DOESN'T DO VERY WELL. SO IN THAT SENSE, 
| THINK IT CAM BE SAID THAT LIBYAN TROOPS AS WELL AS 
THE DESERTIONS, ARE HURTING THEM. JUST EXACTLY WHERE 
THEY ARE AND MAY GO |'D RATHER NOT TRY TO COMMENT ON 
AND AS TO HOW THE OUZOU STRIP WILL FINALLY BE HANDLED 
| DON’T... PRESIDENT DIOUF TALKED ABOUT THAT, OTHERS 
WAVE TALKED THAT; CHAD, OF COURSE CLAIMS THAT 
TERRITORY. THE DISPUTE GOES BACK TO MUSSOLINI'S DaY 
AND SO THERE ARE VARIOUS VIEWS ON HOW TO APPROACH THE 
-- YOU MIGHT SAY THE LEGAL PROBLEM INVOLVED. 


Q@. WR. SECRETARY DID PRESIDENT BIYA MAKE ANY 
SUGGESTIONS OF THINGS THAT HE WOULD LIKE TO SEE THE 
UNITED STATES DO ADDITIONALLY CONCERNING CHAD AND 01D 
WE OFFER TO 00 ANYTHING ON BEHALF OF THE CAMEROON TO 
WELP THE CHADIAN GOVERNMENT IN THIS SITUATION? 


A. WE 1S VERY INTERESTED IM THE SUBJECT AWD | THINK 
1$ COMCERNED ABOUT FOREIGN FORCES IN THE NEIGHBORING 
COUNTRY SUPPORTIVE OF CHAD. WE IS INTERESTED IN 
SEEING US CONTINUE WITH THE KIND OF LOGISTICAL TYPE OF 
SUPPORT THAT WE'VE BEEN GIVING AND WAS REASSURED BY MY 
STATEMENTS THAT WE ARE KEEPING VERY CAREFUL TRACK OF 
WHAT’S GOING ON AND WE WANT TO BE HELPFUL TO THE 
GOVERNMENT OF CHAD AND ARE WORKING WITH THE FRENCH. | 
DON’T THINK IT 1S FOR ME TO COMMENT ON WHAT HE MAY OR 
MAY NOT BE DOING OR MIGHT DO. THAT'S REALLY FOR HIM 
TO SAY. 


Q@. MR. SECRETARY THERE WAS A REPORT -- OR TWO 
REPORTS IN THE CAMEROONIAN NEWSPAPER WE HAPPENED TO BE 
READING WERE, -- ONE SAID U.S. HAD PROVIDED A GALAXY 
CS AIRLIFT ON A KIND OF LEASE BASIS TO THE FRENCH TO 
WELP THEM BRING IN SUPPLIES FROM PARIS TO N'DJAMENA 
AND ANOTHER PART OF THE REPORT SAID THAT THERE WERE 
REPORTS THAT THE U.S. WAS PROVIDING STINGERS. | AN 
PARTICULARLY INTERESTED IN YOUR COMMENTS THAT THE 
LIBYAN AIR FORCES HAD TO FLY VERY HIGH BECAUSE OF THE 
CHADIAN SURFACE CAPABILITY. COULD YOU COMMENT ON 
EITHER OF THOSE REPORTS? 


A. | DON’T WANT TO GET DRAWN INTO DETAILED COMMENT. | 
DON’T THINK IT 1S A USEFUL THING TO DO IN THE 

SETTING. OF COURSE THERE ARE MORE TYPES OF SURFACE TO 
AIR MISSILES THAN THE STINGERS THAT WORK, BUT AS TO 
EXACTLY WHAT WE MAY PROVIDE AND WHEN, AGAIN | THINK 
TWAT’S BEST LEFT ALONE. | DON’T WANT TO COMMENT ON 
THEA. 


@. ABOUT THE CSA -- HAVE WE GIVEN OR LEASED CSa’s TO 
TWE FRENCH -- OR CHARTERED CSA’S TO THE FRENCH FOR 
TRANSPORTATION FROM PARIS DOWN OF THEIR MILITARY 
EQUIPRENT? 


A. | WOULD SIMPLY SAY THAT WE WE HAVE TRIED TO BE 
WELPFUL IN TRANSPORTATION MATTERS AS WELL AS OTHER 
MATTERS. ' 
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@. A GENERAL QUESTION ABOUT THE (Ran CONTRA AFFAIR. 
WHAT CONCERNS DO YOU HAVE AS THE PUBLIC CONTINUES TO 
GET JUST PIECES OF THE IRAN STORY ABOUT MAYBE A 
PSYCHOLOGY OF HEROES AND VILLAINS IN ALL OF THIS. 
WHETWER THEY ARE REFERENCES TO YOURSELF, ADMIRAL 
POINDEXTER OR OLIVER NORTH? 


A. WELL, NY ATTITUDE 1S THAT | HAVE SAID AND WILL. 
CONTINUE TO SAY PUBLICLY AND INSOFAR AS IT IS 
APPROPRIATE GIVEN CLASSIFIED MATERIAL IN CLASSIFIED 
HEETINGS AND OTHERWISE, WHAT | CAN CONTRIBUTE TO THE 
UNRAVELLING OF THIS STORY AND THAT 1S WHAT | AM GOING 
TO DO -- 1S WHAT | HAVE DONE AND | THINK THE BEST 
TWING THAT CAN HAPPEN MYSELF IS FOR THE MATERIAL THAT 
1S AVAILABLE TO SE MADE PUBLIC AS FULLY AND AS SOON AS 
TWAT 1S PRACTICALLY FEASIBLE. | AN A GREAT BELIEVER 
1M PUBLIC INFORMATION. 


@. YOU DO WOT TAKE ANY SOLACE ONE WAY OR THE OTHER 
THEN HF THIS VERSION OF THE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE 
REPORT DOES IN FACT SAY TWAT YOU WERE FROZEN OUT 
IMI TUALLY? 


A. WELL, I'VE TESTIFIED PUBLICLY TO A VERY 

CONS DERABLE DEGREE AND SUMMARIZED IN A WAY THAT | 
THOUGHT WAS APPROPRIATE THE CLASSIFIED INFORMATION SO 
THAT | DIDN'T VIOLATE THE CLASSIFICATION BUT GAVE THE 
ESSENCE OF 1T AND | THINA WHEN | DID THE FULL 
MATERIAL TO THE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE SORT OF 
CONFIRMED THAT THE SUMMARY | GAVE WAS ACCURATE AND 
UL uST LEAVE iT AT Trat, | TRIED TO SAY WHAT | ANEW 
ano, wiaT | DIDN'T KNOW AND JUST WHAT THE THINGS THAT 
OTHER PEOPLE DID | DON'T KNOW DIRECTLY OBVIOUSLY AND 
WHEN | READ THINGS | LEARNED STUFF, NOT ALL WHICH IS 
PLEASANT TO KNOW . 


@. DOESN'T IT GIVE YOU ANY SOLACE TO KNOW THAT 
EVERYBODY LOOKS AT THE SECRETARY OF STATE AND SAYS 
PA THE ONLY GOOD GUY IN THIS? 
a. WELL, | DON'T FEEL PARTICULARLY GOOD, | AM JUST 
WOT GOING fO GET DRAWN iNTO 17. | SAY WHAT | KNOW ~~ 
MAKE IT AVAILABLE, CONTINUE TO EXPRESS THE PRESIDENT'S 
VIEW WHICH | AGREE WITH THAT THE SOONER ALL 1S SET OUT 
FOR PEOPLE TO SEE THE BETTER AND IN THE MEANTIME, WHAT 
| am TRYING TO 00 1S ALSO WHat THE PRESIDENT HAS 
INSTRUCTED ME TO 00; NAMELY, TIE A RIBBON AROUND IT AS 
FAR AS WHAT | HAVE TO SAY, SAY 1T WHENEVER ANYBODY 
WANTS ME TO SAY IT, ALL THESE COMMITTEES AND SO FORTH, 
QUT IN THE MEANTIME, | WAVE A LOT OF WORK TC 00, AND | 
an TRYING TO 00 IT awd am TRYING TO FOCUS AY ATTENTION 
On THAT. 


@. MR. SECRETARY, THE WEW YORK TIMES REPORTED TODAY 

" TWAT ITS CORRESPONDENT 1 SOUTH AFRICA HAD BEEN TOLD 
TO LEAVE BY TOMORROW AND TWAT WIS REPLACEMENT WILL NOT 
BE GIVEN A VISA. AFTER THE LA TIMES CORRESPONDENT HAS 
QEEN TOLD TO LEAVE, THIS BEGINS TO LOOK LIKE A PATTERN 
OF TRYING TO WHITTLE DOW THE PRESENCE OF THE AMERICAN 
PRESS CORPS THERE. WHAT i$ YOUR REACTION? 


@. MY REACTION 1S VERY NEGATIVE AND WE HAVE SAIO THAT 
IW OUR DIPLOMATIC CHANNELS THAT WE THINK IT IS 
IMPORTANT THAT OUR MEWS ORGANIZATIONS HAVE AN 
OPPORTUNITY TO REPORT WHAT 1$ GOING ON. IT'S MORE OF 
8 KINO OF SELF-IMPOSED | SOLATION THAT SOUTH AFRICA IS 
DOING. iT 1S BECOMING /SOLATEO DIPLOMATICALLY, IT'S 
BECOMING ISOLATED FINANCIALLY AND IT'S ISOLATING 
ITSELF FROM THE THE STREAM OF WORLD OPINION WHEN IT 
TAKES AWAY FROM ITS COUNTRY PEOPLE WHO ARE REPORTING 
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TO THE WORLD WHAT iS GOING ON. | SUPPOSE THAT THEY 00 
MOT LIKE THINGS THAT ARE BEING REPORTED THAT THEY 
CONSIDER TO BE UNFAVORABLE, BUT NOT EVERYTHING GOING 
ON 1S UNFAVORABLE. IN ADDITION IF YOU WANT TO SEE 
SOME FAVORABLE THINGS REPORTED, 00 SOME FAVORABLE 
THINGS AND THEY WILL GET REPORTED AND IT WILL SE 
BELIEVED THAT THEY ARE FAVORABLE iF YOU HAVE GOOD 
STRONG NEWS ORGAN! ZATIONS THERE THAT ARE DOING THE 
REPORTING . | THINK IT IS WOT A GOOD THING. 


@. WAVE YOU HAD ANY CRITICISMS AT ALL FROM EITHER OF 
TWE TWO AFRICAN LEADERS YOU HAVE MET VITH ON U.S. 
POLICY TOWARDS SOUTH AFRICA? 


A. WELL, BY AND LARGE | WAVE THE SENSE THAT OUR 
POLICY 1S UNDERSTOOD BETTER AND BETTER AND 1S 
SUPPORTED. THERE ISN'T ANY DOUBT IN ANYONE'S MIND 
TWAT WE WANT TO SEE APARTHEID ENDED AND A DIFFERENT 
SYSTEM EMERGE. 1 THINK OR | KNOW BECAUSE THEY HAVE 
SAID TO ME THAT THEY ARE GLAD TO SEE THAT WE ARE READY 
TO TALK WITH YOU MIGHT SAY ALL PARTIES -- EVEN SOME 
PARTIES WHOSE VIEWS WE DON'T LIKE BUT WHO HAVE A 
POSITION IN THE COUNTRY SUCH AS OLIVER TAMBO AND | 
THINK THE POSTURE THAT WE WANT TO BE IN OF BEING READY 
TO WELPFUL AND BEING IN CONTACT BROADLY WITH EVERYONE 
im THE SITUATION 1S A GOOD POSTURE TO BE IM. IN THE 
MEANTIME, WE RE TRYING TO FIGURE OUT HOW WE CAN BE 
WELPFUL TO BLACKS WITHIN SOUTH AFRICA IM THE PROGRAMS 
THAT WE HAVE AND ALSO IN SOUTHERN AFRICA AND THE FRONT 
LIWE STATES BUT IT [S NOT AN EASY PROBLEM -- AND AS | 
WAVE SAID MANY TIMES iM SPEECHES AND Mf CONGRESS! ONAL 
TESTIMONY AS THE SOUTHERN AFRICAN ECONOMY HAS 
DIFFICULTY, THE WHOLE OF SOUTHERN AFRICA HAS 
DIFFICULTY AND THERE ARE A LOT OF PEOPLE THERE AND | 
TWINK THERE 1S GOING TO BE A LOT OF MISERY WHICH WE 00 
WOT LIKE. SHULTZ 
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TAGS: OVIP (SHULT?, GEORGE P.) 

SUBJECT: SECRETARY'S VISIT TO NAIROBI: TRANSCRIPT OF 
PRESS CONFERENCE, NAIROBI - JANUARY 18, 1987 


LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, GOOD AFTERNOON. THIS IS AN ON 
THE RECORD PRESS CONFERENCE BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
GEORGE SHULTZ. 


MR. SECRETARY. 


WOULD LIKE TO EXPRESS MY APPRECIATION 10 PRESIDENT 

| FOREIGN MINISTER AND, ALL THEIR KSESOCIATES FOR 
+HEIR COURTESY AND HOSPITALITY DURING MY STAY HERE. | 
HAD THE PRIVILEGE OF A GOOD PRIVATE CONVERSAT’ IN WITH . 
THE PRESIDENT, A LONGER MEETING WITH OUR FULL 
DELEGATIONS, AND A VERY FINE LUNCH THAT HAS ME FILLED 
UP. THE PRESIDENT ASSURED ME, THAT, WHEN | VISIT THE 
GAME PARK TOMCRROW, ALL THE ANIMALS HAVE BEEN NOTIFIED 
AND | CAN FEEL PERFECTLY COMFORTABLE. SO | GO THERE 
KNOWING THAT THE HOSPITALITY WILL BE GRACIOUS THERE as 
WELL. 


QUESTIONS? YES. 

Q. I'M WITH THE NEWS AGENCY OF NIGERIA. | UNDERSTAND 
THAT YOU’ VE COME TO AFRICA TO DISCUSS ECONOMIC MATTERS 
AND OTHER THINGS. | ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT YOUR AID TO 
AFRICA WILL BE CUT BY 41 PERCENT THIS YEAR. VERY 
CURIOUSLY, DO YOU TELL ME HOW THEY ARRIVED AT THAT 41 
PERCENT -- WAS IT DICTATED BY RACISM OR WAS IT 
DICTATED BY ECONOMICS? AND IF THAT IS THE CASE, HOW 
WILL THIS AFFECT YOUR AID TO JONAS SAVIMD! IN ANGOLA? 


A. WELL YOU HAVE GOT QUITE A FEW QUESTIONS MIXED IN 
THERE, THE FIRST PART HAVING TO DO WITH OUR OWN 
BUDGET. WE HAD A REDUCTION FROM THE BUDGET THE 
PRESIDENT SUBMITTED TO CONGRESS LAST YEAR, OF A VERY 
LARGE PERCENTAGE. THE WAY OUR BUDGET PROCESS WORKS, 
CERTAIN FUNDS, PARTICULARLY FUNOS TO ISRAEL AND EGYPT 
GET EARMARKED THAT |S, THE AMOUNTS THAT ARE 
APPROPRIATED ARE THERE AND THEY RE APPROPRIATED IN 
FULL AND THEY DON'T GET TOUCHED. AND WHEN YOU HAVE 
“MAT OND THEN THE TOTAL IS CUT, BY | THINK, IT’S 

OUND 21 PERCENT OR SO, WHEN THE TOTAL 1$ CUT BY THAT 
DUNT, THEN EVERYTHING ELSE GETS SQUEEZED A GREAT 
DEAL. SO.THAT, MUCH OF OUR FOREIGN AFFAIRS BUDGET FOR 
ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE AND SECUR!TY ASSISTANCE AROUND THE 
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WORLD WAS cur BY HALF. MOW-THAT PRESENTS YOU WITH A 
VERY HARD PROBLEM. BECAUSE WE HAVE COUNTRIES WHERE 
WE HAVE ASSISTANCE THAT ARE COUNTRIES WHERE WE HAVE 
BASING RIGHTS AND SO ON, SO WE’ VE HAD 10 FIGURE OUT 
HOW TO ALLOCATE THESE CUTS, AND {T’S BEEN A VERY 
PAINFUL PROCESS. JT 1S THE PRESIDENT’S OPINION THAT 
THE CUTS WERE TOO DEEP MUCH TOO DEEP. AND HE 
SUBMITTED LAST WEEK, OUR BUDGET FOR NEXT YEAR, ALONG 
WITH THE REQUEST FOR SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS FOR THIS 

YEAR. SO WE ARE ENGAGED IN A BATTLE WITH OUR CONGRESS 
TO PURSUADE THEM, TO PROVIDE MORE RESOURCES TO US, SO 
THAT WE CAN PROVIDE MORE RESOURCES TO AMONG OTHER 
PLACES, COUNTRIES IN AFRICA WHERE WE FEEL THE NEEDS 
ARE GREAT, AND THE FUNDS CAN BE USED EFFECTIVELY. $0 
IT’S A MATTER OF OUR OWN BUDGET, AND TO SOME EXTENT IN 
tCONOMIC TERMS IF YOU THINK YOU HAVE TROUBLES HERE YOU 
SHOULD SEE OUR TROUBLES WITH OUR BUDGET. AND WE'VE 
HAD A BUDGET DEFICIT OF AROUND 288 BILLION DOLLARS OR 
MORE AND WE KNOW THAT “E HAVE TO GET IT DOWN AND 
THAT'S RESULTED IN DEEP CUTS IN SPENDING. SO THAT'S 
WHAT THE DiFFICULTY HERE IN ALLOCATION OF FUNDS TO 
AFRICA COMES FROM. AS FAR AS MR. SAVIMBI IS 
CONCERNED, WE SUPPORT MR. SAVIMBI AND OTHERS AROUND . 
THE WORLD WHO ARE FIGHTING FOR FREEDOM AND 
INDEPENDENCE IN THEIR OWN COUNTRIES. AND WE INTEND TO 
CONTINUE THAT SUPPORT. 

0. WOW CAN YOU DESCRIBE THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN YOUR 
GOVERNMENT AND ETHIOPIA AT THE MOMENT? 

A. WELL, THERE ISN'T THAT MUCH OF A RELATIONSHIP, WE 
WAVE HOWEVER, BEEN QUITE CONSCIOUS OF THE IMPACT OF 
THE DROUGHT ON FOOD SUPPLIES, AND AS ALWAYS, THE 
UNITED STATES HAS RESPONDED WiTH DONATIONS OF FOCD® | 
MIGHT SAY THE NUMBERS | HAVE JUST BEEN TALKING agouT 
DON’T INCLUDE ThE AMOUNTS FOR FOOD. THE UNITED STATES 
IN 198S PROVIDED AS MUCH FOOD AID OS THE REST OF THE 
WORLD COMBINED TO HELP AFRICA MEET ITS PROBLEMS AND WE 
HAVE PROVIDED AID IN ETHIOPIA. WE HAVE BEEN 
DISTRESSED BY THE FACT THAT, THAT FOOD AID HAS NOT 
BEEN DISTRIBUTED IN MANY CASES ON WHAT WE REGARD AS a 
GENUINELY HUMANITARIAN BASIS, THAT 1S GOING TO THE 
PEOPLE WHO NEED IT. 


@. MR. SECRETARY, COULD YOU TELL US WHAT YOU DISCUSSED 
THIS MORNING WITH THE PRESIDENT? IN PARTICULAR, DID 
YOU EXPRESS YOUR CCNCE9N ABOUT HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION 
IN KENYA? 


A, WELL WE 0 SCUSSED OUR BILATERAL ISSUES, THE THINGS 
THAT WE HAVE (N COMMON AND WORK TOGETHER ON, OUR OWN 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS THEIR DEVELOPMENTS, THEIR ECONOMIC 
PROGRAMS, THE/R NEED FOR FOREIGN INVESTMENT. AND | 
EXPRESSED AS | DD EVERYWHERE | GO, IT 1S NOT UNIQUE TO 
THIS STOP, OR NOT UNICUE TO AFRICA. OUR INTEREST IN 
DEMOCRACY AND FREEDOM AND OUR BELIEF THAT WHERE you 
WAVE THOSE CONDITIONS AND, WHERE YOU HAVE STABILITY, 
AS YOU HAVE HERE IN KENYA, YOU HAVE THE KIND OF 
ATMOSPHERE THAT'S MOST LIKELY TO ATTRACT THE KIND OF 
INVESTMENT THAT THEY WANT 


Q@. DID SOUTHERN AFRICA COME UP? 


A. YES, SOUTHERN AFRICA CAME UP. THE PRESIDENT 
BROUGHT IT UP. AND GAVE HIS VIEWS VERY STRONGLY, aND 
| GAVE HIM THE VIEWS OF THE UNITEG STATES. AND LET ME 
JUST SUMMARIZE THEM. FIRST, VE'RE CLEAR ABOUT WHaT wE 
ARE AGAINST. WE'RE AGAINST APARTHEID. WE WANT TO SEE 
1T ENDED. WERE ALSO CLEAR ABOUT WHAT WE'RE FoR, 


WE'RE FOR A DIFFERENT“KIND OF GOVERNMENTAL SYSTEM THAT 
ALLOWS ALL THE HUMAN BEINGS IN THE COUNTRY TO TAKE a 
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PART im THE PROCESS OF GOVERNING THE COUNTRY. WE'RE 
FOR &, THE KIND OF THRIVING ECONOMY THAT SOUTH AFRICA, 
AND SOUTHERN AFRICA |S PERFECTLY CAPABLE OF PRODUCING, 
1F POLITICAL STABILITY CAN EMERGE. AND SO, BASED ON 
THOSE BELIEFS, HELD VE2Y STRONGLY THE UNITED STATES 
HAS IN PLACE NOW, A SET OF SANCTIONS THAT ARE MORE 
WIDESPREAD THAN | THIN( ANY OTHER COUNTRY. THERE IS 
WO CONTROVERSY IN THE JNITED STATES ABOUT THE 
DESIRABILITY OF ENDING APARTHEID. THERE 15 
CONTROVERSY ABOUT WHETHER IT'S WISE TO HAVE OUR 
COMPANIES LEAVE SOUTH AFRICA AS THEY ARE DOING GIVEN 
THESE SANCTIONS AND SOME OF US, INCLUDING ME, THINK 
THAT IT’S A BENEFIT TO CITIZENS OF SOUTH AFRICA, BLACK 
AND WHITE, BUT MAINLY SLACK, BECAUSE THAT'S WHO MOST 
OF THE EMPLOYEES ARE, THAT OUR FIRMS ARE THERE 
PRACTICING EQUAL OPPORTUNITY AND PROVIDING THE KIND OF 
TRAINING AND OUTREACH AND CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE 
COMMUNITY, THAT HELP PREPARE THE PEOPLE INVOLVED FOR 
THE RESPONSIBILITIES T4AT WILL SURELY BE THEIRS BUT 
AT ANY RATE, THE UNITE) STATES HAS VERY FIRM VIEWS 
ABOUT WHAT SHOULD HAPPEN IN SOUTH AFRICA, | WOULD HAVE 
TO SAY THAT UNFORTUNAT<LY, RIGHT NOW, THERE SEEMS TO 
GE, VERY LITTLE MOVEMENT IN THE SITUATION. BUT WHAT 
WE ADVOCATE (1S THE UNEANNING ALL THE PARTIES, OF THE 
RELEASE OF AR. MANDELA OF THE UNDERTAKING OF A 
DIALOGUE AND NEGOT/2T/ IN INCLUDING QLL OF THE RELEVANT 
GROUPS AND WE OURSELVES ARE MAKING A SYSTEMATIC EFFORT 
TO BE IN TOUCH With E.:RYBODY OUR AMBASSADOR 1S, AND 
1 DO, AND AS AN EXAMPL: | WILL BE MEETING WITH MR 
TAMBO LATER THIS MONTH WHEN HE COMES TO WASHINGTON 

Q. WR. SCOCRETARY, TO -OLLOW UP IN THE SAME VEIN 

WERE’ S AN EDITORIAL 14 A LEADING NEWSPAPER HERE TODAY 
THAT WHILE 17 PERSONAL.Y GIVES YOU HIGH MARKS, SAYS 
THAT THERE HAS BEEN A TENDENCY OF NOT ONLY THIS 
ADMINISTRATION, BUT PRZVIOUS ADMINISTRATIONS TO TAKE 
AFRICA FOR GRANTED NUM3SER ONE, AND ON THE QUEST!ON OF 
SOUTH AFRICA, THAT THE PRETORIA GOVERNMENT KNOWS THAT 
17 DOES NOT WECESSARILY HAVE TO DO A WHOLE LOT 
BECAUSE, QUOTE WASHINGTON BONN AND LONDON WILL NOT PUT 
GREAT PRESSURE ON |T T2 DO SO, AND END THE SYSTEM OF 
APARTHEID. YOUR THOUGTS, SIR, ON THAT? 


A LL, OF COURSE THINK YOU HAVE TO START By 
RECOGNIZING THAT THE DIS!RABLE CHANGE THAT |S SOUGHT 
AND | THINK ALMOST UN! VERSALLY ADVOCATED CERTAINLY 
OE - 

“NLAS YOUR POLICY CHANGED SUBSTANTIALLY 

FROM WHAT {7 WAS -- CONSTRUCT! VE ENGAGEMENT? 


A. WELL, I'VE TRIED T2/ED TO DESCRIBE OUR POLICY AND 
WHAT |'WE DESCRIBED HAS BEEN OUR POLICY FOR & LONG 

TIME AS WE, THERE HAS BEEN A SHIFT AS A RESULT OF 
LEGISLATION TOWARD THE IMPOSITION OF GREATER SANCT| ONS 
OR ECONOMIC |SOLATION (OU MIGHT SAY, OF THE UNITED 
STATES IN SOUTH QFRICA AND THERE'S BEEN SOME 
CONTROVERSY ABOUT THAT BUT AS TO THE BASIC POLICIES 
THAT | ENUNCIATED, THE’ VE BEEN IN PLACE A LONG TIME. 
WOW, WHEN IT COMES TO 40¥ DO YOU IMPLEMENT THOSE 
POLICIES IN TERMS OF WHAT YOU DO. WELL, |‘ VE JUST 
SAID THAT A WAY YOU IM°LEMENT THEM I$ YOU ARE THERE, 
YOU STAY THERE, YOU ‘DOV'T GO AWAY. OU DON’T JUST 
THROW UP YOUR HANDS AND SAY | DON’T LIKE IT, 1° 
LEAVING. YOU STAY THEZE. YOU ARE, IF | MAY USE THE 

ERM, ZNGAGED. NOW /0) TRY TO BE ENGAGED wiTH 

SWERYGODY, BECAUSE iF THERE'S GOING 10 BE A SUCCESS 
THERE ARE VARIOUS BLAC( GROUPS AND CONSTITUENCIES THAT 
ARE DIFFERENT FROM £AC4 OTHER, THERE ARE IND! ANS. 
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THER: ARE THE COLOREDS, AND OF COURSE THERE ARE THE 
WHITES, AND THE WHITES ARE VERY IMPORTANT TO THE 
FUTURE OF SOUTH AFRICA AND ANY DESIGN OF HOW A 
SUCCESSFUL SOUTM AFRICA MIGHT EVOLVE MUST, AS EVERY 
BLACK LEADER | ‘VE EVER TALKED TO WILL SAY RIGHT OFF 
-- MUST HAVE & STRONG ROLE AND RECOGNIZE THE IMPORTANT 
CONTRIBUTIONS THAT THE WHITES THERE, WHO AFTER ALL ARE 
AFRICANS, HAVE MADE AND WILL MAKE. SO THAT IS OUR 
POLICY TO BE ENGAGED AND ENGAGED WITH EVERYBODY, AND 
WE HOPE THAT OUR ACTIONS WiLL BE.CONSTRUCTIVE AND WE 
STILL HOPE THAT OUR ACTIONS WILL BE CONSTRUCTIVE. WE 
HAVEN'T CHANGED. 


G. WHERE YOU ARE VERY WILLING TO ASK FREEDOM FIGHTERS 
AROUND THE WORLD LIKE SAVIMB AND THE CONTRAS, ONE 
WONDERS WHY YOUR AID, YOUR ARMS AID, 1S LIMITED TO 
FIGHTERS THAT GRE ENGAGING COMMUNISTS, RATHER THAN 
FIGHTERS WHD ARE FIGHTING FOR FREEDOM AND GENUINE 
HUMAN RIGHTS? 


A. WE APE IN FAVOR OF FREEDOM AND + UMAN RIGHTS, AND 
DEMOCRACY EVERYWHERE, AND WE SUPPORT IT WHERE WE THINK 
1T CAN DO SOME GOOD IN A SECURITY SENSE, AND | THINK 
IT’S FAIR TO SAY THAT OVER THE COURSE OF QUR ENTIRE 
HISTORY, THE UNITED STATES HAS BEEN & BEACON 
THROUGHOUT THE WORLD, STANDING FOR FREEDOM AND 
INDEPENDENCE AND EQUALITY AMONG PEOPLE. i7'S & VERY 
PROUD TRADITION IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA IT'S 
EXISTED’ A LONG TIME, AND IT (S VERY MUCH ALIVE AND 
FLOURISHING TODAY. 


QO. YOU HAVE BEEN TO SOME AFRICAN COUNTRIES AND YOU 
ARE ALSO SI'PPOSED TO TOUR OTHERS, WHAT 1S YOUR VIEW 
ABOUT THE USE OF AID, THE AMERICAN GIVES TO AFRICAN 
COUNTRIES 


fh. WE GIVE A LOT OF IT, OND THEREFORE WE THINK 17 
MAKES A CONTRIBUTION. OUR VIEW 1S, THAT, THERE 1S 
UNDERWAY, A VERY IMPORTANT CHANGE IN THINKING IN 
AFRICAN COUNTRIES THAT WAS QUITE VISIBLE IN THE 
SPECIAL SESSION OF THE UNITED NATIONS ON AFRICA THAT 
WAS GOTTEN INTO PLACE AND MANAGED BY THE OAU, AND 
PRESIDENT DIOUF WAS THEN THE CHAIRMAN, OND LED THIS 
AND THE 'MPACT OF THAT SPECIAL SESSION WAS IN & SENSE 
A STATEMENT BY PEOPLE iN AFRICA LEADERS IN AFRICA 
THAT THEY FELT THE SYSTEMS TKAT THEY HAD USED AFTER 
INDEPENDENCE, ESSENTIALLY BASED ON THE PREMISE THAT IF 
YOU, -- iF THE STATE CONTROLLED THE ECONOMY aNd 
DECIDED THINGS -- THAT WAS THE WAY TO HAVE THE COUNTRY 
DEVELOPED. THEY HAVE COME TO THE CONCLUSION THAT THAT 
DOESN'T WORK. AND AS THEY HAVE OBSERVED AROUND THE 
WORLD INCLUDING IN AFRICA WHERE YOU GAVE MORE SCOPE 
FOR THE MARKET, WHERE YOU GevE MORE ““lrt FOR PRI VoTF 
IWITIATIVE, AND PRIVATE ENTERPRISE. YOU SA, ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT MOVE FORWARD. | MIGHT SAY THAT CHANGE IN 
THINKING IS WORLDWIDE BUT 17 CAME FORWARD VERY 
CONCRITELY AND EXPLICITLY FROM THE AFRICAN LEADERS 
THEMSELVES. WE AGREE WITH THAT, AND SO WE THINK RIGHT 


WOW, THAT NOT ONLY IS ASSISTANCE NEEDED, BUT THAT IT'S 
LIWELY TO BE USED WELL, AND HAVE A REAL IMPACT FOR THE 
BETTERMENT OF PEOPLE. SO WE HAVE BEEN WORKING IN THE 
UNITcD STATES, NOT ONLY IN TERMS OF OUR OWN PROGRAMS 
OF PSSISTANCE BILATERA'LY, THAT 1S FROM OUR COUNTRY TO 
AKITHER COUNTRY, ONE “7 OWE, BUT ALSO TO HAVE an 
IMPACT ON THE ROLE °° (HE INTERNATIONAL FINANC/ AL 
INSTITUTIONS, THE INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND AND THE 
WORLD BANK, AND THE AFRICAN BANK OND OTHER 
INSTITUTIONS, TO DEVOTE RESOURCES MORE HEAVILY NOW, TO 
AFRICA. . 
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ND SO 17 WAS THE UNITED STATES’ SUGGESTION THAT 
FFLOWS COMING TO THE WORLD FINANCIAL BODIES GO TO 
COUNTRIES WHO ARE AT THE POOREST END OF THE SCALE, AND 
THAT 1S, PREDOMINANTLY COUNTRIES IN AFRICA. AND WE 
ARE VERY GLAD 10 SEE THAT THE 1DA & AID REPLENISHMENT 
WILL AMOUNT TO SOME 12.4 BILLICN DOLLARS. AND THAT 
IT’S ESTIMATED THAT SOMETHING LIKE 45 OR SO, OF THAT 
WILL GO TO AFRICAN COUNTRIES. THAT'S AS COMPARED 
WITH, | THINK ABOUT $ 1/2 BILLION DOLLARS IN THE IDA 7 
REPLENISHIPMENT AND ABOUT A 3S SHARE TO AFRICK. OND 
WE HAVE FAVORED THOSE MOVES, SO YOU CAN SEE, THAT OUR 
ATTITUDE 1S, PARTICULARLY NOW, THAT WE SEEM TO HAVE 
THE KIND OF PHILOSOPHIC UNDERPINNING IN THE PRACTICES 
THAT WILL ALLOW MONEY TO BE USED WELL, WE'D WOULD LIKE 
TO SEE iT MOVE, AND WE'RE VERY GLAD TO TAKE PART IN 
THIS BEVELOPMENT, WE WISH WE COULD SCRATCH UP HORE OUT 
OF OUR OWN BUDGET 


Q. MR. SECRETARY IN YOUR TALKS WITH PRESIDENT MO! 
DID YOU DISCUSS THE CONFLICT IN SUDAN AND WHAT ROLE 
KENYA MIGHT PLAY IN HELPING TO END IT7 


A. YES, HE DESCRIBED THE SITUATION IN THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD OF KENYA, WITH GREAT INSIGHT, AND HE 
DISCUSSED THE SUDAN AND HIS EFFORTS "HERE, AND 41S 
ESTIMATE, AND | WAS VERY GLAD TO HAVE THOSE VIEWS 
MIGHT SAY | CAME HERE IN PART TO STATE AND SYMBOL ITE 
THE IMPORTANCE THE UNITED STATES ATTACHES TO AFRICA 
AND THE COUNTRIES THAT |’ VE VISITED. 8UT ALSO TO 
LISTEN AWD LEARN, FROM THE AFRICHN LEADERS THEMSELVES, 
AND | DID ALT OF LISTENING HERE TODAY, AND ON THE 
SUDAN WAS ONE OF THE AREAS WHERE | DID THAT. YES 


PiM—e FOR BASICALLY ONE MORE QLESTION 

Q@. SECRETARY OF STATE, THIS MORNING YOU HAD BREAKFAST 
WITH AMERICAN BUSINESSMEN IN KENYD WHAT ARE THEIR 
FEELINGS ABOUT INVESTMENT IN KENYA? 2. WHAT IS THE 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN WASHINGTON AND KAMPALA? 


A. WELL, | GUESS THERE WERE ABOUT 15 BUSINESSMEN 
THERE, SOMETHING LIKE THAT, REPRESENTING DIFFERENT 
INDUSTRIES AND WHAT THEY HAD TO SAY WAS QUITE 
VARIABLE, AND | SUPPOSE iT REFLECTS THEIR OWN 
PARTICULAR SITUATION, SOME SEEM TO THINK THINGS WERE 
GOING GREAT, AND SOME WERE HAVING PROBLEMS AS b 
GENERAL PREPOSITION AS ELSEWHERE, BUSINESSMEN WHO AE 
THINKING ABOUT INVESTMENT FEEL THAT IT IS VERY 
\MPQRTANT THOT THERE BE FRIENDLY RULES OF THE GAME, 
AND THAT THOSE RULES BE CONSISTENTLY APPLIED AND THAT 
THEY HAVE THE ASSURANCE THAT THE RULES ARE GOING TO BE 
THE SAME SOME YEARS FROM NOW AS THEY ARE NOW. SO WHEN 
THEY MAKE ON INVESTMENT TODAY, AND AN INVESTMENT BY 
DEFINITION |S SOMETHING WHERE TODAY YOU SPEND THE 
MONEY GND YOU HOPE THAT YOU ARE GOING TO REAP YOUR 
RETURN LATER ON SO 17'S IMPORTANT TO BE ABLE TO HAVE 
THAT TIME PERSPECTIVE. AND THOSE ARE THE KINDS OF 
THINGS THAT THEY EMPHASIZED. BUT KENYA IS A PLACE 
WHERE MANY AMERICAN FIRMS DO BUSINESS AND FIRMS FROM 
OTHER COUNTRIES DO BUSINESS, AND IT CERTAINLY, | THINK 
1S A PLACE THAT HAS GREAT PROMISE. THERE WERE & 
WUMBER OF SPECIAL LITTLE WRINKLES OF THINGS THAT M/GHT 
BE ESPECIALLY TAKEN ADVANTAGE OF, AND | WAS ABLE TO 
POINT SOME OF THOSE OUT TO OUR KENYAN COUNTERPARTS 
WHEN WE HAVE THAT OPPORTUNITY LATER TODAY. THANK YOU 
SHULTZ . 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


January 12, 1987 


The Briefing Room 


ll:1l1 A.M. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: We need to get started quickly because 
these gentlemen are en route to Geneva. The briefers who will brief 
ON BACKGROUND as senior administration officials are 


The President is announcing -- and we are ON THE RECORD 
at the moment -- his intention to nominate Max M. Kampelman to be 
Counselor of the Department cf State. He will succeed Edward 
Derwinski, and Counselor Derwinski is becoming Undersecretary of 
State for Security Assistance Programs, and we will have a statement 
on both later. 


Also we are putting out a statement by the President 
concerning his meeting with the arms negotiators and that will be 
available to you and I will not read it to you. 

They need to -~ 

Q I don't understand the appointment. 

Q Undersecretary or assistant secretary? 

MR. SPEAKES: No. 

Q Counselor. 

Q No, but I mean Derwinski. 

MR. SPEAKES: Okay, listen up. Max is going to be 
appointed Counselor of the State Department -- a Presidential 


appointment. 


Q Continuing his current role in arms negotiations at 
the same time? 


MR. SPEAKES: Yes. That's his number-woue assignment, 
among other things. And he will succeed Derwinski and Derwinski will 
become Undersecretary of State for Security Assistance Programs. And 
we will give you a statement on both. 


Q Well, it makes him equal to Vorontsov, then? I mean 
kind of -- 


MR. SPEAKES: No, it makes him unequal. He has no peers. 
Q You mean he's higher than Vorontsov? 


Q Do you know how long the meeting with the President 
was exactly -- 
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MR. SPEAKES: About 20 minutes. 
Q Is this at the behest of the Russians? 


Q Are you saying he is dividing his time between two 
jobs now? 


MR. SPEAKES: Pardon? 


Q Does this mean he is now dividing his time between 
two jobs, and does that reduce the attention he will spend on arms 
control? 


Q Yes, what does it mean? 


MR. SPEAKES: No, it increases his title -- as if he 
needed an increase in stature of any type, it increases his title. 
And he will be able to handle his arms control duties as he has and 
whatever duties the State Department thrusts upon him, he will handle 
those also. 


Q Well, it does come on the heels of the Soviets 
Saying that he isn't high enough in rank. 


MR. SPEAKES: That's true, and you may write that if you 
would like. I'm not going to make a statement. 


Q When was the decision -- was the decision made 
before you learned that Vorontsov was going to be replacing Karpov? 


MR. SPEAKES: We don't generally discuss our 
decision-making process, but I think you may assume that on your own. 


Q That it came before you knew that? 
MR. SPEAKES: No, afterwards. 
Q Afterwards. So it's not a coincidence. 


Q Larry, Larry, when CBS broke the story about 
Vorontsov being appointed, they reported that the Soviets wanted 
somebody of higher rank than Ambassador Kampelman. First of all, can 
you say whether the Soviets asked the United States for such a move? 
And secondly, this is a remarkable coincidence. Is this a reflexive 
move by the Reagan administration to embellish an already high-ranked 
official with one more title to add to his distinction? 


MR. SPEAKES: One who needs no embellishment? No, I 
don't comment on dipiomatic exchanges. I think you'll have to draw 
your own conclusions about our reasons for the announcement today. 
And you may feel free to do that. 


I think we should get underway with our BACKGROUND 
briefing. The main reason is, these gentlemen have a plane that is 
warming up on the runway, headed to Geneva, and they need to get on 
with their business and get off. So make your questions pertinent, 
please. And with that, senior administration official, who is more 
senior than he ever was. 


Q Stick around -- you'll be Secretary of State. 
(Laughter.) 


Q One more whack from the Russians and -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just because I'm the 
Oldest fellow here doesn't mean that they have to be called senior 
that way. That's -- 


Q Well, tell us about your reaction to the appointment 
of Vorontsov? Do you know him? 


MORE 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know him, Sam. 
As a matter of fact, I had a rather positive reaction to the 
appointment of Vorontsov. Everybody tells me he is a very capable 
man. 


One of the problems we had in the negotiation up until 
now, frankly, was that we weren't quite certain of the clout of thei’ 
delegation. We knew about their ability. These are very -- Mr. 
Karpov, I want to say, is a very experienced and fine diplomat. But 
there is always a question as to how much clout he has, and I think 
with Mr. Vorontsov we know the answer to that question, which is that 
he does have clout. And for that reason alone I would welcome it. 
Also people who know him tell me that he is a person one can work 
with, so I'm looking forward to it. 


Q Why do you think the Russians did it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 
Q Why do you think the Soviets made this change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they may have been 
aware -- you know, it's a think, is your question, so I have to 
answer it as a think. They may have been aware of the fact that we 
wondered about the clout question. As a matter of fact, it had been 
raised by others on a few occasions. I know people who had been to 
Moscow raised that question, and maybe they were responding to it. 
But who knows about their internal problems. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, is it -- I'm sorry, go ahead. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, there have been several reports 
about possible dropping of the ban on long-range missiles, about 
other possible changes in the negotiating position in the various 
talks set to resume. Now you've been quoted -- or Ambassador 
Kampelman has been quoted as saying there will be no new instructions 
and no new positions taken. Is this true? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure what I've 
been quoted. We always receive instructions at the beginning of each 
round, and that is repeating itself today in an effort always to keep 
abreast of developments because there is always -~- there are always 
new issues that have to be addressed. 


But what would be an accurate reflection of the statement 
is that I think the Soviets fully understand that the next 
substantive move is theirs and we're awaiting that next substantive 
move. We do not like to operate on the assumption that -- and this 
is one of the problems you have to face in dealing with the Soviets 
-- you don't want to operate on the assumption that every time you 
come back to the table somehow we must be the ones who are going to 
be making the moves in order to resolve the differences. We think we 
have some very good proposals on the table. They deserve a great 
deal more serious consideration than we have reason to believe the 
Soviets have given it. And I hope in this round that we will be able 
to find and receive positive reactions from them to our proposals. 


Q Well, let me just follow by asking how these talks 
will be affected by Secretary Weinberger's suggestion yesterday that 
there be a very quick, early deployment of a first phase of a limited 
Star Wars? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to comment 
on that. I don't know what we're going to be doing about that. I 
look upon that as an iffy question and I don't -=- Secretary 
Weinberger is a man whom I respect, but I -=- and I didn't listen to 
the program, so I don't quite know what he said. 


Q Do you have reason to believe that the Soviets are 
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going to make any new proposals at this round -- that they are going 
to come up with some package or some idea that's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no reason to 
believe that, other than reports we keep getting from friendly 
sources -- people who go over there and talk to Soviets -- that 
they're working on something. I hope that's so. But I have no 
evidence to support that indication. 


Q What do you think the something is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don't know. 
That would be tough to surmise. I really have no idea. 


Q Does the appointment of a negotiator with more clout 
mean the negotiator has more running room? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would hope so, really. 
I would hope he would have more running room -- although I think we 
have to understand, the issues that are involved here are basic 
issues affecting important questions of national security and I would 
still expect the fundamental decisions are made in Moscow, so that I 
don't think we ought to be having any illusions that it's, you know, 
like you're sitting down to a business negotiation where a lawyer for 
one side or the other side nas 2 great deal of flexibility. I don't 
think that flexibility is necessarily there. But I hope he'll have 
more -=- to be able, for example, to communicate our point of view and 
evaluate whether it is a serious or not serious position. We just 
hope so. 


I don't know why they've done what they have done. We 
can only surmise. 


Q May I ask you about flexibility on your side? Is 
there any flexibility on Star Wars? On Star Wars, sir. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have always -- well, 
first of all, I don't recognize the term Star Wars. 


Q Strategic Defense Initiative. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I recognize the term 
Strategic Defense. 


Q Sorry. Slip of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The purpose of the 
program is not to declare war. The purpose of the program is to find 
a defense against missiles that would kill people. And I want to 
make that very cliear. Now, as to flexibility, I think the three of 
us have felt from the very beginning that we did have more running 
room than our colleagues had. And that's about as far as I really 
think would be appropriate to go at this point. 


Q What did the President tell you today, and were you 
elevated in any way at the State Department in response to the 
Soviets -- charged that you're not big man on campus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I must in all candor say 
to you -- and Larry would have had no way, I suppose, of knowing 
this, that this subject was one -- has been one discussed with me for 
quite a while. You know, these things just don't happen like that -- 
at least I don't think they do. But the subject of additional 
responsibilities for me has been discussed with me for some time and 
the announcement is being made today -- 


Q But when were you offered the job? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not a new thought 
to me and was certainly not a new thought to the President or the 
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administration. 


Q What is the purpose behind this dual job that you 
are having? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The purpose behind what? 


Q Behind this dual job that you'll be having as 
Counselor and of arms control negotiator? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weil, it's hard for me 
to know the motivation of those who have suggested I take on 
additional responsibilities. I assume they felt that I can be 
helpful in these additional responsibilities which is the job of the 
Counselor. 


As far as the duel purpose is concerned, we -- it so 
happens now -- it would have been a bit more difficult maybe for me 
to answer that question three days ago -- but I can say Mr. Vorontsov 
also has two responsibilities. He's the First Deputy Foreign 
Minister'and -- excuse me? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Karpov also has two -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And Karpov also -- my 
colleague reminds me -- Karpov was put in charge of an arms control 
division in the Foreign Ministry about six, eight months ago and he 
kept going back and forth because he was trying to get his office 
organized. We would talk about it. But I guess really that's -- 
we'll have to see how this thing evolves. 


I do expect to be in Geneva all of the time during this 
seventh round. 


Q Do you see this as -- 
Q Do you, in fact, have additional responsibilities or 
is this a change in title only? And could you -- if so, could you 


please tell us what the additional responsibilities will be 
precisely? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The job of the Counselor 
as it has been explained to me -- because you have to understand, I'm 
not a career Foreign Service officer and, therefore, I'm not that 
familiar -- but the job of a Counselor as it's been explained to me 
is to work out a relationship with the Department of State and the 
Secretary of State under which special assignments are undertaken and 
under which the responsibilities are broad, covering many areas. And 
I assume that I will be asked to assume those responsibilities of an 
advisory nature or otherwise. 


But I do want to make clear and repeat again for the 
record that this was discussed with me really long before these 
recent Vorontsov developments. 


Q How did you find the President? What did he say to 
you? What does he look like? 


Q We don't see him these days. 

Q He's wonderful, right? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He looked well. 

Q He was awake. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ke louked really quite 


well. I didn't notice if he was losing weigit, Sam, I just didn't 
pay that much -- 
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Q No -- awake. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- I really didn't pay 
that much attention to it. All I know is he looked well. He seemed 
to be quite energetic, feisty. 





Q Feisty? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Feisty. 
Q On what? 


Q You say it's been discussed for sometime. When were 
you offered the job? 


Q Feisty? 
Q And when did they say we want you to take the job? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me simply answer 
that by saying before the Vorontsov development. 


Q Before the U.S. knew about the Vorontsov 
development? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, before the U.S. -- 

Q Are you denying that there's any connection? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can only teli you that 
it was discussed with me and offered to me before the Vorontsov 
development. 

Q Can we quote you on that? 

Q Can you go off -- 

Q Can we go on the record with that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to change 
the guidelines established here by others who own this room more than 
I do. 

Q This is silly -- 


Q You can be quoted as saying, “It was offered to me." 
So a senior administration official who asked not to be identified -- 


Q Say “the job was offered to me." 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I must say that I do not 


understand the difficulty of reporting that a senior -- however Larry 
said it -- indicated 
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that the position had been offered to Ambassador Kampelman jbefore the 
Voronstov development. Why is this causing so much difficulty? 


Q Well, what are you ashamed of? why can't we use 
your name. 


Q Larry didn't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because I am here under 
one set of rules, Uelen, and I will remain here under those set of 
rules. 


-- 


Q But we don't understand the difficulty in your veing 
on the record because you haven't said anything yet that I think 
would disturb the superpower relationship. 


SCMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why don't you speak to 
Mr. Speakes about that? 


Q we have. 
Q We've tried. 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Why don't we have 
some questions here to my two able colleagues who have, along with 
me, major responsibilities in the negotiating process. 


Q What, you can't stand the heat? 

Q Okay, I hav= a question. Can I ask you a specific 
question? The Presicent's statement says that since teykjavik tue 
Soviets sometimes seem to be moving in the other direction. Can you 
give us some snecific examples of Soviet backtracking? 2ecause I 
think some of us might suggest the U.S. has backtracked on ballistic 


missiles. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me first say 
to you that I will challenge your last comment appropriately. But, I 
welcome your cuestion anc let me as ny colleagues tc answer tuat 


question as it relates to their specific areas of expertise. 
> _- * 
Wd Okay. 


SEWIOR ADMIwISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, well, in INF the 
major backtracking, essentially, was the linkage of INF to the SDI 
program -- something which the Soviets had abandoned beginning 
essentially in October of 1985 when there was an interim approach in 
which they continued to say there was no linkage even following the 
January 15, 1985 program which called for elimination of all nuclear 
weapons and which they say is the basis for their current position. 
So, that was essentially the most serious move that they made in a 
sense of backtracking, although in fact it came out at Reykjavik. 


In addition to that, there have been a number of 
relatively, I should say technical. but none the less ‘mportant areas 
in which we thought we had agreeme..t at Reykjavik. Some of the 
aspects of verification which we thought had been agreed have not 
been repeated despite our insistence on it. Some of the details 
concerning the ways in wnich the -- and the procedures in which the 
missiles would be reduced in Europe and in Asia which we thought we 
had agreement on, we now find are being put into the category of “to 
be discussed further.” Some of this -- 


Q But, the main outline has not been altered, has it 
-- 100 warheads in Asia? That stands. Just the way it happens, 
you're saying? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm saying the when. 


Q Or that your whole principle is not -- 


MORKL 








a) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The principle is there, 
but the way in which it's effected -- whether it takes place at the 
same time as they're reduced to zero in Europe or who knows when, 
that's when the change is. So, they have not been precise as to when 
we would get down to the 100. 


Q What about short range INF? Is that -- have they 
backtracked on that at all or is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In a sense they have, in 
a sense they haven't. On the short range systems, we had originally 
agreed with them that these systems would be included inside an 
agreement and indeed they had a draft treaty which had them part of 
it. For a while after Reykjavik -- before Reykjavik they took them 
out entirely. Wow they nave agreed to a freeze on tiem, but at tireir 
level. So, here the problem is necessity to get equality. here is 
an element of backtracking. Mr. Petroskey -- Soviet Deputy or Soviet 
Minister, not Foreign Minister but its equivalent of Assistant 
Secretary of State, I believe -- told the United Nations back in 
October that the reductions of the freeze, rather, would apply to. 
short range missiles in Curope and Asia. But, when we got to Geneva 
we discovered that they'd applied only to Europe. 


Q You mean the December meetings -- December -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm talking about 
what was agreed to at Revkjavik. The idea that there would be a 
freeze of both sides at their current levels which leaves us with 
zero. 


Q Rut, when you got to Ceneva in vVecember, you 
discovered that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: LCxcuse me, Andrea, just 
a minute. Let me warn you we've got about five minutes here. These 
guys have got to go catch a plane. 


Q That's right. 

SLWIOR ADMINISTRATIO.d OFFICIAL: wien we got to Geneva in 
December, indeed in November, after Reykjavik even, we discovered 
that the -- what Petroskey had told the U.N. did not show up in the 


position in Geneva. 
Q What do you regard as your prime goal in Ceneva in 
this round -- to try to end the linkage question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: L¥xcuse me, can we first 
answer the other question fully, if you don't mind, Chris? So ge 
ahead. 


¢ In the START area, we've made a tremendous amount of 
progress -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I ask you use the 
mike? It drives the stenos crazy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the START area, we've 
made a tremendous amount of progress in the last five months. So 
much so, that I think the basic substance of a 50 percent reduction 
agreement are becoming increasingly obvious to both sides. 
Unfortunately, in the last month or so we've seen some regression on 
the Soviet side and that has been disappointing. They have withdrawn 
two proposals that would have helped to reduce our differences on the 
question of sublimits. They have backtracked from the language 
agreed to at Reykjavik on the sea launch cruise missile issue, 
insisting that conventional as well as nuclear sea launch missiles be 
coverec, whicn is inconsistent with the exact language that they had 
even given to us. And now they are talking as if they are going to 
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link START and 50 percent reductions not only to the -- this new 
element of the second five years have the strategic -- the 
elimination of all strategic offensive arms and also linking it to 
SDI, but now apparently linking ic to nuclear testing. One would 
assume these are tactical decisions and when we see progress in these 
areas where the Soviets have regressed, I think that will bea 
positive sign. 


Q Would another quickie summit help -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll take one last 
question -- 


Q Would another quickie summit help -- 
Q We really need a better -- 
Q Jesus Curist, you spent the whole time in the first 


two rows here. Give us a break. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, John is not 
sitting in the first two rows. I'm sorry, the gentlemen have to go 
catch a plane and my colleague says we'll take one more question. 


John? 


Q The President's national security adviser, of 
course, in the past has played an important role in either achieving 
a synthesis or a balance between conflicting views from the State 
Department and the Defense Department on arms control. Sometimes 


we've seen that pointedly not happen. Will the change in the 
National Security Council and the person who iolds that position 
affect the U.S. position at the table? Will it affect your ability 


to have Soviet confidence in the solidity of your pro»noesal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've seen no evidence of 
any such change. I do want to indicate that the three of us have 
known Mr. Carlucci for some time and have a very high regard for him. 
And we have very little doubt that we'll be able to work very closely 
with him as we continue to pursue our own responsibilities. 


Q Might not the Soviets hang back for a while to see 
how the -- this balancing act works out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's quite possible. 
I've really learned a long time ago not to try to predict what 
they're going to be doing or not doing and we are prepared for 
whatever they do and we'd be very happy to respond to anything 
affirmative and positive and constructive coming from that side. 


I do want to apologize again to you for having to leave, 
but we have a plane leaving Andrews at 12:00 p.m. There's a curfew 
in Geneva. Eeyond a certain hour they won't let the plane land, so 


Q Well could you just tell us whether you think 
another quickie summit that the Russians seem to be asking that the 
Russians seem to be asking about is in the cards? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to comment, 
Sam, about any summit proposal. As you know, I've stated it here 
before -- I personally feel we can live with it, it's a good thing, 
we can live without it. 


Thank you very much, 


Q Will you be prepared to discuss it in Geneva -- the 
idea of a new summit? | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of a new -- I don't 
really have any news on that. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 11:34 A.M. EST 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
have no announcements, so 1'1ll be happy to begin with any 
questions. Jim? 

Q Phyllis, there's been reports out of Israel that 


the United States has asked the Israeli Government about some 
information or som cooperation in the various investigations 
Has the State Department been involved in Lrying to get the 
Israelis to cooperate? 


A We just have no comment on that 


Q Phyllis, can you, off the top of your head, try 
to give me a job description for counselor? Mr. Kampelman was 
just given that additional title, and [ think there have been 
four counselors I've always had trouble defining the job. 
Maybe it can't be defined But could you tell us what his 
duties will be, because he's in two jobs at once now? 

A ['in sorry. [ just don't have the, as you say, 
the job descriplion in front of me 1] think it has been a 
position that has been adaptable, not only to the needs of Lhe 
Department, but certainly to the qualifications of the 
incumbent But I really can't go on beyond that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on the New York 
Times story that the United Stales had been supplying Iraq and 
Iran with disinformation? 


f\ lhe report about possible supplies of 
disinformation touches on intelligence matters, and in keeping 
with our standard policy, I have no comment on that 
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Q But, Phyllis 


f\ Wait a minute. Wait a minute. Let me take one 
here, and [I'll get back to you. 


Q Do you have any situation reports on the 
[ran-Iraq front? 


A Before - do you -- let me talk about the 
Iran-Iraq war and the status of that. [There have been reports 
of a Karbela 5 offensive launched by the Iranians on Friday, 
January 9. This most recent attack appears to be a limited 
operation The Iranians have established a foothold a few 
miles east of Basra, but the Iraqis, according to their 
communiques, have begun action to push Iranian forces back 


Several missile altacks took place over the weekend, 
With the Iranians attacking Basra and Baghdac For their part, 
[Iraq launched missiles against several Iranian cities with air 
strikes at others, including Qom We deplore the suffering and 
destruction brought about by this most recent round of fighting 
on the population of both Iran and Iraq It is more urgent 
than ever that this war will not be finished until the L[ranians 
decide to join the Iraqis in working toward a mediated or 
negotiated settlement. Once again, we call on the Iranian 
leadership to join in efforts to find a peaceful settlement: to 
this conflict. 





Q Phyllis, how much suffering? How much 
destruction? There are wildly conflicting reports, which 1s 
always the case, of thousands of forces on both sides being 
killed. Do you vave any - does the U.S. Government have any 
notion of the toll of this latest volley? 


A We don't have any way of confirming that, and I 
note, as you do, the conflicting reports of that 


Q Phyllis, can we go back to the question of the 
disinformation Over at the White House they said that the 
State Department was responsible for an investigation into the 
disinformation campaign. Is that accurate? 


A ['m not sure it is. [ don't know which 
disinformation campaign you're - (laughter) 


Q The one that's providing Iran and [Iraq wilh 
varying degrees of misinformation or disinformation 
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A I'm seen those allegation in the press, but ] 
Just have nothing on that 
Q Dec y‘ have any report 


a) Excuse ine Is this the same topic? 


Q Yes Do you have anything on the reportedly 
nearing death of Ayatollah Khomeini according to the Washington 
Times Story this morning? 


A N 1 Gon t fave anything o thai 

Q What about the U.S. credibility if you will not 
answer such reports by the New York Times and others? ] mean, 
you just said you have no comment What abouk your redibilil y 
after the Irat Scandal ! ] mean, you are not & rye out your 
credibility with th [raagis and in thi tt? 

0 I'm just not going to get into those questior 
ar tne ass CLO} penin t 

Q . 6 Org % ave y c f j one Have you 
digested all of Oliver [fambo':< peech yet? Do you have any 
CoO} f L O Lia 

f Vu re Cc { 3 { ij Mm { 7 { (- 1ca 
National Council’s articuiation of a posilive stand ec 
impor tani Political ano ¢ O j ] ‘ e lt Ou? receni 
meetings with the ANC, as with other parties to the turmoil in 
South Africa Us nave empnc Zt he neea for all concerned to 
articulate ariy What cnHey are for as well a wria | tt y are 
against J nq out it V1$10 f the individual] 
liipertict ‘ / re Sou Arrica onstiktukion must arantee;: 
in en 4 needa } U Ltn €f a j re we] | | weal? 
reagistribdution; in condemning so-called necklace killings, 
and calling for South Africa's student to return to schoo] 


In these areas, the ANC's report or public statement represents 
Significant anc t nceouragqing C larificai ion of its prevlous 


POSITIONS 


These clarifications narrow our differences with the 
ANC, but important differences remain [he presence and 
inordinate influence of Communists within the organization are 
reflected in many Ways ror example, in the ANC's reflexive 
endorsement of the Soviet oc cupation of Afahani stan which has 
been overwhelmingly rejected by the international comnunity 
we remain ageepiy Cc ernec about the ANC's emphasi on the armea 








-45- Monday, 1/12/87 


struggle ana note that the ANC’s strtement was followed almost 


immediately by a boinb blast in central Johannesburg that has 
been attributed to ANC operatives 


We have consistently condemned violence in South and 
southern Africa, whatever its source or target We also 
disagree with the ANC on 


responsible positions that the ANC has taken in its recent 
statements We look forward to continuing our dialogue with 
ANC leaders when Oliver Tambo visits the United States later 
this month 


Q Okay Just one more follow-up Are there any 
! 


new developments on the New York Times reporter's situation? 


f 1 gon 7 Nay any new Qa yelopments ot that 

Q Can [ try a [ner sub ivect ? 

¢ Y « 

4) The re's re rt hd € ry OT 1 { ¥ rt ale ud a Aine icant 
priest who's been jailed in South Africa for almost a month 
now Is the D parilment Aur f { 1 J Going a yi ina to help 
him? 

Q ] don't belie Lhe he a priest It's ou 

a | f ‘ c 1 af 
unders | ancdit G that UePafti rar isa l i Vt | a, 9OUENM wey BGG, i a 
Lutheran pastor The Dep { State has been followin 
closely his getent L101 

] > : a j | ( f all y ri a errant 

WJ f ) ri rreing {) tf fics Ca {ij 

| . q { 7 ' 
Pauls I ; “ is 4 o NWOT ‘ AL ea Niu > 4 Pitd j 
Q No [ don't have anything on that one today 
() Anything on the situation of th prison ; 2h 


Zambia? [Is the !.S. doing anything about that? 


; 


the wisdom of comprehensive, mandatory 
Sanctions against South Africa lhat said, we welcome the more 








-f Monday, 1/12/87 


A No [I don't have anything on that Sorr 
/ 4 y 


Q Could you look into that, becausi: one 1S 
American, [I believe, but some have been there for a long time 


A Yes We wi ] | loc K ai thai 
Excuse me You're next 
MOk - 








trip to Be ~. and whether yy nod ‘ ' any | ' Las tin 
around? 
Q In regard to lerry Waits ecent or the | 
report that he ha ieft for Lebanon we welcome the 'forts of 
any responsible party to help secure the release of Americar 
and all other h tages if Leva 


represents the Ar 1st 4 t La ceroury We appret ate Mr 
Waite'’s indeps eitort 
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Posted: January 12, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the January 12, 1987 daily woress briefing: 


SOUTH AFRICA: DETENTION OF REV. FARISANI 





What can you tell us about the arrest of Peverend Farsani? 


THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE HAS BEEN FOLLOWING CLOSELY THE 
DETENTION UF REV. DEAN FARISANI IN VENDA, SOUTH AFRICA. A 
LUTHERAN PASTOR, REV. FARISANI IS WELL KNOWN AND RESPECTED 
BOTH WITHIN AND OUTSIDE OF SOUTH AFRICA FOR HIS 
LONGSTANDING OPPOSITION TO APARTHIED. HAVING ALREADY BEEN 
DEATAINED AND SEVERELY TORTURED ONCE, REV. FARISANI WAS 
ARRESTED AGAIN FOLLOWING HIS RETURN FROM THE UNITED STATES 
IN NOVEMBER, 1986. HE HAS BEEN HELD WITHOUT CHARGES SINCE 
THEN, PROHIBITTED FROM SEEING HIS LAWYER OR HIS FAMILY. ON 
SEVERAL OCCASIONS, WE HAVE RAISED THIS CASE WITH THE SOUTH 
AFRICAN GOVERNMENT, EXPRESSING IN THE STRONGEST TERMS OUR 
DEEP CONCERN FOR REV. FARISANI, AND OUR HOPE FOR HIS QUICK 


RELEASE. 


RECENT INFORMATION COMING TO OUR ATTENTION INDICATES THAT 
REV. FARISANI BEGAN A HUNGER STRIKE ON JAN. 1. THIS ADDS A 


NEW URGENCY TO THE SITUATION. 


WE DENOUNCE THE DECISION BY VENDAN AUTHORITIES TO DETAIN 


REV. FARISANI, A PEACEFUL AND COURACLCOUS OPPOPMENT 


APARTHIED. WE AGAIN CALL FOR HIS IMMEDIATE RELEASE. 








Posted: January 12, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the January 12, 1987 daily press briefing: 


SOUTH AFRICA: DETENTION OF AFRICAN PRIFST 





Q: There is a report of an American priest who has been jailed in 

South Africa for almost a month now. Is the State Department 

aware of this...doing anything to help him? 

A: FATHER JAMES PAULSEN, AN AMERICAN PRIEST WORKING WITH SOUTH 
AFRICAN YOU™H IN THE DIOCESE OF UMTATA, WAS DYETAINED BY LOCAL 
POLICE ON DECEMBFR 17. FATHEP PAULSEN HAD REPORTED 


HARASSMENT BY SFCURITY POLICE TO THF AMERICAN CONSULATE IN 


DURBAN ON AN FARLIER OCCASION, IN OCTOBER OF 1985, 


SINCE HIS DETENTION BOTH THE AMERICAN CONSULATE IN DURBAN AND 
THRE EMBASSY IN PRETORIA HAVF RFEPFATEDLY ASKED SOUTH AFRICAN 
AUTHORITIES FOR CONSULAR ACCFSS, WHICH HAS TO DATE NOT REFN 


GRANTED. 











Posted: 1/12/87 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question teken at Noon Press Sriefing of Jenuary le. 158? 


MOROCCO: WESTERN SAHARA 





@: Is the U.S. continuing its dialoque or contact with the 
Polisario Front? 


A: <--U.S. OFFICIALS HAVE OCCASIONALLY TALKED WITH POLISARIO 
REPRESENTATIVES. IT HAS BEEN MADE CLEAR THAT SUCH CONTACTS 


DO NOT IMPLY RECOGNITION OF THE SDAR.~ THERE HAS BEEN NO 


CHANGE IN THIS POLICY. 











Posted: January 12, 197 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the January 12, 1987 daily press briefing: 


ZAMBIA: AMERICAN PRISONER 





G: Do you have anything on the situation of the prisoners in 
Zambia? One is American, I believe... 


A: THERE IS ONE AMERICAN CITIZEN IMPRISONED IN ZAMBIA WHO WAS 
DETAINED ON JANUARY 1, 1987 ON CHARGES OF IMMIGRATION VIOLATIONS. 
THE INDIVIDUAL HAS BEEN VISITED BY FRIENDS, FAMILY AND AN 
EMBASSY CONSULAR OTFICER. BECAUSE THE PERSON HAS NOT WAIVED 


RIGHTS UNDER THE PRIVACY ACT, WE CAN PROVIDE NO FURTHER DETAILS 


ON THE CASE. 














—_—— 


Posted: January 12, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 





Question taken at the January 12, 1987 daily press briefing: 


NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCE STUDY ON TECH. TRANSFER 





Q: How much financial support did the State Department provide 
to the National Academy of Sciences for its technology 
transfer study? 


A: WE SUPPLIED $20,000 IN FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR THIS STUDY. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
LAGOS, NIGERIA 
JANUARY 12, 1987 


SPOKESMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. This is an 
ON-THE-RECORD press conference by the Secretary of State. When 
you ask your question, if you would, please state the name of 
your organization. 





Secretary of State, Mr. George Shultz. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, I want to thank President Babangida 
and his associates for their cordiality during my stay here in 
Nigeria. I've had the opportunity for meetings with the 
Foreign Minister, his colleagues, for private discussions with 
the Attorney General, with the Minister of Energy, with a 
general discussion of economic issues with the economic team, 
and for lengthy discussions with the President himself. 





It's been a good and informative day for me. It's fascinating 
to hear about the sharp economic changes that have been made 
and to hear that they are already working; they are seeing 
results from them, and I feel quite confident myself that as 
they continue with this program, the results will continue to 
come in in a positive way. 


It was a pleasure for me on behalf of Attorney General Meese to 
issue an invitation to the Nigerian Attorney General to visit 
Washington, which he accepted enthusiastically, and we will be 
trying to work out a mutual legal assistance treaty, one of the 
means in which it is better possible to work on the drug 
problem and some of the funds and illegalities associated with 
it. 
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I was also able to say that our Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation will organize and lead a team to come here, a trade 
and investment team, and, in that connection, we had a variety 
of things come up between the President and I about things that 
would tend to help private investment. We had a discussion of 
the drug matter as I mentioned, and with the Foreign Minister 
and the President, a discussion of a number of foreign policy 
issues, particularly the Nigerian view and our own view, which 
is not too different, about South Africa and southern Africa, 
and about developments in Chad as we see them. Altogether, 
it's been a very worthwhile day for me. 


I might take note that I did have the opportunity to visit the 
Nigerian National Museum, and in addition to hearing about 
current events here, it's always interesting to look back 2,000 
years to see what people were doing and to see the rather 
striking artistry that existed in this country that long ago. 


If there are any questions, I'll be glad to try them out. 


QUESTION: (George Gedda, AP) Can you give us your impression 
of the magnitude of the heroin problem here as it relates to 
the United States and your impression of how the Nigerian 
Government is handling it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we believe that there is a 
considerable flow of drug traffic through Nigeria to the United 
States, particularly, perhaps, to Washington, D.C. The 
Nigerians are also conscious of the fact that they have a drug 
problem themselves, so it's something we need to work on 
together. I found a very positive attitude toward doing that 
work together, and as I said, the Attorney General of Nigeria 
will be visiting us and working on that. 





QUESTION: (Daily Times) Is it not belated that the Secretary 
of State has undertaken this African tour midway into President 
Reagan's second term in office and is there any likelihood of 
the President visiting Africa soon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's belated. I've been wanting to 
come to Africa, but Dr. Crocker wouidn't let me come. He 
wanted to get everything set up just right, and he has traveled 
and worked at it. I think the attention to Africa in the 
Reagan Administration has been quite outstanding as shown by 
the allocation of funds and by the allocation of effort. As I 
said, I've wanted to come myself and had a plan to come last 
year; I had to postpone that. I might say a lot of people 
thought -- well, you're not really postponing it, you're not 
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going to come after all -- so here I am, and I'm very pleased 
to be here and it's a very worthwhile trip. I have no idea of 
any plan of President Reagan to visit in Africa; there just 
isn't any plan that I know of, but I don't rule it out, either. 


QUESTION: Some Americans have asked for a Marshall plan for 
Africa, especially the southern African sub-region. In view of 
the miserable state of the economies in those areas, what is 
your government's position on this? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: My government's position is that 
developments now apparent in Africa by way of changes in 
thinking about how to manage economies, evidence of that being 
all around us, including here, shows that assistance given to 
Africa right now will probably really pay off and be associated 
with substantial worthwhile results. This was our message at 
the OAU special session at the UN held in New York -- an 
outstanding event -- and insofar as actions of the United 
States Government are concerned, we are looking for ways to 
increase our assistance and to make it more effective. 





We have, as you probably know, great limitations on our foreign 
affairs budget due to the overall very large budget deficit in 
the United States and the need to come to grips with it 
effectively. But we have given attention to our own budget, we 
have proposed to the international financial organizations that 
they take the reflows and devote them to the poorest countries, 
and that proposal was accepted; and, of course, that means 
Africa by and large. We also have supported the increased IDA 
8 pledging of $12.4 billion as contrasted with IDA 7 -- I think 
9.5 or something on that order -- and I think there is a 
general expectation that Africa's share of the larger amount 
will be a larger share; from around 37 percent to around 45 to 
50 percent. 


So I think there are resources there and at least my estimate 
based on what discussions I've had -- we've had a stream of 
African leaders through the United States, and I have talked 
with a great many, and I've read what's going on and sampled it 
here during this visit -- I think there are a lot of positive 
developments, so I think we can look for a better situation. 


I might just add one note. There is a tendency to speak about 
continents -- Africa, South America, Asia, or whatever -- but 
when you go there, you find that the continent is made up of 
different countries and they're not all the same. The problems 
are different, the history is different, and so we can't just 
talk about Africa, we have to talk about the different 
Situations, and I think that is the beginning of wisdom about 
the subject. 
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QUESTION: There is fear among economists all over the world 
that the deficit will affect lots of other countries. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it has an important effect myself, 
but people vary in their opinions about it. But my estimate of 
the effect goes like this: the United States is an attractive 
country in which to make investments, because investments are 
secure and there are good rates of return. When the United 
States has a very large deficit, what that means is that the 
government is soaking up a big proportion of the savings 
generated by the U.S. economy. That's the second proposition. 
The third proposition is the well-known fact that in order to 
invest, you have to save. If you think of a Robinson Crusoe 
economy, you can see that if you consume everything you produce 
in a given day, you're not going to have any time to build 
yourself shelter or whatever. You have to stockpile, save, in 
order to have the time to invest. The same is true ona 
broader scale, so savings are necessary for investment. 





When the United States as an attractive place for investment 
has the government sopping up its savings, then it's going to 
get those savings from some place else. Money will flow into | 
the United States and it has been doing so, so we're financing 
our investment from the savings that come from other parts of 
the world. A counterpart of that flow is a much greater flow 
of materials coming into the United States than goes out, so we 
have a big trade deficit as a result. To a certain extent, the 
rest of the world has been happy about that because we're a big 
market to export into. But that big trade deficit isn't 
something that you can sustain over a period of time. 


The cause of it, I think, is basically our fiscal deficit. So 
that's kind of an instability and it has to change. So, I 
think there are two problems from the standpoint of the rest of 
the world. One is, we're using savings that might better be 
used elsewhere, although money managers put it where they think 
they can do the best; and second, that it is associated with a 
large trade deficit which won't last, so we're going to see a 
change in that. I'm just giving you my opinion, as they say, 
if you lined up economists, a thousand of them, they'd all have 
a different opinion, but that's mine -- you've asked for it. 


QUESTION: First, I want to know the purpose of this African 
tour and second, I want to know what policy you have for South 
Africa since your constructive engagement has become more or 
less an unmitigated disaster, and finally, why has the U.S. 
failed to recognize the Angolan Government? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well first, the purpose of my tour is to 
register the fact, which should be known from all of the 
activities that I mentioned earlier, of the interest and 
commitment of the United States toward African nations and to 
learn myself by being here and by talking with people and 
getting a direct sense of what is taking place; explaining as I[ 
go what U.S. policies are. That's the purpose. 





Insofar as South Africa is concerned, that's a subject that 
comes up all the time and in every press conference I've held 
it's come up. I keep explaining what our policy is towards 
South Africa, and it is as follows. Number one, we are clear 
about what we are against. We are against apartheid. There is 
practically no difference of opinion in the United States about 
that. It's been so for a long time. Apartheid is directly 
contradictory to our ideals and it's directly contradictory to 
our own experience of creating a society in which people from 
many races get along together and work effectively together. 


Second, we're clear about what we're for. We're for a 
different kind of government in South Africa; one in which 
people of all colors, races, backgrounds have a chance to be 
part of the government and have an impact on the government. 
Just how that might be put together we think is best evolved 
out of negotiation and discussion among all the people of South 
Africa and their leaders. Anybody can think up a plan but the 
plan that will work is the one that the people there evolve. 
We're willing, of course, to try to help in that. 


In order for such a discussion to be effective, the people who 
are the leaders need to be talked to. So, Nelson Mandela 
should be freed. Political parties should be unbanned. You've 
got to be willing to talk with people you may not agree with. 
That's what we're trying to do, to be in touch with everybody 
and that's what we think is the way toward a proper and 
workable way of resolving these issues. 


That is our program. We've had a hot discussion in the United 
States, not about whether we should have sanctions or not, but 
about how extensive they should be. The argument has been 
about whether it is wise, in effect, to withdraw the United 
States from South Africa economically. Some have argued that 
that will give a big shock to South Africa and maybe cause them 
to change. I think the evidence that that is so is not very 
creat. 


The other side of the argument is that our firms have been a 
very constructive force in South Africa and when the new South 
Africa comes -- I said when, not if, -- then it's important for 
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the people of South Africa, and the whole region of southern 


Africa, that the economy have a chance to thrive. People will 
benefit from that. 





QUESTION: I'm Lanre Idowu, I work for This Week Magazine. I'd 
like to ask you what implications would you say the Irangate 
scandal has for the Reagan Administration's war. against 
international terrorism? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our policies toward international terrorism 
are clear. They are being reaffirmed and they are shared 
widely around the world. They are shared around the world and 
we adopt them because they are basically the right policies, 
and people have a stake in coming to grips successfully with 
international terrorism. I think that over the last two or 
three years particularly, we in the United States and people 
throughout the world have made a lot of progress in the fight 
against terrorism. We have learned a lot about the 
terrorists. Our operative intelligence is much better. One of 
the most interesting facts is the large number of terrorist 
incidents that haven't taken place because the intelligence 
that we have been able to gather has meant that the planned 
actions have been aborted. I think that the outlook is for a 
continued advance in the work against the war that the 
terrorists are making on civilized societies. 








QUESTION: (Newswatch Magazine) Would you explain the U.S. 
motive for the arms build-up in Chad? Last time, you gave $50 
million aid -- military aid to that country? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The reason for the arms build-up in Chad is 
the aggression of Libya against Chad and the fact that Libyan 
forces are there. We believe that one country has no business 
occupying the territory of another country. Libya has no 
business in Chad; the Soviet Union has no business in 
Afghanistan; Vietnam has no business in Cambodia. So, we 
support the efforts of President Habre and his Government to 
clear his territory of foreign aggression. So, as we have seen 
Chadians who, at one time gave some support to that aggression, 
turn away from it, and we have seen the successes recently of 
President Habre, and as some assistance has been asked for, we 
have been ready to respond because we think it is a just cause. 





QUESTION: (Xinhua -—- Chinese News Agency) We understand that 
the Government of the United States strongly supports Nigeria's 
structural adjustment program, which has achieved some gains, 
according to the government, and has made some impact on the 
people in the 
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country. So, we just wonder if this program can offer a 
lasting solution to the country's problem or just a temporary 
relief? And the second is, what would be the next move by the 
U.S. Government in heiping Nigeria to make the program 
successful? i 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The changes the Nigerian Government has made 
in its economic policy are the kinds of things that have 
lasting results. They are changing the structure of 
incentives. They are making it possible for individuals and 
private enterprises to operate more freely. The environment is 
changing in a manner that encourages productivity. 





This is a trend we see elsewhere. I might say one can observe 
some of the same things in China and it's worked there. But, 
at any rate, it's very clear that it is already making changes, 
for example, in the Nigerian agricultural picture, where 
Nigeria once was an exporter. It not only fed itself, but fed 
others, and then that whole agricultural sector went into 
decline, and it's really quite striking how fast it's come back 
when the structure of incentives has changed. 


I think that in answer to your question, the kind of changes 
being made are not sort of one-shot things that produce a 
result for a moment and then it goes away. Rather, they are 
changes in the structure of the way the economy is operated 
that will enable it to get itself on to a good growth path. At 
least, that is our expectation. If they're able to stick with 
it and I see every evidence of confidence that they will, and I 
might notice that the people whom I met with and who described 
what they were doing clearly were people of very high quality 
who really understood the problems they were addressing and 
dealt with them quite impressively. 


As for our next move, of course, I mentioned the trade and 
investment group that will come here. I think, in its way, 
grappling successfully with the drug problem is a way of 
improving the economy. Drugs take a lot out of an economy. So 
these are the sorts of things that we expect to be doing. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secrerary, you just said that one country has no 
business occupying another. But if the Libyans have no 
business being in Chad, the Soviets have no business being in 
Afghanistan. Please tell us, do the French have any business 
being in Chad? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, the French are there by invitation of 
the government. And, in fact, as I have followed it, if the 
Chadians have any complaint about the French right now, they 
wish they were a little more active. But at any rate, I think 
the French have played an historic and stabilizing role and 
it's one that has been welcomed by the countries involved. 
Thank you. 





QUESTION: (Nigerian Television Authority) Can a lady get a 
question in here? 





SPOKESMAN: A lady? One last question. 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Watch out! (Laughter) 


QUESTION: Almost three months after Reykjavik, what can you 
point to as its result, and where do we go from there? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The outcome of the Reykjavik meeting was to 
get up on the table -- with both sides agreeing on some things 
and examining other things -- the first major reductions, big 
reductions, in nuclear armaments that the world has seen. Now, 
those were not agreements. But basic numbers got put on the 
table and those numbers won't come off. So, a new agenda has 
been established. 





The. problem now is how to take advantage of that fact,eand in a 
sense, consolidate, to agree on exactly what we agreed on in 
some detail, and then to see what it takes to turn those 
agreements on certain key elements into genuine agreements. 

Our team will be back in Geneva next week for the start of the 
next round of negotiations, and we will be prepared to work on 
these problems with great effort and interest. 


I might say in that connection that for two or three months 
now, I have been discussing with our leading negotiators, the 
leader of our negotiating team, Mr. Max Kampelman, an 
outstanding individual, the possibility of his undertaking a 
key role in the State Department, a job called Counselor, which 
will be an open job pretty soon. He has agreed to do that, and 
L believe that fact is being announced in Washington about now, 
so I'm emboldened to let you know about it. Max Kampelman, in 
his range and capabilities, will take his post at the top end 
of the management.of the State Department and, in addition, 
will lead our negotiating team, and he's a very effective and 
strong person. 


Thank you. 
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THINK IT MESNS THAT THE SOVIETS ARE RESLACING HARPOV. IS TEEN AN INTERESTING LUNCHEON WHERE | HAD A CH-NCE TC TALK 

THIS SN ILOICSTION Thal THEY SPE GETTING NORE SERIOUS? WITH THE ATTORNEY GENERQL SEPSRATELY DURING THE COCKTAIL 

V4hT BO yOu THINK? PORIOD AnD TREN SLATED NEXT TO THE PETROLEUM MINISTER WHO 
13 HEAD OF OPEC RIGHT NOW, SO | WAS ‘NiERESTED 10 GET HIS 

4. A. THEY ROVE SEEMED TO EE IW THE FROCETS OF CHIFTING VIEWS AND THEN WE HAD A GOOD BIT OF THE LUNCHEON DEVOTED 

roFi OV FOR QUITE A WHILE, OND WE avi THOUGHT PROB-BLY TO & RATHER FORMAL DISCUSSION OF THEIR ECONOMIC FFOGRAN. 

THEY ‘“-QULC MAKE B CHANGE . AS A MATTER OF FACT, HE EVEN AND ThER THE LONG SESSION WiTH THE PRESIDENT WAS REALLY 

INDICATED 11 10 US. YOU SEE HE HOS FEEN MADE A KIND OF TERRIFIC . SO IT KIND OF SUDDENLY EMERGED IN A VERY 

GUY IN CYARGE OF ARMS CONTROL IN MOSCOW WITHIN THE POSITIVE WAY. 1 COULD IDENTIFY SPECIFIC THINGS BUT | 

TOFEIGN MINISTRY AS | UNDERSTAND IT. NUCLESF AND SPACE THINK MORE IMPCRTANT THON SPECIFIC THINGS IS THE GENERAL 

TALPS CCMSENTICNAL CAPABILITY GUC SO FORTH ARE UNDER SENSE OF IT 

HIM. SORT OF Like OUR WRMS CONTROL GGENCY, | SUPFOSE, OR 

TOME THING LIKE ThaT. SC WE BRAVE WONDERED WHEN THEY MIGHT 12. @. CCULG SOU COMMENT ON TODAY'S NYTIMES RESORT THAT 

TahE HIM OUT OF THE GENEVA TOLAS. EUT HE WILL STILL 6E WE DEL PERATELY MISLED 1RAN GND [RAO ON INTELLIGENCE 

INVOLVED IN THAT CAPACITY. <> °UTSOW IS & VERY C4PLBLE NATTERS (uD DO YOU APPROVE OF SI'CH A POLICY? 

POROON, WE KNOW HIM FROM HIS PRIOR TIME IN THE UNITED 

STATES. SO WE 1S & GOOD ONE. $0! THINK IF THEY HAD 13. A, THAT'S NEWS TO ME, £ND SO FAR AS | FuOW, ANY 

DECIDED THEY WERE “OT ILTERESTED IW THOTE TALKS THEY INTELLIGENCE WE'VE GIVEN TO IRAQ HAS SEEN ACCURATE OND | 

—_ wOULD NOT PUT A PESSON AS GOOD AS LOPONTSON THERE, SO 1 THINK THAT GIVING POOPLE WRONG INFORMATION 1S A VERY BAD 

THINK TRAT'S PACEZBLY A GOOD SIGN. THING FOR THE UNITED STATES TO DO. 4WD | DON'T SAY THAT 
iN ANY SENSE BIACTING TO THE SRTICLE. EECAUSE af FAR AS 

$. QO. eaPEMeN S PRONOTICN OR -LDITIONAL 1 MON WE GIVE ACTURATE iNFOFMATION IF WE GIVE CNY IN OUR 

RCTPONDIBILGTIES, O10 YOU MEAN TODAY That THAT'S A SLTELLIGENCE EXCHANGES. 


HURT ASSTEIEN - 
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14. @. YOU SPECIFICALLY MENTIONED IRAQ. WHAT ABOUT 
IRAN? 


1S A. | HAVE NO INFORMATION ABOUT ANY INTELLIGENCE 
EXCHANGE WITH IRAN. 


16. @. COULD YOU GIVE US A PREVIEW OF WHAT YOU ARE 
LOOKING FOR IN TOMORROW'S TALKS IN THE IVORY COAST? 


17. A. WELL, OF COURSE, | WILL BE MEETING WITH ONE OF 
THE DEANS OF AFRICAN LEADERSHIP, SO GETTING A SENSE OF 
THE SWEEP OF THINGS FROM HIM WILL BE IMPORTANT FOR ME. 
ECONOMIC MATTERS ARE A THEME OF THIS TRIP. THAT THEME 
WILL BE EVIDENT AGAIN HERE. THEY HAVE BEEN PRETTY 
SUCCESSFUL OVER A PERIOD OF TIME, SO ! WANT TO TALK ABOUT 
THAT, AND ON THE WHOLE, THERE ARE QUESTIONS THAT EVERYONE 
1S INTERESTED IN. EVERYONE IS INTERESTED IN SOUTHERN 
AFRICA, SOUTH AFRICA AND SOUTHEN AFRICA, CHAD. SO | 
EXPECT TO HEAR HIS POINT OF VIEW ABOUT THOSE PLACES. OF 
COURSE EXACTLY WHAT HE’LL WANT TO BRING UP | DON’T KNOW, 
BUT | THINK IT WILL BE A VERY INTERESTING VISIT. 

END TEXT. KUX 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 13. 1987, 12:19 P. M. 
(ON THE RKELCORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOIVED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 


With round seven of the Nuclear and Space Talks 
opening later this week, we have pulled together some 
information relating to arms control] which you might find 
useful. Available in the Press Office is a chronology of arms 
contro] events in 1986 and a summary of the U.S. position on 
the various arms control issues. 


I have no further announcements, so 1 will be glad to 
begin with questions. Jim? 


Q Can you tel] us about the contacts that the 
government has been having with [srael, and what the purpose of 
al] that is? ' 


A In regard io press comments that the U.S. 
Governinent nas informed the Israeli Prime Minister -- or 
discussed with hin various aspects of the Iran arms affair, I 
would simply confirm that we have discussed this issue with the 
Israelis. 


Israel does not make decisions for the U.S. 
Government. We make our own decisions and accept 
responsibility for our own actions. 


Q What were your first words? Did you say the Iran 
or the Iran-contra affair? 


A Well, 1 said about the Iran arms affair or the 
Iran-contra affair. I don't think that anyone has yet come up 
with an agreed name for it. 


Q All right. Well, then if we just - if ve can -- 
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lhe assue. 
Yeah We all - 
(Laughter ) 


Q «= So much was done it's very herd for journalists 
to capsule it in Just a sentence. 


a Thai's right 


Q And we have to have a page of backoround of all 
the things the government engaged in. But would you clarify, 
please, which is the point of my question, did the United 
States discuss with the Israelis the setting up of the contra 
fund as wel] as discuss with the Israelis the lran arms deal? 


A What I'm talking about is the press report - 
reports thet have been running - of our Giscussions that were 
held over the weekend between the Ambassador and the Israeli 
Prime Minister in wake of the release from the White House of 
those documents that were released on Triday. 


Q So Mr. Pickering's discussion with Prime Minister 
Shamir concerned both the contra fund and the Iranian aris 
sale, or what did it concern? 


No. fhat's nok currectl. 


Okay 


A) I'm talking about the Ciscussions that were hela 
between the Ambassador and Lhe Prime Minister in regard to the 
release of the White House on Jast Friday of the copy of the 
President's fanding and the supporting memo. 


Q , Lhose issues are involved in those 
documents, no? 


A No 
Q No. Just Iran? 


- I'm talking about those - the discussions in the 
context of the release of those two documents. 














Tuesday, 1713/87 


Q Well, but context -- I'm sorry, I']]1 drop it 
afier the next try. But "context" is a very flabby word ] 
mean, you know, we know the documents were released. The 
Israelis know they were released So I'm sure you didn't have 
to go to Israel to say, “We released the documents Friday." 
They're aware of that. We're trying to get a better idea of 
what the United States and the Israelis talked about. 

A And I just gave you that, so - 

Q You gave me a better idea. 

- Thank you 

Well, not much better. 
Can 1 have a follow-up on this one? 


Y eS. 


Q Did the initiative or the message come from the 
White House or from the State Department to the Prime Minister? 


fi lt was a diplomatic exchange, and that's all the 
farther I'm going to go. 


Q It speaks, though, for the White House as well as 
the State Departmen! 


4) Yes. as a US. Governwent position 


) And was a letter delivered? 


4 No lhere - again, I think there's been a lot 
of misinformation about it As you know, our Ambassador meets 
often with the Israeli leadership, and iat was in the context of 
ameeting that he made points to the Israeli Prime Minister. 


Q Phyllis, to follow up my basic question: One, in 
the contacts that the U.S. Government has had with Israel, 
there was no denying of the summary of the situation as set out 
in that memo which was released by the White House on Friday. 


6 I'm not going to comment on our diplomatic 
exchanges. We just don't do that, as you know 
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Q Well, you just did, of course, in answer to the 
original question What you're saying is that you don't answer 
some of the questions. 

fi That's raght 

Okay (Laughter) On another question, was -- 


It's done on a case-by-case basis. 


On a matter of procedure, was there an apology by 
the U.S. Government for not giving Israel prior notice? 


6 1 just have nothing for you on that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on today's Wall 
Street Journal interview with laha Ramadan about that -- the 
disinformation -- American misinformation supplied to Iraq 
caused thousands of soldiers - Iragi soldiers to be dead? 





fa I have no comment on that specific article 
think you remember what 1 said yesterday on that question, 
I would refer you to remarks that were made at the CIA 
yesterday about those reports on Gisinformation 


Q I mean, do you have 


Coula 1] go back ti 


Let him fanash, enc then ]1']] come back 


Q Well, do you have any comnent on olher issues he 
raised in the interview’ He had the first bitter attack 


7 


against the United Stetes from Iraq Do you have any comment 
on that? 


romment on that 
Phyllis, can I go back to Jim's question 
6 All righi Yes 


Q -- on the letter —- not the letter, on the 
talking points, the verbalizing - 


i) I'll come back 
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-- of talking points by Mr. Pickering. You will 
not say whether the United States apologized because that 
involves a diplomatic exchange. Somebody has to hear the 
apology, presumably. Jhat's called an exchange. So leaving 
out the recipient of whatever was said, does the State 
Depart vent -- does the Reagan Administration believe that 
Israel was dealt with fairly and squarely by the release of 
these documents? 


is I'm just not going to get into that. I1 have the 
statement saying that we discussed it, and the context of our 
taking responsibility for our own actions, and we're not going 
to go any farther than that. 


° 


Q Were part of the documents Jeaked in advance? 

i) I'm sorry. What documents, leaked by whom? 

f Well, 1 certeiniy am not going to ask you by 
whom, because you'd never answer it, and [I wouldn't ask. I'm 
asking you whether in context of this explanation of Mr. 
Pickering, or whatever, whether he told the Israelis -- but you 


-- you, obviously, won't go into that, because 1'm asking what 
he told the Israelis. So [I'm asking you if some of the - 
portions of those documents had been leaked in advance of 
Friday? 


f) I just have nothing on that You know - 


Q Well, it's my understanding that we told the 
Israelis we're sorry, but my uncertain understanding, which is 
why I want some help from you, that we told the Israelis that 
some material was Jeakec in advance, and that's why the U.S 
Government proceeded to release the whole document and also 


alerted them to the fact thet taere was some erroneous material 
that was put out as if it were part of the documents So I'm 
trying to see if we tole Israel, “We're sorry Some material 


was put out It puts you in a bad light It wasn't our doing." 


A I'm not going to comment on that, and 1 would 
refer you to the White House statement about the release of 
those documents last Friday. 


Q Would you care to deny or confirm then, the 
reports on radio, television in the States, that it was an 
apology in fact? 
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A I'n not going to comment on that. 
New! Su be eC 7 ” 


Can we stay on that for a second? 


A> £4 


A Wel], let me finish. Yes? 


Perhaps you addressed this before I came in. I 
apologize if you did. Did you say anything about whether there 
was a written communication of some sort from the U.S. 
Government? You did? 


A I did address that. 
Q I'm sorry 
Q lhere was a report that some Aworican mercenaries 


have been serving in Sri ltanka, and that this was raised during 
the recent discussion between the Foreign Secretary of India 


and Mr. Armacost. Do you have anything on that? 
f\ In regard to the possibility of U.S. mercenaries 
being in Sri Lanka, Foreign Secretary - the Indian Foreign 


Secretary Venkateswaran did ask us about these reports, and we 
said that we would look into them. 


We have exanined what ue have on it, and we heve been 
able to uncover no evidence thet Lhere are U.S. mercenaries in 
Sri Lanka lo the best of our knowleda@e, there are simply none 
there. We told the Foreign Secretary that we wanted a peaceful 
settlement to the conflict and would discourage any such 
activity by mercenaries. 


Q Follow on thet? 
A Yes. 
Q What are the means available to you to 


discourage? When you say you will discourage mercenaries, what 
are the means available to you? How will you do that? 


a I'm sorry. [I just can't go into the deiails of 
that, and -- let me look and see if there are any quicelines, 
as I think there are, published by the Bureau of Constlar 
Affairs 
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Q Ms. Oakley, in view of what [ really tean is a 
brilliant series of questions by our colleague Barry, which 
I've enjoyed very much, I just want to ask a very modest 
four-part question. 


In your report yesterday, the African National 
Congress condemning “necklace"-ing, has Mr. Oliver Tambo of the 
ANC ever publicly disagreed with Winnie Mandela's widely 
reported stipulation of "“necklace"-ing as a means of liberation? 


A bo you want me to answer that, or jo you want to 
give all four questions? 


Q Yeah. Well, you reported this. I think that's a 
welcome development. I wasn't aware of it, and I just wondered 

f) No ] -- 

Q - has the ANC ever specifically disagreed with 


Winnie Mand@éla's statement - 


6 ] have nothing on that 

Q You don't know of any. 

A ] have nothing on that 

Q But you don't. You'd tell us if you knew. All 
right, let me go - second part Since Mr. lambo says that the 


ANC doesn't intend to make South African whites "bleed and die 
this year," as he announced they would do Jast year, could you 
tell us what action on the part of the South African Government 
or what great conversion experience of Mr. lambo's has in your 
honest estimate of Lhe situation evoked this spectacular 
transition from blood and death one year to what appears to be 
-- and please correct me if L['m wrong - sheer polaticel 
expediency followed within hours by an ANC bombing in 
Johannesburg? Why should the public view this as anything 
other than political expediency, given the record of bleeding 


and death one year, we won't kill them the next, and then a 
bombing? 


A Why don't you give me the gist of your other two 
questions very quickly - 


Q Surely 


ia - and then ]'J]] answer them The gist 
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All right. Fine. 
a lhe gist. 


Q Congressivan Kemp has written that the President 
-- has written the President if Secretary Shultz welcomes Tambo 
to Washinoton, it will in his view send a message that the U.S. 
has abandoned those who are working for a peaceful and 
democratic change in South Africa. 


Is Congressman Kemp -- does he deserve a specific 
response? 


A All right. tJhat's the gist of it? Let's go on 
to number four. 


Q And then there's - all] right And the fourth 
part is: Is -- in the State Department's stalement you say 
that the intention is to woo "moderate" -- at Jeast you're 
quoted in the Times this morning ~- to woo "moderate" elements 
in the organi7ation away from Soviet influence, and you 
attribute the latest bombing in Johannesburg to ANC operatives 
rather than ANC terrorists 


And my question is, didn't we hear this moderate 
wooing about the arms to Iran disaster which Secretary Shultz 


opposed? And was it the Secretary or Mr. Crocker who ordered 
that the Johannesburg bombers be described as operatives rather 
than terrorists? 


f) In answer to all of your questions, I] will simply 
say that [ stand by the statement that we read yesterday, a 
copy of which 16 available to you, and 1] have nothing further 
on it. 


Next question 


Q A new subject, if I may. 


4 


ia) Yes. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the recent 
kidnapping, this new kidnapping today in Beirut? Details, 
please? 


A We have seen the press reports of the kidnapping 
of another journalist in Beirut, but we don't have any 
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additional information to offer. We deplore this latest ina 
series of hostage-takings, this time of a journalist who was 
attempting to cover a humanitarian story, the return of Terry 
Waite to Beirut. 


We call upon the captors to release immediately these 
innocent people of all nationalities. Continued detention 
brings ne sympathy or honor to whatever cause the captors 
profess to espouse. 


Q Do you have - does the State Department have 
some estimate of the number of hostages -- international -- I 
mean, in Lebanon? 16, 17? 


u The number -- I] think this one now brings the 
number to 17. 


Q Okay. May I ask you something on another subject? 
A Excuse me 

No Stay on the sane subject 

Yes. 

Q Do you have any indication what this latest 
kidnapping -- what impact it might have on the Waite visit 
yesterday? Jlhere was at Jeast some optimism about the fact 
that he was going back. Do you think that's been silenced? 

a) We Just don't have any way of knowing I'm not 


sure that it's even been reported or claimed which group has 
done it, and 1] think - 1] can't specuiate on the impact of it. 


Q According to the Senate Intelligence report and 
subsequent press reports, Robert McFarlane told Shultz in the 
summer of this year that the Saudis had given $31 million to 
the contras for humanitarian assistance 


When was this money given, to your knowledge? Through 
what channels, and who asked them for the money? 


f In regard to the whole question of third-counLry 
solicitation, the Secretary discussed this question in a closed 
hearing before the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence. 
This was classified material upon which we cannot comment 
further. The entire matter is under investigation by the 
Independent Counsel] and appropriate Congressional committees 


- MOREL 
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Q The Secretary has said publicly that Brunei was 
the only country lhis report contradicts that. Can you 
explain that? 


6 1 can't explain it, 1] can't comment on it; as J] 
said, the Secretary addressed this question in closed hearing. 


Q On denying that the Saudis gave $31 million or a 

) I am not - 

Q -- sum of money to the contras. 

A I'm not affirming it or denying it. 1 am simply 
not commenting on it. f 

Q Can you say whether the Secretary's public 


statement on that subject is still operative? 


A lhe Secretary's testimony of December 8th, when 
he discussed Brunei -- we stand by that. 

You used the plural though. The documents made 
public 

Q Barry, can ] just clarify something? 

Q ['im sorry. 

Q He used the plural to third countries, right? 

Q Excuse me, [ meant the whole question of 
third-country solicitations ] didn't mean to imply singular 
or plural. 

Q WeJi, af you stand by the Secretary's statement 


that there was only one country, then you deny this report. 


. 1'm simply not commenting on it, and I'm saying 
that the Secretary ° 


Q Well, how is it then - the two are inconsistent! 
A [he Secretary discussed a possible discrepancy in 


closed testimony, and I'm not going to go beyond that. 


Q New subject. What guidance do you have on the 
U.S. Embassy in Moscow being penetrated by the KGB with the 
help of a Marine guard? 
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r) We have confirm-d that Lhere is a Marine securily 
guard who is under detention in Quantico, Virginia We have 
said thet all questions regarding his duties should be referred 
to the Marine Corps Command Post, noting that the whole matter 
is under investigation. 


Q Do you know if there's a review under way on 
security procedures at the Moscow Embassy in light of the 
Lonetree case, in light of this case? 


A I don't have anything specific on that whether -- 
you know, the security of the Embassy in Moscow, for lots of 
reasons, is under constant review. 


Q 1s @ damage assessment underway regarding this 
case? 


() 1] just have nothing on that. 

Q The last one: are securily procedures guving to 
be changed on enbassies in Lastern Bloc countries as a result 
of this? 

Again, 1] just have nothing today on that. 
Back on Lebanon very briefly 


Ye S 


Q - Go you have anything on the Jewish hostages 
that have been killed? 


A Again, we have seen a report, but we have no 
confirmation that one of the Lebanese Jewish hostages has been 
killed. Jf true, we would stlronely condemn such an act. We 
are concerned about the hostages of all nationalities. [here 
is no justification for this taking and killing of hostages. 


Q Phyllis, the documents released Friday by the 
White House dealt, did they not, with a matter under 
investigation? 


f\ Yes. 


Q But they were released, weren't they, because of 
the President's policy -- and the Secretary's policy, as well 
- to let the public have the full facts? 
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f, lhai's my understanding, certainly. 
Q Then why when you're asked about Saudi Arabia do 
you fall back -) or when you're asked about most other things 


~~ why does the State Department: require you to fall back on 
the line that the matter is under investigation? How do you 
distinguish between things you want to tell the public about 
and things that you want to stonewall on? 


A It is a long and complicated process. (Laughter. ) 
Q Well, just try o&t this thing. 


fs I understand your question, Barry, but I'm simply 
not going to comment on that. 


Q Here's something maybe you can comment on. 
Senator Humphrey and Congressman Kemp, 1 understand, have 
written the Secretary a letter complaining or criticizing what 
they take to be the Secretary's stand that it would be all 
right if the Soviet troops take a year to pull out of 
Afghanistan instead of instantly pulling out. 


If I've misrepresented what they have -- please 
correct me, but the question is: What is the Secretary's or 
the State Department's response to this complaint by the two 
Members of Congress? 


f\ ] don't have anything specific on the specific 
response of the Secretary to those issues that are reportedly 
raised in this letter. 1 think we have repeated very often our 
policy on Afghanistan from this podium -- that certainly, din 
our view, the presence of the Soviet troops is the core of the 
problem and that, in our view, the solution of Lhe problem must 
be the complete withdrawal of Soviet troops within a reasonable 


timeframe. There has been no change on that. 

Q Well, he's traveling, and it's hard obviously - 

A Yes. 

Q -- to maintain a trianguiar discussion here. But 
my notion was -- and, please, if I'm wrong -- the State 


Department wants them to begin a witharawal immediately. But I 
thought the State Department policy was, we understood that you 
can't pull over a hundred thousand troops out instantly. Is 
there possible confusion here? 


A Well, I'm not sure of the origin of the 
confusion, but certainly I don't think we've ever said that we 
wanted an immediate pullout 
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What we've said is a pullout within a reasonable time 
frame; and the original proposal, in our view, that was made to 
the Pakistanis of three years is not reasonable. But we have 
never defined what that would be. 


Q Thank you. 


Has the State Department finalized Mr 
Whitehead's travel plans, and where do we stand on the review 
process with Poland? 


A As 1 had said earlier, Secretary Shultz had asked 
the Deputy Secretary, Mr. Whitehead, to visit countries in 
Eastern Europe to identify issues on which we can make progress 
through a step-by-step approach. He's already visited Hungary 
and Romania in Eastern Europe as well as Yugoslavia. 


Mr. Whitehead tentatively plans to return to the 
reqion early this year. No final decision yet has been made on 
the timing or the ilinerary of the Lrip, but we expect to have 
something for you reasonably soon on that. 


Q Where do we stand on the review process on the 
sanctions with Poland? 


6 Again, on the current status of U.S.-Polish 
relations and the sanctions, we continue to encourage the 
Polish Goverment to use the September amnesty of political 
prisoners as the basis for improving political dialogue with 
important elements of Polish society. We will continue to 
gauge further improvement in U.S.-Polish relations in light of 
the Polish Governnent's maintaining its amnesty and moving 
toward genuine national reconciliation. 


We are currently in the process of reengaging in 
dialogue with Poland. fhis began in November in a meeting 
between Assistant Secretary Ridqway and Deputy Foreign Minister 
Kinast. It was continued during the December visit of Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Tom Simons. 


In the meantime, the two outstanding sanctions -- 
suspension of Most-Favored-Nation status and the ban on all 
official credits and credit guarantees -- remain intact, in 
place. 
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Q Can you tell us where Whitehead is -- he's out of 
the country? 


fi He's on vacation. 

Q O.K. 

Q Phyllis, can we talk about the meno, please? 

fA Excuse me, I didn't hear you. 

Q The memo that was issued Friday -- can we go back 
to that? 

A Yes. 


Is Secretary Shultz going to resign as a result 
of the meino? 


a) There were press reports yesterday saying that 
because of the release of this memo that he was closer Lo 
resignation than ever before. In our view, these stories are 


certainly just simply without foundation; and I might call your 
attention to a remark that was made by Spokesman Chuck Redman 
traveling with the party when he said it's just absolute 
rubbish. 


Q Phyllis, just a two-part question this time. 
Q . So-he-s -not-resigning:” (Laughter. ) 
Q Both lhe Washington Times as well as the Boston 





are the biggest exploiters of blacks in South Africa. In terms 
of the New Testament, the Jews must suffer. therefore, we will 
put Ji into practice. If we will be in charge, there will be 
no sympathy for the Jews when the blacks take over." 


What is the State Department's comment? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 

Q You are not at all concerned about that or -- 
7 I am just not going to comment. 

Q O.K. 


The second part, Does the State Department also have 
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no comment on what the AP reported from Australia in the head 
of a veterans organization? Bruce Ruxton (phonetic) -—- he 
described Archbishop lutu as, in his words, “a witch doctor in 
archbishop's clothes who's suggested that black servants in 
South Africa poison white children." 


Do you have any comment on that or is this not 
important enough? 


A No, I have no comment. 

Q No comment? 

Q An update on Chad, the fighting in Chad? 

ie) You may have seen that the Government of Chad 


reported that its forces clashed with Libyan troops January 10 
near Yebbi-bou east of Sardai in the lTibesti Mountain area. 
The Chadians report having destroying two Libyan 1-55 tanks in 
the clash and that Libyan troops fled leaving behind a number 
of dead and wounded. 


But J] call your attention to the fact that this was a 
Chadian report. 


Q Are you still supplying Chad with equipment, 
military equipment and other, and still the airlift -- it's 
still on? 

f\ Deliveries of the equiptient being provided under 


the 506(a) determination made by the President continue, and 
that's al] 1 can say about thai. 


Q For the last two weeks -- it's continuing now? 

f T'm not sure of the timeframe -- you know, 
whether it's continuous, whether there's some delivered ina 
period -- but, in general, the deliveries made under those 


determinations have continued. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any response to the -- 
apparently the police chief in frasilia has accused the U.S. 
Consul]-General there of helping the escape of four Americans 
from prison? Do you have any - 


A 1 don't have anything on that, but let me see if 
we can look into that. 
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Q Phyllis, can you give us an update of where 
Murphy is now and tell us whether his trip is finished? Can 
you give us any kind of report on his mission? 


A Assistant Secretary ‘urphy left Riyadh, Saudi 
Arabia, en route to the next stop on his itinerary. As always, 
we will not announce that location until after he arrives which 
we expect to be late this afternoon. 


Q So 1 can take it that he's not conning back to 
Washington from Saudi Arabie. 


“ Not immediately 1 think that there will 
probably be one or two stops. 


Q And let me ask one more Perhaps, again, this 
may have been covered at the beginnin« 
: y 


Did you have any comment at ail on te - or can you 
give us a current assessment of the Soviet threat to Iran? 


f) As usual, we don't comment on intelligence 
matters. I would like Lo note that Soviet intentions toward 
Iran will always be a subject of concern to the United States. 
Iran has a 1500-mile border with the Soviet Union and lies 
between the Persian Gulf-Indian Ocean area and the USSR. 


I have heard reports that at the White House today 
anc I'd refer you to the transcript of what was said there - 
think Larry Speakes said that there was no significant change 
on the Soviet assessment and that stories that there were 
changes or things like that were misleading 


Q O.K And, also, can 1 ask you whether you any 
further description on the Beilin visit today? 


a Yes Yossi Beilin, Director—General of the 
Israeli Foreign Ministry, is in Washington for meetings 
yestercay* and today with Acting Secretary Armacost in his 
capacity as Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs. It 
is another in a series of periodic meetings begun in 1983 
between the Under Secretary and the Israeli Director-General, 
although this is the first time since Mr. Beilin assumed his 
position that he's been here four these talks. 


*Meetings with Yossi Bielin are scheduled for today. 
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The two discussed @ full range of bilateral, regional 
and international issues of mutual interest 


£ 

Q Have their discussions ended? 

9) I'm not quite sure I think most of the 
ciscussions took place yesterday,* but ii's possible that they 
have continued today I just can't give you a definite answer 

Q The luncheon is today 

4 Yes, I think there is a luncheon. 

Q If we could go back to Afaqhanisian for a minute, 


are you able to say not how seriously the Administration is 
taking that Soviet offer? 


a I'm not able to give a considered opinion on 
that We've noted it we certainly have noted as well that 
the -- you're talking about the offer of - 


«) The offer of troop withdrawal that's circulating 
nowadays 

. lroop withcrawal We've noted what the Afghan 
Mujahadeen leaders have said about it, and certainly what the 
Paks have said about it, but J] have nothine further on that 

Q One last one How 1s the State Department 
handling inquiries from overseas about the very well publicized 


J 
definition by President Reagan's Director of Communications of 
The Washington Post as “the untethered attack dog of the 


American left"? How are you responding to these? 
6) We handle those questions very carefully 
Q Do you? (Laughter. ) 
Lovely (Laughter. ) 
Q Thank you 


*The meetinas with Yossi Beilin are scheduled for today 


(Whereupon the briefing was concluded at 12:49 pm.) 








TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the January 13, 1°87 noon press Oriefing 


BRAZIL: ESCAPE OF AMERICANS IMPRISONED IN BRASILIA 


Can you confirm the report that the ®frazilian police have 
accused the Consul General at the Embassy in Srasilia of 
assisting the escape of the four Americans who were 
imprisoned there? 
THAT REPOPT IS ERRONEOUS. AS WE STATED ON DECEMBER 29 
THERE WAS NO U.S. GOVERNMENT INVOLVEMENT IN THEIR ESCAPE. 
NOR HAVE BRAZILIAN AUTHORITIES ACCUSED THE GONSUL GENERAL 
OR ANY OTHER EMBASSY OFFICER OF PARTICIPATING IN THE 
ESCAPE. 
ACCORDING TO OUR F™BASSY IN SRASILIA, THE BRAZILIAN CHIEF 
OF POLICE STATED PUBLICLY THAT THE CONSULAR OFFICER MAY 


HAVE BEEN AN UNWITTING ACCOMPLICE. 


CERTAIN TOOLS USED BY THE PRISONERS IN THEIR ESCAPE ARP 
BELIEVED TO HAVE LEZEN CONCFALED IN PACKAGES SENT TO THEM BY 
THEIR FAMILIES. THOSE PACKAGES WERE DELIVERED RY OUR 
CONSULAR OFFICERS TO PRISON AUTHORITIES WHOSE 


RESPONSIBILITY IT IS TO INSPECT THE PACKAGES. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ANLDJISN COTE D'IVOIRE 
JANUARY 13, 1987 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've hed a very full day here, starting with 
a meeting with the American business conmunity. I just had a 
meeting with the African Development Bank Executive Boarc, ean 
organization [I had something to do with getting started many 
years ago. That was interesting for me And a meeting with 
the Foreign Minister, and of course and most importantly, a 
long meeting with ?resident Houphouet-Biogny He spoke at 
length and eloquently about the progress made here, about the 
importance of private enterprise, the kind of organization of 
economic activity that he and we have been advocating, and you 
can see the results by just looking around 





He spoke also about the great difficulties posed here and 
elsewhere by falling commc ‘ity prices Most impressively and 
movingly for me, however, was the sense in which he talked 
about Africa and to Africa, about the tremendous needs on this 
continent, about the better thinking evident here, and about 
the importance of a helping hand from the developed countries 
[ agree with him. 


For (uertteesr esforrreatiors Crset tort 
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He spoke also to Africa, about the importance of 
reconciliation, where tensions and warfare exist. As he said, 
the task is first to attain peace within a country, and second 
to attain peace around the country. Until you've done that 
your chances for economic development, for catering to the 
human needs of people, are greatly reduced. It was an 
important, educational, and moving talk for me. 


When I left Washington the President told me “you have lots of 
work to do, George.“ So I'm working away. He also said that 
when I came here I would have the privilege of meeting with a 
man who has wisdom and experience, so I should listen carefully 
and come back and tell the President what he said. I did 
listen carefully and [ will tell him what this wise man said. 
I've given you a summary. 


QUESTION: (Associated Press): Could you tell us, to switch the 
subject, wha you expect to achieve on your last stop tomorrow 
in Liberia? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Here we have a country that has long had 

ties with the United States. We want to discuss that 

relationship. There are opportunities there. There are 

problems there. We'll talk about them, and do everything we 

can to see movement forward on the political and economic front. | 


QUESTION: (Ivorian Television): Mr. Secretary, during your 

trip, you've probably discussed the South African issue with 
the officials you met. What did they say to you? What were 
your responses to them? 





Again, concerning South Africa, it has been announced that you 
will, in the near future, meet with the ANC leader, Oliver 
Tambo. You've been the subject of very harsh criticism since 
the announcement of your meeting with Tambo. Even today the 
South African Government expressed very strong criticism at the 
United States. 


Also today, the State Department Spokesman made it clearly 
understood that there are wide differences between the United 
States and the ANC. Is that a way of trying to postpone it, or 
away of preparing people to a possible stalemate of your 
discussions with Oliver Tambo? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: South Africa has come up in all my 





discussions with the Heads of State and it did in this case 
here. There is very little controversy or difference of 
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Opinion about certain main things, about the necessity to get 
rid of apartheid; about the necessity for seeing a different 
kind of government evolve where everyone has a chance to have a 
say; about the need, if that is to happen, for it to evolve out 
of a discussion and negotiation among the people of South 
Africa, their leaders who have followings; and therefore, about 
the importance of releasing those who may be in jail, such as 
Mr. Mandela, and talking with all the parties, the ANC being 
one of them, not the exclusive one, but one of them, and Mr. 
Tambo as leader of the ANC. 


So we talked to him. We have said from the beginning that we 
deplore the calls for violence, and we have great concern about 
connections within the ANC to the Soviets and Communism. If 
there is a lesson from this trip on economic organization, it 
is that successful economic development goes in exactly the 
opposite direction. 


Those are our views and, of course, people have different views 
on this, that, or the other aspect of the subject. We've had 
considerable argument within my own country about the extent to 
which punitive sanctions will be helpful. However, we have a 
settled law and we are proceeding with that. 


It was interesting to me to hear the President here place his 
emphasis, when discussing South Africa, on the need for 
reconciliation, just as he did in discussing problems in other 
perts of Africa. Of course that means -- so far as I can see, 
everyone is very clear about this -- that the importance of the 
role of whites in South Africa is recognized by everyone. They 
are Africans and they must play an important part, a key part 
in the future of South Africa. Evervone acknowledges that. 

But they can't have a monopoly. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secreter.,, I would like to know something from 
you. You are quoted the Kenyan press to have indicated that 
Jonas Savimbi and his UNITA group, African fighters in the 
struggle against the Communist government of Luanda, Angola. 

In West Africa here we have the same Communist groups in West 
Africa, like Burkina Faso and Ghana. May [ know the 
contribution of the U.S. to try to set liberation movements in 
Burkina Faso and Ghana, where we have Communist countries? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We think and we make it plain that the 
system of political and economic organization that the word 
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communist is associated with, as a totalitarian form of 
governmental organization and a centralized controlled form of 
economic organization, doesn't work well economically, doesn't 
work at all in many cases, and From a political standpoint, has 
been associated over the years with massive violations of what 
we consider to be common human rights. We make our view known 
and we support those who oppose such a system. 


QUESTION (Ivorian Television): Mr. Secretary, yours is the 
irst visit of a Secretary of State to Cote D'Ivoire. Cote 


D'Ivoire has been independent for 26 years now and why has the 
head of American diplomacy never visited our country before? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can only say that as I record my 
impressions and pass them along to my successors, I am quite 
certain that while I may be the first one, I won't be the last 
one. 





QUESTION: (Franternite Matin): Mr. Secretary, you are making 
your first visit to Cote D'Ivoire, and you've been able to see 
what this country has achieved. What kind of help can we 
expect from the United States? 





Second question, it is believed that the adjustments made in 

the United States to reduce the trade deficit will allow your 
country to save about 30 to 40 billion dollars. However, a few 
economists think that is not enough, and they say that if 

supplementary measures are not taken, you may have a heavier 

deficit which could in return bring a big international 

economic imbalance, and consequently more debt crisis for the 

Third World. As an economist, what do you think of this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Insofar as the Ivory Coast is concerned, of 
course we have great admiration for the leadership and the way 
in which things are moving here. We want to understand it and 
we give support for it, principally through our effort to help 
create a more stable environment and through our support for 
multilateral organizations. 





The Ivory Coast has the attribute that its per capita income is 
considerably higher than the per capita income of its 
neighbors, and that in itself, tells you something about the 
relative merits of the economic systems that have been put in 
place here. We want to do everything we can to encourage 
further American investment and to encourage a healthier 
environment. 
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One of the most interesting things to me about the discussion 
with the businessmen was the sense with which they said, "Well, 
it's fine doing business here, but the market here is small in 
comparison with the potential market, if you included all the 
surrounding countries. So if the surrounding countries were 
healthier economically, then our capacity and the 
attractiveness of investment here would be much greater." 


So [I think that there are many ways in which we are trying to 
contribute here to this success story, including understanding 
of the problems they currently have. 


Insofar as your broader question about the problems of the 
United States is concerned, certainly we believe -- and people 
have been very free with their advice to us, just as we are 
free with our advice to everybody else -- that it is important 
for the United States to reduce drastically its fiscal deficit 
and so we are engaged in the process of doing that. 


It's very painful, because it means that we cut our spending, 
and while no doubt there is a penny here and there that may be 
wasted, by and large our budget is now a very tight one, in the 
controllable areas, particularly When you cut 50 or a 100 
million dollars out, or billions of dollars out -- remember we 
had a deficit last year of over 200 billion dollars -- that's a 
lot to have to take out. It doesn't come painlessly and people 
feel it, and we feel it in our foreign affairs budget. 


Now, of course, as we succeed in doing that, we will be able to 
finance our own investment. So we won't be drawing funds in 
from the rest of the world, and I think that's healthy. 

Savings generated outside of the United States will be more 
available for investment outside the United States. 


At the same time, our trade deficit will be reduced sharply -- 
must be. Our market, I hope, will remain open and President 
Reagan and his Administration will fight hard to help maintain 
our open market. At the same time the United States will be a 
strong competitor in third markets. And while our market is 
open, it is a very competitive market, and so those who want to 
sell into it will have to face that fact. But basically 
competition is good for everybody and that's what we believe 
in, and so it will work. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did your talks today tirow up any 
fresh ideas on how the problems of Chad might be resolved? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that the principal reflection 
from discussion with this man of experience, particularly in 
Chad, is that we must continue to support current developments 
in Chad, so that the Chadians control their own country, and 
its territorial integrity is once again restored. 





But we must think beyond that, and here against the importance 
of national reconciliation that the President dwelt on is very 
important. Chadians have been scrapping with each other 
practically throughout their history, so perhaps if they can 
regain their territorial integrity, they can turn toward these 
problems of reconciliation and out of this adversity create 
more cohesion and unity, and concentrate on their own problems 
of economic development and that concentration is sorely needed. 


For example, at one time they were a leading cotton producer 
and exporter but they aren't anymore. Just to take an example 
of what has happened there. 


QUESTION: (Ivorian Television): Mr. Secretary, your trip 
focused on economic issues and development in Africa. In your 
meeting with President Houphouet-Boigny today he certainly 
raised the issue of the low pricing of raw materials and 
commodities. What do you think the United States could do, as 
a leader of the world economy, to help Cote D'Ivoire maintain 
the stability of prices raw materials and commodities? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: [I think the problem of commodity pricing is 
a very difficult one, and certainly we don't believe that it 
works to try to fix those prices. The examples are all around 
you of failures in efforts to do so. We think that somehow if 
the market, in a sensible way, is allowed to work, we'il see 
more stability. 





At the same time there has to be a willingness around the world 
to be ready for the adjustments necessary as production centers 
move to where comparative advantage lies, and that comment I 
might say holds for the United States and other developed 
countries. 


For example, we talked today about sugar. And the President in 
his most recent message has called for some changes in the U.S. 
sugar program. 








whe 


But we don't import as much as we once did, because we put 
quotas on the import of that commodity. We will try to ease 
off of that. The biggest rearrangement of the sugar market has 
come from Europe, where one time they were the biggest importer 
of sugar and now they are the biggest exporter of sugar. 


I think that we all need to look ‘hard essentially at the © | 
governmental actions that have tended to distort production and 
therefore pricing of commodities. I thought one of the most 
noteworthy aspects of the Tokyo Economic Summit was the 
explicit recognition of the Heads of State of the largest 
industrialized free economies that governmental actions in 
agriculture, while having of course many plus explanations to 
them, also were creating problems and that those issues needed 
to be addressed. They have been pledged to be addressed in the 
GATT Round that is starting. 


1 


It's a long, hard process, but perhaps we're beginning to do, . 
something about it. I'm a believer that you can't solve a” ~ 
problem until you identify it. The first step is to identify 
it and describe it, and then people can get interested in the 
solution, so perhaps we're getting there, but I recognized that 


doesn't do much for you next month or the month after. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there's a published report today that 
Saudi Arabia made a considerable third-country contribution to 
the Nicaraguan Contras. Can you tell us if that's true or not? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to comment on that. I have 
testified as to my information about contributions to the 
freedom fighters in Nicaragua. My direct knowledge is limited 
to one third-country that we solicited properly from the State’ 
Department with my authorization. That has been discussed 
publicly. Unfortunately, we have the problem that we were not 
able to identify just when that deposit was made, and so we 
were not able to do what we intended to do in following how it 
was spent. That is all under intensive investigation right now. 





QUESTION: Short follow up. fhat country was not Saudi Arabia, 
is that what you're saying? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That country was not Saudi Arabia, but I 
think it is not a good idea for me to make public statements 
about countries (inaudible). 
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QUESTION: (Christian Science Monitor): Mr. Secretary, in your 
discussions with President Boigny this morning, did he raise 
the question of Africa's debt crisis? Did he have xiny fresh 
advice on this subject? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: He certainly raised it as a part of his 
description of the difficulties in the crisis, and the problems 
that we see in the economic situation in Africa, and he spoke 
about that and other aspects of it including the matters that 
your question brought up, with great eloquence. 


As to just what to do about it, of course, we all are 
struggling with it and from the standpoint of the United 
States, we have been working hard on that for some time. The 
real answer to that problem is economic growth and the program 
that has come to carry the label "The Baker Plan" is a med at 
that. 


It includes, of course, ideas about the management of economic 
affairs within a country. It includes the notion of sort of 
tests, like is capital flowing in or out that belongs to that 
country. &nd where you have capital outflows you know you're 
in trouble, and where you see capital inflows, eyuity capital 
inflows, you know you're doing better. 


It includes the identification of the debt equity swap idea, 
just beginning to take hold -- there've been some five billion 
dollars worth, which is a small number in comparison with the 
total debts, but nevertheless beginning to take hold a little 
bit. 


But I think the basic answer is economic growth There is a 
tendency to think in terms of additional borrowing in order to 
solve the problem, and here I think, one has to be very careful 
because it's hard to see that the answer to too much debt is 
more debt. 


On the other hand, if you can be sure that some new money is 
going to finance something that will make a big contribution to 
economic growth, then perhaps you're on the right track and 
that's where the Baker Plan is trying to take us. [t's a very 
difficult problem and needs to be approached with humility, as 
well as wisdom and energy but that's the way the Unite? States 
has been approaching it. Thank you. 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I'm ready to begin with questions. 


Q The Colombian Ambassador to Hungary was 
assassinated yesterday, I think it was, and -- 


Q He didn't die, did he? 
Q It says -- did he di: 
Q No. 


Q Anyway, he was shot and there is speculation 
that the shooting had to do with $s support of the extradition 
to the United States of some drug traffickers in Colombia. 


One, have you seen tiat speculation, and what do you 
think of it? And have there been any precautions taken in 
light of this to protect American diplomats? 


A) We understand that a group calling itself the 
Hernan Botero Mareno Command, after the first Colombian 
extradited to the U.S. on drug charges, has claimed 
responsibility for the attempted assassination of the Colombian 
Ambassador to Hungary, Enrique Parejo. 


We deplore the attack on the Ambassador as we have 
deplored other narco-terrorist attacks on courageous and 
honorable Colombian officials who have worked to end the drug 
trade. We wish the Ambassador a full and rapid recovery. 


On the question of whether we are taking other 
security measures in regard to the protection of our 
ambassadors in the wake of this, I just have no specifics on 
that. Certainly our security precautions have been, we think, 
at the appropriate level. 


Q Do you see, however -- or, apart from your 
mentioning the name of this group, do you see any link? 


A A link of what? Of the -- 
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Q Betu. 1 the extradition case and this new act of 
terrorism. 

A Well, as I said, we've just seen this report and 
heard that this group calling itself after the first Colombian 
extradited -- that they have claimed responsibility. If it's 


true and if it's confirmed, then certainly we will do what we 
can. But I think right now what I'm trying to say is that 
we're simply noting the claim of this group. 


Q The Government in Kabul has apparently said that 
they are going to abide by a ceasefire that they are 
proclaiming, beginning this afternoon. Do you have any comment 
on their statement to do so? 


4 I don't have any comment on their statement of 
today. I think that we covered that subject when it was first 
announced. And certainly, as I understood it, it was to go 
into effect on January 15, but there may be a time difference. 


Q At the United Nations they're calling for a 
Security Council meeting on the Iran-Iraq war. Do you have any 
statement on that? 


A We are aware of the Secretary General's comments 
at his press conference about the possibility of a Security 
Council meeting on the Iran-Iraq war. We understand his 
comments were not an official proposal for a meeting of the 
Security Council. His ideas will be the subject of discussion 
among Security Council members. Based on these consultations 
and the views of other member states, we will study his ideas 
carefully. We share the Secretary General's concern about the 
lack of success so far in efforts to bring this tragic conflict 
to an end. 


Q Iraq is reported to be using chemical weapons. 
In the past the Department has deplored this as a violation of 
the Geneva Protocol of 1925, to which the U.S. and Iraq are 
signatories. Do you have any comment on the use of chemical 
weapons? 


7 I have seen those reports, but I don't have any 
comment today. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on the interview 
by Tariq Aziz, the Foreign Minister of Iraq? He was quoted as 
saying that the arms sale, American arms sale, to Iran helped 
them in launching the last attack. 


a) Is this the same interview that you were 
referring -- 
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Q No, it's the second. 
a Second interview. 


Q That's today, published in the Wall Street 





Journal. 


ia well, my answer is the same. I have no comment 
on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on King Hussein's 
interview in which he said, in connection with Ambassador 
Murphy's trip to the area, that U.S. credibility is zero in the 
region and that the only thing the U.S. can really do would be 
to encourage an international conference? 


a I don't have anything on that Hussein interview. 
Q Do you have an update on the war? 
- We understand that a new Iranian offensive of 


limited scale, called Karbala 6, has begun in the central 
border region northeast of Baghdad. We cannot add further 
details at this point. 


In the Basra region, the Iragis are continuing their 
counterattacks to regain the area recently taken by the 
Iranians. The air war continues and is causing considerable 
loss of life and property. 


Once again, we call for an end to the hostilities. 
The tragic and unnecessary and large loss of life makes it all 
the more important to begin negotiations to settle a war which 
has gone on far too long. 


Q UP] is saying that the Iranians have captured 
eleven strategic positions inside Iraq, and the New York Times 
is placing them about twelve miles from Basra, the second 
largest city, and speculating that if that fell that would be 
the end of the war. 





- I just don't have any comment on that 
speculation. yes? 
Q Can I follow up on King Hussein's interview 


again? Mr. Murphy took no initiatives with him or any new 
thoughts, and King Hussein repeated his position on an 
international conference In light of those facts, how do you 
intend to reactivate the peace process in the region? On what 
basis? Without Jordan, or how are you going to --? 
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& I just have nothing specific on that after Mr. 
Murphy's return from this trip, we will, of course, review the 
results and the views that were presented to him. We will 
discuss possible future courses of action, but it is premature 
for me to give any speculation at this point. 


Q When does he come back? 


ia Again, we don't give out his itinerery He is in 
Jerusalem. He arrived there late yesterday from Riyadh, and 
then he'll be proceeding home shortly, I think. 


Q How did he fly from Jerusalem to Riyadh directiy 
-- from Riyadh to Jerusalem directly? Can you tell us? 


a I don't know, I'm sorry 1 ton't think he has a 
magic carpet. (Laughter) I don't have the specifics on that. 
Yes? 


Q Do you have any assessment of intelligence damage 
caused at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow following the arrest of 
that Marine guard? 


a The Department of State began a full-scale 
counterintelligence investigation in cooperation with other 
appropriate federal agencies and a worst-case damage assessment 
effort immediately after it was learned that there were 
possible security compromises at the U.S. Embassies in Moscow 
and Vienna. 


We don't plan to make any further comment on this case 
as the investigation proceeds. 


Q Vienna is included because the Marine guard was 
transferred there after Moscow? 


A That's correct. 
Q When did this begin? 


ia I will refer you for the dates of his assignments 
to the Marine Command Post. I think that they have -- 


Q I mean, when did the full-scale 
counterintelligence investigation begin? 


Well, as we said, immediately after 
Q '86? '87? 


~ Well, 1 think the date that was given of when he 
was brought back was December 31, and I think you can presume 
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that immediately after we first heard about it damage control 
steps would be taken Certainly there are procedures well 
established for that kind of problem 


Q How long had that woman worked for the US 
Government? 


6 I have nothing on that Yes? 


Q Phyllis, has there been an invitation from the 
Soviet Union for Secretary Shultz to visit Moscow? 


” I have nothing on that I think that we have 
talked at other times about the status of meetings, and I have 
nothing further 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:34 p.m.) 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
MONROVIA, LIBERIA 
JANUARY 14, 1987 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I want to express my appreciation to 
President Doe, Foreign Minister, and colleagues for their 
hospitality. I have made statements at the airport and a 
lengthy statement, that I think is available to you, at the 
luncheon in the form of a toast, so I won't repeat those things 
again, other than to say that this country and the United 
States have had a long history of a relationship. The problems 
here are very difficult and we want, of course, to the extent 
we are able, to help in resolving them, but there is no doubt 
that they are very difficult problems. I'd be glad to have 
your questions now. 





QUESTION: Will you have a meeting with the opposition and what 
do you intend to tell them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I will meet with members of the 
opposition. I[ think that's my next appointment, and [ will 
listen to their views and give them my estimate of the 
situation. I do think it is worthy of note, with all the 
difficulties, that there has been a return to a government 
produced out of an election. There is freedom of the press 
here; there is an opposition; there are no political prisoners 
So there is genuine progress, and I suppose a measure of it is 
the acceptance of my meeting with the members of the opposition 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, this past week there were repeated 
reports that you were about to resign. The most recent report 
attributed it to your being upset the Israelis were being 
blamed for initiating the Iran arms deal. Would you comment on 
both of those things? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I heard about that report that I'm 
going to resign, and it was rews to me. I think I would have 
known that. 





For further information contact 
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QUESTION: What about your being upset about the Israelis? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, all of the facts about this Iran arms 
and relationship matter are being brought out, and I think the 
sooner they are all brought out, the better. And I have 
completely supported, from the beginning, the President's view 
that the sooner all this is made public and the sooner whoever 
did something that was illegal is -- that is brought to bear, 
the better. So I have no objection to releasing documents. [ 
think they all ought to be released, myself. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I'm Isaac Bantu of 88C African 
Service. Liberia and the U.S. have been having long relations, 
as far back as the 1800's. Now we see here that aid that is 
given to Israel and Nicaragua and a few other countries are 
more than what is given to Liberia. What is the cause of 

that? The next point is -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know what your information is about 
our aid to Nicaragua. Maybe you know something [I don't know. 
We're not giving any, except to the Resistance -- the people 
fighting for freedom in Nicaragua. 





QUESTION: It's based on what I've beer reading in the 
rewspapers and also appearing on ABC News here in Monrovia, 
Liberia. These are my sources of information here. And my 
second point is, what is your government's official] package for 
Liberia? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we have had a p: _tern of assistance to 
Liberia that goes back historically a long while. In my 
statement at luncheon, I mentione’ a number that accumulates 
the assistance over a period of . cee and a half decades and 
amounts to over $600 million, which is quite a lot. Our aid to 
Liberia, on a per-capita basis, has been about as high as any 
country in Africa. 





We have our problems -- and I know Liberia does -- and we're 
trying to work with Liberia on them, but Liberia is in arrears 
in its payments, and, according to the Brooke Amendment, which 
is our law, further payments can't be made until those arrears 
are brought within a year of currency. 


And so we have discussed these problems, and [ have discussed 
them with President Doe. Of course they have issues -- Liberia 
does -— with “he IMF and others that have to be addressed. So 
the aid picture from the United States is one in which we want 
to give assistance but it's also true that Liberia has to 
conform with the conditions under which the funds flow, and so 
that is a problem that needs to be worked out. 
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QUESTION: With the hard economic times in Liberia and the 
offshore funds issue, it means that if arrears are not cleared, 


what will happen then? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't follow your question. I'm sorry. 





QUESTION: I said, with the present financial crisis in 
Liberia, whereby this country's faced with the offshore funds 
problem -- that is, getting foreign exchange to get goods into 
the country -- if the arrears are not settled in a given period 
of time, what will happen then? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's a hard problem and there's a 
reality that has to be confronted. There are things that can 
be done, but there are no easy things to be done. So, I don't 
come here with any message of some easy solution to the severe 
problems that are here, but there are things that can be done, 
but they're difficult. 





The United States, speaking more broadly, of course, does have 
a major bilateral program with Africa, generally -- meaning 
individual countries in Africa -- and we have sponsored, and it 
has been accepted that the reflows stemming from IMF 
outstanding loans, and as those are repaid, the reflows will be 
devoted to attention to the poorest countries, which is mainly 
Africa. We have supported the IDA 8 replenishment of $12.4 
billion and we expect that to Africa will go 45 to 50 percent 
of that. 


So, those are things that are in the way of generalized 
support. But outside resources, particularly when they come in 
the form of loans, are not going to solve this problem. The 
problems have to be solved in the beginning in each country 
itself, and that's hard to do. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, seeing that there are two U.S. 
policies toward Liberia -- the Congressional policy and the 
State Department policy -- will this trip to Liberia help you 
to bring these two together, and how? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There aren't two policies. We have a system 
that basically has a lot of argumentation back and forth about 
whatever it is we do, although sometimes there's immediate 
agreement. But, in the case of our budget and support of 
foreign affairs right now, the President's requests to the 
Congress last year, for our fiscal ‘87 budget, were sharply 
higher than what the Congress appropriated. We've asked for a 
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supplemental, and we've asked for a Fiscal '88 budget that's 

higher than was appropriated in '87 but still below what thie 

President requested last year. It reflects a difference of 

opinion about where our resources should be allocated. 

In our system, we argue about that. There are many members of 
the Congress who agree with the President. There are others 
who don't. The system works as I go and I testify about it and 
we have arguments in public and I go around and talk to 
individual Members of the Congress. The President buttonholes 
people, and sometimes we persuade them and sometimes we don't. 
Anyway, out of the process in the end comes a budget, and that 
is our budget. That is the United States' budgetary policy, 
and there's only one. 





That money has to then get allocated and, if it has been cut 
down sharply, particularly given the fact that certain funds 
are earmarked, that is, they flow in full, then the balance 
gets cut very sharply. And that's what happened, and we have 
reductions in many areas of our foreign assistance of 50 
percent or more. That wasn't true of Liberia, but it has been 
true in many cases. And so we have a continuing argument about 
it. But we have only one U.S. policy, and that is the policy 
that evolves out of this process. 


there are still human rights problems here. There were a few 
people holding signs on the way in from the airport, you may 
have noticed, calling for truly free elections. We're told 
that four of those people were arrested. A couple of 
newspapers remain closed. The elections were described by some 
Western diplomats as fraudulent, and I wonder if you could tell 
us whether you see human rights problems remaining in this 
country. If so, what problems, and did you raise this with 
President Doe? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, some Liberians apparently feel that ©} 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We discussed the political evolution and the 
economic evolution, and I think that the proper way to describe 
it is that it has evolved and seems to be continuing to evolve 
in a positive direction. So, if you take a moving picture, the 
moving picture shows a trend that we think is a good one. If 
you take a snapshot, then in that snapshot you can see 
problems. They're not absent. But nevertheless, I think the 
situation has improved and [I've mencioned the various markers 
in that regard. 
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Insofar as the elections are concerned, I don't have any 
immediate way of judging them. My impression is that they were 
Quite o;2r. and the only questions that I have heard are about 
the vote-counting process. The difficulty I think is suggested 
by the fact that something like three-quarters of the people 
involved are not literate. So exactly how you go about 
constructing a ballot, and the proper and full understanding 
and marking of it, and so on, under those circumstances is not 
the easiest problem in the world. 


Now I do think, and I intend to say to the opposition -- I was 
asked about that a little earlier -- that whatever 
imperfections that may be in the process, if you are elected to 
the National Assembly, as members of the op»o~ ‘tion were, then 
it's a good idea to take up your seats and voice your views if 
they're contrary to government policy, and not to refuse to 
take part. But at any rate, those are some of the 
considerations. 


QUESTION: Are we any closer to selecting a new ambassador to 
Liberia? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have a process that's ladorious. We 
identify somebody and the President tentatively decides that he 
thinks that's the person for the post. Then there's a lengthy 
process of investigation, and that takes quite a while. After 
it's completed, then the President's nomination is sent to the 
Congress and the Congress holds hearings and so forth. Where 
we are in that process is that a person has been identified and 
the investigation is going on. I expect it to be completed 
without any problems at all. Whenever that finishes itself, 
the President will announce the nomination. I expect we'll 
have somebody here as replacement for Ambassador Perkins 
perhaps in another couple of months or so. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what do you consider your most 
important achievement on this African trip as a whole? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I suppose, in part, raising my own level of 
understanding about the problems in Africa. I hope 
transmitting to Africans our sense of the right way to go in 
resolving their economic problems, which is quite consistent 
with the emerging view in Africa, so I wanted to confirm that 
and to be sure that people are fully aware of the genuine 
interest of the United States in being a partner with African 
nations as they struggle with these difficult problems. 
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MR. SPEAKES: An administration official, identified 
otherwise to you only as 
Treasury for -- 


Q Would you spell the last name, please? 


MR. SPEAKES: QQ cight? Okay, qe 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: You said administration official, and 
I think it's Treasury official. 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay, Treasury official. Treasury 
official. 


Q Could you address the question about taking heat 
from Germany and Japan? Have we had complaints? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: We've had no communication from other 
countries on this question up until now. 


Q Well, what is the U.S. policy? 


Q Was this response designed to preclude those -- that 
kind of -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I didn't hear that. 


Q Is the response of the administration to knock down 
this story and to say it's unauthorized without really denying it an 
effort to show Japan and Germany that the administration is not 
trying to influence the currency markets in a way that is untoward or 
something of that nature? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: I think, as was said earlier this 
morning, only the President and the Secretary of the Treasury are 
authorized to make statements in the administration on this kind of a 
question. And if your question is, is it the policy of the United 
States to talk down the dollar or to push down the dollar, then that 
is clearly not an accurate story. 


Q Yes, but what is the policy then? Put it in your 
own words. 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: The policy has been in place for some 
time when it comes to the question which was raised in the article of 
the persistent trade deficit. I think you are aware of the fact that 
we have for some time been working to improve economic policy 
coordination around the world and to see if we can convince some of 
the other major trading partners of the United States to embark on 
stronger domestic growth because that is really the ultimate solution 
to improving the situation with regard to external imbalances. 
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Q Are you prepared to deny it? 


Q Are you denying that we are not doing something at 
the moment, which is a direct intention to depress the dollar 
further? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: We have no level in mind, no goal, 
and we 2zre not attempting to talk down the dollar or in any way to 
influence the markets. 

Q Well, but all the premise of the story was was that 
the administration wished it would go down a little bit faster. That 
was not denied here this morning. Do you deny it? 

TREASURY OFFICIAL: We have no view at all on the 
particular day-to-day movement in the markets or the level of the 
dollar at any given time, nor do we have a target for the dollar. 

Q That's not answering the question. 

Q Well, why don't you? 


Q That doesn't answer the question. That doesn't 
answer the question. 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: If you wan’ to re-ask your question 
then more precisely. 


Q The central point of the article -- I'll ask it the 
same way -- the central point of the article was that the 
administration wishes the dollar would fall faster at this time. 

Q And further. 

Q And further. 

TREASURY OFFICIAL: That's not -- 

Q Is that true? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: That is not true. That is not a 


correct -- 

Q Thank you. 

TREASURY OFFICIAL: -- basis. As I said before -- and I 
want you to take account of this as well -- the solution to the trade 


deficit lies in getting stronger growth in the economies of some of 
Our major trading partners. And if, in that case, growth is not as 
strong as it should be, then either the U.S. has to become more 
competitive or there has to be further currency adjustments. 

Q Well, are we doing anything at the moment to 
strengthen the dollar? I mean, is this a disorderly market situation 
-- the old formula before the Plaza Hotel? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: We don't comment on intervention, if 
that's the question you are asking -- 


Q That is, I suppose. 
TREASURY OFFICIAL: -- in the markets. 
Q Since our trading -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: We don't comment on intervention in 
the markets by the United States. 


Q Since Japan and Germany have resisted suggestions 
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about their own economies, and since the trade deficit is at record 
proportions, and since American competitiveness has not increased, 
what other solution is there other than some further weakening of the 
dollar? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: Well, over the past -- 
Q I mean in the short term for the trade deficit. 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: Over the past year or so, since the 
time of the Plaza Agreement, there has been a great deal of activity 
in terms of economic policy coordination and consultation, and there 
has been, in the past 12 to 15 months, more coordinated action in 
terms of economic policy consultation and cooperation than in any 
time in the recent past. 
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_ So, I would say that a great deal has happened. For 
example, there was the agreement between Secretary Baker and Finance 
Minister Miyazawa at the end of October last year in which the 
Japanese undertook to do certain things -- to introduce a 
supplementary budget, to reduce their discount rate, and to take 
certain actions that would stimulate their economy, to undertake a 
major tax reform. These things have all been done by the Japanese. 
And at that time, we made the observation in that agreement that the 
yen-dollar relationship, as it had changed since the time of the 
Plaza Hotel, had now come more in line with underlying economic 
policy fundamentals. 


Q In terms of the trade deficit, what do you say to 
those who might be pressuring -- 


Q Get off my back. 
Q -- for a faster fall in the dollar? (Laughter.) 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: Well, there's been some -- an 
improving picture for the trade deficit until this last figure was 
reported moving in the opposite direction. But, I mean, you've seen 
a situation on the trade deficit where if there had not been currency 
adjustments following the Plaza, there would have been a steeper 
increase in the trade deficit. 


Q No, I'm not -- that's precisely why some people -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: That has leveled off and is showing 
signs of continuing improvement. 


Q What do you say to tiose in Congress who are saying 
that -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: It's in the nature of things that 
the effect on trade figures, that is caused by currency adjustments, 
does take a substantial period of time to flow through into the 
numbers. 


Q When do you think it will become more apparent? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: I think it's become apparent and will 
become more apparent over the future months. 


Q Secretary Baker said in November that the trade 
deficit -- record trade deficit of $19 billion in November was a 
“aberration.” Could you provide a little wore insight into what he 
meant by that? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: Well, I think he had in mind certain 
effects on that figure caused by the approaching of the year end, the 
introduction of certain elements of tax reform and so on, which had 
caused people to anticipa therefore it had a one-time effect 
on the figures. 


Q I just -- can [ just go back to the basic premise of 
The Times’ story one more time? Given the fact that some of the 
foreign economies are not growing as fast as the U.S. would like, and 
given the fact that the U.S. is not as competitive as you would hope 
it would eventually become, are you saying flatly that the U.S. has 
no view about whether the dollar should be lower right now? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: The U.S. has no view on any 
particular level or goal for the dollar. 


Q That's not my question. 
TREASURY OFFICIAL: But that really is your question. 


Q No, it isn't. My question is does the U.S. 
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government have any view about wanting the dollar to decline? 
Without setting a specific target or end point, does the U.S. have a 
feeling abcut wanting the dollar to decline further? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: Well, let me try to answer the whole 
thing for you. As I already said, we have no view about any 
particular level or goal for the dollar. We have said that we 
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believe that stronger domestic economic growth on the part of our 
major trading partners would make a substantial contribution over 
time to the reduction of large trade imbalances. 


If these kinds of actions are not forthcoming by our 
trading partners, then -- and the U.S. itself does not, over time, 
become more competitive -- then over that period of time, it's 
logical to think that there may have to be further currency 
adjustment. But that is the way that I would frame the answer to 
your question. 


Q But let me just make -- and given the conditions 
now, does the U.S. now feel that it's logical that there should be 
fur cher currency reductions? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: As I've already said, you have to 
look at what individual countries are doing -- 


Q I'm saying, looking at the current situation right 
now, does the U.S. want current -- further currency reductions? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: The United States loes not take a 
view on the appropriate level of the dollar or any particular goal 
for the dollar. 


Q But you want it to go down? (Laughter.) 
Q Yes, of course. I mean -- 


Q I'm confused. Earlier, I think it was Bill's 
question -- he asked you if The New York Times story or the basis to 
that story, the U.S. wants the dollar to fall faster and further, is 
correct. And you said that is not true. And now you seem to be 
hedging or going back on that deal. I mean which is it? Is that 
basic premise true or not? 


CfREASURY OFFICIAL: I think -- I know this is maybe a 
little specialized, but the -- 


Q We can handle that. 

Q In other words, you don't -- - 
TREASURY OFFICIAL: You know, the -- you look -- 

Q Are you trying to make -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: Because there's a number of different 
variables involved -- there's the economic growth level, relative 
economic growth in the different countries, competitiveness, currency 
levels, et cetera. And we have always said that we do not look for 
the total adjustment of the trade deficit to be accomplished by 
Currency adjustment. We have got to look for improved growth in the 
other countries, increased competitiveness in the United States, 
continued resistance of protectionism. There's a number of factors 
that all have an influence on this -- 


Q I realize that. 

TREASURY OFFICIAL: <-- among which currencies is one. 

Q I realize that, but at any given point in time, it 
seems you have to have a policy. So -- (laughter) -- conditions 
existing today with -- given the current alignment of currencies, 


Current economic conditions in the economies cf our trading partners, 
does the United States want the dollar to drop further and faster or 
not? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: We would like to see stronger growth 
in the economies of our trading partners -- 
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Q Have you not been listening? 
Q He can't afford to say he wants it to go down. 
Q Right. 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: -- and I simply won't be drawn, as 
you wish me to be -- 


Q Well, I just -- 

TREASURY OFFICIAL: -- on whether or not the present 
level of the dollar is correct, or incorrect, or should move 
somewhere else, or whatever. 

Q Why not? 


Q Well, should I disregard the remarks you made when 
you said that is not true in -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: I was simply answering a question 


here earlier about the thrust of the story which was that the United 
States is talking down the dollar or wishes the dollar to fall. 


Q That wasn't the question. * 
Q You were the only one -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: That was the question of -- not 
yours. Back there. 


Q That was my question and the answer was to my 
question. You said that is not true. The question had nothing to do 
with what you just suggested. It was very simply, do you support -- 
or do you argue with the premise of the story which is that the 
administration wants the dollar to fall faster, further. And you 
said that is not true. 


Q You're the only one who's used the phrase, “talking 
down the dollar.” You've introduced it repeatedly -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: The question was asked over here -- 


Q No question has been propounded to you about talking 
down the dollar. 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: The question was asked over here in 
the back about the essence of the story. 


Q Right. But no one said “talking down the dollar." 
You're denying something you haven't been asked. 


Q Do we want the dollar to fall faster? 

Q Further? 

TREASURY OFFICIAL: What? 

Q I'm trying to take a vacation in Europe -- 

Q Do we want the dollar to go down and go down faster? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: You're really asking me to comment on 
whether the dollar's at an appropriate level at this time -- 


Q And you won't answer that. 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: -- and I have said I will not answer 
that question. I won't be drawn on that question. 
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Q Why can't you answer it? 

Q They put you out here to clear up confusion over 
this story. 

Q Good. 


Q Tell Darman it didn't work. 


Q You've said repeatedly, several times, that one 
element in the overall picture, of course, is currency. Another one 
is domestic growth of our trading partners. For several economic 
summits in a row now, we have urged a number of measures on their 
part to encourage domestic growth. At each of those summits they have 
paid some lip. service to that, but essentially, not done much. Over 
what period of time do we wish to see growth in those domestic 
economies? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: First of all, there were expressed at 
the 
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time of the Plaza agreement on the part of the various countries a 
number of policy intentions, which included growth and tax reform and 
resisting protectionism -- various other things. And those have been 
the subject of much discussion and there has been progress in some of 
those areas. 


Secondly, there was an important agreement achieved at 
the time of the Tokyo economic summit on strengthening and improving 
economic policy coordination among the nations. And that involved, 
as you remember, the use of indicators and certain procedures to 
improve economic policy coordination. That has now been carried 
further -- forward. Consultations have taken place. There were 
meetings. There has been, in addition, an agreement between the 
United States and Japan which has captured to some extent those 
elements. And so there has been change and improvement in the 
Situation. 


Q So the U.S. is satisfied with the domestic growth of 
our trading partners? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: We have not said that we're 
satisfied. In fact, the last budget announced just a few weeks ago 
by Japan for Fiscal 1987 was rather disappointing to us. We didn't 
think it had enough growth element in it, even though last fall they 
had introduced a supplementary budget for the purpose of stimulating 
their economy. We felt the present budget announcement in Japan 
didn't go far enough. So, no. 


On the other hand, they're introducing tax reform, as 
they said they would, and are making some major changes in the tax 
field. They also cut their discount rate back in October as a part 
of that agreement. 


Q But they've thought about West Germany. Wouldn't 
further declines in the value of the dollar against the Deutch mark 
put added pressure on Germany to come around on domestic stimulus? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: Well, as you know the Germans are 
presently engaged in an election campaign. And they have, during 
that period, not been enthusiastic about altering their economic 
policies. We have expressed all along the view that we would like to 
see stronger, sustained growth in Germany. We made the observation 
that, although their growth figures for 1986 were greatly improved, 
we were concerned about the sustainability of those figures into 1987 
and we expressed that view and we continue to express that view -- 
that we would like to see stronger domestic growth in Germany, 
because we think it would help reduce the trade surplus problem. 


Q But isn't -- the timing of this Times story is not 
out of line. One, you've had some bad trade numbers and the "J" 
Curve hasn't kicked in when you started to think it would. Japan's 
given some disappointing indications on its budget. West Germany's 
given no indication that it's going to come around. Isn't it the 
right time to be talking down the dollar? 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: I don't think that's what's happened. 
I think what's happened is that in the international markets within 
the EMS, there was, as you know, pressure created by the behavior of 
the currencies in Europe among themselves and they undertook this 
past weekend to realign those currencies and that seems to have had 
an effect on markets which are busy making judgments about the 
Outcome of that realignment. That's what I think has happened in the 
past week. 


MR. BRASHEAR: -- we'll take ome more question and then 
we've all got things we got to do. 


Q What's happening to the dollar? The dollar is 
continuing to fall. 


MORE 








TREASURY OFFICIAL: There has been further decline of the 
dollar during this same period, that's right -- since the currency 
alignment. 

Q Is that good news to the U.S. Treasury Department -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: I have nothing to say about the 
present level of the dollar. We've been through that before. 


Q Thank you. 

Q There was an article in The Washington Post Sunday 
that said that you are going to wait until after the election to 
really go after the German economy -- 


TREASURY OFFICIAL: I can't really speculate on that. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:43 P.M. EST 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with several announcements. First, Secretary 
Shultz will travel to Atlanta on Monday, January 19 to 
participate in the national Martin Luther King, Jr. holiday 
observance The Secretary will deliver remarks at the 
ecumenical service at the Ebenezer Baptist Church, which takes 
place between 10 a.m. and 12:00 noon, and he will attend the 
wreath-laying ceremony at Dr. King's crypt prior to the 
ecumenical service. 


The Martin Luther King Center media contacts are Al 
_avis and Stoney Johnson, in Atlanta, at 404-524-1956. I might 
just note that we don't expect an advance text. The Secretary 
is delivering remarks rather than a foreign policy address. 
His remarks would probably be on the order of 10 or 15 minutes, 
I think is what is built into the program. 


Q Do you know, did the Secretary know Dr. King or 
have any, participate in any civil rights movements or -- it's 
just odd the Secretary of State going there. I wonder if he 
knew Or. King. 


a Whether or not he knew Dr. King I can't say. He 
has had numerous contacts with Mrs. King. The Secretary was 
involved intimately in certain important aspects of the civil 
rights movement in this country when he was Secretary of Labor, 
so he does have a close association with that problem. 


Q Sorry, did you say what time of day that's going 
to be? 


a The service is between 10 a.m. and 12 noon. 
Exactly when the Secretary's remarks will occur one can't 
exactly say because there are several speakers appearing before 
him. 


Secondly, we are pleased that the Soviet Union has 
responded positively to our proposal to meet this month in 
Geneva on nuclear testing limitations. 
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The U.S. Chief of Delegation, Robert Barker, and the 
Soviet Chief of Delegation, Andranik Petrosyants, have agreed 
to meet in Geneva January 22. 


The U.S. remains committed to making progress on 
nuclear testing limitations. For constructive dialogue, it is 
important that we and the Soviets agree on an appropriate 
agenda. 


The most immediate issue is improving the verification 
provisions of the TTBT/PNET. Once TTBT and PNET verification 
concerns have been satisfied and the treaties have been 
ratified, we have proposed that the U.S. and USSR move 
immediately to negotiations on ways to implement a step-by-step 
parallel program -- in association with a program to reduce and 
ultimately eliminate all nuclear weapons -- of limiting and 
ultimately ending nuclear testing. 


On several previous occasions, we have proposed to the 
Soviets a process for negotiations. The President personally 
outlined our proposals to General Secretary Gorbachev at 
Reykjavik. Most recently, the issue was discussed at the third 
session of Nuclear Testing Experts Meetings in Geneva last 
November, where we explained a process of negotiations in 
considerable detail. 


We continue to believe that the process which the 
President outlined at Reykjavik and which we explained in 
detail in the last Nuclear Testing Experts meeting provides the 
best basis on which to achieve progress. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
a Yes. 
Q Just to see if there is any new wrinkle in the 


U.S. position, why can't the U.S. ban tests now if the Soviets 
want to? 


4 That rationale hasn't changed, Barry. We've gone 
through that a number of times. The President has likewise 
explained why he's taking this initiative with regard to 
submitting the TTBT and the PNET to Congress with the necessary 
reservations until we can satisfy the verification concerns 
that we have. 


Q Some suggest -- 
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A But then having reached that stage, has made it 
clear that we think it's important then to go to follow-on 
negotiations. 


Q Some skeptics, and maybe cynics, have the 
impression the United States wants to keep testing because 
nuclear testing is part of the Star Wars program. Is that one 
reason why the U.S. cannot suspend tests right now? 


A Once again, I'd refer you to the record where 
there's a lot of material on this subject available, as you 
know; but the basic U.S. rationale for nuclear testing is that 
if we are to have a safe, reliable, secure, nuclear deterrent, 
then we need to test as long as the United States and its 
allies’ continue to rely on nuclear deterrents for their 
security. 


Q As I understand it, then, the United States is 
not willing -- in light of these talks, the United States is 
not willing to defer any of its planned weapons tests? 


ie) We've addressed that question before, Jim. That 
hasn't changed either. 


Q The answer is the same? 


) I just explained why we consider nuclear testing 
to be necessary, and secondly, without going into all of the 
argumentation that's been put forward over time, you're all 
aware of the problems that we've had in the past with nuclear 
moratoria, so what we're proposing here is, as a first step, to 
satisfy the verification concerns. We've had talks about that; 
we think there's a way to do that so that we can get the PNET 
and the TTBT ratified, and then go on to these follow-on 
negotiations that I've ‘ust described 


John, have you got a question? 


Q This may be getting down to a little technical 
level, but the U.S. has complained that the Soviets have 
brought the testing issue into the Geneva negotiations in a way 
they haven't before, and they are tying up progress on, for 
instance, strategic weapons cutbacks, not only by tying it to 
SDI but tying it to testing. Why not take this up in those -- 
Why have separate talks if the issues are becoming related, or 
is that something that we didn't consider or they didn't ask, 
or whatever? 
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fs) Lots of these arms control measures are, of 
course, related, have some relationship one to another. As I 
mentioned here at the end of the statement, which you can have 
a copy of, that we believe that we should have a step-by-step 
parallel program of limiting, and ultimately ending, nuclear 
testing -- that in parallel with a program to reduce and 
ultimately eliminate all nuclear weapons. So the two are 
related, but in order to address them, it's appropriate -- and 
I don't think the Soviets contest this -- to have separate 
discussions. 


Q Do you have an identification on the TWA 
hijacking suspect -- 


A Excuse me, but I still have some other 
announcements. 
Q Sorry. 


Under Secretary for Political Affairs Michael Armacost 
will visit Pakistan January 18-20. The visit continues a 
process of periodic consultations he has held in both Islamabad 
and Washington. Mr. Armacost wili discuss regional and 
international issues. He will be accompanied by Ambassadcr 
Robert Oakley, Special Assistant to the President and Senior 
Director for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs at the 
National Security Council. 


That's all I have by way of announcements. 


Q Can you say anything or identify the TWA 
hijacking suspect arrested in Frankfurt? 


A [ can't identify him. I can only say that we are 
very interested in having this individual sent to the U.S. in 
order to face charges. We have notified the Federal Republic 
that the arrested man is wanted in the U.S. for air piracy, 
murder, and other offenses related to the TWA-847 hijacking in 
June of 1985, so that we are in touch with German authorities 
on this matter, but beyond that for any kinds of details, I'd 
have to refer you to the Department of Justice. 


Q Is he one of the people for whom the United 
States posted a reward? 


3) The reward that we announced in July of ‘85 was 
for information leading to the effective prosecution and 
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punishment of persons responsible for the hijacking, so that as 
a consequence, I'm not in a position to identify any particular 
names associated with that reward. 


Q You do think this individual was involved in 
hijacking or in the aftermath? What -- I mean -- 
A I have to limit my remarks to saying that there 


are criminal complaints issued against this individual, and 
that we've notified the Federal Republic that this arrested man 
is wanted in conjunction with the TWA-847 hijacking. 


Q There apparently was another arrest in Milan. Is 
there any connection between the two? 


A I don't have any way to address that question. 


Q If he is one of them, is he Lebanese or 
Palestinian, then, or what kind of passport did he have? 


A I don't have any other details. 


Q Chuck, are we asking for the same sort of thing 
of the man who was arrested in Milan on Monday? 


2) On the Milan case, I don't have any details now. 
I'll continue to follow that. 


Q Chuck, does your contact with the Germans and the 
announcement that this man is wanted in the U.S. in connection 
with these charges, trigger the extradition treaty the U.S. has 
with West Germany? 


A Not necessarily. What I'm saying now and what 
the Justice Department is saying is that we are very interested 
in having him sent back to the United States to face charges, 
but beyond that, on the kinds of modalities that you're talking 
about, we just don't have any comment yet. 


Q At the time of the hijacking, the State 
Department did have some comments on how the procedure was to 
be handled vis-a-vis [taly. Does the U.S. feel at this time 
that because you are so very interested, as you keep saying, 
that he ought to face the charges in the U.S. before facing any 
charges elsewhere, or in lieu of facing charges elsewhere? 


a I'm not prepared to make that judgment. ['d 
simply limit my commentary to the remarks I've made. 
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Q Have special investigators or individuals from 
the State Department, the FBI, or the Justice Department gone 
to Germany to try and expedite the process? 


a I don't have any of those kind of details to 
offer. All I can say is that we are in touch with the Federal 
Government authorities. 


You really have exhausted, basically, what I'm going 
to be able to say about this case today, but -- 


Q How abort the same question vis-a-vis the Milan 
case, has the U.S. been in touch with the [talian Government in 
connection with that case? And have investigators of any sort 
gone over to Italy for that purpose? 


A At this point, I just don't have anything to 
offer on the Milan story, but as I said in response to John's 
questions, I'll continue to look after that -- into that to see 
if we can help you. 


Q Appareatly, Mr. Habib is not going to Central 
America; he's comirg home. And I wondered if you could tell us 
why the Central American governments will not be seeing him? 


A As I understand it, Ambassador Habib has, 
basically, met with all the people that he planned to meet with 
when he went down there. He met yesterday with Foreign 
Minister Iglesias of Uruguay, President Sarney and Foreign 
Minister Sodre, of Brazil; he's scheduled to meet with 
President Lusinchi and Foreign Minister Consalvi, of Venezuela, 
this afternoon. So that that would mean he had met with 
Foreign Minister Abadia, of Panama, previously; President 
Alfonsin and Foreign Minister Caputo, of Argentina, in addition 
to the meetings I’ve just described. 


We expect him back soon. And that, in essence, 
completes the itinerary he had planned at the start of this 
mission. . 

Q I guess, then, I was misinformed. I thought he 
was supposed to be going to the Latin-American countries -- 
Central American countries. The events must have been 
cancelled. 
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A I don't know where you got that information -- 
Q In the building. 


a -— but in checking into it, what I gave you is my 
understanding. 


Q ARA put that out the day the trip was announced, 
said he was going to four Central American nations. 


Q Guatemala, Honduras, Paname, -- 
“A I just can't help you any further. 
Q -- El Salvador. Well, no, but I want to pursue 


this, because again I talk about those anonymous skeptics, but 
some people think that the U.S. is trying to head off the 
Contadora process or there's no real substance to the Costa 
Rican proposal. You were away when all this was dropped on us, 
but -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- what do you think of the possibility that 
there isn't much steam behind an alternative to the Contadora 
approach, and that's why he's coming home? 


A I don't have any way to make that interpretation, 
or to draw that conclusion. I would only say that, as we've 
said before, that we've consistently supported any efforts to 
establish a dialogue between the Sandinistas and their 
opposition, to achieve a political solution. That has been one 
of the tracks that we have consistently pursued in addressing 
this problem in Central America -- and that's what we continue 
to do. 


Q All right. Let me try one last question on it: 
is it the U.S. position that the Sandinistas have to share 
their control of the government of Nicaragua with the contras. 
and if that is so, don't all the Central American countries 
oppose that? 


A Whether or not individual countries agree or 
don't agree with various aspects of these proposals, [I'll leave 
that to all of them to talk about. We have talked many times 
about the objectives of the Contadora process, the need for 
internal reconciliation, the need to establish a dialogue 
directly with the democratic opposition. All of those facets 
of our Central American policy are essentially unchanged. 
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Q I know dialogue, but I'm asking you if you think 
the contras ought to -- if the United States is insisting ona 
power-sharing arrangement involving the contras. 


A I don't believe we've ever gone so far as to lay 
out exactly what form the Nicaraguan Government should take. 
What we're saying is that you have to have participation by all 
Nicaraguans, by all the people involved, internal 
reconciliation, dialogue with the opposition. Those are the 
kinds of things we're interested in, which leads to something 
which would fulfill, in essence, the Sandinista commitments to 
‘the OAS in terms of bringing true democracy to Nicaragua. 
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Q Chuck, another side of this, Senator Kerry of 
Massachusetts is reported on the wires to be observing, he and 
his staff, that the corruption in the contra leadership and the 
millions of dollars of missing funds has raised such a cloud on 
the Hill there that the Congress is not going to continue the 
funding for the contras. 


Do you have any response, and were you able to locate 
any of that money? 


A I think that, once again, as you characterize the 
story, it's vastly exaggerated and overblown. I'd refer you 
again to the many times that we have commented on these stories 
which certain people have continued to push and to reiterate 
over and over again, in spite of the fact that GAO findings and 
other investigations have shown that that is not the case, in 
fact that money was very well accounted for under the 
limitations which were imposed upon us in implementing that $27 
million program. 


Q Chuck, Afghanistan? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Najibullah's call for 
refugees and guerrillas to come on home? And also another 
aspect of that: During this cease-fire and recall, are U.S. 
supplies of weapons, aid to the guerrillas, halted in any 
respect? 


A First of all, any questions concerning 
assistance, the answer is the same. We don't have any comment 
on that. 


Let me make a couple of comments on the cease-fire 
proposal. As we've stated in the past, the key obstacle to a 
settlement is the presence of over 115,000 Soviet troops in 
Afghanistan. Najib's cease-fire proposal ignores the Soviet 
military presence. It's therefore not surprising that the 
resistance leaders have rejected the cease-fire. In judging 
the significance of Soviet actions or intentions, we will 
continue to be guided by actions rather than words. 


I might also say that in response to some of these 
other stories that we've seen this morning, while I can't 
comment in any detail, we would certainly hope that the Soviets 
have made the political decision to withdraw their troops from 
Afghanistan and permit the Afghan people a free act of 
self-determination. 
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Najib's announcement this morning concerning an 
alleged withdrawal timetable is typically short on details, 
however, so we really couldn't comment any further. I would 
only repeat what the Government of Pakistan has stated 
publicly, namely, that any withdrawal timetable must be based 
on logistical criteria -- that is, a matter of months. The 
U.N.-sponsored Geneva negotiations will reconvene in February. 
We hope at that time that if a Soviet-Kabul withdrawal 
agreement exists, that it will be presented so that its 
provisions, especially its duration, can be assessed. A 
timetable for the withdrawal of Soviet troops is the sole 
obstacle to a political settlement. 


Q Chuck, I'm sorry, it's a long statement. The 
months you refer to, while you were away the question came up 
whether the Secretary of State has been criticized by «two 
members of Congress reportedly for saying that if they're 
withdrawn, it takes a year, that's fine. The main thing is to 
get them out. 


And I guess I'm asking you all over again if the 
United States has a view -- or the Secretary has a view of how 
extended this timetable might be? 


a] When asked on the question of Ko long that 
timetable should be, the Secretary said he was not prepared to 
specify exactly how long it should be. He pointed out, as I 
just have, that the various proposals that have come forth have 
all lacked the central ingredient, namely, a short timetable 
for withdrawal of Soviet troops. 


Q Chuck, can you be a little bit more specific 
about who Armacost will see, and also whether he'll see any 
Resistance people there? 


a) At this point I don't have those kind of details 
to offer. He clearly will be meeting with Pakistani 
authorities -- the Foreign Minister, and I'm sure others -- but 
beyond that I don't have any details on his agende. 


Q What about the Resistance? 
3) I don't have that now. 
Q Chuck, the Afghan Government today put on display 


an American -- what they said was an American-made Stinger 
missile which they said they -- a Stinger they said they had 
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captured. Do you have any comment on how that might have 
gotten into the hands of the Afghan Government? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Chuck, on Iraq-Iran war -- 


Q One more on Afghanistan, please. The cease-fire 
which had been declared by the Afghan Government is supposed to 
start today. Does the United States still oppose the idea of a 
cease-fire in Afghanistan? 


a I answered that in response to the first 
Question. That a cease-fire ignores a Soviet military 
presence. If we're going to be serious about this, if the 
Soviets are going to be serious about it, then they've got to 
put forward a withdrawal timetable. That's what the Resistance 
has said, and we agree with that. 


Q Yeah. But when you say it ignores the presence 
of the Soviets, it doesn't necessarily follow that vou would 
oppose a cease-fire per se. Is that the case, though, you do 
oppose a cease-fire? 


= The point is, Jim, that a cease-fire accomplishes 
nothing in the absence of a withdrawal timetable. I might add 
that during the winter months the level of fighting 
traditionally decreases due to the heavy winter snows. The 
Resistance leaders have, nevertheless, stated that despite this 
traditional slowdown, that they intend to encourage their 
commanders to engage in fighting as a way of protesting a 
cease-fire and underlining their rejection of it. 


Q Do you have a situation report -~ I'm sorry. Do 
you have more on that? 2 


- No. 
Q Do you have a situation report on whether the 
cease-fire is holding or any other military activity in the 


country? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Chuck, on the Iraq-Iran war, what is the United 
States' position vis-a-vis the [ranian occupation of [Iraqi 
territory? The Iranians have been for more than one year in 
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the Fao, and there are reports that they gained foothold in 
Iraq recently. 


A My answer to that would be to repeat our standard 
policy concerning the [ran-Iraq war, and you know what that is. 


Q No. But you haven't dealt with this issue, that 
what's your position towara [Iranian occupation of other -- of 
Iraqi territory by force? 


A I don't see what the relevance of the question 
is, because our policy concerning the end of that war includes 
the phrase, “with the territorial integrity of both sides 
intact." 


Q Yes. But it is very essential about this 
political level, about other country occupying other country's 
territory by force. Can you take that question if you don't 
have any —- 


a) No, I can't. I think I've answered it 
Q You did not 


Q Do you have any situation report at all on the 
fighting? 


a Very briefly, it appears that the Iranian attack, 
known as Karbala 6, launched yesterday in the central front 
sector northeast of Baghdad is over and was an unsuccessful 
probe at [Iraqi defenses. The positions attacked by the 
Iranians appear to ‘ave little strategic significance. 


Fighting in the Basra sector continues. Although the 
Iraqis have stopped the Iranian forward thrust for the past 36 
hours, Iran stiil retains its modest territorial gains in the 
area. 


On the sea front, a Kuwaiti tanker, the Saudia, was 
struck by [ranian missile fire in the lower Gulf yesterday. 


Q Is that Basra you're talking about? 
A That was in the Basra sector, the second part 


Q Is that significant that the Iranians are making 
a drive for Basra? 
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A The war has been going on in that particular 
sector now with some intensity for a long time. 


Q It's an important city. It sounds like you don't 
credit the Iranians with making any headway in their attack, 
and they're striking at Basra. 


A I don't know where you're drawing all of these 
conclusions, Barry. What [I've done is given you an update on 
where things stand, and I limit it to that. 


Q I just wondered if the United States thought that 
Basra was in danger, and if that might suggest a collapse of 
the Husayn Government, if you're afraid of such a development. 


- You're certainly going way down the road there, 
Barry. 


Q I'm not going as -- 


Q You said that the attacking of Baghdad had no 
strategic significance because of its stop, does that mean that 
you don't read into this recent attack a prelude to the major 
onslaught that they are predicting? 


) I have no way to predict whether or not there's a 
major onslaught War by its nature is unpredictable. We 
really can't forecast future military actions by either [ran or 
Iraq, and to add something that we've said before, that it's 
this unpredictability which highlights the dangerous 
possibility of this conflict spreading to other countries in 
the Gulf area, and the necessity to negotiate or mediate an end 
to this war as quickly as possible 


Q Can we have a copy of your words on your 
assessment of the two fronts? 


A The Press Office would be happy to read it to you 
again 


Q Chuck, I was away a couple of days this week. 
Did you ever determine -- 


a And so was I 


Q —- which flag the ship that fired on the U.S 
helicopter -- U.S. plane was flying? 
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A I don't believe we ever did. 


Q bo you mean after almost two weeks you don't know 
who it was that shot down an American plane? 


4 The plane was at some distance from any ships in 
the area. We made an effort but to my knowledge were not 
successful in determining which ship had fired that missile. 
But you might talk to the Pentagon as well since they were 
involved in that. 


Q Is there a date yet for a Tambo-Shultz meeting? 

2) Other than to say that we hope and expect that 
it's going to occur near the end of the month, I still don't 
have a precise date to offer. 

Q Tn Washington? 

A In Washington. 

Q Haven't you announced the 28th already? 

3) That is a date that has been talked about, and 
that is the best date that I have to operate with. But I dun't 
think we've made a formal announcement yet. 

Q Also on the Persian Gulf still, is the fact that 
the Kuwaiti tanker was hit by an Iranian missile -- was that 


incidentally a surface-to-surface missile, or what? 


2) [I asked that question myself, and I couldn't dig 
up those details at the moment. 


Q Does this imply some kind of a new dimension in 
the fighting? 


q I don't think it implies some sort of new 
dimension. We've had attacks in the Gulf before on shipping. 
You asked for an update on the situation That's what I was 


trving to give you and not draw any specific significance. 


Q You don't condemn it, or you have any concern 
about that? Just you mention it, and that's it? 


a I offered a minute ago a statement on the 
unpredictability of the war and the danger it poses for the 
region. 
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Q About the [ranian hitting the Kuwaiti tanker. 
You have no concern about that or condemn this attack? 


A We always have concern about -- 
Q I think Kuwait is your friend and ally-- 


4 We always have concern about any such action 
We have concern about this entire war. 


Q You don't condemn that attack? 
Q The Post this morning in a page one piece by 
Michael Dobbs, he's quoting military analysts -- he named them 


-— that the shipment by the U.S. of these TOW missiles and 
other spare parts has given [ran such a psychological boost at 
a key time that it also had military significance in 
contributing to this current thrust into Iraq. Do you have 
anything to say on that? 


- I can't make any such evaluation 

Q Chuck, currently the Soviets have announced the 
withdrawal of troops from Mongclia Do you have a comment on 
that? 

4 I have seen that report, but at this point I 


don't have any evaluation to offer. 


Q Can I go back to Afghanistan for a moment? In 
the weeks since the Afghans announced a cease-fire and Dobrynin 
and Shevardnadze traveled there, have there been any approaches 
by the Soviets to the United States to discuss the situation 
there? " 

a I don't have anything by way of specifics 
concerning new contacts with the Soviets, but that is one of 
the issues that we have routinely talked to the Soviets about 
over time. We've had regional meetings, for example, dealing 
with the region on a number of occasions now, so that we do 
exchange information with them. But [I know of nothing that 


fits exactly the -- your question. 
Q Is anything planned prior to the reconvening of 
the proximity talks in -- next month in Geneva? 


a) With the Soviets? 
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Q Yes. 
4 I don't have anything to offer. 
Q Chuck, can you explain ir the State Department 


issued a visa to a known KGB Colonel te testify in a lawsuit in 
Los Angeles? 


A What I have is that three officials of the 
Vneshtorgbank-- it sounds Finnish, but I'm sure that's a 
Russian word -- which is the Soviet Foreign Trade Bank, have 


applied for and received visas to come to the United States as 
potential witnesses in a hearing i the lawsuit Mr. Gregorian 
has initiated against the Soviet Union and several Soviet 
entities. 


But, as you're aware, we have a strict policy of 
neither confirming or denying reports about alleged foreign 
intelligence agents. 


Q They're bankers, you sav? 

A They are officials of the Soviet Foreign Trade 
Bank. 

Q Do you know if they're bankers? 

A I don't know. Banks have other types of 
employees. 

Q Do banks have KGB agents working for them? 

A I have no way of answering that Barry. (Laughter) 

Q Is there anything else you can say about that 


case as to why the U.S. would assist the Soviet Union in 
testifying in that case? 


i) We have quite elaborate guidance on that, and in 
fact your characterization is not accurate. But ['d refer you 
to some very detailed material available in the Press Office 
and - 


Q Okay. A characterization of assisting the Soviet 
Union not being accurate? Is that the part you were saying is 
not accurate? 
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That's right 


Q But are these officials, officials of the Soviet 
Government, or are you saying that they're private individuals? 


- I'm not sure what you're getting at. 


Q You're helping these officials get to the Unitec 
States to testify in this case, is that correct? 


a) They've applied for visas -- 

Q Right. 

-- aS witnesses in this case. 

Q And you have assisted them by granting those 
visas 

4 We have given them visas 

Q So -- but you say that's not helping them? 

A Ralph, in your sense “helping" has a totally 


different context, as I think everybody in the room would agree 

Q No. I'm trying to get at why you -- 

a) Sure, we've given them visas. If you want to 
know what the United States Government and its role in the 
Gregorian case is, we have much more material than I['m sure 
you'll probably be able to digest by this evening It's quite 
lengthy. But the Press Office can give you all that. 

Q Do you have anything on the American priest 


imprisoned in Transkei? Have American Consular officials been 
granted access to him now? 


A We can take a look at that I don't have 
anything 


Q Any readout on the Kampelman meeting with 
Vorontsov today? 


o No I agou't have anything yet 

Q Do you have any comment on the report that the 
Marine guard in the Moscow Embassy gave a list of CIA people to 
the Russians? 

ia No. No comment 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Several announcements to begin with. 


First, Monday, January 19, is the federal holiday in 
honor of Martin Luther King, Jr. There will be no press 
briefing that day, and the Press Office will follow a holiday 
schedule. 


Today we are releasing the Department's annual 
publication, Patterns of Global Terrorism. This document, 
which covers 1985, is the U.S. Government's most comprehensive 
unclassified analysis of international terrorism. 





And, finally, the Ecuadoran Foreign Minister has 
confirmed that an air force unit has staged an uprising at 
Taura Air Base near Guayaquil, Ecuador. Unconfirmed media 
reporting indicated President Febres-Cordero, his Minister of 
Defense and senior military officials were taken hostage. 
Febres-Cordero was visiting the air base at the time of the 
uprising. He is reportedly unharmed. 


Press reports indicate that the rebelling military 
personnel are demanding the release of an imprisoned air force 
General Frank Vargas. 


The United States Government is totally opposed to 
this apparent attack on constitutional democracy. Leon 
Febres-Cordero is the democratically elected President of 


of democracy in Ecuador. Support for constitutional, 
democratic government is one of the pillars of our foreign 
policy, and we deplore this reported insurrection. 








Ecuador. We firmly support the rule of law and the maintenance 
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We call upon those holding the President and his aides 
to release them immediately and abide by the constitution and 
democratic process in Ecuador. 


That's all I have. Jim? 


Q Just to save us time, that's all you have on 
Ecuador? 


Aa That's really all I have now. 


Q Okay. There's a quote in a Jack Anderson column 
today about that Brunei contribution to the Contras, suggesting 
-- with a Bruneian official, I guess representing the Sultan, 
saying that in fact it was Secretary of State Shultz who 
solicited the $10 million, which would seem to be in 
contradiction to what we've heard here. 


A I really can't go into any detail on that kind of 
question. The Secretary has testified. That's a matter of 
record before the appropriate committees. He's answered a few 
questions here and there on the subject. The country in 
question has never been put on the record, I would just say 
once again. 


Q Do you have any -- well, apart from what has been 
said, do you have any comment on the report itself? 


a No, I don't. 
Q New subject? 


Q No, wait, on that subject, are you still saying 
that there was no other country involved in the solicitation? 


A I'm not going to go into the subject. I'm saying 
that the Secretary has testified. What he has said is a matter 
of record -- 


Q He has said that there was only one -- 


A -- and that is a carefully prepared testimony, 
and I just have nothing to add to that. 


Q Chuck, while you were away, ON THE RECORD Phyllis 


said that the -- you were trying to track down the money. Have 
you found it? 
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A I don't have anything I could add to that one. 
Q New subject? 
A Yes. 


Would you -- just to make a long story short -- 
would you give us what you have on West Germany and the 
negotiations over extraditing the suspect in the TWA hijacking? 


A I really have almost nothing to add today, other 
than to say that we're continuing our discussions with the 
authorities of the Federal Republic about this case, and that 
questions concerning possible prosecution will have to be 
directed toward the Department of Justice. 


Q Well, I mean, there is a -- there are some 
factual legal questions and issues involved. Have you got 
anything on that, or can you tell us if the Department Legal 


Office is consulting on them? 


I mean, specifically, there are reports from West 
Germany that -- I mean, quoting the government as saying that 
they are asking for certain conditions and guarantees which 
apparently U.S. law does not allow us to do. Can you comment 
on that in any way? 


A Those are exactly the kinds of legal questions 
about which I can't comment, and I'd have to refer you to 
Justice. They're the experts. 


Q Right, okay. 


Q Has a formal request been made of that government 
to hand him over in one way or another, or are we still just 
talking? 


A Likewise, I can't address that from the podium 
beyond what I said yesterday, that we're very interested in 
getting him, and that we're in contact with German 
authorities. And, beyond that, you'll have to stay in touch 
with Justice. 


Q Chuck, is it still the case that these 
discussions with the West Germans are being conducted by the 
U.S. Ambassador to -- or through the U.S. Ambassador to West 
Germany, or is the Justice Department -- has some other 
mechanism been set up for dealing with that through the Justice 
Department directly? 
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A As far as [I know, it's still being done through 
our Ambassador. Of course, his instructions are based on input 
from not only the State Department but the Justice Department. 


Can you shed some light about the nationality of 
the accused? Where is he from? 


qa I can't give you any information on that. 


Can you give us a situation report on the 
Iran-Iraq war? 


A I don't have very much to add beyond yesterday's 
report. I could only say that the fighting continues on the 
Basra front. The situation has not changed appreciably over 
the past 24 hours. I would again express our concern about the 
intensification of fighting and the tragic loss of life. We 
deplore Iran's occupation of [raqi territory, and its current 
efforts to drive further into Iraq. 


We call on both sides to seek an early end to the war 
that preserves the sovereignty and territorial integrity of 
both countries. [raq has repeatedly indicated its willingness 
to pursue such a peace, but Iran has remained intransigent. 


We again urge [ran to join with [raq to seek an early 
negotiated or mediated termination of the war and end this 
devastating conflict. 


Q Last week there were reports that Iraq had again 
used chemical weapons, and the State Department was supposedly 
looking at that question. Do you have any guidance for us on 
that? 

A I don't have anything on that. 

Q So now we understand that you deplore the 
occupation of Iraqi land by the Iranian, which yesterday you 
refused to answer. 

A Do you have a question? 


Q I said now we understand that you deplore the 
Iraq -- Iranian occupation of Iraqi land. 


A I said, do you have a question? 











Q I'm asking. Now we understand from your 
statement now that you deplore Iranian -- 


A You're telling me what you understand. 
Q Yes. Can you say -- 
A I agree that's what you understand. 


Q Chuck, the Secretary of Defense yesterday said it 
would be very disastrous for everyone if Iran won the war. 
Does the State Department share that assessment? 


A I don't have any way to comment on that 
assessment. 

Q Do you see this as the push that Iran has been 
promising for a long time, the massive -- what do you call it? 


-— a massive or final push they're trying to do, and trying to 
gain a victory over [raq in this war? 


A No, I can't make that kind of a military 
assessment for you. That particular story has surfaced and 
resurfaced over months and maybe even years, and in this 
particular context, I couldn't make that judgment. 


Q Any act that will be done by Iraq now -- since 
Iran is occupying Iraqi territory -- any action by Iraq which 
will be going to be done there, including the using of chemical 
weapons -- if cnere was allegedly using chemical weapons -- 
this could be -- would this be justified under self defense? 


Qa I really can't speculate on various hypothetical 
Situations. 


Q On the decision to allow the oil equipment to be 
sold -- oil drilling equipment to be sold to the Soviets, do 
you have any policy statement on the thinking behind that, or 


Aq First, I'd say that Secretary Baldrige addressed 
that issue fairly clearly. I would do nothing really but 
reiterate the various points that he made in explaining our 
position. If that's of any use to you, I'll do that, but in 
essence it's the same explanation that he put forward. 


Q Chuck, but the State Department would not 
associate itself, would it, with Mr. Weinberger's position? Is 
there a disagreement between State and Defense on this? 
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“ I've just associated myself with the U.S. 
Government decision, which was announced by Secretary Baldrige. 


Q Right. But according to the account -- 
- As far as I know, there's no -- 


Q I thought it was Baldrige and Shultz on one side 
and Weinberger on the other one in this one. 


A Well, I don't comment on various internal 
Situations that may-exist. What is there is a government 
decision which has been put forward by Secretary Baldrige. 


Q Chuck, there is a Swedish journalist named Ulf 
Nilsson who writes for the largest daily newspaper in Sweden 
called Expressen who claimed in a column on January 12 that he 
had received a top secret CIA document prepared for the 
President which says, “Langley, Virginia, for eyes only, the 
President, Mr. Carlucci, Director, CIA, NSA“ -- 





- Do you have a question? 

Q Yes. 

o What is it? 

Q The question concerns whether or not you can 


confirm that this document, which was printed in full in this 
newspaper, is as he alleges an actual top secret document. If 
so, then, of course, he would be guilty of espionage and should 
be handled accordingly. And whether or not you have any 
evaluation of this? 


a No. I don't have any comment on alleged 
intelligence documents or activities. 


Q I would add that it was -- the comment that was 
made by the Swedish newspaper about this, which included in its 
—-— you know -- the evaluation that the Soviets think that 
Reagan would be open for a summit now as a way to get attention 
off of Irangate -- is that this thing was not some kind of a 
joke. I will just point out that Ulf Nilsson has a reputation 
in Sweden for being -- 


- Excuse me, but do you have any questions? 
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Q -- the most credible source of U.S. 
intelligence. Well, I'm saying this is a very serious matter. 
He's claiming -- 


A If you -- 
Q -- top secret U.S. documents -- 
2) If you'd like to hold a press conference on that, 


you're certainly free to do it, but if you have questions on 

the document, since you said it was an alleged CIA document, 

you might check with them. They may have something to say. 
Michael? 


-- MORE -- 








. 





-8- Friday, 1/16/87 


Q Can you tell us when the United States is going 
to normalize relations with Mongolia? 


A You say when? 


Q Yes. If you don't have a when, give us a status 
report on the negotiations. 


a I can give you a status report. We are having 
discussions with Mongolia about normalizing relations. We're 
hopeful that these discussions will end with the establishment 
of relations between our two countries in the near future, but 
I can't be more specific as to when that might occur. 


Q Chuck, on another thing, in the wake of the 
Secretary's trip, his return, there are a couple of stories and 
accounts of his mood and of his views, and I wonder if I could 
try you on both of them, although, God knows, maybe we'll have 
the opportunity in the near future to try it out on someone 
else. The first would be whether he took too relaxed a view of 
Liberia's record on civil rights, human rights? 


And why don't I get rid of the other one at the same 
time: did he have the feeling that reporters were 
unnecessarily dogging him and asking him too hard a line of 
Guestions about [ran/Iraq, and was he confused about the 
Situation back in Washington and uninformed? 


A I think those who were on the trip, in reply to 
your last question, would agree with me in saying I don't 
believe there was any sense of being dogged at all. We did see 
some lions, elephants, hyenas, but -- 


Q Prairie dogs? 
© No dogs. (Laughter) 


On Liberia, I'd refer you in fact to the text of the 
press conference. The Secretary said that a snapshot of 
Liberia today would show problems; a moving pic ure would show 
a trend which we think is good; and then the VJecretary 
mentioned various markers in evaluating that trend. That was 
the position he took while we were in Liberia. 


Q Thank you, Chuck. 
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q He said there was a free press -- 


A As I said, he gave some of the markers of what we 
saw as a trend. But likewise, he said, if you took a snapshot, 
there are problems -- 


Q What he stated -- I think his statement was, 
“There is a free press." Is that what he really thinks? 
A There is, in fact, in Liberia something on the 


order of five newspapers. There are no newspapers currently 
banned. One which had been banned resumed publication in 
August of 1986. 


Q Two publications were closed -- 
A So there is evidence of a free press in Liberia. 


Q Chuck, can you clarify reports that Mr. Shultz 
went te the President in order to veto a proposal that had CIA, 
Justice, FBI, and other support, which was aimed at more 
stringent visa procedures to irtsure exclusion of possible KGB 
agents among Soviet diplomats that are being accorded US. 
visas by the State Department? 


“ As always, I don't have any comment on what 
advice the Secretary gives to the President on any particular 
issue. On the general question of visas for Soviets, it is our 
policy -- that of the United States Government -- that we !.o0k 
very closely at all of those requests. 


Q Can you give some information on the general 
procedures that are followed? Are these visas, when they are 
made, ostensibly as a diplomatic application, are they 
routinely surveilled or scrutinized by other agencies of the 
government? 


2) The visa applications? 


Q Diplomatic visa applications for accreditation to 
the Soviet Mission in New York or the Soviet Embassy in 
Washington. 


A Without going into the details, my short answer 
would be tht all of the resources of the American government 
are broug t co bear. 


Is there a date yet for the Shultz-—Tambo meeting? 
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a I believe yesterday that we agreed among us that 
January 28 is the most likely date. 


Q Can I just get a follow-up under Mongolia? 
Can you put it in context for us: where and when did the talks 
on normalization start and how the Soviet announcement 
yesterday that they were withdrawing a motorized division from 
Mongolia fits into this pattern? 


A As far as I can see, the Soviet announcement 
yesterday doesn't really fit into that. My only reaction to 
that, taking that first, would be that we welcome the announced 
Withdrawal, if indeed it takes place. The fact remains, 
however, that the Soviets now have some 53 divisions and 
substantial other forces in East Asia. Five of those 
divisions, plus some other units, are in Mongolia, and we would 
hope to see concrete Soviet steps that would help reduce 
tensions in East Asia. 


Concerning our own discussions with the Mongolians, I 
don't have the exact details concerning dates. Those 
discussions have been going on for a number of months now, and 
I think most of them have taken place in New York at the United 
Nations. 


Q Didn't we once have a similar set of 
circumstances where the two governments were close to 
establishing relations but it fell through. We even trained a 
few guys to -- 


- It must have been before my time; I just can't 
answer that one. 


Q Has the United States never had relations with 
Mongolia? . 

a Do you want us to look into that? 

Q Yes. Why not? 

Q Has Mongolia ever been an independent country, in 


the State Department's view? 
a) Another historical question 


Q No, that's a real 1987 question. Is there a 1987 
answer? 


* 
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(Laughter) 


Q Who suggested these talks? Why is the United 
States, all of a sudden, interested in establishing relations 
with Mongolia? 


A It's our general policy that we'd like to have 
diplomatic relations with as many countries as possible. These 
things do ebb and flow. The time had come, George, is all I 
could say. (Laughter) 


Q Have you anything on China? 

+ China? 

Q Yes. Have you anything on China? 

4 No. 

Q Change of government, nothing? 

“ No, I don't 

Q Can I have you come back for just a second to 
question of West Germany Just because it wasn't -- 

Q Hu? 

Q Yes, Hu. 

(Laughter) 

P) Very bad puns, Ralph You didn't miss anything 

Q We went through them all in the Press Room 


earlier 


I'd just like to ask the explicit question, has the 
United States Government engaged in any discussions with West 
Germany on the specific subject of the death penalty and its 
possible application to the suspect arrested in West Germany? 


a As I said earlier, I'm just not in a position to 
go into the details of those discussions. 


Q I'm sorry, I didn't hear what you said when it 
first came up -- so if this is redundant -- can you find out 
for us if the U.S. extradition treaty or agreement with West 
Germany allows West Germany to dictate what a sentence might be? 
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I mean, I would think an extradition treaty either 
says it or doesn't say it. 


i) Could I just refer you to the Justice 
Department? They are the ones who know how to address those 
issues in the proper terms. 


Q Anything new on the American priest jailed in the 
Transkei? Have we made another attempt to gain consular access 
to that man? 


A You saw the answer we posted last night? 
Q Yes. Has there been any change since? 
“ As I understand it, there has not been any change 


in that. We have conveyed to the South African Government, 
through the South African Ambassador here and the Foreign 
Minister in Pretoria, that we protest the continued detention 
of Father Paulsen without charges and the denial of U.S 
consular access, and will continue to make clear that this is 
an important issue in our bilateral relationship 


Q If I can follow up, there are people on the Hill 
who are suggesting that the Transkeian Government is using this 
case, using this priest as a way to attempt to gain diplomatic 
recognition of some sort from the United States? Does the 
Department have a view on that -- do we think that's what's 
going on here? 


a I really can't address that directly I couldn't 
evaluate the motivation of the Government of Transkei, but in 
our case, aS with any other arrest case, we're working with 
both the South African Government in Pretoria and local 
authorities on Father Paulsen's detention 


In this case, the local authorities are officials of 
Transkei We've been in regular telephone contact with 
Transkei officials As vou know, a U.S. consular officer was 
just there to deal with them in person All of these attempts 
to gain access have been unsuccessful. 


Q Have we been given any reason why no access has 
been granted? 


a) I don't have anything that would answer that 
question. 
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Q Chuck, by any chance, can you tell us if Armacost 
is off? And is there a new spin, or should we rest on 
yesterday's spin on the Soviet offer? 


a) You should continue to rotate on yesterday's spin 
Q Okay. No new blip on that. 


“ And he is not yet off. 





Q He has not left yet? 
a No. 
Q But he is to see them when, beginning Sunday? 


A The visit, I think, was the 18th to the 20th. 


Q Will he be there at the same time as his apparenc 
Soviet counterpart, who is also going to Pakistan? 


“ I've seen the same reports that you have on that 
Soviet visit. That's all we know about it But his visit is 
not related to that visit. 


Q One last attempt et a Mongolian “horse” here 
Does the United States view the five divisions in Mongolia as a 
barrier to normalizing relations, do you know? 


A As I said, our discussions with Mongolians on 
normalizing relations had not involved or was not related to 
this quesv.ion of troop withdrawals. 





Q So we would normalize even though there would be 
five divisions of Soviet troops? 


“ Our discussions were underway when there were 
five divisions of Soviet troops there 


) Yes But it's not a contingent -- you can 
discuss something -- 


A That is not, it's just not related to it 


Q Okay. That's what I'm trying to find out 


Q Can you comment on King Hussein's interview with 
e Monde, in which he said yesterday that the only way to reach 
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a comprehensive settlement for the Middle East is to have the 
five permanent Security Council members participate and solve 
the issue and bring in all the parties concerned? 


A No, I don't have comment. 


Q Is there going to be any BACKGROUND briefing 
associated with this document that's being released today on 
Patterns of Global Terrorism? 


a No. As I said, that's for 1985. It takes some 
time to produce these, so ina sense, it's a bit of an 
historical document now 


Q Before you go, just one thing, please. I'd like 
to wish my predecessor as President of the State Department 
Correspondents' Association well in his departure for a new 
Presidency. B8ill Scally is moving on to the White House. We 
all wish him well, and condolences for his departure from a 
much better press corps here at the State Department. 


Q Here, here. 


A I'll second that. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the January 16, 1987 daily press briefing: 


MONGOLIA: DIPLOMATIC PELATIONS 





O: Has the United States never had diplomatic relations with 
Mongolia? 


A: NO, THE U.S. HAS NEVER HAD DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH MONGOLIA. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Several announcements to begin with 


First, Secretary Shultz will address the American Bar 
Association's midyear meeting on Thursday, February 12, in New 
Orleans at a lunchtime meeting [t's at the Marriott Hotel. 
There will be a question-and-answer Session following the 
Secretary's speech. If you plan to cover or need additional 
information, please contact Nancy Slonim or Deborah Weixl] of 
the ABA's Division for Communications and Public Affairs in 
Chicago at Area (312) 988-6126 That's February 12 


Q The subject of his speech? 


f The subject at the moment is expected to be 
Central America, but until we get closer to the time [ won't be 
able to confirm that 


Q But it will have a legal angle? I1 mean, the 
legalisms of the various operations? 


A Not necessarily (Laughter) 


Secondly, in view of the recent kidnapping of more 
Western hostages in Beirut, I'd like to repeat what we've said 
on a number of occasions in the past: that we advise U.S. 
citizens against travel to Lebanon; that we've encouraged those 
who are there to leave; and that we consider all of Lebanon to 
be unsafe for Americans in this difficult time 


Thirdly, the annual U.S.-Mexico Binational Commission, 
known as the BNC, will meet in Washington on January 29. The 
BNC is chaired jointly by Secretary Shultz and Mexican Foreign 
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Secretary Sepulveda. Other U.S. and Mexican Cabinet 
Secretaries will attend a daylong series of meetings. 


The BNC will begin with a public opening session at 
9:30 a.m. in the Loy Henderson Room, with opening statements by 
Secretaries Shultz and Sepulveda. The media is invited to the 
opening. 


This Binational Commission was created by Presidents 
Reagan and Lopez Portillo in 1981, when each agreed it would be 
a useful mechanism for managing the relationship. This meeting 
is an opportunity for Mexican and U.S. officials to discuss the 
full range of issues in our bilateral relationship. So that's 
January 29, opening statements 9:30 a.m., in Loy Henderson. 


And, finally, following up on last week's events in 
Ecuador, we're deeply relieved that the Ecuadoran President has 
been fully restored to his constitutional role. Ecuador has 
been in the forefront of the move toward popular democracy in 
Latin America. Since their return to civilian government in 
1979, Ecuadorans have twice handed over the powers of state in 
orderly fashion, most recently with the election in May, 1984, 
of Leon Febres-Cordero. The next Presidential election is 
scheduled to occur in 1988. 


The United States Government expresses its firm 
support for democracy and constitutional government of 
President Febres-Cordero We emphatically reject the use of 
violence, coercion, or personal attack for political ends. 


Jim? 


Q Can you give us a situation report on what is 
going on in the Persian Gulf? Particularly, do you see any new 
pattern in the shelling of the ships, Kuwaiti ships 
particularly? 


A On the question of shelling of ships, I don't 
have much to offer on that. We've seen the reports. We've no 
reason to doubt that Sea Killer missiles have been used by the 
Iranians in these night attacks. We consider that attacks on 
shipping in the Gulf increase the possibility that a 
misunderstanding or miscalculation could cause a widening of 
the war 


Concerning what's happening on the land front, the 
[Iraqis are continuing to contain the [ranians in the Fish Lake 
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sector. We believe that press ~eports of Iranian success over 
the weekend in moving closer toward Basra are not correct. 


And beyond that I really don't have anything else of 
interest. 


Q What do you mean they're not correct? They're 
net correct in the proportions, or -- 


. They're Just not correct that the Iranians have 
made any significant progress over the weekend. 


Q But they're heading that way, aren't they? 


A There had been some movement earlier on. We're 
talking about perhaps the 9th or 10th of January. 


Q No. What I - 


A Bui the reports over the weekend would seem to 
indicate that there was some sort of major movement forward -- 
that is not our reading of the situation. 


Q All right. If we get down to inches, though, 
aren't the Iranians making incremental -- to use a favorite 
State Department word -- incremental gains on the ground? 


A I can't parse it any further than what Ll've just 
done, Barry. If you mean several inches, and you call that 
incremental, I can't judge that. 


Q Well, no, but when you say the reports are not 
correct, the Iranians have made claims of, you know, major 
victories. 


a For €éxample, you've seen reports of Iranians 
being on the verge of going into the southern suburbs of 
Basra That's not true. 


Q I just wondered if you could tell us whether the 
tilt is still in the Iranian direction, that they are moving 
ahead. 


a No, I have no reason to make that tilt at all, 
Barry. In fact, our reading is that in the past days the 
Iragis have essentially contained the Jranians in the Fash Lake 
sector where they had made some gain, as you know, a week or so 


ago 
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Q Let me ask you about the Sea Killers. Are these 
Italian-made, and does the fact that they're now in Iranian 
hands mean somehow that the Italians are not heeding the U.S. 
request for an embargo? 


a I don't have any information as to the origin of 
those mi sciles or where they came from. 


Q What is this you are saying, that it is not 
correct, what the Iranians said last week? What do you base it 
on? Do you have any satellite information? 


A I don't talk about the sources of our information. 


Q Chuck, in this confiuence of events, the missile 
attacks on ships at the same time as the offensive, do you see 
any possible political motive? 


- No. I don't have any reason to make that 
evaluation. 1 can't tie the two together myself. 


Q Aren't those ships -- the reports from the New 
York Tames were last year. They were talking about attacks 
last year. Do you know - 





0 There have been attacks on ships, of course, by 
various types of weaponry in the past. What's being referred 
to here are some attacks that have occurred at night, and by -- 


Q But not within the past month? 
. Pardon? 
Q But not within the last month while the offensive 


has been on, correct? 
S I don't have that detail. 1 just don't know. 
Q Chuck, a technical question. 


A The Pentagon, by the way, I think may have some 
more to say on the course of the war and what's happened over 
the last couple of weeks, so I'd encourage you to stay in touch 
with them today. 


Q Just a technical question on these Sea Killer 
missiles, what's so different about them that it enables the 
Iranians to attack at night? 
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a I don't have that detail. 


Q Chuck, did the Kuwaitis or the United Arab 
Emirates with their ships being hit this month contact vou, or 
anything like that? 


I don't have anything on those contacts. 


Q Do you have any comment on Mr. Ramadan's 
accusations and charges at the United States, and that the 
relations with Iraq -- between Iraq and United States have 
reached rock bottom almost. with this thing about intelligence 
-~- giving intelligence to Iraq and Iran which was wrong 
intelligence? 


6 I don't have anything on that 


- MORE - 
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Q Chuck, do you have anything on the Soviet ships -- 


Q Coming back to the missiles again for a second, 
is there anything about the use of the missiles? You said that 
it demonstrates the problem of the widening of the war, but 
does the use of those missiles at night pose some kind of new 
and unusual or especially-—difficult—to-deal-with threat either 
to shipping or to the Iraqis? 


A I can't make that judgment, but again perhaps the 
Pentagon would have something more to say on that. 


Q Okay. And also can 1 ask whether there is any 
evidence -- you said that you have no reason to doubt they're 
using the Sea Killer weapons. Is there any evidence yet that 
the Iranians have begun using the American-supplied [fOW 
anti-tank weapons? 


= I haven't seen anything on that 
Q On the Soviet ships, do you have anything on that? 
~ No, I don't. 


Chuck, on the one hand you seem to say there's no 
reason to doubt that the Sea Killers are being used and other 
officials have said that this does increase the danger in the 
Gulf. What diplomatic activity is going on now to try and 
stem, as you put it, the widening of the war in the Gulf? Is 
there any attempt to stop whoever the source is for the Sea 
Killers? Do you support the U.N. attempts to look into -- that 
a U.N. force be in the Gulf? 


a Concerning diplomatic efforts, there's really no 
change from our standard position. We support the efforts by 
anyone who can bring a negotiated or a mediated end to this war 
and the sooner the better. 


Q But there is -- I mean, at the moment there 
doesn't look like there's going to be a negotiated settlement 
to the war and you face a day-to-day problem in the Gulf. What 
is being done to try and contain that? 


4 Our efforts in that regard are essentially the 
same as they always have been. I don't want to lead you to 
believe that there's some new diplomatic initiative in the 
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offing that's somehow going to end this war overnight, although 
obviously that would be desirable if it could be the case. 


Beyond that, our policies concerning the Gulf, 
concerning Operation Staunch -- all of those continue, as 
you're aware. 


Q Do you have any comment -- 


Q But you haven't answered the U.N. question. Do 
you support initiatives in the U.N.? 


3) I said we support initiatives by anyone. 
Q Any old initiative? 1 mean - 


A Any init .sctive that has a prospect for ending 
this war without victor, vanquished, with territorial 
sovereignty intact -- that meets that criteria. 


Q In this vein, Chuck, Saudi Arabia, Jordan and 
Egypt, all the leaders, have expressed concern about the way 
things are going around Basra. Mubarak has said that if the 
people -- in sort of a vague reference -- agreed of Egypt, that 
they might intervene in behalf of Iraq. Does the U.S. have any 
position about whether it would be advisable for Jordan or 
Egypt to come to the aid of Iraq? 


A No, [ don't have any position on that. 


Q Does the State Department have any comment on the 
West German reports that the U.S. has a plan to intervene? 


a) Absolutely untrue. 


Q Chuck, does the State Department have a position 
if Iraq's many friends -- and there are three examples just 
referred to -- were to try to step up their military shipments 
to Iraq to compensate for what the Iranians now seem to have? 
Does the U.S. think that would be just fine, or would you like 
to embargo arms to both sides? 


Q ‘] don't have any new position on that question, 
Barry. 


Q Well, your last position was kind of slippery. 
It was hard to figure out. You're clear that you're against 
arms to Iran but it's not clear to me that while you don't want 
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the war stepped up -- it's clear to me that you don't -- you 
say you don't want the war stepped up, but it isn't clear to me 
that you're against stepping up Iraq's military capability? 


A But our policy is not unclear. The policy 
concerning shipments to Iraq has been clearly stated any number 
of times. We don't provide arms to either side - 

Q But we don't -- 


A But in terms of Operation Staunch, that has been 
applied to the intransigent party in this case, which has been 
Iran. 


Q Chuck, do you know how the Iranians got hold of 
these missiles? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Chuck, could I follow up Ralph's question? What 
are you saying is absolutely untrue in that German article? 


a Exactly what he phrased as the question. 


Q There are no contingency plans drawn up for 
intervention by the United States in the Gulf area? 


A That the U.S. is ~- Ralph, do you want to phrase 
your question again as to what Der Spiegel said? Let me see if 
I can phrase it for you. 





Q My question was -- there were West German reports 
that indicated the U.S. had a plan to intervene in the Gulf 
war, and your answer was, "Absolutely untrue." 


A In fact, the story also said that the U.S. is 
positioning U.S. forces in case of an Iranian breakthrough. 
Untrue. 


Q Chuck, on this same point, Tyler, Patrick Tyler 
who has been there, and describes an absolutely devastated 
city, subsequently quoted a so-called Western diplomat in Iraq, 
who talks a lot like an American, he says there's a new 
ballgame and thai the Iranians have already achieved a 
significant victory, in effect, making Basra uninhabitable. 


How does that jibe with your pooh-poohing the whole 
Iranian thrust? 
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A Well, you've used a lot of words. You've used 
words “pooh-poohing, so-called Western diplomats," so I really 
can't deal with your question under those circumstances, Max. 
I'm not sure who we're talking to or what we're talking about. 


What I've given you is our appreciation of the state 
of affairs as it stands today as our appreciation. It is not 
some unspecified Western diplomats. 


Secondly, 1 think reports from the city indicate that 
the city is not vacant, has not been evacuated. There are 
still hundreds of thousands of people there. 


Q New subject? Do you have any reason to believe 
that the West German executive who was kidnapped in Beirut was 
kidnapped in order to put pressure on the German Government not 
to extradite but to release Hamadei? For example, do you know 
whether or not that whatever group kidnapped him has contacted 
the West German Government?: And does the U.S. have any reason 
to be concerned now that West Germany might back off the 
extradition request? 


e Concerning the nature of any links that may 
exist, I really can't do any better than what the German 
authorities have done. I've seen quotations from German 
spokesmen that they have found some evidence of some link; but 
beyond that, I just don't have any details to offer. 


Concerning the extradition request, those papers have 
been put in the hands of German authorities in Bonn today along 
with the supporting documentation. That's gone to the Foreign 
Ministry of the Federal Republic, and that documentation 
included the assurance that the United States would not seek or 
impose the death penalty in the event Hamadei were convicted in 
the United States. 


That's where it stands now, so we'll continue to 
consult with the authorities of the Federal Republic, but, in 
essence, it's in their hands now. 


Q What happens now? Does there have to be an 
extradition trial in Germany? 


(\ I'm not expert enough in the German legal system 
to know exactly how that works. Perhaps the Justice Department 
could say more. 
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Q Chuck, can I try something else? 
Q The same subject? 
A The same subject. 


Q Can you go into some of the security problems 
that might be raised in the United States as a result of this 
extradition, besides your little announcement at the beginning 
about warning Westerners not to go to Beirut? Is there any 
concern about terrorism in the United States as a result of 
this extradition? 


A I don't have anything specific to offer you on 
that. You know, as a general policy matter, we don't really 
talk about terrorist threats, measures we take, for the obvious 
reason, and so I'd fall back on the standard answer: No 
comment. 


Q In that connection, was your announcement at the 
beginning related -- [ think you used the plural "hostages" 
taken, but I'm not sure of that. Was that related specifically 
to the taking of the West German hostage, or is there some -- 
are there some other incidents that you were referring to? 


A It was in reference to the two most recent 
cases. I believe there was a Frenchman taken last week and a 
German more recently than that. 


Q You cannot comment on Mr. Ramadan's statements 
and interviews with a lot of newspapers in the last few days 
about the relations between the United States and Iraq. 


Can you give us a readout about the United States 
relations with Iraq at the present time? 


A I don't have any reason to give you some new 
characterization of those relations. 


Q Because there were charges -~ 


a I just don't have any special reason now to 
launch into that. 


Q Because there were charges of almost, you know, 
deceitful behavior and other things that taint the situation 
and the capture of the Fao by Iran, that because of the 
intelligence -- 
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A No, I just don't have anything to offer you on 
that. 
Q Chuck, the -- 
A Wait a minute, someone else. 
Q You don't consider them serious accusations when 
they said that you are -- that you supplied them with 


disinformation and you are the cause of killing of thousands of 
Iraqi soldiers because of this information? You don't like to 
answer these? 


A I'm saying 1 have no comment on those reports. 
But on the question of disinformation being supplied, that has 
been denied categorically On-the-Record by the agency involved. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on an American 
citizen, a fisherman, who may have strayed into the Soviet 
territory between Alaska and the Soviet Union last week? 


f\ What we have now is that there are reports that a 
man who may be an American citizen has crossed the border onto 
a Soviet island in the Bering Sea. This is during a period of 


time apparently when there's ice and people can simply walk 
across. We're seeking access to the individual under the terms 
of the U.S.-USSR Consular Convention, but at this moment that's 
all] I have to offer on him. 


Q Do you know when it occurred and how long the 
access question has been pending? 


A No, I don't, but we'll try to follow up and see 
if there's anything further we can say on this individual. 


Q This is not the same guy who walked in last year? 


A There was a similar case last year. I don't know 
that it's the same man. (Laughter) 


Q Didn't we have something on this last week? 

a Last week? 

Q last week. 

“ Did we have another one last week? No one seems 


to recall another one last week. 
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Q Yeah, it happened Friaay. Didn't we get 
something -- 


A It could be the same fellow. 

Q Chuck, on something else, has the State 
Department had a chance to take a look at the Amnesty Report of 
the assessment of the Contras, and do you have any reaction to 
it? 


m No, I haven't seen the report. AS a consequence, 
I don't have any reaction. 


-- MORE- 
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Q Do you have anything on the Contadora meeting 
yesterday, or actually a series of meetings, involving the 
mediation group and the support group, and [I believe, three 
countries? 


= Let me just give you a general reaction, that the 
United States has consistently supported the search for a 
negotiated solution to the crisis in Central America. We would 
welcome an agreement that achieved the comprehensive, 
verifiable, and simultaneous implementation of the 1983 
Contadora Document of Objectives. 


This trip by the Contadora Foreign Ministers and the 
two Secretaries General could serve to revive the regional 
negotiating process, to achieve that goal by helping to remove 
obstacles such as Nicaragua's suits against Costa Rica and 
Honduras at the International Court of Justice. 


Q Do you have any readout about the visit of Mr. 
Murphy to the Middie East which was just completed now? 


A As you know -- or perhaps don't know -- 
Ambassador Murphy is back in Washington. He got in on Monday 
night. He arrived from London where he had briefed British 
officials. He'll be reporting first to the Secretary, and as a 
consequence will be reviewing the results of his trip. But 
beyond that, until he has had time to report and consult, I 
don't have anything to offer publicly. 


Q The Arabs say that the report, the initial report 
which came out saying that the people, the concerned parties in 
the area, most of them they are now calling on the United 
States and emphasizing again and again the need to have an 
international conference under the aegis of the United Nations 
to solve the Middle East conflict because they could not -- the 
United States could not revive the peace process otherwise. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A No. As I say, I don't have at this point any 
comment on this trip. 


Q Do you have anything on the husband of an 
American diplomat in London who apparently received diplomatic 
immunity and left London, for rape apparently? 


A What [ can read to you is a statement that was 
put out by our Embassy in London this morning. I'm not sure -- 
yes, it was put out this morning: 
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"The U.S. Embassy wishes to state, in reference to 
media reports today, that more than a year ago allegations of 
indecent exposure were made against a dependent of a member of 
the U.S. Mission. As far as the Embassy knows, there were no 
allegations of rape or assault. 


"After due consideration of the case, and consistent 
with longstanding U.S. Government policy on such issues, the 
Embassy declined to waive diplomatic immunity. The individual 
involved was returned to Washington for medical treatment at 
that time." 


Q This was a year ago? 

A More than a year ago. 

"While the Embassy deeply regrets the incident, under 
provisions of the U.S. Privacy Act, it can't release any further 


information." 


Q Are Armacost and Oakley back from Pakistan? And 
is there any readout on their mission? 


a I don't have any readout yet. My understanding 
is that they are due back today or tonight. 


Q Both of them? 


a) I don't know whether -. Armacost for sure; Oakley 
I don't know about. an 


Other Oakleys may know about it. (Laughter) 


Q As a follow on, is there any possibility that 
either of them would go through the Gulf on their way back? 


8) I don't have anything on that. My understanding 
is Under Secretary Armacost is coming directly back. 


Q There is a report that Ambassador Habib may be 
going to London this week. Do you know anything about that? 


Q May we have the question again, please? 


i] The question concerns any travels to Europe by 
Ainbassador Habib. 
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I do have something on that. The answer is that 
Ambassador Habib is currently visiting Western Europe to 
discuss the situation in Central America. He was in Belgium 
yesterday, and he visited the Federal Republic of Germany and 
Italy today. 


Q What you said before, was that the extent of your 
guidance on Contadora? Did you have any comment on President. 
Ortega's call for the resumption of negotiations with the 
United States, or President Cerezo's call for U.S. 
reconsideration of its support to the Contras? 


A I have a reaction -- in one case -- President 
Ortega reportedly rejected demands that Nicaragua democratize. 
That's a response that doesn't surprise us. Nevertheless, 
lasting peace in Central America requires a process of national 
reconciliation and democratization of Nicaragua. 


The Sandinistas explicitly agreed to these goals when 
they accepted the 1983 Contadora Document of Objectives. 
Contadora thus has a specific mandate to promote national 
reconciliation and democratization in Nicaragua. To reject 
this, in essence, is to reject. Contadora. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the published 
reports yesterday that former Ambassador Tambs and then 
Ambassador to Portugal, Shakespeare -- now the Vatican - 
cooperated closely with North in the ferrying of arms from 
Portugal to Central America? 


4 No, don't have anything on that. 
Q Can you take that? 


A Those are the kinds of questions which fall 
within the purview of the various investigations ongoing, so I 
really can't get into those. 


Q Do you have anything on what the Secretary's 
plans are for Congressional testimony this week? 


a) The Secretary has a considerable amount of 
testimony. In the next six days I believe he testifies five 
times. A lot of that has to do with the budget, which of 
course is now being considered in the Congress. He testifies 
on Iran, Nicaragua, the Contras. 


Q Can you give us that schedule? 
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A The first testimony is tomorrow in closed session 
-- that's on Iran. Beyond that, I'll ask the Press Office to 
provide a -- I think we did provide last Friday -- yes, we did 


-~ a readout of his scheduled testimony 


Q Back on Habib, there are reports out of Argentina 
that he may be playing a role in the Falklands dispute. Is 
that part of the purpose of his going to Europe? 


am 1 don't have anything on that. As far as I know, 
he's there talking about Central America. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on Whitehead's 
Eastern Europe trip? Has that been set yet? 


4 I don't have anything yet. " 


Q Cardinal Obando y Bravo says he was roughed up in 
Miami. Metro Dade Police say, as a result of their 
investigation, they've contacted you. What is that contact? 
And what are the discussions about? 


A I don't have anything on those contacts, so I'm 
not sure what they're referring to, but the investigation, of 
course, has already been requested by the United States 
Government. It has requested the FB1l to investigate in 
cooperation with the local Miami Police, so I'm sure the police 
have had, contact with the FBI. 





The assault and the robbery in Miami took place 
several weeks after the break-in into the offices of the 
Nicaraguan Democratic Forces here in Washinaton. So it's my 
understanding that people intend to follow up any leads to 
determine who is directing these activities, and will press for 
prosecution of guilty parties. 


Q What Metro Dade Police say is that they consider 
, there to be political involvement. Would you buy that? 


A I don't have any way to make that judgment. 


Q If I may go back for just a second to the 
diplomat-in-Britain-story, can you tell us whether that 
diplomat was an employee of the State Departinent or some other 
U.S. Government agency? 


A He was not an employee of the State Department. 
And [ believe -- 
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Q My question was imprecise. The diplomat, I 
guess, was a she. The husband of the diplomat was the one 
against whom charges were leveled. Was the husband an employee 
of the U.S. Government? 


A The allegations were made against a dependent of 
a member of the U.S. Mission. The member of the U.S. Mission 
was not a State Department employee - 

Q What agency - 


‘ - but you know, there are many agencies involved. 


Q What agency was - 


a) I just can't provide that 
Q why ~- wait a minute. 
6 I can talk about my agency, but I can't talk 


about other agencies, for the time being anyway. 


Q Okay. But it was, nonetheless, a member of the 
U.S. Mission, and you are talking about the case that deals 
with the U.S. Mission. Would it be possible to take the 
question of who the U.S. Government employee is? I can 
understand for privacy considerations that you can't do so 
about the individual against whom the allegations were named; 
but the U.S. did, after all, withdraw a diplomat after these 
charges came up. 


Can you identify the agency from which that diplomat 
comes? 


ia I'll take a look at it, but because of the 
Privacy Act, I think what the tmbassy released this morning is 
the extent of what we can say at this point. 


Q That just confuses; can you clarify? Did you 
withdraw a diplomat, or did you withdraw someone with 
diplomatic immunity? 


a lhe person who -. what we refused to do, we 
declined to waive diplomatic immunity, so the person involved 
was a person who had diplomatic immunity. 


Now, if you define everyone who has diplomatic 
immunity as a diplomat ~ I'm saying that there are many 
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so-called diplomats who are not necessarily employees of the 
State Department. 


Q I mean, was he in a serving Capacity or as a 
dependent -- did he have status in a serving capacity, or as a 
dependent? 

& No. The person involved was a dependent. 


Dependents enjoy diplomatic immunity if their spouse has 
diplomatic immunity. 


Q That was the way in which diplomatic immunity was 
concerned. 


Q The person was described as having technical and 
administrative staff duties. Does that - 


a You've got, basically, all 1 have. There's 
nothing more I can offer you. 


Q While in Jordan, Cardinal O'Conner spoke of the 
possibility of the Vatican sponsoring an international 
conference on Middle East peace. I wondered if -.~ would the 


U.S. welcome the Vatican playing such a role? Has there been 
any discussion? 


~ No. I don't have any comment on that. 


Q One more: the American Federation of Government 
Employees apparently is going to file suit today against the 
State Department's AID's testing procedure. Do you have any 
comment on that development in the case, or in the matter? 


A No. 


Q Okay, but the implementation of that procedure 
began on January 5, as scheduled, is that correct? 


7 That's my understanding There were Department 
notices that went around describing the procedures ang - 


Q Okay. 

i - what people it would be applied to. 

Q I just wondered whether anything had been stayed, 
or anything pending — some process? 


a Not that I know of. 
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Does the State Department have any knowledge on 
whether Terry Waite is making any progress in his negotiations 
for Tom Sutherland and Terry Anderson? 


a No. I don't have any comment on the Progress of 
his mission. As you know, that's an independent, humanitarian 
effort to secure the release of the hostages. And as we've 
said before, we welcome all such efforts by responsible parties. 


He did report that Mr. Sutherland ava Mr. Anderson are 
reported to be in good condition, and that, of course, 1s 
welcome news. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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MR. BRASHEAR: As Larry indicated, this is Dr. Beryl . 
Sprinkel, the Chairman of the President's Council of Economic 
Advisers. He is speaking for the record, for sound, and on-camera. 
And he wil. have a short statement, and then respond to your 
questions. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Thank you, Rusty. Ladies and gentlemen, 
it's a pleasure to continue again with our economic update. As you 
know, new data for ‘86 continues to support my belief in that the 
economy is in an acceleration phase which bodes well for the new 
year. For example, housing starts of -- for December increased 
rather spectacularly -- 13.7 percent, to a seasonally adjusted annual 
rate of $1.8 million, and a little more. Single-family was up 11.2 
to $1.2 million, and it was up in all regions of the nation. 
Multi-unit starts which have been on the weak side in recent months, 
were up 19.1 percent to 593,006 units, and the preliminary for the 
total year, taking the December number, is a healthy 1,807,000 
housing starts, which is four percent above the year before, 1985. 


Furthermore, building permits were quite strong. They 
were up 17.4 percent, and that was true for both the single-fanily 
units and the multi-units. By region, the west had by far the 
sharpest increase. It was up 53.8 percent. But it's my 
understanding that that surge was partly induced by the fact that 
they're going to be paying higher fees starting January 1, so that 
gave them an extra incentive. 


However, the midwest was up 12.2 percent on the start 
front. The northeast was up 12.3, and only the south was off 
Slightly, off 5.8 percent. 


In addition to the favorable housing numbers, inflation 
continues to be, I believe, very favorable with the CPI for urban 
workers up only two-tenths of one pe-cent in December. And 
furthermore, most of the componercs were up quite modestly with only 
two, namely gasoline and medical care up a little more sharply, up 
seven-tenths of one percent. 


Looking back again, December ‘85 through December '86, 
the inflation rate was only 1.1 percent, as measured by the urban 
CPI. Now, that's the lowest annual rate, December to December, since 
1961, 25 years ago. And we've had five consecutive years with the 
CPI at or below four percent. 


If I may dramatize this point by telling you briefly a 
personal story, I'd like to do so. In 1981 when I went in to tell my 
boss that I wes coming to join the Reagan administration, he said, 
"When will you be back?" And I said, “I certainly will not be back 
until we get that inflation rate below five percent." And he said, 
"Hell, you'll never be back. It's 15 percent, headed for 25 
percent." Now, that was the attitude of many people, that inflation 
was out of control, impossible to bring down, yet we've had five 
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years of four percent or less. 


Q Thanks to Paul Volcker, right? 
: DR. SPRINKEL: And it's the lowest period of years since 
the’ years 1963 to '67. Now, it's true that oil prices were partly 
responsible this past year. We had a very sharp decline in oil 
prices, especialiy in the first half of the year, but if you try to 
extract from the oil price effect, you still get an inflation for the 
year in the range of three to four percent. Now, we expect ‘87 
inflation to be temporarily higher than ‘86, due both to the oil 
effect which is now working the other way with market prices up 
around $18-plus, plus the devaluation of the dollar. But then, the 
inflation rate, as you know, returning to a declining path. 


I think it's important to emphasize that low inflation 
is pro-growth and pro-opportunity. It brings with it inevitably 
lower interest rates, both nominal interest rates and real interest 
rates, and induces pro-growth decisions. Despite declines in many 
real asset prices, such as land over the past few years, total net 
worth of individuals has risen very sharply in recent years, partly 
induced, of course, by very strong financial markets both in the 
equity and bond area. This applies not only to individuals, but it 
implies -- it applies to pension funds and profit-sharing accounts. 


Furthermore, low inflation is favorable to the elderly 
who are frequently on fixed incomes with no way of hedging their bet. 
Stable and low price expectations furthermore avoid serious 
distortions that inevitably result from high and rising inflation. 
High and rising inflation inevitably brings massive instability in 
financial markets and rising rates of interest, and usually declining 
equity prices. It encourages excessive borrowing, because frequently 
the interest rate lags somewhat below the inflation, and this 
excessive borrowing subsequently sometimes, as in this case, has led 
to some difficulties for some individuals in some firms. 

Furthermore, keeping the inflation on the low side not only 
contributes to pro-growth on average, but it avoids the necessity of 
bringing -- of subsequently bringing the inflation under control with 
its inevitable dislocations in both the labor and product market. 





‘. So, in summary, economic performance is improving, and 
we remain confident that despite some temporary adjustments from tax 
reform, the economy will establish a new post-war longevity record 
for peacetime expansions next October when this economic expansion 
will be 59 months old. Thank you. 


Q Fifty-nine years -- 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, doesn't a declining dollar mean higher 
import prices, however -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes. 
Q -- which would put pressure on prices to go up? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I mentioned, as I hope you noted, that we 
do not anticipate inflation will stay as low as 1.1 percent this next 
yedr, and the two major reasons is the oil effect, which is working 
the other way now, plus the weaker currency, the devaluation of the 
dollar. The level of imported prices began to go up early last year 
-- ex-oil. And they have been rising at a moderate pace since that 
time. 














However, if you include oil prices, and imported prices, they 
continued on down until the latter part of the year and we are seeing 
now that foreign exporters are no longer able to squeeze their profit 
margins and thereby avoid price increases that are beginning to feed 
through. And that's one of the adjustment mechanisms by which the 
balance of trade is brought under control. 


Yes, sir? 


Q If you're predicting inflation going up, however 
slightly, and interest rates will probably follow suit, aren't you 
also saying then that growth is going to be less and perhaps falling 
in 1987? 


DR. SPRINKEL: You will note I did not say we expect 
interest rates to go up and, in fact, we don't. They're likely to 
hold at present levels or slightly lower. The reason being, that 
inflation expectations currently are sti_l well above the 1.1 percent 
rate, which was recorded for last year -- the latest -- we have a. 
survey that we utilize for that purpose, not perfect, which showed 
inflation expectations of a little in excess of five percent, per 
year, over the next 10 years. That is, inflation expectations have 
come down, gradually, but they haven't come down as much as inflation 
has come down. And we do not anticipate an inflation rate next year 
as high as five percent, therefore we're not expecting that we will 
see sharply higher interest rates. In fact, they're most likely -- 


Q Have interest rates bottomed out, b sically, now? 
DR. SPRINKEL: Sam, I don't know if they bottomed out. 
Q No. I'm not asking you to fine tune -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: It depends on future inflation. If after 
this little bubble, in 1987, we resume the downward trend in 
inflation, as we project and hope and anticipate, then I would expect 
to see lower interest rates. First mortgage that I acquired to by a 
home was at four percent. Of course, I've been around a long time. 


Q But mortgage rates are coming down -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: They are coming down. They're, in some 
places -- 


Q They're at 9.5 now, 10. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Right. In a few places they broke the 
nine percent, down into the eight, but most of them are in the nine 
plus. 


Q Should we wait for 7.5 to -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I'‘m not longer in the investment advising 
business. We do anticipate that interest rates will resume a 
downward trend in the period ahead. 


Q Well, what's happening in the stock market? 


DR. SPRINKEL: We don't know for sure what's happening in 
the stock markets. Very risky to try to explain it. I've spent a 
lifetime trying to explain it. I wrote three books on the subject. 
And my bottom line view is that in line with other numbers, which I 
have reported to you today and previously, there is a growing 
realization that economic activity, in fact, is accelerating, that 
companies, in many cases, have done a good job of getting costs under 
control, and that this will be reflected in good profit performance 
in 1987. 


Yes, sir? 











Q How deep is our concern about the Japanese currency 
worries? 


DR. SPRINKEL: About the Japanese what? 
Q -- currency worries? The recent -- 


R. SPRINKEL: I still didn't get -- the Japanese 
‘currency, what? 


Q Worries. The recent worries by the Japanese -- the 
dollar to yen value -- being a problem for imports? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, our legitimate concern, of couse, in 
my opinion, is focused on the balance of trade deficit, which is very 
Sizeable. It came about by a lot of forces. One of them, one of the 
important ones, being, that U.S. economic expension, during this 
expansion phase, of over four years now, was stronger than abroad and 
this tended to pull imports into the U.S., as our incomes went up,. 
and it pulled them in more rapidly than the expansion abroad pulled 
Our exports into their countries. That was one. 


Another, early on, especially in the first two or three 
years of this expansion, the fact that the rate of return, the 
expected return from investment in the United States, was quite good, 
vis a vis the rest of the world, encouraged some money to move to the 
United States, and in the process pushed up the exchange rate, the 
dollar exchange rate, which made it even more inevitable that out 
there somewhere a trade deficit would develop. And, of course, 
during this period, we've had a significant and sizeable fiscal 
deficit. The President's efforts are to try to gradually adjust the 
trade deficit down in a way that will be consistent with continued 
economic growth. 


Now, as frequently pointed out to me, that in the past, 
in most cases, countries have eliminated their trade deficit by going 
through a ringing recession. Now, that is not our objective. We can 
avoid it but it does take cooperation, both with our own policies of 
making certain that the Congress -- to the best of our ability -- 
make certain that the Congress continues to restrain federal spending 
growth, permitting growth to generate more revenues, pulling down the 
deficit, and at the same time encouraging our trading partners to 
increase growth and domestic demand. 


Q How much farther do you expect -- 
DR. SPRINKEL: He has one follow-up, and then -- 


Q There had been veiled threats by the Japanese to try 
to infiltrate, so to speak, economic markets around the world -- to 
try to change the level of dollar to yen. Is that anything that's -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I have not seen those threats. They may 
well exist. 


Q The governor of Japan last week said that if he had 
to, he would try to change foreign markets -- which nobody knows what 
it means, but that's what he said. 


DR. SPRINKEL: The important thing to note -- I don't 
want to be misinterpreted, but just remember how large this dollar 
market is. By the best estimates I have seen, the volume, the daily 
volume -- going through the international dollar market, the daily 
volume is about 175 billions of dollars. 


This means that a threat to rig the currency in some 
predisposed fashion, as you suggest, will be very difficult. It 
doesn't mean that from time to time intervention can't have an effect 
-- it can. And we've used it on occasion. But it's a very large 
market that dances mostly to the tune of fundamentals. And we want 
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to improve those fundamentals by continuing to restrain spending 
growth, reducing the fiscal deficit and encouraging better growth 
abroad. 


Q The Japanese have said that they may .ot go into the 
next issue of U.S. securities next month as one of the measures, and 
they have been basically bailing out their buying about $12 billion a 
day, themselves, to try to keep up the value of the dollar. I don't 
know what your expectations of the Japanese suddenly changing that 
policy would be. Could you comment on that, number one? 


Number two, the European Commission Committee has 
formally said they are now going to retaliate with tariffs on corn 
and rice to Mr. Yeutter's initiative. All this bodes very ill in 
terms of a trade war. What are your comments on that and what kind 
of impact would that have on your expectations? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we're still hopeful that by the end 
of this month an agreement can be reached with the EC. We're working 
on it. It's neither in our interest, nor in the interest of the EC, 
to move into a trade war, and they understand that. We understand 
that. And careful negotiations are underway. And we're hopeful that 
they will be favorably resolved before we move into that aspect. We 
still have sufficient time. 


Yes, ma'am? 


Q Can you give us a little more information about this 
bubble that we're expecting this year -- what your predications are 
in terms of if you would try to quantify it in terms of the -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we have made some projections. 
That's all they are -- is our best guesses, and we're anticipating 
that the CPI, Urban, which I reported on this morning, for the year 
1987, December to December, will be about 3.8 percent, followed by 
declines in subsequent years, down to around two, by 1992, on the 
deflator, we've projected a slightly slower increase of 3.6 percent 
and again moving down toward two percent by 1992. 


Q So, just to follow up -- the devaluation of the 
dollar -- about how much will that have to do? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, it's hard to estimate because you 
don't know first how quickly it will show up in imported prices. The 
dollar has been going down, for example -- and since, I guess, 
February of '85 -- and only in '86 did we begin to see an increase in 
import prices x-oil. If you include oil it continued on down through 
most of the year. That's the first problem. And then the second 
problem is you don't know how much the devaluation is going to be 
reflected in the higher prices. But we think two factors will be 
mainly responsible, and I mentioned them before. One, devaluation of 
the dollar, and the other resulting from oil prices moving up 
somewhat compared to the very weak trend last year. 


Yes, ma'am? 


Q If the doilar's going down faster and farther than a 
lot of people expected, how does that affect your forecast? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, if -- you know, you can always say 
that about any price change because there's an array of forecasts out 
there. It's been understood for some time, especially from '85 that 
part of the adjustment mechanism would be some weakness in the 
dollar. We believe that this is part of the adjustment process. 

It's continuing, up until recently, up a little today, and we had 
allowed for some of the effects of the weaker dollar in our forecast. 
So, we naven't changed our forecast. 


Q Back to the federal budget deficit. Is there a 
figure that you're looking at as sort of a benchmark, at which point 
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there would be more pressure for interest rates to rise if the budget 
deficit goes beyond a certain figure? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, the data on that subject is very 
mixea. I can remember, some years ago, arguing that it was possible 
to get inflation rates and interest rates down even though the 
deficit remained high, and many people alleged that was impossible. 
Well, it has happened. 


In Fiscal -- it's not something to brag about on the 
deficit side. I'm merely talking about the relation. In Fiscal 
1986, we had aa all-time high fiscal deficit of $221 billion, and 
interest rates have been on a downward trend now for many years and 
they continue to do so up to the present. I wouldn't want to argue 
that the deficit has no affect on interest rates. They might have 
come down even more without the deficit. I do believe that the 
saving investment relation, including both the private sector and the 
public sector, has an important bearing on the trade deficit, and 
that we must continue to make serious efforts through spending 
restraint to get our budget deficit down, and therefore contribute to 
an improvement on the trade account, which we expect this year. 


Q Well, are you saying that in so many words that you 
are as concerned or more concerned about the percentage of the 
deficit that is held overseas now? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, when I was in Treasury, I checked 
those numbers regularly. But, contrary to general belief, I think 
it's still true, foreign investment in U.S. debt had come down 
substantially and was running around 15 percent on average, and even 
on current issues around 15 percent. It may be up slightly. Now, 
that isn't to say that there isn't foreign capital coming into the 
United States. There is, on the tune of roughly $150 billion, last 
year. But not all of it went into financing the federal debt. Some 
of it went into private investments into the United States -- much of 
it. 


Q Have you had a conversation recently with Mr. Regan. 
about replacing Mr. Volcker? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I never disclose conversations with other 
members in the administration. I think that would be an -- 


Q Well, what are your plans now that inflation is down 
below five percent for five years? Is the job open? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I must have the most interesting, 
challenging job for an economist in the whole world. I'm very happy 
with what I'm doing. I think I'm making a difference. I enjcy it. 
I have not discussed with the President any future appointments. 
Furthermore, that particular job is not open. 


Yes, sir? 


Q How much further would you like to see the dollar 
fall? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I have n@® objective concerning the 
dollar. I would prefer that we get the adjustment a different way -- 
that is, more growth abroad than we have witnessed up:to now, 
continued progress along the Gramm-Rudman targets of getting the 
fiscal deficit down. 


Big movements in currencies are costly. They encourage 
resources to move out of where they are into another area, sometimes 
creating unemployment, temporarily. They come at considerable costs. 
So, many of us prefer to have more stable exchange rates than we've 
had of late. And we have no objective about what the dollar price 
ought to be. 
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Q But let me put it another way, then. Nonetheless we 
are in a situation where we have a falling dollar, what -- how far do 
you think it will go? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I will not project. It's very foolish for 
a senior -- 


Q Oh, come on. Come on. Move the market -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: When I get back on your side of the 
street, and after I'm out of government, I'll be perfectly willing to 
say things I don't know -- (laughter) -- but when I'm on this side, 
I'm very careful, talking about things I'm quite confident about, and 
I'm not confident about any kind of statement concerning the dollar. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, you say the stage is now set for an 
economic spurt -- faster growth in the economy. 


DR. SPRINKEL: On average for the year. 

Q Isn't that likely, however, to put more of a 
pressure on the demand for money, increase the demand for money, and 
perhaps ratchet interest rates back up a little bit? 


DR. SPRINKEL: If I thought we were going to have soaring 
doubling, say, of the rate of growth of last year, 
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followed by an inflationary surge. I might believe that, but I don't 
believe that. As you may remember, we projected an increase in real 
GNP for this vzar of only 3.2, which I consider to be a rather 
moderate forecast, reasonable forecast. We haven't changed that. I 
don't see any reason to change it. 


And in that kind of an environment, given the fact that 
the inflation rates are not likely to soar, but move up a little, for 
the reasons I mentioned, we don't expect interest rates to soar. 


Q The decline in the dollar didn't have a lot of 
impact on the trade deficit in 1986. Do you anticipate that it will 
have an impact -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, that along with other factors. As 
you are well aware, various studies on how long it takes for an 
adjustment in the markets to show up in terms of improved trade 
balances are discouragingly long. That is, a year and a half to two 
years is typically the evidence that comes out of those efforts to 
study the past. And we're in that phase now, and we anticipate that 
not only are we improving the fiscal deficit, this years fiscal 
deficit will be very substantially below the $221 billion, something 
between $170 billion and $180 billion, and that the dollar has 
adjusted, which is creating incentives to buy more in the U.S. and 
less abroad. 


And consequently we anticipate that there will be a 
significant improvement in our balance of trade, but not to zero. 
You know, the orders of magnitude of improvement that might occur 
under normal circumstances -- and I hope this is normal -- is 
something on the order of $30 biliion plus or minus a few dollars. 
And I see no reason to change that expectation. 


Q But there is a lot of pressure on the Hill for 
protectionist legislation. Are you going to be able to see some 
figures fairly -- soon enough to be able to make the case to 


withstand this kind of pressure? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I hope so, and I believe so. There is 
still some concern about the December numbers. They are not out yet, 
and I don't know what they'll show, but there were some tax factors 
that apparently affected November, and they might have an effect on 
December. But we would expect that as we move into the year we will 
begin to see some definite trends that suggest improvement in the 
balance of trade. 


Now we are, as you know, in the last few months, seeing 
some strength -- not soaring strength, but positive growth -- in the 
industrial sector of the economy, which has borne most of the blows 
from the trade deficit and previously for a year and a half it was 
quite flat. Not only has output been growing -- going up, but also 
employment has been going up. That is, productivity continues and 
employment growth has occurred. And I am hopeful that this is a 
harbinger of the fact that we are in the process of seeing the 
Change. But I cannot yet site data that definitely proves that it is 
getting better. The best it says is that it has ceased getting 
worse. 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, there was testimony in the Senate 
Finance Committee yesterday that over a third of the new jobs that 
have been created in the last six years earn less than $7,000 a year. 
Do you have a response to that? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I have heard that assertion. I have not 
had time to look at it. As soon as I get the President's economic 
report out, which will be released to you on the 29th of this month, 
one of the things I have ticketed to go back is to look at that 
study. I am well aware of the fact that there has been growth in 
certain low wage areas -- growth in employment. But there has also 
been substantial employment improvement in other sectors of the 
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economy. So I want to go back and review the paper, and I haven't 
done so yet. 


Was this the other gentleman? 


Q Sir, you said that you were very happy on your job. 
| Would you be even happier in the job at the Fed, do you think? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I can't imagine being happier than now. 
Thank you. 


END 10:44 A.M. EST 
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DPC #12 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 21, 1987, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Chuck is on the Hill with the Secretary, so I will be glad to 
answe™ your questions. 


. Q What do you hear about the hostage situation? Is 
there any possibility of any release? 


A Excuse me. I didn't hear the last part of your 
question. 


Q Is there any possibility of any of the hostages 
being released? Does anything look to be imminent? | 


A If you're asking about possibilities of release 
of hostages in conjunction with Terry Waite's efforts in 
Beirut, we just have nothing on that. As you know, he's in 
West Beirut and our Embassy now is in East Beirut, and contact 
is increasingly difficult. 


Q Phyllis, what does the Administration make of the 
statements of these people against the Germans and all these 
threats? 


a In regard to the question of these reports of 
possible threats and deals and swaps, we just have no 
information on that. 


Q Has the U.S. been -- despite your statement that 
communication is difficult between West and East Beirut, the 
U.S. has been in touch with Terry Waite in tr past. Has the 
U.S. received any request from him for logistic support in 
connection with his visit to Beirut this time? 


a I just have nothing on that. [I've not heard. 
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Q Sorry I was late, so forgive me if you've been 
asked this already. There's a report in the United Arab 
Emirates newspaper saying that Ambassador Kelly has told the 
Syrians that it's okay for them to move a large force into West 
Beirut in return for the freedom -f three hostages. 


a No comment. Nothing on that. 


Q A related matter, there are reports from West 
Germany suggesting that the West German Government is beginning 
to get cold feet about the extradition request. Do you have 
anything on that? 


te We are continuing to pursue Mr. Hamadei's 
extradition with the FRG authorities. It's going through 
normal legal processes. . 


Q What do you think the U.S. Government reaction 
-- I know this is hypothetical, but would the U.S. Government 
be upset if the West Germans were to -- 


. It is hypothetical, and I'm just not going to 
comment. 


Q How much time would you expect to elapse having 
now had extensive diplomatic communications with Germany on the 
legalities of the extradition process? 


A I just have no way of knowing or commenting on 
that because I don't know what their legal process involves. 


Q Do you think it would likely extend to after 
their election? 


ia I just have no way of knowing. 


Q Do you mean to say that the United States doesn't 
know what their legal process involves or that the -- 


oa I would assume that someone certainly in the 
government does, but I don't. 


Q I mean there have been extensive discussions on 
this very subject -- 


A That's right. 
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Q -- including an exchange of pledges. 


a That's right. And it's a technical, legal 
matter, and it's been handled by the Justice Department, and I 
just don't have any comment on it. 


Q In light of the threats that have come from 
various organizations, have there been anv precautions taken by 
U.S. installations and missions around the world? 


-) Well, I think we've discussed that, too, that I 
think, you know, there are a range of threats and hints and 
indications, and that we take appropriate measures. 


Q Do you have any update on the Iraq-Iran war? 


A Yes. In regard to the status of the Iran-Iraq 
war, yesterday the Iranians continued their attempts to break 
out of their foothold in the Fish Lake area east of Basra. The 
Iraqis were successful in containing these moves, but some 
Iranian infantry south of this area managed to move to the 
west, and advanced slightly towards Basra. The Iranians, 
however, are still outside main Iraqi front lines. 


We do not believe that Basra is in imminent danger of 
falling. The Iraqis possess a great advantage in equipment and 
are committed to defending their territory. Nevertheless, we 
are disturbed at the continuing fighting in the area and the 
tragic loss of life. The people of Iran and Iraq have suffered 
the effects of this conflict for much too long, and the war 
also poses a real danger for the stability of the entire region. 


We deplore Iran's occupation of Iraqi territory and 
reemphasize our view that this war must be endea on the basis 
of a negotiated or mediated settlement thaf preserves the 
territorial integrity and sovereignty of both countries. We 
call on Iran to join Iraq in its willinc-ess to pursue 
negotiations to end this war. 


Q Copy? 


A -—s- Yes. 


Q The Iranians did this morning claim to have 
captured a small town near Basra. Do you have any confirmation 
of that? 
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A No, I don't. I haven't seen that. 


Q The Vice President said last night that Mr. 
Buckley has been killed. Now, until last night that had not 
been confirmed officially. Do you have an elaboration on that? 


a Although Mr. Buckley's body has not been 
recovered, the preponderance of information available to us 
indicates that Mr. Buckley died in captivity. Evaluating all 
the information we have received, including conclusions of 
hostages who were released, and the long time which has passed 
with no information to indicate that Mr. Buckley is alive, we 
have sadly had to come to this conclusion. 


Q Phyliis, do you know where he died? 
a No, I have nothing on that 


Q What about the reports that he died in Iran, that 
he had been taken to Iran? Do you have any way now to -- 


4 I just have nothing on that. 
Q By saying that he -- 
a Excuse me. Let me take yours. 


Q By saying that he died, you believe he died in 
Captivity, does that rule out execution? 


a It -- 
Q -- which is what -- 


) No, I don't think it rules any of those things 
out. It's simply that we don't know, and we simply must be 
very careful. And as I said, the preponderance of evidence is 
that he died We con't have any proof. We don't have the 
body We don't know where it was. and I'm simply trying to 
Give you what we do have. 


Q The Vice President seemed to indicate, although 
he wasn't completely clear on this, that he was also tortured? 


4 Well, certainly there have been those charges as 
well. 
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Q What does the preponderance of evidence say about 
those charges? 


A I'm just not prepared to go into the details on 


that. 


Q You made an allusion to the threat to the 
stability of the Persian Gulf region. I believe that's the 
first time in -- recently that that word has been used. 


Former President Carter articulated a doctrine that 
reserved the right for United States' intervention in that 
area. Does that still stand? Does that policy -- is that 
still the policy of this Administration? 


A I'm simply not going to be able to answer that 
kind of far-reaching comment today. I think my restatement of 
the views on the status of Iran should be taken as simply a 
reiteration of our standard policy. 


Q Bud McFarlane said yesterday that when he went to 
Iran in May with the famous group of people, that he was 
expecting to get the release of all the hostages and to get the 
remains of Mr. Buckley. So this seemed to indicate that at 
that point the United States Government thought that -- had 
concluded that he was dead. 


Could we get an answer to when the conclusion was made 
that Mr. Buckley had died? Because much of this seems to have 
been doing on after he died. 


4 I'll have to look into that. I'm not sure that 
we can give you an answer, and, as I[ said, it has been kind of 
a cumulative effect of weighing all the evidence. Some people 
may have made up their own mands on the basis of evidence, but 
that could have been a personal view. 


Q There have been reports that Mr. Buckley was not 
in fact an employee of the State Department, even though he was 
Political Officer in the Embassy in Beirut; that he in fact was 
the Station Chief of the CIA. Can you confirm that? 


2) No, I can't. I'm simply not prepared to answer 
those questions. 


Q You're not prepared to say anything about his 
position with the U.S. Government? 
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A Not today. 


Q Phyllis, the other day President Mubarak of Egypt 
said that he rejected the proposal which the United States 
offered for rescheduling of the debt and also about the 
interest rates. Can you comment on what he said? 


A No. In regard to the whole question of FMS debt 
relief for Egypt, I will stand by what we had said earlier, 
that these discussions have been going on, and I have nothing 
further. 


Q Do you mean there is still now in Egypt an 
American delegation discussing that? 


A No. That's not what I'm saying. 
Q Because the other day you said that. 


a The other day there was a delegation. I don't 
mean to imply that the delegation has stayed there -- has 
stayed that long. But all I can say is that I stand by what we 
said, that the discussions are continuing. 


Q And about what what he said, that he rejected all 
what you offered him so far, in an on the record interview with 
Alitihad paper? 


A I understand that. I'm just not prepared to 
comment on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Secretary Whitehead's 
plans for going to Eastern Europe -- where he might be going? 


A Sorry. I just don't have that today. 


Q The head of the U.S. Interests Section in Havana 
has been recalled. Why? 


a I'm sorry. I just don't have anything on that. 
I'll try and look into that. 


Q Has the date of the Tambo meeting been changed? 
There was a Reuters report to that effect. 
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A To the best of our information, Mr. Tambo and 
Secretary of State Shultz are scheduled to meet on January 28. 
I think that Chuck had noted in the past that sometimes these 
meetings were changed, but I just don't have anything tu 
indicate that that has been changed. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the election of 
Senator Helms to the minority leadership position on the 
Senator Foreign Relations Committee? 


A No. I don't have any reaction. 


Q Do you have anythirg on the difficulties that the 
President of Ecuador is having? 


A In regard to the political problems in Ecuador, 
we have made our support for democratic government and respect 
' for constitutional order in that country perfectly clear. Last 
Friday's kidnapping of President Cordero was a serious 
challenge to the rule of law and to the authority of the 
political institutions on which any democracy is based. 


Q Go back on the indecent exposure case that we had 
a go-around on yesterday. The British Foreign Office has named 
the man. 


aA I'm sorry. I'm not aware that they've named the 
man, and I have no comment on that. 


Q As far as the State Department is concerned, is 
the matter over? There's a big furor apparently going on in 
London over the fact that he was allowed to slip out of the 
country under the cover of diplomatic immunity. 


A I just have nothing further on that. I'll try 
and see if we can get something on that. 


Q Do the taken questions from yesterday on that 
score still stand, or are you saying that you're not planning 
to answer those questions? Chuck took the questions of what 
agency the American diplomat was employed by, as distinct from 
the person against whom the charges were leveled. 
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A I'll have to check on that. Again, I think he 
stated that under the terms of the Privacy Act, we operate 
under certain restrictions, and I'm just not prepared to go 
beyond that. 


Q I can understand the restrictions of the Privacy 
Act. I'm not quite sure how they apply to the U.S. diplomat 


who was not accused of anything, and so the questions are 
focused on that. 


4 Well, I just can't comment on that. 


Q Do you have any comments or reaction to the 
reported massacre in a South African township? 


a I don't have anything on that. Which -- could 
you identify which township? 


Q I don't have the name. It was reported today -- 


A Well, let me check on that. 


Q Back to the West German case. Has Secretary 
Shultz been in communication with West German officials since 
the two German businessmen were seized in Beirut? 


i) As with any close ally, such as the Federal 
Republic of Germany, we are, you know, in constant consultation 
with them, but I just don't have any comment whether Secretary 
Shultz directly has been involved with them or not. 


Q Can you tell me anything about Germany's history 
on swapping terrorists for innocent hostages? 


a I certainly can't. 


Q And you've had no comment on the taking of those 
hostages, is that right? 


a Well, we -- I don't mean to imply that we're 
indifferent to the taking of hostages. Certainly, you know, we 
care very deeply about the spread of terrorism and the taking 
of hostages. That's very clear. But I simply have no further 
information on their status or who took them. 


Q Did the State Department or anybody from the 
State Department lobby or try to influence any Senators on the 
Helms-Lugar vote? 


A I think it would be entirely inappropriate for 
the State Department to take such a position. 
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Q Do you have anything, please, on Mr. Armacost's 
talks in Pakistan? 


A On Mike Armacost's visit to Pakistan: as you 
know, Mr. Armacost went to Pakistan to confer with the 
Government of Pakistan officials. I don't yet have the full 
report, but he covered a wide range of subjects and obviously 
Afghanistan was the subject of major concern. 


Mr. Armacost himself discussed his visit upon his 
departure from Islamabad, and I would refer you to the text of 
his remarks to certain of those questions. 


Q Did he meet with any resistance people while he 
was there? 


A He had a full schedule of meetings with the 
Government of Pakistan officials and Afghan Resistance leaders. 


Q Is there any new thought about the various Soviet 
statements over the last -- or Afghan Government statements 
over the last week or so? 


A I don't have anything beyond what we had said 
from up here. 


Q Could he make himself available here at some 
point before the weekend? 


i) Let me see if I can persuade him. I can't 
guarantee it. 


Q On Iran, an Iranian officials is being quoted as 
saying the United States should not wait for the $500 million 
issue to be resolved -- should not link that to the hostage 
issue. Do you have anything on that, and on the continuing 
attempt to resolve the $500 million issue? 


) The only thing that I would note is certainly to 
reiterate what we had said from the podium before, that in our 
view there is no linkage between the hostages and the 
proceedings of The Hague Tribunal, and I would refer you to the 
earlier statements on that. 


Q Does the State Cepartment have any comment on. the 
union lawsuit against AIDS testi ig for Foreign Service 
employees? 
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A We don't have any comment on the lawsuit at this 
time, pending consultations with USIA and the Department of 
Justice, which will be the agency that would represent this as 
the legal process unfolds. 


Q No change in the State Department procedures, 
however -- 


A No. The testing program began on January 5, and 
we plan to continue the program. 


I might note that this program was begun primarily for 
medical reasons. The Department examines employees to 


determine their availability for worldwide service, not only at 
the time of entry, but certainly before each foreign assignment. 


For many years the clearance physical has been used to 
determine whether there are medical factors that limit 
availability. The test for the AlDS-causing virus was added to 
this already established program which is thorough, 
long-standing and medically sound. 


Q How many employees have been tested so far? 
a I don't have that detail. 


Q You don't have any results of that, whether this 
has actually affected anybody? 


A No, I don't. It just began January 5, and I 
don't know how long it takes for blood tests and things like 
that. 


Q All kidding aside, there is an issue of whether 
any Foreign Service officers have been denied transfers to one 
post or another under that procedure. 


A Yes. And I simply don't have that answer. 

Q Are you going to have that arswer? 

a I'll look at it. But, again, [I'm not sure 
whether we can release statistics or whether we can get more 


specific than that, and I'm not sure that in 15 days that there 
would be anything worthwhile to release. 
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Q You don't know how many have gone through this 
since it started in January? 


a No. 


Q Habre's government in Chad is claiming to have 
taken over all Libyan outposts on the Zouar Plateau. Do you 
have any confirmation of that, or any update on fighting in 
northern Chad? 


A I don't have anything specific on Chadian plans 
to advance, and I think to the best of our knowledge there was 
no need for an update. The situation is relatively calm and I 
don't think that there's been any major change since we 
commented last. 


Q Has the U.S. had consular access yet with the 
American citizen in the Soviet Union who walked across the ice 
in the Bering Strait? 


A I just don't have any further update from what 
was said yesterday. 


Q What about the priest in South Africa, have you 
got an update on him? 


A Father Paulsen remains in detention in Transkei. 
We continue to request consular access to him through the South 
African authorities, but that access has been denied thus far. 
We have not been advised of the charges against him. 

Q Why are they denying consular access to him? 

i) You'll have to ask them. I mean, I don't know. 


Q They naven't told-you why, it's just no? 


A No. And, as I say, we have not been told of the 
charges against him and we have not been allowed to see him. 


Q Is there an evaluation of Ambassador Murphy's 
trip yet? 


A We have talked about it, I think, generally that 
he is back, but I have nothing further on that. 


Have you had a chance to look at the Amnesty 
International Report on the Contras? 
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A Are you referring to a letter from Amnesty 
International on human rights abuses in Nicaragua? 


Q Right. 


a I understand that a courtesy copy of the A.inesty 
International letter to Secretary Shultz was received by 
Assistance Secretary Elliott Abrams. His office provided a 
copy of the letter to Marta Patricia Baltadano, head of the 
Nicaraguan Association of Human Rights. This association, 
which began operation in November, is to monitor Nicaraguan 
democratic resistance groups' human rights performance. 


A copy was also given to the Washington representative 
of Mrs. Baltadano's organization, so we have been in touch with 
them about that. 


Q Is there any reaction to the contents of tho 


letter? 


A I don't have any specific reaction. Certainly, 
the question of human rights is a part of our dialogue with the 
Contras and they're aware of our concerns. 

Q Why wouldn't you reply to Amnesty? 


A I'm sure that the Secretary will answer the 
mail. I just don't have the details on that. 


Q This is October. He must have decided one way or 
the other by now. 


A I just can't give you answer on that. 


Amnesty complains this is the second letter they 
have sent to Shultz without a reply. 


A I don't know anything about that. 


Q Can you help us get to the bottom of the tattoo 
controversy? (Laughter) 


A I think Chuck Redman wrestled with that tiger 
yesterday, and [I'm just not in a position to comment. (Laughter) 


Q Is there any chance that you would get any late 
reports on what happened on $10 million, the Sultan of Brunei's 
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check? Would you ever have that? 


A Certainly, if we do get anything, I'll try and 
get it to you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 

















POSTED: January 21, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the noon press briefing on January 21, 1987. 
SOUTH AFRICA: Massacre in a Durban Township 


Do you have anything on reports of the killing of twelve 
Inkatha supporters near Durban last night? 


WE ARE HORRIFIED BY REPORTS THAT TWELVE INNOCENT CIVILIANS, 
INCLUDING CHILDREN, WERE APPARENTLY GUNNED DOWN IN COLD BLOOD 
IN SOUTH AFRICA LAST NIGHT. THAT SORT OF RANDOM VIOLENCE 


SERVES NO ONE'S PURPOSE. 


WE HAVE ASKED OUR MISSION IN SOUTH AFRICA - ' URGENTLY LOOK INTO 
THESE REPORTS. UNTIL WE HAVE A FULLER PIC’ /RE ON WHAT ACTUALLY 


HAPPENED, I WILL BE UNABLE TO SPECULATE ON THE SPECIFIC NATURE 


OF THE ATTACK OR THE CHARGES OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR IT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the January 21, 1987 daily press briefing: 


U.S. INTERESTS SECTION TN HAVANA 





Q: The head of the U.S. Interests Section in Havana has 
been recalled. Why? 


a. THE HEAD OF THE U.S. INTERESTS SECZION IN HAVANA, 
MR. CURTIS KAMMAN, HAS BEEN REASSIGNED TO THE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE AS DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY IN 
THE BUREAU OF INTELLIGENCE AND RESEARCH. HE IS 
EXPECTED TO LEAVE HIS PRESENT ASSIGNMENT AT THE END OF 
JANUARY. AFTER HIS DEPARTURE JOHN M. JOYCE WILL SERVE 


AS ACTING PRINCIPAL OFFICER IN THE U.S. INTERESTS 


SECTION IN HAVANA. 








, DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 





INDE X 
Thursday, January 22, 1987 
BRIEFER: 
Subject 
ANNOUNCEMENT 


Secretary's Appearance before the Senate Budget 
Committee re the Foreign Affairs Budget ...... 
IRAN/NICARGUAN CONTRA AFFAIR 
US Contacts with Iran since November 1986: 
-~- Confirming Contacts, Rationale for ......... 
-- Guidelines/Ground Rules for Contacts ....... 
Secretary's HFAC Testimony re Solicitation of 
3rd-Country Aid for Contras ............... 
Secretary's Belief in/Efforts toward Full 
Ce ciat he od sks he eee &.e Oe es Be eees eS 
LEBANON 
Waite Efforts to Free Hostages 
Peggy Say Meetings at the Department 
Pressure on Kuwait re Release of Dawa-17 


PHILIPPINES 


Violence at Farmers' Demonstration 


IRAN-LRAQ 
ee oe Pee «chek de oe dae eee etn cee adee 
Reported Iranian Use of Chinese STIX Missiles .. 
MIDDLE EAST 
Notification of Tank Sale to Saudi Arabia 
Information Notification to Congress of other 
Intended Arms Sales 
Allowing Jordan to Make Hawk Missiles Mobile 


CUBA 
Reassignment of Head of US Interests Section 
Status of US-Cuban Relations 


ECUADOR 
Secretary's Meeting with New Foreign Minister 
TERRORISM 
Status of FRG Extradition of Suspect in TWA 
NS Pere ere rr ree ee) Fer eee) Pee 
USSR 


Invitation to Baryshnikov to Perform 


Charles Redman 


Page 


14-15 


S, i 
15-16 


17 


18 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 22, 1987, 12:14 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR.REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. One 
announcement : 


The Secretary will be appearing in open session before 
the Senate Budget Committee tomorrow morning at 9:30. The 
subject is the foreign affairs budget. Because of the 
Secretary's open testimony, there will not be a Daily Press 
Briefing tomorrow. 


That's all I have Who wants to start today? Barry? 


Q Barry, before we -- a scheduling thing. Can you 
tell us at this point anything furlher about his testimonies at 
the beginning of the next week, or shall we do that -- would 
you rather not do that on -- I mean, since there are -- 


A I believe we have some information on his 
testimeny, but he does testify in open session Monday, Tuesday 
and Wednesday. 


Q And wednesday Okay 


fs) And, as a consequence, we will have briefings on 
some of those days in any case, rather than going for four days 
without a briefing, even though it's open testimony. 


So my plan right now is to have a briefing on Monday, 
at least. Probably not on Tuesday, and then we'll see about 
Wednesday. Jim? 


Q Speaking of testimony, does the State Department 
have information that the contacts with the [Iranians continued 
after the disclosure was made in November by Attorney General 
Meese? 


- First, there were contacts with Iranians. The 
President and the Secretary have stated that [Iran is a 
strategic country and because of our interests in the region we 
have a legitimate interest in better relations with Iran. 





Thursday, 1/22/87 


However, we will not discuss further arms shipments to 
Iran, and we are exerting all our influence to discourage arms 
sales to Iran by other countries. 


The Secretary said in his December 8 testimony before 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee: “Iran cannot expect a 
better relationship with us until it acts to end the war with 
Iraq, ceases its support for terrorism and uses its influence 
with those who hold our hostages to achieve their freedom. " 
But since the Secretary's appearance yesterday was in closed 
session, I really can't give you any other details concerning 
that testimony. 


Q What you just said was unclear to me. You began 
by saying there were contacts with Iran. My question was, were 
there contacts after November 25? Is your statement a positive 
response that there were, in fact? 


. There were contacts with the Iranians 

Q After November 25? 

a) That's right 

Q And I also deduce from wnat you're saying that 
since they involved demands by the Iranians for further arms, 
they were broken off under the policy that you have described 

A Beyond that, I[ can't go into the details of the 
testimony, as I just said I have described the guidelines, 


the ground rules, the policy, so that any contacts with Iran 
would be conducted under those guidelines, under that policy 


Q Just one technical question and then one further 
other substantive question. First, could we have a copy of 
that just to make sure we get your words right? 


Second, my recollection -- and I don't have it in my 
notes here -- my recollection was that when that question came 
up earlier, you either discouraged or denied speculation that 
there had been such contacts. Am [ correct in my recollections? 


a I'd invite you to check the record, Jim, because 
[ think you'll find that that's not the case 


For example, when the Secretary was asked on the 
plane, at some point during our recent trip, he replied, "There 
are various ways in which we could be in contact with Iran, but 
['m not going to go into them." 


We have made it clear from the podium before that we 
are in contact with Iran, that there are a number of ways thet 
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you all know about, of course; but the general statement was as 
I described it. 


Q It's hard to understand, on those criteria, how 
you could have had contacts continuing after November because 
the war hasn't stopped, the support for terrorism has never 
stopped so far as anybody knows, and there haven't been 
hostages released So how could these -- what do these 
criteria mean? 


Q I don't see exactly what the point of your 
question is. What ['ve described to you is what the Secretary 
said Iran would have to do if it wanted to have a better 
relationship with us. That's where the points that you just 
described 


Q Not that they have contact -- 
A [n addition, the other points in the policy 
concerning not discussing further arms shipments, etc., are 


ones which you've heard the Secretary reiterate a number of 
times, in addition to other reasons why a better relationship 
with [ran is in the interest of both countries. 


Q Chuck, by “contacts,” do you mean direct or 
indirect, because people generally don't know what "contacts" 
mean? 


- Beyond that, as I started out by saying, I can't 
Give you any other details. [The only thing [ can add, which 
may be helpful, is that the President -- again, as all of you 
know -- has charged the Secretary of State with the 


responsibility for the management of Iran policy, so in that 
context ['ve given you the general outlines of our policy 
And, secondly, in any of these contacts with Iranians, we've 
taken steps to ensure that the only official contacts will be 
those which are authorized 


Q Chuck, that raises in my mind a couple of 
auestions. That charge came after the disclosure. It was 
newly -- 

A Which charge? 

Q I'm trying to speak in shorthand We have so 
many questions You refer to the President saying Mr. Shultz 


is in charge 
“ Yes 


Q And, of course, Mr. Shultz got that strong 
affirmation after the recent unpleasantness. So are you saying 
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that these contacts, indirect or direct, were renewed or 
continued after the disclosure? I'm making the assumption that 
you are trying to -- 


a I thought I answered that question fairly 
GCirectly in response to Jim's question. 

Q No, no. Well, maybe I'm missing something. 

A He specified a date, and I[ said there were 
contacts. 

Q But are they continuing until today when he's 


still ia charge? 


4 The Secretary of State is certainly in charge. 
Whether or not there are continuing contacts, I[ said I was not 
going to go into those kinds of details. 


Q This is all getting very vague. Let me say what 
I'm trying to say. Your reference to that statement I thought 
was a way of helping us by saying Iran is a big country, an 
important country, the Secretary of State is in charge of 
foreign policy. 


You quoted the Secretary saying we have various ways 
[t scruck me you were saying by inference, or maybe yo'' want to 
Say it directly, that these contacts are on-going and will 
continue because of [ran's strategic importance, but we can't 
improve relations until Xx, Y, 2 


A ['m not trying to infer one way or the other. 

Q Imply 

A You used the word “inferred;" 1 picked up 
“inferred. " 

Q Chuck, on which level are these meetings 


happening? On the Armacost level, or what level? 

a No other details to offer you. 

Q Chuck, how many countries, third countries, as 
the State Department refers to them, have been approached by 


the U.S. Government to sound them out about aid to the contras? 


a Once again, I am not in a position to go into the 
details of the testimony. 


Q No, no. I'm not asking about testimony. 
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Q You did go into the details, though. You said 
only one country. You had one at least. There were certain 
requirements, that one country had been approached. 


A Let me make a general statement, first of all, so 
you understand how this process is carried out. You have all 
heard the Secretary say a number of times that he believes that 
full disclosure is what's called for in this matter. He 
himself has made a conscious, dedicated effort to make sure 
that his testimony at each stage of the process is as complete 
and as accurate as he can make it. 


He has made a point in each of those testimonies in 
saying that as more information comes to light, as he hears 
other information, he will continue to develop his testimony so 
that at each point it is absolutely as full as he can make it. 
That's what he's been doing, and that's what he continues to do. 


Q Chuck, does the Secretary's statement that only 
one third country was approached remain operative? 


a [ can't answer you beyond what I['ve just tried to 
describe It 1s a process of evolving testimony. 


Q You can't say whether that that remains true? 


A Because you're tying all of this to the details 
of classified testimony yesterday, ['m just not going to go 
into those questions. 


Q Let's ask it a different way 


Q Can [ ask him my question, please? On that same 
question now, the whole issue of soliciting money for the 
contras which, as you said, the legislation provides, is 
perfectly legal and everything else, why do you insist on 
putting that whole issue of soliciting money into the great 
cone-—of-silence area of the Iran/contra affair? Why can't we 
just deal with it in a direct way? Okay, it was legal to 
solicit money for the contras to be used for humanitarian 
purposes. So which countries did you do that from, what 
happened to the money, and so on? 


A The fact that all of this was done in conjunction 
with the legislation, and in accordance with the legislation, 
that certainly remains true. But beyond that, the details ['m 
just not in a position to give you 


Q The Secretary said he authorized one contact to 
one country. That's what he said: he authorized one. 
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A Matt, you can ask all the questions you want, but 
what [I'm telling you is, I can't go into any more of the 
details. The Secretary's testimony will go into the select 
committees that are looking into this. 


All of this, we suppose, will come out in a finished 
product which will represent the fullest possible story of what 
happened, of which the Secretary's information is an element 
but not the only element. And, as a consequence, that is the 
appropriate way for this information to come out rather than 
giving you one man's particular view of certain subjects. 


Q Chuck, the Washington Post said about three weeks 
ago that contacts with Iran had continued after November 25. 
The following day, as I recall, the Post story was denied. 





How do you square that denial with your confirmation 
just now that - 


a) I urge you to look carefully at the story, the 
details involved, and the State Department response. No 
contradiction. 


Q Excuse me for interrupting the flow of this 
subject, but I wonder, does the State Department have any 
information on negotiations to free the American hostages Terry 
Anderson and Thomas Sutherland? 


A No, we don't We haven't had any consultations 
with Terry Waite during this current mission. So the best [ 
could say is, as always, we wish him luck and we welcome the 
efforts of any responsible parties, but [I just don't have any 
details on his mission. 


"Q Apart from the Secretary's testimony yesterday, 
are the contacts continuing with [ran or have they stopped? 


4 I said I wasn't going to answer that question. I 
said the Secretary, the President, and others have expressed 
the rationale behind our policy toward Iran. The Secretary, in 
fact, has been asked to explain our policy toward [ran any 
number of times in recent weeks, and he's done that in each 
case. 


That is the policy Those are the guidelines which 
Form the basis of that policy. But ['m not going to go into 
the actual diplomatic aspects of it. 


Q Chuck, if you won't say which other countries 
were approached, or how many, can you, though, be as clear as 
you were in the case of Brunei, that, yes, they were approached 
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and we don't know where the money has gone? The Secretary has 
said that flut out. 


Are you satisfied that if other countries that were 
approached gave money, you know where that money is? 


) Again, without going into the details, you make 
assumptions concerning =- 


Q I'm making no assumptions. I'm saying if -- 


A Your question makes assumptions. As a 
consequence, T can't deal with it without, in effect, 
reiterating the entire testimony so that you have all the 
information available, and I can't do that at this point. 


Q There are no assumptions in the question. I['m 
saying if, indeed, other countries were approached 


a As far as the State Department is concerned, 
there are no problems with any of the solicitation as provided 
for under the law, other than what you know about. 


Q Chuck, the Secretary is on the record as saying 
that only one third country was approached I don't think it's 
unreasonable to ask you whether that's the case I mean, he 


said that on the trip on the plane. 


A But the Secretary, as I tried to tell you, has 
testified a number of times now. He's made it very clear to 
the committees in testifying that he wil] try to be as full in 
disclosing on each occasion. And as time passes more 
information does become available, so he adds that And, as a 
consequence, to assume that everything that was said in this 
testimony is exactly repeated in that testimony is not exactly 
a right assumption. 


Q He said he had authorized one Now, is that 
still the case? [t could be that he authorized one and then 
other ones took place without his authorization Is that what 


we should infer from what you ave saying? 


6 I'm just not going to go into any other details, 
Matt. [ just can't do it. 


Q Chuck, have you established now a channel of 
communication with the [ranian Government, normal channel? 
Have you or not now? 


4 Don't have anything on that 


Q Can [I come back to the question of the contacts 
again? On December 22, the State Department said that it has 
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had direct contacts with Iranian officials in a number of fora, 
and it listed three fora: the Iran Claims Tribunal at The 
Hague, exchanges between representatives of the U.S. Federal 
Reserve Bank and their Iranian counterparts and then exchanges 
in various international organizations. 


The exchanges that you referred to today, are they 
with Iranian officials, as you said these other contacts were 
on December 22; are they with [ranians who are not officials of 
the Iranian Government; and are they outside of the context of 
any of the three situations that you have referred to on 
December 22? 


o As examples, I can't give you the kind of detaiis 
that you asked for in the first two parts of your question. 


But the first part of that answe:, that there have 
been contacts with Iranians, such as, it's the first part of 
it, “there have been contacts with the Iranians," that I'm 
referring to. 


Q I didn't say "Iranians." 1 said "Iranian 
officials." So your answer today is different from that. It's 
fair for us to assume -- 


a My answer today falls in that first phrase that 
you said. 


Q But the question is, are the contacts that you 
are confirming today with I[ranian officials, as the contacts 
you were referring to on December 22 were, or are they with 
other [ranians who are not officials of the [ranian Government? 


a) At this point I've given you all the information 
[ can give you. 


Q Why the secrecy? If it's something normal, 
trying to establish a relation with a strategic country, why 
don't you go in the open with it? What forbids you from 
talking about it? 


A The first point is that the Secretary testified 
in closed session yesterday. The Committee voted, as is 
necessary under Congressional procedures, to make it an 
Executive Session. He testified on that basis. His testimony 
at this point is classified. 


As I said earlier, when this whole process comes to 
the end of the road, I assume all this material will become 
public. But at this point, I'm not in a position to go into 
the Secretary's independent testimony while it's still being 
worked on by the appropriate committees. 
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Q Isn't there a touch of absurdity to all of this? 
I mean, the New York Times, the Washington Post, the Reuter 
service -- the thrust of your answer that it's classified -- 
well, it's classified. Two of the nations leading national 
newspapers -- the Post and the Times -- carried the story in 
great details which is confirmed on background by members of 
Congress, othe members of Congress who were there, and you 








A You say it's confirmed on background. I think 
the source, in fact, of the stories is as you described it. 
But that doesn't mean because someone chooses t leak 
classified testimony that [ am therefore obliged to stand up 
here and talk about it. 


Q The point of the testimony being classified, is 
all this information classified, or is it just because he told 
it behind closed doors? 


A The overall testimony was classified Individual 
elements have more or less degrees of classification and some 
probably none at all, but the fact remains that this testimony 
was provided for a specific purpose. The Secretary went up 
there, told them absolutely everything he's been able to -- 


Q Well, let's divorce it From the testimony. 


4 —~- excuse Me, excuse me -- everything he's been 
able to find out. He's going to continue to do that. He has 
some more testimony next week. The select committees will be 
holding inquiries after that. As far as he's concerned, that's 
his approach. 


Now for people to put all of this together, that's 
someone else's job. And that's as far as [ can go, at least 
today. 


Q The Secretary has chosen in the past to speak on 
the subject of contacts to other countries to solicit aid to 
the contras. He's chosen to talk about that; you have. Now 
you're not going to talk about it any more? 


A I didn't say I wasn't going to talk about it any 
more. [ said that's what [ have to say today, Matt. 


Q Well, you're not updating us on the topic that 
you, yourself, have introduced in the past. 


4 Lots of these topics have been introduced by lots 
of people, Matt. The fact of the matter is today that's all I 
have to say on it. 
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Q Can I come back to your statement in the 
beginning for just a second, please? And, again, I'm at a 
little bit of a disadvantage because I don't have the exact 
words of it. You made reference in your original answer to the 
fact that the President and the Secretary of State have said 
that there will be no discussions regarding arms shipments. I 
think I'm paraphrasing correctly, but correct me if I'm not, or 
else read the text again. 


"We will not discuss further arms shipments" was I 
think the phrase you used, and then later you talked about the 
context of the contacts that you referred to. My question is, 
were further arms shipments discussed during the contacts that 
you said took place with the Iranians, or -- 


A That's the kind of information I[ just can't go 
into. 


Q Well, wait a minute, but you did go into it, 
because you said that any contacts of this sort would take 
place in the context of that policy, and I would read that to 
mean that there were no such discussions during those 
contacts But that would be contrary to the published reports 
that you're well aware of, and that's why I[ think it's an 
important issue to be resolved. 


A My job is to try to tell you as much as I ca on 
any given day. That's what ['ve tried to do today. That's as 
far as I can take it In the future -- 

Q Chuck, would you care to confirm or deny that he 


said the talks had been suspended? I mean, those quotes were 
attributed to your Secretary, and you are his Spokesman. 


2) There were lots of things attributed to 
classified testimony, and ['m not going to confirm or deny 
every one of them. 


I might point out that we were up there for something 
on the order of three and a half hours, so you can imagine 
there was a bit more material covered than the few quotes that 
you all are focusing on, for example. That's how fragmentary 
the information we're dealing with is. 


Q We'd like to learn about all three hours of it. 
Rest assured, you know. 


Q Does this system that you are describing still 
operate? In other words, the Secretary or his surrogate, 
usually Michael Armacost, is in charge of coordinating and 
managing U.S. policy toward [ran? You mentioned a system that 
was to be set up in the White House, an inter-agency committee 
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which would deal with this specific subject. Does that system 
still operate? 


A Yes. 

Q If in fact there have been contacts subsequent to 
November 25 and the establishment of this committee, then those 
contacts, if they had involved arms sales, would have been in 


defiance of that committee's control of the system. Is that 
not right? ' 


A No. That's not right. 
Q [In other words, you are saying then Liat contacts 
were authorized by that inter-agency committee which is run by 


the Secretary. 


6 The contacts I'm talking about in this statement 
were authorized. That's why you asked the question, were there 


Yeah. 

That's right. 

They were authorized -- 
That's right. 


Q -- by that committee. 


A ['m not going to go into the mechanism, but all 
the appropriate people -- it was coordinated, it was done, in 
line with these policy guidelines that ['ve talked about. 


Q Are all the contacts you're talking about 
authorized? 


q Beyond that all I can say is what I told you 
earlier, that given the Secretary of State's leading role in 
this, we have taken steps to ensure that all these official 
contacts will be authorized. 


Q They will be authorized. Are you speaking for 
the entire U.S. Government, including the CIA, which, it is 
reported, continued or resumed the contacts after the 
authorization was revoked for such contacts? 


4 I'll Let my statement stand. 


Q Chuck, were there some contacts that were not 
authorized since November 25? 
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A I have given you the best answer [ can give you. 


Q Chuck, away from the testimony of the Secretary, 
don't you think that your credibility will be harmed if you 
conduct your relations with Iran in secrecy? Don't you think 
that will harm your credibility in the Gulf states? 


A I don't see where you draw that conclusion. I 
have just described the basis of our policy toward the country 
of Iran. The Secretary has described that in other terms, and 
I think it's fully understood even in the Gulf why that's a 
sound basis. 


Q But why dor t you conduct it in the open? Why do 
you insist on conducting any contacts with Iran in secrecy? 
Why? That's the question. 


A There is lots of diplomacy which requires that it 
be conducted in confidence and with a certain secrecy, and I 
don't think anybody in this room, and not even you, would 
contest that. 


What we're getting into here is -- and I understand 
your rationale -- wanting to conduct in essence a repeat of 
yesterday's hearing, testimony, on Capitol Hill. Now, I'm 
neither the Secretary of State who is the principal involved 
and who did testify, nor are you the Congress, nor do we have 
three and a half hours. That's what we're up against today. 


So what I've tried to do is on those crucial elements 
give you what little I can, but that's all [I can do. 


Q Take all the time you care to take. 
Q Oh, no. It's snowing out. 
Q We have some statements from the Secretary of 


State that have been told to us, and we want to know if they're 
still true. That's all. 


4 I've answered those questions the best I can, 
Matt. 


Q Let's say the hearing never happened yesterday, 
and we're just talking about the Secretary's statement in 
Africa, that there was only one country. Now, if something's 
happened since then which changes that, can you say that? Can 
you say that, well, there have been some changed circumstances 
Since then, the Secretary's statement in Africa no longer 
applies? 
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A But there was testimony, Don. 


Q What's that? 


A There was testimony. 
Q So you're not going to talk about it, so -- 
A The answer remains the same, Don. I'm sorry. 


Create any sort of strawman structure that you'd like to 
create, but my answer remains the same. 


Q This ouestion came up repeatedly last week 
because of the Saudi questions, and [I asked you after we saw 
the Secretary last week, and you said certainly as far as the 
Saudis went, and any other money, you said "I just don't know 


anything about any of that. I mean, we don't know where it's 
coming from -- those reports are coming from." You tossed it 
of f . 

A I can't help you on that one, Anne. 

Q And so we certainly asked those questions 
beforehand. 

A Ralph? 


Q Maybe we'll come back to this, but do you mind if 
I just briefly ask if you have any comment on the events in the 
Philippines, the killings that took place outside Malacanang 
Palace this morning? 


A First, information on the incident is still 
Fragmentary. [t's our understanding that a peasant farmer's 
union affiliated with the Communist-—dominated labor federation 
known at the Kilusang Mayo Uno -- KMU for short, apparently, in 
the Philippines -- that this union led the protest march. 


There were discussions between the demonstrators and 
police about the ground rules on how close to the palace the 
demonstrators could come. Apparently the discussions broke 
down and violence resulted. The press reports which you've 
seen and which continue to develop indicate that a number of 
people have been killed. I've seen a number of nine. 


We regret the loss of life. We're in contact with our 
Embassy in Manila and awaiting more details on the incident. 


Q Chuck, have you received any sort of a statement 
from Mrs. Aquino? 
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o I haven't seen anything. No. 


Q Reuter's dispatch says 12 dead, more than 100 
wounded. Has the Embassy been instructed to attempt to 
determine whether or not this might have been the work of agent 
provocateurs? I mean, you have the dialogue going on between 
the Aquino Government and the Communists, you have the march, 
and you have a scenario that emerges which would be perfect for 
disrupting permanently the talks. 


- In general terms, an embassy doesn't get those 
kinds of instructions. Its job is to look into situations, 
develop information as best it can, and report that to 
Washington; and that's what I said the Embassy in Manila will 
be attempting to do, without any prejudice to various theses 
that you might put forward 


Q Chuck, any update on the Iran-Iraq war? 


A very short one. Fighting continues in the Fish 
Lake area east of Basra. There's been no significant movement 
of forces over the past 24 hours. 


Because you asked the question, as we've repeatedly 
said before, we're disturbed at the continuing fighting in the 
area and the tragic loss of life. We deplore Iran's occupation 
of Iraqi territory, and re-emphasize our view that this war 
must be ended on the basis of a negotiated or mediated 
settlement that preserves the territorial integrity and 
sovereignty of both countries. We call on Iran to join Iraq in 
its willingness to pursue negotiations to end the war. 


Q Do you have any comment on President Saddam 
Hussein's six-point proposal to the Iranians yesterday? 


A No, I don't. 


Q On the same war, do you have anything, Chuck, on 
a report that the Iranians are installing Chinese-purchased 
STIX missiles at their end of the Strait of Hormuz? 


4 I don't have anything on that. 


Q When does the Administration plan to notify 
Congress on the sale of a squadron of F-16s to Bahrain? 
Anything on that? 


a) Let me cover two questions. First, we notified 
Congress Wednesday, yesterday, of the intention of th: FMC 
Corporation to sell to Saudi Arabia 200 Bradley fighting 
vehicles. This would be a direct commercial sale, but requires 
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a State Department license. The details of that sale remain to 
be negotiated between the commercial supplier and Saudi Arabia, 
so I don't have numbers to offer. 


Beyond that, we have notified Congress informally -- 
informally -- in line with standard procedures on FMS sales of 
our intention to make other arms sales. But in this case the 
details have to remain classified until formal notifications to 
Congress are made. And that's the best I can do on any other 
questions. 


Q And that was done as well yesterday, as far as 
Bahrain? 


A I didn't specify another country, but I'd have to 
check and see if that was done yesterday. We have notified 
Congress informally in that case. 

(TO STAFF) Was it done yesterday? 

MRS. OAKLEY: Day before. 

MR. REDMAN: Day before yesterday. 

Q Beyond the realm of sales, do you also intend to 


ask Congress to permit Jordan to allow its Hawk missiles to go 
mobile? 


- You're asking me if we do? 
Q Yes. If you do intend to ask the Congress for 
permission? 


6 I just don't have anything on that. 


Q On another subject, Chuck, on Cuba, does the 
failure to replace the head of the Interests Section -- does 
that indicate a further downgrading of the U.S.-Cuban 
relationship, such as it is? 


ia First, let me start by saying that the Head of 
the U.S. Interests Section in Havana, Mr. Curtis Kamman, has 
been reassigned to the Department of State as Deputy assistant 
Secretary in the Bureau of Intelligence and Research. He's 
expected to leave his present assignment at the end of 
January. After his departure, John M. Joyce will serve as 
Acting Principal Officer in the U.S. Interests Section in 
Havana. 


As to the reasons why he's coming back at this time, I 
can't go into personnel decisions, I'm told. But on the state 
of the relationship with Cuba, U.S.-Cuban relations 
deteriorated with the Cuban abandonment of the Mariel Agreement 
in May of 1985. 
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You know that the United States held meetings with the 
Cuban Government in Mexico City last summer in an attempt to 
resolve some bilateral issues and restore the agreement, but 
found the Cubans unreceptive. So that's where we stand. 


How about the Cuban cutting off of U.S. charter 
flights last month. Is that also an issue of contention? 


A [ don't have anything on that. 


Q You said that somebody will be the acting head. 
Will there be a permanent replacement? 


i) There is a position there, and eventually it will 
be filled. I don't have the timing on that. 


Q It's not for political reasons it's not being 
filled, but for personnel reasons at this juncture? 


a) As I said, I can't go into the rationale behind 
these kinds of personnel decisions. 


Q Relations have not been downgraded? 


” We have an acting head of our I[nterests Section, 
and that's normal under reassignment procedures; but I 
described the state of the relationship which has in fact 
deteriorated since May of 1985 when the Cubans reneged or 
pulled out of the Mariel Agreement. 


Q Chuck, do you have any words to offer on the 
reason or purpose for Peggy Say's visit to the State Department 
and with whom she's meeting? 


io) No. I don't. 


Q What can you tell us about the Ecuador meeting -- 
the Ecuadoran Foreign Minister and the Secretary? 


a This meeting is an opportunity for the Secretary 
and the new Foreign Minister to discuss topics of mutual 
interest prior to the Foreign Minister's return to Ecuador = 
some of you may know, Foreign Minister Garcia Velasco was 
Ecuador's Ambassador to the OAS, so he was already here in 
Washington. This meeting was scheduled prior to the hostage 
incident 


Q Chuck, for more than three years the State 
Department told us, told anybody who asked, that the United 
States would not ask Kuwait to release the 17 terrorists. Now 
we learn the President's recently resigned National Security 
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Adviser did that on his own. What does that do to the State 
Department, and how does this institution feel about the 
surfacing of that information? 


A Again, I can't respond to those kinds of specific 
questions. I could only refer you to the record in recent 
weeks where we have reiterated our position on the question 
that you pose, and part of that policy is that we will not 
encourage any third governments to give in to terrorist demands. 


Q Doesn't that have a hollow ring in light of these 
revelations? 

A All I can say is that that is our policy. It's 
the policy we are making clear to friends, allies, and anyone 
else -- that that is the policy the United States Government 
intends to pursue. 

Q Can you confirm that the State Department never 
asked Kuwait -- the State Department never asked Kuwait -- to 


consider releasing the prisoners? 


A Once again, when you start going into these kinds 
of detailed questions, on this particular subject on which a 
total record is being compiled, I[ just prefer not to go into 
individual questions 


Q The State Department -- you can't even confirm at 
this point that the State Department - 


“ I'm not saying I can't I'm just saying because 
it falls into that category, [ just prefer not to. 


Q Did Shultz send a messace of some kind to that 
country about this in December? Last month? 


qa Again, that's the same kind of detail. I can 
only say in general terms that there's no question that that 
government as well es other governments involved understand 
fully what our position is. 


Q Do you have words on the status of Mohammad @Ali 
Hamadei's extradition case? 


5 I don't have any further details. You'd he 'e to 
ilk to German authorities to see exactly where that stands. 
Extradition is a complicated judicial procedure and takes 
time. This process has now begun, and we are confident that it 
will continue in accordance with West German law and our 
extradition treaty with the Federal Republic. 
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Q Chuck, this may have come up earlier in the 
briefing, but do you have any view on whether Soviet-—defected 
artists like Baryshnikov should perform in the Soviet Union as 
they've apparently been invited to? 


a Do I have any view? 

Q Does the State Department have any view? 

A Not that [ know of. 

Q Should they accept or not? 

44 [I'm not sure why we should have a view on that. 
Q That's a U.S.-Soviet relations question. Do you 


think they should go back to the Soviet Union and perform? 


4 It seems to me that's a question for the 
individuals involved. We have a cultural exchange arrangement 
with the Soviet Union, so that there are a number of programs 
that are pursued government-to-government. On those I might be 
able to get you some reaction. 


Q Anything on Whitehead's travel plans yet? 


A No, I don't. I expect something soon, but I just 
don't have it today. 


Q Thank you, Chuck. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD'S 
TRIP TO EASTERN EUROPE 
TUESDAY, JANUARY 27, 1987, 3:05 P.M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT: I understand you 
were prepared to do this on Monday, but 


MODERATOR: -- none of you guys showed up. 
VOICE: We weren't here. (Laughter) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT: I was ready to do 
it, but they said there were three guys down here. Anyhow, [ 
don't have a statement. The trip is the second traunch of 
activity by the Deputy Secretary following up on the 
Secretary's request to him to take a special interest in 
Eastern Europe. He was in Hungary, Yugoslovia, and Romania 
late last year; he is now going t« three more countries, Poland 


First, from tomorrow until Saturday -- I guess that's January 
28 through January 31]; Czechoslovakia from January 31 through 
February 3 -- [ think that's right; and then Sofia from 


February 3 through February 6. He will go on February 6 to 
Brussels where he will consult with some of our NATO Allies, 
and then he will be home on February 7. 


The purpose of the trip, in terms of specifics, is one 
part familiarization. He will be taking opportunities, what 
opportunities his schedule allows -- and we cried to build some 
of these into the schedule for us to get a sense of the 
countries to express our interest in these countries as 
countries Second, he will be reviewing with them bilateral 
relations and discussing multilateral topics of mutual 
interest. Third, we'll see what comes out of it in the course 
of this review, to try to identify ways that you can move 
forward in relations with each country. 


The countries are all very different -- that's true of 
East Europe, in general. Our relations with them are at 
different kinds of levels of intensity; the agendas are 
different sizes and different compositions, so we'll be trying 
to pick out things that you can do in order to move forward in 
the months ahead. 


Q What can you pick out with Poland? 


a With Poland? 





. 
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Q Yes. 


A Our objective in relations with Poland in recent 
years has been to use what leverage we have, to use what 
interest the Poles have in relations with us to encourage, 
first of all, the release of political prisoners, and second, a 
dialogue pointed toward a genuine national reconciliation 
between the government and society, forces in society. That 
continues to be the way we approach the relationship. 


We took the amnesty, which was announced last September, 
seriously; considered it a significant step. And in the 
aftermath of that, we decided to reengage official dialogue 
with the Polish Government. We have made clear throughout this 
process, as we began this process, that our capacity to foresee 
is going to depend on our evaluation of how well they are 
keeping to their own preference, their own stated preference 
for dealing with dissent through dialogue rather than through 
arrests, and pursuing national reconciliation. 


So that's going to be one of the things that the 
Deputy Secretary is going to be seeking. He's going to be 
seeking sort of an on-the-spot sense of where the situation is 
on these points in Poland. Now, the kinds of things that we 
have identified with them to do include things like going back 
to the Poznan Fair -- perhaps renegotiating a science and 
technology agreement; we haven't had one since 1981. Getting 
some of the bilateral economic mechanisms back working. As 
with all of these countries there is a council and a 
commission. The council, private; on our side the commission, 
government-—to-government. And so we're talking about how to 
set those things in motion. Those are the examples of the 
kinds of things he will be doing with Poland. 


Q Could you go through the other countries in the 
same way, please? 


A Well, it's a shorter list, but examples 
(laughter) -- With Bulgaria, with both countries, we've made a 
little progress in recent months on this kind of small step. 
With Bulgaria we've developed some, what we consider some 
promising cooperation in the field of narcotics, or working 
against narcotics. For an extended period, they had barriers 
out in front of our Embassy in Sofia which kept people out of 
the Embassy -- served as a deterrent to people wanting to come 
into the Embassy and use the library, and look at the wall 
voards there. They have not removed all those barriers. 


They are interested in setting up, once again, a 
council, this busines: council, which previously existed which 
kind of fell on hard times, and they are interested in getting 
that going. And then we're encouraging the private American 
businesses who show an interest in that to participate. So 
those are examples of the kinds of things you do with Bulgaria. 





With Czechoslovakia -- 


Q Before you leave Bulgaria, what about the issue 
of Bulgarianization of ethnic Turkish Muslims? 


A Human rights are things that we raise with all 
three countries, and it's one of the strong points that we're 
going to be making, with human rights. As with the Soviet 
Union, indeed as on a world-wide basis, it's not kind of the 
frills of American foreign policy, it's sort of imbedded in 
American foreign policy. [t's a constituent part. So as we, 
in (inaudible), would like to move forward with these 
countries, they've got to realize that human rights are deep 
and sustained American interests. 


Now, when you come to Bulgaria -- with most of these 
countries, you have a problem of family reunification. We will 
be talking about cases of family reunification. With Bulgaria 
there is a problem of what we consider the forced assimilation 
of ethnic Turks. It is something that we have talked to the 
Bulgarians about; we will continue to talk to the Bulgarians 
about. We are not seeking scandal, we are not seeking to 
provoke -- and there are profound differences between the two 
countries in the way they approach the issue. I mean from the 
Bulgarian point of view, there are no Turks in the country; 
there are Bulgarian Muslims who decided suddenly, 
spontaneously, to change their names We find that 
implausible. So this is one of the issues that we will talk to 
them about, as we have in the past. 





Q Can you go back to Poland for just a second? 
What is the status of the U.S. position on financing for Polish 
debt and financing -- you know, generally speaking the position 





on loans to the Government of Poland, and so on? Where does 
that stand at the moment, and is that part of any kind of list 
of improvement that you have under consideration? 


A [It's clearly part of the dialogue, because it's 
traditionally been an important part of the relationship, and 
it's something that the Poles are interested in getting 
economic cooperation going, and these financial issues are key 
elements of it. 


Our position is that we are not going to have a 
negative position toward economic decisions of interest to 
Poland for political reasons. In other words, there is no 
political negative, automatic politicai negative, when we 
consider these decisions. 


We're going to be looking at such decisions on their 
economic and financial merit. In many cases that's not going 
to be very promising in terms of concrete positives, because 
the economic and financial merits in many cases are quite 
bleak. I mean, Poland is in quite a difficult situation with 
this enormous debt that they're having trouble financing, 
repaying even the interest. 











Q Are you saying, therefore, that the sanctions 
that were imposed in terms of loan systems and support for 
international financing -- 


“ There are two sanctions outstanding. 
Q Right. 
3) Two. One is the suspension of 


most-favored-nation status. The other is prohibition on 
official U.S. Government credits to Poland. 


Q So that's got nothing to do with helping with 
financing from private banks 


a No. It doesn't have to do with the private 
banks, and it doesn't in principle have to do with IMF. 


Q What about IMF since now they're a part of it and 
they weren't before? 


i) What applies there is no automatic political 
negative. In other words, you will consider Polish requests 
and Polish interests in an IMF program on their economic and 
financial merits. [That's going to be difficult. The Poles are 
interested in an IMF program, but they are very cautious in 
their interest, as I think probably they ought to be, given the 
difficulties of their economic situation and what the IMF 
generally requires for standby programs. 


Q But the sanctions, in terms of official credits, 
and reconsidering -- 


“ You're really talking about Ex-Im credits. 


Q That's hard to understand. Do you mean you're 
eschewing the former policy? Because these sanctions were put 
on for political reasons, but you're saying that if nothing 
further political happens, then we are not applying political -- 


Q Are we talking about the same -- 


4 I don't think you're talking about the same 
thing. You're not talking about the sanctions 


Q That was not done for political reasons? 

A They were not part of IMF. 

Q No. But, I mean, our suspension of their 
most-favored-nation -- wasn't that done for political reasons? 


A Oh, indeed, but we're not talking about that. 
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Q Oh, you're talking about -- 


a We're talking about the International Monetary 
Fund and other things. 


Q And now you're talking about -- you're now 
talking about further things, but you can't say that there 
won't be political considerations in our further decision. 


A No. There's certainly political considerations 
in our consideration of the two remaining sanctions. 


Q Are you going to rescind those? 


(Many voices at once) 


Q Do you expect to discuss the trouble of the 
sanction? 

A We certainly do, because the Poles -- 

Q Do you see any chance of removing them, and -- 

a We have the question under review, in other 


words, but it's in the context of this process of moving 
forward on these various steps to re-engage dialogue. 


Q But if I were a Pole, saying to you how far do we 
have to move forward -- the amnesty, the -- I mean, we've moved 
Forward. 

a) That's right. 

Q How far do we have to go before you then will -- 


I mean, this is going to be under review. One would think that 
almost Whitehead's trip is some kind of a watershed, but is 
that an incorrect perception that the sancticns can be resolved 
at this point? 


4 No. The U.S. Government is anc will continue to 
review the question of sanctions in part of this process. The 
Deputy Secretary's trip is also part of the process, and what 
he's going to do while he's there is to get tnis on-the-spot 
sense of what the Polish situation is, and be's going to 
conduct a high-level review of relations wich senior Polish 
Government officials. Then he's going to come back, and 
naturally that is also going to feed into our consideration of 
the question of what's in sanctions. 


Q But are you this far from it, or, [I mean, is it 
within weeks or months, or how long would you say? 


fs) I don't have a judgment. I can't make a 
prediction. 
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Q But what percentage of the -- how much weight 
does Whitehead's trip and his evaluation, his high-level 
on-the-spot evaluation, have in the process of reviewing the 
two remaining sanctions? 


a Ralph, it's very hard to tell, because it's quite 
a controversial question. I mean, you can't assign weights and 
measures. You can't predict how much weight. Since he is a 
very senior official and he will be fresh and he will have 
talked to people from across the spectrum in Poland, I would 
think it would have some importance. But it's unlikely to 
convince everyone. 


Q What about the exchange of Ambassadors? 


A Once again, that you can foresee if this process 
of re-engaging dialogue continues. But I have to point out 
that it is something that the Polish side made an issue of, so 
it's sort of something that's kind of up to the Polish side to 
take the initiative on. 


Q Has anybody been offered -- has a name been 
offered to Warsaw? 


a No. 


Q Then how can they make any progress on that until 
a name is offered? 


a) They haven't offered one of theirs. In other 
words, it's up to them, because they were the ones who made an 
issue of it. 


Q You've talked about re-engaging and 
reconciliation and treatment of political prisoners, but what 
are some specifics that you're looking at from Poland for them 
to do? Are there any? Are there areas of things? I mean, 
reconciliation is such a vague -- 


a You run into a problem, an institutional and sort 
of conceptual problem, and it's a problem for the Poles, just 
as it's a problem for us. We're very far away, and it's very 
hard for this government to set out benchmarks or conditions as 
to what constitutes genuine national reconciliation in what is, 
after all, a fluid and a moving situation. 


So what we say is that our ability to pursue this 
process, what I said before, will depend on our judgment or our 
evaluation. That's frustrating, because it doesn't tell the 
Poles if you do such and such, and such and such, then we will 
do such and such, and such and such, and perhaps it's a little 
unfair. 

But I think it is accurate. I mean, I think that is 
the way to do it, because [ think setting out specific things 
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that will constitute this -- first of all, it might well be 
inaccurate, and, in second, it looks like dictation. I mean, 
it looks like the very kind of dictation that they say they 
don't like, and that they don't like. They really are not very 
comfortable with us telling them about this will depend on our 
evaluation. 


For many years, almost all of the high-level 
attention i*. ©astern Europe has been focused on Romania, 
Yugoslavie, and Hungary. Do you know how many years it's been 
since there has been a senior level American representative who 
has visited one or all of these three countries on the Deputy 
Secretary's itinerary? 


A Ambassador Ridgway -- Assistant Secretary Ridgway 
was in Czechoslovakia and in Bulgaria last year. 


I don't have the figures. What I know is that the 
last Secretary of State to visit either Czechoslovakia or 
Bulgaria was Secretary Rogers in 1973, to Czechoslovakia. 


I think it's correct to say that there has never been 
a Secretary of State who has visited Bulgaria. So it is the 
most in many years. 


How many political prisoners do you calculate 
there still are in Polish jails? 


A The definition of “political prisoners" is very 
difficult to come by because I think most observers believe 
that the Poles have been pretty good in their commitment to 
release all political prisoners, in a strict sense. But there 
is a group of people, and the numbers vary -- but it's a 
handful; it's around a dozen -- of people who are under arrest 
or under detention for crimes which are not officially 
political but which appear to many to be politically motivated. 


We are concerned about those people, too. But we have 
not made the judgment that having those people under arrest are 
in detention -- it constitutes a breaking of the amnesty. So 
it's a genuine concern. 


Q To what extent will Whitehead meet with 
dissidents -- leaders of dissident movements or perhaps 
underground dissidents as well during this trip? 


A Ralph, [I'm not going to get into that. He's 
going to meet with all the significant segments of the 
societies that we can get to in these countries. [t's easier 
in some countries then in others. But I'm not going to say who 
he's going to meet nor do I want to at this point because the 
schedule is not ‘ixed. 


Q What time is he actually leaving today? 











dikes 


A Eight o'clock; around 8:00. 


Q If we limit it to Poland, can you be anymore 
specific? 


A I don't want to say because the schedule -- he 
will meet with authoritative senior officials in each country. 


Q Could you go back to the IMF again. This is 
already giving Poland sort of a passing grade because, for 
instance, we're not treating them the way we're treating Chile, 
where a political measurement has to be passed there as well as 
the economic test. 


You're saying we're only going to make an economic 
test on Poland, so that, in a sense, says that you think you 
have already come out to some a passable degree. 


A [I don't know if it says that or not. I think 
there's some hesitation. I don't know much about Chile, so I 
can't speak to that. But I know -- 


Q You're not going to apply a political test? 


I The IMF doesn't like it, and I think we, as a 
government, don't like political tests. We may do it in the 
case of Chile. But [ think probably that bridge was crossed 
when we abstained on Polish admission to the IMF rather than 
that. 


Q Are you sort of saying basically that the State 
Department is a little bit ahead on feeling that Poland has 
made progress and say, the Hill, because they're the ones on -- 
in terms of persuading them to go along with Most-Favored- 
Nation Status? 


A Annie, you know, it's a big spectrum, and I 
wouldn't say the State Department is ahead. The State 
Department likes to be in the middle. (Laughter) 


There are many, many people who think Poland has made 
progress. Our sense is that the majority of people out there 
believe the sanctions ought to be lifted. But there are also 
many, many people who are strongly against it. It's a 
genuinely controversial question, and [I think that's true on 
the Hill. 


Q How do you decide then? If I say to you, when do 
you decide that the time is right to remove the sanctions? 


A The commitment is to address them now. We are 
addressing them. 


Q Is it your feeling that even if the sanctions are 
lifted, it'll do anything for Poland economically or meet any 
expectations they have? 
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i) Well, it certainly won't be manna from heaven. I 
think their expectations are probably becoming more realistic 
because it's certainly not going to open the gates of heaven; 
to name a famous Polish novel -- “Gates of Paradise" -- and 
shower new resources on Poland. Either the restoration of MFN 
or the restoration of eligibility for official credits, that 
doesn't guarantee official credits in these days. 


On the other hand, I think that they may feel that it 
will have some positive impact on the attitudes of other 
financial resources toward them. 


Q Why can't we get some notion of whether he's 
going to meet with Solidarity leaders or with Charter 77 
people? Surely, if you have arranged that sort of thing, the 
security forces in the countries know about it. Why keep it a 
secret from us? 


4 Because if he doesn't, I don't want to face the 
headline, “Whitehead slapped in the face by the Polish 
authorities," or "X refuses to meet Whitehead," and that still 
may happen. As you know, the schedule is still being worked 
out. 


Q Can you quickly go through the issues in 
Czechoslovakia? 

A The issues in Czechoslovakia? 

Q Yes, you've gone through now Poland and Bulgaria 


but you never got to -- 


A In all of these countries, we would like to talk 
about terrorism. We'd like to talk about human rights. We'd 
like, to the extent pertinent, to talk about narcotics. Those 
are international issues which relate more or less to each 
country. 


In Czechoslovakia, you have very serious human rights 
problems which we're going to talk to them about. You have 
questions of the level of dialogue. In other words, the ways 
in which we talk to each other about various issues. They're 
the kind of restrictions we feel in Czechoslovakia. 


The Czechs are interested in moving forward in 
economic relations. Both Bulgaria and Czechoslovakia feel that 
it's unfair fur them not to have Most-Favored-Nation Status. 


We have made a little bit of progress in 
Czechoslovakia in the sense that we've set up two groups to 
talk about various kinds of issues which had their first 
meeting last week at the expert. Nothing grandiose. 


Q What's the price of MFN status? 
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fa) A whole different relationship. @ much better 
relationship. it's way premature, but we're not naming the 
price. 


Q On narcotics, apart from sort of generally 
talking about narcotics -- 


A I'm going to break, because we're getting into 
more and more detail and I have to be somewhere at 3:30. 


(Background briefing concluded at 3:25 p.m.) 








THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 








BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTALS 
January 27, 1987 


The Briefing Room 





7:03 P.M. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: Now that we have Silence, your briefers 
will bé known as administration officials -- S@nior administration 


officials. We have with us Ambassador-designate [mm who is 
serving in his outgoing capacity as the “ite -- Gia . 


=. and a person involved in domestic policy. Following hi 
will be , who is the Simaeeeeem -- 


MR. HOWARD: Gm is next. 


MR. SPEAKES: -- QR is next. Sa , who is the 
le which is close enough. And he will 
be able to follow @™® and brief on certain aspects of the program that 
@® will not -- domestic. And then, GEMm «i111 follow next. 


He is the to the 
and he will brief on foreign affairs. 





Anybody troubled by anything? There are two seats on 
that side, if someone would like to be seated. 


Okay, with that, I'll turn you Over to@™®, senior 
administration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thanks. It's late and 
I'll try to get through this as quickly as I Can. The -- you can't 
read the speech without talking about the legislative package. It's 
the -- what's called "The Quest For Excellence." [t's a combination 
of both a report to the Congress on administrative things -- actions 
that we're going to take, and it's also the legislative proposals 
that we have. It runs some 43 pages, and legal size sheets. It -- 
as I say, the speech is short, the speech is thematic, the speech 
sets a tone. The speech is to try to talk to the American people and 
the Congress about how the President sees where we were, where we 
are, where we will be. But there's no way in the 30-minute speech, 
especially if interrupted with even a normal amount of applause, that 
you can cover what's in the 43 pages. 


So when the President goes tonight and hands, as he 
always does in an envelope, an envelope to the Speaker and to the 
Vice President, it will contain both the spe€Ch and the "Quest For 
Excellence" package. What I thought we'd do tonight is try to divide 
this thing up. I will talk tonight about the “Quest For Excellence" 
package, what it is, to go over it quickly and then answer any 
guestions you have. I'll also talk a little bit about the 
agriculture proposals which don't fit into the "Quest For Excellence" 
package. 


Wi. will talk about the non-economic domestic 
initiatives, and Quy will talk about the NSC portion 
of the speech and the legislative package. 


What we're proposing tonight, what the President is 
proposing tonight is a package dealing with the competitive position 
of the United States in all its forms. ThiS COmponent of the 
legislative message and of the speech has Six Major goals, six major 
sections, 43 initiatives. It's been under the work for about nine 
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months of the Economic Policy Council with all the major Cabinet 
secretaries participating. It's taken us about nine months to put 
together. 


It has six major goals. Let me run through them quickly 
for you, and obviously I'm not going to read off 43 initiatives. Let 
me highlight a handful of them and then answer any questions. One, 
we want to increase investment in human and intellectual capital; 
two, we want to promote the development of science and technology; 
three, we want to better protect intellectual property; four, we want 
to enact essential, legal, and regulatory reforms; five, we want to 
shape the international economic environment; and six, we want to 
reduce the budget deficit. 


The point of it all is not so much what's happening in 
the next two years, but looking toward the year 2000 and the 2lst 
century. What the President is basically going to say tonight is 
that we're either going to soar into the 2lst century, or we're going 
to slump our way into the 2lst century. And the choices have to be 
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made in the next couple of years. The President recognizes that the 
program can't even hope to be finished within the next two years. 
What he's trying to do is to set the dialogue that will go on beyond 
-- well into the 90's and hope that the program can be continued 
through the 90's. 


Let me just tuuch the highpoints of these things. As I 
Say, there is no way I can go through 43 parts. In terms of 
intellectual and human capital, it's the basic building blocks of 
what we have in this country. We ve discovered that our kids are not 
learning well, that 40 percent of our l3-year-olds can't read or they 
are reading well below their age level. Only about three quarters of 
our high school kids graduate on time. Our SAT scores are way below 
the levels they were in the mid-50's. 


What he's going to do is one -- first of all, he's 
instructing Secretary Bennett to continue the work that's being done 
in the education department -- books that came out, “What Works", the 
report released a week ago about Japanese education in contrasting 
with ours. 


We want to focus on basic values in the high school. We 
don't want kids to graduate from high school without four years of 
English, and three years of math, and three years of science, three 
years of social science -- be proficient in computers. We want to 
renew of efforts on the ‘Jisadvantaged youth. We're going to ask for 
reauthorization of chapters one and two of the Educational 
Consolidation Act. We want to make sure that more money is paid to 
teachers. There were 55 percent of the nations educational budget 
paid to teachers in 1955, and in spite of the soaring amount, only 41 
percent were paid in 1985. The promblem is not so much big education 
budget but more money for teachers. We're way behind some of our 
competitive countries. 


We want -- the President -- I'm going very fast now but I 
want to get over -- there's a whole education program dealing with 
what our kids have to know to survive in the 2lst century. And while 
education is a matter for the states, we hope, and we're going to try 
to see that the Department of Education encourages the development of 
higher standards, better teachers and make our kids better able to 
compete. 


The next part has to do with workers. We've discovered 
that more and more workers are being displaced -- not so much from 
imports -- there is some of that, but mainly most people are 
displaced by changing industries. Industries that are modernizing, 
machinery and industries, industries that are changing. And if those 
who read the tea leaves of the future are right, it's going to 
continue more, not less, well into the 90's and toward the 21st 
century. 


Tonight the President will propose a new $1 billion -- 
sorry, yes, $1 biliion Worker Adjustment Program that will help an 
estimated 700,000 dislocated workers, triple the number served under 
existing programs across the board covering everything from big city 
workers to farmers. The program will offer counseling, job search 
assistance, and provide training and adjustment opportunities before 
unemployment benefits go out. 


The President will also propose an $800 million -- this 
in addition to the $l billion -- combination JTPA/AFDC, Job Training 
Partership Act and Families With Dependent Children. This is an $800 
million program that, hopefully, will hit 500,000 teen parents and 
other disadvantaged youth to help them get jobs. He will also 
propose a new program call GROW -- 
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Greater Opportunities to Work that are specifically designed for 
teenage parents to help them complete their education so that they 
Can get better jobs. 


He will instruct the Secretary «f Labor to work on 
pension systems to see that there is grezt:e: mobility of those who 
move through the work force and tiiat tney can take their pensions 
with them. Basically, greater mobility of pensions. 


On science and technology, a whole raft of things. He 
wants to -- he will propose tonight establishing a number of 
university-based interdisciplinary science and technology centers -- 
the idea being to exchange the information that is developed in 
academia and in the labs that never gets to the private sector, never 
gets to our commercial sector. And these centers will deal with such 
things as robotics and automated manufacturing microelectronics, new 
materials, combustion biotechnology. He will propose doubling the 
National Science Foundation's budget over the next five years. He 
will direct Agriculture, Commerce, Energy, HHS, and NASA to initiate 
a new technology share program in which it will be the stress of that 
program to make sure that what is developed in the United States 
government-sponsored projects get out into industry. 


He will propose initiating tonight a people-to-people 
exchange program in which scientists and engineers from the federal 
laboratories will take jobs in the private sector and the same with 
academics who are studying these competitive -- at the cutting edge 
of competitiveness, and vice versa -- people from business going into 
the laboratories and into academia. 


He will issue an Executive Order tonight -- I don't want 
to run through all the details -- but basically improving industry 
access to all federal science and technology enterprise. There's a 
whole -- there's about five or six things. Part of that, for 
example, the Department of State is being ordered to develop a 
recruitment program that will take our scientists and engineers and 
put them in our embassies abroad so that they can study what our 
competitors are doing, and a good interchange of knowledge. 


Let me move on. We are looking to stabilize the 
Situation for business because there have been changing rules 
regarding research and development. Section 861 of the Tax Code -- 
the R & D tax credit. What the President is proposing is a stability 
of the rules so that business can adjust. In other words, what we're 
doing is enhancing stability of all the rules -that govern R & D, both 
the expenses in the accounting and tax treatment thereof. 


He is directing the National Science Foundation and all 
other federal agencies to work with the Education and State 
Departments and state and local governments to make sure that our 
Students have the basic scientific literacy they need to compete in 
the 2lst century. 


He will ask for a 12 percent increase in basic R & D in 
the budget tonight, including a nearly 4 percent increase in basic 
research. There is a whole raft that you will find in the Quest for 
Excellence package of all the projects that that is directed to. 


He will direct the Department of Defense, who by the way 
whose R & D budget 


MORE 











has increased more than 17 percent -- will increase more than 17 
percent this year to accelerate their spinoff efforts -- no more 
keeping it in the laboratories and getting it out into basic 
business. 


In terms of better protecting intellectual property, the 
third goal, I don't want to run through all of these things in too 
much detail, but it relates to patent law, patent technology, 
amending the Clayton Anti-trust Act so we could have a flexible 
standard of review in these cases involving intellectual property 
licensing arrangements down the line, basically the Anti-trust Act 
and intellectual properties. 


He will issue an executive order so that business that 
must come forth under the Freedom of Information Act can better 
protect items of confidentiality that basically give them their 
competitive advantage. We don't want to destroy American business 
because of the Freedom of Information Act of commercial information 
that they must submit under it. 


He's directing the patent and trademark office to make -- 
to open up its technology file of U.S. patents and English language 
abstracts of Japanese and European patents. 


He will seek legislation so that we can conform to the 
rest of the world in terms of the copyright law and join the Byrne 
Convention, which 67 countries are governed under. 


In terms of lega! and regulatory reforms, the President 
will again submit reform of product liability insurance and expand 
that and push for it. He will propose statutory changes in our 
anti-trust laws, basically reflecting the condition of the world 
today, amending Section 7 of the Clayton Act -- the package that we 
Submitted last year, fundamentally. 


He is directing the relevant Cabinet departments, 
primarily Commerce and Defense, to take a thorough review of the 
export controls program and have available to him recommendations by 
early March of this year to decontrol technologies which offer no 
serious threat to U.S. security, basically to allow our companies 
participate in markets that we've lost because of the export control 
laws frankly to our allies who have come in and seized those markets. 


He's asking Vice President Bush to revitalize his task 
force on regulatory reform and to take a fresh look at the federal 
regulatory structure. That has begun and he's asking for constant 
reports as part of that. We will seek competitive financial service, 
deregulation; in other words, a continuation of our financial 
services deregulation. 


We're going to ask for full deregulation of natural gas. 
We will ask foc further deregulation of the trucking industry and 
will oppose all efforts to reregulate air, trucking and rail 
transportation. 


He's also proposing statutory changes in the ERISA Act of 
1974 relating to the private pension system, so that workers can be 
better protected. 


In terms of the international environment -- I'm going 
fast now, but I just sort of want to touch this -- he's asking 
Secretary Baker to intensify and accelerate the economic and monetary 
cooperation that started in the past year, especially at Tokyo, on a 
global scale. He wants them to pursue -- see if some way he can 
reignite growth and recapture market loss as a result of the LDC debt 
Crisis. Last year we asked for $100 million as a war chest to 
attack foreign predatory financing practices. We used it up. We're 
going back and asking for another $200 million. 


He's asked us to continue fighting unfair trade acts -- 
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actions and to keep it up in utilizing our -- the trade laws that 
exist. 


He is asking for a revision to clarify all the 
ambiguities in the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, which our 
international businesses have told us -- put us at a tremendous 
disadvantage. We want to conform to the rest of the world. 


And we wiil, as part of this competitiveness package, 


introduce our own trade proposals for the first time to be sent up 
shortly to the Hill. We will work with the Congress and, 
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hopefully in a bipartisan way. They are basically changes that we 
all know that are needed both in the anti-dumping countervailing duty 
laws in the 201 section and 301 section. For those who followed this 
carefully, I commend your attention to the page that covers this, 
because we are asking for the first time to include in 301 cases 
establishing reciprocal access to foreign markets. In other words, 
we are willing to allow the President to consider reciprocity in 
determining the solution to 301 cases. I know that's pretty arcane, 
but I know some of my friends out there follow that stuff. 


In terms of controlling federal spending, the President 
will adhere to the commitment that he believes the Congress and he 
made to the American people. He wants the $108 billion deficit 
target met. He wants the timetabie adhered to -- the $108 billion in 
Fiscal '88. He doesn't want any new taxes, and he will ask for a 
balanced budget~ amendment and the line-item veto. He will also 
promise to send up to Congress in the relatively near future a series 
of reform proposals on the budget process itself. 


That, basically, is a very once-over lightly on the 
"Excelience” package. Let me just touch briefly on agriculture. The 
President will send up shortly -- the administration will send up 
shortly proposals building on the Farm Act of 1985. Essentially the 
thrust there will be, one, to give the Secretary of Ag.iiculture 
greater flexibility in reducing target prices another five percent; 
to go ahead with the decoupling proposal -- that is, in the past, we 
have paid our farmers for growing stuff and then we've tried to store 
them in bins someplace. We're going to ask to pay the farmers 
without having them grow. In other words, separate the payments from 
the production. 


We will try to, both administratively and legislatively 
improve the system that exists now in terms of payments to farmers 
where some poor farmers don't get what they really need and some 
other farmers walk off with millions and millions of dollars. We 
will try to put a cap on -- of $50,000 on farm income payments, and 
we will have our own sugar proposal. I've tried to do this fast. 
I'll answer any questions you have. 


Q How much will it all cost -- the new proposals? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 
Q How much does it all add up to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I never did that. I 
don't think we've done that yet. I'll have to go back and do it for 
you. 


Q Could you explain in a little bit more detail -- 
maybe I missed this, but I don't think so -- the Right to Life 
legislation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That, my colleague is 
going to cover. All I've been talking about is the economic stuff. 


Sir? 
0 What about the catastrophic care proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague will cover 
that. 


Q What's the difference in your agriculture proposal 
from the old soil bank ideas that were tried and discarded? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically, the 
decoupling proposal is simply one that's come about, Sam, because 
what we've done is created a bigger and bigger and bigger glut in 
those things that we have a surplus of. At least if we have to pay 
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farmers as part of this program, let's pay them but not increase the 
surplus. 


Q As in the old days, are you paying them to take 
their land out of cultivation? They take so much -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We're telling them 
not to plant -- if they want payments for a crop they've grown on, 
we're saying, don't grow that crop, and we will pay you for not 
growing that crop. 


Q They can grow something else on the land? 
Q With regard to the sugar -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 3ut that will affect the 
payments they get, to be technically accurate about that. 


Yes. 

Q The sugar support program -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 

Q -- will it mean a change in the sugar quotas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will be submitting 
legislation on that. Let me not -- I don't want to get into the 
details on that now. 


Q We couldn't hear that question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Question was on the 
Sugar -- when we submit the sugar production, will we change the 
quotas? Wait until the legislation is submitted. 


Q Is the $59,000 a cap on the amount of payment an 
individual farmer can get? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what we are 
proposing. 


Q And what kind -- who is that going to affect? Do 
you have any -- what is the focus of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the point of it 
was -- we have cases where farmers all across the country, someone 
getting $2 million, $4 million, $8 million, $10 million -- one farmer 
$12 million, and that's not what the program was designed to do, and 
there's got to be a way to make it more equitable and make sure that 
farmers get what they need. 


Q Where was the $12 million farmer, and what was he 
growing? 

Q What wasn't he growing? Everything. 

Q Wasn't growing anything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was in a western 
state, Andrea. 


Q On the farm thing, have you costed out what your 
changes would do in terms of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure my colleague 
has -- I don't have that number. 


Q And on the stability on R & D, does that require -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Stability? Yes, well -- 
oh, I see what you mean, about the changes in the rules? Right. 


Q -- does that require an amendment to the tax code? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not necessarily. 
There's rule-making regarding Section 861, and that's what it 
basically regards. 


Q You're not proposing any change to the tax law? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We've said that 
before. Secretary Baker said that we don't plan any major revisions 
to the tax law, excepting technical corrections. There will be 
technical corrections. In the writing of the law last year, there 
were a lot of relatively small things that are meaningful. There's 
one that came to our attention regarding estates. I mean, that kind 
of stuff will be corrected. They will really be technical 
corrections. It won't be a rewriting of the law. 


-- encouragement of spin-off in some of the other 
technology enhancement programs going to run flat up against the 
whole export control act surge coming out of the Defense Department? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Well, that's exactly why 
the President has directed the Defense Department, working with the 
Commerce Department and others, to re-look at that entire thing and 
come back to him with plans that will still keep our national 
security, but -- 


Q But you haven't resolved that yet. I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He wants a report 
back by March lst. To be honest with you, it's a program that's 
going on now. It's gone on for quite a while. The President wants 
it accelerated and completed by early March. I shouldn't have said 
March lst -- early March. 


Q On international trade, wiiat prompted the decision 
to include a reference to the Canada-U.S. free trade pact in this 
particular speech? And is there a fear that those talks are 
floundering right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What -- no, the 
talks aren't foundering. It's just -- what prompted it was the 
President prompted it. He feels very strongly about it, he would 
like to see it completed, but it's got to be completed on a free and 
fair basis. Those talks are not foundering. In fact, we had a 
report this morning in the EPC. There are about eight sub-groups or 
nine sub-groups working on them, and basically they're all going 
pretty well. The President just feels very strongly about them. 


Q How detailed is the outlay for the funding for 
five-fold increase for the National Science Foundation? And is any 
of this technology-sharing and university-based research centers 
aimed specifically at AIDS research? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't heard -- let 
me take the last part first. I haven't heard it directed at any AIDS 
research in particular. And the first part of your question was -- 

Q How specific -=- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The five-fold doubling 


of the -- 
Q -- is the proposal for the five-fold increase? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's specific. It's in 
the -- you know, it's been talked about, and it's in the long-range 
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budget plans. So it's there. 


Q Can you give us some idea, dollar figure, of what 
you're talking about with this competitiveness initiative? I mean, 
just some -- some ballpark figure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't. I really 
can't. But I tell you what I'll do. We'll have to go back and give 
you a number by tomorrow. I can do that. We just -- I mean, we've 
thought of it as all the component parts. As I say, six -- 


Q It's hacd to get an image of what you're talking 
about. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Well, there's a lot of 
new stuff in here, and there's a lot. of resubmission of old stuff. I 
don't have a number in my head, Robin, honestly. I'll have to -- 
I'll get one for you. I just don't have it in my head. 


Q What's the percentage of resubmission of the old 
material? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't figured that 
out, either. 


Q Well, you've got a rough idea of how much stuff was 
submitted before -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't looked at it 
in those terms. I'd have to go back and run through it. 


Q This trade legislation we're talking about, is the 
stuff you detailed prior regarding competitiveness in the trade 
legislation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's all part of the 
competitiveness package. 


Q So the whole trade bill will be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not a trade bill, 
it's a whole competitiveness package of which there are trade 
proposals. 


Q So where is the 301 thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's all part of that. 
That's all part of it. There is a trade section, there are trade law 
-- there is a trade law section of the competitiveness proposal. I 
don't want to impinge too much, so -- 
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Q Do you have any idea of the timing of the special 
messages that will go up on catastrophic and welfare? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just as quickly as we 
can get them out. As quickly as we can get them out. 


Q Well, can you give us any rough -- do you have a 
target? I mean two weeks, two months? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say over the 
next several months you'll have all of them. 


Q What about trade? You also don't have a date? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the actual -- this 
Quest for Excellence will go up tonight. The specific trade 
proposals will be part of that and we will have much more specific 
legislation to work with the Congress in a matter of weeks. I can't 
give you a specific date on that. 


Q Do the changes in 301 -- 


Q Next. No insult. Take no personal offense. 
Q -- mean there will be more problems? 
Q Why don't we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let my colleague come 
on. 


Q Well, she was in the middle of a question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What was the question? 
I'm sorry. 


Q Yes, I was asking if the changes in -- suggested in 
trade will mean more problems with our trading partners? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would hope less. I 


would hope that -- the problem -- some of the problems are that our 
trade laws -- our basic trade laws, were written a long time ago. 
Most of the fundamental trade laws were in 1974; this is 1987 -- it's 


a long time. I think if we can have better laws that enable us to - 
work with our own business community better, I also think we can deal 
with the international community better. 


Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I want to concentrate on 
three of the non -- so-called non-economic domestic policy 
initiatives. The first one, the low income opportunity project, 
which stemmed from the State of the Union speech last year in which 
the President called for an evaluation of the welfare programs and a 
Strategy for restructuring them. That study resulted in several 
recommendations. The first was that we treat welfare as a system 
since we were able to find 59 interrelated means-tested programs in 
the federal government affecting some 50 million people and paying 
out $132 billion ih 1985. That price tag continues to rise. It will 
be about $140 billign this year and the projections of OMB are that 
it will continue to increase. When you look at individual programs, 
some are cut back some go ahead, but the overall welfare system 
increases in size. 


Also as a result of that study, the second recommendation 
was that we do not attempt any more massive top-down solutions to the 
welfare problem unless we are able to test them locally and to show 
that they reduce dependency. When we looked at all of these programs 
and the way they operated, we found that the President was right when 
he said that it was a waste of money -- even more right when he said 
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there was a greater waste of human spirit and potential. And that 
was manifested through all of the testimony we received, particularly 
from people who were on welfare or had been able to get off. 


The next recommendation was that we essentially engage in 
a completely different concept of providing welfare in the United 
States in the future. If you characterize the present system as 
essentially a top-down financing, top-down management system, with 
the federal government supplying most of the money, the federal 
government and the state governments splitting the management, what 
we have proposed to the President, and has accepted, is a new 
national strategy which would continue the top-down financing but 
would invert the decision-making structure as to who is in need, how 
much that need is, what the benefit packages would be, what the 
obligations as a result of those benefits would be, and what the 
opportunities would be for people to reduce dependency. 


At the end of the State of the Union message -- or speech 
-- last year the President scribbled in himself “the true measure of 
a welfare system is how much it reduces the need for welfare and 
makes people independent.” 


So the final recommendation is then that we go forward to 
the Congress, and that is what is going to be announced in the State 
of the Union speech tonight. We will be proposing legislation to the 
Congress to enable us to begin this long-term program of 
demonstrations for restructuring of welfare. It is our -- we 
envision these demonstrations working in such a way that the states 
take ideas from the communities and incorporate those in state 
proposals which they submit to the federal government, and the 
Executive Branch of the federal government would have the authority 
under the waiver legislation we are proposing to Congress to waive 
program rules across and among the programs in conjunction with -- or 
correspondence with the proposed demonstration projects. 


There would be one-stop shopping for the states at the 
federal level. We would encourage the demonstrations to be 
long-term, community-based -- as many of them as we can get into 
operation, and then to take the results of those over an extended 
period of time -- five, ten, fifteen years -- and revamp the federal 
welfare system on the basis of what works. 


Q How many -- 

Q Some communities might have different standards 
under this waiver than other communities as far as dispensing 
top-down funds from the federal treasury. 

SENIOR APMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 

Q How many projects are you envisioning, and how soon? 


Q Good luck. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICiAL: AS Many projects as we 
can get underway. We have had ; 


MORE 




















e122 


nine governors who have sent conceptual proposals to us and one of 
them had seven separate proposals for his state. We'd like to 
encourage as much innovation as possible. In a two month period, 
when we were studying this thing just on the basis of community 
projects, we found 385 self-help projects in 47 states, all of which 
would have fitted into the category that these demonstrations could 
be in. All those or most of them are being done in spite of the 
welfare system, not because of it. And none of them was receiving 
more than 50 percent funding from government at any level. So, we're 
looking for the maximum amount of local innovation, but within the 
existing federal structure. We're not going to go around to the 
states and local governments, as OEO did back in the ‘60s and we're 
not going to continue the top down decision making process, which has 
been principally the motivating force behind the expansion and we 
think the detriment of the welfare system. 


Q So in the near term you could end up with 400 or 500 
separate programs being financed by the federal government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. We rate 


Q -- federal criteria, federal rules? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 
Q Waiver of federal criteria for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you have to 
remember the waiver of federal rules would be on the basis of a 
proposal from the state and that it would have to be in accordance 
with the 10 policy goals which we've included in the "Up From 
Dependency” study that we did for the President. There are general 
policy goais, but they do assure the needs are met as well as 
dependency reduced. 


Q How much money will be allowed for this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They'll be budget 
neutral We'll guarantee that the same amount of money going to that 
locaticn of the demonstration now will continue to go there adjusted 
tor uemographics and cost of living. 


The second one I want to talk about is the drug abuse 
prevention program. It is alive and well, despite commentaries to 
the opposite point of view lately. And the -- it is mentioned in the 
State of the Union speech and covered in the State of the Union 
address -- a six point program which we developed last fall which was 
expanded on by the Congress and put into law and which we now are 
implementing as vigorously as we can. 


I guess the only r>int I really need to make about that 
one is that we will be announcing a new drug abuse policy office head 
in the next day or so to replace Dr. Carlton Turner, who retired 
after a long, hard service with the federal government. And also 
we'll be working on the drug conference, which is called for in the 
law. 


Finally, I should point out that the cost of that program 
continued to rise. We're now spending three times as much as we were 
at the beginning of the administration. And our estimates of outlays 
-- of actual outlays for this year and next year show an increase 
next year in the outlays, even though the budget authority shows a 
decrease because of one-time costs that were put into the ‘'87 budget. 


The third one I want to talk about is the catastrophic 
illness insurance program. That was also a direction of the Stace of 
the Union last year to the Secretary of Health and Human Services to 
do a report to the President on a potential catastrophic insurance 
program. And that report was made and in addition to that, the 
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health policy working group made up of all the departments has come 
up with its own report and we have other alternatives which have been 
proposed from the Council of Economic Advisers and other sources. 
We're now at the point where we believe that -- the President 
believes that we have plenty of information and plenty of 
alternatives to choose from and he will be announcing that we will 
submit legislation for a catastrophic package in the near future. 
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The contents of that are not are not specified but the 
Criteria really are that first -- we're going to aim this first 
package at the elderly which have the most over 65, which have -- are 
most at risk. We will be basing it on -- to the extent we can -- 
voluntary participation instead of mandatory if we can avoid the 
adverse selection problem that comes from voluntary programs. And, 
finally, to the extent we can possibly make it so, we'll make it a 
private program instead of a publicly funded one and keep the cost to 
the bare minimum for the people who need that help. 


Q Doesn't that rule out Dr. Bowen's proposal on 
Medicare? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it doesn't rule it 
out. I said to the extent possible. And all -- at this point on Dr. 
Bowen’s proposals, and Medicare was only one of several proposals 
that he made, are all on the table in this process. 


Q Medicare was the one that he's been pushing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he's pushed his 
whole report, and I think correctly so. And many of the options 
which haven't gotten much press play are private options and options 
which involve the states more in the process. 


Q What do you mean "voluntary"? 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is that people 
don't have to join up for a catastrophic plan. You see, the program 
is that we have what's called adverse selection, that if we don't 
force everybody to sign up then only the people who are the sickest 
Sign up and therefore the costs per person are much higher. And if 
they're paying for it then the sick are paying a cost -- an insurance 
program for the sick. But to the extent we can, we want to make it 
voluntary so that people don't have to sign up for catastrophic 
unless they want to. 


Q The bottom line is that you haven't made the 
fundamental decision in any of this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've made the 
fundamental decision to go ahead with the legislation and we have all 
the options that we need to select from for that piece of legisation. 


Q That means you haven't decided how to do it. 


You said the first package is aimed at the elderly. 
Have you decided to go beyond that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will continue the 
project to look at long-term care, look at uncompensated care, to 
look at catastrophic coverage for the under 65. 


Yes? 
Q -- did you say look at, have you decided whether or 
not you're going to propose a program along those areas -- in those 


areas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tonight the proposal is 
for the over 65's. 


Yes? 
Q When you said you'll look at long-term care in the 
future, does that mean what he's going to propose, based -.1 what he 


mentions tonight, is for acute care? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Acute catastrophic care 
for the elderly population. 
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Q But when you say "voluntary" does that suggest 
private market or could it be voluntary in the same way that Medicare 
part B is voluntary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly. It could be 
voluntary either way but I'd have to put caveat on that we will only 
go voluntary if we can guarantee that the adverse selection problem 
will not cause the program that is too costly for the individuals 
involved. 


Q Do you know have many people are in that category -- 
Catastrophic care for the elderly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we're talking about 
30 to 35 million people. However, the -- many of those are presently 
covered through the Medigap policies so it would be a smaller actual 
audience than that. 


Q Do you how a rough idea of how many people are 


already covered through Medigap? i- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding is that 
12 to 15 million of these 30 already covered. Also, 2 million are 
covered -- 2 and a ialf million are covered by Medicaid which 
provides a catastrophic -- 

Q So roughly half of the 30 to 35 are already covered? 

SEN1OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q What does that 30-35 mean? Is that the people who 
are in need in catastrophic -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they're people who 
at risk that are over 65, and that's much higher risk population. 


Q When you say "at risk” you mean everybody over 65? 

Q Everybody over 65. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 

Q Not those already acutely ill? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q And then -- I'm sorry maybe you said it -=- did you 
give any idea as to when you're going come out with a decision on 
this? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: We'll split the 
legislation. I would guess within the next 60 days we'll be able to 


have that up and we definitely will submit legislation. 


Q Are you saying that you'll only do it through the 
public sector if you can't find a way to do it to the private sector? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Essentially that's true. 


Yes. 

Q Okay. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The last one I want to 
mention is -- somebody brought up the question so I'll anticipate it 
-- of the -- of the legislation which we're proposing on preventing 


the appropriation of federal funds for abortion purposes, abortion 
procedures, and abortion referrals. It's essentially a two-piece 
piece of legislation. 
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The first one will be, in effect, the Hyde Amendment 
which simply says that no appropriations can be used for the 
provision for abortion procedures or referrals. And that Hyde 
Amendment, as you undoubtly know, was put into the appropriations act 
every year. What this would do would be to put it into law 
permanently. 


Second provision of that picks up on our international 
policy and states that any funds under Title 10, which goes to family 
planning clinics, cannot be used for abortion purposes or for 
referrals for abortion. 


Q That means cutting off Planned Parenthood? Is that 
the effect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that that 
would cut them off. It would certainly not allow them with federal 
funding to perform abortions or refer for abortion. 


Q Does that include foreign aid? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q I gather that that includes foreign aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we already have 
that policy for foreign aid. This is really bringing the foreign aid 
policy into the domestic arena. In fact, these are both -- [I should 
point out, these are both positions which the President has taken for 
a long time. This is only a change in tactics, not a change in 
policy. Instead of saying we'd like the Congress to adopt such 
legislation, we're actually proposing it to them. 


Yes? 
Q Just going through it -- there's a bit of a 
controversy over this with -- at HHS. I thought the gist of this was 


that the law says that Planned Parenthood clinics have to inform 
clients who come there the option of abortion and that this would -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not quite my 
understanding. My understanding is the regulations currently in 
existence require that family planning clinics have to mention 
abortion and that there are regulations that are now in the Federal 
Register which would remove that requirement and make it an option so 
that a family planning clinic could -- or could choose -- could 
choose to or not to mention abortion in its -- this would override 
that entirely, and simply say that if a family planning clinic were 
to take Title 10 funds, it could not perform abortions or refer for 
abortion. 


Q Is this the first time this has been proposed? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- it is the first 
Q Why is it being proposed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We feel we should take a 
lead at this time and get that legislation -- 


Q Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because it's already 
administration policy and so we want to see whether or not our 
sending it to the Congress will get them to move a little faster on 
it. 


Q If it was successful, do you know how many it would 
cover -- I mean, how many abortions that are performed are performed 
under -- by facilities that take Title 10 funds? Do you have any 


idea what the effect would be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think any of 
them are. These are family planning clinics. They may, in some 
cases, be associated with hospitals in which case, maybe, the 
hospital is performing the abortion. But, for the most part, these 
are places you go to for advice and counseling. 


Q I mean, how do you think, if this were successfully 
enacted, it would have an impact on the numbers of abortions being 
conducted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any numbers 
on analysis of what it would affect. I think it would be almost 
impossible to -- 


Q Sir, in the President's speech to the anti-abortion 
demonstrators, he made the point over and over again that the unborn 
child is a human being -- fully, it's a human being. Is there 
anything to be taken into account in the welfare program or any 
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social service program that would give extra benefits to pregnant 
women or should these -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they already do 
receive AFDC benefits when they're pregnant, and -- 


Q In light of the strengthening of the rhetoric on 
that score, is the welfare program fully in line with that theory? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I certainly believe 
it is. When you start adding up all the benefits -- AFDC, food 
stamps, WIC, right down the line. 


Q What I'm getting at -- is there anything in mind to 
increase or boister taking care of extra babies that might be born, 
to put it bluntly, under the administration's anti-abortion policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if an extra baby 
is born and it's a poor baby it goes on AFDC. I'm eating into a lot 
of time that really should be spent on the most important part of the 


Q Thank you very much. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 
Q Thank you very much, I said. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, you're quite 
welcome. 


MR. BRASHEAR: Let's hear one more question from Jim in 
the back please, and then -- 


Q Yes. On the Title 10 action, isn't that exactly 
what an assistant secretary at HHS ordered this week that was later 
retracted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's not. 
Q How is it different? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: tThis piece of 
legislation -- again, as I recall what happened this week in HHS -- 
they have proposed rules which would allow a family planning clinic 
not to mention abortion. Right now it is mandatory under their 
regulations. This legislation that we're putting forward would 
require them not to mention -- require them not to mention. It 
wouldn't give them an option. If they're going to take Title 10 
funds, they would not be able to counsel abortion. 


Q Am I correct in understanding what you said just a 
couple minutes ago -- that these are essentially legislative 
proposals that have been submitted in the past unsuccessfully -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that's not the case. 
It's -- these have not been legislative proposals from the 
administration. They've been positions that we have supported in the 
past and we've adopted for international relations, but not 
legislative proposals. 


Q I understand. But these proposals have been through 
Congress before. You -- the administration is now submitting them to 
see if that will make a difference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. That's 
exactly correct. 


Q But these are not totally new ideas -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. As they say -- no 
new policy, just new strategy or new tactics. 


MR. BRASHEAR: Thank you -- and our third and final 
briefer. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good evening, ladies and 
gentlemen. I'll be brief in the interest of time. I think by now 
most of you have perhaps scanned the speech and you have a very 
excellent fact sheet that, I think, covers the key points in the 
President's statement. 


As my colleague said earlier, you need to read the State 
of the Union Address in conjunction with the "Quest For Excellence" 
paper, which has contained with it a number of additional foreign 
policy and national security initiatives that are not spelled out in 
the State of the Union. I'd also mention that later in the winter or 
early spring, the President will be giving a State of the World 
Report, which should also be looked forward to with some anticipation 
as it shows the President coming %ut and aggressively pursuing his 
foreign policy and national security agenda. You will recognize most 
of the items in the State of the Union Address as being items that 
the President has talked to at length, and I guess the news is that 
rather than new initiatives, he is just demonstratina his willingness 
and his desire to press forward with agenda items that are out on the 
table now and to show that he's going to fight for those positions 
that he feels strongly about. 


He will open the foreign policy portion of the speech, as 
you see, with a statement that America is at peace tonight and that 
freedom is on the march. He then turns immediately to the issue of 
Iran and, as you will note, he says he has a regret with respect to 
how that turned out. He points out that he took a risk, did not 
work, and that he assumes full responsibility. But at the same time, 
he reinforces his belief that the goals were worthy. He reinforces 
the belief that it was not wrong to try to establish contacts with 
Iran, a nation of strategic importance. And he also points out that 
he does not believe it wrong to have tried to secure the freedom of 
Our citizens which are being held against their will under barbaric 
circumstances. 


Q That could be read as an admission that he was 
trading arms for the hostages? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: { would not reag it any 
such way. 
? He also says that mistakes were made. What were the 


mistakes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think at this 
point I would like the President's statement to stand as delivered. 


Q How can it? I mean, he's been saying it over and 
over. We need to know what they are. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He says mistakes were 
made in trying to accomplish these initiatives. He then goes on to 
say he's going to try to get to the bottom of it by cooperating -- 


¢ Well, what are -- were the mistakes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's the purpose 
of the various -- 


Q Did he make some of these mistakes? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the purpose of 


the various inquires that are ongoing now -- to get to the bottom of 
the issue, in all of its dimensions, to determine what these 
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mistakes are, to bring them forward, and when they have been properly 
and completely identified -- 


Q How does he know that mistakes were made -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- if I may continue -- 

Q -- if he doesn't know what they were? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When they have been 
properly and completely identified, as he then goes on to say, he 


will take whatever action is called for at that time. 


Q Well, does he think he made any of these mistakes? 
Are we to read that into it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not read that 
into it at this point. I would merely let the statement stand as it 
is. 


Q So, if someone at the end of the inquiry says that 
these were the mistakes and you made one of them -- then he might 
consider that he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At that time he would 
have to consider that, obviously. 


Q If he says he takes full responsibility for this, 
does that include -- there's no other way to say it, but flat out -- 
the subsequent kidnappings -- the r°°* recent hostage taken? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not make that 
link. He takes full responsibility for the set of circumstances 
associated with that initiative, which did not work out to his 


Satisfaction -- to the satisfaction of any of us. 
Q Does he believe -- he says over and over again that 
he took a risk that didn't work out. Is that his point, that -- is 


it his regret that the risk didn't work? Or does he understand that 
there's also legitimate disagreement about his policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I chink -=- the way the 
Statement reads, I think it's clear, though, what he is talking about 
is that, as with any commander or leader, he measured the risk -=- he 
thougnt the initiative was worth the risk, and it turns out that it 
did not work out the way he had hoped or intended. But, he toox the 
risk because the soals were worthy. 


Q Does he recognize -- so, he still thinks the goals 
were worthy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q He doesn't recognize that the policy may have been 
wrong? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He believes the policy 
goals were worthy. 


Q Well, does he think that.one of the risks was the 
public contempt for this move, and the outrage? Was that one of the 
risks? 

SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 can't -- I cannot talk 
to how the President made a risk assessment, because [{ wasn't party 
to it. 

Q Could it be the risk that he was misled by the 
Iranians? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I simply can't talk to 
that because I wasn't in on the policy -- 


Q But you're here to explain the words in this speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what I'm doing -- 
doing the best I can. 


Q We can read the words, sir. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Can I clarify -- I'm not sure what your answer was 
when you were asked what he regretted -- whether he just regretted 
the failure, or he regretted his decision to proceed with tie 
initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He -- as he uses it in 
‘e speech, he has one major regret in his efforts to be a peacemaker 
~u the world and his efforts to advance the cause of freedom in the 
world and that was the way this particular initiative turned out and 
that's the content -- 


Q The way it turned out? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The way it turned out. 

Q Can you say whether, when he assesses the risks, he 
felt that one of the risks was undercutting his anti-terrorism policy 
-- the hard stand that he's always taken against -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really cannot comment 
on that because I was not present and I'm not aware of what all the 
risk assessment involved. 

Q But you shipped the arms, didn't you? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Beg your pardon? 


Q Can you say -- can you say -- 


Q You shipped the arms on January 18th? I read 
something that you were given the order to ship the arms to Iran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was involved in making 
the arrangements. That is correct. 


Q Can you say whether he -- what he means when he says 
that we should not be afraid to take risks in the future -- that we 
should not be obsessed with failure? What's the thinking behind 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that -- no 
course of action one might set on can be predicted with certainty. 
And in any foreicn policy initiative, there are risks 
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that must be measured and taken. And -- in the future, he is merely 
caying, not with respect to fran, but with respect to any policy 
issue -- national security policy issue -- there are always risks 


attendant to it and the responsibility of the President is to measure 
those risks and make his judgment based on the calculus and the 
conclusion he comes to. 


Q -- only regret is it didn't work? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a regret. 

Q And can you tell us, since you're here tonight and 
this is so timely, is there anything at all you can tell us about 
Terry Waite? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I have nothing to 
réport on Terry Waite. We do not know where -- what Terry Waite's 
Situation is right now. 

Q He also says one of the things is to see whether or 
not we can go forward together or if partisanship will weaken us. 
Does he beiieve that further investigations of this case are 
partisan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He is committed 
right now to operate -- to working in a bipartisan environment to get 
to the bottom of it and get all the facts -- 


Q So what does he mean when he says partisanship would 
weaken us? What would be partisan and therefcre weaken us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think if it was 
-- if the results of the investigation were used purely for partisan 
purposes as opposed to merely get the facts on the table so that they 
could be dealt with, that I think is the point he was trying to make. 


Let -- can I move on and I'll be delighted to take some 
questions -- additional questions at the end. 


He goes on -- 

Q -- speech now. That's why we question -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 
Q You're at the heart of the speech tonight. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I understand. 


Q That's why we question -- 
Q -- small heart. 
Q We want to see whether the stake is driven in or 


not. ({Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you will notice, he 
goes on then to reinforce his policy on dealing with terrorists and 
terrorist blackmail. Moving on, then, he talks to Soviet Union's 
investment in military forces and the fact that over the last 15 
years, the Soviets have invested $500 billion more on their military 
force structure than we have and he encourages the Congress, in light 
of this, to continue supporting his defense budget. He thinks that a 
reasonable defense budget has been sent up this year and he obviously 
is trying to get the most support he can for that budget. 


And as well as the defense budget, the foreign affairs 
budget submitted by the Department of State, because in recent years, 
it has taken some hits that, frankly, have affectec: our ability to 
provide adequate security and economic assistance *:°%.3 the world. 
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And he notes the amount of such assistance that the Soviet Union is 
providing to a number of its client states. 


He then turns to the Reagan Doctrine and singles out two 
particular applications of it: the Mujaheddin in Afghanistan and he 
pledges continuing support to their efforts. He notes that the 
Soviet Union claims it wishes a peaceful settlement, but at the same 
time, continues to wage the war. And he commits himself to being 
interested in a political solution that deals with -- okay -- we are 
ready to have the travel pool assemble at this time in the lower 
press office. 


I think I can just summarize by saying that he goes on to 
continue supporting the Mujaheddin and he makes an extremely strong 
statement with respect to the Nicaraguan freedom fighters in one of 
the strongest statements in the foreign policy section. He pledges 
continuing support to the freedom fighters in Nicaragua. 
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And that, of course, will translate itself into support for the $40 
million Tranche Three in '87 and a $105 million program in '88. 


Q Can you go back one point to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me finish the whole 
-- all my remarks and then I'll come back. 


With respect to SDI, he makes a very strong statement 
that the Russians had allowed Iceland to founder as a result of the 
SDI issue. He didn't give it in there. He doesn't: intend to give it 
in now and he commits full support to the SDI program so that it can 
go forward and transition us to a safer future based principally on 
defensive systems. 


I think I can end on that point and tale whatever 
questions you have because of the shortage of time. 


Q On SDI -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: An old friend -- 


Q It says in the legislative package that SDI funding 
ought to be increasei. Is that increased over the FY '88-'89 budget 
submissions? And are we talking about a near-term deployment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no suggestion of 
near-term deployment and neither -- no intent to suggest a near-term 
deployment decision has been made, either in the State of the Union 
address or in the legislative backup. That's also under 
consideration. 


Q Why not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's still under 
consideration. The President has not made a decision yet. 


Q Can I go back on defending your friends in the 
Middle East? You said we will not sit idly by if our interests or 
our friends in the Middle East are threatened. Can you elaborate 
more on this? Or is there something underway? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, clearly, we have 
interests in the region. We have friends and allies in the region. 
And the President was making a statement that, with the dangers 
attendant to the Iran-Iraq War, with the increasing violence and 
terrorism that is occurring daily in the Middle East, he's merely 
making the point that we have interests in the area, we have friends 
in the area, and we have options that mean we don't necessarily need 
to stand idly by. 


Q But you are moving ships north of the Persian Gulf 
at the moment. What is the purpose of doing that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is routine deployment 
of our Mideast force and they are just on a normal disposition in the 
area. And they are sailing a little bit further north than their 
location had been. 


Q -~- flagship has gone back into the Gulf. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 

Q A carrier in the Mediterranean that was to come home 
has now been stopped and is going to-stay there. What is the purpose 
of all this? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no comment or 


up-to-date information on the Mediterranean deployments. All I had 
was on what the Mideast force was doing. 
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Q Well, ere we contemplating military action in the 
Persian Gulf? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any 
particular options that are being contemplated for execution at this 
time. 

Q In case of any of those -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay? 

Q Two guestions. One, there seems to be no 
flexibility on the arms control issue. And, second, would you say 
that the President would repeat his position that there should be no 
ballistic missiles after 10 years? Is that still his position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: His position is as it 
was laid out at Reykjavik. 


Q In what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As it was left at 
Reykjavik. 


Q Can you repeat that now? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have the 
specific language in front of me so I would prefer not to. But -- I 


have no hesitation to do it, I just don't have the specific language 
in front of me. I like to be precise. 
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Q And on the question of showing flexibility, is it 
his view that it is up to the Soviets wholly to come forward with new 
overtures, new initiatives, in arms control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, Ambassador 

Kampelman has just started the most recent round in Geneva and is 
hoping that something will come forward from the Soviets. At this 
point, nothing has come forward. The Soviets still seem bent on 
requiring significant move on the President's part with respect to 
SDI and the President, as you can see in the speech, says that he 
will continue to pursue the SDI program with all the vigor at his 
command. 


Q Last week Secretary Weinberger at the National Press 
Club said that the ultimate force behind all the international 
terrorism is the Soviet Union, and then proceeded to lay out the 
Soviet -- how the Soviets create the pretext and how their client 
states carry it out. And yet in this message the issue of terrorism 
is entirely separated from our relations with the Soviet Union. Why 
is that done by the President and why hasn't the Soviet 
responsibility in the current wave of terrorist kidnappings been 
addressed more directly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don*t know that 
there has to be a necessary parallel between Mr. Weinberger‘s speech 
last week and the President"s this evening, or a direct linkage 
between the two. I think it is pointed out in the speech tonight 
that the Soviets in the last five years have exported some $75 
billion worth of military equipment to client states, and when you 
look at the lineup of those client states, there are some 
well-recognizable suspects on that list who have been involved in 
international terrorism. ‘ 


Q -- mission -- a parellel mission from my quick 
reading of the script of any reference to Angola indicating a change 
in the administration's position on supporting the Savimbi forces 
there? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don‘t think so. 

Q Not a script. He used to do that in Hollywood. 


Q There is nothing about the Philippines, nothing 
about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The backup has a 
statement on the Philippines. 


Q In the legislative package, you talk about 
additional aid to the Aquino government. Do you have dollar figure 
on that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I do not. 


e) Can you quantify for us in any way the aid that will 
be proposed to the Contras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as you know, the 
third tranche is $40 million, and in the ‘88 program I believe the 
correct number is $105 million. 

Q Yes, but how much from private countries? 


Q Whatever the Sultan can afford. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You tell me, Ms. Thomas, 
because I don't know. 


Q When you say we will not stand idly by, do you mean 
that we have mutual security treaties with Saudi Arabia and so forth 
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where we would go in to protect them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not treaties per se. We 
have interests in the area of a variety of natures. 


Q How would you go abou: protecting them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't give you -- 
you'd have to give me a scenario and we‘d then be off on a 
hypothetical. 


Q Military or verbal support? What kind of 
protection? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would depend on what 
it is we needed to protect them from at the time. 


Q But recently the United Arab Emirates was subject to 
attacks by the Iranians and so was Kuwait. What did you do in both 
respects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon. I 
didn‘*t hear the first part. 


Q The United Arab Emirates were attacked by Iran, and 
sO was Kuwait. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there was not an 
apparent need at that time for a U.S. response, and none was made. 
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So there's not -- there isn't a link of automaticity. There isn't an 
automaticity in this that, because of a particular provocation there 
has to be a particular U.S response. 


Q Do you know more about Terry Waite than you're 
Saying? We had hints -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: No, ma‘am, I do -- 


Q -- earlier in the day we thought that the White 
House might know more. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I -- we really do 
not know more. 


0 You really don't? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We really don't. 

Q You don't know what's happened to him, or what -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You might direct your 


guestion to the Church of England. That's essentially how he reports 
back -- 


Q Terry Waite is being held. 

Q -- reported anything about his whereabouts, or his 
safety? 

Q You mean, the United States has no intelligence? 
_e SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea, but 
that’s -- 


@) -- in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no intelligence 
on Mr. Waite. 


Q Do you have any intelligence on the latest Americans 
taken hostage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have to talk 
about it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really do not wish to 
get into intelligence matters and what we do or do not have. But I 
would like to say we do not have any information with respect to Mr. 
Waite. 


Q Are you trying to find out? 
Q You're aware that Larry Speakes said on the record 
here today that you had -- he had no information that he cared to 


discuss. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I -- 


Q -- and he left the strong inference he had 
information, but he just didn't think it was proper to discuss it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no information on 
Mr. Waite. 


Q Period? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Period. 


Q Can we say that it's our position not to allow Iran 
to finally win the war with Iraq? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg -- can we what? 
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Q You would not allow your -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 


We're here to talk -- 


I'm not making policy 


7:59 P.M. EST 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
SPECIAL PRESS BRIEFING 
ON 
RESTRICTION OF TRAVEL TO LEBANON 
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 28, 1987, 2:05 P. M. 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
You're getting a two-track program this afternoon. The first 
part of it, in which [ will be the Spokesman, will be ON THE 
RECORD. The second part, as previously announced, will be a 
BACKGROUND briefing, and on that I'll give you a bit more 
information after I've finished. 


itd like to start with a statement, and then I can 
take at least a few questions to the best of my ability on that 
particular subject. 


After reviewing the situation in Lebanon, the 
Secretary has determined that there is imminent peril to U.S. 
citizens in Lebanon. Therefore, effective immediately, U.S. 
passports are not valid for travel to, in, and through Lebanon 
unless specifically validated for such travel. 


We are granting a class exception of up to 30 days for 
citizens currently in Lebanon, so that they may use their 
passports to depart without violating the law. We are also 
granting a class exception to the immediate family members of 
hostages. All other exceptions will be decided ona 
case-by-case basis. Violators of these passport controls will 
be subject to prosecution. 


Some of our citizens believed, and may still believe, 
that their profession, national origin, religious affiliation, 
links to Lebanese citizens or their own precautions might save 
them from the dangers about which they have repeatedly been 
warned. The events of the past few days have demonstrated that 
private citizens have neither sufficient information to 
evaluate the threat against them, nor the means to protect 
themselves. 











Additionally, it should be clear that while the U.S. 
Government will attempt to help citizens unlawfully detained in 
Lebanon or elsewhere, our ability to secure their release is 
limited, both by the chaos in Lebanon and our responsibility to 
protect broad national interests, including the avoidance of 
actions which might encourage future acts of terrorism. 


This determination is not lightly made. We are loathe 
to impede the travel of American citizens in any way. 
Nevertheless, the situation in Lebanon and in West Beirut in 
particular, is so chaotic that we do not believe that any 
American citizen can be considered safe from terrorist acts. 


Repeated requests, each more emphatic than the last, 
have failed to convince some people of the imminent danger and 
the limited ability of the U.S. Government to assist citizens 
in distress in Lebanon. 


Therefore, the Secretary is exercising his authority 
to invalidate U.S. passports for travel to, in, and through 
Lebanon in an effort to persuade Americans not to go or to 
remain in Lebanon. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Yes. A copy. 


Q You say that violators will be subject to 
prosecution? How would you go about prosecuting U.S. citizens 
in Lebanon who refuse to leave? Would you grant an exception 
to judges to go there and hold trial? How would you prosecute 
people that -- in an area that's off-bounds to Americans? What 
inechanism could you possibly use? 


4 Would you like to continue questioning or shall I 
try to answer some of these -- 


Q Yeah. But I think it's kind of silly, 
wondered what you're going to do about it. 


a No. I think some of the questions are 
repetitive at this time, but [I'd like to get a start 
anyway. 














Q Okay. 
A Is that all right? Thank you. 


The first point to be made is that prosecution is a 
subject for the Justice Department. The second point is that 
what the Secretary has done is to invalidate the use of 
passports, so that a person who simpiy remains in Lebanon, for 
example, without using his passport to leave or to enter there, 
has not violated this particular law. 


Q Chuck, do you know of any prosecution, successful 
or otherwise, of any Americans under this law? For example, as 
I understand that this is approximately the same restriction 
that applies to the use of U.S. passports to Libya. 


a That's right. It is the same restriction which 
has applied to Libya since 1981. I don't know of any 
prosecutions under this law, but let me add to that a bit of 
reiteration of what I tried to make clear in the statement: 
that what we're doing here is underscoring the danger of going 
to Lebanon; that we're making it clear that we're using the 
legal means available to us to make clear to Americans that 
they should not under any circumstances go to or remain in 
Lebanon; and if they do so in violation of the restriction on 
the use of passports, or in simple violation of the spirit and 
intent of this notice, that the U.S. Government may not be able 
to render them any needed assistance. 


But I would add that there is a law, there is a United 
States Code that applies, and so as a consequence, there are 
teeth to this particular law. 


Q What is the penalty under the Code, do you know? 


a Persons using a U.S. passport without validation 
by the Department of State would be subject to prosecution 
under Title 18, U.S. Code Section 1544. The maximum penalty is 
a fine of up to $2,000 and/or five years in prison. 


Q Chuck, in 1983, the U.S. Embassy was blown up in 
Beirut, more than 240 American Marines were slaughtered there. 
Why has it taken more than three years for the Secretary of 
State to issue this order? 


a I think, as has been made clear in recent days, 
for something on the order of twelve years now, we have been 
warning Americans that travel to and in Lebanon is very 
dangerous. L['‘ve repeated from this podium any number of times 
that warning. We've reemphasized it over and over again. 











What we're doing in this particular case is taking one 
more step which is at our disposal to emphasize and to 
underscore once again the peril which Americans face in going 
to Lebanon. 


Concerning our own personnel, for example, in Lebanon, 
we've taken steps over the years. fhe number of our personnel, 
for example, in Beirut is closely monitored. It's maintained 
at the minimum level needed to do business. No dependents are 
permitted at post, and our employees operate under careful 
security precautions. 


Q Isn't there a blanket exception for journalists? 


A There is not a blanket exception. Under the law, 
there are several categories, for example, for which exceptions 
could be granted. Those include professional journalists, 
representatives of the American Red Cross for compelling 
humanitarian considerations, or if otherwise in the national 
interest. 


In the case of journalists, that would be one of those 
categories which would be handled on a case-by-case basis. 
It's obvious, you all know, that there is at least one 
journalist, U.S. journalist -- and perhaps other foreign 
journalists -- in captivity already, so that journalists are 
subject to the same kind of danger that other citizens are. 


When we took similar action against Libya, it was 
followed by military action. Might this also indicate possible 
new tougher posture with respect to our response to the events 
in Lebanon? 


a) This measure is taken effectively for the reasons 
I've given you, which is, as I've said, to warn Americans of 
the imminent peril they face in Beirut. That's the reason for 
this action. There's nothing else to be read into that. 


Q Will this action make future, perhaps even 
military intervention, by the U.S. easier? In Libya, the 
concern was that the U.S. responded militarily, although the 
Americans were potential hostages. And so, in effect, the 
President warned them to get out and took care of that 
problem. I[s that a similar situation here? Should we read 
this to mean that people need to get out now? 








A I've just given you a reading as to why people 
should get out now. I think the evidence of the past few days 
is aii too dramatic evidence of why they should do that. 


Q Chuck, will you help people ~-- Americans -- to 
get out, who want to get out? It's pretty dangerous to travel 
around to and from the airport and so on. Is there any 
contingency program for helping Americans to leave? 


A I don't have any specifics to offer you, but as 
in the past, I'm sure the United States Embassy is prepared to 
provide whatever assistance can be provided. As you're aware, 
on a number of occasions in the past, we have offered that kind 
of help in getting people into safer portions of Beirut and 
helping them to get out of the country. And to the extent 
that's necessary, I'm sure we're prepared to provide that kind 
of assistance again. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything there -- 


A Barry, wait. You've had one question. There are 
some people who haven't asked a question. 


Q Chuck, first of all, do you have any numbers of 
Americans in Beirut now, both single-passport people and dual- 
passport people? And why and how do you intend to continue 
operating an Embassy in Beirut? And are you satisfied that you 
can protect the diplomats in the Embassy under these 
circumstances? 


“a Concerning the number of citizens there, it's 
difficult to be precise since many of our citizens may never 
have registered with the Consular Section of our Embassy. We 
estimate that there are about 1500 citizens in Lebanon, most of 
whom are dual nationals, of Lebanese birth or ancestry. But I 
would emphasize that these figures are only a rough 
approximation, since many citizens come and go with no 
notification of the Embassy. 


Concerning our Embassy there, that question was 
addressed several days ago at the White House. I would refer 
you to what Larry Speakes had to say there. But in general, 
the point was made that we kept our Embassy in Beirut open 
despite the risk to American personnel, because an official 
American presence on the ground in Lebanon is in the interest 
of the United States. 














In response to a previous question, I attempted to 
outline for you the way we have approached that presence, in 
keeping it to a minimum and in making sure that there are 
special security precautions taken. 


Q Chuck, are you making efforts to contact the 1500 
Americans who are in Lebanon to advise them of this decision 
today? 


A The exact nature of how these people will be 
advised [I'll have to look into for you, but we will take 
whatever steps we can to make sure that this word is put around. 


As I said, there is a 30-day exception made in the 
class of citizens who are there in Lebanon, so it gives us time 
to get them notified, and for them to take action. 


Q Chuck, you said mostly these people are dual 
nationals. Do you know how many people are not dual nationals 
out of this 1500? 


4 For obvious reasons of security, I'm just not 
prepared to go into that number. 


Q Chuck, earlier you talked about the fact that 
those who are currently in Lebanon would not necessarily have 
to use their passports in order to leave Lebanon, and therefore 
they wouldn't be subject to prosecution if they didn't use 
their passport. 


Isn't that also applicable to anyone who wants to 
travel to, from, or through Lebanon? And therefore the 
question is, do you really expect this measure to concretely 
reduce the number of American citizens who, for one reason or 
another, are in Lebanon? 


a) Whether or not this measure alone can produce 
this as a concrete result, as you term it, [ can't reaily say. 
Time will tell. There are, of course, penalties to be paid for 
people who do violate it -- that's the first point to be made, 
and that should not be overlooked by people who do choose to 
travel there, using passports which are not valid. 


But more importantly, I'd like to emphasize what I've 
said several times now, that we cannot underline in too strong 
terms, the imminent peril, as the Secretary's statement says, 
concerning American citizens in that country. This is 
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one more legal device which we have at our disposal. We're 
taking that option to implement that, but that alone is not 

going to solve the problem. But we hope that the series of 

warnings, raising the level of consciousness on the part of 

people who are there or who plan to go there, will make them 
aware of what they face. 


Q Are the U.S. Naval movements in the Mediterranean 
and the Persian Gulf related to the escalation of tension in 
Lebanon? 


a As I said earlier, in response to these 
particular measures, they're taken on the basis of the grounds 
which I have described. 


Concerning the movements that you refer to, you know 
that we don't comment on the deployments of U.S. military 
assets, unless of course, the Pentagon has something to say. 
But as the Secretary did in testimony in the last couple of 
days, I would like to emphasize our longstanding support for 
the principle of freedom of navigation and our determination to 
maintain open access through the Strait of Hormuz. 


Furthermore, as was stated by the White House last 
Friday, and stressed by the Secretary in his testimony before 
the Senate panel yesterday, we have strong and well-known 
commitments of support for the individual and collective 
self-defense of our friends in the Gulf. 


Q Chuck, is the message today to Americans in 
Beirut that, “You are on your own?" 


4 I believe the message l've given and reiterated 
several times now is sufficiently clear. I've addressed that 
question that the United States Government, in Lebanon and 
elsewhere, always does what it can. But people simply have to 
realize that in the particular situation that we face in 
Lebanon, and particularly West Beirut today, it's very 
difficult, if not impossible, to provide those kind of services. 


Q Do you have anything there in maybe small print 
that addresses the question of the constitutional right to 
travel and whether the government is taking out a right to 
inhibit, a right that's been upheld consistertly by the Supreme 
Court in the Worthy case, the Liuzzo case, and tons of cases? 














A I don't have any fine print, but on the other 
hand, I don't think I need it in this particular case, Barry. 
We have no intent or desire to restrict in any way the travel 
of American citizens going to some place, any more than we 
would or could have any desire to restrict them from leaving 
the United States. 


This particular law under which the Secretary has made 
this determination has been upheld in Supreme Court rulings. 


Q No reason to notify the Lebanese Government of 
this decision? And have you received a protest of any sort 
from the Lebanese Government? 


a We have notified them of the decision. TO my 
knowledge, there was certainly no protest. [I don't know the 
reaction, though, Ralph, in specific terms. 


Q Chuck, on a point of clarification, please. Does 
this apply to the tens of thousands of Americans from Lebanese 
descent? I mean, do they have to go home or -- 


. This applies to any citizen using a U.S. passport. 
Q How about the dual -- 


A People who have dual nationalities and use other 
passports - 


Q Does it apply -- 


QA -- implicit in the use of that passport is the 
fact that they are looking to some other government for 
protection. As a consequence, obviously, we cannot regulate or 
restrict the use of other passports. 


Q But will they be fined, penalized for doing this? 
3) If they used their U.S. passports. 


Q And if they don't use the U.S. passport? Suppose 
they use the Lebanese passport? It's Okay? 


A I just said that the Secretary of State has 
authority to talk about and to restrict the use of U.S. 
passports. 
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Q Do you have anything on Terry Waite? 
4 No, I don't have anything. 


Anything else? 


That being said, if people want a filing break, please 
go ahead. 


In the meantime, the next briefing is a BACKGROUND 
briefing on the upcoming meeting in Washington tomorrow, 
January 29, of the U.S.-Mexico Binational Commission. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:21 P.M.) 














Poste?: January 29, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Ouestion taken at the January 29%, 19°87 daily press briefing: 
LEBANON: U.S. PASSPORT RESTRICTIONS 


9: How will the Department notify those American citizens stil! 
in Lebanon of the restriction against the use of U.S. 
passports for travel to in or through Lebanon? 

A: LEBANESE PR®SS, PANIO AND TELEVISION HAVF PROMINENTLY 

FEATURED THE ANNOUNCEMENT OF TR PESTRICTION ON THE TISE OF 

71.S.PASSPOPTS FOR TRAVEL ™9, IN OP THROUGH LEBANON. VOA 

HAS ALSO CARRIFD THE MESSAGE. FOR SEVERAL YEARS SG 

OFFICIALS HAVE ENCOURAGED AMERICAN CITIZENS TO LEAVE 

LEPANON IN A VARIETY OF WAYS AND WE CONTINUE TO USE 

WHATEVER MEANS WE CAN, INCLUDING THE TELEPHONE. AFRICAN 


CITIZENS ARE RESPONDING TO THE ANNOUNCEMENT BY DEPARTING 


THE COUNTRY. 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
MEETING BETWEEN SECRETARY SHULTZ 
AND ANC PRESIDENT OLIVER TAMBO 
BY 
CHARLES E. REDMAN 
STATE DEPARTMENT SPOKESMAN 
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 28, 1987, 5:00 P. M. 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
again. 


Let me start with a statement which I think will give 
you a pretty full readout of -the meeting with Mr. Tambo from 
our perspective, after which we'll try to deal with whatever 
questions I can. 


In his meeting with Oliver Tambo this afternoon, the 
Secretary laid out our concerns about the degree of Soviet 
influence in the ANC and its stance on violence. 


The Secretary made it clear that a policy of violence 
from any party is not the answer to South Africa's problems, 
and that there are other options. The pursuit of violence will 
only lead to a catastrophe for all. 


He also stated that terrorist actions against innocent 
Civilians are totally unacceptable He pointed out that the 
United States has consistently called for all parties, 
including the South African Government and the ANC to come to 
agreement on an end to violence so that a process of 
negotiations can proceed 


Much of the discussion focused on the future The 
Secretary explored ways in which the present environment of 
confrontation and violence in South Africa could be turned 
around. He indicated that all parties in South Africa had a 
responsibility to think constructively and, indeed, 
imaginatively in order to advance the objective of a negotiated 
solution. He indicated that we are also prepared to play a 
positive role. 
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The Secretary noted those positive elements in the 
ANC's January 8 statement which described certain important 
rights within a multi-party democratic system. He encouraged 
the ANC to spell out its vision of the future with more 
specificity and expressed our opposition to the replacement of 
the apartheid system by another form of unrepresentative 
government. 


This was a serious and substantive exchange of views. 


This meeting represents a continuation of our efforts 
to talk with all of the key players in South Africa and help, 
if we can, lay the basis for negotiations. 


In this context, we regard the ANC as an important 
though not by any means the only player in the South African 
Situation. We expect that such discussions will continue. 


Q Will there be a copy of that available? 
- You may have a copy. 


Q Was there any exploration of what sort of 
positive role the U.S. is prepared to play in the future? 


a) There was no detailed discussion of exactly the 
role that the United States should play. I've indicated in the 
statement that we expressed our willingness, as we have before, 
to play such a role. The exact nature of that role will be 
defined by the evolution of the process, of course. 


Q Chuck, did the United States' side in these talks 
get in any sense that the ANC was prepared to make compromises 
in order to get to the negotiating table with the South African 
Government? 


a) Once again, I can't go into all of the details, 
and I'd like to leave it to Mr. Tambo to explain from his 
perspective what it was he expressed to the Secretary. 


As I said, there was discussion about those two 
principal questions -- our concern, at least, on the degree of 
Soviet influence, and the ANC stance on violence. 


Concerning your specific question, I think it's fair 
to say that although there was an exchange of views on that, 
that where we basically came out was the Secretary asking for 
more precision on that kind of question, as on others, and 
then, of course, the indication that I gave earlier of a 
continuation of discussions. 








Q Chuck, could I ask you, downstairs Mr. Tambo said 
that he had appealed to the Secretary to use his influence as a 
leader of the West to get other Western nations to impose the 
same kind of package of sanctions that the United States has in 
place. 


Could you say how the Secretary responded to that? 


oa You know, of course, our position on the question 
of sanctions, and that position hasn't changed. 


Q Chuck, the statement expressed concern -- 
Q When? 
ay That's been expressed many, many times in the 


past. 


Q Chuck, could I just follow a second on that? Did 
the Secretary actua’'y go through that statement, on the record 
Zillions of times, about how they're not beneficial. Did he 
say that, too? 


a No. The Secretary did not go through all of that 
in detail. That was well known to Mr. Tambo, we believe. 


Q Chuck, your statement talks about the concern 
about Soviet influence and concern over violence, but it does 
not contain any condemnation of apartheid. Do you want to read 
anything into that? 


A No, not at all In fact, one of the things the 
Secretary stressed, as all of you have heard him do very often 
in his public pronouncements, is that we know what we're 
against in South Africa, and that is that we're against 
apartheid -- that it has to go, the sooner the better. He then 
went on to say, of course, we're against violence. He did 
describe what we're for, as you've heard him do before, which 
is a form of government in which all people have the 
opportunity to play their part in both the government and the 
economy. 


Q Chuck, can you elaborate a little bit on the 
non-violent means the Secretary thinks the ANC can use to 
achieve what it's trying to achieve in South Africa? I mean, 
they're banned, they can't stand for election, they can't file 
suit in the courts What non-violent means does he see that 
they have available to them to bring pressure on the government? 
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3) What we're talking about here is an effort on our 
part to work with all of the parties, to bring them together so 
that they can start talking, start negotiating, and that's the 
wa, in which a constructive solution should come about. That 
solution being, as I just said, in other words, a decent 
democratic South Africa with constitutional rights guaranteed 
for all. 


Q Chuck, will any effort be made to -- 


Q Excuse me. But the Scuth African Government is 
not interested in those talks. The ANC has not said it 
wouldn't participate. In fact, last summer they said to the 
Eminent Persons Group they would. The question is bringing 
pressure on the South African Government to participate along 
the lines that you've suggested 


How do you suggest the ANC do that without violence? 


= I'm talking to you about the nature of this 
meeting, the kinds of things that were discussed. You're going 
into broader questions concerning South Africa, what's going on 
there, other issues which is not exactly what [I'm here to talk 
about right now 


Q But you said the Secretary told them that there 
were other ways that they could achieve their goals without 
resorting to violence What are those other ways? 


os Negotiation. 


Q Did the Secretary tell Mr. Tambo the United 
States Government's position on the South African Government's 
use of violence, and what sceps it might take to encourage 
negotiations? 


4 I don't want to go into those kind of details, 
suffice it to say that in my statement [ noted, for example -- 
concernine the ending of violence and negotiations beginning -- 
that we call on all parties as we consistently have. That 
includes the South African Government, the ANC, all of those 
people who will be players in this process 


Q Chuck, why are you doing this briefing and not 
Chester Crocker? 


= I was at the meeting I'm the Spokesman. That's 
what i get paid for 


Q Well, why did you announce yesterday that Crocker 
would do it? 














A Because at that point I[ thought that might be the 
case. Today, when it was determined that, in fact, I would be 
there participating fully, I'm doing my job. 


Q Chuck, Mr. Tambo -- 


A I might also note that Chet is getting an award 
upstairs right now from the Secretary for the African drought 
efforts. 


Q Chuck, Mr. Tambo has made no secret about his 
views about violence as a means to an end. And some Members of 
Congress have criticized the Secretary for even seeing Mr. 
Tambo, given those publicly expressed views. 


How do you respond to the criticism that by his 
unprecedented meeting with Mr. Tambo, he, in effect, is 
sanctioning those views? 


= I think it should be very clear from my statement 
and from other statements by the Secretary that we in no way 
sanction violence by the ANC or by anyone else And as I 
indicated at the top of my prepared remarks, that's where the 
Secretary started as well. 


You know what our policy is concerning contacts with a 
broad range of the players in South Africa. That includes the 
South African Government as well as it includes a variety of 
opposition parties. We have met with people like Chief 
Buthelezi, Alan Boesak, Colin Eglin, with union leaders, with 
church leaders. Ambassador Perkins and the Embassy staff in 
South Africa are engaged, as you know, in an effort to broaden 
and intensify our contacts with every segment of South African 
society And it's in that context that the Secretary met with 
one of those players today of the ANC. 


Q Chuck, was the meeting 45 minutes or an hour? I 
was confused on it. 


- It was about 50 minutes, slightly less 


Q Charles, your remarks this afternoon and the 
Secretary's rationale for meeting with Mr. Tambo and the 
message that was sent to the State Department by a group called 
the Arab American Presidents, or something, indicate that tiie 
way has been opened by the State Department for a similar 
rationale of some sort to deal with the PLO. How do you 
respond to that? 
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4 I don't see any reason to draw any linkage 
between the way we deal with this particular problem, which is 
the South African one, and how we might deal with others. 


Q Mr. Tambo -- 

q You had one. Is there someone who hasn't? 
George. Oh, you did have one. I'm sorry. 

Q Can I be next? 


Mr. Tambo said in his statement downstairs that 
he told the Secretary that he thought the policy of 
constructive engagement had not been helpful in terms of 
solving the problems of South Africa. How did the Secretary 
respond to that? 


a) Our position, of course, on the question of 
engagement in South Africa is one of long standing. I[t is our 
policy to be engaged, to be a part of the solution if we can, 
that we intend, as [ just said, to talk to all of the parties, 
and specifically, for the reasons that I've described, to urge 
them to move away From violence and toward negotiations that we 
consider to be the only way out. 


Q Was there enough promise in the exchange for the 
Administration to relay the substance to the South African 
Government in hopes that this might promote your objectives 
somewhat? 


a I wouldn't characterize it exactly as you have. 
As is normal in our diplomatic contacts, we'll be in contact 
with all the players, of which the South African Government is 
one, but there are many others, in our continuing dialogue with 
them; and all of this kind of information exchange is factored 
into that dialogue. 


Q As yo. said the Secretary spelled out very 
clearly American feelings about terrorism. Was there any kind 
of content which indicated that contacts with the ANC might end 
if the violence didn't end? Tambo said downstairs that he 
wanted these meetings to continue -- he wanted further meetings 
in the future of this kind. 


- We went to this meeting for the reason that Il 
have just described, to make known our views very clearly to 
the ANC and to listen to their views. That's what we did It 
was that sort of an exchange. 
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Q What did Tambo say about Soviet influence and 
violence? 


4 I said earlier that I didn't want to get into the 
position of putting words into Mr. Tambo's mouth, so I really 
leave it to him to speak for himself on those issues. 


Q But you were at the meeting, weren't you? You 
heard what he said? 


A I did hear, and I'm not telling you I don't 
know. I am saying [I would leave it to Mr. Tambo to describe 
what he said. I would try to limit myself to describing what 
we said. 


Q Let me ask, was the Secretary satisfied with Mr. 
Tambo's response about Soviet influence over the ANC? I'm 
asking about the Secretary's response now, or the Secretary's 
Feelings on this. 


Q I wouldn't characterize the Secretary's responses 
as “satisfied" in any of these areas. This was a first 
meeting, an exchange of views; the positions were very clearly 
stated on one said and the other. This was not a negotiation. 


Q May I ask one other question? I want to ask, did 
the Secretary ever ask Mr. Tambo if he himself were a communist? 


S I'm not going to go into the specific details of 
who said what to whom. 


Q Why not? 


... Q Can I just ask a quick foliow-up question? Are 
there any more meetings planned between the Secretary and Mr. 
Tambo? 


A There aren't any specific plans for that kind of 
a meeting, but we do have relatively routine or continuing 
contacts through our Ambassador in Lusaka and elsewhere, and we 
expect that kind of contact to continue. 


Q Was there any agreement on increasing the 
Frequency or intensity of the contacts between the U.S. and the 
ANC as a result of today's meeting? 


2) No. There was nothing that would approach that 
kind of agreement, but I just fall back on what I just said, 
that we do have, in effect, routine contacts with the 
leadership of the ANC in Lusaka, and that we should certainly 
expect to continue. 











Q Chuck, were there any discussions of any topics 
other than strictly South Africa and the ANC and the U.S. 
participation in some role? 


A That, as I have indicated, was very clearly the 
core >f the discussion. There was some passing reference to 
Namibia, to Angola -- I Guess those were the other two issues 


that were raised, but very, very much in passing. 


Q Chuck, this morning Mr. Tambo said the best thing 
that could come out of this meeting for him was for Secretary 
Shultz to say, "Now, I understand about communism and 
violence. I now understand better than [I did before." He said 
that would be the best thing. 


Did the Secretary say anything like that? 
A No, he didn't. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:16 p.m.) 
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MR. BRASHEAR: The briefing will be by -=- this is on the 
record. It is for sound and camera. It is Dr. Beryl Sprinkel who is 
Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers. He'll have a short 
statement and will take your questions that concern that President's 
economic report to Congress. 


MR. SPRINKEL: Thank you, Rusty. Ladies and Gentlemen, 
I'm delighted to be back. At the end of this briefing we will make 
available your own copy of the Economic Report of the President and 
also a summary of each of the chapters. This morning President 
Reagan will sign his economic report and transmit it to the Congress. 
At 11:30 a.m. I and my councilmembers will, as usual, testify before 
the Joint Economic Committee. I was quite certain I couldn't hold 
your attention for a complete briefing of all the chapters, so I 
decided to concentrate on two very important issues that are 
discussed in detail in the President's report and are quite timely in 
terms of policy initiatives over the next few weeks. 


Now, the problems that I want to focus on are the federal 
fiscal deficit and the large U.S. trade deficit. Progress will be 
made in 1987 in reducing both of these deficits. We believe that the 
federal fiscal deficit, as a result of action already taken by the 
President and the Congress, will decline this year by nearly $50 
billion. Now, the trade deficit, we believe, will also decline as it 
showed evidence of doing in the fourth quarter due to the delayed 
effects of earlier depreciation of the dollar. However, continued 
action on both fronts will be required if further progress is to be 
achieved in reducing these deficits in the years ahead. 


Let me turn first to what I consider to be the important 
reasons why we need to reduce the federal deficit by spending 
restraint and continued economic growth. The present deficit and 
high levels of federal spending clearly represent an unfair burden on 
future taxpayers. That means your children, your grandchildren and 
mine. There is no free lunch. Current federal spending must be paid 
for by current or future taxes or by a disguised tax which, of 
course, is inflation. Continued large federal deficits expand the 
stock of the federal debt that's outstanding. Eventually taxes must 
be raised or government services must be cut to pay the interest on 
that growing federal debt. The longer action is postponed, the 
greater is the required adjustment. 


Secondly, deficit reduction through spending restraint is 
essential to preserve the long run benefits of tax reform. The CEA 
estimates that a long run gain of about $600 per year in average 
family income do to the favorable incentive effects of tax reform. 
Now, the benefits will come only if marginal tax rates are reduced as 
scheduled and only if people believe that these reductions are 
permanent. Tax rate increases -- actual or anticipated, end-year 
incentives for economic activity and impair economic growth. 


Third, persistence of large deficits through excessive 


MORE 

















spending could, indeed, impose a difficult dilemma for macro-economic 
policies in the event of some future economic downturn. There's no 
evidence now, but we've had a history of recessions and I assume 
there will be one somedey. Either a contractionary fiscal policy 
would have to be adopted during the recession, which would limit our 
ability to recover. Or 
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the deficit would rise to levels not previously seen in peacetime and 
certain’y could have a devastating effect upon financial markets. 
It's prudent to take action against the deficit now while we have an 


expanding economy. 


Fourth -- and this is the one that some don't understand 
-- continued federal spending on inessential, inefficient or 
ineffective programs, at the expense of either present or future 
taxpayers, in our opinion, cannot be justified. And I refer you to 
the President's budget which has a series of proposals, as it did 
last year, for cutting back those programs. 


And finally, reduction of the federal debt, the deficit 
leading to a reduction in the debt, primarily through spending 
restraint, is needed to make an essential contribution to reducing 
the U.S. trade deficit. 


Now, the influence of the fiscal deficit on the trade 
deficit must be understood within the context of the economic forces 
that have generated the trade deficit. The large U.S. trade deficit 
is clearly, primarily, a macro-economic phenomenon. Since 1982, real 
net exports have declined from a surplus of about one percent of GNP, 
to a deficit of about four percent of GNP. Deterioration has 
occurred in virtually all product categories, and against virtually 
all trading partners. Strong growth in the U.S. and weak growth 
abroad, during this expansion, are an important part of the 
explanation for the trade deficit. 


Measured by growth and domestic demand, the U.S. has 
recovered considerably more strongl,’ than the rest of the world -- 
and especially than Western Europe and Japan -- and our demand for 
exports have grown and, of course, their demand for our exports have 
Stagnated. Severe economic problems in many heavily indebted 
developing countries have had a similar effect on the demand for our 
exports. 


Secondly, appreciation of the U.S. dollar between 1980 
and early 1985, and of course its delayed effects, have also hurt the 
U.S. trade balance. Many U.S. goods are relatively more expensive in 
terms of foreign goods both here and abroad. It shifted demand here, 
as well as shifting demand abroad for foreign products. 


Third, the growth and persistence of the federal deficit 
also played an important role. When the U.S. spends more than it 
produces, the result is a trade deficit. The excess of spending over 
production means that we import more goods and services than we 
export. Correspondingly, we borrow from abroad to finance our excess 
spending. 


It's quite analogous to an individual. If you think, of 
the situation I hope you're not in, where you're spending more than 
you're producting, the only way you can do that is by borrowing or 
liquidating assets. 


The same thing has happened to our nation -- that is, we 
are borrowing to make up the difference between what we're spending 
and what we're producing. The excess federal spending over federal 
revenues, that is the deficit, has made a key contribution to the 
excess of national spending over national product in recent years. 
On effect, we have borrowed abroad to finance an important part of 
our overall saving deficit, including the federal deficit. Anda 
vote for spending is a vote against improving our trade deficit. 


Gradual reduction of the U.S. trade deficit, while 
maintaining satisfactory growth in the U.S. and other countries, 
requires, as I'm sure you are aware, a coordinated strategy between 
major nations with four main elements. 


One, stronger internally generated growth is needed in 
other industrial countries in order to maintain their own growth 
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rates and provide an expanding market for exports from the United 
States and many developing countries. 


Two, developing countries need to adopt policies that 
will support and sustain stronger growth and thereby help to restore 
their credit worthiness and also their demand for imports. Exchange 
rates needed to adjust, as they have, to establish reasonable 
conditions of international competitiveness. 


And four, the fiscal -- the U.S. fiscal deficit needs to 
be reduced primarily through a spending restraint. Tax increases 
would adversely affect private incentives and threaten growth. 
Spending restraint will contribute directly to a reduction in the 
excess of U.S. spending over U.S. production, and in the need for 
foreign borrowing. It will also free resources from federal outlays 
to satisfy demands for U.S. exports and for products presently 
imported from abroad. 


Finally, all nations, including the United States, have a 
responsibility to avoid protectionism and to open markets to 
international commerce. 


So, in conclusion, it's our view, and it's the 
President' Ss view, that we must make further progress in solving our 
twin deficit in an environment of continued economic growth by 
further restraint in government spending. 


Those are two of the important issues discussed in the 
economic report. There are many very interesting micro subjects that 
I wish I had the time to talk about, but I didn't. 


Yes, ma'am? 


Q What is your assumption on the value of the dollar 
the first half of the year? 


DR. SPRINKEL: We have to make no assumption about the 
value of the dollar in the first half of the year, and the reason is 
very simple -- that the effect on the trade deficit of a change in 
the dollar has a very considerable lag on the order of a 
year-and-a-half, maybe two years. That's been part of our 
difficulty. The dollar has been declining since early 1985, and it's 
only now that we hope -- we're beginning to see some evidence of 
adjustment. [It's not clear evidence yet. : 


Q But you should have some internal idea when you're 
making your big forecast and outlook? 


DR. SPRINKEL: It will not affect the level of the trade 
deficit in 1987 which, of course, is our forecast horizon. 


Q Secretary Baker said that the United States could 
use increased revenues to reduce the budget deficit, yet you -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I said primarily spending restraint and 
economic growth which provides additional revenues. 


Q So there is room for raised revenues? 
DR. SPRINKEL: You know the President's view, and I share 


it fully, that we're not going down the road of a general tax 
increase which would severely limit 
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incentives for the private sector, slow growth, threaten a 
significant slowing in economic activity. We're trying to do 
something that is almost unprecedented in history. That is, through 
coordinated conduct of policy between us and other major countries, 
we are attempting to bring this adjustment about in an environment of 
continued economic growth. 


Now for years ago, no one would have agreed that we could 
have the major countries rising four years in a row and into the 
fifth year. We've done that. Typically large trade deficits are 
resolved with a very sharp contraction in economic activity -- read 
recessions. And we are going to do our dead-level best to avoid 
that. There is no evidence of a recession now. Growth is continuing 
and there is a long litany of evidence cited in the economic report 
about the economic accomplishments. 


So, yes, there were some revenue raisers of various kinds 
of user taxes in this budget, but there is no general overall tax 
proposed, nor will there be. 


Q Could you make another pass at explaining to an 
out-of-work steelworker who may be living on unemployment or whose 
unemployment benefits may have run out why he has an interest in less 
federal spending? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, he has an interest if we -- in many 
cases, especially in the manufacturing industries and heavy 
industries, they have been hurt by the trade deficit. Big changes in 
exchange rates are costly to the extent we can make these adjustments 
in other ways, it will facilitate the adjustment. Many in heavy 
industry have indeed had to move out into other jobs or in the short 
run go onto unemployment compensations. Capital has moved out of 
many industries into others. It is to the advantage of the nation 
and to the workers to see that we get to the basic factor influencing 
the trade deficit, and that is too much spending, that is large 
fiscal deficits. 


Q Would you say that in the current situation, 
economic conditions -- what have you -- that we can -- we still have 
flexibility to stimulate growth at home, perhaps from monetary 
policy? 


DR. SPRINKEL: We are stimulating growth. We have 
devoted a long section in this report analyzing the growth impact of 
tax reform. That is stimulus of growth. We have deregulated, and we 
plan to make further deregulations to increase flexibility of 
markets. That is in favor of economic growth. 


Now if you back up a decade or two, in terms of the way 
people thought about growth, they typically thought about it as 
stepping on the monetary accelerator or having a bigger federal 
deficit. This was, for example, the thinking underlying the first 
Bonn summit in the latter 1970's. Everyone ended up with a very big 
inflationary headache, and we're not proposing that sort of -- 
(Laughter.) I won't do that again. (Laughter.) We're not proposing 
that sort of a solution. 


With respect to monetary policy, we have had an expansive 
monetary policy. That is, we've had good growth in aggregates, we've 
had declining interest rates to the lowest level now in nine years. 

Q The big head. 


DR. SPRINKEL: No, not that, Sam. I heard you. 
(Laughter.) 





And therefore we are very pleased. 


Q What about the stock market? Is it going to keep 





going up? 
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DR. SPRINKEL: I cannot predict the stock market, and 
neither can anyone else. I do believe that not the wiggles in any 
one day or week, but the very strong trend in recent months reflects 
the fact that those that are investing their money recognize the 
enormous improvement in economic prospects that have come about as a 
result of sharp declines and interest rates, control of corporate 
profit -- the costs, and, therefore, the prospects for higher 
corporate profits. But, I can't predict it, Sam. I wish I could. 
If I were, I'd be back there getting rich. 


Q Isn't it just that those -- us shoe clerks are 
rushing in greedily trying to get in on this great, huge wave. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I'm told by the brcekers -- and I 
don't follow these number directly -- that there is still no evidence 
of the shoe clerks coming into this market -- that much of it 
currently has been and is institutional demand. 


Yes sir? 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, you said the trade deficit will 
Gecline this year due to the delayed effects of earlier depreciations 
of the dollar. You said further progress is needed to further reduce 
these -- I guess that means the deficit -- both deficits in years 
ahead.: 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes. 


Q . You've predicted that the fiscal deficit would 
decline by $50 billion. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Approximately. 


Q Approximately. How much do you predict that the 
trade deficit will decline and is a further decline in the dollar 
needed for a further improvement in the trade deficit? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, first, we have not -- because we 
Cannot make a precise estimate of the change in the trade deficit, 
but I can talk about orders of magnitude. It's our best guess, based 
on historical relationships and what's been happening in the 
marketplace, that something on the order of an improvement of $30 
billion annual rate -- fourth quarter to fourth quarter is probably 
in the cards. It could be a little better. Some are estimating as 
high as $40 billion and I think that's possible. Others sey it won't 
be that high -- $25, $20 billion. I don't know of anyone estimating 
a worsening again this year. There may be some, but I've never heard 
them. 


Q So what does that mean? There'd be $145 billion -- 


MORE 








DR. SPRINKEL: The budget -- the trade deficit, as I 
measure it -- there are several ways of measuring it -- that is the 
one related to the savings deficit, the current account -- the net 
export was approximately $140 billion this past year. 


Now, there are certain statistics that you can use that 
will get you up to $170 billion, but I don't think it*s as good a 
comparison -- 


Q That's the one that's generally reported, is it not? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes. You like to pick the biggies. I'm 
just telling you the better one is the real one; that is $140 billion 
on goods and services -- 


Q And that's going to be -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: -- and counting transportation costs, both 
ways -- (laughter.) 


Q What are you saying? That's going to be $30 billion 
less than ‘87? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, sir. That's the one I'm talking 
about. 


0 And the dollar. What about -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: On the order of $30 billion less. That's 
still very high. That's why we need to continue to make progress in 
limiting the federal deficit. We need to make progress in continuing 
to try to open markets abroad, and we need a little patience, which, 
of course, is what we don't have. 


Q You have talked about here about the negative 
economic impact of tax-and-spend policies. Is it any better to have 
borrow-and-spend policies? Is that any less negative economically? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I have dumped on both. That is it seems 
to, me that, clearly, the excessive spending has resulted in the 
necessity to borrow, creating federal deficits, adding to the trade 
deficit. So we‘re on a track -- Gramm-Rudman-Hollings is on a 
reasonable track. There is no way it can be solved in one fell 
Swoop, nor should it be probably. But gradual downward movement in 
the fiscal deficit -- of which we‘re making progress this year, and 
if they buy most of the President's budget, we'll make it again in 
Fiscal 1988 -- is the way to go. 


Q How would you then respond to the argument made, for 
instance, by David Stockman in his new book? Because he says that, 
in fact, Congress has been much more responsible than the President 
and if -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, it's -- 

Q Let me just finish. And if the President had been 
given by Congress -- had gotten through Congress all of his 
proposals, the deficit would, in fact, be many billions bigger. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, he is no longer in our 
administration. (Laughter.) 


Q He was cast out, huh? 

Q How about speaking to the issue. 

DR. SPRINKEL: In addition to being wrong -- that is, we 
have consistently tried to restrain government spending. Last year, 
for example -- I just happen to remember the numbers -- we asked for 
either substantial reduction or elimination of 44 different spending 
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programs. I haven't checked them this year. I'm sure it's that 
Many. And we got two -- two. They gave us the -- Congress gave us 
the authority to sell Conrail -- it hasn't been sold yet, but we're 
going to -- and also they gave us the authority to eliminate 
revenue-sharing. And a long list of others were ignored and we have 
repeated some of those plus new ones this year. 


Q In fact, that's not an issue of spending, that's a 
guestion of priorities because they cut $20 billion out of your 
defense budget. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we can argue about priorities within 
the context of total spending, I grant that. 


Q Right. So my guestion is -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: But the important thing is to restrain 
total spending. 


Q Would, in fact, total spending have been bigger if 
the President had -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: That's not the way -- we have looked at 
those numbers -- and Jim Miller is the expert on the budget -- I'm 
assured that that is incorrect. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, presumably, this trade deficit was 
avoidable. If this were 1981, knowing what you do now and you were 
Chairman of the Council -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: As I wasn't. 


Q I know you weren't. If you were in Dr. Weidenbaum's 
place, what would you have advised him to do -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I'm not sure. That's a good 
guestion. But I'm not sure that a sizeable increase in the trade 
Geficit was avoidable. Remember, in the fall of ‘82, we were at the 
trough of a serious recession. Most of the rest of the industrial 
world was as well, although the British troughed a little earlier. 
In all of the international meetings that I was in, and I was in 
Many, the view was that we wanted to spark recovery and that it be 
Sustainabie. 


We were much more successful in getting a strong recovery 
than was the rest of the world. Now, if we had proposed, as I would 
not have proposed at such a time, that, look, let‘*s hold ours down 
and just go with the troops, probably wouldn't have had as large a 
trade deficit. But we also wouldn't have created over 12 million new 
jobs over the last 50 montis. That was one of the big problems. 


The other, of course, was the recession, in and of 
itself, brought on a serious fiscal deficit. But that deficit did 
not come down as the recovery moved. as it typically does. So I'm 
not at all certain -- and let me acd two other points that I meant to 
make 


One is that our good growth has been a boon to much of 
the rest of the world -- that is, Western Europe would have grown 
even less well by a significant amount than they have grown if they 
hadn't been feeding our markets. Latin America, who, in ‘82 and even 
still, but especially in that period, was in a very serious debt 
Crisis. The only way they could pay their debts was to earn -- our 
strong recovery providec important markets for exports from Latin 
America in order that they could survive financially. 


So there were a lot of good effects. The point is those 
days are behind us. We must now concentrate on our own house and 
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urge others to help as we help them, because we have had very serious 
difficulties in our export industries. We do believe -- and there is 
a long section in the Economic Report arguing that, fortunately and 
for good reasons, productivity and manufacturing in -- since 1981 has 
done very well. That is the -- I believe it's 3.8 percent per year. 
That is 46 percent higher than the average improvement in the 
post-war. It's nearly double the improvement in the period '73 to 
"81. But in the period '8l, ‘82, ‘83, ‘84 and up until ‘85, the 
rising dollar was more than offsetting the improvement in our 
productivity. 


Now, since early ‘85, the dollar, on average has been 
coming down and our productivity continues. So we're on the verge of 
reaping the benefits. It would be unfortunate and masochistic to 
move now toward protectionism in an effort to solve this problem. 


The important thing to do is to continue to get the 
deficit 
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under control and permit and encourage our manufacturers to increase 
their exports abroad. 


Yes, ma‘am? 


Q Is there any consideration by your office to -- a 
relationship of productivity and to the morale of the people as they 
-- since they are getting these cutbacks from you peopl: in the 
budget? I refer to -- not only to welfare and health and all that, 
but especially health. Because the prospective retirees are faced 
with these problems of illness and death that you are not taking care 
of apparently. 


Q That‘s the problem. 
Q And do you think that affects productivity? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we're very concerned, and we've been 
very careful not to damage returns to those that can't help 
themselves. Yes, anything that discourages work and effort 
discourages productivity. Now, the President, as you know, as he 
indicated in his State of the Union Address, is sending up a package 
that will involve a series of programs designed to improve 
productivity growth. Some of it is in the education area, some of it 
in other sectors. So, yes. 


9 Well, will that conform to his budget? 


MR. SPEAKES: Yes, ma'am. We think it's extremely 
important for the reasons I gave to get that deficit down. It's 
marvelous to be in favor of spending programs -- that's the goodies. 
But we reap the results. And we must make those choices in spending 


within the constraint that will solve the overall problem. 


Q Then will you not cut back on some other areas than 
health and welfare and education and agriculture? 


DR. SPRINKEL: [It turns out that whatever area you choose 
to cut back, those that are most interested in those areas say “cut 
someplace else, not me.” The point is, we're past the period in 
history when we can just be oblivious to what we're doing to future 
generations. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, the decline in the dollar, the 17 
percent or whatever it is decline in the dollar since the Plaza 
Accord, that only affects around about 50 percent of the trade 
deficit. What can you do about those other countries, the newly 
industrialized countries, Canada and so on, where there would be no 
competitive impact on the dollar‘’s decline? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, one of the things that is important 
is to encourage economic growth in those countries. Those countries 
are buyers of our products, and the more prosperous they are, the 
more they're likely to grow. I am not certain whether there will be 
further exchange adjustments in those areas or not. There have been 
some adjustments in the area of the so-called "NICs," the newly 
industrialized countries, but not much. 


Q -- the appreciation of the Canadian dollar in recent 
weeks? 


DR. SPRINKEL: We have a massive market out there, and 
none of us -- at least not me -- maybe you -- are smart enough to 
know what that rate should be at any point in time. You know, the 
dollar market is $175 billion a day. And it's enormous, and I am in 
no position to be either pleased or displeased. 


Yes, ma'am? 
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-lill-o- 


What are you recommending, then, to Secretary Baker 
in terms of his actions with the other G-5 nations on intervention? 


I mean, would you recommend that he do begin to intervene at this 
point and try to save a lot ef - 


DR. SPRINKEL: I -- when I was Undersecretary of the 
Treasury, I gave 4 lot of advice to the Secretary of the Treasury- 
I'm presently Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers, and I 


participate in many meetings with Jim Baker, but I don't give him 
advice on intervention. 


Q Well, personally, what would you think of it at this 
point? would you think that he should be intervening -~ 
DR. SPRINKEL: 1! do not want to express an opinion. He 
has stated publicly that he will not refer to intervention and 
neither will I. 


Q Mr. Sprinkel -- 


Q Car you tell me if a further decline in the dollar 
at this point could carry adverse effects to the solving of the 
deficit -- fiscal deficit or 4 trade deficit because of other 
ramifications? 


DR. SPRINKEL: tT+'s my view, and it's long been my view 
that movements in currencie of major magnitude over a considerable 
period of time is a very costly way of bringing about adjustment in 
the balance of payments. It may be necessary, but it's not costless. 
There is a great jeal of cost, and we started talking about it early 
on with people that are thrown out of work, with capital that has to 
move into other areas, and therefore, we have a broad strategy which 
attempts to minimize the extent to which the currency rates have to 


swing. 


Now, clearly, we've had rather major swings since the 
spring of 1985. We have an unsustainably large trade deficit, in my 
opinion, around the world. It's bringing backlashes of protectionism 
in our own country, and we would 1ike to play some of these other 
themes such as increased domestic demand, growth abroad, which witli 
reduce the extent to which the currencies have to move. 


Q But, could it have an adverse effect, if we had 
further decline, could it carry with it an adverse effect? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, any decline in the dollar has some 
pluses and some minuses. I'm not talking about future declines, I'm 
talking about what has happened. It has made us mc-€ competitive, 
and that certainly is a plus, and 4 needed plus. it also has raised 
the cost of imported products. The reason -- the main reason that it 
has not showed up very much yet when we still had a l.l percent 
inflation rate last year, which was quite restrained -- the major 
reason was that last year also we had a very sharp decline in one of 
those imported products, i.e., Oil. And it swamped the effect. But 
if you look at what's happening now to the prices of imported 
products, ex-oil, and recently oil also, those prices are going up. 


So -- and we projected in our economic report, and also 
previously before this group, that the inflation rate would move up 
somewhat this year temporar ity, partly due to the weaker dollar, 
partly due to the fact that the oil effect is gradually eroding, and 
more recently, oil prices have moved up- 


Yes, sir? 


You spoke rather ominously of the possibility that 
-- of what would happen if there is a recession before the deficit -~ 


the fiscal deficit is reduced depreciatively? 


MORE #1998-01/29 











e i2 « 


DR. SPRINKEL: I didn't mean to speak ominously, because 
there is absolutely no evidence that a recession is on track. 


Q But House -- as you say, we have a history of 
recessions, and they come sometimes despite a forecast. How scary is 
that scenario? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well -- 


Does it ever cause you to think, you know, that 
would really be so awful to contemplate that maybe we ought to think 
about even a temporary tax increase to get -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: It never caused me to think like that. 
(Laughter.) And it's unlikely to do so. It does strengthen my view 
that it's extremely important in this era of growth, job creation, 
prosperity with some potholes around in various sectors, to get about 
the business of reducing the deficit, and to do it by spending 
restraint and economic growth, not in a way that will adversely 
effect opportunity, jobs, increased incomes. 


Yes, sir? 


Q You said that other measures such as promoting 
faster economic growth in trading partners will reduce the amount of 
-- the amount the currency has to decline. 


DR. SPRINKEL: That's correct. 
Q If you don't get that kind of growth, then what? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we discussed the various mechanisms 
‘for adjustment, and two of the important ones are exchange rates and 
relative economic growth. Others that can be helpful, of course, is 
continued effort to open markets abroad. There aren't many others. 
There is no magic that I know of, other than those I talked about, 
including reducing the fiscal deficit, that's going to correct it. 





Yes, ma'am? 


Q I believe you said a few minutes ago that -- yo 
referred to the fiscal deficit as the biggest cause of the trade . 
deficit. Is that your opinion? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I said it was one of the very important 
causes. I don't want to try to put a number on it, primarily, or 
even a ranking. It also is closely related to relative growth 
between our countries, as I pointed out. And it's also closely 
related to the fact that our dollar went up until early 1985. But 
Clearly, if we had not have had this persistence, and a large trade 
deficit -- pardon me, fiscal deficit, I am personally convinced that 
we would have also have had a smaller trade deficit. 


But that -- you k:.ow, bygones are bygones. The question 
is, what do we do now? We nee the cooperation of the Congress to 
face up to these issues and new to the targets they set under 


Gramm-Rudman-Hollings of gradually bringing that deficit down. 
Yes, ma‘am? 


Q What do you look for in the trade statistics that 
are going to come out in the next few days? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I'm as concerned about them as you are. 


Q Well -- November trade statistic, what would you 
think that would indicate? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I don't know. There were some special 
factors, as you well know, affecting the November numbers. We will 
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MR. REDOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin by introducing a distinguished visitor, Marlin 
Fitzwater, the new White House Spokesman, who's over here today 
to see how it's done ir other places (laughter). 

Let me begin with just a couple of announcements. 

Q What about Bitburg? (Laughter) 

2) See that? 


Q Make him feel at home 


A A brief announcement. The United States and the 
Soviet Union, as you know, opened discussions in early 1986 on 
implementing the Kiev-New York consulate excnange. After the 


Chernobyl nuclear accident in April, we had told the Soviets 
that we would not assign personnel to Kiev unless we could 
assure ourselves of their safety. So today I can tel] you that 
in October a team of radiation specialists provided by the U.S 
Department of Energy visited Kiev to collect data. 


Based on the radiation readings and subsequent 
analysis, the State Department's Office of Medical Services has 
concluded that the additional radiation exposure resulting from 
the Chernobyl accident would not pose a health risk to U.S 
personnel assigned to Kiev. 


On the basis of these findings, the State Department 
is also cancelling the travel advisory for Kiev imposed in the 
aftermath of the Chernobyl accident. Copies of a slightly 
longer version of this statement as well as the report that was 
prepared by the DOE team are available in the Press Office. 





Q Where does that leave us in terms of actually 
opening the Kiev consulate? 


A We still don't know where that leaves us. The 
conditions and the arrangements for opening are still under 
discussion with the Soviets. We would like to move forward 
promptly and hope the Soviets share this approach. 


If specific issues drag on too long, we'll have to ask 
ourselves whether they've lost interest despite the high-level 
commitment to open the consulates. 


Q What are the problems, specifically. Is it the 
building? Is it the fact that we can't buy a building and we 
we t to buy a building? Can you outline what the snags are? 


A I can't identify any specific problem. It's 
simply that there are a lot of conditions and arrangements that 
have to be agreed to, and thus far the Soviets haven't seemed 
to be very interested in going forward with those discussions 


Q Have we, in fact, found a building in Kiev? 


A As I say, I don't have all of those kind of 
details. 


Q Was October the first time they sent radiation 
specialists over to take readings? 


os Yes, it was 
Q Why did we wait until October to do it? 


A That was the first time the Soviets would allow 
us to send them 


Q How long did the study last, and how long ago did 
they finish the write-up, Chuck? Is it just now available? 


is) It is just now available, yes, and we're taking 
off the travel advisory today on the same basis. 


Q This -- I'm not sure this question is relevant, 
but let me ask anyway Are there any other advisories in 
connection with Chernobyl that the U.S. has put out that are 
still in effect, or does this, in effect, clear the slate of 
all remaining concern over the -- 








4 As I recall it, that was the only advisory we put 
out in conjunction with Chernobyl. If it's not the case, we'll 
get back to you. 


Q Can you quantify in any way the amount of 
additional radiation exposure that still does exist in Kiev? 


a First, for the specific measurements, you can 
find all of those in the team's report. In general, [ could 
say that the tap water samples showed no detectable 
radioactivity and that the majority of the food samples had no 
detectable or negligible amounts of radio activity. None of 
the samples exceeded the very restrictive U.S. FDA food import 
standard 


A major source of additional external direct radiation 
appeared to be radionuclides remaining on the surfaces of 
leaves. Ukranian authorities said that falling leaves were 
being removed and buried. The U.S. teams saw evidence in 
various parts of the city that leaf-collection efforts were 
underway. 


The removal of the leaves, as well as natural 
weathering and radioactive decay of radio nuclides on the 
ground, uwiill lower the radiation level significantly below 
those measured by the team in October. (Laughter) 


Remember, you asked that question. 


Q Do you have more details, if we want to get t'iem 
later? (Laughter) 


m I sure do. (Laughter) 
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Q You didn't answer the question about other 
advisories. My memory says that there was some sort of 
advisory at one point about consumption of food in Moscow 
because of its source. Do you know if that was -- shat the 
status of that one is? 


A No. I'll have to look into that one. 


Q Do you have any information concerning 
radioactivity ina line stretching away to the northeast from 
Chernobyl? Is there anything contained in the report? 


A My information indicates that our team was able 
to visit Kiev. They did not go to Chernobyl, for example. [ 
don't think they visited any of the surrounding areas, but 
rather to measure the conditions under which our consulate 
personnel would live, should they eventually get there. 


A second announcement: While the current situation in 
Lebanon, with at lieast 23 hostages from at least nine countries 
being held, continues to be a matter of grave corcern, there 
has been a series of events indicating the commi ment of the 
world's democracies to the rule of law. 


We applaud the cecision of a Canadian court to 
sentence to life imprisonment two Sikh terrorists who conspired 
to blow up a civilian airliner in 1986; the decision of the 
French courts to proceed with the trial of Georges Ibrahim 
Abdallah on charges of involvement in the 1982 murders of U.S. 
Assistant Army Attache’ Lieutenant Colonel Charles Ray and 
Israeli Commercial Attache' Yacov Barsimantov, and the 
attempted murder in 1984 of U.S. Consul General Robert Homme in 
Strasbourg; and the continuing legal process to extradite 
Mohammed Hamadei from the Federal Republic of Germany to the 
United States to face air piracy and murder charges. We expect 
these procedures to be successful and that Hamadei will come to 
trial here. 


Multilaterally, we welcome the U.N. Security Council 
statement of yesterday that condemnec, [ quote, "All acts of 
hostage-taking and abduction," and demanded the immediate and 
safe release of all hostages and abducted persons. 


These actions demonstrate that the international 
community of the civilized world remains committed co 
strengthening the rule of law and defeating terrorism. 


Q Copy of that, Chuck? 








A Yes. 

Q Was Lebanon mentioned specifically in the U.N. 
resolution? 

A I don't know whether or not Lebanon was mentioned 
specifically. The resolution, however, did refer to all acts 


of hostage-taking and abduction, so, obviously, it's included. 
Q Chuck, who sponsored that resolution? 
4 I don't have that detai’. We can look into that. 
That's all [ have. Jim? 
Q What can you tell us about the -—- 


Q Could [ follow on that? You say that you expect 
the request for Hamadei's extradition to be successful. Do you 
have any specific knowledge that you can share with us about 
why you expect that, since this is an open legal process? 


9) No. [ put that Forward in exactly the sense that 
I gave it to you in expectation. But, as the Secretary noted 
this morning on Worldnet, and he's noted it elsewnere, there is 
a legal process underway in Germany. That legal process 
involves not only our extradition requests, but the 
requirements of German laws, and so that we're confident that 
that process is being worked through. 


Q Yeah. But the -- 


Q But he said yesterday in testimony that he 
expected the process to be expedited What did he base that on? 


A [ can't help you any further on that. That was 
his impression. 


Q But in two testimonies, yesterday and also before 
the other budget committee of the other house last week, the 
Secretary basically answered questions by sort of saying, "It's 
a legal process, it takes time, and [ have no reason to believe 
that anything -- I have indications that efforts will be made 
to speed it up." 


Today in his WORLDNET remarks he seemed to be sounding 
a much tougher, more insistent note about it. Is that just a 
perception on my part or -- 














A I think that's just your perception. I wouldn't 
read anything special into what you perceive to be differing 
statements. Both of -- all of those remarks you refer to were 


made in response to questions off the cuff, and so as a 
consequence the thrust of the answer, [I think, is the same. 


Q But, Chuck, he did say today that he hoped for a 
prompt decision on the part of the -- he used the word “prompt" 
today. In the past ne said, “Well, we understand it has to 
take its course," and so on. 


“4 I've just given you my interpretation of those 
various statements. That's all [ can do. 

Jim? 

Q What can you tell us about i communications 
that the State Department has had with forr President Marcos, 
and what is the situation now? Is he free .©o leave the 


country, should he wish to do so? 


a Mr. Marcos is a guest in our country. As we have 
told him explicitly on several occasions, he is free to return 
to the Philippines if he can work this out with the Government 
of the Philippines. Late Wednesday, January 28, we had a 
request from the Government of the Philippines to look into 
reports that a chartered 707 was in Honolulu to take Marcos 
back to the Philippines. 


The Philippine Government asked us to do everything we 
could to prevent this from happening. We investigated and were 
persuaded that the plane had in fact been chartered by Mr. 
Marcos' supporters, and that there was a high probability he 
hoped to use that plane to return to the Philippines. 


We dispatched Mr. Carl Taylor, a Foreign Service 
officer serving at. CINCPAC, to see Mr. Marcos and convey our 
concerns that what he appeared to be contemplating violated the 
conditions under which he was living in the United States as a 
guest. 


Mr. Taylor also reminded Mr. Marcos of undertakings he 
had given us in previous discussions that he would not return 
to the Philippines or, indeed, leave the United States without 
informing us. 
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Q Well, in addition to violating the undertakings 
that he made when he arrived in this country, was he, or was he 
in danger of, violating any U.S. laws by taking part in an 
apparent coup against a friendly government? 


A Those kind of questions [ can't answer for you, 
Jim. I'd have to refer you to the Justice Department. In any 
case, those are in essence hypothetical questions given the way 
that things turned out. 


Q And one other question: You say that he's free 
to go back to the Philippines if he can work it out with the 
Philippine Government. Is he free to go to a third country? 


A Yes, he is. 


Q The flight plan supposedly called for him to go 
to Hong Kong and not to the Philippines, so he could have if -- 
without you restraining him, he can get on that plane and fly 
off to Hong Kong? 


A You're getting into some sort of nuances there. 
Obviously, in this case whether or not the flight plan was 
filed for Hong Kong -- and I really don't know that, I can't 
confirm that -- the fact remains, as I[ said, that the 
indications we had persuaded us that it was an attempt to go to 
the Philippines. 


Q So we are barring him from leaving our country 
basically, right? 


a Unless he can work that out with the Government 
of the Philippines. 


Q But -- all right. Let's say he says he is not 
goina to the Philippines. Then we're going to insist that he 
have a visa from wherever he is going before we let him leave? 
You know, [I'm just trying to figure out under what legal 
grounds we have to hold this guy. 


a Well, basically, first of all, as a guest here, 
he has an obligation to respect the laws of the United States. 
His current status derives sole_y from the discretionary parole 
authority vested in the Attorney General. 


As ['ve just said, the question of his return to the 
Philippines is one that must be resolved directly between him 
and the Philippine Government. And, to reiterate, we believe 
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that planning for such a return without the Philippine 
Government's approval would be clearly incompatible with this 
requirement and the conditions of his status as a guest. 


Now, what procedures he would have to go through in 
order to go somewhere else, what status a parole document, for 
example, gives him in terms of a travel document, I think that 
INS would have to answer those questions for you. 

Q He says he's a prisoner You say he's not. 


” I say he's not. 








Q You did say, unless I misheard you and wasn't 
able tc copy fast enough, I thought you said that Taylor 
reminded Marcos of the pledges he mace, among them was not to 
leave the country without informing us, and the other one was 
not to go to the Philippines unless he had worked it out with 
the Philippines 





- Right 


So, putting the Philippine question aside, which 
I think is fairly clear, the only obligation he undertook was 
to inform the United States that he was leaving Had he 
informed the United States that he was leaving, and should he 
choose to do so at any moment, according to that statement, 
anyway, he didn't promise not to leave and you're not telling 
him he can't leave 


a That's right 

Q You're just saying he has to tell us when he goes? 
A That's right 

Q Is that correct? 


ts That's right. And in the case of the 
Philippines, there is the additional requirement that you cited 


Q So just out of curiosity, if the plane did in 
fact file a flight plan with U.S. Government authorities for 
some destination other than the Philippines, wouldn't that 
constitute notification and then wouldn't he be --— I mean, 
would it be -- what was wrong with that, with such a 
notification? 


~ Well, first of all, you're assuming that there 
were such notifications, which I don't know that there were 
What happened is that we got a report from the Filipino 
Government. We looked into it and were persuaded then that 
what he intended to do was to work his way back to the 
Philippines 


There was, I see here, another question, a claim by 
the aircraft owner that he wasn't planning to take Marcos with 
him We understanc that this statement was made subsequent to 
Mr. Taylor's discussions with Mr. Marcos, and it's our 
understanding that the aircraft owner visited Mr. Marcos at his 
residence soon after the plane's arrival in Honolulu 


Q Who was the aircraft owner? 











“ I don't have the man's name 


Q Because the aircraft subsequently has disappeared 
from Honolulu and apparently headed towards Las Vegas, and the 
FAR when questioned said, “We can't tell you the fiight plan or 
where it is unless we get authorization from the State 
Department 


Have you any idea’? Can you tell us anything about the 
2lane? 


No, I don't I don't have any information 


Q Chuck, can you tell us who the airplane was 
chartered from? 


No, I don't know that 


Q I think | recall the Secretary of State also 
suggesting there was another condition, that Marcos, as a guest 
of the United States, should not be enticing or encouraging his 
followers in the Philippines to move against the government, 
the Aquino government 


Is that still in place and was he reminded of that 
again, and do you have any reason to suppose that there is some 
connection between Marcos and what happened in the Philippines 


the other day? 


oa In response to the last part of your question, 
concerning any connection, I[ just can’t answer that I'm not 
in a posit“on to give you any information on that What you 
describe as the general tenor of our remarks about what proper 
behavior for a guest is, i think you have correctly 
characterized that, and [I think that has continued to be the 
tenor of our discussions with Mr. Marcos 


Q Then you don't happen to know if this was 
tly 


explicit said again to Mr. Marcos by the latest emissary 


- Whether or not it was explicitly said, I[ just 
don't know 


Q But it is the fact 
“ Yes 
Q Chuck, do we regard his obligations to us as a 


guest in our country as legally binding? Your statement seems 
to infer that 
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a Whether or not that obligation is legally 
binding, I couldn't answer that You might check with 
Justice. I didn't put it as a legal requirement, but rather as 


an obligation undertaken in the context of our agreement with 
him 


Q So he could leave, if it's only an obligation, 
and there would be no way for us to stop him 


- I would not agree necessarily with your 
conclusion 


Q How could you stop it? What could you do? 


2) That's a hypothetical question I'm not gcing to 
go into that 


Q Chuck, if he were to leave to go to a third 
country or to go to the Philippines, in other words he violated 
one or the other of the provisos, does he face the threat of, 
if he tried to come back to the United States, not being 
granted reentry? 


“ Once again, I would refer you to INS I'm not 
sure that a parole document, for example, would authorize you 
to come back into the country again without going through the 
same parole process, but let me refer you to INS for a 
definitive answer on that 


Q So it clearly would” 't be an automatic reentry 

“ I just have to defer judgment on that to INS 

Q Could 1 follow that up? As I understand what you 
said, that these conditions stem, or the lecal basis stems from 
the parole authority given b,; the Attorney General I further 


understand, or I[ deduce, that the sanctions that the Attorney 
General would have would be to expel him, to throw him out of 
the country, which is what he wants to do, right, to leave the 
country 


So, what real force does the State Department have in 
waking him adhere to these terms? 


- Well, you've characterized a certain position and 
a certain number of options in the hands of the Attorney 
General I can't verify that indeed those are the only ones, 


if indeed it works that way 











So, really, if you want to know what the legal basis 
is, you'll have to talk to tne Attorney General 


Q Chuck, what we are trying to do is understand -- 
S Fascinating story on this 


Q How can you enforce it? 


Q Yes, so he says, “To heck with you 


A There are also certain laws that could come into 
play, obviously, but what those are for someone in the status 
of Mr. Marcos, ['m not the authority to tell you about this. 


Q You are saying that there is a possibility that 
he may be in violation of some U.S. laws 


Qa I'm not saying that there is a possibility he may 
be. I'm saying there are laws which could be applicable to a 
Situation such as that of Mr. Marcos I'm not saying one way 
or the other -- [I'm not passing judgment on the question 


Q Chuck, what travel documents does he actually 
possess? If my memory serves me correctly, the Poilippine 
Government, in fact, cancelled his passport 


a) I think he has his parolee documents. 


Q Right Now, on the basis of that parolee 
document, would that be the method of stopping him leaving the 
country if that's -- 


a) You'll have to talk to the INS to see if that's 
sufficient. 

Q Would his violation of the covenants, the 
undertakings that you have with him, constitute an offense for 
which the United States would seek to extradite Mr. Marcos from 
the Philippines, should he wind up there? 


QA First of all, there is no extradition treaty with 
the Philippines, Ralph 


Q Okay From any other country, then 
“ What's the relevance of the question? 


Q The relevance of the question is, very clearly, 
what could you do? You can say that there are laws that are 
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applicable to him, but they are not applicable to him if he is 
not in the U.S. So there is -- 


Q Stop the plane? Meet him at the plane with a gun? 
Q That's right [ mean, you can -- 
Q Have troops surround the plane? I mean, how can 


you stop him? 


Q You can tell him, as you did last night, that 
he's not abiding by the terms of his guesthood in the U.S., but 
if he had chosen to board the plane anyway, it sounds to me as 
though you really don't have any options. 


a Well, you choose to enter into the realm of the 
hypothetical. I[ stay in the reaim of the practical, which is 
that we told him that He did not enter the plane, after that 
discussion, and he remains in Honolulu 


Q Okay 


4 So I think that your hypotheses as to the 
inefficacy of these measures is at least somewhat overdrawn 


Q Can we stick to the practical then, for a minute, 
and can [ ask you whether you have anything further to tell us 
about what convinced you that he was planning to leave, other 
than the visit to his house by the pilot of the plane which you 
have told us about already? 


fs) No, [ dan't have any other details 

Barry? 

Q Can I go to another subject? 

“ Sure. 

. 

Q One more follow up? 

Q The speech, did the Secretary, by any chance, see 
the speech he made today before he delivered it, because, as 
you know, he read the same paragraph twice [t can happen to 
anyone, but I am just curious Had he seen it before? In 


fact, was it written - 


= Yes 


Q He had -- 








4 He had seen it before He has briefing folcers 
prepared for each of his engagements He does go through them, 
reads over his remarks 


Q And, as is often the case with busy people, the 
speech was written for him, wasn't it? 


A The remarks are always prepared by someone in the 
first draft. It's the Secretary's words that count in the end 


Q Chuck, can I get back on Iran, for a minute? The 
Secretary said on WORLDNET today that there was an [ranian 
connection or strong links with a new group of kidnapers Do 
you have any evidence of that, any document that --? 


a I don't have anything to offer now 


Chuck, what about an update on the Culf War? 
Intense fighting continues between the Iranians 
and [ragqis east of Basra, and that city is being subjected to 
heavy artillery shelling The fighting is still forward of the 
main [ragi defensive lines, however 


In the Gulf yesterday, Iraq bombed Larak Island, and 
also reportedly hit a vessel south of Kharg [sland. Iraq 
claims to have struck Tehran and several other Iranian cities, 
as well as a petrochemical complex earlier today 
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Q Do you have any comment on yesterday's ABC report 
that -- they showed that in the battle they used effectively 
the weapons which the Americans had supplied lately to Iran? 

Do you have any comment on that? 


a) No, I don't That question was answered several 
times during testimony in recent days by the Secretary, at some 
length. 


Q He said he didn't know 
a That's right I said it was answered. (Laughter) 
Q But time has elapsed since then. and have you not 


found anything more - 


4 Nothing more 

Q - with pictures that have come in? 

a Don't have anything on it 

Q Are you just uncomfortable in answering that 
question? 

“ No I just don't have anything more The 


Secretary answered it, and that's where it stands 


Q But he didn't - because since then, though 
there's - 


“ Anne, I seem to go through this with you quite 
often When [ say that saying [ don't have anything is an 
answer, or not an answer, I'm afraid I just can't help you any 
more than that But when [ say [ don't have anything on it, 
that 1S an answer 


Q The U.S. is trying to isolate iran Syria was 
one of the main, or maybe still is one of the main suppliers 
The other might, CBS reported that President Assad walked into 
the Islamic conference arm-in-arm or hand-in-hand with Mubarak 
because both Syria and Egypt do not want to see an Iranian 
victory 


Is it the U.S. assessment that Syria no longer wants 
to see [ran win this war? 








. I really don't have any way to make that 
assessmer_, Barry. 


Q Do you have any, or can you get us any up-to-date 
information on arms shipments to [ran and whether Syria and 
others are still -- and China, wnich is often not mentioned 
when the President criticizes the Soviet bloc -- which 
countries are providing weapons to Iran at this point? 


Qa [I'll take a look at it. 

Q A follow-up on a question that was asked some 
weeks ago about the STIX missiles. You had nothing then, but 
there are credible reports that China supplied Iran with STIX 
missiles, and the missiles are being set up to be assembled at 
the Strait of Hormuz Anything? 

2) [I just don't have anything on that. 


Q Chuck, are you concerned about any rapprochement 
between Mubarak and Assad? Are you concerned? 


A Are we concerned? 


Q Yes, if any rapprochement happened between the 
two countries, the two leaders? 


ms No, I don't see any reason for us to be concerned 


Q Chuck, when you say fighting is still forward of 
the main Iraqi defense lines, can you offer us any detail on 
the movement of the actual fighting? The Iranians are 
constantly claiming progress of KX number of yards or X number 
of miles 


4 The best assessment I can offer which is, I 
think, an accurate characterization is that there really has 
been no significant change in the battle lines over the past 
days - 


Q Over the past - 


4 ~~ number of days, I gather I don't know how 
far back we'd have to go, but probably a week or more. 


Q And the Iranians have not crossed the 
Shatt-al-Arab, as far as U.S. knowledg® is concerned? 
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a That's right. I think that's the case. 


Q Back on the Philippines for a moment, your 
response to Ralph's last question laid out a chain of events 
that implied a causal relationship. Are you saying that Mr. 
Taylor's intervention, that his conversation with Mr. Marcos 
was dec*sive in convincing him or persuading him or preventing 
him from boarding the plane? 


a What was decisive in his own mind, Bill, would 
have to be answered by Mr. Marcos; but from the statements ['ve 
seen by Marcos, it would appear that that conversation had some 
influence. 


So, essentially, that visit played a major role 
in thwarting his -- 


A That I really couldn't say. 


Q Did Mr. Taylor also have a conversation with the 
owner of the aircraft prior to his departure? 


A I don't know whether he did or not. 


Q Were you prepared to do anything else besides 
simply trying to persuade Mr. Marcos? Were we prepared to do 
anything else? If the persuasion had not been successful, were 
we prepared to do anything to stop that plane From taking oft? 


2) As I say, that is a hypothetical question. It 
depends on what that something else would be. [ think Mr. 
Marcos was convinced that, at least, he would have spared 
himself an embarrassing situation by not trying to go through 
with it 


Q Is it fair to put the situation as Mr. Marcos is 
free to leave if he wants to, but he's living on an island, and 
you control all the transport that could take him off that 
island? (Laughter) 


4 No, I wouldn't say exactiy that We've gone 
through that in many variations and -- 


Q A chartered airplane that - 
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A -— we had about 15 minutes at the start of the 
briefing. I think those questions were relatively well 
answered 


Ralph? 


Q Do you have any comment on Marcos' statement, 
public statement that he will do anything anything, including 
dying, to get back to the Philippines? (Laughter) 


4 No. 


Q Chuck, wait a minute One of these new groups 
that took the American hostages in Beirut has come out with a 
letter saying that they'll kill the hostages if there is any 
retaliation by the United States. Do you have any comment on 
that at all? 


A I don't have any direct comment That particular 
group that surfaced today is one that we had no previous 
knowledge of We had never heerd that name 


[ would just say two things: first that we hold the 
captors, all captors, whoever they may be, responsible for the 
safety and well-being of those hostages, and that they ought to 
be released immediately; and secondly, our position concerning 
terrorism, hostage-taking, is firm. We're not going to 
negotiate, make concessions, and give in to terrorist demands. 


Of that there should be no doubt That's our position today. 
Q Does Marlin agree with you? 
a) He sure does. (Laughter) 
Q The Speaker of the House of Parliament in Iran, 


do you have any comment on wiiat he said in his press 
conference, any general comment? 


a No. 


Q What about the passports? Does the United States 
now issue these [ri:sh passports or not -- new issue? 
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A No, I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Speaking of that, the White House this morning 
confirmed that the Bible was signed and sent to [ran during a 
meeting that took place in Germany in October of ‘86. Were 
there any State Department officials involved in that meeting? 


4 Ralph those kinds of questions are being handled 
in various testimony by people who have culled the records, and 
so I just can't answer those questions. 


Q It's okay for the White House to answer them, but 
not for the State Department because they are under 
investigation? I[s that correct? 


A That's not correct, Ralph. I don't know why 
you're drawing that particular comparison, but as far as I 
know, the White House on many occasions has found many aspects 
of this particular scenario which they were not able to comment 
on either. You have surfaced one on which I'm not able to 
comment. 


Q Would you take that question and look into 
whether a State Department official took part in the meeting? 


a) I'll stand with my general practice of not going 
into those questions from the podium as being handled by 
committees, by investigative bodies. That's where it ought to 


be handled, and that's where it's being done. 


Q You did discuss that December 6 meeting, or 
December 13 meeting -- excuse me -- from the podium. 

A The Secretary discussed it in testimony. 

Q [ think it's also be assed here too, but, 
fine. the Secretary discussed it . , iony. The State 
Department clearly does discuss those jects, regardless of 


whether they are under investigation or not. 


a I'm not making any blanket rule. ['m saying this 
is a case which I can't help you on. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 








Q: 


Posted: January 29, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the January 29, 1987 daily oress briefina: 


TERRORISM: U.N. RESOLUTION 


Who sponsored the 1985 U.N. Security Council resolution that 


condemned hostage-taking? 


A: 





ON DECEMBER 18, 1985, THE U.N. SECURITY COUNCIL UNANIMOUSLY 
PASSED THIS U.S.-INITIATED RESOLUTION, WHICH WAS CO-SPONSORED 
BY AUSTRALIA, GREAT BRITAIN, DENMARK, EGYPT, FRANCE, PERU, 


TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO, AND THE UNITED STATES. 


ALSO IN DECEMBER OF 1985, THE U.N. GENERAL ASSEMBLY ADOPTED BY 
CONSENSUS A RESOLUTION CONDEMNING ALL TERRORISM AS CRIMINAL 


ACTS. THIS RESOLUTION WAS CO-SPONSORED BY THE U.S. AND 17 


OTHER NATIONS. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
don't have any announcements to begin with. 


Matt? 


Q The Senate Intelligence Committee issued its 
report and it referred to Charles Hill and Elliott Abrams' 
decision to use a bank account that there weren't procedures 
attached to for monitoring how the money was spent for aid to 
the Contras that came from Brunei. 


Do you have anything on that? Can you go into any 
more detail? 


a No, I can't. 


) The Secretary has said that efforts were made to 
ensure that the law was followed, as far as making sure that it 
was used for humanitarian purposes. 


‘ No, I don't have anything that I can really add 
to that story. The Secretary did testify in open testimony at 
some length about that question, details going further than the 
ones you just mentioned there. And since that was testimony, 
I'd simply refer to the record, that what the Secretary said is 
what we have on the record. 


Q Is there another way to put it in another 
account, money -- that there were procedures to monitor? 


I can't help you on this 


Q One thing in the report that as far as I know has 
not been reported on or testified about was the State 
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Department direction to the Voice of America to broadcast three 
times, they said, that Iran was one of those that had refused 
to allow a hijacked airplane to land, and they were able to 
convince the Voice of America to do this on the grounds that it 
came from a higher authority. Can you shed any further light 
on it? 


a No, I don't have any details. I think USIA might 
be prepared to offer you the facts on what actually happened. 


Q Do you think that's a good precedent, to use the 
VOA that way? 


ca I just don't know what the facts are. VOA has a 
very specific charter. That's what it operates under 


Q I just had a comment here from Senator Boren 
today who said that the conclusion o; the Committee, after 
looking et this whole thing, is that there was a very 
disturbing pattern of foreign-policy-making-process that is in 
some disarray. Is that disarray -- do you all accept that, and 
has that stopped, or what is your response to that conclusion? 


é I assume that commentary refers to the past. 

Q It does refer to the past. 

A I would not agree that that word is applicable 
today. I don't know quite what the facts were to which he is 
referring in the past, but that's a judgment for him to make. 
But concerning policy today, I think it's very much under 
control and in very good hands. 

Q do you think it applied in the past? 

A Pardon? 

Q Do you think it applied in the past? 

4 I don't think it's for me to make that judgment. 


He's making that assessment on the basis of a report that's 
been released, and I don't have any similar assessment to offer. 


The only thing that I would say would be to reiterate 
what was said at the White House this morning on behalf of the 
President in response to the release of that report, and that's 
all available to you. 
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Q Any comment on the South African Government's 
measures giving the police commissioner powers to stop 
publication of anything he wants? 


te The new press censorship regulations that you 
refer to, imposed yesterday, restored those that had been 
struck down by the South African Supreme Court earlier in the 
Gay. 


As we've said before, we deplore these basic 
violations of the rights of free speech and press. 


Q Chuck, can you comment, please, on the arrest of 
the Voice of American correspondent upon his arrival in Syria 
--— imprisoned for ten hours It was reported about two days 
ago by Jack Anderson. 


-) I don't have any details on that. 

Q Can you look into it, then? 

A Sure 

Q Do you have any comment on the Islamic Conference 


communique? 
- No, I don't. 
Q Do you have any update on the Iraq-Iran war? 
ts No. Based on my reading of various materials 
available this morning, I didn't see anything significantly 


different at all. 


v Chuck, anything about the Soviets announcing 
they're going to relax some of their immigration restrictions? 


2 I haven't seen those -- 
Q What? 
i The question concerned a report concerning Soviet 


relaxation of immigration procedures. 


Q (Inaudible) take another look at the restrictions? 


A I haven't seen that report, so I'm not sure 
exactly what details you're referring to, but you could check 
back into the record on a number of occasions where we've 
spoken about the right to immigrate as being a basic human 
right and one that we, of course, wholeheartedly support. But 
in evaluating that particular measure, I'm just not ina 
position to do that. 
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Q Chuck, will you describe the efforts to set up a 
consulate -- where that is with the Soviets right now; what 
meetings are being held and if the meetings are in abeyance? 


A I believe my statement of yesterday covered the 
current status of negotiations, which is that they don't appear 
to be moving forward. It's our desire that we continue to 
follow through on this high level commitment, but, for the 
moment, we're not finding a forthcoming interlocutor on the 
other side of the table. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q There are no meetings scheduled? 


A Not that I know of, but let me take a look and 
see if there is anything on the agenda that we can help you 
with. 


Q Back on the case of the VOA, you had no knowledge 
of the case, or you don't want to talk about it? 


“ I've heard about the case, but not being 
intimately familiar with the details, I'm not in a position to 
Give you a response off the top of my head. That's why I said 
I'd look into it. 


Q Se, in other words, the U.S. did not protest such 
behavior by the Syrians? 


a I didn't say any such thing. 
Q Did the U.S. protest? 
a I said I would look into the case. 


Q Since this statement several days ago again 
warning Americans to leave Lebanon and the measures taken with 
regard to the use of U.S. passports in Lebanon, have any 
Americans in Lebanon made known to the Embassy, or whatever 
authority they can get io, their desire to leave? 


Yes. 


Q And is the United States going to, in some way, 
be helpful in trying to get those people out of there, or do 
you just have them go out on their own resources, or what is 
the set-up? 


4 As I said the first day, if there were ways in 
which we could be helpful and that assistance was required, 
that we'd certainly be willing to do that. From what I've seen 
thus far, however, those people leaving don't seem to be in any 
need of special assistance. I'm sure you've seen the same 
footage [I have of Americans arriving in Cyprus, I be: ‘eve, and 
other points outside of Lebanon. So, I think there you have 
visual evidence of the fact that there are Americans, in fact, 
responding. 


I don't have any details on the numbers involved, 


however. 
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Q Does the Department have any knowledge of where 
Mr. Waite is? 


A No. Once again, I have nothing new to offer. We 
don't have any independent information. 


Q Back to the Consulate, is the Soviet Consulate in 
New York all set to go? There's nothing remaining to be done 
for them? 


4 I don't know what the status, as you've stated, 
might be; but what is clear is that their opening and staffing 
of that Consulate wili not go ahead until we open and staff 
our Consulate under reciprocal terms. 


Q Do you have any comment on the arrest orders in 
the Philippines? 


i) No, I don't. 


Q The Iranian offensive seems to have gone on a lot 
longer than U.S. officials had thought it possible, to start 
with, given patterns in the past. Do you have any explanation 
for that or any interpretation at this point? 


A No. I haven't seen any interpretation of that 
particular question. 


Q There was a report that the Department had 
concluded that Mr. Marcos was involved in planning that 
attempted coup. Is that the case? 


a The question concerns the specific involvement, 
or lack of involvement, on the part of ex-President Marcos in 
the coup attempt of several days ago. We have no proof of 
Marcos' involvement in the foiled coup attempt. At the same 
time, we don't take issue with Philippine Armed Forces Chief of 
Staff General Ramos' statement describing the rebellious troops 
as Marcos' loyalists. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Now, wouldn't that violate the other part of his 
understanding for being here, other than the one that he tried 
to violate the other day? That means, "Don't get involved in 
politics," or something of that nature. 


a I said we have no proof of Marcos' involvement in 
the foiled coup attempt. 


Q Do you suspect it? 


A Beyond that, I just can't go into something 
hypothetical, or speculation. 


Q What information do you have that leads you to 
not take issue with Ramos' statement? Is there some 
information you have in your possession that leads you to t*hat 
position? 


4 Nothing more than what our Embassy, who is there 
on the scene, can report based on their contacts and their 
information. 

Q What have they reported to you? 


" Information that gives us no reason to take issue 
with Ramos' claim. 


Q Why do you use the standard of proof? I don't 
understand what you mean by "proof" -- something that would 
stand up in court, or -- you don't normally in the State 
Department have proof of something, since you don't have to 
take it to a court of law to -- 


A Would you care that I use “evidence,” "no 
positive indications"? 


Q Yes. 
a You choose the word. 
Q (Laughter) Well, I'm not the Spokesman. 


a Give me any of the words, and I probably can 
agree to it. 


Q There wasn't proof, was there, that he was going 
to return to the Philippines? You said you had reason to 
believe that. 











a We were persuaded that was his intention. 


Q You took action on the basis of “reason to 
believe" rather than proof? 


a That's right. 

Q Co you have any comment on the -- 
Q Just a second. Do you have any -- 
Q "Reason to believe." (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any indications that Marcos was 
behind the coup attempt? 


I) Let me leave it with what I said, Don. That's 
about as far as I can take it. 


Q Well, you seemed to offer to take it a little 
further. 


Q Chuck, will you pursue the question of whether he 
was involved with an eye toward seeing if he has violated the 
terms of his stay in -- on American soil? 


a Yesterday and today I've given you as full 
account as I can give you concerning what steps we've taken, 
his involvement or lack thereof. I don't see any prospect for 
the moment of being able to do more than that, but I'll keep it 
under review. 


Q What about the status of that airplane? Do you 
know where it went since it left Hawaii? 


a No. I don't. I saw it appearing frequently on 
television last night -- (laughter) -- so you might talk to 
some of your other colleagues in the press. 

Q What about reports that he was going to buy the 
plane? Can you confirm that or -- 


A I don't have anything on that one. (Laughter) 


I guess we went through this yesterday, but if 
you concluded that he was violating this understanding as far 
as not getting involved in politics, or whatever, in the 
Philippines, all you could do would be to expel him, and then 
he'd go back to the Philippines, I guess. Right? 








ain 


A I just can't comment on -- 

Q You're kind of caught on that. 

A -- hypothetical, speculative questions. You know 
what our policy is concerning him. That's the basis under 
which we operate, and then we'll just have to apply it to the 
circumstances of the case as it arises. 


Q Has your State Department man at CINCPAC been out 
to see Marcos again since his first call? 


a Not that I know of. 

Do you have any evidence that he's gone along 
with the request not to engage in politics and not to 
communicate with his supporters in the Philippines? 

a No. I just can't answer that definitively. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:22 p.m.) 











Posted: January 30, 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the January 30, 1987 daily press briefing: 


Q: 


SYRIA: VOA REPORTER DETAINED 





What can you tell us about reports that a VOA 


correspondent, Muhammad Gunaim, was arrested by the Syrians? 


A: 


--THE SYRIANS DETAINED A VOICE OF AMERICA CORRESPONDENT ON 
JANUARY 11, WHEN HE ARRIVED IN DAMASCUS TO REPORT FOR VOA. 
FOLLOWING OUR INTENSIVE CONTACTS WITH THE SYRIAN 
GOVERNMENT, MR. GUNAIM WAS RELEASED. THE USG CHARGE 
D'AFFAIRES PROTESTED GUNAIM'S TREATMENT TO THE SYRIAN 
GOVERNMENT, AND THE SYRIAN MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
APOLOGIZED. TO UNDERSCORE OUR VIEW, THE SYRIAN CHARGE IN 
WASHINGTON WAS ALSO CALLED IN TO THE DEPARTMENT, WHERE SHE 


WAS INFORMED OF OUR PROTEST REGARDING THIS INCIDENT. 


--OUR POSITION ON FREEDOM OF THE PRESS IS WELL KNOWN, AND 


WE CONSIDER THE DETENTION OF MR. GUNAIM UNACCEPTABLE. 


1987 











Posted: January 30, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the January 30, 1987 daily press briefina: 


Kiev-New York Consulate Exchange 





Q: Are there any US-Soviet meetings scheduled on the Kiev-New 
York Consulate Exchange? 
A: -- A working-level US-Soviet meeting is scheduled for 
late March to discuss a variety of bilateral issues. 


We expect the Kiev-New York Consulate Exchange to be 


on the agenda. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #16 


MONDAY, February 2, 1987, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Several announcements, to begin with. 


We are sad to inform you of the death of Ambassador 
Donald S. Lowitz, 57 years old, the U.S. Representative to the 
Conference on Disarmament since December 1984. He died of a 
heart attack at his home in Geneva on Saturday, January 31. In 
his condolence message to Mrs. Lowitz, the Secretary callea 
Ambassador Lowitz an extraordinarily capable public servant and 
tireless in his efforts to promote U.S. security and world 
peace. Mr. Lowitz practiced law in his hometown of Chicago for 
30 years. From 1969 to '71, he was General Counsel of the 
Office of Economic Opportunity in Washington. He worked as a 
consultant in the Executive Office of the President, 1974 to 
'75, and at the Department of Defense in 1975. Mr. Lowitz 
earned his Bachelor's and Law Degrees from Northwestern 
University. He leaves his wife, a daughter and two sons. The 
funeral is planned for this Thursday in Chicago. 


Secondly, I'd like to read a statement on behalf of 
Secretary Shultz: 


"I deeply regret that illness has forced the departure 
of Bill Casey from the CIA. In his six years of stewardship, 
‘his contributions to strengthening the capabilities of the U.S. 
intelligence community have significantly assisted this 
Administration's efforts to improve our national security 
posture. I wish him a speedy recovery. Bob Gates, with whom I 
have worked closely, is a worthy successor. He is a genuine 
professional with deep knowledge of all aspects of the 
intelligence community. I expect that under his leadership the 
intelligence community will continue to make impressive 
contributions to our security. He will have my full 
cooperation." 








And, finally, at the invitation of Foreign Minister Wu 
Xueqian, Secretary of State Shultz will visit the People's 
Republic of China between March 1 and March 6. [In addition to 
discussions with Chinese leaders in Beijing, the Secretary will 
visit other places in China. The Secretary will also be making 
brief visits to the Republic of Korea and to Japan to discuss 
matters of mutual interest with leaders of those two countries. 


The sign-up sheet for that trip will go up today. It 
should be available shortly after this briefing. It will come 
down on Thursday at noon. 


Questions? 
Q What can you tell us, Chuck, about Gerald Seib? 


p As of now, [ don't have anything to add that 
takes it beyond what you knew yesterday and what was available 
in our statement of yesterday. Mr. Seib continues to be held 
by the Iranians and is prevented from leaving Iran. 


The Swiss Embassy, our protecting power in Iran, is 
protesting Mr. Seib's detention and demanding his immediate 
release. Seib, who was invited to [ran by the government 
there, should be released now and permitted to depart Iran. 
His continued detention is unwarranted. 


Q Were all of your communications through the 
Swiss? Is there any communication here? There's an [Iranian 
Interest Section in the Algerian Embassy. Is there any -- what 


explanation have you gotten from the [ranians, if any? 


A At this point, we don't have any explanation. As 
[ said, we don't know what, if any, charges have been levied 
against him. The Swiss are trying to find that out directly in 
Tehran So the most [ can say now is that his detention is 
Simply unwarranted. 


Q Is he a hostage, or what? 

A I don't want to put him into any category at this 
time. We don't know of any charges. We don't know why he's 
being held. He simply is not Free to leave [ran, and as far as 
we can see that's unwarranted. 


Q Chuck, in light of the situation -~ that before 
there was another American which was detained by the [ranian 
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authorities and here's the second one in the last few weeks, 
and he was invited by the Iranian Government -- Go you see any 
travel advisory that you will advise Americans to exercise, 
whatever you want to call, about traveling to lrarn at the 
present time? 


A The travel advisory on Iran has been in place 
since February of 1981 [That hasn't changed. That is the kind 
of advice that is normally given to American travelers who are 
going or thinking about going to Iran, so that still remains an 
active travel advisory 


In this case, as you all know, Mr. Seib, along with 
other U.S. and Western journalists, had been invited by the 
government of Tehran to make that visit And, as far as we 
know, from other journalists who were with him, the visit was 
under the auspices of the Ministry of Islamic Guidance, I 
believe is the name of the organization, so that wherever he 
went he was escorted and was in the hands of those who had 
invited him 


Q With the advisory order that was made last week 
about Lebanon, journalists would have to apply for a 
case-by-case exemption Is there any such procedure for Iran? 

Q No, there isn't [he restriction that you refer 
to last week has to do with the validity of passports, and that 
is no longer the case in [ran [here had been such an advisory 


some years ago but that was lifted in 1981, in fact 


Q Chuck, do you what the conditions of his 
detention are, where he is being held, what sort of 
eircumstances he is in, whether he -—- 


“ No Unfortunately, 1 just can't provide any of 
those detaiis 


Q. Chuck, if you ultimately determine that he is 
being held improperly by the Government of Iran, are there 
measures the United States Government can take? 


6 I'm not going to plunge into the future and to 
speculate on what might happen under various scenarios we're 
not to that point yet 


The gentleman had a question? Barry? 


Q Well, it's [ran anyhow The Senate Report says 
that the United States proviced intelligerce data to Iran over 





the CIA's objections. John Poindexter ordered this material to 
be given to the Iranian arms dealer, and this was done on the 
25th of January and again in February of last year, and indeed 
was instrumental in overrunning the problems involved. 


I may be wrong, but I think the Secretary has said no 
intelligence data was given to Iran. Is there some problem 
here besides the usual problem? 


. I'm not sure what statement you're citing. As a 
consequence, I just can't see how I can straighten that out. 


Q Well, you know, this report does speak of CIA -- 
not directly of the State Department -- but of the CIA and John 
Poindexter, and I wondered if you have any information of the 
State Department on whether intelligence material was provided 
to Iran as you've said was provided to Iraq? 


fa No, I don't have any way to give you any further 
clarification on that As I recall, the comment by the 
Secretary was to the effect that he wasn't commenting on what 
intelligence may have been provided when, but that whatever was 
provided he had been assured had been totally accurate. That 
was a different question as to whether or not the intelligence 
had been accurate or not 


Q But he said, I think, he knew of no intelligence 
that had been provided to Iran You might look it up 


Q But in any event -- 


A That may be the case, but in any case [ just 
can't take it any further than what you've - 


--MORE ~ - 
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Q Well, it's apparently not an insignificant 
matter. Can I refine the question? His procedure has been as 
he and others searched the files, they keep coming up with more 
information that wasn't available in the first place Could 
you let us know -- could we put the question in and see if, 
Since the Secretary said whatever he did say, the State 
Department has come up with any internal material, any memos, 
any notes, or whatever he relies on, on whether the United 
States provided intelligence data to Iran? 


- The general answer to that, Barry, is that he 
will continue to do what he has done in the past, which is, as 
you've described it, to make sure his testimony is as accurate 
as can possibly be at any point in time, but that the 
appropriate place to present that will be before the select 
committees and in the appropriate forums that have been 
designated to do that So as that's done and as the record 
becomes public, I trust those questions will be answered 


Q Okay I should have been listening better to 
this whole exchange So what 1s your position on whether the 
United States provided information to Iran? 


A [I just can't help you on that 

Q You don't know? 

4 Il just don't have anything to help you with 

Q For what it's worth, [ think he discussed that 


issue on the flight between Niceria and Lvory Coast two weeks 
ago 


Q Chuck, since we're on that subject, can you give 
us an update on the war? 


Q What was the question? 


a An update on the war A very short update 
Iraqi counterattacks over the weekend succeeded in pushing 
Iranian forces back slightly in the fighting east of Basra 
However, there have been no dramatic shifts in the front lines 
and fighting remains heavy 


Q Chuck, in addition to the arms shipped to Iran 
recently that you know of, did the U.S. supply Iran directly or 
indirectly with any F-4 fighters? 
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I can't help you on that. 


Can you look into it? 


a No. 


Q Chuck, to get back to the Gerald Seib case, has 
the State Department contacted either the Iranian Interests 
Section here or the Algerian or the Japanese Governments which 
have been used in the past to send messages? And, secondly, 
has the U.S. Government cancelled multiple-entry visas for 
Iranians who are either living or visiting in the United States? 


a And what is the relevance of the last question? 


Q As a retaliatory measure, have multiple-entry 
visas to Iranians been cancelled? 


A I don't know that there's been any change in our 
visa policy for lranians, and on contacts I'm going to leave it 
simply with the fact that we'll be making whatever contacts are 
appropriate, but I'm not going to go into them from the podium 


Q Do you regard this as a new form of escalation on 
the part of Iran? I mean, how does the State Department view 
grabbing a reporter on a sponsored tour? 


a I think in the statement I read at the start, you 
have an indication of how we feel about it when [ said that 
this is unwarranted and he ought to be released forthwith 


Q Right 


- As our statement said over the weekend as wel! 
But in response to an earlier question, I said ['m not prepared 
to put this into any particular category for the time being 
We don't know what, if any, charges have been levied against 
him That's where the situation stands 


Q But isn't this distinctly different from the 
eight others in the sense that this 1s a government that 15 
holding an American and not some group? And, if it is a 
government, I suppose you can look at a map and find the 
government, and find the place, and ponder what you do about 
it, whereas you have groups that you, you know, find elusive 
and move around a lot. Is this the first government holding an 
American? It you don't want to use the word "hostage," is this 
the first time the government -- is this the first -- is this 











the only American of the nine being held by a government that 
can be directly accused of holding an American against his 
il 11? 


Q How about Daniloff? 

Q Now 

2) First of all -- 

Q Daniloff was a prisoner accused of spying. 

Aa First of all, I'm not sure why you're associating 
this case with eight others I'm simply telling you what we 
know about the case of Mr. Seib at this point I've given you 


as full a status report as I can as of today 


Q Do you know by whom he was arrested? Which 
department? Was he arrested, detained, by the Ministry of 
Islamic Guidance or was it some security apparatus, or what? 


a No. I don't have that detail 


Q Do you have anything new on the whereabouts of 
Terry Waite? 


2) No We have no independent information 


Q Just before you leave Jerry, could you -- am [ 
right that the Swiss Government has had no direct contact with 
Jerry since he's been picked up outside his hotel? 


2) I don't believe there's been any direct contact, 
no 


Q°’ Chuck, back to Terry Waite Do you have anything 
in response to to reports or statements made by Nabih Berri and 
Walid Jumblatt that he is being detained? 


is) No. As I say, we've seen the same kind of 
Statements that you've seen, but we don't have aiy independent 
information or confirmation of any of those reports 


Q Chuck, on Terry Waite, The New York Times, 





quoting anonymous Administration official Saturday morning 
said that the US. Government considers Waite a hostage Is 
that -- would that be an apt description of Waite's situation?’ 














oft 


4 I just described our position in response to that 
question, which is that we don't have any independent 
confirmation or information on his status. 


Q Yeah. Understand Well, all right. I thought 
that went to who's holding him, but I suppose -- [I guess I 
don't know what delineates a hostage from somebody who's an 
unwilling guest. But you count hostages, and you're not 
counting Terry as a hostage right now? 


A [I just don't have anything on his status. 


Q Have you received any communication directly or 
indirectly by any group saying they have him? 


a Once again, you're probing into areas of 
diplomatic intelligence exchanges, and so without confirming or 
denying, I'm simply not going to go into that area 


Q Chuck, do you think there is any credence to 
reports that if the United States is planning any military 
action either against Lebanon or in the Gulf, that you will he 
kept there indefinitely, perhaps? 


is) No. I don't have any reaction to that. 
Q Chuck, do you have any -- 
Q Chuck, wili threats against Americans inhibit 


American foreign policy actions in the Gulf specifically? 


A I'm not sure exactly what you're getting at, but, 
if you want, all I would do is reiterate what you know to be 
our standard policy, that we're not going to give into 
concessions or terrorist demands We're not going to encourage 
third countries to do so, and that those who take hostages need 
to be fully aware of that 


Q The White House is taking kind of a cautious 
approach to the Seib matter, too. They said this morning that 
perhaps a mistake has been made But is there a point in time 
after which it will be concluded it's not a mistake and a more 
forceful response might be forthcoming? 


a Well, you're going into the future tense, and [I'm 
simply not there yet 
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Q Chuck, does the United States Government have any 
reaction to the demand by the nostage-takers, the last four 
takers, four hostages, that Israel has to release 400 prisoners 
before these hostages will be released? 


2) I have no direct response other than to draw your 
attention to the response I just gave in response to this 
question over here concerning our policy on kidnapping and 
concession and the like 


Q Yesterday Mr. Shamir said that the United States 
Government did not call on [srael to release the hostages. I[s 
the United States Government thinking about the possibility of 
calling on Israel to release the Palestinian prisoners? 


A I just reiterated our policy, which is that we 
would not call on third countries to do anything other than to 
stand firm in the face of terrorist demands 


Q Any progress on the extradition of Hamadei? 
4 No 
Q Chuck, do you have any reflections on the meeting ’ 


between Assad and Gemayel, and whether that would further U.S 
goals in Lebanon? 


“4 We don't have any details, but press reporting 
encourages us to hope that this meeting is the precursor of 
genuine progress toward the goals to which the Lebanese people 
aspire an end to the fighting in Lebanon, the 
re-establishment of political dialogue that will lead to 
political reform, and the restoration of the rule of law 
through the extension of effective authority of the Lebanese 
Government throughout the country 


And, to reiterate once again what I ve stated 
repeatedly, which is that the United States continues to 
support Lebanon's unity, sovereignty and independence, and the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces 


Q Do you have anything on the negotiations at The 
Hague with the [ranians, because when they recessed at 
Christmastime, they said they would come back and review 
documents 


a Your question concerns whether or not there are 
any further meetings going on? 
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Q Or scheduled or -- and, if not, what is holding 
them up? 


= I don't believe that we had identified any 
particular point when the two sides might come back together, 
and I dun't have any information as of now that would indicate 


that a date has been s-t 
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Q Could you describe what the problem, then, is in 
not getting back together and resolving this? 


a) In order to review what's happened between then 
and now, a lot of you are aware that the United States on 
January 14, requested that the [ran-U.S. Claims Tribunal in The 
Hague take certain appropriate actions in response to Iran's 
improper attempt to link U.S. compliance with the [ribunal's 
orders and the fate of American citizens who are hostages in 
Lebanon 


Specifically, we asked the Tribunal take the following 
actions: one, make clear t!at implementation of its previous 
order cannot be linked to the unlawful taking and cetention of 
hostages; two, order Iran to clarify its position on this issue 
on the record; and three, direct that following the resolution 
of the technical issues and the granting of the foregoing 
relief, the Iranian funds not needed for outstanding claims be 
transferred tu a suitable trust account to be disposed of on 
further order of the Tribunal That happened on January 14 


On January 15, I believe, the Iranians filed a request 
with the Tribunal which had to do with the U.S. allegedly not 
negotiating in good faith, and we are, of course, preparing a 
full response on that charge for submission to the Tribunal 
As we have already told them, we have complied fully with the 
Tribunal's order of last August that the parties negotiate in 
good faith, and in particular, we participated in three sets of 
meetings with Iranian representatives We provided Iran with 
drafts of documents needed for the transfer, and [I could go on 
and on That's the kind of argumentation that we will put 
forward But if the bilateral negotiations on this matter are 
not completed, it's Iran and not the U S. that will bear 
responsibility for that result 


So those are some things that happened in the middle 
of January As a consequence, that's what's on the table for 
right now We do expect that further meetings will be held I 
just don't have the date for those now 


Q The Claims Tribunal has not acted on any of 
these? They haven't arbitrated? 


is) That's right 


Q Can you make any of these lists available, more 
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of these things? 


“ We can summarize some of them. 
Q Do you have anything on the Philippines? 
Q The question, please? 


4 The question concerned the Philippines. [I don't 
have very much now A reasonably clear picture of the 
balloting results should be available by tomorrow afternoon, 
Washington time That would be about 24 hours after the polls 
closed in the Philippines. 


Based on the initial reports we've seen, there appear 
to be very few incidents of voting irregularities. [Ihe 
evidence available to date indicates that balloting has been 
peaceful, democratic, and orderly. and has attracted an 
unusually high turnout of Filipino voters 


Q Chuck, does the State Department have a view as 
to whether ships bearing nuclear weapons would be barred, or 
are there loopholes under the new constitution? This came up 
yesterday in "Meet the Press," in Solarz' great debate as to 
whether there would be new restrictions on American ships As 
you know, you struck New Zealand off your list because they had 
some objections to warships carrying nuclear weapons, or at 
least identifying whether they did visiting 


Do you know how the Philippines' constitution would 
deal with such a problem? 


a No, I don't have any way to make that analysis 


Q Chuck, have you eot anything on the bomb blast 
outside the Indian Embassy in Kabul- 


a No, I don't 

Q Who was responsible? 

2) No 

Q This is a question about the trial in New York 


about some Israelis and others accused of smuggling arms to 
Iran The public prosecutor in this case was reported as 
saying that the State Department was asked to approach Israel 
whether it would allow these people, if they were allowed to go 
back home, would they not be prevented from coming back to New 
York? 
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I wanted to ask you why do you think these assurances 
are needed, and did you get them? 


a As to why they are needed, you would have to talk 
to the prosecutor, and I don't have any information on whether 
or not they've been asked for. 


Q Could you confirm that you were asked to make 
this approach? 


ue I don't really see any reason to pursue that 
further. If the prosecutor asks us to do that, ['m sure we 
will, in keeping with our foreign affairs role. But in 
essence, this is a judicial matter before the courts in New 
York, and that's where the action ought to be. 


Q Chuck, a report in today's Post suggests that 
Michael Ledeen, who was a former adviser to Secretary Haig and 
later a consultant to the Department until this last August, 
was denied tenure at Washington University because of 
plagiarism charges, and despite his background, he was still 
hired for sensitive positions and access to top officials. And 
even former colleagues seemed to question why he should be in 
such a position 


Now, was he properly investigated? Were his 
credibility and honesty ascertained? And if not, what does 
that say about hiring practices at the Department? 


A [I really can't help you as to the nature of the 
security investigations that may or may not have been carried 
out. For the record, I found that we have records for 1985 and 
1986 which indicate that he rendered no consulting services of 


any kind during those years. And then in June of ‘86, as you 
mentioned, the Under Secretary decided to terminate inactive 
consultancies -- he fell in that category -- as they came up 


for annual renewal, and so his consultancy was terminated on 
that basis in August of 1986. 


Q You're taiking about the State Department, aren't 
you? 

a That's right 

Q You're not talking about consulting the NSC or 
anything -- 


is) That I have no information on 











Q I'm talking about the State Department and what 
some of the hiring practices are. I mean what goes into 
investigating someone's background and finding out whether or 
not they ought to be consultants? 


A I just don't have that kind of detailed 
information. 


Q Could you look into it? 


A I think that's a fairly open and shut question. 
There are national security agencies that do national security 
checks, so that people who have security clearances have to go 
through certain processes, consultants as well as anyone else. 


Q The name of Mr. Charlie Hill, the Executive 
Director of Mr. Shultz's office, I believe, was also mentioned 
with Michael Ledeen in the attempts to try to arrange this 
arms—for-—hostages deal with Iran. Has Mr. Charlie Hill been 
investigated by the Senate [Intelligence Committee? 


2) I didn't see that particular report you're 
referring to, so I'm not really confirming or denying that. 
But Mr. Hill, like anyone else in this Department, is fully 
cooperating with any and all investigations. 


Q Can I go back to the answer to my question about 
the position that the hostage-takers posed all their demands 
for releasing the Americans? There was an exchange of 
prisoners a few months or few years ago between [srael and the 
Palestinian organizations. It looks like the hostage-takers 
are considering the four Americans as sort of prisoners, 
because they are asking for an exchange of prisoners with 
Israel. 


Since that happened, the exchange of prisoners, 
wouldn't you see that it could be possibly a way to get the 
American hostages out from the hands of these people who are 
threatening to kill them, if you will ask Israel to cooperate 
in tinis matter, because they cooperated before. 


A [I've given you our position on the question of 
hostages and dealing with kidnappers in those terms. I don't 
think I can be any clearer on that question. 


Q Chuck, given the history of the arms-for-hostages 
swap conducted by the White House, it's quite conceivable that 
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the Government of [ran and terrorist organizations will believe 
in the current context that by seizing Americans and holding 
them in whatever label you want to put on them -- against their 
will, hostages -- that they will be able to exercise some 
control over American policy actions in their region. 


What kind of message do you want them to hear from 
your podium? 


"4 First of all, your analysis and conclusions are 
your own, and in answering the question, I don't, necessarily, 
share any of them. Secondly the message that they ought to 
hear is the one which I have reiterated any number of times in 
past days, which is, as I said to you earlier on, that we're 
not going to give in to terrorist concessions. These people 
are innocent. They ought to be released. It's as simply as 
that. 


Q But does their seizing Americans give them any 
power, any control over American government actions? 


4 I think my statement has said no. 


Q However, Chuck, in the TWA hijacking in '85, the 
Israelis did release several hundred prisoners as a direct 
result of release of -- 


a) That's not accurate, Michael. 


Q snat is accurate in those -- [ mean, one followed 
the other -- 


A No, they didn't The release you are talking 
about had been announced and was well underway before that 
hijacking took place And, in fact, the point was made during 
that incident that the hijacking had delayed a process, and was 
in fact keeping those prisoners imprisoned for longer than 
would have been the case. 


Q At what stage is the extradition process of Mr. 
Hamadei? 


4 I don't have anything new on that It's still in 
the German legal system 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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DPC #17 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1987, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with one announcement. 


The United States Government today aniuounces a reward 
offer of $250,000 for information leading to the apprehension, 
effective prosecution, and punishment of those persons 
responsible for the terrorist bombing of TWA Flight 840 on 
April 2, 1986, which resulted in the deaths of four U.S. 
citizens Mrs. Dimitra Stylian, Mrs. Maria Stylian Kluag, 
Dimitra Stylian Klugg, and Mr. Alberto Ospina, and serious 
injury to several others. 


We ask anyone with information concerning this 
criminal attack to come forward and assist us in bringing the 
murderers to justice. 


Those persons in the United States with information 
should contact the Bureau of Diplomatic Security at the 
Department of State: (202) 647-2412. Persons who are outside 
of the United States with information should contact the 
nearest U.g. Embassy or Consulate All information received 
will be hdhdled confidentially. We will protect the identities 
of persons providing information. 


Q Chuck, a question on that: it's about ten months . 
Since the event. Does this mean that the Administration or 
whoever would be searching for leads have come up empty-handed 
and you're using this route? 


Q Not at all, Barry. As in previous cases where 
I've explained the timing of these reward aiinouncements, a 
reward is one of the instruments at the disposal of law 
enforcement agencies. It is decided upon based on a variety of 
considerations Those considerations include the question of 
timing; they include the investigation in other aspects -- and 
those are the kind of thinas I can't go into 


Q Why wait so long to post a reward? That's a 
strong inducement 


“ That's what I just answered. 


Q Wouldn't it be more effective prima facie at the 
very beginning? 
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a No. 


Q A number of these rewards have heen offered. Has 
any reward ever been paid out under this program? 


= There are four other rewards which are 
outstanding. There have been no payments under those rewards, 
no. 


Q Several branches of this government have had 
almost a year to investigate the bombing of the plane. Does 
this announcement mean that neither the State Department, nor 
the DIA, NSA, CIA, that no one has found out anything that 
would lead the U.S. in the direction of the --? 


a) As I tried to indicate in response to a previous 
question, it does not indicate that. What it indicates is that 
this particular tool in the law enforcement kit is now being 
thrown into this particular case as it has been thrown into 
others in the past. The investigations continue, using all of 
the resources that are available, running down all of the leads 
that are possible, so that it should be looked at in that 
context, that it is another tool that has been used in previous 
cases, and we're now putting it forward in this one, as well. 


Q Well, let me follow that up. If that's not the 
case, then, in what direction has the investigation led the 
United States’? 


A That's the kind of question I can't get into. 


Q Are you doing this in the expectation or the 
knowledge that there is someone or some group of people out 
there with knowledge about this case who might be induced by 
this reward to come forward? 


- Not necessarily. I just leave it that we're 
putting this reward offer forward on the grounds that I have 
just specified. This is a criminal act’ Four people were 
killed, and we ask anyone who may have any information which 
could assist in this case to come forward. 


Q What are the other four outstanding reward offers? 


A Very briefly, there was $100,000 concerning the 
June '84 assassination of four Marines and two U.S. civilians 
in San Salvador; separate offers of $250,000 for information 
concerning the hijacking of TWA flight 847 and Kuwait Airlines 
flight 221; and $250,000 for information regarding those 
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responsible for hijacking the cruise ship Achille Lauro and 
murdering Leon Klinghoffer. 





Q Chuck, I think last week, -- I've forgotten when 
it was asked -- there was a question raised about the reward in 
the case of Hamadei and the West German extradition matter and 
all of that. I don't remember, frankly, whether you said that 
you'd look into that or not. Would the reward be applicable in 
that case? And if so, has either the German Government or any 
individual who may or may not have, who may have participated 
in helping the Germans arrest, lead to prosecution and so on, 
has anyone applied for that reward? Has that reward come into 
gear in any way? You said it hasn't been paid. But has it 
been applied for? 


“ Not that I know of. I might add, as I have on 
previous occasions, that officers and employees of U.S. or 
foreign government organizations who furnish information while 
in performance of official duties are not eligible for the 
reward. 


Q Chuck, was there a claim of responsibility in the 
April ‘86 bombing? 


A I looked into that this morning. I didn't find 
any record of one, but I did not get a totally definitive 
response. If we can find something further on that, I'll let 
you know. 


Q Let me come back to the Hamadei case for just a 
second. Has there been any progress in the extradition 
effort? Have you heard from the West German Government? 


A I don't know of any change there. 


Q What contacts has the United States Government or 
the Swiss Government had with the Iranians about the Seib case? 


- Nothing has changed on that front since 
yesterday. There have been no further contacts. As I said 
yesterday, the Swiss, acting as our protecting power in Iran, 
have been attempting to make contact with Iranian authorities, 
but the best information I have as of now is ‘hat they have not 
succeeded in making that contact, so that t’ last contact 
would have been Saturday night when the original protest was 
made. 


Q Have you seen the report of an announcement by 
Tehran Radio identifying Jerry Seib as the “Zionist Spy?" 
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A I've seen the report, but I would add that we 
don't have any official confirmation of those charges from the 
Swiss Government, which is representing our interests. And as 
a consequence, all I could do today would be to repeat some of 
the points I made yesterday, that Mr. Seib is a 
highly-respected journalist, that he had been invited to Iran 
by the Government of Iran, that he had been given a visa, in 
fact, by the Iranians; he went to Iran on a valid U.S. 
passport. And again to repeat what I ended with yesterday, his 
detention is simply unwarranted. 


Q Chuck, have you done any further analysis of the 
mistaken identity hypothesis? 


~ No, I don't have anything to offer on that. 
Q Can [ come back to your comment on the Swiss -- I 
either misunderstood -- I just don't understand what you 


meant. You said the Swiss made their original protest Saturday 
night. You say, “That's where it stands now. They tried, but 
didn't succeed in making a subsequent contact," is that what 
you say? 


A First and foremost, we'd like to have consular 
access to Mr. Seib, and the Swiss acting in our behalf, are 
continuing to make that approach and in addition, to find out 
why he is being held. 


Q But you said they have not succeeded? 

a That's right. 

Q I think you said they have not succeeded in 
waking contact. Is that making contact with the Iranian 


Government or with Seib? 


4 First, with the Iranian Government They have 
not had contact with either 


Q Can you can explain that? I don't understand I 
mean -- 


“ Well, you'd have to ask the Iranians. The Swiss 
have asked to come in and talk to them about the case and 
they've not gotten approval to do that. 


Q I can't get them on the phone very readily. What 
I have in mind is the Swiss have relations and I assume Iran 
has a Foreign Ministry. You mean they're not answering the 


phone or they': ing -- 





-5- Tuesday, 2/3/87 


“ The Swiss have not -- 
Q --"Go chase yourself" or what? 
The Swiss have not gotten an appointment. 


Q To try to get an appointment to go over there and 
talk about it? 


- That's right. 

Q Well, there's a report that Mr. Seib had gotten a 
telephone call out to his parents. Do you know anything about 
that? 

re No, I don't know anything about that. 


Anything else? 


Q Do you have anything on Waite? 

a Nothing new. 

Steve? 

Q Well, nothing new on thet? You don't -- you're 


still not prepared to say whether you consider him a hostage or 


A I just don't have any independent information 

Q Do you consider him to be in the same category as 
Mr. Seib? 

2) I have no way to put him in any category, Ralph 


I just don't know what his status is 


Q So as far as you're concerned, he may still be -- 
it's still not clear in your mind whether he's being held 
against his will 


o As I say, I just have no way to make any judgment 
about his status. 


Q Chuck, I think I heard a report this morning 
about hostages, American hostages, being moved from Beirut 
elsewhere? Do you have any information on whether -- even if 


you don't know where they've been taken, whether hostages are 
being moved around? 
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a No, I don't have any information on that. 


Q Could you flesh out the report that Mike Armacost 
is going to [Italy on a hostage mission? 


a I think rather than "flesh out," 
it perhaps needs at least to be straightened out just a little 
bit. 


The meeting that's being referred to is going to be 
part of the continuing effort, as agreed to at the Summit Seven 
meeting in Tokyo, to cooperate closely and to consider new 
measures against terrorism as appropriate. 


There have been two other such meetings in the past, 
following up on the Summit Seven meeting. The representative 
for the United States will be our most senior official, whose 
duties are devoted exclusively to counter-terrorism. That is, 
Ambassador-—at-Larae for Counter-Terrorism, L. Paul Bremer. 


Q Where is he going and when? 


a The meeting will be in Europe It will occur 
shortly, but I can't provide the exact date 


Q Then -- 

Q Rome? 

Q -—- can you give us the city? 

Q I think it's -- 

Q Is it Rome? 

a That's what I've seen 

Q And will it involve all of the Summit Seven 
countries, and perhaps others -- or only one government? 

a As I understand the meeting, it's a follow-up to 
the Summit Seven discussion, so those are the countries 
involved 

Q Is this the (inaudible) group? 

No This is the Summit Seven 


Q Armacost will not be attending? 
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n No. 


Q Have you had any diplomatic contacts from 
governments in the area concerning the intentions of the U.S. 
fleet off Lebanon -- about the purpose of its being there? Any 
contacts from any of the governments there? 


- I simply can't go into those kind of questions 
for reasons of diplomatic exchanges That's not to confirm or 
deny but -- 


But the purpose -- 


A -— simply to say that we're always in contact 
with a variety of governments in the region We routinely 
consult with them on l«*s of things that are going on, and I'd 
just leave the answer at that 


Q And -- sorry, but the purpose that you explained 
the other day of the fleet being there has not changed -- 


No, it hasn't 

Q -—- since you gave us (hat? 

Q But the fleet has begun to move, and there have 
been announcements about it The number of threats against the 


lives of Americans being held hostage in Lebanon has mounted 
Is there any concern that the fleet movement might have tt 
wrong effect? 


a As various spokesmen have said -- and I think the 
Pentagon reiterated that again yesterday -- there's no need for 
it to have that effect "It's a precautionary move", I think 
was the term used yesterday But I would also reiterate, least 
those who hold hostages forget, that we hold them responsible 
for the well-being of their captives 


Q Anything on the attitude of the Government of 
Cyprus? They made an announcement regarding the use of boses 
on Cyprus for forays into Lebanon Do you have any reaction to 
the Goverment of Cyprus' threat to withdraw facilitivs? 


a No, I don't 
Q Do you have any comment on all of the 
following up on Bill's question -- all of the warnings to the 


United States about retaliation, about military action, ana so 
on and so forth? Any comment to those in Lebanon who are 
saying that the U.S. must not take military action against 
Lebanon or else the American hostages will be harmed? 
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“ I think my first and straightforward response is 
that those holding hostages ought to release them. That's what 
needs to be done. There's really no other issue before us. 


Q Chuck, new topic? Can I ask two on this Vanwatu 
situation? Do you have any update today, first of all, on the 
stetus of the Prime Minister, the condition of the Prime 
Minister, other than stable condition? 


A Other than stable condition? 
Q Yes. 
A That's really what I have, and I'm told that the 


press officer at Georce Washington University Hospital might be 
able to provide more details. 


Q No They keep referring back here. We tried. 


Also, is the Secretary concerned that Vanuatu might 
renegotiate the pact next year with the Soviets to allow 
landing rights and shore facilities? 


A I don't want to project myself into what miaht 
happen next year We're just past what's happened this year. 


Q Could you give us an assessment of the 
Secretary's thoughts following the meeting yesterday? 


A Well, our position on that is one that you know 
about. The Soviet Union and Vanuatu had signed a one-year $1.5 
million fisheries agreement We haven't seen the full text, 
but we understand that in exchange for the cash payment that 
the Soviet Union will receive the right to limited fishing 
within Vanuatu's 200-mile exclusive economic zone This 
permits eight Soviet vessels to operate in the area for one 
year, to have access to three Vanuatu ports for the purpose of 
refueling, victualizing and crew exchanges -- it's an old navy 
term. (Laughter) It means to get vittles 


It does not permit Soviet shore facilities or provide 
air rights into Vanuatu for Soviet commercial airliners we 
recognize the right of all sovereign nations to enter into 
agreements with whomever they choose, and we've said that to 
Vaiuatu officials At the same time, we have called the 
Vanuatu Government's attention to the fact that Soviet fishing 
operations are often a cover for other activities 


Vanuatu officials described the agreement as purely 
commercial in nature 
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Q Is the U.S. going to give Vanuatu any extra aid 
to counteract Soviet pacts in the future? 


a I don't have anything on that. 


Q The results of the Philippine plebiscite, are 
they now clear? Can you give us a U.S. reaction to this? 


4 Again, I don't have the final results which I 
understand aren't going to be available for some time. But 
reports from Manila indicate that Filipinos have turned out in 
large numbers to vote overwhelmingly in favor of the new 
Constitution proposed by President Aquino. 


An unofficial tabulation by the Citizens Election 
Monitoring Group -- NAMFREL -- based on reporting from almost 
40 percent of the country's precincts, shows a nearly 79 
percent “yes” vote to a 21 percent “no” vote. An estimated 20 
million Filipinos, representing about 80 percent of the 
registered voters, have cast their ballots in the plebiscite 
which has been notably peaceful and orderly. 


The voting results clearly suggest that the plebiscite 
is both an impressive institutional triumph for a resurgent 
Philippine democracy and a remarkable personal victory for 
President Aquino in her steadfast efforts to restore stability 
and prosperity to her country. 


Q Chuck, can I try again on whether this will make 
it more difficult for U.S. ships carrying nuclear weapons to 
visit the Philippines? 


A You could try aga‘n but I -- 

Q You still won't -- 

a -— can't take it any further 

Q Could you take that question and study it 
further? It's a good question It was good yesterday anc good 
today 

a I'm always studying lots and lots of questions 

Q What is the Secretary's position on the proposal 


to deplov SOI earlier Livan proposed, at least, by the U.S. at 
Reykjavik? 
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a The Secretary has spoken to that question in his 
testimony last week. I don't have anything that would take it 
further than that. 


Q Do you have anything today on the nuclear 
explosion and what the Soviets are likely to do since the U.S. 
just set off another underground test? 


4 No, I don't. I think the Soviets have spoken to 
that question directly. 


Q Chuck, people in the Soviec Union and several 
quasi-official, I guess, groups have invited a large number of 
Americans to take part in something called "forums," to be held 
later this month. What is the attitude of the U.S. Government 
as to whether American citizens or governmental employees for 
that matter should or should not take part in these? 


A As a general rule, we've encouraged constructive 
contacts between Americans and Soviets. The people involved in 
this particular exercise, if it's the one I think you're 
referring to are going there in a private capacity. They're 
not government-sponsored in any way. 


Q So I take it that -- from what you say, you don't 
see any governmental discouragement of it at this point? 

a No. 

Q Chuck, can I come back to the rewards again for 


just a second? Can you explain why the U.S. Government has not 
and is not at this time offering rewards in the cases of the 
newest, the most recent, American hostages being held in 
Lebanon? 


rs) The answer I would give you is in essence what I 
said earlier in response to a number of questions: that the 
reward program is one aspect of what we have available to us in 
getting at these various problems, and as a consequence the 
conditions surrounding offering a reward, the timing of it, are 
multiple, and as a consequence each one is going to vary. 


Q The U.S. has said several times that it doesn't 
know where the hostages are being held or in some cases who is 
even holding them. That seem, to be the goal of the reward in 
the other cases to find out information -- the rewards that 
have been anncunced -- to find out information about who 
perpetrated ‘nose crimes. I don't understand why it wouldn't 
be appropriate in these cases 
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A I've given you the best answer I can. 


Q As a point of detail, Chuck, can you te!l us what 
funds the reward monies come from? 


“ That is based on the 1984 Act to Combat 
International Terrorism, Punlic Law 98-533, signed into law 
October 19, 1984, which contained authority for the Secretary 
of State to pay rewards for information in cases of 
international terrorism. 


Q Is there a standing amount kept in that for these 
rewards? 

” Yes, there is. 

Q How much? 

a I'd have to check that. I believe the initial 


appropriation of money available was on the order of a million 
dollars. 


Q Chuck, is it the Secretary who decides or is it 
an inter-agency group? I mean, who decides, and how is the 
decision reached to offer a reward? 


A Without going into all the details of the laws, 
as the information I have says it's the Secretary of State's 
authority to offer the reward, but there certainly is 
coordination with the other agencies involved, in particular 
the Department of Justice. 


Q But it 1s accurate to say that none of that money 
has ever been paid out, is that correct? 


a That's right 

Q Is this the flight from London to Athens in which 
a bomb was planted in the suitcase or the girlfriend? Isn't 
there someone in custody and on trial in -- 

a I'm not sure -- no, no In that case it was a 
flight on its way to Athens which exploded in mid-air over 
Greek territory. 


Q Okay Thank you. 


re) Wait. One more question. 
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Q Do you have anything on reports that the 
Czechoslovak authorities have been picking up and reacting 
against Charter 77 attendees in connection with Secretary 
Whitehead's visit to Prague? 


A I've seen probably the same reports that you have 
seen at this point. I don't have any detailed information, so 
I'm not in a position to offer you any detailed comment. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and centlemen, good afternoon. I 
don't have any announcements. 


Jim? 


Q What does the State Department hear about Mr. 
Seib? 


A In short, we hear approximately the same thing 
that you're hearing. We have seen reports from Tehran, the 
same Tehran Radio reports that are available in the media, that 
the Iranian Prime Minister has stated in a press conference 
February 4, that Gerald Seib is to be expelled from Iran. 


We have also seen wire reports that he has been 
expelled. In both cases, we await confirmation of these 
reports through diplomatic chanr . , and we're staying in 
closest contact with the Swiss Government in that regard. As a 
consequence, that's where things stand as of now. 


Q And have the Swiss been able to see him at all? 

7 They have no access to him, no. 

Q They have -- I'm sorry. They have not had 
access, despite -- they've kept trying, I suppose? 


A As I understand it, the Swiss have kept trying, 
but I just don't think there has been any contact. 


Q The Secretary has said that while the secret 
channel for dealing with Iran that was set up by the White 
House has been closed, there are other ways to get in touch 
with Iran, and I think he cited a few other countries, et 
cetera. 


Can you tell us now, other than the Swiss, have any of 
those options thet he has outlined have been exercised in this 
particular incident? 











Wednesday, 2/4/87 


. I'm not in a position to go into the various 
channels that have been used. 


Q Various channels have been used, though? 


. The Secretary said yesterday in his testimony 
that we have been using lots of channels through other 
governments and the like. He did not steer it toward the 
particular kinds of channels that you're referring to. 


Q Do you have any sense that the American position 
was persuasive in the Iranian decision? 


i) I have no way to make that judgment. I don't 
think any of us can even offer an analysis of why Mr. Seib has 
been detained from the start. 


You said yecterday that the Swiss had not even 
been able to make contact with the Iranian authorities since 
the original protest on Saturday. Have they now been able to 
do that, between now and then? 


2 I've tried to follow that, and whereas there have 
been some contacts between the Swiss and the Iranians, I'm not 
sure whether those have occurred in Tehran or only in Bern, 
where there is an Iranian Embassy, for example, which has also 
been a method of staying in contact. So there have been some 
contacts between the Iranians and the Swiss. 


Q With what result? Have the Iranians communicated 
any more information to the Swiss about this? 


a Not that in any way confirms or helps us 
determine whether or not these current stories are true. 


Q Do you know of any contacts that the Swiss, or 
anybody else, might have had outside of the Iranian Foreign 
Ministry? 

A No, I don't. 


Q While we're on that, do you have any new 
situation report on the Iran-Iraq war? 


s No, I don't have anything new today. 
Q Did you get anything on the VOA correspondent 


that was detained by Syria? You promised you would look into 
+he case. 
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A Yes, we did, and that was posted on Friday last. 
Did you see that? 


Q No. 


Q One more: Did the State Department play any role 
in the arrival in this country of a former Chilean Secret 
Service official who is now negotiating with the Justice 
Department in the Letelier business? 


2 In response to the specific question of how he 
got here and who played what role in that, I don't think I can 
help you directly. He did come voluntarily. He advised us 
that he had suffered remorse for the deaths of Orlando Letelier 
and Ronni Moffitt, and that he considered their murder ard the 
subsequent cover-up to dishonor Chile and its military 
institutions. 


He proposed to come to the United States to make a 
full disclosure of his own role and that of others in the 
matter. And so as a consequence, all I could add is that both 
he and his attorney have confirmed that he did come 
voluntarily, and that we can't provide any details about 
contacts with Mr. Fernandez except to note that U.S. law 
enforcement officials have pursued this case vigorously since 
learning that Mr. Fernardez is interested in testifying to the 
facts known to him regarding the crime. 


Q And is he, or was he, under State Department 
protection after arriving in this country? 


a) The most direct answer I have to that is that he 
has been offered protection under the Federal Witness 
Protection Program. 
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Q Chuck, do you have anything that would 
characterize or take any further or knock down Voronstovu's 
remarks of yesterday on -- at the Geneva arms talks both sides 
have taken pencil and paper in hand and are drafting rough 
drafts of possible agreements? 


a Let me give you something I've put together very 
rapidly when I saw those reports. First, we welcome Soviet 
willingness in this round of the Geneva talks to engage in more 
flexible negotiating procedures and to move forward on the 
drafting of texts pinpointing major areas of agreement and 
disagreement between the two sides. 


These procedures were sought by the U.S. in the 
post-Reykjavik period, specifically, for example, the Secretary 
raised that possibility in Vienna when we were there in 
November and initially were resisted by the Soviets. 


While these procedural developments are welcome, the 
heart of the negotiations is, of course, the substance. 
Following Reykjavik, the U.S. tabled new proposals in all three 
negotiating areas, incorporating areas of agreement reached in 
Iceland, as well as new compromise proposals addressing areas 
where disagreements remained. 


And on that particular question of substance, my short 
summary statement would be that we've yet to see Soviet 
movement on outstanding issues that would permit real progress. 


I said I would finish by saying that, yes, we are 
pleased with the fact that the Soviets have accepted the kind 
of negotiating format that we have been interested in pursuing; 
that we are engaged in a serious effort for our part to make 
the most of these negotiations, but what I've just read to you 
captures in shortest form where we stand today. 


Q What is that offer that's on the table right now 
from the U.S. as far as the ABM Treaty? Can you summarize that? 


a No. I'm not in a position to summarize the 
specific proposals that are on the table. 


Q Well, I assume they're the same ones that were 
offered at Reykjavik, is that right? 


GQ That's been stated publicly. 
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Q That's still the case, incluaging the ABM Treaty? 


A That's right. The Secretary restated that 
yesterday during his testimony on the Hill. 


Q He also said they're linked to reductions of 
military weapons. Should I -- nuclear weapons. Should I 
assume that's the way it was presented in Geneva? 

A That what is linked? 


The U.S. position on extending the ABM Treaty is 
linked to the U.S. position on reducing nuclear weapons. 


A You're familiar with the positions as they were 
discussed -- 

Q Yes. 

a -- at Reykjavik and what came out of Reykjavik. 

Q Yeah. 

A Those are the positions that are on the table. 


Q Are you suggesting that something which had not 
been happening prior to Reykjavik -- that is, sitting down with 
texts and working on language -- is happening now, or had that 
been going on prior to Reykjavik? 


A Two things I'm suggesting. First, in terms of 
the process, that the process is more flexible. It's the kind 
of process that we have thought desirable where there's more 
real give and take, more informal environment. And, secondly, 
that we are engaged in this process now in this round of 
identifying those areas of agreement and disagreement. That is 
in essence what the negotiators are working on right now. 


Q Chuck, let me try to refine that again for just a 
moment. What you're saying is that the drafting that's going 
on that you referred to is drafting lists of points of 
agreement and disagreement, but not drafting language that 
would be used in any sort of interim or final arms control 
agreement between the superpowers. Is that correct? It's 
Grafting issues to deal with on this agreement. 
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4 It's a little hard to make that distinction 
exactly as you have made it, Ralph. What we are trying to do 
is try to pinpoint, as I said, areas of agreement and 
disagreement. It's always possible that that kind of work 
produces material that could eventually be used in agreements. 


After all, what we're there for is to negotiate an 
agreement in the end. So that's the only distinction I would 
draw. 


Q But they're drafting points of agreement and 
disagreement. They're not drafting an agreement. Is that 
correct? 


A As I've described is what's happened. 


Q Was that toward the end of a comprehensive 
agreement tnat includes all the different areas, or is it 
toward the possible end of splitting one or two off, or what? 
What direction is it going in as far as that -- 


A On those kind of details, I can't go into them. 


Q There were stories recently saying that at the 
Geneva talks the United States had agreed to a kind of 
subcommittee or working group to try to work out rules for what 
is permissible or not permissible under the ABM Treaty; that 
the U.S. had declined to do so before and has now set up a 
group, but its powers are somewhat limited, so the story said. 
Can you shed any light on the status of all that? 


A No. That one I can't shed any light on. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the Washington 
Times report that the State Department has instructed its 
embassies in Central America to remind visiting Congressmen 
that they do not make foreign policy and should watch what they 
say? 





A I did look into that, and I couldn't find any 
record of such a message having been dispatched. 


Q Chuck, to get back to arms control, did you say 
the Soviets have not produced proposals since Reykjavik as the 
U.S. has? 


A I'm not sure I addressed that head-on in quite 
the terms that you are specifying. 


Q Max Kampelman went there. He said, you know, 
we'd like to hear from them. We made a proposal, and -- we put 
something on the table and they haven't, and we're not coming 
with a new proposal. We want to hear what they have to say. 


I wonder if you're vaulting past that, that the arms 
controllers are vaulting past that now and simply working with 
an old Russian proposal? 


A I'm not sure I can really answer that question 
accurately as to whether we're vaulting past or not. 


Q Is the U.S. thinking of sending back its 
Ambassador to Syria any time soon? 


A I don't know of any plans to do that any time 
soon. 


Q Do you have any comment on a story that appeared 
in the New York Times today that the Saudis, in connection with 
the AWACS deal tried, at the U.S. request, to give some money 
to the Contras? 





A As we've said in the past, the AWACS sale to 
Saudi Arabia was based on U.S. vital interests and the security 
in the Gulf, the free flow of oil, and the security of Saudi 
Arabia. Those reasons for the sale stand on their own merits, 
and I have no indication of anything beyond those reasons which 
figured in that sale. 


Q Well, are you denying the story then? 











-8- Wednesday, 2/4/87 
a I'm answering as I chose to answer. 
Anything else? 
Q Yeah, one more on arms control. I'm sorry. In 


December, when the experts group went for the meetings in, I 
believe it was early December, it was stated then that the U.S. 
goal was to try to refine the points of agreement and 
disagreement. Would it be fair to say that in the January 
session that the Soviets have now essentially agreed to do what 
the U.S. hoped they would do in December at that experts 
meeting, but didn't do? 


A I think that's accurate. 

Q Has the Secretary seen the President today? 

A Yes, he has seen the President today. 

Q Was that a regular -- what is it? 

A That's one of his regular meetings. 

Q Do you have anything yet on the Ikle's speech 
about Central America, that we would need a permanent force 
there if things go as they're going? Apparently, you had 


nothing to say about it right after it was made. 


A No, and I still don't. I looked it over and I 
didn't see anything that I really needed to comment on. 


Q (Inaudible) was at the beginning, Chuck. Do you 
have any comment on the continuing U.S. military maneuvers in 
the Mediterranean off the Lebanese coast? 


A No. 


Q A couple of questions on Lebanon. We've got five 
days before the deadline posted by terrorists which have avowed 
to kill hostages if Israel does not release prisoners. 


What, if anything, is the U.S. doing on behalf of the 
hostages, Chuck? 


A I've gone over that ground in previous briefings, 
and I'm really not in a position to take it any further today 
than I could yesterday or the day before. What I said then 
still stands. 














ra 





-9- Wednesday, 2/4/87 


Q There is nothing new of substance that you can 
tell us about? A 


a If that's what you choose to interpret from what 
I've said, fine. 


Q Okay. Ambassador Bouhabib of Lebanon said 
yesterday that the Lebanese Government fears that any U.S. 
military strike would kill innocents and miss the terrorists. 
Would you offer him any reassurance? 


aA Again, I'm not going to speculate on specific 
scenarios. In terms of the general question of that particular 
option as it might be used at any point or at any time, certain 
criteria have been talked about and the Secretary himself has 
talked about those in his testimony. One of those criteria is 
that he would attempt to the maximum extent possible to avoid 
injuring innocent bystanders. 


Q We now have a second force of Marines enroute 
from Rota, Spain. How should the Lebanese Government read that? 


A I have no help for you on that. 
Q From Deutsche Presse Agentur, the pro-Iranian 


Lebanese Shiite leader, Mr. Musawi, has justified and approved 
the kidnapping -- 





a Jeff, you said you have two questions. 


I said I had several. Thank you. The 
pro-Iranian Lebanese Shiite leader Mr. Musawi has justified and 
approved the kidnapping of Germans Cordes and Schmidt in an 
interview with DPA on Tuesday evening at his home. He said the 
step was taken to persuade the Federal Republic to exchange the 
Lebanese man who was arrested in Frankfurt -- Mr. Hamadei. 


What are you hearing from the Germans, and do you have 
any reaction to Mr. Musawi's response? 


A No. And concerning what we're hearing, I don't 
have any update to offer. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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MR. POPADIUK: Good morning. This is a BACKGROUND- 
briefing on the meeting of Prime Minister Ozal of Turkey with the 
President. 


Q I thought we weren't going to have any more. 


Q Marlin said that he was in favor of -- that he was 
not in support of these background briefings on a general basis, he'd 
take them on a case-by-case basis. But he felt that people should be 
on the record. Why is this a background briefing? 


MR. POPADIUK: Good morning. This is a BACKGROUND 
briefing on the meetirig of Prime Minister Ozal of Turkey with the 
President. 


Q We know her name. 


MR. POPADIUK: For your information only, and not for 


sound or camera or for iamaepeenmeae the background briefer is 


Q Do you have anything to hide? 
Q Does the Secretary mind being on the record? 
Q "She." That's what we'll say over and over again. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not on this one. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q You don't want to be on the record on this one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We arranged it as 
BACKGROUND, and it's easier when I'm discussing what another leader 
said to the President. It's only fair. 


Q So you -- background? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I always ask for 
BACKGROUND when I'm talking about the President's discussions with 
another leader. 


Let me say, first of all, this is a private visit of the 
Prime Minister. It came in connection with the Suleyman Exhibition 
here in town. His -- he had an official working visit here in April 
of '85. So this was private. He's already been here a couple of 
days. He's -- the dates for the visit are February 4 to 8. He had 
his courtesy call on the President this morning, and he'll also be 
seeing in the course of this visit Secretary Shultz, Weinberger, 
Baker and Baldrige. 


The theme of the visit, at least the meeting this 
morning, is really friends and allies having a chance in the course 
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of the Prime Minister's private visit here in town to just sit down 
and mark their friendship and alliance. We have recently, as you 
know, finished up the negotiations on a new defense and economic 
cooperation agreement of -- still all the details, jots, tittles, and 
two languages to work with on it. But that has been successful. It 
will run until 1990. So they talked about that, and talked also -- 
the Prime Minister talked also about his economic program, and the 
theme has been, as he has said before, what Turkey is trying to do is 
move away from aid to trade, and so that was mentioned. 


I think there is also a desire, certainly on our part and 
no doubt on his, to use his visit in connection with the museum 
showing and all of the programs that are going with that to sort of 
heighten the attention paid to Turkey as an ally in NATO. And that 
really was it. There were -- you know, they exchanged greetings, 
nice to see each other again. i 


Q How about hostages? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No mention of hostages. 
Q At all? 

Q Terrorism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. No mention of 
terrorism. 


Q Why not? Because -- I mean, they've had close 
contacts with Iran, so it seems to me the President would want to. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm sorry. You 
asked, "Did they mention hostages,” and there was a "Did they mention 
terrorism?" Neither of those two words came up. 


Q How about Gerald Seib? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister was 
asked, sitting as Turkey does in such a key place in the Middle East, 
how did he see events in the region? It was a short meeting, so let 
me say he described Turkey's neighbors, Syria, Iran, Iraq and the 
Soviet Union, he talked briefly about the way the war seems to be 
going between Iran and Iraq. I think -- both Turkey and the United 
States share the same view that the war should produce neither victor 
nor vanquished. 


But that was the general talk. But there was precisely 
-- neither word came up, "hostage" or “terrorism.” 


Q Was there any discussion -- 
Q How did he say the war was going? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that the 


best way I could characterize it, and he didn't answer that question 
specifically, was 


mann 











that Iran -- or, that Iraq has not yet been able to produce some kind 
of a victory. So, at the moment, it's, sort of, the headlines go to 


Iran. 
Chris, you -- 


Q Was there any discussion at all about Gerald Seib? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No. 


Q Did Turkey play or -- has Turkey played any role in 
trying to get Seib freed? i 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know 
specifically. My understanding is not -- but I could -- I don't 
want to mislead you on that. But there was no -- in this whole area 
of these questions -- hostage, terrorism, the names of people, Seib, 
contacts with Iran on terrorism, anything of that sort -- there was 
absolutely, specifically, no mention of it and no general reference 
on, say, cooperation on terrorism. 


Q Was it deliberate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. I 
think it had to mostly with the time and the fact that the questions 
that were laid out -- there was talk about the security assistance 
program budget that's up on the Hill now with the supplemental for 
Turkey and the FY '88 amounts. The Prime Minister wanted to talk 
about Turkey's desire to move ahead on integratiwn into Europe and 
the European Community. I mentioned he talked about developing 
trade, not aid. He wanted to talk -- mentioned his concern about the 
Armenian resolution, which I believe was introduced again in Congress 
yesterday. And by the time they got through that -- and then we 
asked the question, would you, given your special place in the Middle 
East -- would you share with us your view of what's happening in the 
region, mathen it was 10:30 a.m. And the meeting, as you know, was 
scheduled to go to 10:20 p.m. So, we just ran out of time. 


Q How long was the meeting all together? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From -- 25 minutes. 
From 10:00 a.m., where there was the photo thing, and they started 
talking about five minutes -- 


Q Who sat in on it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, golly. 

Q Was it Bush, Shultz -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Let's see -- 

Q -- Regan -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll go down the couch. 
The President, the Vice President, the Secretary of State, the 
Secretary of Defense, Mr. Regan, Mr. Carlucci, our Ambassador to 
Turkey, Robert Strausz-hupe, myself and Mr. Sommer. 

Q The Prime Minister, just after the meeting, stated 
that he told the -- he told Presient Reagan that Turkey could play a 
role in normalizing the relationship between Iran and the United 
States. What was the response of the President -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I did not 
hear him say that, but -- I did not hear that in this meeting. I'm 
sorry. I -=- 


Q You were there for the whole meeting? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. And it was a 
general discussion of Iran, Irag -- 


Q You would have heard it if he'd said it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. So, I don't 
-- but I'm going with another characterization of what the Prime 
Minister was said to have said in a press conference -- I didn't 


hear. 


Q Was there no mention then of relations with Iran and 
what the U.S. interests were and what Turkey's interests were -- no 
mention of that at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was -- Turkey 
described its relationship with Iran in terms of its place in the 
region where it has several neighbors -- Syria, Irag, Iran -- and 
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we asked the guestion: How do you see the region? We asked how he 
saw developments there. But, there was no discussion of the kind 
that you're talking about -- very, very general what an academic 
would call geopolitical discussion of the region. 


Q There was no discussion of him mediating between 
Iran and the United States, then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no -- that's why 
I -- there's nothing of that sort, no. 


Q But, didn't he say that he supports the 
normalization of relations between Iran and the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That he did what? 
Q That he supports the -- 

Q Supported. 

Q Supports. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Supported normalization 
of Iran in the United States, he -- 


Q Yes, that he sees it useful that this relationship 
should be improved and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said he could see the 
importance of a relationship between the United States and Iran, but 
he wasn't, you know, pushing any particular cause. He certainly gets 


Q Did the President acknowledge that? Did the 
President agree? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President 
pointed out that of course we had taken a look at the importance of 
the relationship with Iran and had -- (laughter) -- and that was 
about, you know, the way it went. 


Yes? ; 
Q We sure have. 

Q Did they talk about Turkish or Greece's relations? 
0 He wasn't going to run down that run again. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 

Q Did they talk about Turkish and Greeks' relations? 
Q Turkish-Greek relations in Cypress. 

Q Turk ish-Greek. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, Turkish-Greek 
relations -- no, they did not. 


Q Cypress? 

Q Any -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Cypress did not come up. 
Q On the Armanian issue -- 


Q I wanted to pursue the answer you just gave. Did 
the President indicate that there wasn‘t much prospect of a U.S.-Iran 


MORE 

















relationship? I mean, how did he wrap that up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't wrap it 
up. We just came to the end of the discussion. We had heard what 
the Prime Minister had said about Iran. The President said he -- 
about the importance of Iran -- the President reported to him that, 
of course, he had looked, you know, was aware of the importance of 
the region -- had made his effort, and that was it. 


Q Can you give us any guotes from the President at all 
on these -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wish I could, but it 
wasn't -- 


Q -- we haven't seen him in a long time. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know. 

Q What's he look like these days? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As good as ever. 


Most of the things that I jotted down that look as if 
they would serve as quotes had to talk about, “the strong effort that 
the administration is making for the foreign affairs budget." 


Q Could you just come back to the point where you said 
that -- well, talked about the Iran-Iraq war saying that the Iragis 
had not been able to achieve a victory? I'm not clear on that. 


Q Iranians. 
Q Yes. Iranians. 
Q Wnat does he signify -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, Irag -- it was Irag, 
Helen. : 


Q No, he said the Iragis had not been able to achieve 
avictory. What was the context and what was the reaction to that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the context was 
how -- if it is true that you are searching for a solution that 
produces neither victor nor vanquished, then you have to have some 
kind of a balance in the current situation. And that balance is, at 
present, lacking because the -- on the Iragui side we have not been 
able to see any large or small victory. 


Q Well, are the other Turks in fact seeking an Iragi 
victory? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the Turkish -- Turks 
in the United States -- and this was mentioned -- have the same 
desired outcome -- neither victor nor vanquished. 














Q In the context of seeking a balance, was the 
provision of aid to either side mentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was not. 


Q The question of aid -- are we below the levels that 
we need to be for the Turks and are they understanding of the U.S. 
position -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not had with 
Turkey any negotiated agreed numbers as, in fact, we have with no 
country on security assistance because of the process by which 
security assistance goes forward. So, we have with all of them -- 
Spain, Portugal, Greece, Turkey -- a so-called best efforts solution 
or commitment. 


In Fiscal 1984, that number of best efforts on 
everybody‘s part sort of produced a total budget of something like 
$715 million for security assistance to Turkey. By Fiscal Year 1987, 
that had dropped through budget cuts and the like to $490 million. 
So, we have put out a -- we're seeking a supplemental of $150 
Million. And then we've put $785 million in the FY ‘88 budget 
request. And, so it's -- now, I would say, one, the decline from ‘84 
to ‘87 and that kind of thing did not come up in this talk, neither 
diag the talk produce such things as, well, you must have this amount 
of money. 


The conversations I‘ve had with the countries that are 
affected -- Spain, Portugal, Greece, and Turkey -- have all produced 
understanding on their part. They can see what's happened on 
budgets. But they still want more. 


I have a commitment to somebody whose hand was up back 
here. There‘s a young lady in the back. 


Q Can you expand a little bit more on the aid to trade 
issue -- what their principal expori is to the United States, what 
Our export is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's very difficult 
for me to do. I just don't have those notes. But the theme has 
always been that Turkey wishes to continue to develop its economy, to 
move -- become an industrialized economy and participate as a full 
trade partmer and earn its hard currency from trade, rather than to 
have to rely as heavily as it does on hard currency coming through 
aid programs. And so you have -- their dialogue with us all through 
last year, for example, on textiles -- very difficult subject for us 
-- they have extensive trade with the European Community. But I 
don't have the details right here. 


Q -- any discussion on international drug traffic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Never came up. Never 
came up. 


Q Did Britain and France refuse to go to a meeting on 
terrorism because of concern that it was going to inflame the Middle 
East and possibly endanger the hostages? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t have the 
reasons. I know the story from this morning's paper that there was 
an invitation and they were not able to make the meeting. 

Q That is true, then? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Any -- 


Q Why -- 
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Q When -- how did that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I -- but, you know, 
I want to stay on this Turkey thing and I don't want to go charging 
off here. I don't know what the Department's going to be saying on 


this -- 
Q Any specifics on defense -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No specifics. Just 
those I gave you on what the background is. 


Q How did the President respond when the Turkish Prime 
Minister raised this issue of the Armenian Genocide Resolution? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said that our 
position, of course, was well known. We have opposed that 
resolution. We have worked very hard in the past to see to its 
defeat =nd we will continue to. 


Q Did the President make a pledge to support Turkey's 
application to the EC? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have supported 
Turkey's integration into the European political and Economic 


Community. 
I'll take one more question on this. Yes? 


I may have missed this. Was there any discussion 
about the recent U.S. buildup in the Mediterranean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There was none. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 10:54 A.M. EST 
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DPC # 19 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 5, 1987, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two announcements to begin with: First, the Secretary will 
meet today with Leo Tindemans, Belgian Minister of Foreign 
Relations, in Tindemans' capacity as President of the Council 
of Foreign Ministers of the European Communities. Tindemans' 
visit is part of the established political dialogue between the 
United States and the country holding the rotating EC 
Presidency. 


Q Will they appear together in the lobby afterwards? 


A I don't know of any appearance planned in the 
lobby. I think there is an appearance in the lobby with the 
King of Tonga. 


Q What time is it -- 
a I'll see what I can -- 


Q Will there be a full-fledged news conference 
maybe at 8 o'clock tonight? 


a Let's see what we can get. 


But speaking of the South Pacific, the United States 
Government has been studying the question of whether to sign 
the three protocols to the South Pacific Nuclear Free-Zone 
Treaty, the Treaty of Rarotonga. The U.S. has now completed 
its study and has decided that in view of our global security 
interests and responsibilities, we are not, under current 
circumstances, in a position to sign the protocols. We have 
conveyed our position to the parties to the Treaty. 


The U.S. is appreciative of the role of the Government 
of Australia and other parties to the Treaty in this matter, 
including their efforts to keep our and allied interests in 
mind as they managed the composition of the Treaty and 
Protocols. The U.S. also appreciates the serious commitment of 
the Pacific Island states to non-proliferation. 
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Q May we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q May I have two follow-ups on that? Do you have 
any response to the disappointment expressed by Foreign 
Minister Hayden and Prime Minister Lange? 


A I don't have any specific reaction, no. As I 
said, we have conveyed our position to Australia as well as to 
the other parties involved, and in doing so, we have explained 
the reasons which I have just given you here. 


Q How do you think this will affect 
Australian-—American relations? 


A I don't see that it should have any effect. 


Q Chuck, could you explain a little more what you 
mean by the reasons, the global responsibilities? But as I 
understand it, the nuclear free zone would not affect the 
operation of American military in the area, so what are the 
responsibilities that would require us not to sign it? 


Q We view the growing number of proposals for 
regional nuclear free zones as having the potential to 
undermine the policy of deterrence, which has been the corner 
of Western security since World War II. A proliferation of 
such zones in the free world, unmatched by disarmament in the 
Soviet Bloc, is clearly detrimental to Western security. 


I would add in response to your last question 
concerning U.S. practices and activities in that region, it is 
true that those practices and activities are not inconsistent 
with the Treaty or its Protocols. 


Q Well, does that mean that the other nuclear areas 
that the U.S. has endorsed in the past -- there's the Treaty of 
Tlatelolco, however you pronounce it, down in South America and 
other areas -- Have we taken away our endorsement of those now? 


a No, it doesn't. Each of those zone proposals is 
evaluated on its merits. In the context of the particular 
circumstances, we weigh the pros and cons, evaluating them 
against our public criteria for such zones, and then make a 
judgment of whether or not we can support them. In the case of 
Tlatelolco, that you mentioned, there were strong 
non-proliferation aspects to our decision in that case. 
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In the case of the South Pacific nuclear free zone, 
most of the nations which are parties to the Treaty already 
adhere to the non-proliferation treaty, and for example, that 
factor was simply less influential then. 


Q If I could just follow this up, on the one hand 
you seem to be saying you're going to judge each one on its 
merits and on the other hand, the reason you cite for not 
approvirg this one is that it is another nuclear free zone, 
which doesn't sound like it's on its merits at all. It's ona 
kind of a principle basis. Will you explain the contradiction? 


A There -- certainly one of the factors is the 
question of principle and what that might establish. Each of 
these has, as you can imagine, is a function of place, of time, 
of circumstances. There are a lot of factors that go into it. 


Q Well, would the United States oppose nuclear free 
zones throughout the world now because it would add to the 
areas which might undercut deterrence? 


A It follows from what I just said, Don, that we 
consider each on its merits and its particular circumstances 
that that is not the case. We have a list of public criteria, 
which has been known for some years now, concerning the 
establishment of nuclear weapon-free zones, or at least seven 
points on it. That gives you an idea of the criteria which we 
use in evaluating these proposals. 


Q Would you make available those criteria? 


A They've been made available, but you certainly 
can have them again. 


Q I don't understand what activities the United 
States engages in in that part of the world that would be 
hampered by this nuclear-free zone. 


A In response to Don's questions, I gave an answer 
which, I think, you seem to have ignored in your question. 


Q But could you be a little more specific? 


a Well, I'd read it again for you, if you want me 
to, the exact same answer I gave to Don's question which 
answers your question as to what our consideration was in 
deciding not to sign these particular protocols. 
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Q Which parts -- 
A Let somebody else ask a question. 


The Soviet Union has signed and China is due to, 
I think, next week. France hasn't signed; the United States 
hasn't signed. Aren't you actually, in effect, enhancing the 
prospects of Soviet expansion in the area by che --- sort of 
the only people who are favoring the Pacific Islands in that 
area are, in fact, the communist countries? 


A No, I wouldn't see it that way. I think our 
position has been explained. Our criteria are well known to 
the states in the region. We make our decisions based on the 
criteria which are important to us and by which we have to 
judge these kinds of proposals. 


The Soviets had announced as early as last summer that 
they would sign this Treaty. They did it, but with a lot of 
very substantial reservations, for example. So in the end, 
this was, in essence, a cost-free move on their part. 


Q Chuck, the Deputy Secretary of State -- I can't 
remember which country he'd be in at this moment -- but one of 
the issues that he faced on his trip to Eastern Europe was an 
attempt, in the Balkans, to make at least part of that area a 
nuclear-free zone. 


Is the United States, by definition, against that? 


A You're talking about that particular nuclear-free 
zone? 

Q Yes. 

A Again, the same criteria would apply. One of 


those criteria, which I would read to you, is that the 
establishment of the zone should not disturb existing security 
arrangements to the detriment of regional inter: ational 
security. And in the case of that particular zone, I believe 
that is a criteria which has been particularly important in our 
decision not to support that. 


Q What is the one criteria that would apply to the 
South Pacific. You haven't read all seven, but is there one of 
those criteria that the South Pacific one conflicted with? 
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A No, I wouldn't tie it down. And in this case, I 
don't tie it down to one. I simply picked out one that, to my 
mind, was particularly important. That one would obviously be 
operable in the case of the South Pacific, but the decision is 
taken in a broader context than that. 


Q Chuck, is the U.S. annoyed that both Hayden and 
Lange made the announcement before the U.S. did? 


A No. Connie, you know, I'm seldom annoyed. 
Q Except with us. (Laughter) 


A No. As I said, we had consulted with the 
parties, and that included the Australians and others. 


Q Did you give them the go-ahead to make the 
announcement? 


(Laughter) 


a I don't know that we discussed when announcements 
would be made. 


Q How much was New Zealand's anti-nuclear attitude 
a part of the criteria the U.S. used in making its decision? 

a That's not one of the criteria at all. 

Q Chuck, as a practical matter, can the nations of 


the area go ahead with this without U.S. backing, or does this 
finish off the Treaty? 


A No -- I'm not a total expert on that, but I 
believe that the question for us was whether or not to sign the 


protocols and thereby become a party to it, which we have 
decided not to do. 


The other signatories go forward. 

Q Chuck, are you prepared yet to say -- because I 
don't want to repeat the same question every day -- are you 
prepared to say that the Philippine Constitution poses a 
problem to U.S. nuclear policy? 


a No. 
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Q Chuck, on this question of U.S. signing -- I'm 
not sure if this question is appropriate here -- but does the 
fact that the U.S. won't sign these protocols mean that the 
U.S. won't comply with them, or is it -- will the U.S. comply 
with the intent of the protocols without signing them? 


You know what I'm getting at? It's one thing to sign 
it, formally join and sign a protocol; it's another thing to 
comply with the wishes of the region on this subject. 


A I'm not sure that I could accept totally your 
formulation, but I did refer an answer to one of Don's 
questions, to the fact that in practice, what we do in that 
region is not inconsistent with the Treaty. But at the same 
time, were we to accede to the Treaty by signing the protocols, 
we're concerned that our adherence would be used by others to 
argue for similar zone proposals elsewhere. And to repeat what 
I've said, we've long made it clear that we could not support 
nuclear-free zone proposals which disturbed existing security 
arrangements to the detriment of regional international 
security. 


Anne? 


Q How many free zones do we support in the world, 
as it stands now? 


A We support three. I've got them here somewhere. 
I left that paper -- But in any case, it's the Treaty of 
Tlatelolco, which has to do with this hemisphere; the Antarctic 
Treaty; and the Seabed Treaty. 


Q Chuck, one final question -- I hope it's the 
final question on this. To interpolate what you're saying 
about this, these series of regional, it sounds like you are 
saying that because of the cumulative effect of these, the 
United States has now made a wider policy decision not to go 
forward with any further nuclear-free zones in order not to 
contribute to this cumulative weight. 


A Without rehashing everything L['ve said, I 
answered that question directly at one point to say that we 
have made a decision in this case. There are criteria set 
forward. We have taken a position on some other proposals that 
are outstanding, as well -- that's true. But that does not 
represent a blanket proposal in the sense that you've 
characterized it. 
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Can I ask one final question on this matter? 
What part did the well-known position of the French, in 
opposition to this, have in the United States' consideration? 


A All I could say is that we based our decision on 
global considerations, which I made clear in the opening 


statement, it was not based on bilateral or limited regional 
concerns. 


Q Speaking of French sensibilities, are you 
prepared to announce that the meeting in Rome has been called 
off in deference to French, British, West German, and possibly 
other objections? And how does the U.S. feel about that? 


A To review where we started, given the recent 
spate of hostage-takings, we thought it would be a good idea to 
discuss the situation and means of dealing with it. That's 
what we talked about several days ago. We approached the 
Italians, who chair this year's Summit Seven group, and they 
agreed to host such a meeting. Some other members of the 
Summit group did not feel that a meeting would be propitious at 
this time. 


As to how we feel about it, we continue to feel that 
cooperation and consultation among the world's democracies is 
the most effective method of suppressing terrorism and 
hostage-taking, so that even though this particular meeting is 
not going to occur, at least in this time frame, we still think 
that there is a lot to be done, and we fully expect to continue 
to cooperate with all of our Allies in various ways. 
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Q Do you have any notion why these guvernments, 
which you still haven't identified, feel that a meeting would 
not be propitious? 


A I'd leave it to each of them to speak to it. I'm 
sure there are a number and variety of reasons in each case. 


Q So far, the U.S. and the Italians, you have 
listed as being in favor of such a meeting. 


A That's right. 


Q Do you think one of the reasons for their 
decision not to attend would have been the U.S. actions, secret 
actions, at the time of the Tokyo Summit when there was an 
anti-terrorism statement prepared while the United States was 
in fact negotiating with the hostage-takers? 


A Having looked at the exchanges on this, I have no 
indication at all that that figured. 


Q Can I ask on a broader basis? Many people, 
including James Schlesinger, in an article coming out in 
Foreian Affairs on Sunday, think that the United States' 
credibility on terrorism is so low that even the U.S.' best 
allies are skeptical about anything to say about terrorism. 





Apart from the narrow issue of how you prepared a 
communique while you were preparing to arm Iran, has this 
problem broken up this meeting, or are they afraid you're going 
to hit Lebanon? 


A No, in response to your specific question. The 
question of military action wasn't on the agenda. How they 
explain their own decisions, I'd leave that to them. But 
concerning your earlier remark about the credibility of our 
anti-terrorism policy, I think that actions around the world 
continue to show that we've made a great deal of progress, that 
international cooperation and the efforts that we've been in 
the forefront of in many cases, have been paying results, that 
the reason these policies work is because they're the right 
policies, because they serve the interests of all the states 
involved, all of whom are targets for this particular form of 
international terrorism. 


As a consequence, I think what we've seen throughout 
this period is a great deal of growing cooperation. To cite 
just one area, for example, the amount of intelligence 
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cooperation that now takes place is really quite striking and 
gces far beyond what was the case several years ago and 
explains in many ways our ability, in recent years, to have 
aborted a great many more potential terrorist attacks than had 
been the case before that time. 


Q One last question: Had there been a meeting, 
what would the United States have hoped to accomplish? 
Military was not on the agenda. What had you hoped to 
accomplish at this meeting? 


A As I said, this meeting was really in response to 
this recent spate of hostage-taking, so in general terms, it 
would have been an exchange of information and appreciation 
concerning those incidents. 


Q Chuck, you say that the U.S. policy has worked, 
yet you've just said there's been this recent spate of 
hostage-taking. In fact, in Lebanon over recent years there's 
never been so many foreign hostages at a given time. How does 
that jell with what you say about the success of U.S. policy? 


A To say there's been progress is not to say that 
there don't continue to be problems, and that's exactly why we 
continue to work at it. The case of Lebanon is a particular 
serious problem now for very particular reasons, having to do 
with the situation inside that country. But when I refer to 
success, there I invite your attention to other parts of the 
world where we have seen a decline, and [I think we have 
provided statistics in the prst concerning our estimate of the 
number of attacks that have been thwarted through international 
cooperation. 


Q One follow-up, if I may. Do you think the effect 
of the -- of certain European states, saying that they're not 
going to attend the meeting is going to embolden those who are 
holding the kidnappers -- the hostages? 


A No. I wouldn't think so. I think those people 
are aware that whether or not this particular meeting occurs, 
that there continues to be very close cooperation between us, 
sometimes multilaterally, sometimes bilaterally, and that all 
that will continue to go forward. 


Ralph? 


Q Chuck, that was the point I wanted to come to is 
the question of multilateral versus bilateral cooperation. 
There certainly continues to be a lot of dialogue on the 
bilateral front on terrorism, but don't you think the 
cancellation of this meeting in the wake of the -- of both the 
Tokyo Summit and the [ran arms deal affair reflects a desire on 
the part of the allies not to engage in group therapy on 
terrorism, but just to deal with it on a bilateral basis? And 
isn't that in a way contradictory to the U.S. effort to do it 
on a multilateral basis? 
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f There are always going to be considerations on 
our part, on their part, as to the best way to approach a 
specific problem or a specific group of problems at a 
particular time. Sometimes the answer is going to be 
bilateral. It frequently is. Other times it's going to be 
multilateral. We have seen some successful multilateral 
initiatives in the past. 


We have had, for evample, two meetings since the Tokyo 
Summit at the level of the ummit 7, and I fully expect that 
there will be more of those in the future as well. 


Q Three of the countries that declined the 
invitation to Rome also have hostages being held in Lebanon. 
Isn't it a fact that one of the reasons they expressed -- they 
declined to come was because of their fears that the meeting in 
Rome could adversely affect the hostages, and they nave 
expressed the same fears about the U.S. naval buildup in the 
Mediterranean. 


t Again, I don't think I can get to that, because 
you're asking me to describe their motivations and their 
actions, and I just have to leave them to do that. 


Q Chuck, did the U.S. take into account that 
possibility, that the Rome meeting and the Mediterranean 
buildup could adversely affect the safety of the hostages? 


t I gave you a brief capsule summary of what we saw 
as the role that this meeting might serve, and I think that's 
about as far as I could go in describing it. 


Q Does tne draw-down of ships, and so forth, in the 
Mediterranean reflect European concern? 


t I haven't commented on buildups, draw-—downs or 
horizontal maneuvers. I just don't have any way to make that 
evaluation. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on -—- 


Could we have a filing break, please? 


@ 
Q -- on the Iranian -—- 
b 


Sure. Please. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Iranian Ambassador 
to the United Nations about taking hostages in Lebanon? 


t What was his comment? 
That as if he's, you know, giving them that -- 


they are cornered, so they -- you know, like giving an excuse 
to this taking hostage in Lebanon -- to the Lebanese group? 
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& i think I have expressed our position concerning 
the taking of hostages and the responsibility of the groups who 
do that. I don't see any further answer. 


Q Are you now persuaded that perhaps the timing was 
not propitious for this meeting, or do you still feel it should 
have taken place? 


b As I say, there are going to be many, many other 
opportunities to consult and to work together. We'll do that 
in a variety of ways. We proposed the meeting. We thought it 
would have some utility at this time, but, that not being the 
case, if that meeting doesn't happe-, we'll continue to work at 
it in other ways. 


Q Chuck, in that general area, can you update the 
Seib -- Jerry Seib situation for us? Have the Swiss seen him? 


A I really don't have anything to add to the story 
today. We've seen a lot of statements. We continue to stay in 
close contact with the Swiss. But, beyond that, I don't have 
anything to offer. 


Q Is the U.S. in position right now to punish the 
one responsible for the kidnapings, like Hussein Musawi of the 
Hezbollah Party? He claimed that he ordered that two of the 
kidnapings take place 


‘ I'm not going to launch into that, to speculate 
on what we could or could not do. I'm just not going to do ii. 


Q Secretary Shultz said many times, “When we find 
them, and we look at them, we'll be ready to respond." 


a That is a ceneral statement of policy. You're 
asking me to comment on a specific case, and I'm not going to 
do that. 

Chuck, could I just -- 


Could I follow up on his question for just a 
second? 


To whose question? 
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Q To Michael. I'm sorry. The question on Seib. 
Is it —— in view of all the various and sundry reports on where 
he is, and what's happened to him, and so on, is it still the 
US. Government's position that the Swiss have not had access 
to him and have not had any further conversations with Iran on 
that subject? 


a On that whole story, I think in answer to the 
previous question, I said really everything that I have to say 
today. 


Q Chuck, is it correct that the State Department 
Legal Adviser, Judge Sofaer, is proposing or has proposed a 
6-month further review, or a review of some substantial period 
of time for the question of the broad versus the narrow 
interpretation of the Anti-Ballistic Missiles Treaty? 


& I can't help you on the specifics of your 
question. I would only note that in the testimony on the Hill 
on Tuescay before Senator Nunn's committee, that the Secretary 
referred a number of times in reference to the ABM Treaty that 
it's something that's under continuous review. 


Q But there are reports in several places today 
that Judge Sofaer has made this proposal Is this true?’ 


G I don't have any direct comment. 


Q And could you comment on Defense Secretary 
Weinberger's idea that we're close to being able to recommend a 
deployment decision with regard to a space-based defense. It 
moves in a somewhat direction, as nearly all the stories noted, 
from what Secretary Shultz had to say. 


+ No. I don't have any comment Again, the 
Secretary was asked a whole variety of questions having to do 
with that issue, and it's all there for you to see based on 
some three hours of testimony. 


Q Do you see some gap between Shultz and Weinberser 
on this deplowment issue’ 


‘ I don't think the gap is as evident as you've 
made it out to be, but I'd have to examine all of the 
statements to actually give you a definitive answer. 


Q Do you have anything more on the Letelier case 
today. the suggestion that President Pinochet may have been 
involved? Did the United States have a role in getting Mr. 
Fernandez up here from Chile? 
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a Concerning how he got here, I was asked that 
question yesterday, and I can't shed any more light on that 
particular question. 


Your other question concerning the involvement of 
Chilean leaders -- 


Q Yes. 


ra -- there was a factval proffer of evidence that 
was made to the District Court, of which you're aware, and 
which -- when Fernandez pleaded guilty A point contained in 
that statement is that one of the individuals involved in the 
assassination plot told Fernandez of a conversation between 
General Contreras and the Chilean military officer 
investigating the case, in which Contreras indicated President 
Pinochet had ordered the assassination. 


We're not offering any judgment on the veracity of 
that reported assertion by Contreras. Fernandez has not 
claimed any direct personal knowledge regarding what President 
Pinochet may or may not have known concerning the assassination 
plot in advance of the murders 


Q What is the State Department's role going +o be, 
or has there been one, in attempting to get the other two 
people named extradited? 


A What I would say for the moment is that we're in 
contact with Chilean authorities to seek their cooperation in 
bringing culpable individuals to justice. But concerning the 
exact procedure that we'll use to do that, or measures to be 
adopted, I just don't have any further comment now. 


Q Has _he Chilean Government said it's willing to 
cooperate? 


é I don't really have any answer to that except 
again to reiterate that we've asked the Chilean Government's 
cooperation in bringing culpable individuals to justice 


Q On a matter of extradition, what was the State 
Department's role in the extradition from Colombia of the 
accused cocain trafficker Lehder? 


Q Concerning our role or the role of any particular 
agency or person in the actual extradition, I don't have those 
kind of details. Obviously, he was extradited 
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But let me say that we're extremely pleased that Mr. 
Ler er, one of the world's major drug traffickers, wil answer 
for nis crimes. w#e congratulate the Colombian security 
officials who arrested him and his numerous bodyguards 
yesterday. 


I understand that this happened while Colombia 
security officials were conducting a series of raids on 
properties owned by traffickers. Lehder, who reportedly moved 
frequently to avoid arrest, was at his ranch during a raid. He 
and his bodyguards were arrested after a short firefight and 
then flown to Yogota 


Lehder's extradition to the U.S. had been approved by 
the Government of Colombia in 1984, and he was then flown to 
the U.S. aboard a DEA plane. I did have a little bit of 
information for you there. 


But, meanwhile, the Colombia Government, we believe, 
has clearly shown the traffickers that they are not immune from 
arrest and prosecution, as Mr. Lehder and his cohorts 
apparently liked to think. 


President Barco's decisive action in the face of 
trafficker threats is a clear demonstration that Colombia 
intends to be at the forefront of the anti-narcotics struggle. 


Q Chuck, are you taking any special measures for 
American personnel, inciuding the Ambassador, in Bogota in view 
of the past history of violence with some of those narcotics 
dealers? 


i It is true that Lehder and other traffickers have 
threatened retaliation for extradition and have assassinated 
many Colombian officials in the past We take the threats 
seriously, but, you know, it's our policy not to discuss 
details of threats or our security measures. 


Q Do you have anything on the Spanish base talks? 


6 We're in a very active negotiation with Spain on 
renewal of the base agreement. We have put on the table a 
comprehensive and positive proposal that represents a maximum 
effort to reach an agreement with a friend and ally. An 
agreement that responds to the interests and security of both 
parties and that is consistent with the security of the entire 
alliance. 
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Our relationship with Spain and the bases is a 
longstanding one. We hope that the Spanish Government will 
give full and serious consideration to our proposals, and that 
an agreement will emerge which is positive and strengthens our 
relationship further. 


However, as the Secretary said -- perhaps I'm 
pre-empting your next question -- as the Secretary said in 
Brussels last December following a meeting with the Spanish 
Foreign Minister, this remains to be seen. If we can't find a 
way to bridge our differences on this issue and the current 
agreement runs out, then, of course, we will leave. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, of what you just 
read, please? 


a Okay. 


Q Also, going back to Iran for a moment, in the 
interviews and news conferences that were held recently, 
Rafsanjani and others keep coming back to this $500 million 
which they claim is being held “hostage” by the United States. 


I was given the impression about six months ago that 
this was essentially solved and it's just a matter of details, 
figuring out what residue was available. 


Is that wrong? It is not solved? 


f°) It has not yet been solved. I repiied to a 
question several days ago in which I described what we had put 
forward on January 14 most recently. You know what those three 
points were, and I think in the context of that I referred to 
some technical issues which remained to be resolved. But, as I 
say, those are technical in nature. 


Q This is the last question on the Spanish base 
talks. Do you have any characterization as to how the latest 
round went? 


a I think I would leave it at saying ciat we're in 
an active negotiation; that we're dealing here with a friend 
and ally, and as a consequence, while both sides, obviously, 
will represent their interests, we expect to continue these 
discussions in that spirit. 


Q Chuck, anything on Hamadei, on the extradition? 


a No I don't. 
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Q On the Iran thing, the assets business, isn't the 
essential point now, one of the major hangups, if not the major 
hangup, the United States is saying, "You have got to make it 
clear that this is not in any way connected with the hostage 
issue, and that as long as Rafsanjani and other people keep 
making speeches saying that it is, it can't be completed"? 


A Perhaps you weren't here at the briefing to which 
I referred but that was in fact the central point that I made: 
that we want the court to have the Iranian Government clarify 
exactly that fact, that there is no linkage. 


And then, secondly, I referred to an action we had 
taken concerning our willingness to move the remaining funds 
into a trust account under the control of the Tribunal once 
these other technical issues had been resolved. But I'd refer 
you to the Press Office. You can have the details on that. 


Q Chuck, I have two on Africa. Anything on the -- 
on Chevron's sale in Angola? 


A That's a general question. Anything -- 
Q Anything on it. 
Q Are you through? 


A No. Nothing other than to say that we've no 
reason not to take at face value Chevron's explanation of its 
decision to sell part of its Cabinda holdings. Our policy 
concerning American firms operating in Angola, we have stated 
and re-stated a number of times. that hasn't changed. If 
there's vast interest, I'll read it to you again. (Silence) 
There's not? Pass. 


Q Chuck, on the arms talks in Geneva, do you have 
any readout on the NTEN talks, which I believe ended today? 
Pardon me. The Nuclear Testing Experts' Talks. 


a This is the fourth round where we have our team 
headed by Professor Barker? 


Q No. It's -- 


4 I think that ended sometime ago. 
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Q No. There's a session that ends today -- NTEN 
talks. Okay. Well, I'll check there. 


A Okay. 
Q I wouldn't mind -- I don't remember what our 


opinion is, and also anything on this Afrikaner plan for a 
black rule? 


On the latter, I don't have anything. 


Chuck -- 


I don't want to subject all your colleagues to 


Q I can't remember what it is. 


Q Chuck, Barry tells me there's a report that Terry 
Waite's been shot. 


A I don't have anything on it. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, yood afternoon. 
One very brief announcement. 


Available in the Press Office is an announcement on 
the release of American foreign Policy: Current Documents, 
1985. The book is the most recent volune in an ongoing 
Department of State series. Copies of the volume can be 
purchased from the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government 
Printing Office. 





Jim? 


Q Can you tell us now about the contacts that you 
had through the Swiss and other countries in the attempt —- 
successful attempt -- to get Mr. Seib free? 


A I don't have that kind of detail to offer today. 
We're, of course, pleased that Jerry Seib is free, and that he 
arrived safely today in Zurich. As we've stated from the 
beginning of this unfortunate episode, there was no reason for 
the [Iranian authorities to have detained him. Apparently the 
Iranian investigation came to the same conclusion. 


The Department cakes this opportunity to again thank 
the Swiss Government, which represents our interests in Tehran, 
for its energetic and sustained efforts on Mr. Seib's behalf. 


I also want to note that two other American citizens 
remain in Iran under arrest. We take this opportunity to ask 
once again that Iran live up to its obligations under 
international convention and allow Swiss Embassy officials 
regular consular access to them. 
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Q Chuck, I forgot, does the State Department have 
any advice for Americans or even American journalists regarding 
Iran, whether they should travel there, or only whether people 
of certain religions should go there? 


A I don't know the exact specifics of the travel 
advisory which exists for Iran, and which has existed since 
1981 or even before, bit we can certainly give you a copy of 
that travel advisory. 


Q But did the State Department use the Turkish 
Government as an intermediary? 


A Beyond what I've given you concerning our 
contacts through the Swiss, ['m not in a position to go into 
any of the other overtures that may have been made. 


Q And just for the record, as far as the State 
Department is concerned, there was no quid pro quo fo: the 
release? 


A There was no quid pro quo. 


Q Can you give us any details on the mechanics of 
his release? We understand now that the Swiss had him for a 
day and a half --— when they got him, how they got him? 


a) No, I can't. 


Q I'd just kind of also for the record ask, on the 
other two who remain there, you wouldn't adopt the language you 
used on the Seib case and say that those two are also 
unwarranted, those detentions? Or would you? 


A Those two cases we have spoken of as people who 
are imprisoned, who have been arrested there. Again, the 
problem is that in one case we have had consular access on one 
occasion, in June of 1985. That meeting was brief. Iranian 
officials were present during the meeting. 


In the case of the other American, we've had no access 
at all, and he's been imprisoned since June of 1986, and as a 
consequence what we're asking for right now is consular access. 


Q Now that Jerry Seib is out, maybe this is an 
appropriate question: did the State Department give the family 
any advice as to the things they should say about their, 
perhaps, religious beliefs, or how they should comport 
themselves, or was that all voluntary on their part? 
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A I just can't help you with that one. 

Q Do you have any update on the I[Iraq-Iran war? 

A No. I don't have any specific update. From what 
I saw, yesterday was relatively quiet -- as that war goes. 

Q Can you fill us in on the Secretary's meeting 
this morning with the Kangwane Chief Minister -- the whys and 


the wherefores? 


fe) The Secretary met this morning with Enos Mabuza 
who is the Chief Minister of the traditionally Swazi area 
called Kangqwane. He is a significant independent figure in 
black South African politics. This meeting was part of our. 
continuing effort to enhance our dialogue with all important 
parties who can contribute to a peaceful solution to South 
Africa's problems. 


They discussed the general situation in South Africa, 
including ways to end violence and persuade all parties to turn 
to negotiations to resolve the political problems of that 
country. 


Similarly, Under Secretary Armacost met yesterday with 
senior Inkatha leaders Oscar Dhlomo and Frank Mdbolosa to 
discuss the Natal/Kwazulu Indaba process, and the lessons that 
may be drawn from that so far unique effort to negotiate a 
regional framework for a non-racial constitutional democracy in 
South Africa. 


Q What were those names? 


A Oscar Dhlomo -- D-—h-l-o-m-o -- and Frank Mdbolosa 
-~- M-d-b-o-1l-o-s-a. 


Q Chuck, on another subject, now that there won't 
be a meeting in Rome today, will the United States attempt to 
arrange a meeting of that sort before the next economic summit? 


A First of all, there's no real reason to attempt 
to arrange another one, since those meetings are regularly 
scheduled. There is another one, in fact, had been scheduled 
for several months now. 


Q Yeah, I know. There was one in September and one 
in December, but not at this level. Not a high profile meeting 
of -— well, you go ahead. But, I mean, I know it was the 


first meeting of this level, and [I'm asking you if you will try 
to do something like this again. 
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A First of all, it was not the first meeting at 
this level. We have had two previous meetings at what is 
called the expert level, which is this level. There is a third 
meeting which had already been scheduled some months ago which 
will occur in the not-too-distant future. 


As I said yesterday, this particular meeting that had 
been discussed for today was simply another effort to add yet 
another element to what is a very broad and ongoing dialogue -- 
bilaterally, multilaterally. That was the only importance of 
this particular meeting which had been proposed for today. 

But, as some of the other allies have also pointed out, there 
is another meeting, I think, some two weeks hence which has 
been scheduled for a number of months and which will go 
forward. That's where it stands. 


Q Is that a meeting of all seven, and is it the 
same exact cast of characters that would attend? 


A It's in the same format. 
Q Mr. Bremer is going? 
A It's in the same format. 


Q Where is it to be held? 


a No details. 


-~- MORE -- 
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Mr. Tindemans said this morning that terrorism 
had been dropped from the agenda of the Venice Summit; do you 
have something on that? 

is) I didn't see that. 


Q Do you have any information on Terry Waite? 


a I have nothing that would corroborate any of the 
reports that have been appearing in the media. 


Q Does that include both kinds of reports? 
That includes all the reports. 


Chuck, has the Department made any 


Q 
Q While we're on that subject -- 
Q 


I'm sorry. 


Q -- there are rumors rife in Beirut again that the 
United States is going to pull its Embassy out. Is that true? 


’ 2) The United States has no intention of withdrawing 
its Embassy from Beirut. 


Q Has the Department made any decision whether to 
press ahead with its proposed sale to Saudi Arabia, Bahrain and 
Egypt, the $2.2 billion deal that was announced January 21? I 
believe the Secretary had some meetings with the leadership 
this week and was given negative advice on that. 


fe) I'm not sure that your readout on that meeting is 
correct, and I won't comment, in fact, on the nature of that 
meeting. But you know what we have done in notifying Congress, 
as required, of these proposed sales, and that's where it 
stands now. 


Q Do you have any reaction or comment on what Mr. 
Yitzak Shamir, the Prime Minister of Israel, said, that he will 
not allow any Israelis to testify in the United States related 
to the [ran arms deal? 


4 I don't have any specific comment to offer, and I 
don't have any details to add to that story. All I could say 
is that our two governments have been discussing this to work 
out this question of cooperation. 
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Q But wouvfidn't this preclude any cooperation, since 
you (sic) said that he will not allow any Israelis to testify? 


A As I say, not knowing the details of what's being 
asked for, what's required, I really cannot comment on that 
specific report. 


Q Do you have any agreement has been reached on 
that score? When you say, “are discussing it," it suggests 
that an agreement has been reached. 


be That is my understanding of the current state of 
affairs. 


Has the Secretary of State received the report on 
South Africa yet from the Commission? 


A No, he has not yet received it. 

Q The report of what? 

A The report of the South African Advisory 
Committee or Commission. He is scheduled to receive a copy of 
that report from the Committee sometime next week. 

Q Sometime -- 

- Next week 


Q Next week. 


A When the report actually becomes public, I just 
don't know yet. 


Q Not simultaneously? _ 
a Not necessarily simultaneously. I just don't 
know. 


Q It was settled that Mozambique wouldn't benefit 
from the new U.S. aid to the southern African countries. This 
announcement came around the time that RENAMO claims to have 
intensified the fighting in Mozambique. 


Is there a possibility now that the State Department 
might be talking with the RENAMO people? 
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a Concerning RENAMO, there's been no change in our 
position, if that's what you're question is Concerning our 
aid proposals and projects for southern Africa, as a region, 
Mr. McPherson, in Botswana, addressed that question in the last 
couple of days to lay out what we had proposed for the region 
as a whole 


In addition, concerning Mozambique, there has been 
some assistance, in response to the declaration of a disaster 
there -- it was declared by our Ambassador -- that happened 
last month. Our Ambassador, Peter de Vos, declared a disaster 
exists in Mozambique as a result of civil strife, and, 
secondarily, drought and its residual impact. 


Our Mission in Maputo, in consultation with the 
Government of Mozambique, as well as international and private 
organizations in Mozambique, has estimated that 3.5 million 
Mozambicans are at risk of starvation due to the RENAMO 
insurgency and drouc’t, and that another 2.2 million who depend 
on urban food markets mey also be affected because of disrupted 
food supply channels 


So that as Under Secretary Armacost testified before 
Congress yesterday, we are in the process of providing 
approximately 150 thousand metric tons of PL-480 Title II 
emergency food assistance during this fiscal year, which was 
the amount requested by our Ambassador ' 

We're also working with the Government of Mozambique, 
other donors, and private organizations to insure that the 
needs of persons at risk are met in a timely manner 

Q Is 150 thousand over and above normal flows? 

- That's emergency assistance. 


Can I go back to the terrorism thing and ask you 


Can we get a copy of that? 


Of which? 


That thing on Mozambique that you just read? 


Sure. 


The French spokesman yesterday, who announced 
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that France was not willing to attend this conference that was 
then called off, said that it was the French position that 
cooperation on countering terrorism should be dealt with on a 
bilateral basis. Now, you're talking about just going right 
beck anc having another meeting _© a couple of weeks as if 
you've had several of this sort and it's just a two-week delay 


Is there some conflict. or will the agenca be altered 
to somehow accommodate the French bilateral position with the 
U.S.'s multilateral position? Because I see a conflict 


A First of all. Barry, what you have just said 
ignores, in most respects, everything tnat I've saic yesterday 
and today 


First of all. I've emphasized that there are many 
forms of cooperation There's, of course, always unilateral 
actions which we take There's a lot of bilateral cooperation 
There's also multilateral ccoperation So I've not implied 
that any one of these is, in fact, the answer It's a 
combination or some combination of all of them 


Now, secondly, I didn't say that, well, we're just 
going ahead and then there's a meeting, too I didn't say that 
at all All I made reference to was the fact that there have 
been, in fact, two previous meetings of this particular 
multilateral group, and it's not the only one There had been 
a third meeting, routinely scheduled, and it’s been on the 
books for some months now Anc. thirdly, that the meeting that 
was talked about for Friday was an extra edition which we had 
thought could be useful in the current context 


Q I won't debate -- 
) And that's how we got to where we are now 


—-MORE -- 
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Q I think it would be useless to debate with you 
that I think you're doing your very best to minimize the 
cancellation of a significant meeting and make it sort of just 
“one of those things.“ because I can imagine it's embarrassing 
to the U. S. Government, and I would be surprised if you would 
make much of it But I -- 


A Let me answer that First of all “minimizing” 
is, again, your word I'm trying to put this meeting in the 
context of what is a very intensive, ongoing effort, and just 
has to be recognized for that I was the one, after all. who 
Said that we had proposed this meeting; we thought it would 
have some value And as a consequence, sure, from our 
perspective, it could have served a useful purpose 


Q But the cancellation -- 


“ That's not to say that it was the conference to 
end all conferences 


Q No, anc nobody is saying that But to get back 
to the original question, it is not in doubt that the United 
States operates on several levels in dealing with terrorism 
What I was asking you about was the French statement which 


clearly said they want to proceed bilaterally, and I asked you 
if there was a way you could accommodate, the U.S. could 
accommodate their preference for bilateral action with simply 
bringing the same group together, with the same agenda, che 
same approach two weeks from now, or do you have to do 
something to accommodate what seems to be French objections?” 


- Farst of all. it is not simply the same agenda. I 
think, to quote you The agenda for the meeting that I 
referred to in some weeks follows on from the previous 
meetings That's an agenda which is not necessarily the same 
as the one which had been talked about for today First point 


Second point, as I've said a number of times now, 
there's a whole lot of bilateral cooperation that goes on all 
the time, anc we appreciate that, in many respects, that is the 
mo t effective way to get at many of these issues, and we 
certainly intend to continue that; and I think the French, as 
well as our other Allies, appreciate that position 


There has also been a multilateral role, perhaps less 
frequently I don't know exactly -- I don't have any 
statistics which indicate how many multilateral as opposed to 
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bilateral; but I think, by the very nature of things. there's a 
lot more bilateral than there is multilateral. But there has 
been, nonetheless, some useful multilateral work that has been 
done, including by the Summit Seven grouping. 


Q Chuck, are you, on the arms sale to Saudi Arabia, 
are you concerned about the legislation which Senators Biden 
and Levin put forward? 


A The Administration does rot at all support that 
lecislation, and I have a very long and detailed response to 
that particular legislation which I don't have with me today, 
put on which you could check with the Press Office. 


Q Chuck, I think on Tuesday you stood there and 
said this meeting would occur, if I'm not -- I checked the 
transcript -- the one that was cancelled Are you now saying 
that another -- 


a I checked the transcript I did not say it would 


Q You said you expected it to occur Now, you're 
saying -- 


A At that point, I think as the Italians have 
described it, as I described it, we had talked to the Italians 
about it. To the extent that there had been informal 
consultations, I don't know exactly what stage those had 
reached I think I saw Foreign Minister Andreotti saying that 
no formal invitations had yet been sent out 


Q The impression was certainly given that -- 


Qa I don't know quite how to sort all of that out, 
but it was something that was in the organizational stage 


Q What assurances do you have that the meeting that 
you're telling us is going to occur in a few weeks, or in the 
not-too-distant future is going to occur? Have the invitations 
all been accepted by all of the seven? 


* As I say, that was scheduled some monLhs ago 


Q Is that true? Invitations have been accepted 
from all the participants and -- 


a There have been previous meetings, and the same 
group has scheduled another meeting some weeks from now. 
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Q Have there been any reqiests lately, after you 
sent the forces, the fleet to the Mediterranean - 


“ Have there been any what? 


Q Any requests from the Gulf Cooperation Council, 
Gulf Cooperation countries, about more sales of arms -- besides 
the question that Jim asked earlier, after these maneuvers? 


a I don't have anything on that 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment at all adout these 
reports that Arturo Cruz may drop out from the UNO leadership? 


= I've seen those reports circulating for some days 
now, but I don't have anything to indicate that it has 
happened, and I don't have any comment 


Q You don't want to encourage him to stay on? 


- I don't think that it's really up to me to 
encourage him one way or the other It's a democratic 
organization; it's got lots of parts to it, and really it's up 
to them to organize 


He has played a very important role in the past, and 
I'm sure if he wants to continue to play that role, that's a 
welcome development, too 


Q Are these leaders paid by the J S. Government, as 
has been reported? 


a I've never seen that reported I just don't have 
anything on that 


Q $84,000 apiece is the report I just wondered i 
you're paying 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with one very brief announcement: 


Secretary Shultz will receive a Certificate of 
Meritorious Service from the American Legion at a reception 
this evening at 6:15 P.M. in the Department's diplomatic 
function rooms. The Secretary will make brief remarks 
Following his receipt of the award, and there is coverage on a 
pool basis if anyone cares to be present. 


That's all I have. 


Q The kidnappers in Beirut have set a midnight 
deadline of their time tonight for the release of 400 Arab 
prisoners by Israel or else the three American hostages, they 
say, will be executed. What is the response to that? And what 
would be the response if they went through with that? 


Included in that is, did the Secretary mean to lay 
the groundwork yesterday for some kind of military action when 
he spoke about the people of Beirut having isolated themselves, 
etc.? 


a The Secretary was asked your first questions 
explicitly yesterday, so you have the answer to that. His 
short answer was that he wasn't going to try to forecast a 
response; we will respond as the situation merits. 


Concerning laying the groundwork for anything, the 
Secretary's remarks were meant as a reflection really of the 
reality of what we all know is the chaotic situation that 
exists in Lebanon, and particularly in West Beirut, today. 


It's no secret that the people of Beirut, of course, 
suffer the most from the situation in their city. There were 
reports of another deplorable bombing in Beirut today which 
reminds us of tha but as the Secretary said they also bear 
responsibility for their own community, as do all Lebanese. 


Q Is the Secretary blaming all the people of Beirut 
for terrorism? 


A What he's saying is that there is a 
responsibility for their community and for dealing with the 
Situation which exists there. I think that's a simple 
statement of fact. 
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Q Did he mean east or west, or both? 


Q What is the response, though, to the threat 
against the hostages? 


A I don't have any response. 
Q You have no response? 


Q Chuck, is it clear to you at all who the 
organization, what the organization is, who are making these 
threats, whose interest they represent if the demands for the 
400 prisoners are serious? Israel says there is no specificity 
on which prisoners they mean. But do you have any sense as to 
who they are and what they might be trying to achieve? 


A Unfortunately, I don't see any way I can answer 
that question. I just don't think there is enough information 
available to be able to make any sort of an informed judgment. 


Q Are there talks going on right now, any kind of 
negotiations at all, with these hostage-takers? 


a We never comment on any such contacts at any 
point in time. I'd only remind you of our position concerning 
hostages and no concessions. 


_ Q Chuck, just a few brief questions here: At this 
juncture, with the deadline fast approaching, what message do 
you have for the families of the captives? 

A What message? 


Q What message does the United States Government 
have for the families of the captives in Beirut? 


i) I don't have any message I care to pass from the 
podium. 


Q May I come back for just a second to Pat's 
question? The Department has often said the U.S. would be 
happy to talk with anyone about the safety of American 
citizens, but that it would engage in no concessions with 
terrorists and so on. 


Can you tell us whether the first part of that has 
been engaged in, or is being engaged in? Are you talking with 
anyone about the safety of American citizens at this point? 


q I'll leave our policy statement exactly as you 
quoted it, and that's all I have to say. 
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Q Has Israel been urged not to release these 
prisoners? 


A No. 


The United States is not urging Israel one way or 
the other? 


A What was your question? 
Q My question -- 


A Your question was, have we urged them to release 
the prisoners? 


Q No. Not to give in. 


a We haven't been talking to them about that 
question. 


Q Haven't been talking to them? 


a We always have conversations with the [Israelis as 
well as many other people in the region. 


Q Do you think [Israeli -- would they be ill-advised 
to release the prisoners? ; 


A I'm not going to comment on what they should or 
shouldn't do. You know what our policy is. That's all I'm 


here to talk about. 


Q Chuck, to go back to the question I asked before, 
does it appear, though, that -- in the past it seemed to be 
that Hezbollah -- and the Administration has said repeatedly 
that they believe that Hezbollah pro-Iranian forces were behind 
the kidnappings. 


Do you believe that that is true of these 
kidnappings? Is there any reason to think, though, that 
something else may be at work in this case? 


A I just don't have any information that would lead 
me to believe that I was capable of discussing that, 
particularly here at the podium. I think the most I could say 
is that I would reiterate our policy concerning kidnapping, 
hostages, responsibility for those events, and [I'd leave it 
right there. 


Q Chuck, has the State Department had a chance to 
reflect on the political actions taken in the Soviet Union, the 
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release of prisoners? 
Gorbachev's regime is substantively different from 
predecessors? 


A I don't have any sweeping conclusion 
answer your last question. 


But concerning the release, or reported r 
some political prisoners, we welcome that. 
that the Soviet Government live up to its obligati 
Helsinki Final Act and other international agreeme 
rights. And we hope the Soviet Government will fo 
recent moves by releasing all political prisoners 
of conscience who unjustly remain in confinement o 
without imposing any requirement that they recant 
activities or limit future activities in support o 
rights. 


Does this -- 


I might just add -- 
Sorry. 


A -- as we've consistently made clear 
Government, we attach the greatest importance to i 
in the field of human rights, including the right 
We hope that recent statements by Soviet officials 
numbers of Soviet Jews are being granted exit perm 
be followed by steps to allow the departure of all 
wish to exercise their right to leave. 


The U.S. will be observing future develop 
closely, and continued positive moves by the Sovie 
in this area will have a positive impact on the cl 
U.S.-Soviet relations. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
a Yes. 


Q The last sentence did it. That was 


a Good. 


But amend it by asking if this helps 
prospects for a summit meeting, do you think? 
a) I think that's too sweeping a genera 
Barry I made a comment that this could have a po 
impact. That's certainly true. But there are oth 
that go into the kind of questions you're talking 
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Q Chuck, could we go back to the Middle East? 
There were reports over the weekend that the [Iraqi 
counter-offensive around Fish Lake has been largely 
successful. Have you any readout this morning on the war? 


A The readout I have is that over the last ten days 
Iraq has recovered about 30 percent of this very small salient 
that Iran had taken in the Fish Lake area, and that heavy , 
fighting has continued all weekend. 


Q Mr. Whitehead returns to the United States from 
Poland and Eastern Europe. Would you have any resume or any 
comment on his visit? 


A As of now,:I don't have anything that would 
provide that sort of a resume. He, himself, had press 
conferences at the end of his visit in each of those countries, 
and that represents the definitive statement on his trip, as of 
now in any case. 


Q Charles, do you have any information on reports 
of the Administration's decision to sell more arms to Arab 
nations -- F-16's to Bahrain and Bradley tanks to Saudi Arabia? 


A I have talked publicly from the podium about 
those sales in the last couple of weeks. 


Q And what about on the F-5, P-3 Orion tanks to 
Saudi Arabia, surveillance? 


A Don't have anything on that one. 


Q Chuck, coming back to the hostages for just a 
second, do you have any reaction to either the yideotape or the 
letter that were made available in the West, allegedly from Mr. 
Steen, Alan Steen? 


a No. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the Secre 
meeting with the Contadora people this morning? 


a I don't have any readout, really for the reason 
that the resident Ambassadors of the eight Contadora and 
support group countries had requested an opportunity to meet 
with the Secretary to present the communique that was issued in 
Mexico January 21, following their Foreign Ministers' trip to 
Central America. So it was that sort of a meeting, to present 
him a copy of the communique. 


Q Can I go back to the Soviet thing? 
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Q Could I follow that up, please? 
Q Sorry. 


Q There are reports, Chuck, that Cruz is coming to 
Washington toward the middle of this week. Do you know if he's 
coming to consult with the State Department about whether he 
stays with UNO or not? 


A I just don't have anything on that one, 8111. 
Barry, you were -—— 


Q Henry Kissinger, returning with this group from 
the Soviet Union, had talks with Gorbachev, thinks that the 
Soviets are prepared to move ahead on all three areas in the 
Geneva talks, alti:ivugh at the end they might try to tie them 
into a package. {t's kind of a positive impression from a man 
who has negotiated arms control with them successfully. 


Does the Administration think that the Soviets are as 
positive about moving ahead in all three areas as Kissinger 
seems to find them? Or do you find them stubborn and resistant 
and just -- last week you credited them with some procedural 
flexibility, but so far no substantive flexibility. 


A I always hesitate to begin commenting on the 
various pronouncements of Mr. Kissinger. I might be doing that 
every day. But I think I did give you a readout as things 
stood a week ago, and I don't really have any reason to change 
that pronouncement or evaluation today. 


Q Do you have any response to the Americas Watch 
report on human rights in Nicaragua? They said the contras 
continue gross violations, and they also criticize the 
Administration for distorting the record on this subject, 
poisoning the debate, I think they said. 


A Since I haven't seen the report or the specific 
allegations, I'll wait until I've taken a look them. 


Q Another subject, Chuck? On Chad, the French 
apparently are rushing in more re-enforcements. Is the United 
States doing anything to help the French or help the Chadians 
against this new Libyan buildup? 


A I don't have anything beyond what we've said in 
the past, which is that we are in the process of continuing, 
and I think at this point toward the end of drawing down, the 
$15 million in 506(a) authority that we announced some months 
ago. Beyond that, we remain in close consultation with the 
Chadians, with the French, and with others who are involved 





Monday, 2/9/87 


there, but I don't have anything further to announce by way of 
U.S. assistance in the region. 


Q Do you have anything on the riots and the arrests 
in Seoul and other South Korean cities over the weekend? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the end of the truce in 
the Philippines? 


a) I don't really have anything to say. President 
Aquino had offered a ceasefire extension, we understood. The 
communists rejected it, and the decision whether to extend the 
ceasefire is entirely a domestic political decision for the 
Philippine Government. 


The Jnited States has supported and continues to 
support President Aquinc's strategy for dealing with the 
communist insurgency. 


Q Chuck, based on the Iran arms deal, why shouldn't 
the terrorists holding the Americans in Lebanon believe that at 
the last moment President Reagan will bend somehow or get 
Israel to somehow concede? 


A They shouldn't believe that. 


Why not? 


A Our policy is otherwise, and you've heard it 
restated many times now. 


Q You mean it at this time? 


Q On arms control, Chuck, there has been some 
discussion in recent days in the news media of a phrase 
referred to as a Pentagon phrase, "LCI" -- Legally Correct 
Interpretation -- on the ABM Treaty. Does the State Department 
endorse the idea that the previously referred to broad 
interpretation is the legally correct interpretation of the ABM 
Treaty? 


Aa I don't want to take the position it's for me to 
endorse or deny endorsement to any particular phrase. The 
President made a decision over a year ago, in October of 1985, 
in which he found that the broad interpretation was fully 
justified. I think that's what's meant by this other term 
that's being used -- legally correct interpretation. 


Q Chuck, did Secretary Shultz and Secretary 
Weinberger work out, negotiate, or work out the language of 
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their statements on the ABM Treaty on Sunday in advance. 
(Laughter) 


A My generic answer is always that the two men have 
many conversations. What they do in private or in confidential 
discussions -- 


Q They met in private. 


A -- I won't get into. They saw each other on 
Friday. But, as I understand it, the interview that you're 
referring to o° Secretary Weinberger had been given, in fact, 
before that time. 


Q Do you have any further statements about the 
hostages that our questions have not elicited? (Laughter) 


I mean that in seriousness, that you haven't said a 
lot about it. There's a 5:00 deadline, and I just wanted to 
make sure that it was the intent of the State Department to say 
relatively little about it at this time. 


A My position is that there really is very little I 
need to say about that. Our position on this subject has been 
stated and restated. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 19867, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Let me begin with a series of announcements. 


First, the Secretary will be appearing in Open Session 
before the Subcommittee on Defense of the House Appropriations 
Committee at 10:30 a.m. on Wednesday, February 11. The subject 
is the budget, "A Global Overview “ Because of the Secretary's 
testimony, we will not have a Daily Press Briefing tomorrow. 


Approximately 200 deans and associate deans of 
education, as well as some faculty members from universities, 
colleges and departments of education throughout the United 
States, will attend a day-long ON-THE-RECORD Foreign Policy 
Conference co-sponsored by the State Department and the 
american Association of Colleges for Teacher Education on 
February 11 -- that's, again, tomorrow -- in the Loy Henderson 
Conference Room. The Secretary will address the conferees from 
9:15 to about 9:45 That is open for press coverage. 
Additionally, attendees will be addressed on a broad range of 
foreian policy subjects. There is an agenda available in the 
Press Office if you want to see that And tor further 
information, you can call the Public affairs Conference 
Manager, Ilmar Heinaru, at 647-1710. 


Q Is there a Q and A session? 
i There is Q and A for the participants 
Q Can you give us the subject --or is he just 


talking off the top of his head? 


+ I don't have a subject at this point. It's 
basically the opening remarks. 
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To remind you that Secretary Shultz will address the 
American Bar Associaticn's Midyear Meeting on Thursday, 
February 12, in New Orleans, at lunch. The topic is 
“Nicaragua: The Strategic and Moral Stakes.“ The meeting is 
at the Marriott Hotel, Canal and Chartren Streets. A question 
and answer session with ABA members will follow the Secretary's 
noon speech. 


If you plan to cover or need additional information, 
please contact Nancy Slonim, S-L-O-N-I-M, or Deborah Weixl of 
the ABA's Division for Communications and Public affairs in 
Chicago at (312) 988-6126. And then beginning February 10, the 
ABA will have a Press Office at the Marriott in New Orleans 
with a direct telephone number of (504) 525-9966 We hope to 
have that piped live here into the Press Briefing Room which 
would begin then at 1:00 p.m. Washington time. It's noon in 
New Orleans, 1:00 p.m. here We do expect an advanced text, 
but I, at this point, can't tell you when it's going to be 
available 


Finally, Secretary Shultz this morning formally 
received the report of his Advisory Committee on South Africa 
from the Committee's co-Chairman, William T. Coleman, Jr., and 
Frank T. Kerry. The Secretary, who had the opportunity over 
the weekend to study an advance copy of the report, thanked the 
co-Chairmen and their colleagues on the Committee for their 
comprehensive and highly professional report on this complex 
and controversial subject. 


In accepting the Report, which includes 
recommendations for U.S. policy toward South Africa aimed at 
most effectively influencing peaceful change in that troubled 
country, the Secretary was pleased to note that the Committee's 
findings regarding US. interests and objectives in South 
Africa are shared by the Administration and the American people 
and that many of its recommendations have already been 
incorporated into the current Administration approach in South 
and southern Africa. 


While the Secretary does not share all of the 
judgments contained in the report, he indicated his complete 
agreement with what it called the first and foremost priority 
for U.S. diplomacy, and I quote, “To help to facilitate the 
beginning of good-faith negotiations between the South african 
Government and representative leaders of the Black Majority 
aimed at shaping a non-racial, democratic, political system." 


The Committee's Report, with a dissent by two of its 
members, and additional detailed and constructive comments by 
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three others, highlights the complexity of the South African 
situation and the urgent need for all involved in South Africa, 
in the region, and indeed throughout the world to bend their 
efforts to assist in assuring a peaceful, democratic outcome at 
the earliest possible moment. 


The Secretary told the co-Chairman that the 
Committee's findings and recommendations would be given careful 
study by the Administration and that he hoped that all 
Americans concerned with South Africa would read the Report. 
Although the Advisory Committee has now completed its work, the 
Secretary indicated his hope that members of tne Committee 
would remain available to him for future consultation and they 
agreed to do so. 


There are copies of this Report, at least an initial 
version, that we were able to xerox very quickly, available in 
the Press Office which you can pick up at the end of the 
briefing. 


Q Can you comment on what the Report has said, that 
constructive engagement has been a failure? 


A That's one reason I encourage you to read the 
report. That is not what the Report says. 


Q Really? 


“ Cleariy, we've not been able to achieve the kind 
of change we wanted or with the speed we would have liked. 
Nevertheless, the first half of the 1980's did see significant 
relaxation of long-standing restrictions on the rights of the 
disenfranchised majority in South Africa 


Our policy has continued to evolve as the situation in 
South Africa has developed. And, as the Secretary's statement 
noted, many of the recommendations contained in the report have 
already been incorporated into our policy. 


Q Can I try one more? Does the State Department 
have an opinion about the clause that Israel should not sell 
high-tech equipment, American high-tech equipment to South 
Africa? 


A On the question of high-tech -- American high- 
tech equipment? 


Q That's what the Report allegedly says. 
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Aa Well, we did institute a voluntary arms embargo 
acainst South Africa in '62. We voted for a mandatory U.N. 
arms embargo in 1977. So, as you know, we don't ship arms or 
military technology to South Africa ourselves and we don't 
permit other countries to transship American technology to 
South Africa. Any violations of this policy by another 
government would be a matter of grave concern to us. 


Q How about non-American equipment? 


a Concerning, at least the question of arms, as I 
noted, we voted for this mandatory U.N. arms embargo in 1977. 
Our view is that we would favor an end to all arms shipments by 
all countries. 


Q Chuck, before we move further along, I have to 
report the death Monday in Santa Fe, New Mexico, of John 
Hightower. 


John began covering the State Department for the 
Associated Press in World War II. He retired in 1971 to teach 
journalism at the University of New Mexico and to write a 
column for the New Mexican newspaper in Santa Fe. 


John Hightower was a prize-winner, three of them in 
1951-52: the Pulitzer Prize, the Raymond Clapper, and the Sigma 
Delta Chi awards. 


He was a careful and complete reporter, admired by his 
colleagues and a master of the nuances of diplomacy. 


Some years ago, Dean Rusk, the former Secretary of 
State, after discussing news coverage at the State Department 
in a speech in Atlanta, said, "I want to tell you John 
Hightower is the most capable and best informed reporter I have 
ever seen." Those of us who worked with John will miss him. 


a I'm sure we all share that view, Barry. 


Q Another subject? 


Q Stay on South Africa for one more question, 
please. Can you elucidate at all on the areas that the 
Secretary disagrees with the Report? Those areas of 
disagreement? You mentioned that he doesn't agree with all the 
judgments in the report. Can you specify which ones he 
disagrees with? 
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a At this point, I can't give you that kind of a 
detailed readout. It's a very long and detailed report and 
that's why I invite you to read it and get a flavor for the 
overall thrust of the report. 


Q Chuck, on the Middle East, a couple of thinas. 


A Let me -- [I'll go back on that in just one 
second, Bob. I did prepare one particular point. There is, 
for example, an indication that the Report advocates a U.S. 
diplomatic campaign to persuade our Allies to adopt sanctions 
similar to our own. 


We would note that the Committee's Report is split on 
this issue, reflecting a comparable division in American public 
opinion. The Administration continues to maintain its 
skepticism about the efficacy of broad, punitive sanctions in 
bringing about peaceful change in South Africa. 


The results of our own sanctions, to date, do not 
provide grounds for encouragement on this score. We believe 
that there is a consensus among all of the Western Allies that 
apartheid is a degrading and inhuman system which must be 
abolished. 


It's up to each country concerned with this issue to 
determine its own way of registering this view with the South 
African Government. 


Could we have a copy of the statement you made at 
the beginning about the report? 


A Yes. 

Q And anything else that was said -- 

Q And the two or three answers -- 

a Of the opening statement. 

Q Chuck, on the Middle East, sources at the Justice 
Department now say that the Justice Department is revoking the 
immunity granted to several Israelis, suggesting that the 
investigation that was conducted by Judge Sofaer, among others, 


was either misled or did not come up with what now appears to 
be a fuller versior 


Two questions: One, is this deduction causing the 
State Department to reassess its version of the extent of the 
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Pollard case? And, two, does this create any problems in the 
relationship between the United States and Israel? 


a Concerning your latter question, I don't see any 
reason to draw that conclusion or any evidence that would lead 
me to draw that conclusion. But concerning the lead-in to your 
question, I would, first of all, stress that Judge Sofaer was 
the leader of a team, but a team which was composed of the 
Department of Justice personnel. The Department of Justice has 
been the agency which is conducting the investigation from the 
start and continues to be the responsible law enforcement 
agency. 


So that I would only say that it is the Department of 
Justice that has the responsibility for making the kinds of 
decisions and determinations that you've referred to and the 
Department of State supports any such decisions. 


Q Well, the Department of State did put out a 
statement based on its information. In light of -- 


a Let me go back again there, Jim. That was the 
statement by a team that went out to Israel, led by Judge 
Sofaer. 


Q Well, that's not -- there were several 
statements, one of which was put out by you as Spokesman. 


a On behalf of the team, led by Judge Sofaer. 
Q Well, [I think there was an earlier version. 


a But that's neither here nor there. I don't see 
in any way that that statement is called into question by 
what's been happening, or by what's being talked about here. 


Q Whatever your statement was, as Spokesman of the 
Department, you consider this situation not to have changed 
those conclusions, is that right? 


a Those conclusions were made at a particular point 
in time, Jim, based on a particular trip, so I don't think it's 
-- it's just inaccurate to try to have me, without going into 
that particular statement, look at it and say it applies in 
every detail to every point in time. What I'm saying is that 
the Justice Department has been pursuing the investigation from 
the start. They continue to do so. They're the responsible 
agency, and we don't have any difficulty with the decisions 
they've been making. 
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Q Chuck, that statement the Secretary made was one 
of full cooperation by the Israelis at the time in the case. 
He said he was satisfied that the Israelis had cooperated fully. 


Does that aspect still stand in light of the Justice 
Department decision? 


a Our statement referred to the Israeli Government 

Q Right. 

A -- cooperating fully. That stands. What seems 
to be at issue here -- and not being the expert from the 
Justice Department -- has to do with specific Israelis who have 


been involved in this case and who have been testifying, or 
whatever. 


Q And who either were or were not made available to 
U.S. officials for discussion. 


a There you'd have to talk to Justice. They can 
give you the details on what difficulties they had in terms of 
availability. 


Q But these Israelis, as you describe them, were 
also serving as government officials, both during the 
investigation and during the alleged exchange of information. 


A I have answered the question as best I can from 
the perspective of the State Department, Jim. But you're just 
talking to the wrong agency. If you want to know the details 
and the ins and outs of this, go talk to Justice. That's all I 
can say. 


Q But what's your input in that? You don't have 
any input in the case? I mean now. 


4 I said that Justice has the primary 
responsibility, and that we share the judgments that have been 
made by Justice. 


Q Does the State Department still accept the 
Israeli Government's position this was a rogue operation, with 
no supervision or whatever by the government in Israel? 


2) I haven't seen any reason to go back through all 
of that. I haven't seen anything that changes that. 
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Q New subject? Do ..u have anything on the visit 
of the Foreign Minister of Sri Lanka? He met with the 
Secretary yesterday. 


a Yes, I do. 


Q Hold on, Chuck. The last thing out of your mouth 
was, I don't see anything, a reason, to change that. 


a That's right. 
Q In other words, that it was a rogue operation? 


a The evaluation that she referred to that we had 
made back at that time. 


Q You don't see any reason to change it? 


A To change the evaluation that was made at that 
time. 


Concerning the visit or the meeting with the Sri 
Lankan Foreign Minister, on February 9, Foreign Minister Hameed 
apprised the Secretary of the political and economic 
developments in Sri Lanka and the various initiatives taken by 
the Sri Lankan Government to find a political solution to the 
ethnic conflict. The Secretary expressed concern and sympathy 
for the ethnic crisis in Sri Lanka and hoped that a political 
solution could be found soon. 


Q Chuck, could I ask you a couple of things about 
the U.S. and its European Allies? The first would be -- 
there's a commitment, I believe, by the President to West 
Germany and Britain to consult with them before a decision is 
taken to deploy Star Wars defense. Has such consultation begun? 


A The answer to that question is that consultations 
have taken place and are continuing. You should not look at 
that as one particular meeting which will suddenly fulfill the 
requirement that you set forth. There have been lots and lots 
of consultations on that particular question, and there will 
continue to be consultations -- in the plural. 


Q And, it's unrelated, but it's U.S.-Europe, has 
the U.S. Government lost hope of West German extradition of the 
suspect you want to prosecute here for the TWA terrorist attack? 


a No, not at all. 
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Q What do you hear from the West Germans? It's 
been a month almost now. 


A I don't have any new progress reports. In terms 
of where things stand, as I understand it, there is a long and 
complicated -- I'll repeat all this again -- West German legal 


process that is being pursued. 


Q You don't suppose they're somewhat timid about it 
because of the threat of terrorism, do you? 


A I have no way to make any such judgment. 


Q The Times says the U.S. has lost hope. Do you 
think the Times is wrong? 


a I think the Times is wrong. 
Q Chuck, a couple of questions on Lebanon, please? 
Q You're talking about the "disarray" -- 


Q No, it's not the disarray installment; this is 
the discord -- 


6 You're talking now about NATO, I think, or the 
Western Allies? 


Q The Times report about troubles between the U.S. 
and its allies. This is today's chapter. 


a My experience in dealing with that issue for a 
number of years has been that it's the norm that the Alliance 
of the Western Allies and the United States are characterized 
as in some sort of disarray on a weekly, if not a daily, basis; 
and yet some 40 years after the establishment of NATO, it's a 
going alliance, perhaps stronger than ever. And as a 
consequence, I'd have to put those current rumors in that same 
category. 


Q But this is not the disarray installment; this is 
the malaise -- 

4 This is malaise instead of disarray. 

(Laughter) 


A couple of question on Lebanon, please? What, 
if anything, do you have, Chuck, for us about secret 
negotiations, reports of secret negotiations involving the 
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hostages, involving attempts to get them out? I have a 
follow-up. 


a What do I have, if anything? 


Q Yes. 
A Noting You know what our policy is -- no 
concessions. 


Q A follow-up question, please, Chuck: Would the 
United States object if under the rules of land warfare, the 
Israelis swapped 400 Arab prisoners for one Israeli pilot? 


A I was asked that question yesterday, to which I 
had no comment. You know what our policy is concerning this 
particular set of issues. We're not talking with Israel about 
any aeal, and we don't intend to do so. 


Q Would you discourage a deal? 


A You know what our policy is on no concessions and 
not urging other governments to make concessions. 


Q Chuck, you say “no concessions." That does not 
really rule out talking to them, does it -- to the kidnappers? 


A If you say so. 


Q Chuck, today the Arab League Ambassadors had a 
press conference and said that the U.S. should help Lebanon to 
end the Israeli occupation of south Lebanon and that will help 
in ending the crisis in Lebanon on the kidnapping and all 
this. Do you have any reaction to that? 


A No specific reaction. You are well aware of our 
oft-restated position concerning the requirement that some sort 
of central authority be reasserted in Lebanon, that the 
sovereignty and territorial integrity of the country be 
restored. It's also true that as long as factional strife 
continues in Lebanon, that there's going to be fertile ground 
for negative outside influences. 


Q To follow up -- 


A All of those are part of the Lebanese equation 
today. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
repeated kidnapping of boats which are between Cyprus and 
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Lebanon? There are 20 boats in the last couple of weeks, and 
now they have arrested 50 Palestinians recently. 


Do you have anything about this action of kidnapping 
boats between Lebanon and Cyprus? 


A No, I don't have any reaction. 


Q Can you have anything? That's not interfering 
with international laws? 


A I'll take a look. I just don't have anything on 
it. 


Q You haven't talked to Israel about any deal. Do 
you mean any deal including the possibility of as mentioned 
over there, of a Daniloff-type thing, where the trade wouldn't 
be for the U.S. hostages, but it would be a trade for an 
Israeli for the Arab prisoners? 


A I stand exactly by what I said. 
Q That includes that? 


Q Your answer was an answer to the question of 
whether the U.S. would encourage or discourage, or comment in 
any way, on an Israeli arrangement for the swap of prisoners 
held by Israel and prisoners held by Lebanon -- Israeli 
prisoners held by Lebanon. Does your comment extend to the 
U.S. not talking with Israel about any deal that would involve 
Americans as well? 


a) Any is any. That's all I'm saying from our 
perspective. 


Q When you're saying you wouldn't talk about it, 
you're saying you wouldn't talk about it to discourage them as 
well as you wouldn't talk about it to encourage them? 


A Our policy on discouraging this particular kind 
of activity is well known from our perspective, in lines with 
our policy. 


Q But they've got to look that up -- you're not 
telling them again? 


a They know what it is. I repeated it not 45 
seconds ago. 
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Q Chuck, you sent a letter specifically to the 
Kuwaitis in December about your policy of not encouraging that 
kind of trade, and yet you're not saying anything to the 
Israelis in this case. And it leaves open -—- how are the 
Israelis to interpret your silence? 


A I don't think there's any problem with the 
Israelis interpreting our position. [I think they know 
perfectly well what our policy is. 

Q But the Kuwaitis did not know? 


A I've reiterated our policy today, yesterday. 
There's no secret. 


Q But Bob's question -- 
A There's no ambiguity. 


Q ~~ why a letter to the Kuwaitis, but no letter to 
the Israelis? 


a I just said, the Israelis know perfectly well 
what our policy is -- 


Q And the Kuwaitis do not? 


a -- as do all of you in this room, and I'm sure a 
lot of other people around the world. 


Q But are you suggesting the Kuwaitis did not know 
the policy? 


a I'm not suggesting anything. 


Q Didn't the Secretary call then-Foreign Minister 
Shamir during the TWA thing to remind him of this policy at 
that time? 


a Can't help you on that one. 


Q Chuck, do you have any coordination of the 
Government of India on this -- because among the four, they 
have threatened to kill also an Indian. Are you coordinating 
with the Government of India as to what should be done to 
approach the problem? 


A I don't have any comment. 
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Q How are the talks being conducted with the 
kidnappers, between the U.S. and them? 


. No comment. 


Q Is there is no distinction to be drawn between, 
on the one hand, a hostage swap and on the other hand, a 
prisoner-of-war exchange, which is a perfectly normal affair in 
war time, or for what passes for war in the Middle East? 


Q I'm not prepared to make that comparison. I'm 
speaking to the question of hostages, and there I have 
reiterated what our policy is. But I'm not going to try to 
get into a comparison of comparable situations 


Q Let's understand this more carefully, that we're 
not talking to the Israelis about any deals. What about 
talking to them in general about coordinating strategy? 


i) I'll just fall back on the standard line: we 
don't comment on diplomatic exchanges. We have routine 
contacts with lots of people, including the Israelis, ona 
whole range of subjects. 


Q Those routine contacts with the Israelis right 
now. do thev involve coordinating a responce to the present 
hostage crisis? 


- Can't help you. 


Q Chuck, in 1985, the U.S. insisted there was no 
deal in the TWA hijacking, but indeed the hostages were 
released, and some time later Israel released prisoners, which 
is what the hijackers had wanted all along. And so when you 
sav that there is -- you know, we're not making any deals, why 
-~—- the circumstances look very much similar, and Nabih Berri is 
talking about some situation where American hostages would be 
released first, and then at some time later the Israelis would 
suiap -- would release prisoners and get their own airmen 
released. 


Now, the parallels are there. Why should we not put 
some credence in these reports so the deal is in the works? 


- You're perfectly free +o examine liaistorical 
records, do whatever historical research you want to do. What 
I'm doing today is telling you our policy is very briefly 
defined in two words, no concessions. 
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Q But is there any reason for hope or optimism that 
you see without getting specific about what's going on there? 
Is there a chance that the hostages might go free? 


A I can't help you. 
Q Chuck, do you have -- 


Q Is the statement that no discussion of any deal 
with the Israelis, also applicable to no discussion of any deal 
with either Nabih Berri or with Syrian contacts with whom he 
might be working? 


a Ralph, I think our policy captures all of that 
very clearly, and I would stick with exactly the exposition of 
our policy as you've heard it many times in the last few days. 


Q And it applies -- the question was asked in 
connection with Israel, and now the question is being asked in 
connection with another country and another individual. 


a And the answer is perfectly clear. 
Q That's fine; the answer's the same 
Q Are the talks with the kidnappers carried out 


directly or indirectly? 
a No comment 


Q Chuck, Did you confirm that you sent a letter to 
the Kuwaitis about the hostages or not? 


- No. I'm not confirming or denying that. 
Q Do you know what they've done? 
- No comment. 


Do we have any clearer idea about the deadline? 
Is there a new deadline? 


e I don't have any information. 

Q New subject? Iran-Iraq war status? Do you have 
anvthine? 

- Don't have anything new today. No significant 


change that I've seen. 
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Nothing on Terry Waite? 
A Wetning on ierry Waite either. 


Q The Soviet Union, Chuck. Anything on the 
announcement from Moscow of the impending release of 140 
dissidents? 


- What I have to say is similar to yesterday, but 
not quite the same. We welcome this announced Soviet decision 
to release 140 political prisoners. This represents almost 20 
percent of the approximately 750 known Soviet prisoners of 
conscience. We understand that the Soviet Government is also 
considering further releases. 


As we stated yestercay, we have long urged the Soviet 
Government to live up to its obligations under the Helsinki 
Final Act and other international agreements on human rights. 
The release of large numbers of political prisoners is an 
important step in that direction. 


We hope that the Soviet Government will now move to 
free all remaining political prisoners without requiring them 
to sign statements recanting their previous activities or 


agreeing to limit their future activities on behalf of human 
rights. 


In this regard, we're disturbed at the news that 
imprisoned Hebrew teacher, Yosef Begin is not being released 
because he refused to sign such a statement. 


We call on the Soviet Government to release Yosef 
Begin and all other prisoners of conscience and to permit them 
to resume the legitimate activities for which they are unjustly 
incarcerated 


Q Copy of that, Chuck, and could you -- go ahead. 


Q No. I'm just going to ask about prisoners of 
conscience. Do you use that interchangeably with political 
prisoners, because there's the question, how many people do you 
estimate are in prison for political reasons or for 
affirmations of faith? 


a That's a difficult one to answer. i1 tried to 
look into that, and I believe the two are synonymous, but I'll 
have to do some further -- 


Q So you're not saying this is a subdivision, are 
you? 

















oi. Tuesday, 2/10/88 


a There are other categories. There are categories 


known as refuseniks, for example, where the numbers are much, 
mich larocer 


Q Yes, because you have a very modest figure. I 
mean —- 

5 That's right. 

Q -- the lowest I've seen is 800 political 


prisoners, and that's considered a modest estimate. 
4 These are estimates, as you point out. 


Do you have any comment about Nabih Berri and the 
role that he is apparently trying to play over there? 


- No, I don't 

Q Similar subject -- 

Q Stay on the Soviet Union for a moment. Go ahead. 
Q Yesterday on the statement you mentioned 


emigration in the same bag. Do you see any sign from the 
January figures that emigration is up from the Soviet Union? 


o The January figures that I saw indicate no 
significant change from previous months, which had been quite 
low. The last figure I saw for January was 98 I don't know 
whether that has been revised or not. 


But it is also true that if the Soviets have made a 
decision on emigration, as I think there have been some stories 
to that effect, it will take some weeks for that to show up as 
people are notified and actually get their papers in to the 
process. But for the moment, the January figures did not 
indicate that. 


Q But as you say that you're aware of the report 
that they were going to allow 500 to emigrate in January, which 
is about half the figure for all of last year. 


i) I think that was the figure we used yesterday. 
Q So -- 
a We'll have to see what happens. 
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Q Chuck, also on the dissidents, Mrs. Meimam, the 
cancer patient who arrived in this country about ten days ago, 
has died. Is the State Department involved in -- will it be 
sending her body back or trying to get her husband out again? 


A The Department of State has learned with deep 
regret of the sudden death of Inna Meimam on February 9. Her 
passing is mourned by many Department employees who came to 
know her through her valiant struggles against the ultimately 
incurable illness that gripped her body and through her equally 
courageous efforts on behalf of human rights in the U.S.S.R. 


Inna Meimam's fondest hope was that her family would 
be allowed to join her in the United States. Her death 
thousands of miles from her loved ones makes it all the more 
fitting that her next of kin be allowed to leave the U.S.S.R. 
to attend her funeral. 


We call on the Soviet Union to allow Mrs. Meimam's 
husband, Naum, to leave the U.S.S.R. for his wife's funeral and 
to rejoin his only daughter who has long lived in the United 
States and is an American citizen. 


We also call on the Soviet Union to allow Mrs. 
Meimam's son and his family to join them in the United States. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
i Yes. 
Q Chuck, on Nabih Berri, do you know whether he's 


under house arrest in Syria? 

o Don't have anything. 

Q Do you have any comment on the role that Berri is 
attempting to play, apparently trying to work out some 
arrangement? 


a No I don't. 


Q You encourage him? Do you have any positive 
words for him? 


a No comment. 


Q Chuck, are you -- just to follow up on my 
colleague's question, you were asked about whether the talks 
with the kidnappers were being done indirectly, directly. You 
said no comment. You were asked whether or not there's any 
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communications going on between them and the United States, and 
you said no comment. 


Are you seeking to leave the impression that the 
United States is ergaged in a dialogue with the kidnappers? 


n I'm seeking only to leave the impression that 
what I have to offer you is a reiteration of United States’ 
policy in the most firm terms as I've done in the past several 
days -- 


Q Then there is no dialogue. 


a ~-— which is that there are no concessions, and we 
don't encourage third parties to make such concessions. 


Q Are you derying that there is a dialogue, though, 
Chuck? 

a) I'm not talking about any sort of question 
concerning dialogue, attempts to rescue hostages -- none of 


that am I going to get into. 


Q Do you have any comment on the release of a man 
whose name I can't pronounce -- Silayki or Silayko -- one of 
the hostages. 


Q Sikhaly. 


“ I'm glad there's unanimity. (Laughter) 

Q Do you have any comment on his release? 

~ No. I don't have any. 

Q Do you have anything on Chad today? 

- What I have on Chad is very similar to what I 


gave you yesterday. Shall I do this for you again? 


We have the military situation in Chad under ongoing 
review in close consultation with President Habre and the 
French Government. We'll continue to assess how we can most 
effectively continue to help Chad resist Libyan aggression. 

Our supply flights are ongoing. If more military assistance is 
warranted, we'll do our best to supply it, but no decision on 
aid beyond the $15 million authorized by the President in 
December has been made at this time. 
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Q Do you have any reaction to Qadhafi calling -- 
that France should withdraw -- withdraw to France? 
a Our position has been, and it continues to be, 


that we support the French Government's role in helping Chad 
resist Libyan aggression. 


Q Thank you. 


A Your Lebanese colleague has a cuestion in the 
back. 

Q If the Syrians are playing any role to help 
secure the hostages? 

Don't have anything on that. 

Q What is the situation with Jon Pattis, the 


American in Iran, or the other person, the other American in 
Iran? Anything changed on that? 


A There's been no change from the status report I 
gave you -- 

Q Which means what? No consular access? 

A -- at the end of last week. No consular access 


in the case of Pattis. One time, I think, in the middle of 
1986 for the other gentleman 


Q Chuck, anything on the U.S.-Vietnam talks that 
enced today? 


No I don't have any new readout. You're aware 
of what they were intended for. 


Q Yes. 
s That's all I could give you at this point. 
Q Anything on the proposed sale to Saudi Arabia of 


helicopters, and to Jordan? 


a This concernes any potential arms sale to Jordan 
and Saudi Arabia. There is a formal procedure whereby we 
notify Congress on an unclassified basis of proposed sales, as 
well as an ongoing process of thorough consultations with the 
Coneress. We have not formally notified Congress of any 
planned sales beyond those which have already been announced, 
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and so it would be premature to release details of any sales 
under consideration until they're fully reviewed within the 
Administration and formally forwarded to Congress. 


But, as you know, we do have a longstanding security 
relationship with Jordan and Saudi Arabia, as well as other 
countries in the area, and our friends in the region must have 
the means to protect themselves and their interests. Subject 
to Congressional review as may be needed, we will continue to 
supply them with military equipment which has been identified 
as necessary to sustain their defense capabilities. 


Q Well, did you inform them informally then? 
a What I've given you is a status report. 


Q Well, how about any arms sales to the GCC, not to 
Saudi Arabia? 


2) What I've given you is a status report as of 
today. 


Q Cnuck, do you have anything on an incident in 
Paraguay? The gathering that was tear gassed at which the 
American Ambassador was present? 


A Yes, I do. The Department strongly condemns this 
attack by the Paraguayan police on its own people and on 
Ambassador Taylor who was attending a private social event 
given in his honor. The Ambassador has been subjected to the 
same attempted intimidation practiced by the Paraguayan 
authorities against their own citizens who seek to exercise 
their rights to freedom of assembly and expression. 

Q They're lodging a protest? 

2) Yes We are definitely launching a protest. 

? Any comment on the nuclear testing talks in -- 

- No, I don't 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 1987, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Due to technical difficulties, the Secretary's address before 
the American Bar Association meeting in New Orleans this 
afternoon will not be piped in. I think there will be or are 
transcripts available, and I'll be happy to answer any 
questions. 


Q Phyllis, can you start by addressing the reports 
that -- about this tense exchange that took -- that was 
reported to have taken place between the President and the 
Secretary in November? 


4 I have nothing on that. 
Q You don't care to deny it then? 
a I'm just not going’ to comment on the story one 


way or the other. 


Q Was there a meeting with the President at which 
Casey's testimony was discussed? 


a I'm just not going to comment on that meeting. 

Q There was a point at which Chuck stood there at 
the podium and said that the Secretary of State intended to 
stay here for the duration. Does that statement stiii stand 


today? Can you repeat it? 


a The statement -- I would refer you to the 
transcript of November 26, and that statement still stancs. 
The Secretary is not resigning. 
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Q Is there pressure on him to resign now? 
a I just have no comment on that. 


Q With regard to the speech and the Q&A -- is there 
a Q&A this afternoon? 


) Yes. I believe there is. 


Q Will you have a transcript of that in short 
order, because I guess that won't be piped in. 


A Yes. We'll certainly make every effort to have 
that available. 


Q Phyllis, Adelman seems to have joined Perle in 
castigating the allies on what they can and can't say about 
things like the ABM Treaty. Do you have anything on Adelman's 
remarks? 


4 In regard to the question of Adelman's remarks 
about the ABM Treaty, let me state the policy of the U.S. 
Government on this issue. 


While the ABM treaty is a bilateral agreement between 
the United States and the Soviet Union, to which no other 
country is a party, we understand that this subject is of 
considerable interest to our alliance partners. 


For this reason, the United States has repeatedly 
reiterated its commitment to consult with the allies on the 
progress of the SDI research program and on the implications of 
this progress for enhancing alliance security and for advancing 
the prospects for arms control. 


We fully intend to continue to consult closely with 
the allies on ABM treaty issues as well as other subjects 
related to SDI. 


Q Phyllis -- 
Q Foilowing that up, if I may, has a decision been 


made, Phyllis, on whether or not to send Rowny and Nitze out to 
consult with the allies on ABM? 


a As I said, consultation is a continuing process 
that goes on, and at this point I just don't have anything to 
announce on specific schedules. 
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Q (Several questions at once) 


A Excuse me. Let me go to Barry, and I'll come 
back to you. 


No, no. I was just trying to stay on the same 
subject. 


Q Well, I am, too. 
Q Okay, Jim. 


Q We can assume then that Mr. Adelman was speaking 
for himself and not for the Administration in the remarks he 
made? 


a I'm not going to comment on that. I think I've 
stated the policy, and I think that's the guide. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, by the way? 
a We'll have to get that together. 

Q Phyllis, do you have any situation -- 

a Wait a minute. Excuse me. 


Q Consulting is a flabby word, and it's used for 
all sorts of things like talking, discussing. I wonder if you 
could fine tune that a little bit. As far as -- I'm trying to 
determine if there is a commitment to the British and to the 
Germans at least that before deploying even a first phase of a 
Star Wars system, that the United States would discuss that 
with those two governments which have a large stake in such a 
development? 


“ We have made a serious commitment to consult. As 
the Secretary has made clear, such consultations will precede 
any steps taken relative to the SDI research program which may 
affect our allies. 


Q Is -- thank you. The Secretary has said, "No 
decision this year." Then he expanded it on Sunday, said, 
"Unlikely for two years." You were asked about Rowny and Nitze. 


Is the United States reaching the stage where it is 
time to fulfill that commitment and tell the allies that we're 
getting pretty close to putting that stuff up there? 
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A I think your question about telling the allies 
rather than consulting with them loads the question, as we say. 


Q No. I didn't mean to load the question. 

A Well -- but let me just -- 

Q It's our Star Wars system; it isn't theirs. 

A Let me just stick to what we've said: That we 
have a serious commitment to consult, we're going to do it, and 
we're working out the schedule about how this will take place. 

Q Phyllis, pardon me. Then on that line, what kind 
of consultations have we done with the -- maybe you can 
describe them for us -- with the allies concerning the 
interpretation of the ABM Treaty? 


A No. I don't have anything further on that. 


Q Are you working on a schedule now -- is that what 
you just said? -- for consulting? 
A Well, we're working on the whole idea of planning 


for it and scheduling the whole thing. 


Q Can you say whether that -- whether you expect 
that working out of the schedule to be completed imminently? 


A No. I can't say anything on timing. 


Q Your statement about consulting with the allies 
is U.S. policy, and you're making this as a policy statement. 
Mr. Adelman -- his remarks had a different thrust. Is he also 
a policy spokesman for the Administration? 


4 Of course. 

Q Well, if there's any inconsistencies, then, which 
is the version that our allies and other people should be 
reading? 


A I think you can take what we have said today here 
as the current policy on this question. 


Q So what Mr. Adelman said, then, would not be the 
policy? 
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3 I didn't -- no. I'm not commenting. I'm just 
Saying that this is the policy. 


Q . I'd also like -- while we're getting policy 
straightened out, I'd like to know what our policy is on -- and 
if this is something you're not prepared for, I could 
understand -- what our policy is on withdrawing from the ABM 
Treaty? 


a No. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have any situation report on the siege on 
the Palestinian refugee camps in West Lebanon and the 
starvation and hunger that they are exposed to in the last few 
days? 


a In regard to the situation in the refugee camps 
in Lebanon, the situation is indeed serious, not only at the 
Burj al Barajinah camp, but also at other camps in Beirut, Tyre 
and Sidon. Hundreds of thousands of refugees are affected, 
denied in large measure a basic necessity of life: food. 


The United Nations Relief and Works Agency for 
Palestinian Refugees in the Near East, known to us all as 
UNRWA, to which we are contributing $67 million this fiscal 
year, has the primary responsibility for aid to the refugee 
camps. 


We believe that UNRWA is the leading and most 
effective channel for international relief efforts in the 
camps. The current situation underlies the need for our 
continued strong support of UNRWA. UNRWA is continuing to 
function, provid'ng food and medical supplies wherever it can. 
Courageous intervational staff members are continuing to help 
keep UNRWA schools, clinics and emergency services functioning 
to the extent possible. 


However, the factional strife has made access to the 
camps dangerous and difficult, if not impossible. This has 
resulted in the deplorable deprivation so graphically described 
by the media. 


Q What about --— are you consulting with France to 
intervene for heiping stop the starvation of these hundreds of 
thousands of people? 
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- Well, as I have said, we -- as I just stated in 
that, that we are looking to UNRWA to take the lead in the 
relief efforts that are taking place there. 


Q So you are not consulting with France, because of 
France offering to help? 


A well, I think -- I don't want to imply by this 
that we're not consulting with the French on a -- we consult 
with them all the tim: on a variety of things. But in regard 
to the current siti«at: on cf the refugees, we're saying that we 


believe that UNRWA has the lead in this of coordinating relief 
efforts among all nations 


Q Then -- 


Q Phyllis, how is UNRWA supposed to take the lead 
when it doesn't have any guns and it can't get into armed camps? 


. I can't answer that I mean, none of us can. 
This is, as we say, a deplorable situation where the factional 
strife prevents these relief efforts from taking place. 
Certainly, we're concerned abeut it, and we hope that the 
agreements can be worked out so that the relief efforts can go 
in. 


Q Are you also -- 

Q Who do you regard as responsible? 

Q Excuse me for a second 

ts Excuse me 

Q Are you telling us then that nobody has any 


influence over the militias that are blockading the camps, that 
there is nothing that can be done to persuade them to lift the 
siege? 


ia We have consistently cupported the efforts by the 
Lebanese Central Government to restore the territorial] 
integrity and unity, and until the factional strife is ended by 
the Lebanese, outside influences wili continue to be able to 
play negative roles. 


We -- you know, this is a situation that is tragic and 
deplorable, but I think that these militias and the groups 
themselves have to work out the agreement 
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Q Who's blocking the relief? 


- I don't have the specifics on how and which group 
is blocking which effort. 


Q Well, but wait a minute. The reports are that 
it's Amal, and don't you talk to Amal about other matters, and 
don't you sometimes even compliment them when a hostage gets 
sprung? In other words, have you no -- has the U.S. no 
connections with Amal? 


Q Is there still an Embassy in Beirut? 


ts We still have our Embassy in East Beirut, as you 
all know. 


Q Are you -- 


- Wait a minute. Wait a minute Let me finish as 
best I can and answer this thing. And we try to have the -- 
Our Embassy tries to have the contacts to the best of its 
ability in a very difficult situation. 


I simply have no details or confirmation on who is 
blocking wher , and where the negotiations stand on getting the 
relief supplies into the canps. 


Q Is the Reagan Administration giving any thought 
whatever to some sort of U.S. military intervention to save 
those people? 


4 I have nothing on that. 


Q But, Phyllis. for the last three years the Amal 
militia were killing the Palestinians, and you don't know who 
is now responsible for that? What are you talking about? 


o Well, what are you asking? Are you asking, do we 
know who has killed these people, or about the specific 
problems now with the relief supplies? 


Q Yes. You don't know they are Amal -- Amal 
militia? 

- Well, we have reports on who these groups are. 
We simply -- it's not up to the United States, nor are we 


attempting to broker this deal. 
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Q They didn't give news from all of the news 
reports, whether it's radio, television or newspapers, that all 
of the fingers are being pointed to Amal and Nabih Berri's 
forces which are besieging the refugee camps in the last three 
months? I mean, can't you say that you -- this what you got to 
the conclusion from? 


- We are aware of many of the reports on that. 
What I'm talking about right now is the deplorable situation in 
the camps, and that we are trying to support UNRWA's efforts to 
relieve the camps. 


Q fre you looking into other contingencies besides 
-- you know, you said that you wanted the Embassy, or you were 
thinking that the Embassy -- possibility of -- 

a I have no comment on other contingencies. 

Q Phyllis, only one follow-up on kidnapping of 


boats. There were 20 boats being kidnapped. I asked this 
question on Tuesday. I did not have a good answer. I asked 
that in the White House. They said to me, ask the State 
Department. 


Is it illegal or legal -- that's my question -- to 
Israel kidnap 20 boats navigating between Cyprus and Lebanon? 


- In regard to the Israeli seizures of boats 
between Lebanon and Cyprus, our understanding is that an 
Israeli warship intercepted the Maria R enroute from Cyprus to 
Lebanon. According to Israeli officials, the passengers were 
Palestinian guerrillas in possession of forged documents. 


The ship is being detained in Israel while the crew 
and passengers are questioned. Our support -- as we have said 
before, certainly while as a matter of principle we support 
freedom of navigation in international waters, we also strongly 
oppose terrorism, and we look at these situations on a 
case-by-case basis. 


Q So is it legal to kidnap 20 shirs or not? 

a We haven't reached that -- any decision, and I'm 
not commenting on that I'm commenting on the status. 

Q But legally, Phyllis, when it comes to Iranian 


ships in the Gulf, you say that because it's a state of war 
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Iran has the right to search and seizure of vessels. So why 
doesn't that same right apply to the Israeli navy? 


4 Well, I'm talking about balancing principles, and 
certainly we, as I have said, support freedom of navigation, 
but we are also aware of other contingencies, and we look at 
these cases on a case-by-case basis. 


Excuse me for being so repetitive 


Q If you oppose terrorism and you support 
international waterways and international navigation, at the 
same time do you see these acts as a violation of international 
rules and regulations of the high seas, and do you see that -- 
this as an international boat piracy or sea piracy by the 
Israelis? 


& I'm not prepared to comment on the question of 
how we see this case. 


Q On Lebanon -- 

" Yes 

Q Can I come back to the refugee camps? 

A Yes Can I let him maybe finish on Lebanon, and 


then we'll get back? 
Q Yes "Finish" being the operative word 


“ (Laughter) 
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Q The Israelis bombarded some positions, or houses 
or whatever it is, in Sidon, in southern Lebanon, and this has 
been repeatedly going on for a long time. What is the comment 
of the State Department on that? 


- I just have nothing on that today. 
Yes, Ralph. 
Q May I come back to the refugee camps for just a 


second? You made reference to factional fighting which was 
responsible in part for the deprivation in the camps. What 
faction is it that the United States believes is inside the 
camps causing anotiuer faction to be outside the camps 
fighting? Doesn't the U.S. believe that there are Palestinian 
guerrillas inside the camps? 


= I'm just not going to comment on the makeup of 
the groups in this factional fighting 


Q May I try you on another subject? 
- Sure. 

Q While we're in Lebanon, -- 

A All right. 


~- can't we just see if you've got anything for 
us today on the hostages? 


- I don't have anything new on the hostages I 
think the Secretary of State last evening was very clear, and 
made the appearance to reiterate what our position is on the 
hostages and the possibility of any deal 


Q So you can assure us that there are no talks, 
direct or indirect, going on with the aim of releasing hostages’ 


- I will refer you to the Secretary's remarks last 
night. 


Q Phyllis, if I could follow up on Ralph's 
question, because [I think it's an important foreign policy and 
legal point, because if the camps are being besieged by 
Lebanese militia, it is (a) Lebanon; and if the camps are being 
deferded by the PLO, which is not Lebanese but would fall under 
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the distinction as an outside influence, then where does the 
State Department stand on a PLO withdrawal from the camps? 
Would that help the peace efforts? 


4 I can't answer the specifics, but I would like to 
say that the difficulty of providing relief and other aid 
programs to these camps is symptomatic of the overall tragedy 
in Lebanon. Anyone who cares about Lebanon must understand 
that its political problems, and these, even social problems, 
cannot be solved by force. Any successful resolution must 
include extension of central government authority throughout 
the country, the withdrawal of all foreign forces, and 
agreed-on security arrangements in the south. 


Q Phyllis, you are talking about authority which 
doesn't exist. We are talking about people dying now. You 
don't care about stopping it? 


A There is no question of the United States' not 
caring, and as I have explained our efforts through UNRA of $67 
million this year, I think speaks for our concern, even though 
it's very small, the economic aid that we give to Lebanon. 


Q Are you concerned about the shooting of 
Palestinian students on campuses and high schools on the West 
Bank in the last two weeks, three times? 


” I just have no further comment on that 
Situation I think Chuck had addressed some of that 


Yes 


Q The New York Times reported today that the 
Administration was going to postpone until September requesting 
new aid for the Nicaraguan contras Is that accurate? And if 
so, wouldn't you just be leaving the authorization bill process 
openind? 





a Answering the question about reports of 
submitting an Administration request for funding for the 
contras, we plan to request renewed assistance for the 
Nicaraguan Democratic Resistance within a time frame that would 
allow the new funds to be avaii:».le as soon as the Fiscal Year 
1987 funds run out in October At the sresent time, we have no 
timetable for introducing that legislation in Congress we are 
not delaying anything. It's simply that we have not made up 
our minds about when we're going to do it 
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- Phyllis, can I try -- 
a Yes, Barry, you -- I'm sorry. 


Q I noticed in the Secretary's speech today he 
says, “We cannot afford weakness and vacillation at this 
critical moment" on the issue of the contras, and yet you say 
that you haven't yet, that the Department hasn't yet made up 
its mind about when to go forward. 


How do you reconcile those two statements? 


a I don't think there is anything to reconcile 
We're not displaying weakness by waiting to choose the most 
appropriate moment, and that's what we're going to do. 


Q Also on the contras, Phyllis, does the State 
Department have any reaction to the reported resignation of Mr. 
Cruz? 


A About the reported resignation of Cruz, we have 
stated before that the United Nicaraguan Opposition is a 
broadly-based democratic organization representing many 
elements of Nicaraguan society As in the case of any such 
democratic organization, there will be differences of opinion; 
but I simply have nothing on the fact of whether he has 
resiqned 


Q Do you think it will make any difference when the 
Administration goes to Congress to ask for new aid? 


Qa I'm not going to speculate on that 


Q One more question on the contras ihe AMA 
Journal is coming out today with an article based on reporting 
done in Nicaragua and Honduras, alleging once again that the 
contras are systematica’ly hitting medical facilities inside 
Nicaragua. Do you have any comment? 


a No. And I was unclear, was AMA. American Medical 

Q American Medical Journal. yes 

a No, I've not seen that report, and I don't have 
anything 

Q Can you look into that please? 
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a I'll see if I can. 


Q Also on the contras, please? 
“ Yes. 
Q Also on the contras. the Americas Watch Report -- 


what response do you have to it? 


o I don't have anything prepared on that today. I 
think -- didn't that come out last week, and I think that we 
talked about it. We'll have to see if we have a reaction to 
that. 


Q Will you ve making a statement today, or do you 
have one ready now on the space talks that are going on? 


a Yes 


Q Good I wish I had batteries in my tape 
recorder Talk slow, speak slow, but carry a big stick. 
(Laughter) 


A There are space station discussions, multilateral 
discussions, involving the U.S., Canada, and Japan. and 
European space agency member states that are taking place in 
Washington These began yesterday and will continue Loday. 
This meeting is the first time that the space station partners 
have met since the U.S. Government concluded its recent 
inter-agency review of its approach to international 
participation in the space station 


The U.S. side has presented a draft agreement for 
discussion We are hopeful that following the current exchange 
of views, space station negotiations will resume As these 
discussions are orgoine we cannot comment further at this time 
un their substance 


Q I'm sorry, I'm lost They are in recess or -- 

a well, they're taking place -- they started 
yesterday and are contijuing today We expect them to end 
today 


Q Expect them to end today 


Q Why was Dubinin in the Quilding today? 
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" Mr. Dubinin did have a meeting with Mr. Armacost, 
I think it was scheduled for this morning. It was a routine 
exchange of views, and I have no more specifics -- 


Q Do you know if Mr. Gorbachev is going to be 
making a speech Saturday? Could that be why Mr. Dubinin came 
by -- maybe with an advance text? 

I'm sorry. I have no idea. I suggest that you 


ask the Soviet Embassy 


Q Well, I mean Mr. Dubinin didn't tell Mr. Armacost 
“ I have no specifics on their meeting. 
Q While we're talking about the Soviets, do you 


have anything on the KGB attack on the press and the 
demonstrators in Moscow this morning? 


) No. I've seen those reports, but I don't have 
any comment on that. 


Q Phyllis, also on the Soviets -- 
“ Yes 
Q -- do you have anything on the Marines being 


withdrawn from our Embassy in Moscow? 


I'll have to look into that and try and get 
something on that 


Q Do you have anything to describe the way we're 
telling the Allies involved in the space station about the now 
turnabout of the United States military and its interest in the 
space station? 


a Aas I said, I just -- because the discussions are 
still going on, I have no comment on the specifics Perhaps 
we'll be able to have something more at the conclusion of the 
meeting 


Q Have any of the Allies suggested that they might 
drop out of the agreement the $3.5 million worth of funding? 


i) I can't help you with that 
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Q Coming back to something at the beginning of the 
briefing, it is reported that State Department Legal Counsel 
Abraham Sofaer reported to the Justice Department last November 
that CIA Director William Casey was prepared to lie to a 
Congressional Committee about information the U.S. Government 
knew about the [Iran arms sales. Did the legal counsel, in 
fact, report that to the Justice Department? 


a I feel like we've come full circle in this 
briefing in starting to talk about the article that appeared 
today, and I have no comment on that. 


Can you suggest why you wouldn't comment on what 
the legal counsel -- 


ms Well, in the same -- 

Q -~- of the State Department -- 

A No. 

Q -~ did to the Justice Department? 

A No, in the same sense that this is part of the 


ongoing investigations into the whole Iran arms-contras affair, 
and that we're not going to comment on any part of it 


Q Back to the contras, a report on Tuesday said 
that Special Envoy Habib, when visiting the European Allies, 
had suggested, strongly suggested, that the U.S. would consider 
a military invasion of Nicaragua if they did not withdraw their 
support from the Sandinista government Do you have a comment 
on that? 


fe) During Ambassador Habib's consultations in 
Europe, I think we tried to point out that Ambassador Habib 
went to Europe to discuss the status of negotiations in Central 
America, and to share his assessment of the current situation 
in Central America with our Allies Reports that Ambassador 
Habib suggested that the U.S. might attack Nicaragua are 
ludicrous and completely without foundation 


Q Also, the Central American presidents will be 
meeting this weekend Will there be in American representative 
at that meeting in Costa Rica? 


A Certainly not that I'm aware of. 
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In regard to this meeting in San Jose, we think that 
it is part of the continuing efforts of the Central American 
democracies to overcome the current impasse in regional 
negotiations. Costa Rica and the others recognize that the 
regional crisis is largely the result of internal conflict with 
Nicaragua created by the Sandinista's efforts to consolidate a 
Marxist-Leninist dictatorship, and deprive the Nicaraguan 
people of their freedom. 


For more than one month, Costa Rica has been 
discussing with the other Central American democracies, the 
Contadora countries, numerous European democracies, and the 
United States, its ideas to advance the search for a regional 
settlement. In connection with this extensive process of 
consultations, it has been preparing specific proposals, and 
the February 15 summit meeting will allow the four democratic 
presidents an opportunity to review these proposals in detail. 


Q Phyllis, -- 
A Glad you asked. (Laughter) 


Q Phyllis, on that same subject, why do you say 
that suggestions that Habib told the European Allies that the 
United States might have to intervene militarily, directly in 
Central America, you say that's ludicrous and without 
foundation, and yet the Secretary, in his speech in New Orleans 
today, quite clearly keeps open the possibility that that is 
exactly what might have to happen? 


Don't you find any contradiction between these two 
statements? 


A No, and I'm not going to comment on that or talk 
about any linkage that doesn't exist. 


Q One more question on the camps war in Beirut, two 
things you said -- 


Q Can we stay on Latin America? 

i.) Yes. 

Q On Tuesday, the State Department protested the 
tear-gassing of the American Ambassador in Paraguay i) 
protest, no matter how strongly worded, strikes me as a very 
moderate reaction to the attack on an American Ambassador by 
the host government forces. Is that where it's going to stop? 
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a Well, I think that we had, or we have prepared 
guidance that said we were extremely upset by what had happened 
to the American Ambassador, and we had called in the Ambassador 
of Paraguay to the United States. And it is our position that 
the tear-gassing attack on our Ambassador, on February 9, is 
something that warrants formal apologies to Ambassador Taylor 
and public reiteration of Paraguay's responsibility to 
guararitee the security of the U.S. Ambassador and all other 
Americans in Paraguay. 


Q And if you don't get the apology and the 
assurances, what? 


A I'm not going to speculate. 


Q In other words, you don't consider it closed at 
this point, and the State Department is prepared to take 
further action? 


4 I will say that the situation is not closed as 
far as we are concerned, but I'm not going to speculate on what 
might happen. 


Q And have you given the Paraguayans any timetable 
or any deadline for this apology? 


A I'm not going to get into the details of any 
diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Phyllis -- 
2) Yes. 


Q -~- back to the camps war in Lebanon, you said 
that hundreds of thousands of lives were involved; you said the 
United States is kicking in $67 million to UNRWA, but UNRWA 
can't get through. And then you went on to say, “It's not up 
to us, the U.S. is not going to broker this deal." 


I think if I were in one of those camps listening to a 
VOA playback of that, I would say is essentially abandoning 
us. That's not the message you want to get through, is it? 


A Well, of course, we're not abandoning them, but 
there is also the possibility, or the question of what are the 
means available? With the limited means that we do have 
available right now, we feel that our policy is best supported 
by working through UNR&WA to provide the relief to those camps 
that is obviously needed. But what I'm trying to say is that 
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in this situation, it's not up to the United States to work out 
the deal so that those relief columns can go through. It's up 
to the people involved, under UNRWA's leadership. 


Q And if they can't, will we just stand by? 


b I'm not going to speculate on what might happen 
if this goes on. I'm just not going to comment on that. 

Yes . 

Q Phyllis, you are also supportive of the 


International Red Cross, and the International Red Cross 
convoys couldn't get inside, and those who got inside, they 
were also shot and killed when they were carrying flour ina 
big truck with four Palestinians or four other people who were 
there. 


Are you also asking now, or calling on the 
International Red Cross, or calling on these people who are 
staffing the International Red Cross, since it's an 
international organization, to let by and let them go through 
these lines? 


b I'm just not going to comment any further on 
thet. I think we've explained what we're trying to do, and 
what our view on the situation is. 


Q Phyllis, coming back to the Habib thing again for 
a moment, because the Secretary's speech is embargoed for 13 
minutes from now, I can't quite quote directly from it. 


Q Go ahead, Ralph. (Laughter) 


Q But the Secretary, in his speech, is expected to 
make remarks which directly link change in Nicaragua to the 
possibility of the United States avoiding direct military 
involvement. You said that no such linkage existed. 


b Well, no, I'm just not going to preempt or 
comment at all on what the Secretary is about to say. 

Q Can we get a copy of the statement on refugee 
camps ? 

A Yes. Yes. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 











TAKIN CUESTION 


Cuestion taken at the webruary 12, 


LICARAGUA: A”’DRICAS “ATC! REPOPT 





. 3 . the cortras, tne Anericas watch re»vort--wrat"s vour react:on? 


A: WE CONSIDER THE LATEST AMERICAS WATCH REPORT TO BE POLITICA. LY 
BIASED. IT SHOULD BE CLEAR TO ANYONE WHO READS THE REPORT THAT I! I: 
FILLED WITH POLITICAL RHETORIC, POLITICAL CRITICISM, AND POLICY 
JUDGMENTS. 

~- WE DON'T SEE ANY BASIS FOR CHARGES THAT THE NICARAGUAN 
RESISTANCE IS ENGAGED IN WHAT THE REPORT CALLS "SYSTEMATIC ABUSES. 

IT DOESN*T SQUARE WITH WHAT WE KNOW. 

-- WE ALSO BELIEVE THAT AMERICAS WATCH HAS MISREPRESENTED ITS 
ABILITY TO JUDGE THE HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION IN NICARAGUA. FOR 
EXAMPLE, AMERICAS WATCH HAS ACKNOWLEDGED THAT IT DOES NOT HAVE COMPLETE 
ACCESS TO THE PRISON SYSTEM IN NICARAGUA, YET 
STATEMENTS THAT THE PRISON SYSTEM HAS IMPROVED. BECAUSE OF THE P£t® 
VASIVE CONTROL EXERCISED BY THE SANDINISTAS IN NICARAGUA, IT I5 
EXTREMELY DIFFICULT TO COLLECT INDEPENDENT INFORMATION ABOUT 
SANDINISTA HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES. IT IS THE PEOPLE WHO EXERCISE “Hat 
PERVASIVE CONTROL WHO ENCOURAGE INVESTIGATIONS OF ALL ALLEGATIONS fF 
ABUSES BY THE RESISTANCE. IN BOTH INSTANCES, IT IS DIFFICULT TO 
OBTAIN RELIABLE TESTIMONY FROM PRIVATE CITIZENS WHO ARE LIVING (- 
COMMUNIST CONTROL AND ARE KEENLY AWARE OF THE ABILITY OF THE 


SANDINISTAS TO PUNISH THOSE WHO CRITICIZE THE REGIME. AMERICAS 


WATCH DISREGARDS THOSE FACTS. 
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DPC #24 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 13, 1987, 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: I have several announcements to give 
today, ladies and gentlemen. The first is that AID 
Administrator Peter McPherson, who has just returned from 
Africa, will hold a press briefing today, Friday, February 13, 
at 3:00 p.m. here in the Press Briefing Room. It will be on 
the emergency humanitarian assistance program for Mozambique. 
It will be ON THE RECORD for sound and camere. 


I would also announce that Secretary Shultz will 
address the Institute for International Education/World affairs 
Council of Denver on Friday, February 20, at 12:30 p.m. 
Mountain Standard Time. 


Q What time? 


a 12:30 p.m., Mountain Standard Time, which is 2:30 
Washington time. Qs and As will follow the Secretary's 
speech. The event is open for media coverage. Should you wish 
to cover, sponsor contact is John Eby at 303-771-7700. 


Q Do you have a topic on that? 
ia I don't have a topic for that yet. 


The Secretary will travel on to San Francisco to 
receive Stanford University Graduate School of Business‘ Ernest 
C. Arbuckle Award at a private dinner that evening. The dinner 
is not open for media coverage, but a text of his acceptance 
remarks will be distributed both in Washington and San 
Francisco. For additional information, contact Kathy Castillo 
of Stanford, at 415-723-3157. 


Q Could you repeat her name, please? 


A Yes. Kathy, with a K, Castillo, C-a-s-t-i-l-l-o. 


Q Phyllis, is that on the same date, the event 
occurs on the same day, the 20th? 
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a Yes. 
Q Okay. 
Q Is there going to be an advance text of the 


Denver speech? 


A We expect to have an advance text, but I don't 
know when it's going to be available. 


Q Do you expect it to be piped in? 


A We do not know yet whether there will be an audio 
feed. I think that we should be able to give you that by 
Monday or Tuesday. 


Also -- in San Francisco -- the Secretary was selected 
to receive this award in recognition of his leadership in the 
private, public, and nonprofit sectors. The annual award is 
named for the former Graduate School of Businecs Dean, and it 
is presented to an individual judged to best exemplify the 
qualities of dynamic leadership and administrative skills. 


I would also like to announce that the United States 
is formally nominating Mr. Dean Burch for Director General of 
the International Telecommunications Satellite Organization, 
INTELSAT. Mr. Burch would bring to the position the integrity 
and imagination necessary to guide INTELSAT through the 
difficult challenges posed by rapidly advancing technology and 
a new, more competitive environment. 


The nomination underscores the deep commitment of the 
United States to INTELSAT, and demonstrates our determination 
that INTELSAT continue as a viable and dynamic international 
organization providing the world with advanced satellite 
communications. 


We could not have a stronger candidate. Mr. Burch's 
distinguished career includes service as Chairman of the 
Federal Communications Commission, as Ambassador and head of 
the U.S. delegation to the 1985 World Administrative Radio 
Conference on the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and Space 
Services, and 30 years experience as a telecommunications 
attorney. 


We will have a brief handout on his beckground if 
you're interested. 
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I would also like to announce that Mr. Stephen J. 
Ledogar, who is serving now as the number two man at NATO, has 
been appointed to represent the United States in informal 
discussions in Vienna on a new mandate for European 
conventional arms negotiations. These discussions represent a 
NATO initiative to strengthen stability and security in the 
whole of Europe, from the Atlantic to the Urals, through the 
establishment of a verifiable, comprehensive, and stable 
balance of conventional forces at lower levels. 


Mr. Ledogar is a career Foreign Service officer with 
over 27 years experience in a wide variety of assignments 
abroad and in the United States. He is currently Charge 
d'affaires ad interim and Deputy Chief of Mission at the U.S. 
Mission to NATO. He will centinue in that assignment while 
conducting the conventional arms mandate discussions. 


That's all of the announcements I have, and I will be 
happy to answer questions. 


Q Can you tell us about Ambassador Gillespie's 
return to Washington? There's a report in, I think it is Fort 
Lauderdale, that he returned hastily after some threats 
following the Lehder arrest, February 4. 


A Ambassador Gillespie returned to the U.S. on 
February 12 for routine consultations which had been scheduled 
several weeks ago. Mrs. Gillespie accompanied him, and there 
is nothing more to add on that. 


Q Can you address the question of whether or not 
there have been increased or any threats against him or the 
U.S. Embassy since February 4? 


a I can't address the question of whether there 
have been increased threats. There have certainly been a 
series of threats against Ambassador Gillespie and other 
members of the U.S. Mission for some time, but I'm just not in 
a position to say whether those have increased. 


Q Is the Embassy there operating in its normal 
fashion, or have any services --— public services -- been 
curtailed since the Lehder arrest? 


A No, to the best of my knowledge, it's operating 
in a perfectly normal fashion. 
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Q Were you aware of a specific threat against 
Ambassador Gillespie? 


A No, I wasn't. As I said, these were routine 
consultations. 


Q There are persisting reports from Israel that 
Secretary Shultz has changed his mind on the international 
forum or conference. Can you address this issue? 


a In regard to a possible international conference, 
our policy has always been to promote direct negotiations 
between the parties in the Middle East. As for the idea of an 
international conference, that would have to be agreed to by 
the parties themselves. Whatever the format, it should lead 
immediately to direct negotiations and should not interfere 
with those negotiations. 


Q So you don't have any reservation against it? 
Because in the past couple of years, you always said it would 
not be productive, and you oppose it. Now, you are not saying 
you oppose it -- it's up to Israel and Jordan or other Arab 
countries? 


A Yes. I'm saying --as I just said -- that it 
would have to be agreed to by the parties. 


Q So you drop your, I mean, reservation? 


A No, I'm just sticking with what I said today -- 
that it's up to the parties. 


Yes? 


Q Did the Secretary send a letter to Prime Minister 
Shamir about this, as is reported today? 


A We don't comment on those kinds of diplomatic 
exchanges. We look forward to Prime Minister Shamir's visit. 
I know today it's been announced at the White House. We hope 
to discuss with him how we can further the peace process and 
reach the goal of direct negotiations. 


Q Phyllis-- 


ry Yes? 
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Q -- do you have any reaction or comment to the 
events in Moscow yesterday and today, particularly today, a 
continuation -- the second day, if you will -- of apparent 


roughing up of coverage of Mr. Begun's situation? 


Q Can I have only a follow-up on the Middle East? 
Have you talked it out with -- 


A Can I answer his question and then come back to 
you? 


We are deeply concerned by the violence against 
members of the Begun family and others who were demonstrating 
on behalf of Iosif Begun and by the violence against 
journalists who were present. We urge the Soviet authorities 
to take action to prevent such violence against peaceful 
demonstrators in the future. 


We call on the Soviet authorities to follow up their 
recent positive mood in releasing 140 prisoners by the 
unconditional release of Iosif Begun and the other political 
prisoners who remain incarcerated without requiring them to 
recant previous activities or to promise to limit future 
activities. 


We also urge the Soviets to respect the fundamental 
human rights guaranteed by the Helsinki Final Act, including 
the right to peaceful assembly. 


Can I follow that and just ask whether -- it 
struck me as though in the first part of your statement, you've 
drawn the conclusion that the Soviet Government itself was not 
responsible for any of the violence; you're calling upon them 
to try to prevent it. 


Maybe I'm wrong about that -- I don't have the text in 
front of me. Have you drawn any conclusion about whether the 
Soviet Government took part in violence against the 
demonstrators or against the news media? 


A I just have nothing further to add beyond the 
statement on that. 


Excuse me. Did you have something? 


Q You just sealed it. 
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Q Have you sorted out since yesterday about which 
group is responsible for the besiege of the Palestinian camp or 
not? * 


A I don't have any specific answer to the question 
about which group we hold responsible in what section for what 
problem. I would simply reiterate that we are seriously 
concerned at the effect on innocent civilians of continued 
fighting in and around the Palestinian refugee camps in Beirut, 
Sidon and Tyre. Reports we have seen on the plight of the 
refugees in the Burj al Barajnah camp are particularly 
alarming. It is unacceptable to the civilized world that this 
situation be permitted to continue. 


We call on all parties immediately to implement the 
cease-fire to permit international humanitarian organizations 
to gain access to the camp and other areas where their 
assistance is needed. We note in particular the appeals from 
the United Nations Relief and Works Agency, UNRWA, and the 
International Committee of the Red Cross. 


We are aware ‘“at UNRWA's mandate extends only to the 
Palestinian refugees in the camps. We are also aware, however, 
of the effects of the fighting on the Lebanese. We hope that 
other U.N. agencies can help meet some of these urgent needs as 
well. Assistance to any of the victims, however, requires an 
immediate end to the fighting. 


We call on all contending parties in Lebanon to 
recognize that progress towards security requires all 
inhabitants of Lebanon to work to strengthen the rule of law. 
Only the Lebanese Government and its security organs, the army 
and the police, can legitimately and effectively guarantee the 
security of Lebanese and Palestinian civilians. 


We are working to get a constructive statement issued 
by the President of the U.N. Security Council on behalf of the 
members of the Council. 


Q Copy of that, please, Phyllis? 
A Yes. 
It sounds like you're implicitly suggesting that 


it would not be legitimate for President Assad and his army to 
impose order in that situation. 
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A I'm just not going to comment on that question. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports that 
there's a list of targets in Lebanon that might be attacked if 
any of the hostages are killed? 


A No. I have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the automobile 
accident last night involving the Ambassador to Papua New 
Guinea -- where he hit a parked car and has critically injured 
at least one person? Is he prosecutable, or is he completely 
immune from U.S. law? 


A The question regards the serious automobile 
accident this morning involving the Ambassador of Papua New 
Guinea -- and I'm not sure I'm pronouncing this correctly -- 
Kiatro Abisinito. The Department has already obtained the 
police reports and is collecting all other available 
information. 


We have verified that the Ambassador has liability 
insurance which meets the Department of State's minimum 
requirements: $300,000 for a single accident. Those minimum 
liability requirements were established in January, and 
compliance is closely monitored by the Department. 


I don't have any other report on the condition of the 
victims, and I think the police are handling the whole -- 


Q So he is beyond prosecution. I mean, he has the 
insurance, but he is completely covered by diplomatic immunity? 


A What has happened that -- I think because of the 
history of this -- we have required that liability insurance 
for diplomats are higher than those required by any state for 
U.S. citizens, because of the immunity from civil suits which 
all diplomats do enjoy. 


The Department is deeply concerned about the injury by 
a diplomat of any American citizen, and through its insurance 
requirements and close monitoring of the driving practices of 
diplomats is actively seeking the maximum protection for all 
U.S. citizens. 


Q So in this case, do you have -- you can't say 
whether he has diplomatic immunity? 
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A He does have diplomatic immunity. 
Q He does have diplomatic immunity? 
A He's an Ambassador -- 


Q He does. 


A -— but the new requirement was that they have the 
liability insurance so that that would be covered in case 
Americans or others were injured. But I don't have any further 
information on the condition of the people. 


Q Isn't there some provision for the foreign nation 
paying above that $300,000 claim if there are serious medical -- 


A I just don't have any follow-up details. We'll 
try and see on that. 


Q Is that a binding requirement? Can you compel 
diplomats to get insurance? 


4 I believe we can, and I believe that that has 
been done. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on -- have you seen 
the reports that Swedish TV or someone from the Swedish TV has 
accused the U.S. Embassy of trying to block a program on the 
death of Palme? 


a We have seen the press reports and various 
allegations on that in regard to the U.S. Embassy in Stockholm 
expressing concern over the upcoming showing on Swedish 
television of the Soviet documentary on the Palme murder. 


We did indeed express our concern. The Embassy Press 
Counselor John Thompson and his aide called on the Director of 
€wedish TV-1 Olle Berglund on February 12 to confirm reports 
that Swedish TV plans to broadcast a Soviet propaganda film on 
the anniversary of Prime Minister Palme's death. 


They expressed our legitimate concern that this film 
makes the malicious and outrageous allegation that the American 
Government was involved with the assassination of Olof Palme. 
They did not make any request that Swedish TV not show the film. 


Q Do you have anything on the meetings in this 
building with the leaders of the Contras? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 
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Q Do you have anything -- 
A Please. 


Q I have a follow-up to that. There was a report 
today that there's a ceasefire agreement being discussed now 
and will be presented at a meeting in Costa Rica this weekend. 


Is the State Department considering a plan for a 
ceasefire that would also include aid to the Contras, and 
what's the feeling about it? 


A I believe the meeting that you're referring to is 
the San Jose summit meeting yesterday, and I think we spoke 
about that and gave our views on it -- that we felt -- that we 


welcomed the efforts of Costa Rica and the other democracies to 
promote a negotiated solution. 


We cannot comment on proposals that have not yet been 
made, but we are confident that the meeting itself will make a 
contribution toward achieving a comprehensive settlement. 


But I have, as I said, no specific comments about 
possible items that are going to be raised there. 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting that took 
place here in the last two days on the international space 
station? 


A Yes. I said yesterday that the meeting was 
taking place over the last two days, February 11 and 12, and 
that it was the first opportunity for all space station 
participants to express their views on the draft we presented. 


We are now ready to resume bilateral negotiations, 
taking into account views expressed by the participants at the 
just concluded meeting. 


I might also note that there was a statement put out 
by the meeting yesterday. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any readout now following 
the Dubinin meeting with Armacost yesterday? 


A No. I don't have anything. 
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Q South Africa yesterday admitted that it was 
holding several thousand people, including children as young as 
11. Does that meet with State Department approval? 


A In our view, the widespread detention of children 
in South Africa is a particularly repugnant aspect of the state 
of emergency. While it. is unclear exactly how many people 
under the age of 18 are being held under the state of 
emergency, the figure could run into the thousands. Many, if 
not most, are being held without charges and incommunicado. 
Their continued detention not only harms the individuals 
involved, but breeds bitterness which all South Africans will 
have to live with in the future. 


We appeal to the South African Government to release 
these children now. 


Q Phyllis, if I -- 


A Yes. Go ahead, please. 


Q If I may, back to Ambassador Gillespie for a 
moment. How long is he expected to remain in this country? 


a I don't have any information on that. Whether he 
will combine vacation at the end of the consultations or not, I 
just don't know. 


Q Is it customary for spouses to accompany 
Ambassadors on returns for consultations? 


A Very often, yes. 
Q And where is he now? 


aq I assume that he's in Washington, but I don't 
know that for a fact. 


A clarifying follow-up on the South Africa 
stuff. In the past you've appealed to the South Africans to 
release everybody from detention. I presume that narrowing the 
focus to the children does not exclude the State Department's 
desire to see all those held without charges in South Africa 
released? 


You're absolutely correct. 

















-11- Friday, 2/13/87 


Q Has the West German Government provided us with 
any further information on whether or not they're going to 
extradite Hamadei? 

A No, I just don't have an update on that. 

Q Thank you. 

A Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
M. PETER McPHERSON, ADMINISTRATOR, AID 
ON 
EMERGENCY HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
FOR MOZAMBIQUE 
FRIDAY, FEBRURY 13, 1987, 3:09 P.M. 


MR. MARTINEZ: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
As announced at the Noon Briefing, the Director for AID, Mr. 
McPherson, will brief you On-the-Record on the situation in 
Mozambique. Sir. 


MR. McPHERSON: Mozambique -- the situation there is a 
political disaster, not a disaster made by Mother Nature. 


Food has not been planted because of the war in many 
places and distribution has been greatly inhibited because of 
the war, again. 


I remember well my several visits to camps in Ethiopia 
a couple years ago, and I feel strongly that Mozambique should 
not become another Ethiopia at that time. It possibly could 
but it should not be. 


There are approximately 3.5 million people who need 
outside food and that are now being fed by us and other outside 
donors There 1s approximately 2.2 million people, mostly in 
RENAMO areas, behind RENAMO lines, the status of which we 
simply don't know. We know there's been some food planted back 
there so some people have food. We know that there was some 
rain, but we also know that there are some people who 
desperately need food. We're getting some reports from a 
variety of informal sources We know that for some of those 
2.2 million people the situation is very bad. 


We're putting in, and have been putting in -- the U.S 
Government -- really an enormous amount. This year we 
anticipate putting in over $50 million in food and related 
kinds of assistance. Actually, as well as the food, we are 
supplying ebout one-third of the needs for those 3-1/2 million 
people that we know about, that we didn't get to. We're 
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supplying about a third of the food for them, but, in addition, 
we're really providing the transportation for most of that food 
for most of those 3-1/2 million people and we are providing the 
logistics and the kind of administrative backstopping for the 
whole thing. 


we're working obviously very closely with the 
Mozambique Government which is doing a very good job. That 
relationship is functioning very well. 


There are a couple of things that need to be done, in 
our judgment. One, we're calling today for the Secretary 
General to appoint a Special Representative, as he did in 
Ethiopia, to coordinate the efforts there -- primarily the 
disaster in Mozambique. 


Some of you remember that that just worked very well. 
A man by the name of Kurt Jansen, a Scandinavian who, with his 
presence and his skills, was enormously helpful to us, and we 
think the Secretary General needs to appoint that sort of 
person to work with the various parties to get the food into 
where it's necessary. 


Secondly, we are asking the Secretary General, and his 
new Special Assistant, to call a donors' meeting, all the 
countries that are putting assistance into Ethiopia and into 
Mozambique, to cal! a special meeting of donors to do the 
maximum coordination. This 1s an on-going process but we know 
that a meeting to pull this all together will be very helpful. 


I have some other comments or other answers here but 
why don't I stop now and get your questions. 


Q Isn't there a special mission going to Mozambique’ 


- Yes. 
Q Is the U.S. participating in that? 
7 Yes. 


Q There is a man by the name of Charles LaMuniere, 
who is the UNDRO U.N. disaster relief organization special 
representative to the Secretary General, who is there in 
Mozambique and has been there for a few days making an 
assessment of the situation He has been working our AID 
Mission Director, a man by the name of Alan Silva, among 
others, to make the assessment 














We're going to send out today, in fact, two more AID 
people to do some additional work in connection with that. 


Our understanding, in our conversations with 
LaMuniere, is that the assessment of the situation that we have 
made, that I've set forth here -- the numbers and so forth -- 
are roughly compatible with what he's coming up with. 


Q If it's a problem of civil disorder, will this 
group, or a coordinated group, be able to get through all of 
this, especially through the RENAMO areas? 


A It'll be very difficult to really get a full fix 
on what's happening behind the RENAMO lines. There are various 
ways that we can get, at least, some informal soundings; but to 
tell you that this assessment group is cz°ing to have a complete 
picture is just not correct. That's one of the reasons why 
it's important in our judgment to get a special representative 
who lives there and works there. He'll be able to, in our 
judgment, do more 


Q Pete, I know your job is relief, not politics. 
But in a situation like this, it's very difficult to separate 
the two. What is being done to get knowledge of what is 
happening behind RENAMO lines and fulfill those needs? 


ca We're informally doing all that we can, formally 
and informally doing all we can. We're not satisfied. I think 
the U.N.'s involvement will help There is an effort to learn 
more from RENAMO, but the RENAMO is not -- there are groups all 
around in various parts of the country and it isn't as easy to 
find out what's going on frankly as it was in Tigre ang 
Etritrea where there was a clear group leadership that had 
flying throughout the area that we could work with and talk to 
-- that groups could work with It was an irvolved way, but 
you remember that indirectly, in effect, we were able to get 
quite a lot of food into those areas 


(Continued on next page) 











But it's common knowledge that the South Africans are 
hand-in-glove with RENAMO. Is any political pressure being put 
on Pretoria to help out on this? 


ca Well, we're looking at all ways that we can to 
approach this problem. 


I might say that we believe that the U.N., the Special 
Representative, needs to focus on the food, that this is a -- 
we'd like that person to have a clear, and in some senses, a 
narrow focus. We have found if you start getting spread out 
off into all kinds of issues, that you certainly can find in 
Southern Africa, that you simply won't -- it's our judgment 
that the focus that we want that person to bring is not likely 
to work as well. 


Q You talked about a special system and a donors' 
meeting. 


ra Yes 


Q But do you believe that a substantial increase in 
the food aid is needed in this country? And if so, what order 
of magnitude above what is being done now? 


a [I believe that for those 3.5 million people, that 
the food which we are providing -- we expect to provide, 
roughly, 150,000 tons this year 


Q How much? 


Le) 150,000 tons, that that will meet about one-third 
of the needs for those three-end-a-half million people. And 
other donors appear to be coming up with the other two-thirds 


Now, there are problems of being sure that we get the 
food at the right place at the right time from all these 
donors, and that's one of the reasons why I want the donor 
meeting, and why the U.N donor coordinator on the spot would 
also be helpful 


However, we hope we are going to be able to get food 
into these RENAMO-behind-the-line areas; and if we are able to 
get substantial food behind those lines, no doubt from 
ourselves and from others, more food is likely to be 
necessary 











You really have to look at this thing in two -- you 
can bifurcate it. You've got the people that are now 
accessible and the people, we assume, some of whom need food 
that aren't now accessible. The now-accessible people are the 
problem that we're well on top of As I say, we have 150 
people already working there. 


Q Could you just give a figure -- it's hard to read 
all of this -- for the 150,000 tons that we're giving them, 
that's in '87. What's the dollar figure for this food that the 
U.S. is giving? 


a) We would project that that will mean about $48 
million in food. 


Q In ‘87? 

a In '87. 

Q That's plus transport? 

a No, that includes transport. 

Q That includes 

A That includes inland transport And we're 


providing much of the inland transport, in-country transport 
for not only our food but for other people's food as well. 


There is, roughiy, 5 million -- 5-6 million -- that we 
expect to spend in Mozambique on the logistical, administrative 
machinery. CARE has been a contractor of ours, kind of an 
umbrella, administrative organization for some time We're 
also working through the WORLD VISION -- remember WORLD VISTON 
was deeply involved in Ethiopia as well -- as well as UNICEF is 
a contractor of ours. 


Q Peter, we're providing the equipment, the 
transport equipment? 


a Well, we have 50 trucks there, 52 trucks there; 
and a number of other donors are bringing 100 in. Actually 150 
additional trucks are to-arrive in January, some, obviously, 
have come in February. They are US AID for Africa, the French, 
and some others are bringing in trucks. 


Q What are the target areas? 














A What are the target areas? Well, there are many 
parts of the country and a number of urban areas. In fact, the 
difference between here and Ethiopia, Ethiopia was almost 
entirely a rural problem; out here there are a number of urban 
areas. And incidentally, it's cheaper and easier to get food 
into urban areas; the logistics end up better. 


The areas we're having the most diffic’ lty with are up 
around Malawi, and up in here (indicating Niassa, Zabesia, and 
Tete). Those are the areas, speaking very briefly, where there 
are the most people about whom we don't know their situation. 


Q What kind of response are you getting from the 
Secretary General and from the other donor countries? 


a The other donors are very interested and worried 
about this. I met with them. 


Incidentally, in Botswana just recently, just a couple 
of weeks ago, for that SADCC meeting, when we talked about 
this, everybody is concerned and moving in, I think, fairly 
rapidly. We have just today asked the Secretary General about 
this, had asked him to do this, and are calling for the donor 
meeting. 


I feel confident the other donors will respond. We've 
gone through this now a couple of different times and know each 
other pretty well, and I don't have any reason to believe the 
Secretary General won't be very interested and continue to 
provide the sort of leadership that his office has provided thie 
last time around. 


(Continued on following page ) 
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Q Is there a coordinating -- is there now a lead 
donor agency in Mozambique with respect to food? Is the U.N. 
Food and Agriculture Organization sort of running the -- 


a No. FAO does not and hasn't really ever had a 
major in-the-field coordinating function. I suppose as a 
practical matter at this juncture, since we're providing the 
money for the administrative machinery, CARE is doing a lot of 
the coordination. That isn't in our judgment a U.S. entity, or 
the U.S. Government isn't the best source of coordination. You 
need to have some international entity; hence, our believe in 
the U.N. to do this, as well as the U.N. is in the best 
position, we think, to work with all the parties. Much of this 
is informal, of course, but to pursue the opportunities, to 
figure out how we get the food into the hard-hit areas. 


Q You said that the Mozambique Government was being 
pretty good about all this. 


Mm Yes. 


Q This seems to be something of a contrast to this 
situation that pertained in Ethiopia. What is the Mozambique 
Government doing that Addis Ababa didn't? 


4 They frankly are very interested in getting food 
to their people and facilitating it and providing resources and 
help and trucks, and the kind of work that I found, I just 
didn't have in Ethiopia. 


Q When were you last there -- in August? 

A Yes. In August. 

Q And are you comparing this actually to Ethiopia?’ 
q No. I think that there's a number of very key 


differences. First of all, there is in place in Mozambique a 
very good administrative structure to get food to those three 
and a half million people 


A number of those people have had assistance from us 
now for some time. We had a large program there in 1986. Soa 
lot of the problems -- in management problems -- are sort of 
smoothed out. 


There is this two million people, status not fully 
known, that we think there are some serious problems, but I 
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don't know just how serious. We knew sometime by late fall, 
September or October, of the year of the big Ethiopia famine -- 


we knew that there were huge problems. 


As of this time, we don't have a feel to the extent of 
these problems here. We think there's some serious 
difficuaties, but we just don't know yet. I'm not standing up 
here saying you've got another Ethiopia on our hands. We just 
don't know that. 


Q Sorry -- one more question. What is your 
response to, for instance, the American supporters of RENAMO 
who will say that this food aid will go in and help -- will be 
used by the government soldiers or -- I mean, how do you -- 


A We're very careful about that. This is an old 
issue of being sure that food aid doesn't get to anybody except 
Civilians who have a real need, and we've gone through that 
concern so many times and put the inanagement systems in place 
to monitor that, that 1 feel quite confident that we can handle 
that. 


This problem of a disaster, of a food need in the 
middle of a war, is pretty hard to totally segregate the 
politics from it. But we try hard to do that, and say, "Look, 
you got starving people and our job is to get the food to the 
starving people." And by and large we're pretty successful at 
doing that. 


Q In the face of 2.2 million people -- could you 
not perhaps in some way without -- I realize politics makes it 
very delicate -~ but could you not in some way speak to RENAMO 
-- they claim to be here in Washington, D.C. -- and set up 
something? Would they refuse? Have they refused? 


Q We have tried to in the past get food into those 
areas, and some of the difficulty is that RENAMO in the 
structure is, might I say, decentralized, and it isn't an easy 
structure to kind of deal with in the direct sense that you 
might. In any case, it's our feeling that a U.N. entity, U.N. 
person, is probably especially well situated to try to deal 
with all parties. 


Q But Afonso Jacama that is the President of the 
movement has been in D.C. He would, of course, love to talk to 
you. Is there no possibility that you could accommodate? 
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A I think I need to leave some of those discussions 
and answers to my State Department colleagues. 


Ladies and gentlemen, I thank you. 


Q Could [ ask you just one question. really, about 
your trip to Botswana? You were over there. You made an 
announcement of some increased U.S. aid to the southern African 
region.. What happened? Was there any comparable putting 
forth of money by the other donors? What was the overall -- 


qa It depends upon how you calculate these things, 
but ours clearly was one of the very large, if not the largest, 
pledge. You know what we said -- $93 million over 18 months, a 
multi-year effort. It was just very well received. I was 
quite pleased with the reception. People felt that we showed 
real interest in the region, and that we could make a real 
contribution. It went nicely, actually. 


Q Is there any bottom line on the plan that you 
announced down in Gabarone. You talked about a multi-year 
plan. You talked about $93 million. 

A Yes. 


Q Could you go further than that and give us 
further figures and Further projections for late year? 


A Not now. We view this as a multi-year effort. 
We'll be working through in the inonths ahead what our ‘89 
figures will be, and I think that's when we'll address that. 


fhank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:28 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


February 17 ,1987 
The Briefing Room 
10:36 A.M. EST 
MR. HOWARD: Good morning. We'r2 ready to begin our 


BACKGROUND briefing on the Shamir meeting. For your information, not 
for publication, the BACKGROUND briefer will be 


There's a reading copy of it out here, folks. There's no 
news in it. 


Q But it's not -- 
Q Will be -- 
Q It's not the one, right? 


MR. HOWARD: It is not the Soviet -- 
Q -- noncompliance. 


MR. HOWARD: That's right. That's still in the works. 
It'll be ready soon. 


Q No, no. 


MR. HOWARD: This is the U.S. compliance report -- our 
compliance. 


Q You guys are doing all right, right? 
Q -- congressional legislation? 
MR. HOWARD: That's correct. 


Q Oh, there really is no news in this. The President 
Says that we have -- compliance which would mean reduction treaties 





MR. HOWARD: We have a 12:00 noon briefing. Ask your 
questions then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now that you've gotten all 
the bile out of the system. 


Q No! (Laughter.) 
Q We want to hear about our new ally. 
Q We've just begun to file. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You promised. You 
promised. 


Q We want to hear about Evans and Novak. 


Q You'll find that he can't deliver. 
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Q Davie Kimchi and all the other players you've 
brought us -- arms for Iran. 

Q It's not on the agenda, according to -- 

Q Oh, yeah? Don't let me lose earshot of him. 


MR. HOWARD: If you have to stand up there for 20 minutes. 
Q Would you like to start again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As long as you're ready to 
listen, I'm ready to start. 


Let me make a brief statement that Prime Minister Shamir 
arrived in Washington this morning, has just completed his first 
meeting with the Secretary of State. His further meetings, he'll 
have further ones with the Secretary during his three days in 
Washington as well as with the Secretary of Defense, the Vice 
President, USIA Director Wick and the Congressional Leadership. 

He'll meet with the President tomorrow morning, followed by a working 
lunch. We expect departure statements to be made at about 1:30 p.m. 
tomorrow, and someone looks forward to giving you a readout on the 
visit right after that. 


The U.S. relationship with Israel has developed and matured 
over the years, and is a very important one for both our countries. 
This involves continuing U.S.-Israeli strategic cooperation to deal 
with the Soviet threat to the region. We have a number of 
developments that have evolved from this relationship, and clear 
evidence of this closeness. Foundation for our special relationship 
is based, as we've often said, on shared values. 


Our economic and our military assistance programs are clear 
evidence of our stake in Israel's economic health, and in ensuring 
its security. Through the Joint Economic Development Group and the 
Joint Political Military Group, we've formalized our discussions in 
these two areas. Israel is also participating in SDI research and is 
the only country in the world that has a free trade area with the 
United States. 


Prime Minister Shamir's visit here this week will 
strengthen the already close personal relations between him and 
President Reagan and Secretary Shultz. This is the Prime Minister's 
first visit to Washington as Prime Minister of Israel's National 
Unity government. He is an old friend, having visited here many 
-times as Foreign Minister, and in November ‘83 when he was Prime 
Minister. 


The President and the Secretary look forward to discussing 
with the Prime Minister a number of important issues: The 
U.S.-Israel relationship; the peace process, including quality of 
life issues; Israel's economy; Soviet Jewry; international 
terrorism. 


We look forward to having open and friendly talks on all of 
the issues, as is common with such close friends as the United States 
and Israel. Given the ongoing bilateral discussions as well as the 
evolving judicial processes, we do not expect either the Pollard case 
or the Iran arms issue to be an important focus of the discussions. 


Q But will they be brought up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the peace process, I'd 
like to review where we are. There have been determined efforts on 
Our part and the parties to move the process forward. We are 
addressing two remaining -- two major issues: The question of 
Palestinian representation and how to get to face-to-face 
negotiations. 
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On the latter point, we understand King Hussein's position 
on an international conference, and we also understand Prime Minister 
Shamir's position about such a forum. The United States believes it 
is important to explore all possible approaches to direct 
negotiations to see whether any of these, including an international 
conference, would lead immediately to direct negotiations. 


Our concentration in recent months has focused on the basic 
issue: How can we reach direct bilateral negotiations between Israel 
and a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. We are convincec that 
face-to-face discussions of the hard issues of the Arab-Israeli 
conflict and proposals for their peaceful resolution is the only way 
to achieve a peace that will be lasting and fair to all the parties. 


Well, be happy to take your questions. 


Q Will the Iran arms sale and the Pollard case be 
brought up at all between Ronald Reagan and Yitzhak Shamir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there's no 
question that those -- both of those issues will be brought up. As I 
said, that given the ongoing bilateral discussions between our two 
governments and the evolving judicial processes, we don't expect 
either of them to be 
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an important focus. 


Q But is the report correct that Mr. Reagan has 
assured Shamir in advance that he won't discuss the Iran arms issue 
with him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't believe that 
report is correct. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, could you -- I'm sorry, are you -- 
is that what you were going to say on that? I didn't mean to 
interrupt. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, on the Iran 
arms -- yes, that's -- 


Q So they will discuss it, it just won't be an 
important focus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. That is 
correct. 


Q Could you tell -- could you explain how the -- why 
the administration changed its position, and now is in favor of the 
peace conference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd ask you to note 
carefully the way I phrased it. 


Q I did. I noted it very carefully and you and I know 
about nuances. And Shultz used to be against the peace conference 
and now you think it's one of the reasonable approaches to be 
considered -- although reasonable isn‘t your word. Why has the 
administration come to the position that a peace conference isn't a 
bad idea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position has always 
been that the peace conference would have to be structured in a way 
that would guarantee the quick reaching of direct negotiations 
between the parties. If it can be so structured, and if it can be 
structured in ways that we have discussed over the past year or so, 
that it does not interfere with negotiations between the parties, does 
not try to overturn understandings reached between the parties, then 
it could be a possible way to get to those negotiations. And as 
we've always said, I think if you look back over the statements of 
the Secretary, that we would seriously consider it. 


Q Well, I mean, you'll try and get to the peace table 
now you've had a change in wvrime ministers where you've lost the 
prime minister who thought a peace confereice properly structurea 
isn't such a bad idea, to a fellow who's possible more suspicious of 
bringing the Russians in than his predecessor was, who was suspicious 
enough. So I wonder why you've sort of gone off in the opposite 
direction right now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's not the 
opposite direction. We've been looking at all possible ways to get 
to direct negotiations. The Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister 
changed post back in October. It remains a National Unity 
government. We've been working with the National Unity government 
since its inception back in ‘84 and we will continue to work closely 
with it. As I say, we understand the Prime Minister's position on 
the conference. And we also have been in contact with Kiang Hussein. 
So we think it is important to explore all possible ways to get to 
those direct negotiations. 


Q Mr. Secretary, there is an open and controversial 
issue of when the President approved Israeli shipments, with the 
Israelis saying that they had that approval from McFarlane and Rabin, 
repeating that only yesterday. Will the Israelis and the President 
-- will Shamir and the President try to resolve at least that 
Outstanding question of what the President's understanding was at the 














time and what the Israeli government's was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't either 
pre-figure the way that conversation will go. I know it's a very 
topical question and all I can say is that I'm sure the issue will be 
discussed during the Prime Minister's visit. 


Q Pre-science, huh? 


Q So when you say it's not going to be a focus, is the 
intent of this government -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it could be any -- 
centerpiece, is that better? Or dominant? 


Q I mean, is the point to avoid these issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the point is not to 
avoid any issues in our dealings with Israel. It's far too close a 
relationship and far too sturdy a relationship to assume that 
delicate, sensitive issues, hot issues such as Iran arms, cannot be 
discussed between the two leaders, between the two governments. They 
are discussed, they will be discussed, and we have found that that 
relationship is certainly strong enough to support discussion of 
these and we -- hopefully resolution. 


Q Does the U.S. side have any particular goal in mind 
on the subject of international terrorism in terms of reasserting its 
position against negotiating or trading? I mean, how is that going 
to be framed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it'll be framed 
in the -- go back, please, to the words of Secretary Shultz on NBC a 
week ago. I don't mean to give a commercial. Wait a minute. About 
a week ago, anyway, where he said, "We discourage deals." 


Q That's ABC. 
Q No, it was live with -- 


SENIOR ADMIN’STRATION OFFICIAL: ABC. Sorry. I beg your 
pardon. 


Q No, it was NB 
Q It was CBS, I think. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It matters not, if I may 
Say, which network carried it. That is the policy that the Secretary 
and the President will be repeating wich the Prime Minister. 


Q The Israeli government did make an official -- you 
might say, demand for a correction on the part of the Reagan 
administration based on the release of the Poindexter memo from last 
January, saying that any conclusion that could be drawn from that 
memo that the Israelis initiated the arms-to-Iran proposal was false, 
and basically demanded a retraction on the part of the Reagan 
administration. Do you think that Shamir is going to be repeating 
that position when he comes here and that that might force a 
statement of clarification from the President? 


Q What was the statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let's see how the 
issue develops during the visit. We've -- and here I'm quoting the 
Secretary of the last week of January when he was addressing the 
Foreign Relations Committee at the Senate -~ it was NBC. (Laughter.) 
That is -- well, no, I'm sorry. He was there talking about the 
general question of an improvement of relations with Iran. You're 
talking specifically about the arms and who said what. 
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Q Well, the President said, in response to that 
message, did he not, saying that in no way were we trying to blame 
Israel for that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have made clear that 
we accept soapenaibi lity for our own decisions and we're not trying 
to dlame Israel. 


Q Could you clarify for us the administration's 
position on the possible sale of mobile Hawk -- or not the sale, but 
making it possible for Jordan to make its existing Hawk missiles 
mobile? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Last Friday the 
administration sent up to the Hill the Javitts report projecting the 
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sales contemplated in 1987 in accordance with the Congressional 
requirement to do our best to project the year ahead. You will not 
find that in the Javitts report listing. 


There has been no decision on that. We know, and you 
know, that is not a new issue in Jordan since they were sold under 
the conditions that the Hawk batteries be fixed in position, cemented 
in, in 1975, I think the agreement -- that very few years after that 
in the late 70s it became a matter of great concern to Jordan to see 
if the Hawks could be dispersed, could be made mobile, because they 
were and are sitting -- they have become sitting ducks. 


So it‘s a question we know is very high priority in 
Jordanian thinking as a key issue in their air defense that a system 
was sold under conditions which, as time has developed, has made that 
system less and less effective as air defense, but there is no formal 
request from Jordan, there certainly is no decision by the 
administration. Any such decision would, of course, be discussed and 
submitted under normal procedures to the Congress. 


Q Did you change -- did that change come after your 
trip to the Middle East, and what about the other condition last time 
you reiterated from this podium about the Soviet behavior toward 
Israel -- they have to restore relationship, they have -- you know, 
you have a long list before -- on international conference. So, can 
you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would be happy to 
repeat that list if you had the patience to hear me out today, but I 
don't think you need it. The positions are very clear on the part of 
the administration. All I‘m saying is that we look on the 
international conference as a possible -- one of the possible ways, 
if it can be properly structured, to get to direct negotiations. But 
the conditions we have spoken of repeatedly from this and other 
podiums in town, over at the Department, remain unchanged. 


Q -- visit. I mean, did it change -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that did not change 
Our approach to it. We're still -- as far as the conference goes, 
we‘re exploring whether it can be properly structured. That visit 
didn‘t change it. 


Q Shamir said that Israel has now become the 
equivalent of a formal ally. Can you translate that into practical 
terms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I'd be happy to. 
Let me put it this way. Iscael has long been a partner, has long 
been a partner -- has long been an informal ally of the United 
States, although we have no mutual defense treaty with Israel, and 
neither country has proposed this. Recently -- and I can get the 
date for you -- but about a year e370, we asked Congress to designate 
Israel along with several other close friends and allies who are not 
memoers of NATO to designate those countries as major non-NATO allies 
for purpose -- for the purpose of enabling them to participate with 
us in joint research and development in the military area, pursuant 
to the Nunn-Quayle Act -- Senator Nunn, Senator Quayle. 


We cooperate in the security realm in a variety of ways, 
as we do with other close friends and allies inside and outside of 
NATO and other formal alliances. 


Israel, along with those other countries, has been 
seeking ways to enhance our military relationship in a period of 
stringent budget constraints. We think that given the high 
technological capabilities in Israel, that that country will be in a 
good position, is in a good position to compete on various contracts 
for research and development which are managed by the Defense 
Department. 
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Q But -- but a number of defense contractors have also 
objected to that relationship, saying that many of the jobs would be 
lost to foreign competition, in this case Israel and other such 
non-NATO allies. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the operative word 
is “competition.“ It is not a gift to Israel or to any of these 
other countries -- the contract. It's allowing that competition. So 
I don't think it's by any means clear that our companies will be 
unable to compete. That isn't -- that wasn't the way it was -- it's 
not been rigged, it's not been set up in that fashion. 


Q On the face-to-face negotiations, do you foresee 
negotiation between Jordanians and Israelis as a first step and to be 
joined later by Palestinians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we've never seen 
Jordan going independently into a neyotiation. We've always seen it 
as having to be Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. And this goes way 
back in our pronouncements that Palestinians have to be involved at 
every stage in the process. 


Q I wonder if you agree with the recent reporting out 
of Saudi Arabia which suggests that the Saudis are developing a 
credible and substantial military counter to the Israelis, and 
whether you expect that to come up tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect the issue 
of arms sales to Arab friends of the United States to come up in the 
course of the visit, yes. Do I agree with the analysis as you've 
descr.bed it, that it’s put the sales to Saudi Arabia have made it 
into a -- say it again? 


Q Well, The Washington Post yesterday had a piece by 
Patrick Tyier from Saudi Arabia suggesting that the Saudi arms 
procurement program has gone beyond mere protection of the Gulf to 
constitute now a substantial military counter to Israel and that part 
of the world. Do you agree with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think Saudi planning 
has always gone beyond protection of the Gulf, but I think it is 
still overwhelming -- unquestionably defense of Saudi Arabia and its 
closest allies in the Gulf Cooperation Council. 








It's an enormous country, two long coastlines. And I see, and we 
believe, based on our very intimate, long relationship with Saudi 
Arabia and with the Saudi military planners, that their planning is 
defensive. 


Q Just to follow it up quickly -- you've dealt with 
the Hawk thing, you Clarified the Hawk thing -- in the package, are 


you going -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I appreciate your 
tribute to -- 


Q Well, you did. You said it -- it's not being 
reflected of Congress, even though you've taken informal soundings -- 
you took informal soundings on improving the F-5s and 15s that Saudi 
Arabia was sold some years ago after a very tough fight with 
Congress. Is that part of -- is that on track? Are you trying to 
put electronic counter measures on the F-5s and 15s? And if you are, 
how does that square with the assurances to Congress that those 
planes wouldn't be improved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think if you look at 
those assurances you don't find that included among them. Go back to 
the '78 documents on that. You'll find it discusses basing issue, 
bomb racks, fuel tanks. 


Q I meant ‘81, but anyhow, are they going ahead, 
unlike the Hawks, which are not going ahead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think if you look at 
-- I think you'll find those in the Javitts report as contemplated. 
Yes. 


MR. HOWARD: Let's take a couple of more and wrap up. 


Q I want to clear up something earlier you said -- 
looking over my notes -- I'm sure that the issue of Iran will come up 
during the Prime Minister's visit. Are you saying that it will come 
up during his meeting with the President? Or that it might come up 
in another forum? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not 
pre-figuring -- I mean, obviously it’s on all of our minds -- on the 
Israeli mind, on the U.S. side as well. 


Q So you would expect it to come up with the 
President? 


SENIOR ADMINIS™RATION OFFICIAL: Not ruling it out. 


Q You're not ruling it out -- and are you -- is the 
administration satisfied with Israeli cooperation with the 
investigations, given their refusal to do anything other than written 
answers to written questions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to get 
into that by-play, because, as I said, this is subject to ongoing 
discussions between the governments and the judicial processes there 


underway. 


Q They have refused to give the Tower Board access to 
their officials. I mean, that's a finished statement. They have 
only said that they will respond to written interrogatories. Is that 
satisfactory to this President and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're discussing that 
right now. 


MR. HOWARD: Let's take Bill Small's question as the last 
one. 
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Q And what about Soviet Jewry? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll -- that will 
certainly be a topic in his meetings. 


Q Is he seeking a change in the immigration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, so -- the question 
on Soviet Jewry -- this has been a prime question for Israeli leaders 
over the years, and they would like to work out an understanding 
whereby Soviet Jews who get exit visas are able to go and go directly 
only to Israel, for which they've been given the visas. 


Q Has our position changed on that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position has not 
changed. It is the principle to supporting freedom of choice, 
freedom of movement -- 


MR. HOWARD: We're working for a new record here. Thank 
you all very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:00 A.M. EST 
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MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Let me begin with two announcements 


Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and Humanitarian 
Affairs Richard Shifter will hold a briefing Thursday, February 
19, at 9 a.m. here in the briefing room on the subject of the 
Department's 1986 Human Rights Report The briefing will be 
ON—THE-RECORD Copies of the report will be available in the 
Press Office on Wednesday, the 18th, embargoed for release at 
noon on February 19 That briefing is, again, [fhursday, 9 a.m. 


There will be another ON-THE-RECORD briefing on that 
same day on the United Nations Environment Programs-—sponsored 
Multilateral Negotiations to Regulate Chlorofluorocarbons, or 
CFCs. That will be on Thursday, February 19, at 1:30 p.m 
These negotiations that this briefing refers to will take place 
in Vienna from February 23-27 The briefer will be Ambassador 
Richard E. Benedict, Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Environment, Health, and Natural Resources, and the head of the 
U.S. Delegation to these talks 


Any questions on that? 
Q Can we take it live? (Laughter) 
4 You can take it live 


First question? 


Q Can we ask you Soviet questions? Can we ask you, 
what is the State Department's understanding of how many of 
those political prisoners that you understood were being 
released have actually been freed? And a special question 
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about the Hebrew School teacher, Mr. Begun, is he out or isn't 
he? 


A Concerning the actual number that have been 
freed, I don't have any new statistics on that. I think, as I 
said last week, it's difficult to track those statistics, in 
the first place, so that when the Soviets give particular 
figures, it normally takes a period of weeks or loager to 
actually see if those figures materialize. 


In the case of Josif Begun, we don't have any 
information as to his current whereabouts, nor that of the 
psychiatrist Anatoliy Koryagan that 1 saw mentioned in some 
other reports this worning. But we continue to call on the 
Soviet authorities to release these men unconditionally, as 
well as the other political prisoners who remain incarcerated. 


Q I want to be clear, your answer -- you understand 
I'm asking about the political prisoners, not about the 
emigration rate -- 


fe) That's right. 

Q --which also you want to, you'll have to see. 

2) That's right. 

Q Okay. 

A But on the question of political prisoners, we've 


seen the same figures that you have, but I couldn't document 
how many of those have actually been released. 


Q Chuck -—- 


Q What were the conditions under which the 140 -- 
if there were 140 -- were released? You say you'd like to see 
them all released unconditionally. Is it your understanding 
there were conditions attached? 


oa I spoke to some of those conditions in addressing 
the subject last week, and [I've seen a number of those who were 
released who have talked about those conditions, as well. 
Basically, it's a question of making statements, signing 
statements to the effect that they won't participate in such 
activities in the future, in very rough terms. Our position is 
that that should not be a condition, that these are legitimate 
activities that these people have a right to particip®'’« in. 
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Q Let me ask about that. You said rough terms. 
There seem to be two schools of thought: one is that it is an 
innocuous statement, that it's sort of a throw-away thing, sort 
of an easy out for the Soviet authorities. Another view is 
that it really could bind these people in the future. You seem 
to have come down on both sides 


Does the State Department see it as really an 
inhibiting statement or sort of a, “Yeah, I collected my suit 
and my $20, and ['m on my way"? 


A I really don't have any way to make that 
judgment [I know there are some people who have said they 
didn't want to make such a statement, and therefore, have 
apparently not been released [here are others who have signed 
statements of various sorts But I just don't have the kind of 
details that would allow me to make that judgment that you're 
asking for. 


Ralph? 


Q Chuck, on another matter of old business, can you 
tell us whether the State Department has requested, has asked 
the Justice Department to go ahead and prepare a case in the 
matter of the Papua New Guinea Ambassador, in the event the 
victim dies in that case? 


A I can't answer the question specifically as to 
whether or not we've asked them to prepare a case. As [I 
understand it it doesn't really reguire that under -- even 


ihough an Ambassador or a diplomat enjoys immunity from arrest 
and prosecution, there is no bar, in fact, on the Justice 
Department or law enforcement agencies conducting 
investigations, filing complaints, and indicting diplomats 

They can do all that, but the fact remains that these diplomats 
could not be arrested or prosecuted 


And if you want the details of that, [I have some more 
information on what diplomatic immunity entails For example, 
the only way that it seems -- and this is generalizing without 
specific reference to this case -- that if you did have 
investigations that were completed and charges were filed, 
diplomats could be prosecuted if they returned to the U.S 
without diplomatic immunity, or if they were present in another 
country, in a non-diplomatic status, and the US. had an 
extradition agreement with that country, which covered the 
offense in question. 
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Q Maybe you don't have the answer to this question, 
but it was reported over the weekend, I believe, that -- they 
were quoting Prosecutor DiGenova who seemed to think the State 
Department had asked him to do something he had never been 
asked to do before with regard to a diplomat, in a case of 
diplomatic immunity. You're saying -- 


4 What happens in this case, according to my 
information, is that we inform the U.S. Attorney's Office of 
the accident, and in doing that, we reiterate the same 
longstanding rules that have always been in effect regarding 
law enforcement and diplomatic immunity, and those are the 
rules that I just summarized for you. 


Q Okay. And you're not considering going beyond 
those rules in some way, using this case as some sort of a 
precedent to either modify the diplomatic immunity rules, or to 
test them to their limit, as far as prosecution is concerned. 


A I don't know anything that would lead in that 
direction, no. 


Q The Ambassador could be PNG'd, could he not? 


qa That's a call [I'm not prepared to make. [I don't 
know that kind of detail. 


Q Could he, theoretically? 


A Even theoretically. I'd have to check on that 
[I just don't know. 


Q Chuck, on this point, how long have the 
longstanding rules been in effect? How long has this practice 
of telling the law enforcement agencies that they can go ahead 
and proceed -- how long has that been the standing practice of 
the State Department? 


a I don't have any details beyond “longstanding. " 
Well, it seems like -- 


. What I'm saying, Don, it's nothing new. What I'm 
saying is that law enforcement agencies have always had the 
right to pursue their duties, but that when they come to the 
end of that process, if the person enjoys diplomatic immunity, 
then they are immune from arrest and prosecution. 
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Q I guess my question is how long has the 
Department been telling the law enforcement agencies, as 
evidently they did in this case, that you have the right to 
move ahead with this guy, so far, etc.? 


A Well, I can take a look at that. 

Q Could you? 

A But, as I understand it, that's standard practice. 

Q New subject. Can [ ask about the Gorbachev 
speech yesterday? Do you have any reaction to -- I can be 
specific, about specific points if you want, or [I can just ask 
in general -- to any of the various comments he made. cither 
critical -- those critical of the U.S. or, for example, the 


statement that the U.S. had formally proposed in Geneva to go 
to the broad interpretation of the ABM Treaty? 


A I can answer your last one, but first let me give 
you a more general reaction, which is that we read his remarks 
with interest. His address speaks of "new thinking" ona 


number of international problems, such as arms reductions, 
Afghanistan and human rights 


The proof of Soviet seriousness, however, will be in 
new, concrete proposals or policies which help resolve 
outstanding differences on these issues 


For our part, we remain determined to build on the 
progress already made between the United States and the Soviet 
Union, and we hope the Soviet Union is equally committed to 
moving ahead on all aspects of our agenda, and that includes 
arms reductions, human rights, resolution of regional conflicts 
and bilateral issues 


Concerning the ABM Treaty and the so-called broad 
interpretation, on several occasions in Geneva the Soviets have 
solicited our view on ABM Ireaty restrictions, and we have 
responded by explaining the broad interpretation and why we 
believe it's fully justified 


Q And you did that at the summit? 


A I'm talking about in the arms control talks in 
Geneva. 


Q Oh, 1 see 
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A And that's happened on several occasions, but 
it's been a question of explaining to them the broad 
interpretation, and why it's justified. 


Q Did President Reagan offer .o join with the 
Soviets to Fight against extraterrestrial invaders, as Mr. 
Gorbachev said? 


A I don't have anything on that one. 

Q Chuck, on a related question -- 

4 On a related matter? 

Q Related to that, yes. 

Q Related to extraterrestrials? 

Q Yes. Do you have any comment on the Aspin 


Committee's report's evaluation of U.S. conduct in preparations 
for the Reykjavik summit? 


A No, I don't. I think Marlin Fitzwater addressed 
that this morning very briefly in passing to say that it 
appeared to be a highly political report. 


The Secretary, himself, has spoken to the question of 
what happened at Reykjavik, its significance, the nature of 
U.S. preparations, on any number of occasions on the Hill and 
elsewhere, so I won't attempt to duplicate all that record 
which is easily available. 


Q Chuck, back on Gorbachev's speech, do you have 
any idea whether Mr. Begun is out or in? 


A I had that question before you came in. 
Q Oh I'm sorry. 


Q Coming back to the speech again for just a 
second, if you have another comment on a specific he 
mentioned. Gorbachev talked about the need to use a defensive 
military strategy, and he was talking about that in the context 
of nuclear deterrence. It sounded a little like the kind of 
language President Reagan uses when he speaks of switching to a 
defensit 2 strategy from an offensive strategy. Do you have any 
comment on that aspect of Gorbachev's speech? 


a No. 
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Q Anything on the resignation of Adolfo Calero? 


A I might start by reiterating a little bit of what 
Elliott Abrams has testified recently on the Hill, where he 
talked about the United Nicaragauan Opposition as being the 
main resistance organization that has become a focal point for 
Nicaraguans from all walks of life and from many different 
political convictions. Many of these people have different 
ideas about how to oppose the Sandinistas. 


He said that this multiplicity of views has resulted 
in some growing pains for UNO, and that we believe it's healthy 
for the Nicaraguans to work out these strains and allow their 
movement to grow and develop as their needs change. 


It's in that context that what we see happen g in UNO 
today is a restructuring that will lead to a more coh ve 
organization with a broader leadership that better r +.ects the 
total broad opposition to the Sandinista regime, so that Mr. 
Calero's resignation should be seen as part of that overall 
change. 


Concerning Calero hinself, he's been a dedicated 
leader in the Nicaraguan resistance. His accomplishments 
warrant the admiration and respect of all those who believe in 
Freedom. We understand that Mr. Calero intends to continue to 
be actively involved in the resistance movement which he has 
worked so hard to build. 


We welcome this, believing as we do, that there's a 
role for every Nicaraguan democrat who opposes what the 
Sandinistas are doing. 


Q When you say he's going to be actively involved, 
do you envision him continuing to be the leader of the military 
forces of the FON, and, if so, doesn't that sort of go against 
the theme of the restructuring that you referred to a moment 
ago? 


4 Concerning the details of the restructuring, 
that's something that's essentially in the hands of the 
resistance leaders, although, obviously, our people have 
continued to talk to them, as we always do. 


So that as to what will finally result from this and 
the relationship that will result, I'd prefer to stay away from 
those detai!s until the resistance leaders themselves have come 
forward with their organizational structure. 
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Q Do you have a pledge yet from Mr. Cruz as to what 
his role in the restructuring will be? 


a) That one [I'd have to put under the same rubric. 
I just don't know what it would be. 


Q Can you assess the impact this would have on 
funding for the Contras? 


A The reorganization? Again, I'd refer you to the 
testimony of Elliott Abrams on the Hill where he talked about 
that in some detail. I think the point we've continued to make 
is that what's at stake here are United States interests, and 
that we hope those in Congress and elsewhere will take a look 
at what the essential U.S. interests are in this particular 
aspect of our foreign policy, and that, seeing that, they'll 
continue to provide the Funding that's necessary. 


Q Chuck, two Americans -- 


Q Excuse me. Also on the Contras, do you have any 
comment to Mr. McNeil, Francis McNeil's charges that the State 
Department, particularly Elliott Abrams, discouraged 
unfavorable intelligence reports about the progress of the 
Contras? 


a) I don't have any specific commentary on that 
story. As you note, his comments were limited to a very small 
portion of activity. What I know as the general principle in 
this building, and one which the Secretary strongly supports, 
is that those in Intelligence are to do their job essentially 
independent of those on the policy side, so that we get the 
best. possible advice from both. I think it's always the case 
that there can be a certain tension be ween the two parties. 
But I don't have any specific commentary beyond that. 


Q Didn't the Secretary in effect make a commentary 
by giving Mr. McNeil the State Department's highest award at 
his retirement? 


A The Secretary, of course, did recognize Frank 
McNeil for his distinguished service. He also has full 
confidence in Elliott Abrams 


Q On the contras again, before you leave it, do you 
have any reaction or comment on Senator Helms' charge that the 
State Department forced out Mr. Calero? 


a) No, t don't. 
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Did the State Department have anything to do with 
his leaving? 


A No. 

Q Chuck, two Americans of Arab origin -- 

fp Just a second. Still on the Contras? 

Q Central America Is there any position that the 


State Department has taken on the initiative of the Costa Rican 
President? 


A We welcome the efforts of President Arias and the 
Presidents of the other three Central American democracies to 
overcome the impasse in regional negotiations. 


We agree with the basic assumption of the Arias plan, 
which is that peace should be attained through a process of 
national reconciliation and democratization. 


We're studying the plan, and Ambassador Habib, the 
President's Special Envoy for Central America, will travel to 
the region in the near future to discuss the proposals with 
President Arias and the other democracies. 


We're also aware that Nicaragua has condemned the 
summit meeting, and President Arias' attempts to find a 
peaceful resolution of the conflict We hope the Sandinistas 
will cease their intransigence and take this opportunity to 
join with their Central American neighbors in a good-faith 
effort to find a negotiated solution which satisfies the 
legitimate concerns of all parties 


Q Two Americans of Arab origin visited Lebanon -- 
are visiting Lebanon now -- and they are defying your 
restriction to visit that country. What's your reaction to 
their visit? 


- I don't have any specific reaction. First of 
all, what we have done is to strongly advise American citizens 
that Lebanon is an unsafe place to be these days. Our 
restriction concerns the use of United States passports. That 


is the authority which the Secretary of State has the ability 
to exercise and that's what we've Jone. 


Q They are using their passports. They are 
Americans . 
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A I don't have any of the details so I couldn't 
comment on that. 


Q Did your statement that the State Department had 
nothing to do with Calero's departure mean that Secretary 
Abrams did not urge him to step aside? 


~ A Concerning what happens in these internal 
discussions with the leaders of the resistance, I'm not 
commenting on that If your question is, did we ask him to 


resign, the answer is no 


Q Abrams did not suggest that he resign or support 
a I've given you what I have or that 
Q Can you tell us whether Secretary Shultz plans to 


bring up in his meeting with Yitzak Shamir this afternoor the 
subject of the Iran arms affair? 


A The whole question of the Shamir visit was 
handled by one of our leading experts in another location this 
morning. That was addressed I think, in briefest terms, 


we're certainly prepared to focus on the whole range of issues, 
but we don't expect that that particular one, for example, will 
be at all one of the major issues on the agenda. 


Q So was any promise given to Prime Minister Shamir 
that it would not, in fact, be a major focus, or that it would 
even come up? 


a No As I say, we're prepared to discuss the 
whole range of issues. That includes the Iran affair, but 
there are so many other things on the agenda of such great 
importance to both countries that that will not be one of the 
major focuses. 


Q Can you explain -- it may not be yours -~ but the 
U.S. position on the treaty regarding protection of persons and 
so on that it was decided not to go forward with? 


A I'm not sure you want to get into all that, Don, 
but I have extensive commentary if you actually want me to go 
through it. There has been the President's message submitted 


to the Congress which has a deteiled recitation of why we don't 
favor signing Protocol 1, why we do favor signing Protocol 2 
Is that sufficient? 


Q Yes, if we can read it, that's fine, as far as 
I'm concerned. 
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w Chuck, coming back to the contras again for just 
one more moment, please 

I think there is a report that is expected on the Hil! 
soon -- I don't know how soon actually it will be there -- on 
how the contras are doing as part of the funding program Can 
you tell us whether the State Department will send that report 
up soon? and if so, when it will be and - 

ca I looked into the requirements for that report 
The law states that the last installment of the $100 million ir 
aid to the Nicaraguan resistance that amounts to $40 million 
- will be available nor after February 15 after the 


President has mace a cetermination on negotiations and other 
subjects ana this determinatior then is to be arc companied Dy 


the report that you referred to on the situation in Nicarague 


So as of now, we don't have a date for when the 
determination and the report will go forward, ie... it's not 
that it has to be done by febdDruary 15 Dut it can't be done 
before February 15 


Q It could be done before’ 

Q lt ld r $ hyo inne bef re 

« It could not be done before 

“ But there's no date for when it should be done 
afterwards 

- Is there a certification of some kind? 

4 Nat ne ertificat n that's reterred to 

Q What is he suppose to certify? 

- Well, it has something to do with the progress of 


the contras' military performance and the status of 
negotiations 


+ Is that going to be made public? 
A I don't know whether that becomes public or not 
Q Is there any reason why we shouldn't assume that 


the Administration would want to have that money released as 
quickly as possible to assi 
Jemocracy in Nicaragua, and that the Administration would do 


st the contras in their battle for 
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everything it could to jump on the first possible moment to 
make that available? 


“ Well. clearly. we believe the money is needed 
But in terms of the timing, since we're barely past February 
15, as I say. we just don't have that timing pinned down at 
this point 


Q Has a decision been made yet on whether to lift 
the remaining economic sanctions against Poland? 


anything on that decision today 


at 12:37 p.m.) 








’ ’ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
. DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDE XK 


Wednesday, february 18, 1987 








BRIEFER Charles Redman 


Subject Page 


ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Secretary's Appearance Before the HFAC, 2/19 
Background Briefing on Human Rights Report, 2/19 l 
On the Record Briefing on CFCs, 2/19 
Secretary's Address to Institute for International 


Education, World Affairs Council, Denver, 2/20 l 
ISRATL 
Secretary's Breakfast Meeting with Prime Minister 
Shamir 2 
Non-NATO Ally Status 2-3 
U.S Position on an International Conference 4 
Immigration Status of Soviet Jewish Emigres 6 
LEBANON 
Reaction to Current Violence 4-5 
POLAND 
Possible Lifting of Sanctions 6 


PHPUA NEW GUINEA 
Long-Standing Policy of Diplomatic Immunity 6-7 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 
Congressional Delegation's Visit to Prague 7 


NICARAGUA 


Final $40 Million to Contras 7-8 

Calero's Resignation 8 
USSR 

Status of Llosif Begun B 


Reaction to Soviet Ambassador Nazarkine's 
Statement on Chemical Warfare Negotiations 8-9 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEF CNG 


DPC #26 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1987, 12:15 P. ™ 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
few minor announcements 


The Secretary will be appearing in open session before 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee at 10:00 a.m. tomorrow, 
Thursday, February 19, regarding the foreign affairs budget 
Because of the Secretary's testimony, we will not have a daily 
press briefing tomorrow, Thursday 


Just a couple of reminders of what [I mentioned 
yesterday There are BACKGROUND briefings on the human rights 
report on Thursday at 9:00 o'clock, and another ON-THE-RECORD 
briefing on - 


Q You said BACKGROUND 


ts) No ['m sorry That's ON THE RECORD Sorry 


And another ON-THE-RECORD briefing on CFCs at 1:30 Both 
tomorrow 


And, finally -- I won't say what CFCs mean You all 
know 


Q It's only for people who are really in to the 
procedure 


- There are some 
Q Isn't that CSCE? (Laughter) 
a And, finally, another reminder that Friday the 


Secretary will be speaking in Denver to the Institute for 
International Education, World Affairs Council That's an 
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economic speech, and it will be at 2:30 Washington time 

Barring technical difficulties, we hope to have it piped in 
live, but I can't promise that yet, nor can I tell you yet when 
we can have an advance text available But we'll try to do our 
best on that one 


Q Will he take Q&A? 


A There will be some Q&A out there 
Jim? 
Q On the Shamir visit, a couple of questions Did 


he and the Secretary meet this morning for breakfast? 


a) They had breakfast this morning 
Q And anything come out of that? 
‘ That was a very private breakfast with the two of 


them, and I believe one notetaker on each side, and that was it. 


Q Okay Yesterday when they came down, the Prime 
Minister said that the United States had accorded Israel the 
status of a full -~- of a major non-NATO ally 


What is the legal meaning of that? 


a That has to do with a determination made under 
what's called the Nunn-Quayle legislation, which has to do with 
cooperative research and development efforts in the military 
field. And, as I understand it, that legislation was basically 
directed at cooperation with NATO partners, but in order for it 
to be applicable to other nations, the government had to make a 
determination that these -- this group of other nations were 
so-called major non-NAIO allies for the purposes of this 
Nunn-Quayle R&D research 


Q And that =- 

A There are other countries besides Israel in that 
category. I know Egypt, South Korea, Australia, Japan, perhaps 
another one 


Q And is that in relation to SDI or what? 


A No That's not in relation to SOI. You'd have 
to take a look at the Nunn-—Quayle amendment which is really in 
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the field of trying to enhance the whole area of armaments 
cooperation, so that we -- in early stages that we start 
cooperating even at the R&D level, and there's a certain pot of 
money available on the U.S. side that can be used in 
cooperative projects with allies. And there's a very elaborate 
process that's gone through mainly in NATO, but there are also 
these non-NATO allies that are eligible. 


Q And does it have relevance to the Biden-Levine 
Bill which is now before the Congress? 


A No. I don't see any relevance. 


Q Because it exempts “allies” from the new 
Congressional restrictions in arms sales. 


a) I don't know how that would play out technically, 
Jim, but this determination that's beina referred to now was 
made in conjunction with the other legislation that I talked 


about So [I just can't answer specifically that question 
Q And one -- 
A Because that is proposed legislation, in any 


case, for the time being. 


Q One final question Does the Secretary define an 
ally, or is it done by some other process? 


4 This is “ally” used in the informal sense It's 
not “ally” in the sense of a mutual security agreement or a 
treaty arrangement 


Q Because it sounded pretty formal yesterday the 
way Shamir talked about it. 


A Well, what I have described is what in fact has 
happened, and [ think that our famed but unnamed leading 
official who did a briefing yesterday also addressed that in 
very similar terms. 


Q Did the -- Chuck, is that an upgrading of the 
relations with Israel or -- because you have the strategic 
cooperation Is that upgrading, or what is it? 


s I've just explained what it means, in the context 
in which that determination was made That's what it means 
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Q Chuck, do you have anything on Beirut, their 
continued chaos? 


A The current violence and loss of life in Beirut, 
like similar situations in the past, regrettably have come to 
form a part of the way of life in Lebarcn It's deplorable, 
but there will be no end to it until che people of Beirut and 
Lebanon as a whole take up their responsibilities as a 
civilized community to overcome the chaos and factional strife 
besetting the country. 


As long as factional violence prevails, Lebanon will 
be fertile ground for outside influences to exploit. Until the 
Lebanese move to rid their country of the type of brutal 
anarchy now going on in the streets of West Beirut and in other 
parts of Lebanon, they will remain isolated from the world at 
large. 


For our part, we have consistently supported efforts 
toward the restoration of Lebanon's independence, sovereignty 
and unity under the Central Government, but there has to be a 
commitment among the Lebanese people themselves to strengthen 
their own Central Government institutions against violence. 


Q Could we have a copy of that? 
a Yes 


Q Can I come back to Shamir's visit, and the 
differences that the Secretary and Mr. Shamir expressed on the 
subject of international conferences? The Secretary's position 
is that -- very similar to the one expressed by the Israeli 
Foreign Minister, Mr. Peres, who is going to pursue the idea of 
an international conference 


Can we understand the State Department will cooperate 
with Israeli Foreign Ministry in spite of the open opposition 
of the Prime Minister? 


A It's not a question of cooperating with one part 
or another of the Israeli Government We deal with the [sraeli 
Government, and I wouldn't take that any further than that. 

The Secretary was speaking for our position the way we view 
this particular part of the issue of the peace process. That's 
a longstanding position that the Secretary and others have 
talked to for any number of months, or even years now. 
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Q Chuck, the Post repurts in Lebanon that there's a 
new element, something of an alliance of the Druze and leftists 
with a possible Soviet approval. 


Is the Administration aware of this -- concerned about 
it? 


a I think I've just read you a relatively lengthy 
statement concerning our view of what's happening in Lebanon 
and in Beirut. What you refer to seems to be another aspect of 
this Factional infighting that continues. 


I think that's all I could do in addressing that 
particular question. 


Q Chuck, to follow up on your statement, always you 
repeat that the people of Lebanon -- [ mean, there are the 
Syrian and Israeli elements which are keeping this war in 
Lebanon. Have you talked to Shamir about Israeli involvement 
in Lebanon? 


A We've consistently talked about the need for all 
outside forces to leave, for the central authority of the 
government to be restored. That's been part of our 
longstanding and, [I think, consistent posicion. 


Q So it is not the Lebanese people? They can't 
expel the [sraeli or the Syrian. I mean, you always name the 
Lebanese people. 


A It's a complicated question. I've just given you 
a long statement which tries to explain it as best we can. 
There is a responsibility as well on the part of the Lebanese 
people. [t's the factional infighting and strife that 
provides, I think as the statement says, a fertile ground for 
outside influence. 


-~- MORE -- 














-6- Wednesday, 2/18/87 


Q Chuck, another subject totally. Amnesty 
International is accusing the U.S. of violating some 
international treaties. Are you aware of their new report 
regarding -- 


A I haven't seen that. 


-— the outlawing execution of juveniles and the 
mentally retarded? But it's international agreements to which 
the U.S. is siqnatory. Do you have anything on that? 


a I haven't seen it at all. 


Q Do you have anything on the coming decision to 
lift sanctions against Poland? 


2) No, I don't have anything. 


Q Chuck, back on the subject that Ann broached. 
Has the Israeli Prime Minister asked the United States to 
change the immigration status of Soviet Jewish emigres from 
refugee to non-refugee? 


4 At this point, I don't have a full readout on the 
visit. That's going to be done at the White House at about 
2:00 this afternoon, again with a backgrounder by someone's 
who's been intimately involved in the visit So I don't know, 
in answer to your specific question, whether or not that's been 
raised. 


You're aware, 1 think, of our position on that 
particular question which is basically that it's a question of 
freedom of choice 


Q Do you have anything on the Anbassador from Papua 
New Guinea beyond what you had yesterday? 


a No, I don't realiy have anything further to 
offer. I might just add, in brief clarification to a question 
I think someone asked yesterday concerning whether or not, when 
I referred to “long-standing,” what exactly that referred to. 
As I understand it, “long-standing” referred to our basic 
policy of diplomatic immunity and what that means in terms of 
inability to arrest or prosecute 


What is more recent has been our efforts, on the part 
of the State Department, to draw the attention of law 
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enforcement officials to the fact that they do have this 
possibility if they so choose to move, at ieast, to a certain 


point. 


Q A Maryland Congressman apparently was denied 
permission by Czech police to visit with Czech dissidents. Do 
you have anything on that? 


a) This was in reference to a visit to Prague 
February 16 and 17 hy Congressmen Steny Hoyer, Chris Smith, and 
Albert Bustamante accompanied by members of the CSCE Commission 
staff. While there, they discussed a wide range of CSCE 
issues, especially human rights and human contacts with Czech 
officials. They also met with private Czechoslovak citizens. 


Although some noted activists were able to attend the 
meeting with the Congressmen, Czechoslovak authorities 
prevented other dissidents, notably playwrite Vaclav Havel, 
from doing so. We have expressed U.S. Government displeasure 
over the interference directly to the Czechoslovaks at the CSCE 
meeting in Vienna. 


Those actions by the authorities illustrate why poor 
Czechoslovak human rights performance remains a prominent issue 
in our relations with that country. 


Q On the Contras, do you have any further 
explanation today after -- or discussion yesterday -- of why 
the 4dministration has not gone forward with its request -- 
it's report which would trigger release of the final $40 
million of aid to the Contras? 


A No, I don't really have any way to take that any 
further. 


Q Wouldn't it be in the Administration's best 
interest to get that money released? I'm just confused about 
why the Administration would not want to have money released 
the very earliest possible moment. 


io) I don't know what all the factors are in the 
timing, whether it's money in the pipeline. I just don't know. 


—-MORE-- 
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Q Could you take that question? 


A I'll keep taking a look at it. If I can get 
anything, I will. 


Chuck, do you have anything new on the 
whereabouts of L[osif Begun? 


a No. I've looked into that again today, and we 
still can't confirm his status. 


Q Do you have the impression that Calero's 
resignation is a permanent thing or a temporary thing? 


A I don't have anything on that issue beyond what I 
had yesterday, which was rather considerable, [ think, and he 
himself has spoken to the question of his future intentions 
with regard to the Resistance. 


Q He said in a radio broadcast over September 15 
radio that he considered his departure to be temporary. 


A I just have no way to answer that. The 
Resistance leaders are working out their organizational 
arrangements. I know that he did say he planned to continue 
actively on the military side. 


Q New subject? Do you have any comment on the 
Soviet proposal or change in their proposal on chemical weapons? 


6 Yes, I do -~ rather extensive. (Laughter) 
Q Oh, dear! (Laughter) 


A Withdraw the question? (Laughter) Is there a 
show of hands? 


The February 17 statement made to the Conference on 
Disarmament by Soviet Ambassador Nazarkine on the CW 
negotiations needs careful study. It appears to contain some 
changes in the Soviet positions in that they have accepted 
portions of longstanding U.S. positions. If so, it's 
encouraging. For exampie, they now appear to accept 
declaration of all chemical weapon stockpile locations shortly 
after a CW convention enters into force, whereas in the past, 
they had opposed early declaration, preferring a phased 
approach to declarations of locations. The U.S., in contrast, 
has already made known publicly the location of all chemical 
weapon stockpiles in the U.S. 
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The discussion of challenge inspection contains some 
interesting elements. For example, they, the Soviets, appear 
to accept certain selected instances in which there could be no 
right to refuse an inspection for suspected use of chemical 
weapons and for CW facilities declared under convention. 


Our positions s.71] appear to be far apart in major 
areas. For example, the Soviets continue to insist on a right 
to refuse an inspection at undeclared facilities or locations 
which might be suspected of being used for activities in 
violation of the convention. In the U.S. view, it is precisely 
these undeclared facilities and locations which must be subject 
to a challenge inspection regime. 


The U.S. continues to believe that mandatory, 
short-—notice, on-site inspection is essential to an effectively 
verifiable treaty. So the bottom line is, we'll certainly 
examine it closely and pursue these issues further with the 
Soviets. 


Q Where are we in the talks? Is this round 
continuing, or? 


a) I don't know exactly the dates for this round. 
That could be easily gotten. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the February 18, 1987 daily press briefing: 


DIPLOMATIC IMM NITY AND PROSECUTION 





Q. How long has the Department been informing law 
enforcement authorities of their rights to investigate and 
file charges against diplomats? 


A. In October, 1984, the Department of State 
established the Accreditation Review Panel chaired by the 
Chief of Protocol and tne Director of the Office of Foreign 
Missions. One of the functions of this Panel has been to 
review both the Department's policies and practices with 
regard to possibple violations of the law by diplomatic 
personnel. As part of that review, it was determined in mid 
1985 that the Department ought, as a matter of practice in 
any case where there is a possible serious violation of U.S. 
law, should undertake to make certain that local law 
enforcement officials conduct as thorough an investigation 
as they would with non-diplomatic personnel. In that 
regard, the Department makes certain that local prosecutors 
ace aware that if tne facts warrant, they would not be 
barred by international law from either filing a criminal 
complaint or seeking an indictment of a diplomat. 


The incident involving the Papua New Guinea Ambassador 
is one that might involve such serious charges. Thus the 
Department contacted the U.S. Attorney's Office to inform 
them of their right to investigate and, if warranted, file 
charges, even though prosecution is barred while the 
Ambassador enjoys diplomatic immur ty. 


Instances of serious diplomatic misconduct are rare, 
and this is first such case brought to the attention of the 
U.S. attorney for the District of Columbia. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


February 18, 1987 


The Briefing Room 


2:00 P.M. EST 


MR. HOWARD: Good afternoon. We're about to begin our 
BACKGROUND readout briefing on the Shamir visit. For your 
information and not for publication, our briefer is the Qi 


Wim We run about 20 minutes. 
Q What do you know about Donald Regan? 
Q Yes, what about Regan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I regret the 
delay in starting the briefing, but I was trying to get an answer to 
that question before I came in. (Laughter.) 


Q What did you hear? 
Q Are you gOing to resign? (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Always thoughtful. 


Okay. Let me start out with an overview of some of the 
Subjects that were covered in the meetings yesterday and today. I 
think that the President's departure statement touched on the 
highlights -- certainly, Middle East peace, our search for a 
constructive approach to the Arab-Israeli reconciliation, the fact 
that our efforts have gone back over several years and he emphasized 
the discussions we've had over the last two years with Jordan, Egypt 
and Israel -- then emphasizing that our goal is a comprehensive 
settlement which requires direct bilateral negotiations. And any 
reasonable means of starting such direct negotiations, including an 
international conference, should be considered. Then he discussed -- 
touched on Iran and our bilateral relationship, concluding on Soviet 
Jewry. 


Yesterday in their meetings, the first meeting with the 
Secretary dealt principally with developments in the Israeli economy 
where the Prime Minister led off with a review of his government's 
efforts at tax reform, budget reduction, devaluation, improving the 
Capital market and privatization. He expressed his intent to 
continue working on each of those areas -- that he had not been 
Satisfied by the steps they had been able to v.ake up to now. 


We said we were certainly impressed by the steps they 
have done, and, yes, we think also that more can be done, and we will 
continue to work closely with the Israeli authorities on their 
economic reform program. 


The next meeting was a large session just before the 
statement to the press downstairs at the Department, which was a 
general review of the relationship. A number of problems and issues 
were discussed. 


The Prime Minister expounded then and repeated it again 
today 


MORE 








in his discussions with the President, his theme, which you heard in 
his departure statement, that the United States is standing tall in 
the region, in the world. And that the region, particularly the 
Middle East region, needs American ieadership. It was a broad review 
of regional issues, including the peace process. Again, certainly a 
discussion of how to get to direct negotiations and that aired the 
views of both sides very fully. 


Iran -- much on your minds yesterday and all of our minds 
the last weeks -~- was certainly discussed and along the lines that 
the President referred to it in the departure statement -- our 
opposition to Iranian use of force in terrorism, and that it was in 
our mutual interests to look to the future and not dwell in the past. 


C Well, did the word arms ever -- I mean, did what 
transpired in the past -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As soon as I finish my 
statement, I'll try to skip over your question. (Laughter.) 


Q That seems a logical place to ask it, at this point. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and we urged 
cooperation -- we urged cooperation on the subject of Iran with our 


authorities and this has been pledged. 
Q Wait a minute. 


Q Could you go through that again? Try that one more 
time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We urged -- speaking of 
the Iranian -- the set of issues -- the Iranian issue, the arms 
transfer, et cetera -- that we urged that the Israeli government 
cooperate and we have assisted the Israeli authorities in getting in 
touch with the appropriate investigating bodies here and they said 
that they will get in touch and they wiil cooperate. 


Q who's we? Was it the President who urged it 
directly to the Prime Minister? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In our conversations, in 
both sessions, yesterday and today. 


« The President did it today, is that it? 
Q On whose terms is this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can’t quote, 
precisely, the President on that, but I know that point was made and 
I believe that the President did, in his initial session with the 
Prime Minister this morning, which I -- 


Q Is that because of dissatisfaction with the written 
interrogatories? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No. There's -- I 
would say there is -- we're in the stage of discussing procedures 
between the two governments. They have said they will be in touch 
with our investigating bodies and they're certainly willing to 
cooperate with the Independent Counsel, the Tower commission, and of 
course, the two Congressional committees. 


Q It will be too late for the Tower commission -- 


Q Will they get statements from the people involved in 
that? Is that what they're going to do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just finish off. 
In the longer -- in the long session over lunch, the working lunch, 
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the topics included Soviet Jewry, our strategic cooperation, SDI, the 
VOA program, that is, the relay station in Israel, the situation in 
Northern Israel, then a general review of sort of a tour de raison -- 
that's French -- by the Prime Minister of the situation in Israel's 
neighbors -- 


Q He spoke in French? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I just spoke in 
French. I tried to simplify the situation. (Laughter.) 


Okay -- on Iranian Jews -- there was discussion of that. 
Oray. 


So, I noted in the Prime Minister's departure statement 
this theme of U.S. standing tall, need for U.S. leadexship in the 
region, his satisfaction that since the three years when he was last 
here as Prime Minister, the programs that -- the institutions he 
helped establish, the joint political military group, and the joint 
economic development group, had gotten irto real substance. 

Expressed displeasure with the free trade area, status as a major 
non-NATO ally that we discussed yesterday, renewed his call for 
direct negotiations with his neighbors, and expressed gratitude for 
the President's efforts on behalf of Soviet Jewry. 


Okay. Well, that's the sort of menu that was covered. 


Q Sir, how serious is the split between the U.S. and 
Israel on this procedural question of an international conference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've been discussing 
over the past two years, in fact, and longer, how to get to direct 
negotiations. Each party has its views. We've explored a variety of 
possible ways of getting to direct negotiations. There has been some 
measure of understanding in the course of our discussions with 
Jordan, with Israel, with Egypt. There was what I would say -- 
Gescribe as a sort of partial set of understandings, as far as 
proceeding to direct negotiations. If a conference were to be 
involved -- and this is a very familiar position to you all -- if a 
conference were to be involved, it would not be the type of 
conference -- we would not accept a conference 
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which sought to veto agreements reached between the parties or to 
impose its will upon the parties. 


Now there is no understanding between us -- full 
understanding between us and any of the parties about how to get to 
negotiations. These have been long -- prolonged talks. I do not 
believe there is a serious conflict -- serious split between us and 
Israel on this issue. Our goal is identical, which is a general 
peace settlement. The vehicle to get to that goal is direct 
negotiations, and we will explore any possible ways of getting to 
those direct negotiations, including a conference. 


Q Could we -- could I follow that up? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just -- 
Q All right. 


Q You said we don't have agreement with any of the 
participants, but you do seem to be now in understanding with the 
Israeli Foreign Minister because Mr. Peres was urging you to help 
cooperating on the international conference idea. Would you pursue 
the policy of an international conference with the Israeli foreign 
ministry in spite of the oppostion from -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are dealing and have 
been dealing for two and a half years with the National Unity 
government. We deal with that government. We don't get in -- we're 
not playing off one side of the government against the other. We 
have been very up-front from the beginning about our desire to be a 
full partner in peace and our efforts to explore all possible ways of 
getting to direct negotiations, which we think is the only path to 
peace. 


Q Can I follow up your original point? You say what 
the goal is -- direct negotiations. You say -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the goal is a 
general peace settlement, and I think, let's -- 


Q Well, all right, but I mean the mechanism is direct 
negotiations, and you talk about appropriate avenues, and yet the 
only one you ever specify -- you, the President and the Secretary of 
State -- is the one approach that Shamir seems to oppose -- a peace 
conference. Could you give us any other approaches that also are 
worthy of serious consideration or may even have been discussed with 
the Israelis besides an international peace conference? You say 
that's only one way. What are other ways? 


Q I love it. 
Q That was a look he gave you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How long a list do you 
want? 


Q Just name two or three. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, how about Jordan 
and Israel sitting down separately and negotiating a final peace 
agreement? 


Q But that's a non-starter, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You asking for logic, a 
list, or what? 


Q No, that you are discussing with Israel. That you 
are discussing with Israel. 





Q Viable. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All possible, I think -- 
I like to think all possible ways to get to these direct negotiations 
have been discussed, and they have involved -- I mean, we've touched 
on every possible grouping of partners in negotiations and all 
possible auspices for those negotiations. I can tell you that the 
principle which we started out with we remain firm on, which is no 
imposition, no veto, that the parties themselves have to reach these 
agreements. They are going to be darned hard to r2ach, and it would 
be naive on anyone's part to think that the world is going 
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to impose a special deal -- a special arrangement on any one of the 
parties. 


Q Did Prime Minister Sharir espouse the Marshall Plan 
proposal that Peres did when he was last here or did it -- was this 
brought up perhaps by the U.S. side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not discussed as 
such -- the Middle East Development Plan. We have been -- since this 
was first raised, we ave been in discussion with a number of 
European capitals, a number of our friends and allies, to encourage 
further contributions beyond what they're already making and, in 
fact, as you look at their foreign aid programs, countries in the 
Middle East region tend to top the list already of recipients of aid 
out of Europe, I'm thinking in particular. So, we have been pursuing 
how to get more resources into the Middle East from the 
industrialized nations. 


It has not -- I think the basic difficulty in talking 
about the Marshall Plan today is what it was when we first discussed 
it. There needs to be major political movement -- a major sense of 
political excitement in the area in order to get the governments -- 
Our government, othe. governments -- to go to its taxpayers and ask 
for massive pledges. 


Q What are the legal implications of Israel being 
given status of a major non-NATO ally? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I covered yesterday, 
Jim, the -- if I could quote myself at length -- the situation on 
major non-NATO ally status -- that about a year ago we'd asked the 
Congress to designate Israel along with several other close friends 
and allies -- not members of NATO, as using that phrase, a major 
non-NATO ally. To enable them to participate with us in joint 
research and development in the military area -- this was in accord 
with the Nunn-Quayle Act. So, it's focused on research and 
development in the military area. Now, we have other programs of 
cooperation and security, but that particular designation is tied to 
the legislation of Nunn-Quayle. 


Q Does it have a meaning in the bill now before 
Congress by Biden and Levine? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I don't think -- at 
least as I recall the draft of Biden-Levine, that does not -- that 
phrase is not used in the legislation. I think that that is -- they 
just list countries which will be granted access to American arms 
sales without special restrictions or special review. 


Q Can one expect now a deepening of the strategic 
cooperation between Israel and the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's a 


continuing effort to find ways to oppose outside area -- aggression 
from outside of the Middle East region and 
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we've had a number of talks about this and these will continue. It's 
a major concern for us and for Israel. So, I think that the 
substance developed to date -- this is an area we don't discuss 
publicly -- will be deepened inevitably with the discussions. I'd 
have to leave it at that. 


Q Sir, do you -- do you mean to be implying some 
dissatisfaction with Israeli cooperation in that the Tower Board has 
been told they will get written answers from all of the principals, 
Nir, Nimrodi, Schwimmer, Pimche. Now, since they'd already been told 
that, for the President to raise this issue and for you to be raising 
it with your counterparts, suggests some American concern that that 
is not adequate cooperation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not putting any 
judgment on it. Just saying we have -- 


Q Well, why was it brought up if they already agreed 
to this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have assisted and 
facilitated them as a government getting in touch with our 
investigative authorities and they have said they're going to 
cooperate. So, just how the cooperation will be worked out, that's 
continuing to evolve. 


Q Well, we've been told that the cooperation will be 
written interrogatories -- that it will not be interviews. Now, is 
that satisfactory? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not taking 
-- I'm not taking any position on that today. 


Q Let me ask this: Did the President suggest to the 
Prime Minister or anyone else that he meet with the Tower commission 
while he's here? Was that request made to him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That the Prime Minister 
meet -- 


Q -- meet with the Tower commission while he's here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think that 
was specifically made. It was stated as a general principle that 
Israel has -- we've heard from Israel. It is willing to cooperate 
with the Tower commission, with the others. And we've helped put 
them in touch as a government, helped put the government of Israel in 
touch with those autho.ities. We're not going to get into details, 
but we've been in particular touch with a senior member of his staff 


Q Well, has the Israeli government interrogated these 
people that are involved, sir? 


Q You said earlier -- you said earlier -- 
Q Has the government interrogated them? 
Q You said earlier in talking about Iran that they 


decided that they should focus on the future -- the President said 
they should focus on the future, not the past. Was there any 
discussion at all of the details of the Iran arms sale -- any attempt 
at all to try to reconcile the contradictions between the U.S. in 
view of what happened in the Israeli view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe that was 
done in detail during these meetings. The President's emphasis, as 
the Secretary's emphasis has been, that decisions taken by the United 
States government were and are the responsibility of the United 
States government. And we're not trying to make any scapecvat out of 
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Israel. 


Q Well, when you say it wasn't done in any detail, 
that makes it sound like there was some effort to try to resolve -- 
not a question of blame, it's a question of trying to understand what 
happened. I'm just wondering whether or not the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- no, not in 
these meetings. This was not the -- 


Q So, there was no discussion, really, at all of the 
arms sale -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- this was not putting 
the past history -- 


Q Say again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was not putting it 
under a microscope and going through the files -- 


Q To follow on that -- did Mr. Shamir make an 
undertaking not to ship or sell any arms to Iran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have mace very plain 
our 
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convictions, as expressed in what is known as Operation Staunch, that 
there should should be no arms sales to Iran from any party, and that 
includes Israel. 


Q How about to South Africa? 
Q And the Israeli reply, did they sign up for that? 
Q It's Operation Flow from there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: They -- well, let's let 
the government of Israel decide for itself on that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said that they talked about 
Iranian Jews can you give us in what cor-text that came up in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the context of a 
discussion on Iran that the -- and the region -- this sort of tour 
that the -- questions that the Prime Minister addressed about his 
neighbors and about the situation in the region. 


Q Did the Pollard case come up in the discussion at 
all? Was there any discussion of that at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes, if you were 
at the Department yesterday, the Prime Minister made a point of 
saying this had been a painful episode for Israel. As you know, we 
protested to the government of Israel at the outset of the Pollard 
affair. We're not getting into any further details from the podium 
these days because the case remains subjudiciary. How about that? 


Q Was it discussed -- was it discussed -- was it 
discussed with the President? 


Q Arms sales? 

Q Mr. Secretary, did Mr. Shamir restate or retract his 
opposition to the national peace conference while he was meeting with 
the President? And what are the impediments in the -- for progress 


in the Middle East now? 
Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, will you 
repeat that again, please? Did Mr. Shamir express his view on an 
international -- 


Q No, did Mr. Shamir retract -- no, did he retract his 


opposition, like he said yesterday, while he was meeting with the 
President on the peace conference -- international peace conference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mr. Shamir did put his 
emphasis, as he has said in public, on the need to get together 
directly with the parties concerned. This was not a major -- major 
discussion with the President. 

Q What did the President say in regard to that? 


Q What are the impediments now in the peace process -- 
to move ahead from now? Like, have you reached an agreement on the 
Palestinian representation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to get off 
on this today? 


Q Can we look at arms sales? 
Q Whatever he gets off on is all right with me. 


Q Did Shamir offer any indications that Israel was 
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about to relax its attitude of arms sales -- of the U.S. -- sales of 
U.S. arms to Arab nations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've taken the occasion 
of his visit to refer to our interests in supporting our friends -- 
moderate Arabs, in the region, and that includes being in a position 
to help them in -- help them meet their security needs. That was 


discussed. 
Q Can I just clarify -- 
Q Did they raise objectives -- 


Q Can I just clarify one point? On the Pollard case 
you said -- you were asked, did it come up, and you said, yes, and 
you quoted Shamir. Shamir, yesterday, at the State Department said, 
no, it did not come up. 


Q That's right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you had the 
advantage yesterday. Perhaps you were standing out front. I was on 
the side. 
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I have the quote that this was a painful episode for Israel. 

Q Did he -- 

Q -- said no. 

Q Oh, Pollard? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pollard. 

Q You said it wasn't discussed -- 

Q Oh, that Pollard. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me correct the 
record on that. That -- I was referring to his, I guess answering a 
question yesterday at the Department. 

Q And it didn't come up -- 

SENIOR A™'\INISTRATION OFFICIAL: I did not come up today. 

MR. HOWARD: We'll take a couple more. 

Q -- Palestinians. What Palestinians will be taking 
part in the international conference? You talk about Egypt, Jordan 


-- the Palestinians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said representative 
and credible Palestinians. 


Q Who -- 
Q Who are these -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's one of the 
ongoing topics -- one of the -- 


MR. HOWARD: I think Charles -- 


Q What did the President have in mind when he talks 
about looking to the future in relationship with Iran? 


Q What? What's he talking about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What he has very much in 
mind is that before there can be anything like a normal relationship 
with Iran, Iran has got to clean up its act on terrorism and end the 
fighting in the Iraq-Iran war; that Iran has rejected every effort, 
every offer of mediation and compromise in that war. But that -- and 
we would expect both subjects to be addressed by Iran before we could 
have a normal relationship -- 


Q Any -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -<-=- but looking forward 
to the future, as we've said -- I think as the Secretary said in late 
January at the Senate -- a Senate hearing, we do look forward to a 
more normal relationship. Of course we do. , 

Q Just one question. 

Q If I can follow, does that suggest -- 

MR. HOWARD: -- take the last question from -- over here. 


Q -- ongoing contacts at any time now or in the 
immediate future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry -- yes? 
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Q Was the issue of Israel's strategic cooperation or 
arms agreements witii South Africa brought up and whether or not it 
should continue? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was were 
Israel's agreements with South Africa and arms sales to South Africa 
brought up. 


Q And vice versa. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not going to 
comment on the details of our exchanges on this. The topic was 
discussed. As you know, there's going to be -- there is a 
requirement that the administration report to the Congress. I 
believe that's due in the next several weeks under the Comprehensive 
Anti-Apartheid Act. We're getting the necessary information together 
on that -- for that report. And we'll be fully requiring -- fully 
complying with the requirements of Congress. 


Q But it was brought up? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:27 P.M. EST 








ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
THE DEPARTMENT'S 1986 HUMAN RIGHTS REPORT 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR HUMAN RIGHTS 
AND HUMANITARIAN AFFAIRS RICHARD SCHIFTER 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1987, 9:04 AM. 


MR. MARTINEZ: Ladies and Gentlemen, good morning. 


As annaunced, Ambassador Schifter will brief you now 
ON-THE-RECORD. The subject is the Human Rights Reports which 
were made available yesterday, embargoes for noon today. 


Thank you. 
° ASSISTANT SECRETARY SCHIFTER: Thank you. 


Ladies and gentlemen, when I[ appeared here a year ago 
on the occasion of the release of the Human Rights Reports for 
1985, many of the questions posed focused on the Philippines. 
The election had just taken place. The votes were being 
counted, and President Marcos was still in power. 


It was suggested at the time that we place our 
confidence in the people of the Philippines. [The events over 
the last year have demonstrated that the people of the 
Philippines have, in fact, come through. 


There are a great many problems still ahead, but 
democracy and respect for human rights have once again 
established firm roots in the Philippines. 


The year 1986 also brought an end to dictatorship in 
Haiti An elected government is not as yet in place there, but 
the National Governing Council has effectively guaranteed 
freedom of expression and association in Haiti. 


Steps are being taken to build democratic institutions 
in a country which has not known them before According to the 
present time table, an elected government is expected to be in 
place by February 1988 





That is not to say that problems of governmental 
structure are the only problems facing Haiti. There is, above 
all, the difficulty posed by the country's poverty and weak 
economy. A great’'deal will still have to be done to place 
Haitian democracy on sound footing. 


Another country in which significant human rights 
progress was noted in 1986 was Guatemala. In an orderly 
transition from a military regime to the first democratically 
elected civilian government in 20 years, President Cerezo, a 
national legislature, and 330 mayors, all chosen in the 195 
elections, took office on January 14, 1986. 


Though Guatemala, too, is beset with problems arising 
out of economic difficulties, random acts of violence, and the 
aftermath of past human rights abuses, its new democracy has 
eapned it respect and recognition 


Elsewhere in the western hemisphere, we continue to be 
concerned about human rights problems in Chile, Cuba, 
Nicaragua, Paraguay, and Suriname, all of which is spelled out 
in our report 


The most troubling development on the human rights 
scene in 1986 was, of course, the sharp deterioration of human 
rights conditions in South Africa over the last half of the 
year. To the long-standing problem created by apartheid, there 
was added last year, the new state of emergency imposed on June 
12, 1986, which has been steadily tightened since then 


It has been estimated that 20 thousand persons were 
detained under the state of emergency and that 10 thousand 
remained in detention by the end of the year A great many of 
the detained persons are under the age of 18, some even under 
the age of 15 


We continue to be deeply concerned by South Africa's 
denial of basic human rights to a majority of its citizens we 
continue to see dialogue among all South Africans as the only 
way to effect positive change 


The experience over the last year has, we believe, 
demonstrated that violence results in counterviolence and 
repression, which causes more violence and more repression, all 
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We deeply hope that South Africans can turn from the 
self-destructive course on which they seem to have embarked and 
rededicate themselves to the search for a peaceful solution 








In Europe we noted with satisfaction the release of 
Poland's political prisoners. You will hear from us more fully 
on this subject later in the day 


Though our. comprehensive report covers the year 1986, 
we cannot, at this time, totally ignore developments in the 
area of human rights since the beginning of this year. Let me, 
therefore, touch briefly on recent events in the People's 
Republic of China and in the Soviet Union. 


The Government of the People's Repubiic of China, some 
years ago, made certain basic decisions to improve the 
efficiency and productivity of its economy. It came to the 
clearly correct decision that a more decentralized and open 
system, a system based on incentives, was needed to improve 
production. 

Political openness was not joined in to this new 
economic openness. I[t has, however, gradually developed as an 
inevitable consequence of the relaxation of controls. It has 
also, unstandably, whetted the appetite of a good many, 
particularly of young people who have shown a new zest for 
freedom of expression 


This new zest was clearly in evidence in the recent 
demonstrations We regret the steps that have been taken that 
constitute steps back, but we sincerely hope that in due time 
the trend toward greater openness and greater freedom will be 
in evidence again 


We have the same hopes for the Soviet Union. We do 
not believe that history has condemned any people to eternal 
autocratic rule The natural human desire for freedom must 
inevitably come to the fore, whatever the governmental creed 
cultural inhibitions might be 


Having said that, let me emphasize that it is 
critically important that we assess the recent initiatives by 
General Secretary Gorbachev correctly We should neither 
underestimate what has happened nor should we overestimate it 


In a speech which I gave in Chicago a few days ago, I 
dwelled on this subject at some length The speech is today 
available for distrabution 


The point I sought to make there, to summarize it 
briefly, was that the release of persons from prison prior to 
the end of the term for whcih they have been sentenced is to be 
welcomed on purely humanitarian grounds. 








It ends the suffering of the persons directly 
affected, their families, and their friends Similarly, the 
policy of Glasnost has expanded the scope of cultural 
expression somewhat, provided a somewhat greater range of 
information about events inside the Soviet Union, and allowed 
somewhat more breathing space for a great many average Soviet 
citizens, but it is not freedom yet, not by a long shot 


We note, moreover, that the prisoners who were 
released were pressured to sign admissions of guilt and 
promises that they would not engage in anti-government 
activities Many political and religious prisoners remain 
incarcerated 


Moreover, as the Soviet Union has not as yet embarked 
on a program of economic reform of the kind which 1s now in 
evidence in China, we cannot in the Soviet case speak as yet of 
political changes which will inevitably accompany a relaxation 
of economic controls 


There is, to be sure, some talk of a new approach to 
economic enterprise, of another look at the Hungarian model 
But so far it is only talk 


There has been expectation and occasionally vague 
hints have been dropped that improvements in emigration 
figures are in the offing Yet. for the last 15 months, month 
after month, the emigration figures remain at extraordinarily 
low levels, rarely exceeding 100 The January 1987 figure, for 
example, was 98 

We need to add that a new Soviet law promulgated in 
1986 restricts the pool of persons that might qualify for 
emigration, in violation of the Helsinki Final Act, to persons 
who have spouses, children, parents or sibdlings abroad But 
even within this narrow group, only a very small number have so 


far been allowed to leave 
Let me end on that somber note 


Yes 


Q In the Middle fast, are there any particular 
cases of countries showing either dramatic improvement or 
last year?’ 
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A Neitner 


Q So the status quo 1s the same as the ‘85 report 








7 Aa Well, you know, there were minor changes here and 
there, but nothing really very significant 


Q Mr “Secretary, would you have any particular 
comments on the Polish part of the report in view of the fact 
that President Reagan is going to announce today the lifting of 
the sanctions against Poland? 


2) Well, you will find that the report speaks for 
itself What we note is that since the two amnesties of last 
year, the one in July and the one in September, practicaily al! 
persons who were charged with -- as a natter of fact, all 
persons who were charged with purely offenses of speech, have 
been released, and there is a very small number of additional 
persons now in prison who, we believe, can be appropriately 
deemed political prisoners That we consider a significant 
step forward 

There are other aspects of the Polish situation where 
it is our sincere hope that we will continue to see further 


progress 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q Mr. Secretary, a few questions, please 


Is this document a political and ideological document 
as well as a piecé of reporting? 


A For people who believe in democracy, I would say 
it is an ideological document It's based on the belief in 
democracy and human rights. and 1 suppose that is ideological 


Q Beyond that, is there a coloration, a slant 
reinterpretation given to the facts as provided from the 
Embassy reports? 


m the answer is “No 
Q A flat "No." 
a "No." 


Q In reading the section on Central America, I was 
struck by the striking difference, if you will, between the 
perception on the Hill over the Contras' human rights record 
and your report's assessment of it Can you explain the 
difference in the assessments? 


- All I can tell you is what our assessment is 
[I'm not sure; ['ve not been engaged in any lengthy 
conversations on the Hill I don't know exactly whom you have 
in mind 


Q Well, among the people who voted for instance 
in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee yesterday -- ll to 9 
to cut off aid In reading your section on the Contras, there 
was little or no sense that there were serious human rights 


abuses under way or had been®rn the last year What 1s your 
assessment of that? 


As far as the situation of the Contras 1s 
concerned, what we're talking about there, let re just say, is 
the question of the rules of engagement that are followed t 
what extent, for example, are civilians being killed in in a 
particular setting 


That is really what we're talking about, is that rigt 
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As far as that is concerned, let me simply say that 
there are a good many conflicting reports in a good many 
situations. The problem in any of these settings is that no 
U.S. person or anyone that we can consider an appropriate 
observer is present in any of these settings. You have a 
particular group of Contras getting into a hamlet There are 
then conflicting reports We can't be sure in any of these 
Situations as to precisely what may have happened. 


Q But in the documents reporting on the 
Sandinistas' abuses, you seem to be sure 


fe) Well, in a qood many situatioas you have 
governmental action You see, this is a fundamental 
difference fhere are certain things that are happening in 
Managua that you can really verify 


Q We're talking about the field role in the report 


“ What I'm talking about is in terms of what the 
report refers to concerning conditions in Nicaragua as to what 
happens in Managua - there are specific facts set forth that 
are established in Managua by visible governmental action 


There's a fundamental difference here between the 
Situation where you say that so-and-so has been taken to a 
police prison and was killed there when we have evidence, as | 
say, as to the situations that went on in a governmental 
setting as against clashes military clashes -- out in the 
field someplace 


Q Why is it 


A There's a fundamental difference between the two 


Q But you like to report and make it seem that 
these clashes off in the field somewhere are not terribly 
important 


I'm not saying that, no 
But you're saying 
There's a war going on You see, there's a war 


going on fhe people are being killed; there's no question 
about that 





Q But in the report 


a There's a fundamental difference between that and 
the police coming’ around and picking you up in your home, 
taking you over to the jail -- torturing you and killing you 
This is something that is significantly different in terms of 
what it is that we can pick up on it It is distinct from the 
case of a particular group going into a hamlet, and reports 
emerge after that as far as the fighting was concerned that 
some civilians were killed 


There's. a fundamental difference between the two And 
I think this has to be realized 


In other words, 1n one situation, you have a 
government in place ina particular locality such as Managua 
which is a city of some size - and certain things are going on 
that a great many people observe, as distinct From a clash ina 
particular village or hamlet a military clash - where God 


knows what may have happened 


And in particular, also let me make a point here 
that in a good many of these situations you do face Sandinista 
disinformation that comes out of these settings 


Q Is there any American disintormation in your 
report? (Laughter. ) 


A As far as I'm concerned, ‘o 
You laugh 


Yes 


. 
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Q but 1n a previous year we might not have ask 
that question But considering what's happened in the last 
year 


I've given you an answer The answer 15 
"No " 


a different 


Q part of the world? You mention the 
Philippines as encouraging in Asia What about South Korea?’ 
You seem to have given it you know, a slap on the wrist but 
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not much serious criticism 
somewhat different? 


If you look at our reports, 
slap on the wrist We indicate our 
very, very clearly 
Q Well, can you restate them? 
s Basically, our fundamental 
the continuing reports on torture We have not 
particular point clear in our discussion in 


also spoken to that subject in press 


brietings 


none of them 
concerns about South Korea 


concern there is 


Don't you find the situation there 


1s a 


with 
only made this 
our report but have 


Quidance and some of our 


Q How would you assess the situation as compared 
to, sav, a year ago? 

A Unfortunately, we are dealing with a problem that 
has been a problem for some time of torture by the police - 
and also unduly heavy sentences for politically motivated minor 
offenses, overreaction by the police in dealing with 
demonstration 

While we're on that subject let me also say that if 
you just go north of that border you're dealing with probably 
the worst human-right ffender in the world North Korea 1 
the one country that comes losest [ wou.id say, to George 
Orwell's model of a 1984 state 

Yes? 

Q l haven't had time to read the report yet 50 
this is based only on that ignorance But in the previous 
report you cited often the Freedom House listings of countries 
as "free," “unfree, ‘partially free Are you using that ir 
this yeer,; and if so, what 1 the vaiue fr that in sort of a 
outside private agency’ 

4 Yes As a matter fr fact we have dealt with 
question that you have just posed and we have omitted it 

Q I'm sorry How have you 

Ie) We have ended that practice You can look at the 
Freedom House reports but we decided we would not repeat the 
classification for the reason that was indicated in your 


question 





Yes. 


Q Have you read the America's Watch Report? %nd if 
you have, what's your reaction to that report? 


A The answer is --— you're talking about the Watch 
Report generally? 


Q Yes 


A I've read it And as you will find from looking 
at our report, we might be in agreement with some of what is 
said there; we're in disagreement with quite a number of other 
comments. 


And, as a matter of fact, we're going to release in 
the next few weeks a full response to all the issues posed by 
the report Where we find ourselves in agreement, we will say 
sO When we're in disagreement, we'll say so as well. 


Q Who's the greatest violator of human rights in 
Latin America? 


a Cuba 


Q Could you give an assessment of the human right 
Situation in [Israel and in the territories’ 


A You will find it in the report I've tried 


Q Some of us weren't able to get copies of the 
report, so if you could, please 


A Well, as far as [srael is concerned, it's a 
democratic state It has deficiencies like other democratic 
states have It has also strengths like other democratic 
States have The territories are an area occupied by the 
Israeli army in the absence of a peace settlement And [I'm 
sure that until a peace settlement is made, problems of the 
kind that do arise ina state of war and occupation will 
continue to exist We set them forth in some detail in our 
report 


Q In South Africa, are there any positive aspects 
to the situation they have? 


a The situation 15 very grim right now 
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Q No positive picture, you're sure? Last year you 
Cited there's a positive -- 


A No.’ 
ge - group in 


A Well, you see, what you will find, as the report 
points out, is that precisely because the judiciary was a 
strength --— as it were -- in the system, the impact of the 
state of emergency that has been declared has been very, very 
serious, because this 1S a way in which the executive branch 
essentially can proceed without reference to the judiciary 


That is the problem 
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Q What about Turkey? Can you tell us what you found 


there? 


A- I think the situation, while it still has 
problems, has significantly improved. You have a government 
which is, at this particular point, an elected government, 
gaining strength and support from the general public, and 
trying to stamp out the human rights problems that have existed 
in the past. 


The question of police brutality and torture is one 
which is now fully discussed in the [Turkish press, fully 
discussed in the furkish Parliament, and they are making, 
obviously, an effort to get on top of it. I'm not suggesting 
that they have succeeded, but at least, there is progress there 


Q In your introduction to the report, you said that 
two American diplomats who were stationed in the Soviet Union 
were declared persona non grata in connection with their work 
in drafting the report 





Can you provide some more details of when that 
happened, what kind of activities they were involved in? 


A Yes The two that we are talking about were the 
Human Rights officers in Moscow and Leningrad, respectively. 
Let me just explain that - as a matter of fact, I'm going to 
testify about this on the Hill later today [ am going to 
speak about this in further detail The question was asked 
about the preparation of our reports. The first draft of any 
report is being done at the Embassy; it's being done by the 
Human Rights officers at the Embassies, someone who is 
designated to be the Human Rights officer 


[In some Embassies, the Human Rights officer also has a 
number of other duties Obviously, the Human Rights officer in 
Switzerland, for example, doesn't have much to do as a Human 
Rights officer; he does a lot of other things But in the 
Soviet Union, being Human Rights officer is a full-time job 
You report on what is going on, what you hear from the public 
media to the extent to which it is covered, but you also try to 
be in touch with the people in the private sector - 
dissidents, anyone who has information on what it is that is 
going on concerning human rights, and you report on that basis 
of the conversations and contacts that you have made. 


The two officers in question, Michael Matera and Dan 
Grossman, were responsible for doing nothing other than Human 
Rights reporting, and they were among those who were declared 
persona non grata back in September, [ guess. 














Q One of the America's Watch criticisms on 
Nicaragua is that in your reporting on contra violations, it's 
largely drawn on Sandinista newspaper accounts, which the State 
Department report’ then discounts as unreliable and verifiable. 
They say that you've not really looked at the evidence 
presented by a lot of the human rights organizations in the 
region and U.S. press accounts, which also document some 
cases. 


What do you make of that? 


A well, let me just simply say, we look at all of 
it and we then try to reach a conclusion on the basis of having 
looked at these matters 


Q Let me ask you about -- you mentioned your 
reporting methods in the Soviet Union. What reporting methods 
do you have with the contras? How do you rebut the argument 
that these are people they give a lot of money to, and there 
should be some system that we could have for monitoring their 
compliance with human rights? 


) There has been set up a human rights office, a 
human rights association, under the leadership of Marta 
Patricia Baltadano, whose task it is indeed to try to monitor 
events of this kind, and go on to stay on top of it, and take 
appropriate action 


This entire process has just recently gone into effect 
in terms of when the money was available [t is something that 
we are supporting financially As I say, the money became 
available sometime in November, and the office is now being set 
up and has started to operate to do precisely what you were 
talking about. 


Q Would you speak about the situation in Iran, 
particularly with the persecution of religious? 


A Yes. The situation in Iran 1s continuing to be 
quite grim, and particularly the problem of the Bahai is 
continuing. Additional Bahai were executed - 


Q What about Jews there? 


fs) Under Well, let me just say this, that there 
is a difference between the way Jews are treated and the way 
the Bahai are treated in that the Jews are, at least in terms 
of the theology of the count«cy, are recognized as a, let's put 
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it this way, as a legitimate religion. [The Bahai differ in 
that regard in that they are considered apostates. And with 
regard to Bahai, a continuing effort is being made to have them 
recant their religion, and, as they would put it, return to 
Islam. 


It is a country of the Shiite Moslems and the Shiite 
Moslem rule, and therefore, any religion other than the 
official state religion is seriously at a disadvantage. On top 
of that, of course, as Far as the status of the Jews is 
concerned, the position taken by Iran vis-a-vis Israel is one 
that underlines the pressure that would be put on the Jewish 
community. But as I say, there is a distinction, 
theologically, between the way Jews and Bahai are treated. And 
the Bahai are, no doubt, the ones most seriously persecuted. 


Q Could you comment on the situation in Sri Lanka? 
There have been several human rights groups which have noted 
disappearance of families 


is) Yes. Again, our report deals with this issue 
fully. We are concerned about the problems that arise out of 
the intercommunal violence in Sri Lanka, as between the 
Sinhalese and the famils It is a serious problem, and we have 
expressed our concern about violence, really, on both sides. 
But in view of the fact that one expects the government to 
adhere to appropriate standards of human rights, we have 
expressed our concern to the Government of Sri Lanka. 


Q Do you feel that the government has adhered to 
those standards of human rights? 


A The government, yes The government is certainly 
trying to -- if you're talking about President Jayewardene, 
he's certainly trying. to live up to these standards The 
question is, in a good many of the situations, about elements 
of the army being out of control 


Q Are [ranian Jews Free to emigrate, or are they 
under some sort of de facto communal house arrest? 


A They are not free to emigrate As a matter of 
fact, no one is free to emigrate from Lran On the other hand, 
my understanding is that this is not always something that can 
very easily be controlled Ihe borders are not as impermeable 
as, let's say the borders of East Germany or the Soviet Union 


Q Mr. Secretary, reporting by Western 
correspondents, including many American correspondents, from 








atin 


Nicaragua has repeatedly underlined that the anti-personpel 
mines which have taken the lives of a significant number of 
non-combatants, including children, are the work of the 
U.S.-—backed contras. 


According to the report that you released today, the 
mines are the work of the Sandinistas. Can you deal with this 
collision of perceptions? 


A Well, you know, one of the things that we simply 
have to keep in mind is that a certain situation, or certain 
situations arise frequently where there is a difference between 
reporting and the spread of disinformation, and then you simply 
say that as far as anyone who believes in the Leninist creed is 
concerned -- and Nicaragua is run by people who have made it 
very clear that they are believing Leninists. The whole 
concept of bourgeoisie, as Lenin put it, is out the window -- 
that you can invent things any time you want to, and spread the 
information if you can find somebody who is prepared to listen 
to you. 


I'm not suggesting that problems don't exist, that 
certain things nay be happening that we certainly would 
strongly disapprove of But the fact that there are assertions 
being made is something which,”“in a good many situations, is 
simply the result, as I say, of Leninist disinformation. It 
might be true, but in many cases, it is not true. 


Q Is your message that the contras are not 
violating human rights 


MR. MARTINEZ Excuse me Did you have a question? 
Q Yes 


Mr. Ambassador, in ,our estimation, has the issuance 
of these reports in past years had any impact, positive or 
negative, on the human rights practices in countries concerned’ 


4 This is always a good question that we have to 
ask ourselves, to what extent is our effort beneficial? I 
think the answer is yes [t's very interesting to note how, 
immediately after our reports are issued, first of all, the 
great interest that is taken in the reports themselves 


I want to say that in years past, in February, when 
these reports were released, I would usually be at the session 
of the United Nations Human Rights Commission It was very 
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interesting to see that some of the very serious offenders 
would be very much interested in immediately getting a copy of 
the report involving their country to just see what's going 

on But beyond that, in the job in which I've now been for the 
last 15 months, I’ find that very often, I get visits from local 
embassies that want to discuss the report, that will take issue 
with one statement or another, for example, and then we have a 
full discussion on it 


The impression that m left with is that as far as a 
good many of the countries are concerned, these reports are 
taken seriously; and to the extent to which they can “clean up 
their act," as it were, they really want to do so I'm 
familiar with a number of situations where action was taken to 
improve human rights, a particular human rights problem, 
practically with our deadline in mind, to make sure that it 
still gets into the report for 1986 


@m 


Q Can you give an example? 

- I'd rather not, but I can tell you it really 
happens 

Q Thank you, Mr. Ambassador 

6 nank you 








THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


February 19, 1987 
The Briefing Room 
11:48 A.M. EST 


MR. HOWARD: We're going to beg.n our BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
now on the lifting of Polish sanctions. For your information and not 
for publication, our briefer is the 


Q The future Ambassador to Moscow, following the 
footsteps of Arthur Hartman. 


MR. HOWARD: Marlin Fitzwater's briefing will follow 
right on this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I'd like to make a 
few points before questions. The President decided to lift the 
remaining economic sanctions against Poland and announced this 
decision in a ceremony that's just taken place. 


Q No coverage of that ceremony? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was -- 
MR. HOWARD: I think there will be a photo release. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be a photo 
release, yes. 


Q You can't ask a photo a question. 
Q That's the idea. (Laughter.) 
Q Why did you change your story -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The event was attended 
by members of the Polish-American community, by Congressmen, by 
personalities concerned with U.S.-Polish relations. 


The President's actions restored Most Favored Nation 
tariff treatment for Polish exports to the United States and Polish 
eligibility for official credits and credit guarantees from the 
United States. 


The President took this decision in the context of a 
step-by-step process of reengaging dialogue with Poland and taking 
into account a broad range of authoritative views, including those of 
key Polish leaders. In particular, the President responded to the 
views of Lech Walesa, the leader of Solidarity, speaking for 
Solidarity; and Cardinal Josef Glemp, the Primate of the Roman 
Catholic Church in Poland. Solidarity and the Church believe that 
the sanctions have outlived their usefulness and that their removal 
is an appropriate way for the United States to help the Polish 
people. This view is shared by leaders of the Polish-American 
community which, through them, has expressed its concern over 
Poland's economic plight. 


The President's policy all along has been to encourage 


MORE 











the Polish authorities to lift martial law, to release the political 
prisoners, and to pursue genuine national reconciliation. It is 
based on our concern for human rights in Poland. The policy has not 
changed. Rather the situation in Poland has changed to the point 
where those forces in Poland which advocate respect for human rights, 
greater pluralism, and more freedom have joined in urging us to 
reenforce our ties with Poland and with the Polish people. 


We have made clear to the Polish government that future 
progress in our relations will depend on its willingness to pursue 
national reconciliation, its willingness to rely on dialogue rather 
than on arrests and harrassment in dealing with dissent, and on our 
evaluation of the overall human rights situation in Poland. 


We have a number of concerns out on the table, serious 
concerns. 
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We're concerned about the continued detention of a limited number of 
individuals on criminal charges for acts which appear to us to have a 
political component. Release of these individuals would improve the 
environment in which progress in developing bilateral relations could 
take place. 


We're also concerned about the regime's new system of 
punitive fines and confiscation of property designed to disrupt the 
activities of Poles who are trying to give real meaning to the 
concept of national reconciliation. 


We are concerned that Solidarity remains illegal under 
Polish law. We note, however, that it continues to exist as a force 
and an important force within Polish society. We believe that the 
Polish government should live up to the obligations it undertook in 
the Madrid CSCE final document in 1983 regarding the rights of trade 
unionists to freely organize. 


So, those are concerns that remain outstanding. 
Nevertheless, it seemed to the President that removal of sanctions is 
a matural next step in his policy at this time. 


Martial law was lifted in 1983. A series of amnesties 
have set free those legally defined as political prisoners. And all 
the key Polish leaders now agree that lifting sanctions as part of a 
step-by-step process is a useful way for us to encourage toleration, 
dialogue and movement toward genuine and meaningful national 
reconciliation. 


So, why don't I leave it there and take your questions. 
Q How effective were the sanctions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's hard to tell, 
as is usually the case with sanctions. I'm not a sanctions theorist. 


Q Well, is there a dollar figure or some kind of 
impact on the Polish economy that can be measured? 


SENIOR ADMINSITRATION OFFICIAL: The Poles themselves set 
a very high figure -- $15 billion. That's the figure that they use. 
We don't -- we can't quantify it. Suspension of Most Favored Nation 
tariff treatment -- in the wake of that, Polish exports to this 
country have fallen from something like $427 million in 1978 or ‘79 
-- I don't remember exactly -- to something in the neighborhood of 
$250 million now. 


Q What was that figure? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 
Q What was that figure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Polish exports to the 
United States. So, there has been a penalty. We would like to think 
that the sanctions did have an effect in encouraging the Polish 
government to take our concerns into account to the extent that they 
wanted to have a decent relationship with us, which was the purpose 
of applying them in the first place. 


Q What will your expectation be of the effect cf the 
lifting of the sanctions on the Polish economy? Anything -- any 
immediate effect or what's the near-term -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Weil, they will now have 
Most Favored Nation tariff treatment, whic - tariffs will be 
considerably lower on their exports to the -..ed States and they 
will have a chance 
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to compete in our market on the basis of MFN tariffs, so probably 
there will be some effect. On the other hand, it is a very 
competitive market and probably some of the traditional markets they 
have lost in the meantime. 


On financial issues, we will be approaching financial 
issues -- loan applications and the like -- on a case-by-case basis, 
on their economic and financial merits. And Polish credit 
worthiness, at this point, as we understand it appears to be fairly 
low. So, I wouldn't expect any rapid increase in terms of credits. 
There will be no manna from heaven flowing from this decision. 


Q You mentioned a series of events over the last 
couple of years that prompted the change in the President's policy. 
What accounts for the timing now and have there been any particular 
assurances or changes from the Polish government that prompted the 
move at this time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The main events, which I 
mentioned were the lift of martial law in 1983 and a series of 
amnesty. We recognize the significance of those steps. On the other 
hand, we were very cautious because -- and we actually responded to 
some of those amnesties by lifting some of the lesser sanctions. We 
were Cautious, however, because there were rearrests in the wake of 
those amnesties and we felt it important to be very careful and 
prudent in responding to this one. Our response to the final amnesty 
in September was to engage in this process of step-by-step dialogue. 
Five months have now gone by since that amnesty was declared and 
there have been no new arrests for political motives. 


We have raised the issue with the Polish government. 
Their response is that it is not their policy to have political 
prisoners. They don't want to have political prisoners, although as 
a sovereign state, they're not going to give immunity from arrest to 
lawbreakers. We understand that. We hope that they also understand 
that if there were a crackdown or if they did fail to pursue what 
they declare to be their own policy, they would lose a lot of 
credibility -- not only with us, but with West European countries who 
are also interested. 


Q Does this mean that we have now revised our estimate 
of General Jaruzelski and his government? The President initially 
was quite harsh about him; his rhetoric almost approaching his 
rhethoric on Gadhafi -- not quite. Are we now putting our imprint on 
the Jaruzelski government and saying that we think that he and his 
government are good for Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We are saying that 
it is his government with whom we're dealing in Poland and his 
government has itself said that it prefers to deal with dissent 
through dialogue rather than through arrests. His government has 
itself said that it wishes to pursue national reconciliation with all 
forces in Polish society. His government has itself said that 
they're in favor of a form of pluralism. We take those commitments 
seriously and on that basis we propose to work with that government. 


Q But, his government originally, many people thought, 
was the thing that stood between Soviet occupation at a time when the 
Soviet Union was pressing very hard. But instead of supporting hin, 
we denounced him thoroughly. Do we now wish to revise our estimate 
of whether he was, in fact, perhaps a patriot in those times? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but I won't address 
that one way or another. What we're 
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going on is what his government is doing and what his government is 
saying now and in the recent past. 


Q Well, you made a point a couple of times of saying 
that one of the main reasons that we were doing this is because we 
were asked by Walesa and Glemp. Would this had happened had those 
requests not come through? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's very hard 
to tell. I think certainly those requests were very important to us 
-- the unanimity of the major forces in Poland in favor of lifting 
these sanctions at this point. I can't answer the question. 


Q The major change is that, not what the Polish 
government is doing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, but I think it's 
probably also true that the Solidarity, and the other independent 
social forces, and the church want to give the government the benefit 
of the doubt when it makes these statements about pluralism and 
national reconciliation. 


Q Do we still have controls on exports to Poland? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We no longer have 
foreign policy controls, in other words exports to Poland, licensing 
for Poland -- 


Q When were those lifted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. 


Q When were those lifted? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Last fall -- in the 
course of the fall. In terms of the political negative, tnat 
doesn't mean an economic positive when it comes to license 
applications. And the strategic controls remain in place -~ I mean, 


national defense controls. 
Q -- influence -- Soviet -- do they? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


~ Q Sic, what kind of next steps do you envision and do 
you include also a possibility of exchanging ambassadors with Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the kinds of next 
steps -- we do want to expand our relationship on the basis -- with 
Poland, on the basis that I've described. I think the next step will 
be the beginning of next week, here in Washington, of negotiations on 
a new U.S.-Polish agreement for c operation in the field of science 
and technology. Those negotiations will open February 23rd. You 
can't predict the outcome of negotiations, but conclusion of such an 
agreement would strengthen the already important ties between the 
U.S. and Polish scientific communities. 


We are also looking forward to the visit here, between 
March 2nd and March 10th, of a parliamentary delegation headed by the 
head of the Polish Sejm, Foreign Affairs Commission, Usef Czyrek. He 
will be accompanied by other Polish parliamentarians and he will be 
meeting with members of Congress and administration officials. So, 
those are two steps that are out there. 


Q Do you see any practical affect that this will have 
on the Polish populous? It was said that the sanctions were hurting 
the Polish people more than the government? What affect will it 
have? 








that Poland is competitive -- becomes more competitive in U.S. 
markets, it could have an affect -- some limited economic effect. I 
think as a political signal, that we recognize the kinds of steps 
that have been taken in the direction of toleration, pluralism and 
national reconciliation. Hopefully, that signal will be heard by the 
Polish populus, and of our desire to keep our contacts with Polish 
society, to take into account the views of solidariaty in the church, 
~because it is being taken partly in response to those views. 


MR. HOWARD: I'm sorry, but Marlin's so anxious to get 
put here, I just can't hold him back any longer. 


Q How many more political prisoners are there still in 
Polish jails? You say you think -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Estimates vary. There 
are people in jail on criminal charges which may have some political 
motivations -- bewteen one and two dozen, the variovs estimates. 

When you talk to the church, they say that they consider that all 
strictly defined, bona fide political prisoners have been released, 
and there have been no new arrests. The Solidariaty leaders tell us 
that all of their major people are out and their activities, even 
though the organization is illegal, are tolerated. Although they are 
worried about these punative fines and property confi<cations that I 
mentioned before. We are too. 


Q What about the ambassadors? Is there going to be an 
exchange? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Raising the level of the 
diplomatic representation to the level of ambassadors would be a 
natural step in this step-by-step process. But there are currently 
no plans on that. 


Q Do you have information on the impact of sanctions 
on employment in Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have any 
estimates. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


MR. HOWARD: Let me remind everybody -- several came in 
late -- this is on BACKGROUND. 

Q Too late. Sorry. The awful things this man has 
said -- (laughter.) 

2 I already filed. 

Q Come again, Sir. You're always welcome here. 


END 12:05 P.M. EST 








NJ RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
INITED NATIONS ENULRONMENT PROGRAMS-—SPONSORED 
MULIILATERAL NEGOTIATIONS TO REGULATE 
HLOROF LUOROCARBONS 


THE 





BY 
DEPUTY ASSISTANT TA2Y RICHARD E BENEDICK 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1987, 1:30 P.M 
MR PARKER Thank you all for coming today, and 
welcome to the State Department Some of you I know Glad to 
see you 
I would like to introduce Ambassador Richard 
Benedick He 1S head f the U § delegation to the 7 
negotiations tnat wlili De taking piace in Vienna starting 
Feoruary 2ira He 1s Deputy Assistant secretary for 
Environment Heaith and Natura We rece and he'll be j3lad 
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meet this new international environmental problem 


The first round of negotiations was held in Geneva 
from December Ist to the Sth, 1986, and at those negotiations. 
most of the participants agreed that new and further measures 
need to be taken to control emissions of these ozone-depleting 
chemicals 


However there are certain differences which remain 
over the scope, stringency and the timing of control measures 


In Vienna next week, the United States delegation wil! 
continue to seek agreement on, firstly, a meaningful near-term 
first step to reduce significantly the risk of stratospheric 
ozone depletion; secondly 2 long-term strategy and goals for 
coping with this problem, and, thirdly, a carefully scheduled 
plan for achieving the long-term goals which would include 
periodic reassessment and appropriate modification of the 
strategy and the goals in response ¢ new scientific, technical 
and economic information that becomes available 


Now the United States has advanced a proposal to 


achieve these three objectives and that is reflected in the 
draft protocol text which we tabled eneva in December, and 
opies f which you have nm your «it 

his ist - theros 3 r ] "ts which are keyed 
t the general bre t ¢ that ist it ned 
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emissions from all but me limited uses for which it 
inlikely that mmercially-viable iostitutes will become 
available Ana just in ball-park terms we are thinking of a4 
reduction that could be as much as 95 percent from current 


levels 


Thirdly a plan for periodically examining progres 
made ine ludinga 2 or Jis1 ny f r noaqirying the ( hedule tor 
removing or adding emicals, based on the new scientific 
technical ana « nomi information that is in the continuing 
process of bdeilng developed 

Now, tis 18 a very difficult and a np lex 


) negotiating process [| believe that we Nave made progress so 








far, but we clearly have a long way to go in order to reach an 
effective agreement that will have broad international 


participation. 


With this introduction, 1'll be happy to answer any 
questions you may have Yes 


Q At a news conference yesterday, several members 
of Congress said that the European Community, Japan and the 
Soviet Union, as well, were dragging their feet on this issue 
because of narrow economic interest, self-interest 


Do you agree with that, and, if so, what are the 
prospects, realistic prospects, of achieving a protocol? 


4 I have to say that first the awareness of this 
problem has been lagging in those areas that you mentioned 
The environmental groups, the scientific community, the 
parliament in those countries, have not publicly made the kind 
of impression that has been made in the United States 


However , [ think that progress is being made We, 
for our part, have tried to see that the information is 
disseminated, the dangers of ozone depletion, the effects on 
human health and the ecology, and the United Nations 
Environment Program has played an important role in promoting 
this knowledge, I would say 


It is true that cause of this ituation, I would say 
that in those countries ) those areas, the large chemical 
companies which have mportant stake in these chemicals have 
been the prime advisers to the governments There has not been 
a counterbalancing force, and [I think that it 1S natural to 
xpect that they are trying to defend their position their 
economic position and they have not in mtrast to the 
Jnited States industry, they have not taken that kind of a 


progressive, forward-looking attitude 


Now I mentioned the United States industry The 
chemical producers and the users of these products have in fact 
- taking account of the evolution of the science, have 
publicly acknowledged that there is a danger to the ozone layer 
from CFC's, and they have expressed their willingness to 
consider, to cooperate with governme.:t in further control 
measures 


l think there 1s a big difference between the attitude 
of the U.S. industry and the attitude of foreign industry, and 





particularly in the European Community and Japan and the Soviet 
Union. 


Now, within the European Community, of course those 
are twelve countries, and I think one would expect that within 
that group certain countries are taking a more forward-looking 
attitude than others But the pressures for significant action 
in Europe and in Japan have up to now been less The 
governments are hearing mainly from the big chemical producers 


I think they have made some progress, I should say, 
because as recently as two years ago, or as recently as a year 
ago, the European position was to allow for a continued 
increase in production and emissions of these chemicals based 
on unused capacity that they still had And new, increasingly, 
they are talking in terms of a freeze Well, in our view, a 
freeze would be an important near-term step, but up to now, 
they have not shown a willingness to start down that downward 
path toward an eventual elimination of these chemicals 


Q And prospects for the protocol? 
p I wouldn't be in this business, I guess, if lI 
weren't an optimist [ think based on the progress that has 


been made up till now, and based on the sense that I have that 
pressures are building up, there is an increasing awareness 
worldwide of the dangers of ozone depletion 


I would say that with good will and with some hard 
negotiations, we should have a protocol within this year I 
think we want to make sure that it is an effective protocol, 
that it 1s grounded in the science, and that it makes a 
meaningful contribution to reducing the harm that is being done 
to the ozone layer 


I might just give as an example of the kind of impact 
[ think we are having, DOr Bob Watson who 1s the leading NASA 
scientist on this subject, who has coordinated internationa! 
research in this field Bob Watson and [ appeared on two USIA 
World Net Programs, and the World Net 1s a link-up each time 
with five foreign cities, in which we, in effect, we can be 
seen by them on television We can't see them, but we can hear 
them, and they interview us fhese are our programs And we 
have gotten very heartening responses from some of the 
capitals, most of the ipitals, to whom we have telecast in 
terms of the degree of interest and the use that they made of 
these 





For example, Vienna reported that it was one of the 
best World Net programs they had ever seen, and it attracted a 
lot of interest; that Austrian television had picked up great 
segments of it to put on to their regular news broadcasts, and 
these were also broadcast to Czechoslovakia and Hungary, and 
probably was the first time that millions of people on the 
other side of that border in Eastern Europe were being exposed 
to a World Net program on this particular scientific issue. 


And there was a feeling that in other capitals as well 
that we heard from, there was a heartening amount of interest 
in the issue 


Yes, sir 


Q Senator Chafee has a Bill, and he says he'll push 
if there isn't progress, that would call for a six-year 
phase-out of 95 percent of the worst CFC's, and within a year 
ban imports of products containing these chemicals, unless the 
trade partners meet the U.S. phase-out schedule 


Does this action by Senator Chafee strengthen your 
hand? 


2) I think it is important that the rest of the 
world know that the U.S. position has the strong backing of the 
Congress, and I think that the proposed legislation and 
certainly the concurrent resolution which has been introduced 
is a very strong signal to the rest of the world that the 
United States, not only the Administration but also the 
Congress, takes this environmental issue very seriously, and 
that we are prepared -- or at least the Congress 1s prepared 
to consider those kinds of actions in the event that a 
satisfactory international protocol is not achieved And | 
certainly will represent it that way when | am meeting with my 
toreign counterparts 


Some people at EPA have suggested that it might 
actually weaken the U S. hand in negotiations if the U.S 
Congress were to impose curbs, new curbs, on CFC's here prior 
to any kind of international agreement 


Would you agree?’ 


A As | understand it, the legislation that was 
introduced yesterday, the concurrent legislation will move, but 
the actual control legislation is being held in abeyance 
pending the result of these negotiations 











Q Right. 
a Yes. 
Q I believe that up to last year, some of the 


European countries sent as their representatives to these 
international conferences, representatives of the industry of 
those countries. 


Will that be the case at the Vienna meeting? 


A On the first part of your question, it is true, 
and I can't say whether they will or will not be on the 
delegations. Clearly, each country makes up its delegation on 
its own decisions 


I think it is very likely that there would be industry 
representatives on some of the European or on the Japanese 
delegations, as there have been in the past 


Q Well, what sort of an incentive do they have to 
come to an agreement now? 


A It is a combination of things I would say f 
it seems that a significant number of other countries in the 
world are saying that this is an important economic, important 
environmental, problem, ecological problem, there is a certain 
pressure built in there, and they will be feeling that, 
probably, in their home countries, as well, as people —-- people 
are very concerned about the environment 


[ think part of the problem in Europe has been that 
there have been so many other shorter term environmental 
issues, like the Rhein River spill, or the Chernobyl disaster, 
or death of forests These issues have tended to dominate the 
public opinion in Western Europe 


But I think that as the significance of the ozone 
depletion issue, which is a longer term issue, but which has 
very important, far-reaching risks to human health and ecology 
as the significance begins to sink in that there will be 
increasing pressures in the parliaments on those governments 
and that that will provide the kind of incentive or the kind of 
pressure that may be needed 


And then in addition, of course, there is always the 
thought that some countries may feel impelled to go it alone 





in a smaller protocol. I think that would be less desirable, 
but there is certainly a possibility, a protocol that does not 
have such broad international scope in terms of the numbers of 
countries joining. And if that's the case, as was reflected in 
the Bill that was introduced yesterday in the House and Senate, 
if that is the case, then certainly those countries would want 
to protect their domestic industry from unfair competition 
caused by countries which are not taking such an 
environmentally responsible attitude. I think that could be a 
powerful incentive. 


Q The United States would be part of such a 
protocol. 


A That's not inconceivable. And, finally, there 
is, I think, always the thought that when an industry is under 
the gun, faced with controls, threatened with controls, that 
tends to focus the mind, in this case, the scientific research, 
and there is always the thought that those countries might then 
gain a competitive edge in developing substitute products for 
CFC's which would be not only environmentally benign, but also 
commercially viable, and that this could give the chemical 
industries in those countries, paradoxically, perhaps, but by 
that stimulus, by that threatened jolt of regulation, it might 
give the industry in those countries an edge in the chemical 
industries, and I think that may also be in the back of their 
minds. 


Q The United States had sent a special delegation 
to the Soviet Union at the end of January, I believe, to brief 
Soviet scientists on this issue. 


Have you any word from that, that it might modify the 
Soviet position up to now? 


“ It is net clear how they are going to come out in 
Vienna next week. That delegation was headed by Dr. Bob Watson 
of NASA, and they had very good conversations with their Soviet 
counterparts, all scientists. It was on a scientific level, 
and I think that the significance of that meeting is that they 
came up with an agreement on what the science is telling us. 


Now, I should emphasize that there are still 
uncertainties in the science, and that it is one step to agree 
on the science, and it 1s an important step. But then, the 
next step you have to go is to say what kind of policy 
implications, what kind of implications for actions, for 
regulatory actions, do you take, based on that mutually agreed 
scientific assessment? 

















For us, it's a case of looking at the potential, 
longer-term risks of the loss of the ozone layer, or the 
depletion of the ozone layer; the fact that that will permit 
more harmful ultraviolet B-radiation to reach the earth's 
surface, where it has no business being, and that these have 
certain risks, and the extent of the risks, they are very 
difficult to quantify right now, but you know, as was stated in 
the press conference yesterday in the Congress, skin cancer, 
that's relatively easy to quantify; risks to the human immune 
suppression system; risks of cataracts; plant life; aquatic 
life; damages to materials; paints and plastics. 


Now all of these together add up to a set of risks 
which we feel needs to be addressed in a prudent and 
responsible way by what is, in effect, an insurance policy. 
That's what we are talking about here in an international 
negotiation. We want an insurance policy against fotentially 
very damaging risks. And naturally every insurance policy has 
some costs involved. And the costs in this case will be in 
terms of the adjustments of the chemical industry to cap and 
then gradually eliminate, gradually phase down, production and 
use of what is otherwise a very useful set of chemicals. 


And we hope that by designing a protocol carefully, we 
will provide a -- we will, in the first instance, be protecting 
the ozone layer; secondly, provide a stimulus to research, 
industry seeing that this is a downward-moving kind of market; 
that they will come up with the substitute products that are 
necessary. And, finally, that it won't be too abrupt a shock, 
that there will be time for adjustment, and the costs won't be 
too high, if they have a chance to adapt. 


Q What are the recent scientific assessments that 
you are using to support your position in the negotiations? 


a Well, the international community launched a 
couple of years ago what is really a landmark effort in 
international cooperation and research. And this was sponsored 
by several U.S. agencies -- cosponsored by several U.S. 
agencies, including NASA, and by the German Ministry of Science 
and Research, by the United Nations Environment Program, by the 
European Communities, and by the World Meteorological 
Organization. 


Now this assessment of the stratospheric ozone layer 
came out early last year, and it represented the work of 
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literally dozens of international scientists from all over the 
world. So there is a solid basis of scientific evidence. 


Since then, there have been further studies made and 
interpretations of the data I'd like to point out that 
although there has been a lot of publicity, and it is certainly 
a very fascinating and newsworthy item, the hole in the 
Antarctic -- the hole in the ozone layer over the Antarctic -- 
this certainly is a development which has gotten a lot of 
publicity. 


We are not basing our own position on this particular 
phenomenon. Up to now we can only say it is an anomaly. It 
had not been predicted by any of the computer, very 
sophisticated models of the stratospheric chemistry. It's a 
phenomenon which is disturbing, but even if it should turn out 
that the Antarctic phenomenon does not have global 
implications, either that it is not caused by 
chlorofluorocarbons or if it is caused by chlorofluorocarbons 
that it is something particular and peculiar to the climate and 
the situation in the Antarctic. 


Even if this should turn out to be the case, we feel 
that our position is responsible based on the computer models 
which show what's going to happen over areas where people 
live. And one of the refinements that has come out is -- I 
don't want to bore you with too much of the complicated -- I'm 
not a scientists myself -- but one of the new developments is 
that we have so-called two-dimensional models of the 
atmospheric chemistry which show not only a global average of 
what's happening, but more importantly, what is happening at 
different latitudes. And these two-dimensional models show us 
very clear that even if there is, for example, a one percent or 
two percent global average depletion of ozone, that over the 
latitudes where a lot of people are living, 40 or 50 degrees 
north, that the depletion could be as much as six or seven 
percent. And that's something which is very disturbing and 
which is blurred over in the one-dimensional models. 


These are the newest data that is being developed both 
by NASA and by Norwegian researchers, and they are still being 
reviewed, but there have not been any serious criticisms of 
those data. 


Once again, I would just emphasize that we are not 
taking a position of panic in response to the Antarctic ozone 
phenomenon. We take it very seriously. We are promoting 
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further research on it. Next fall, there will be research 
missions going into the Antarctic to again examine what is 
happening and try to come up with some answers. 


I might say that if it should turn out, in the 
eventuality that it should turn out, that there is a direct 
relevance for the Antarctic phenomenon to a global situation, 
then I can imagine that there could very well be worldwide a 
lot of worry. And we think that that could then precipitate a 
very dramatic call for controls. And it is one of the things 
that we are trying to prepare people for. We want to act in 
advance, and I think the chemical industries also will benefit 
if they start -- the sooner they start looking for substitute 
products, the better it will be for those industries, because 
there is a risk that that Antarctic thing will turn out bad. 


Yes. 


Q To what extent do you think the chemical industry 
is beginning to move in this direction now, as a result of all 
the publicity? 


A Well, we know that there have been patents taken 
out all over the world by U.S. firms, British, French, German, 
Japanese, on products. You see, it is not all chlorofluoro- 
carbons. The technical word is fully halogenated chlorofluoro- 
carbons. 


Those are the ones that last the longest, that have 
the longest lifetime up in the stratosphere, and they are the 
ones that are precipitating the damage to the ozone layer. But 
there are others in the same family which are environmentally 
more benign, or environmentally not dangerous. 


And some of those could be developed, adapted, for 
some of the uses for which the more harmful CFC's are currently 
employed. In refrigeration and certainly it's for aerosol. 
That's a perfect example of how the Europeans have lagged 
behind us. 


I mean, we acted years ago, ten years ago, almost, 
in terms of banning the use of CFC's as a prope’ lant in 
aerosols, and the Europeans only hesitantly came along with a 
thirty percent reduction from their usage, and we did very 
well. 


Our industry adapted very well. We came up with 
substitute gases for propellants which actually are cheaper, 
and just as effective. But the Europeans do not follow behind 

















And I think, again, the difference in the United 
States at that time, as the publicity came out about the 
dangers to the ozone layer, the U.S. market began to respond 
even before there was a ban on aerosols. The market for 
aerosols containing CFC's began to decline because millions of 
U.S. consumers, of American consumers, were making individual 
decisions to stay away from the aerosols from the spray cans 
because they knew it was somehow damaging the environment. And 
that was an added stimulus to the market. 


That has not happened in Europe. It is beginning to 
happen. I was in Europe recently and talked to friends who are 
now very much aware of it. And they said, yes, people are now 
looking, and they are trying to stay away from sprays because 
they know that most of the spray cans in Europe are propelled 
by CFC's. 


That's a relatively painless step that Japan and the 
Soviet Union and Europe could take which would immediately lead 
to a very sharp reduction in their CFC output. 


Q What, if anything, does the U.S. not like about 
the Canadians' proposal? 


A We are working very closely with the Canadians. 
We are clearly aiming at the same objective, which is a 
limitation of, reduction of emissions of CFC's. And I would 
say that we are still talking to them about it. 


It's not that we don't like it. We see difficulties 
in implementing that kind of a proposal because it would 
require a country-by-country negotiation of market allocation, 
and that could be difficult, in an already complicated process 


We feel that our proposal for a virtual phase-out -- 
when you get the -- if you get the entire world, or most of the 
world, agreeing that these chemicals are simply going to be 
over a period of time phasing out, that then overcomes the 
allocation problem, because you don't need to allocate a market 
that is going to disappear. 


And as far as the countries that are not producing 
now, or are producing very little -- countries like the Soviet 
Union, which is producing a lot, but relatively to Europe and 
the United States, not as much, or countries like Brazil or 
Argentina or Nigeria or China, there would be less incentive 
for them to invest in manufacturing facilities if they know 
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there is going to be a new generation of chemicals coming up in 
the near future. They wouldn't want to invest in what is, in 
effect, an obsolescent kind of technology. 


Q Why do you think the Russians were sort of 
tilting toward the Canadian proposal at the meeting in Geneva? 


A I haven't talked to them about it. You might ask 
them if you are going to be in Vienna. 


I don't think -- I think that they are still 
considering their position. And they still, like all of us, we 
are dealing with a very complicated subject, and I think that 
their position may still be evolving. 


Q It says in your release that the levels of CFC 
production are meant to be frozen at the 1986 levels. Just how 
many tons is that? 


A That is our proposal. It is something in the 
area of 700,000 tons. We don't have total, complete data out 
of Eastern Europe. But that's an estimate, 700,000 tons a year 
of these chemicals are going up. 


Q And what is the status of that proposal by the 
Canadians regarding allocations? 


Q It was tabled in Geneva, and it is on the table, 
just as ours is, and just as the Russian proposal and an EC 
semi-proposal, almost a proposal, that they put on, that they 
ventured in Geneva, but they really didn't give a lot of 
status, because they had to go back to their capitals and try 
to get more official approval of it. 


; Q Does the United States' position include the 
bromine firefighting compound? 


a Yes, it does. We feel that to be most effective, 
a protocol should include all the fully halogenated compounds, 


not only the CFC's but also the other ones which we know are 
damaging the ozone layer. 


Q Thank you, Mr. Benedick. 
I Okay. Thank you, very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:07 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC # 27 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 1987, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
have several brief announcements. 


The Secretary will deliver ON-THE—-RECORD congratulatory remarks 
at a ceremony commemorating the Voice of America's 45th 
anniversary on Monday, February 23, at 10:15 in the morning at 
the VOA headquarters, 330 Independence Avenue, S.W. The event 
is open for media coverage. Those interested in covering the 
event should contact VOA Public Liaison Officer Mrs. Jeni 
Norris. Her number is 485-0231. 


Later in the day, again on Monday, February 23, 
approximately 300 representatives of the American Association 
of Community College Trustees will attend a 2:00 to 5:30 p.m. 
ON-THE-RECORD special briefing in the Loy Henderson Conference 
Room. The Secretary will address the conference from 3:00 to 


3:30 then and is expected to answer a few questions from the 
participants. We expect his remarks will focus on the foreign 
affairs budget. The conference is open to press coverage by 
accredited media representatives to the Department and the 
White House. For further information, call PA Briefing 
Coordinator Marie Bland at 647-1710. A program is available of 
the meeting in the Press Office. 


Also on February 23, approximately 200 scholars and 
historians of the Nazi period will be addressed by Secretary 
Shultz at *8:45 p.m. at an ON-THE-RECORD opening ceremony for 
the conference entitled "The other Victims, Non-Jews Persecuted 
and Murdered by Nazis." This is sponsored by the U.S. 
Holocaust Memorial Council. The conference will be held in the 
Dean Acheson Auditorium from 7:30 to 9:00, and will continue on 
the 24th and 25th of February. An agenda is also available. 
The conference is open to press coverage by accredited media 
representatives to the Department and White House. For further 
information, call PA briefing officer Beth Gibney, 647-1645. 


*The Spokesman misspoke; the time should be 7:45 p.m. 
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Q Do you have a topic for Shultz' remarks at that? 
Will he stick to the topic of the conference or -- 


4 I suspect so. I don't think he'll do the budget. 


Q Well, you never know. He does it in some unusual 
circumstances these days. 


4 I would al.o like to say that Secretary Shultz 
will meet with British Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe on 
April 9 in Washington. The meeting is part of the regular 
bilateral consultations between the U.S. and the U.K. Foreign 
Secretary Howe will also address the Chicago Council on Foreign 
Relations while in the United States. 


Also, Jean-Claude Paye, Secretary—General of the 
Organization of Economic Cooperation and Development, OECD, 
Will visit Washington, February 22-25. He is expected to 
discuss with U.S. officials the current world economic 
Situation and preparations for the May OECD Ministerial Meeting 
in Paris. He will also review the OECD's work-in-progress on 
issues such as agricultural reform and structural adjustment. 


And that's the end of the announcements, and ['ll be 
happy to answer any questions. 


Q Do you have any comment or reaction to the story 
which appears in The Washington Post today to the effect that 
the State Department discouraged and finally, apparently, 
headed off an attempt by some White House officials to stage an 
invasion of Libya? 





A I have nothing to add beyond what the White House 
said on that this morning. 


Q I don't think the White House has said anything 
on it. 


fl I think they did. They addressed it in the 9:15 
press briefing. 


Q But they didn't ask the question if there were 
any plans afoot or -- of some sort. 


4 Well, I'd refer you to their statement. 
Basically, their statement was that there had been no 
decisions. But I refer you back to what was said at the White 
House. 
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Q You will not comment on any aspect of the story? 
A No, [I won't. 


Q Would you confirm that the Secretary recalled 
Ainbassador Veliotes from Egypt, from Cairo, during his term of 
tenure there? 


4 I'm not going to comment either on Mr. Veliotes' 
travel. 


Q Phyllis -~ 
A Yes? 


~~ 1s it or was it ever U.S. Government policy to 
kidnap terrorists and bring them to justice in the United 
States? 


a That question was also addressed at the White 
House press briefing this morning, and [ have nothing Further 
to add on that. 


Q How was that addressed? 

(Laughter) 

a I'm not going to do your homework for you. 

Q Not the same way, [ trust. There have been no 


decisions? That was not the answer at the White House, was it? 


Q Another one which maybe wasn't brought up at the 
White House: two colunnists writing on the editorial page of 
The Washington Post this morning, Mr. Evans and Novak, say that 
the State Department -—~ they hint that the State Department has 
come out for the idea, or at least broadly considering it, of a 
timetable withdrawal of 18 months for the Soviet troops from 
Afghanistan. Do you have anything to say on that? 

a 





A In regard to comments about allegations or policy 
on Afghanistan that are contained in that column, [ would only 
say that that column contains many allegations that are not 
true. The U.S. policy on the subject of Afghanistan is clear. 
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In addition to the prompt withdrawal of all Soviet forces, a 
settlement should, in our view, encompass the other elements in 
the U.N. General Assembly resolutions, which are restoration of 
an independent, non-aligned Afghanistan; self-determination for 
the Afghan people; and the return of the refugees with safety 
and honor. 


The United States will not lend its support to an 
agreement which does not have the broad support of the Afghan 
people. 


In regard to the question of a timetable for the 
withdrawal of Soviet forces, we have stated before that our 
basic goal is the prompt and complete withdrawal of all Soviet 
troops from Afghanistan. The Government of Pakistan has stated 
publicly that any withdrawal timetable must be based on 
logistical criteria, in other words, a matter of months. We 
believe that the provision of a short timetable at Geneva by 
the Soviets would demonstrate their serious intentions to 
achieve a comprehensive political settlement. 


I also might add on this about the question of whetner 
there were differences of opinion between the Defense and State 
Departinents, I would like to say that the Department of State 
and the Department of Defense are in full agreement on policy 
toward Afghanistan. Under Secretary of Defense [kle stated as 
much in his testimony this week before the Congressional Joint 
Task Force on Afghanistan. 


Q Phyllis, with reference to the Wall Street 
Journal story, are the State and Defense Departments in full 
agreement on measures that might be taken against terrorism? 





A I think that the position of the Administration 
on terrorism is perfectly clear. Secretary of State Shultz has 
stated it, and [I have nothing further to add. 


Q In this case, the Journal suggests that this was 
one of those instances where State and Defense ~- you know how 
they sort of switch positions all the time -~- State and Defense 


are on the same | - 
A No, I don't know. 
Q Oh, they do; they do -- about ABM Treaties and 


all sorts of things like that. But State and Defense are on 
the same side on this one, and CIA -- 
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4 Now, Wait a minute. What do you mean by "this 
one"? 

Q The business of kidnapping, kidnapping terrorists 
as a way of dealing with terrorism -- that State and Defense 
sort of lined up together. Are they on the same side on that 
issue? 

4 Barry, I'm simply not going to comment on those 
allegations. 

Q Can I just go back to Afghanistan? 

a) Yes, certainly. 

Q Have the Soviets -~ I can't remember if the 
Soviets have put forward any timetable at all, or is that still 
none -- nor has there been one put forward recently? 

A I think they're talking in terms of general 


things, but again, those negotiations are under the auspices of 
the U.N. at Geneva between the Soviets, the Afghan Government, 
and the Pakistanis. There have been reports, but I'm not sure 
that anyone has specifically spelled out numbers of months nor 
offers. 

Q Phyllis, do you remember when the Soviets said - 

Q Phyllis -- 

A Hold it --~ I'm confused. 


Q I'm sorry. 


Can we have a copy of the statements on 


Afghanistan? 
4 Yes, we'll have to get that. 
Q Do you have a definition of a short timetable -- 


vis-a-vis the State Department's view in that? 


A No, we have never given a definition of that. 
Again, I refer you to what we said: that it must be based on 
logistical criteria, in other words, a matter of months. 


Q So why can't you quantify that? I mean, you know 
approximately how many Soviet troops there are. [t must not be 
that difficult a calculation to determine what a reasonable 
logistical period is, in terms of weeks or months to withdraw 
100,000 or 115,000 troops. What would be that period? 
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a) We have not stated in terms of months. We've 
stated the criteria, and ['ll just stick with that. 


Q You remember a few months ago the Soviets said 
they pulled some troops out, and you folks were all dubious 
about that. In fact, I think you came up with a higher total. 
[t's been a while. 


What is the total, if you happen to have it now, the 
State Department's estimate of Soviet troops in Afghanistan? 


A I don't have that figure. Let me look at that, 
and ['ll give you our current estimate. 


Q Because the withdrawal may have begun, and you 
see a way of Finessing this, you could have a timetable that 
goes backward as well as forward, and bridge both, you know, 
aims. 


A I guess that's conceivable. 
Q It's possible. 
os Yes? 


Q I certainly would not want to misinterpret facial 
expressions, but when you say, "[ think the position of the 
Administration is very clear on terrorism," and you're bursting 
out laughing at the same time, it does tend to give the 
impression that you know what we know, which is that the 
Administration's position is not clear at all on terrorism. 


A) Well, I'm certainly -- I apologize. 
Q ['m not trying to chastise you, but it's - 
a I was simply responding to the enthusiasm of the 


other interlocutor. 


(Laughter) 


Q Not on the substance of your answer - 
A That's right. 
Q -- because I would not want to use you out of 


context while you laughed there. 
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o No, no, no.. It was that, simply, you know, I 
think I would reiterate that the position of the Secretary of 
State, speaking for the Administration on the policy of 
terrorism is perfectly clear. 


Q You do believe that the Administration's policy 
is clear -- 


- I certainly do. 


~~ when many people do not, despite all of the 
revelations in the papers and -- 


4 Yes. 
Yes? 
Q Okay, two things: do you have any comment on 


Brazil's announcement yesterday of a moratorium on debt 
repayments? A second part to that, somewhat interrelated, has 
the U.S. studied the Vatican document written January 27 -- 31 
pages -~ that is called "An Ethical Approach to the 
International Debt Question" that was sent to you? 


4 I'm sorry. I don't have anything on either one 
of those questions today. ; 


Q Could you get an answer on the Vatican document? 
q I'll have to see. 
Q Okay. 


- MORE - 




















Friday, 2/20/87 
~~ 


Q Has Paraguay offered any explanation yet as to 
why it tear-gassed the U.S. Ambassador? 


A I'm not sure that we have an answer on that. Let 
me look at that as well, because we talked about it -- that we 
were expecting an apology, and I'm simply not prepared to 
comment one way or the other today. 


Q O.K. When you do have a look at it, would you 


also tell us -- if there has been a reply, an apology or 
vihatever -- whether that is satisfactory to Washington? 
a) Well, I think generally that we don't comment on 


the nature of an exchange like that, but I will look to the 
answer to the first question. 


Yes? 


Q Now that Prime Minister Shamir has left 
Washington, will the U.S. continue to pursue the concept of an 
international peace conference with Jordan, and perhaps other 
countries? 


- The Secretary of State yesterday appeared before 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee and gave long testimony and 
answered many questions and answers, including one on the 
question of the international conference. And [I think that he 
stated very fully -- let me just take a few quotations from 
that. 


"First of all," he said, “as both Prime Minister 
Shamir and I put it, the name of the game is direct 
negotiations That's where we are trying to get to. We agree 
on that. That's the only way in which the problems can be 
resolved. We both oppose the idea of calling some sort of 
international conference with, say, all the Permanent Members 
of the Security Council... That won't work." 


Now, I'm just taking excerpts and the text is Fuller. 


And -- the question is "...how do you get to direct 
negotiations? It's not easy, and, of course, we Focus on 
Jordan.... Jordan has to have with it Palestinian 
representation that's genuine.... And all we have said is that 


if we can find some device that has the label ‘international 
conference’ on it, through which we can pass that will for sure 
get us to direct negotiations, which is what we want, then we 
ought to be willing to consider that, and work at the problem." 
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So the answer is yes, the U.S. will be pursuing 


Yes. 


Q Then it seems to me that the whole thing is as if 
you're offering a bottle of Scotch with the label "Vodka" on it 
on the outside. Then the whole idea of the international 
conference is devoid of the real thrust of it -- which means 
bringing the other superpowers into the negotiating room 
(inaudible ). 


A Well, I really can't accept the assumptions that 
are built into this. I think in this testimony that the 
Secretary gave, and what was said before, our position on it is 
very clear. Our goal is direct negotiations. 


If we feel that the international conference can 
contribute to that, we're willing to look at it; we're willing 
to discuss it. And we feel that in that sense it would be 
useful -- and I'm not going to go any further than that. 


Q How do you pursue that? Will you send Secretary 
Murphy to the area or -- 


a Well, you know, in general we just don't comment 


on the process of how we pursue many of these things. 


Q Well, yesterday at the Press Club, Prime Minister 
Shamir suggested a conference here in Washington or at Camp 
David with Jordan, Egypt, Israel, Palestinian representatives, 
and the United States. Do you see any merit in that? 


q Well, again, the Secretary referred to that in 
his testimony as well. And as he said, “This is how Shamir can 
perhaps define one type of international conference." But he 
then went on to say that "This doesn't meet all of Jordan's 
requirements, so we're going to have to look at other ways." 


Q Phyllis -- 
A Yes? 


-—- can you tell us when Ambassador Habib will 
go to Central America? 


+ I don't have anything specific on his travel 
plans, but it's my understanding that he will be going in a few 
days. 
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Q In a few days. Can you tell us the purpose of 
his meeting at the White House today? 


A No, I can't. 1 don't have anything on that. 

Q Can you tell us whether the Administration is now 
prepared to go ahead and request the additional $40 million in 
aid to the Contras? 


6 I think, again, the Secretary of State covered 
all this in his testimony yesterday. 


Q I heard his testimony, but —- 

A Yes. And there's nothing Further on that. We're 
interested in getting all the money and carrying through on the 
program, but there has been no specific decision made on when 
we're going to do it. 


Q And you've left one thing out, which is that he 
doesn't want to talk about it. 


A (Laughter. ) 


Q Now that the 15th has passed, isn't a 
certification called for -- to be sent to the Hill? 


A It's my understanding that the certification 
could not be done before the 15th, but that after the 15th it 
could then be submitted at any time to the end of the fiscal 
year. 

So it's -- 
So it's not required on that date 
It's not being submitted today? 

i No 

Q No 


And just on a related subject, the announcement 
yesterday by Cruz and Robelo -- do you have any comment on that? 


ca Il assume that you're referring to the 
announcement by Mr. Cruz that he was not going to resign Is 
that what you mean? 
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Q That's it. 


4 Naturally we are pleased that Mr. Cruz has 
decided to remain a part of UNO's struggle for freedom and 
democracy in Nicaragua. UNO's decision to restructure its 
operations is part of its ongoing effort to broaden the 
political representation of the Resistance and to become a more 
effective fighting force. 


We view both of these steps as positive ones which 
will enhance the Resistance's ability to communicate its 
political objectives to the people of Nicaragua and allow the 
Resistance to have a more cohesive military presence in 
Nicaragua. 


Yes? 


Q Do you have anything on the published story today 
that Mr. Cruz has been in the pay of Oliver North? 


. No. That whole question is under investigation. 
I don't have anything on it. 


Q Well, one -~ since I have the floor -- 
2) Yes? 


-- there's also a published report today that 
it's expected that the Tower Commission will criticize the role 
of Secretary Shultz in this Iran affair rather strongly. I was 
wondering if you had an anticipative reaction on that. 


£ Well, I really don't think you could expect me to 
have any comment on that. We all await the publication of the 
Tower Commission report, which will be next week. 


Q How about anything on the release of Mr. Begun? 
- Excuse me. Yes? 


Q Is there anything on the release of Mr. Begun in 
the USSR? 


- We have seen the report that 1 think Mr. Begun is 
going to be released today. We welcome the release of Soviet 
prisoners of conscience, both Anatoliy Koryagan and lLosif 
Begun, as positive developments. We urge the Soviet 
authorities to move to release all Soviet political prisoners 
without requiring them to sign statements disavowing their 
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human rights activities and to permit them to live in the 
country of their choice. 


Yes? 

Q Another subject: what's the latest on the 
Ambassador from Papua New Guinea? He was here earlier this 
week. I think he's been recalled Is the matter closed now or 
what? 

= We have been notified by the Papua New Guinea 


Government that their Ambassador has been recalled. He will be 
leaving as soon as travel arrangements can be finalized. 


The Ambassador has conveyed to the Department and to 
the families of the victims his apologies and deep regret for 
the incident. 

Q Will he be driving to the airport? (Laughter. ) 


Q He was told, was he not, that he can't drive a 
car for the -- 


A Well -- 
@ -- whenever -- his remaining time; is that right? 
i) -~- that is correct. We had immediately revoked 


the Ambassador's driver's license after the accident. 


Q Is this problem -- 

a Yes -- is this the same subject? 

Q This is the same subject. 

a Oh, yes; please. 

Q Problematically, you revoke his driver's 
license. If he decides to drive and doesn't have a driver's 


license and he has diplomatic immunity, there's nothing you can 
do to him, is there? I mean, what is the penalty? 


2) Well, that's a hypothetical situation that [ just 
don't want to comment on, and I think certainly the behavior of 
the Ambassador and his government has been entirely appropriate 
with the grave incident; and I'm just not going to comment on 
that. 
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Yes? 


Q Earlier this week the ~.S. Ambassador to Pakistan 
said in a speech that the United States was even more concerned 
than ever that Pakistan was in the process of producing a 
nuclear bomb. Can you tell us just how close they've got? 


A A discussion of, you know, Pakistan's technical 
capabilities involves intelligence information, and I simply 
can't comment on that. 


I would note that in relation to these articles that 
have been published about the Ambassador's remarks ~—- [ would 
note that we have said on many occasions that we have serious 
concerns about Pakistan's nuclear activities. 


We have raised these concerns with the Government of 
Pakistan at every opportunity. That Government is well aware 
that our ability to provide security assistance is dependent on 
Pakistani restraint in the nuclear area. 


Q To put the question another way: come October, 
when the President is required to certify that it is not in the 
process of producing a nuclear bomb, will he be able to do so? 


A I can't speculate on what is going to happen in 
October. We have made our certifications as required by 
Congress and will continue to do so based on information 
available. 


Q Isn't something required in March? 

q In regard to what? 

Q Pakistan and its nuclear program. Some five-year 
= What is that -- the waiver -- 

Q The Symington Amendment. 

5 The Symington Amendment. 

Q Yes. 

A I would have to check on that. It's my 


understanding that the Symington Amendment waiver does have to 
be renewed in 1987. 
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whihe 
® 
Q Was Ambassador Hinton's remarks in the speech . 
that he made —-- were they approved in Washington before he made 
them? 
A Well, Ambassador Hinton was speaking as the 


Ambassador in Pakistan, and ['m sure they had the backing of 
the Government. 


Q In something like that, would the Ambassador have 
to -- or did he, in this case ~- check with Washington about 
what he was going to say? 


A Standard practice is that he would do so. 


Q The Colombian journalist Patricia Lara who was 
deported has taken some legal steps to find out on what grounds 
she was deported. Do you have anything on that? 


Q The only thing I have is that I have heard that 


she has filed a Freedom of [Information request with the 
Department, but I just have no further details. 


Yes? 
Q Phyllis, do you have any readout or explanation 


of the meeting of the [talian [nterior Minister here today -- 
what the purpose of that meeting was? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Could you -- 
A Yes. I -- 

—-- take the question of whether he was here on 
the subject of counterterrorism and whether that subject was 
discussed? 

4 T'll have to look at that and see. 

Yes? 

Q Could you give us a status report on the 
Secretary's attempts to win approval for the budget -- the 
foreign assistance budget on Capitol Hill? Would you say that. 


the State Department is optimistic about receiving the full 
$19.9 billion that it has requested? 


A I think that's a question that's going to have to 
be directed to Congress. We are certainly, as you know -~- led 
by the Secretary -- making every effort we can to bring home 
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to Congress the importance that we attach to the foreign 
affairs budget. And [ think it would be premature at this 
point to characterize our view as optimistic or not. 


As [ understand it, though, the Committee yesterday 
voted to recommend -~- and I'm not sure whether it was the full 
Committee -- that the entire budget be approved. 

So we take that as a positive step in a long process. 

Yes? 


Q I have a question Jack started to raise before. 


Do you have any comment on Congressinan Jack Kemp's 
public call for Secretary Shultz' resignation? 


A No, [I don't. 
Yes? 


Q The status is still the same? He has no new 
announcements anticipated From the Secretary on that subject? 


A Certainly not. 
Q i. oe 
4 Yes? 


Has the United States received any reaction from 
the Polish Government about the lifting of sanctions yesterday? 


a I don't have anything on that. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 
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TAKEN CUESTION 


Question taken at the February 20, 1987 daily press briefing: 
VATICAN STATEMENT ON INTERNATIONAL DEBT SITUATION 





Q: Has the United States studied the Vatican document written 
January 27 called "An Ethical Approach to the International 
Debt Question” that was sent tO you and go ycu have any 
comment on it? 

At °° The Department has reviewed the analysis and 


recommendations contained in the Vatican's policy 


statement on the international debt situation. 


-- There are a number of points in the document that are 
consistent with the approach that the United States 
and other industrialized countries follow in the 
management of the external aebt and other problems of 
the Less Developed Countries. For example, we support 
the aocument's call for discussion and negotiation 
between a debtor country and its creditors. The 
aocument iS wise in counseling against radical 


unilateral action by debtors. 


-- We likewise welcome the aocument's recognition that 
pursuit of sound economic policies by the debtor 
countries is necessary and constitutes the realistic 
path toward the goal of economic growth ana 


development. 


(over) 
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TAKEN QUFSTION 


Question taken at the February 20, 1987 daily press briefing: 


PARAGUAY: TEAR GAS INCIDENT 





Has Paraguay offered any explanation as to why it 
teargassed the U.S. Ambassador? Have they apologized? 


THE EMBASSY OF PARAGUAY HAS SUBMITTED A NOTE ON THE 
SUBJECT. WE ARE STUDYING THE TEXT TO DETERMINE HOW 


RESPONSIVE IT IS TO ALL OF OUR CONCERNS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 20, 1987 


AFGHANISTAN: NUMBER OF SOVIET TROOPS 





Q: What is the State Department's current estimate of the 
number of Soviet troops in Afghanistan? 


A: WE ESTIMATE THERE ARE NOW 116,000 TO 118,000 SOVIET TROOPS 


IN AFGHANISTAN. 
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N QUESTION 


Question taken at the “ebruary 29, 12°7 daily press briefinc: 


PAKISTAN: SYMINGTON AMENDMENT WAIVER 





Does the Symington Amendment waiver need to be renewed in 
1987? 


The Congress amended the Foreign Assistance Act in 1981 to 


permit the President to waive the prohibitions of the 


Symington Amendment until September 30, 1987 in order to 
furnish assistance to Pakistan, if he determined that to do 
SO was in the national interest of the United States. The 
President: exercised that waiver authority on Fetruary ll, 
1982. The Administration will shortly be proposing legis- 
lation to permit the Symington Amendment to be waived for 


an additional six years commencing September 30, 1987. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the penoeery BD, 1987 daily oress briefina: 


Italian Interior Minister's Meeting On February 19 








Do you have any readout or explanation of the purpose of 
the meeting of the Italian Interior Minister's meeting on 
February 19? Was he here on the subdject of 
counter-terrorism? Did the subject come up? 


A. <-- There were routine bilateral consultations in the 
framework of our working group on narcotics, organized crime, 


and terrorism. 














BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S TRIP TO CHINA 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1987 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. As 
promised, this is a briefing ON BACKGROUND concerning the 
Secretary's trip to the Far East. The briefer is (senior State 
Department official). He can answer all of your substantive 
questions, and I understand he is fully briefed on Mao Tai and 
other such social customs that you may come in contact with. 
(Laughter) 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I don't have any 
particular opening statement, just that you know about the 
trip. We'll be leaving on Thursday, going to Hong Kong for a 
couple of nights, and on to Guilin for a Few hours, then to 
Beijing, and then to Dalian where the Secretary will speak. 
Back to Beijing and on to Shantung Peninsula and Qufu, the 
hometown of Confucius, and then on to Shanghai and to Seoul, 
then to Tokyo. 


So with just that sort of a running itinerary there, 
why don't [ just open it to questions. Anything you want to 
ask about? 


Q Can you explain the timing of this trip? Was it 
set before the liberal democratization process began? Does 
that have any connection to that? 


a) No. [t doesn't have any connection to any events 
in China, or outside for that matter. The Secretary was 
formally invited by the Government of China when he was at the 
U.N. in September and meeting with Foreign Minister Wu. He 
accepted the invitation. The exact time wes not set, but the 
intention was clear that it would be some time early in 1987 
So it really has nothing to do with any particular events. fhe 
Secretary hasn't been to China on his own since February of 
1983, four years, so he thought it would be a good time to go 
and look around some and to try to see a little more of the 
country. That really is what's it all about and to, of course, 
exchange views on bilateral and international issues with the 
leadership of China. But that was the reason for it. 


Q Can you run us through who he will be speaking 
with, and what about? 





A He will be speaking about all aspects of our 
relationship. Nothing will not be talked about, I'm sure 
This will give him an opportunity, and an opportunity for the 
Chinese leadership to exchange views 


I would simply like to say at this point he will be 
meeting with the leaders of China, and that's about it. 


Q Whoever they may be 


a You know who they are I don't have to go into 
that. But he will be meeting with the Chinese leadership and 
discussing, as I say, all aspects of our ties, and things, of 
course, that they have an interest in as well as we. 


Q Does the Chinese leadership (inaudible) 
a I would assume so 
Q How do you propose to handle the human rights 


issue while you're there? Do you have any plans to speak out 
publicly about the crackdown on the liberal intellectuals? 


I think we want to listen We want to hear. The 
Secretary is anxious, as I say, to discuss all of the ties that 
we have and what's going on in China, and we expect to have a 
full and frank discussion with the Chinese leaders on this. We 
want to hear what they have to say and their interpretation of 
the events, and what they see as the direction in which China 
is moving. 


Obviously, we have important views ourselves on human 
rights and all these questions, and we will be listening, and 
we will be talking, and we will be giving our views. I'm sure 
the Secretary will give his views in the discussions with the 
leaders. 


Q Do you expect any agreenents to be signed during 
this visit? 


a No. We don't have anything special on our plates 
for that at this time. 


Q Is this including economic, tax, copyright, any 
of that stuff? 


a Not that we have on the plate at this time. 


Q Do you expect an announcement of Wuhan and Los 
Angeles consulates? 


. The Los Angeles consulate is something that is 
going to take place. The Chinese will be opening a consulate 
in Los Angeles. This will be their fifth one Wwe have, of 








course, the possibility of opening a Wuhan consulate when it 
would be appropriate in our thinking to do so we have not 
reached any conclusion on that at this time. 


Q For financial and budget reasons? 

a That's, of course, one of the reasons, as you 
know. The financial strap that we find ourselves in is 
difficult, so we do have to think thecc things through --— of 


the cost and what it means to us and the benefit that we would 
get from it, and so forth We have to try to weigh these 
things off, which we do and are doing. 


Q When will China open their Los Angeles consulate 
office? Do you have a timetable? 


a I'm not sure of that No. We don't have a 
timetable on that. 


Q Do you expect the Taiwan arms sales issue to come 
up again? 


4 I would assume that we will discuss Taiwan 
That, after all, is one of the things that is almost always 
discussed when American and Chinese leaders get together, so 
I'm sure it will be talked about Exactly how and in what wav 
I don't know, but I think we will exchange our differing views 
on that, I'm sure 


Q As always, you would agree to disagree on the 
issues? 

a That would be my my -- I mean, as I say, we will 
express our views. They don t coincide 

Q How about the Pers’ an Gulf war, arms to Iran, 


terrorism? Can you tell us a little bit about what your view 
would be to the Chinese on those issues? 


4 I can't really say specifically [ mean, we 
will, as I say, be talking about all sorts of international 
issues, and we will express the views to them of what our 
policy is, and how we're trying to carry out that policy ne 
expect to get from them their views on what their policy is and 
how they're going about it I really don't know what to say 
beyond that except we will be talking I don't know how many 
of these international issues we're going to be getting into. 
but I assume as many as we can 


The Secretary, I know, wants as deep and wants as 
in-depth and broad an overview as he can of international 
issues, and I'm sure the Chinese do as well 


Q On the question of Sino-Soviet relations, will 
this be something that you'll] be looking for? And how do you 
perceive them at this point -- strengths and weaknesses? 








- I'm sure we will be discussing the Soviet Union 
I don't think there's any question ahout that Again, we will 
be giving our view of where we sit, vis-a-vis the Soviet Union, 
and listening to them They've just concluded these talks with 
the Soviets. border talks with the Soviets, and we, of course. 
we will be interested in anything they have to say about that 


It's hard to say specifically how these talks will 
develop A lot of it will depend upon how the talks go and 
just how the flow goes 


Q What kinds of questions are you concerned about 
vis-a-vis Sino-Soviet relations? What is it that you'll be 
looking for answers to? Is it -- 


a Our position on the Sino-Soviet relationship, I[ 
think, is a rather easy one, in a sense we're not overly 
concerned about this The improvement of relations between 
China and the Soviet Union is in the natural course of things 
It's Fine If they can reach agreements, that's Fine, which 
will ease tensions and make for a better and more normal and 
natural relationship between the two. we have no problem with 
that But we are interested in how they're developing, how the 
Chinese see it It's hard For me to try to speculate on how 
they see it until we get there and get the view from them 


Q Are you concerned about this intellectual -- 
apart from the Secretary's talks. are you concerned that it's 
going to affect US. -Chinese ties, the crackdown on the 
dissidents? 


- Well, we're not at this point overly concerned in 
view of the manner in which the Chinese leadership, from Deng 
himself as well as from others, have talked about how they view 
what is happening in China In other words. it seems to be 
that the question is one of how rapidly certain changes take 
place in China in the political area and not a question of 
whether they take place 


That, at least. is what we nave been able to gather 
from the comments that nave been made by Chinese leaders 
We'll be able to get a more detailed and stronger view when 
we're there of just how they see things and how they see things 
developing 


Q What is the purpose of the Secretary's stop in 


- As you know, there is a rather important 
management center there, the Center for Management Training, 
which we have been involved in, that is. this government has 
been involved in for some time -- several years -- so he would 
like to see it It's an important city and an important 
center He will visit there to meet with the people involved 
in this and, as I say. will speak there 




















Q Can you tell us more about the US. involvement 
in the Management Training Center? 


= I don't know all the details of it I think you 
would better advised to get that from the Department of 
Commerce They're the ones that have been doing this through 
the years, and they can give you the complete and full story 
and background on it But it's been a very successful venture 
I think, in which a lot of people have been trained in 
management skills. not only from that area but from all of 
China. It's been a nation-wide center, but Commerce would have 
the details on that because they've been the ones who have 
handling our side of it 


Q You just mentioned that Secretary Shultz will 
meet all leaders of the Chinese communist party Would that 
include the conservative faction of the party who are opposing 


= I didn't mean all the leaders of the party I 
meant he's going to meet the high-ranking government 
officials He's not going to meet with various elements within 
the party structure For one thing, he doesn't have time for 
that, and he will be exchanging views with the highest ranking 
officials of China 


Q Does that mean he'll meet with Zhao Ziyang in his 
government position as opposed to in his party position? 
fs) Not necessarily Il don't really want to get into 


that distinction that you've made there because it gets us onto 
a difficult thing We know who the leaders of China are, and 
these are the people he'll *e meeting 


Q How would you rate American-Chinese relations on 
the eve of this visit? Are they poor’? Are they fair? Are 
they good? 


= I'd go for the latter, that they're good I 
think that they've been developing very well over the course of 
the last several years I think we feel that way and I think 
the Chinese feel that way [ think economically they've 
developed well We have a good understanding of where we sit 
on various international issues 


So all in all. I classify them as very good 


Q You mentioned that the Secretary is going to stop 
over at Qufu 


- Yes 
Q You mentioned it's the birthplace of Confucius 


In light of the current events on Chinese mainland, what's the 
significance of this one? Are you sending some signal? 








A No. There's no signal We just have a deep 
historical interest in China -- the Secretary does. 
Q How abcut the stop in Seoul? Is that basically a 


briefing stop or is there some significant event that's going 
on? 


A It's basically, both the Seoul and Tokyo stops, 
in order to cive the leadership of Korea and Japan a briefing 
on what went on in China This 1s a fairly natural procedure. 
We normally do this sort of thing. 


Of course, there will be discussions with the Korean 
and the Japanese leaders on various issues that concern the 
relationship between our two countries as well But it is 
fundamentally a briefing stop 


Q On the Seoul leg of this -- in the speech you 
gave in New York a couple weeks back was very interesting in 
that it lent a new tone and certain new phrases to the nature 
of the relationship and what the United States is trying to do 
with South Korea Is that a correct reading of the speech? 
Are you taking a slightly different tack on the subject? 


A I would say that what I tried to do was cutline 
the way we see -- that is, this government - the internal 
Situation in Korea and the way in which we would hope that it 
would develop. 


We have, as I said in the speech, a tremendous amount 
of regard and respect for what the Koreans have been able to 
accomplish in the economic area and in the area of creating a 
very fine international position -- in holding the Olympics 
which not many countries could actually do And so we believe 
that, given the things that the Koreans have been able to 
accomplish, that it is undoubtedly in their power, certainly, 
te reach a political solution of the differences that we find 
between the government and some of the opposition people in 
Korea. That, fundamentally, is the heart of it 


That we see an opportunity here with President Chun 
stepping down; that if it's missed, it would be really a 
tragedy, and taking advantage of this opportunity is certainly 
one of the first priorities of the present Korean political 
leadership, whether it be qovernment or opposition 


That, Fundamentally, is what was behind what I was 
saying in New York, it seens to me 


Q Do you see the recent developments in the past 
two or three months in China as a serious setback to China's 
political and economic development? And how do you see it as 
affecting international confidence in the future of the Chinese 
government? 














A I wouldn't necessarily use the words “serious 
setback." It seems to me, as I said earlier, that the Chinese 
are talking about the speed of change rather than the fact that 
change is taking place and will continue to take place. That's 
what they say. I'm prepared to accept that 


We'll see -- of course, the discussions that the 
Secretary will shortly be having with the Chinese leaders will 
give us -- what we will get further from those discussions on 
this point. 


4s far as the international climate, or the climate in 
China for the international community, it seems to me, again, 
if the explanation that they are giving 1s correct -- and I 
have no reason to doubt it -- that this should not have any 
long-term or permanent effect upon the atmosphere for 
investment and trade and economic development and things of 
that sort 


Q Throughout what little I know of recent Chinese 
history, there appear to have been cycles of openness towards 
the West and foreign influence and then xenophobia, more or 
less. There have been fears expressed -- ['m sure you've read 
them -- that what we have now is cyclical opening to the West 
that will be followed by a period of less inclination towards 
that kind of interchange 


Has your estimation of whether that's a danger to be 
feared changed at all as a result of the student 
demonstrations, the dismissal of Hu Yaobang and the 
government's response to those demonstrations? 


=) I don't think so When you talk about the 
cyclical changes in China, [ agree with that At least one can 
tend to agree with it 1f you look at the broad sweep of Chinese 
history and the cyclical shifts that have taken place But 
we're talking about many, many years 


For us to make a judgment at this point, if we're 
talking about some sort of a cyclical change coming up, I think 
is much, much too strong fhis is just a brief period of tiie 
that China has actually turned and opened to the West My hope 
would be that we're seeing a little bump on the road perhaps 
but no more than that That's all we're talking about 


Q Would Secretary Shultz or you, yourself, while in 
Seoul be meeting with politicians, including the opposition 
politicians? 


A There's really not time for that We will be 
basically in Seoul, as I[ said, to brief the government 
leadership on the meetings in China, and that's about all the 
time that we're going to have [here isn't time enough. 
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Q Will invitations be issued to any Chinese leaders 
to come to the United States during the visit? 


a Well, we always talk with them about high-level 
visits. Presumably, that will be part of the discussions 


Q In your New York speech, [ understand that you 
urged some sort of innovative proposals on Korean politics 
Did you happen to suggest any aspects of the idea to the 
political parties in Korea? 


a No Those proposals -- innovative proposals -- 
have to come from the Korean side, not from Americans. [t 
seems to me these are up to Koreans to talk about and to 
offer. Not for us 


Q Do you expect any significant development in the 
process of political negotiation before Secretary Shultz's 
visit to Korea? 

A I couldn't respond to that I have no idea 

Q [ ne President's invitation to Mr. Hu Yaobang 
for him to come » the United States still stand or been 
withdrawn’ 


Aa I think you have to puzzle that one out 


(Briefing concluded at 3°25 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement. 


At the invitation of the Secretary of State, the 
Foreign Ministe: of the Republic of Turkey, Vahit Halefoglu, 
and his wife will make an official visit to Washington, D.C., 
on March 14 to 19. The Foreign Minister will meet with 
Secretary Shultz and with other Cabinet level officials. In 
addition, the Minister plans to have contact with Congressional 
committees as well as with individual senators and congressmen. 


That's all [ have. Matt? 


Q What plans does the Secretary have for getting a 
copy of the Tower Commission report and making a public 
assessment of what it says about him? 


A I can't give you any of those kind of details. 
Obviously, we'll be on the road before that report is released, 
so we'll do what we can to get it to him. But I don't know 
exactly how that's going to occur right now. I think, first of 
all, you should stay in touch with the White House concerning 
Administration reaction, since in the first instance it's the 
President's report, and it's my expectation that the first 
reaction will come from there 


Q Chuck, yesterday Secretary Shultz said that if 
the Syrians can achieve peace in West Beirut, that's a positive 
step, while the legal government which you always support said 
that this is illegal -- the presence of the Syrians is 
illegal. So how can you manage these two statements? 
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A Oh, I'm not going to try to attempt to manage 
various statements as you might suggest. I'd refer you in the 
first instance to the statement which we released over the 
weekend, and, secondly, to the totality of the Secretary's 
remarks which were a bit broader than the one instance that you 
have picked out. 


Q So do you share with the Lebanese Government, 
which you support, that the Syrian presence in West Beirut is 
illegal or not? 


4 I share our statement that was released on the 
weekend, and the remarks of the Secretary yesterday. 


Q But you did not address this point, if it is 
legal or illegal? 


o I've given you what I have. 


Q Chuck, what have you got on Ambassador Hinton's 
blunt speech last week in Pakistan on the Pakistani program to 
put together an A-bomb within -- [I think they're down to about 
a year -- and what about how that would affect the U.S. aid 
request? 


A I don't have anything on the speech in 
particular. As you know that we've said on many occasions, we 
have serious concerns about Pakistan's nuclear activities. I 
think we said that most recently on February 20th, in fact, 
that we've raised these concerns with the Government of 
Pakistan at every opportunity, and that the government there is 
well aware of our ability -- is well aware that our ability to 
provide security assistance is dependent on Pakistani restraint 
in the nuclear area. 


Beyond that, at the time that we made the last 
Presidential certification, back in -- it was signed on October 
27 -- we likewise talked about many of the same factors at that 
time, and I'd refer you to the briefing at that point, which 
addressed in almost identical language the question of our aid 
and its relationship to that nuclear program. 


Doesn't the U.S., though, have reason to believe 
that the Pakistanis are in fact, as some intelligence reports 
indicate, proceeding apace with their nuclear program? 


q Once again, I['d refer you to the Presidential 
certification which addresses at least one aspect of the 
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Pakistan nuclear program. At that point, signed October 27, 
the President certified that Pakistan does not possess a 
nuclear explosive device. But beyond that I could only say 
that that certification at that time was made after careful 
review of the information available. 


But as always, and again to reiterate what [ said, 
that that certification should not be interpreted as implying 
any U.S. approval for Pakistan's nuclear program. Beyond that, 
I just can't make the kind of assessment that you're asking for. 


Q Chuck, to follow up on the nuclear issue, have 
you seen the Carnegie report which said that Israel now 
possesses more than a hundred nuclear warheads? Are you more 
concerned that -- or are you satisfied with Israeli assertion 
that they will not be the first nuclear power in the Middle 
East? 


4 I don't have anything new on that particular 
question, beyond what we have said from this podium previoisly 
and which you have quoted at least part of. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on King Hussein's 
cancelling his visit to Washington, and President Hosni Mubarak 
of Egypt too? 


a On -— in the case of both, the current state of 
affairs is that discussions continue to find mutually agreeable 
dates for official working visits by King Hussein and President 
Mubarak to Washington. No dates have been cet, but we expect 
to be able to work them out, and we always look forward to 
visits here by chese close friends. 


Q The public statements which were in the media 
over the weekend and before -- [ think up til yesterday were 
their dissatisfaction, one on the level of King Hussein and the 
level of the [ran/Contra arm deal and the [ran sale -- sale of 
U.S. arms to Iran, ano the other one of President Mubarak about 
that there was no progress in reducing the interest on the 
loans due tu Egypt and the conplexity of the situation. 


A You'd have to talk to the two gentlemen involved 
for their own positions. It certainly is the case, for 
example, that concern over the [ran arms transfer has been of 
concern to some of them, but, as I say, the current status of 
trying to arrange those visit is, as [ have just laid out for 
you, which is that we continue to look for some mutually 
agreeable dates, and we expect to be able to find those. 
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Q So are you suggesting then the time was not 
Suitable for either party, and that's why they cancelled? 


a I'm not quite sure what your question is. 


Q Well, you are saying for an agreeable date. 
the cancellation suggest or read into it that it did not 
coincide with the schedule of the President or Hussein or 
Mubarak to come? 


4 As always, in trying to arrange dates they have 
to be mutually agreeable. We've been talking about some 
dates. We've not yet come to any dates that are mutually 
agreeable, and that's what we'll continue to work on. 


Q In practice in the diplomatic world, there are 
always talks going on about mutually acceptable dates. In the 
case of Hussein, he told the Financial Times last week he ain't 
coming. Do you have any reaction to that specific comment? 





A My reaction is what L've given you, that we are 
in fact continuirg to work on dates, and we expect to work 
those out. 


Q But Mubarak was supposed to be here last week, or 
this week apparently. Is that correct? 


Again, you're talking about dates that have been 


"4 
talked about. 


Q Yeah. 


A And there have been dates talked about, but we've 
never yet arrived at mutually agreeable dates. 


Q Why? 
A That's siwpiy the state of affairs. 


Q Chuck, the report yesterday said that President 
Mubarak was supposed to be here yesterday. Was it acceptable 
to the United States for the visit to be here or what? 


a I don't know what -- in each of those two cases 
which dates have been already talked about and which side had 
what kind of problems. I just don't know this. 
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Q Were there reports that they are really -- did 
you hear from them officially that they are dissatisfied with 
the U.S. policy regarding the Contra, and that's why there is 
some disagreement on the visit or the dates? 


Aa I just don't have any commentary to offer on 
those kind of exchanges, and I have to do what I did earlier. 
If it involves their positions, you'll have to talk to them in 
the first instance. [I'm not going to try to do it for them. 





Q One other thing, please, Chuck. There were also 
reports that the Administration has sent to Congress, 
requesting on selling weapons to Jordan and Saudi Arabia. 
Later on it was reported that the Administration actually 
scrapped the part that was supposed to sell to Jordan. Am I 
correct, or can you give us some details on that? 


a I think you've missed a number of briefings in 
the past few weeks. We've addressed those questions, and the 
Press Office can help you with those. 


Q As of now the Administration is requesting 
weapons to Saudi -- to Jordan, the mobile Hawk missiles. 


ie) There has been guidance prepared, material used 
from this podium. As a consequence, just please check with the 
Press Office, and therefore you can -- from there you can get 
the exact words. 


-~ MORE -- 
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Do you have anything on the clashes between the 
Hizballah and the Syrians? There's a report out of Kuwait that 
some of the hostages were taken to the [Iranian Embassy in 
Beirut. 


4 No, I don't have anything on either one. 


Q On the saine thing. Did the U.S. have prior 
knowledge of the Syrian entry into Lebanon? 


A You've seen our statement 
Q From Beirut, let's say. 
A From the weekend. 


But you did not address that specific one. Did 
the U.S. have prior knowledge? Was it aware of the fact that 
they were coming in? 


a I don't know whether that was addressed or not in 
the briefings at that time. I just don't have anything. 


Q Will you be able to look into it? 


Q At the Carnegie Endowment's press conference on 
the release of their survey of nuclear proliferation in 1986, 
Mr. Specter, who was the author, said that he interpreted the 
language in the statement that you just cited by the President 
about Pakistan's program, that the Pakistanis do not now 
possess a nuclear explosive device, to indicate that the 
President was or that the American policy was fixed on the 
question of whether they had, in fact, assembled the bomb. He 
interpreted that to mean that the Administratio.w was willing to 
look the other way if they assembled, or if they collected the 
components for the bomb but didn't screw them together. 


Is that a fair interpretation of what that October 
statement was supposed to mean? 


a I don't think you should try to read anything 
into what the October statement was supposed to mean. There is 
a law which requires a certification on a specific question, 
and that's what the President certified. There's a second 
aspect of that, too, which isn't directly related but that's 
not the only part of that certification. 


So, first, I'd just refer you to the law of what the 
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President's certification is supposed to do in what he said at 
that time. And then, secondly, to say that I've just 
reiterated what we have said many times about our long-standing 
concerns about the entire Pakistani nuclear program, that in 
response to your implication that we're somehow turning away 
from it. 


We make that certification. It requires that we take 
a careful look at the information. 


Q Chuck, Shimon Peres is meeting today with 
President Mubarak in Egypt and they will have talks for three 
days. Do you have any comment on this meeting? 

. No. 


Q The story today says that this meeting will bring 
an end to the national coalition in Israel and facilitates for 
Shimon Peres to run for elections and possibly have a majority 
of the Parliament that he will be able to go along the line of 
what you are saying of the international conference contrary to 
Mr. Shamir. Do you have any -- would you like to see the 
breakdown of the national coalition in Israel in order to 
facilitate that? 


- I don't have anything. 

Q This is the story. 

Q Do you have any comment on the report that the 
Soviet radars have been dismantled? And, if so, can you 
explain why -- is it in response to U.S. requests, or is it 


just something they've done on their own? 


a I can't tell you why All I could say is, it 
does appear that the Soviets have recently removed or 
disassembled several radars at their ABM test site, but the 
significance of this action is not yet clear. 


Q That doesn't affect in any way the Krasnoyarsk 
Situation, does it? 


. No, it doesn't. There have been no Soviet 
statements or actions, including these actions of the ABM test 
site over the past year that have in any way changed our 
assessment, that the large phased-array radar at Krasnoyarsk is 
a clear viol..tion of the ABM Treaty. 
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Q Has work, in fact, stopped at Krasnoyarsk? 
A I don't have that status report 
Q Were these removed after the U.S. statements 


denouncing them, or is it -- 


ia As I said, I don't have any way to evaluate the 
significance or the Soviet motivation. 


Q That's not the question. 

a) He says, after the U.S. said something, so [1 -- 

Q Just in terms of time Not whether it was in 
response to -- just whether it happened afterwards or whether 


this might have happened before? 


a Don't have anything. 

Q On another subject. I'd just like to try -- 
Q Can we stay with the ABM? 

Q Yeah, sure. 


Q The Soviets, in Geneva yesterday, said the United 
States has formally proposed a broad interpretation of the ABM 
Treaty. Is that what we've done at tne table? 


oa I've explained previously, perhaps a week or two 
ago, what we were doing at Geneva concerning discussions, 
concerning the ABM Treaty and its interpretation. As I recall, 
the thrust of that was that in response to Soviet requests, we 
have been perfectly willing to explain our interpretation of 
the ABM Treaty, why that's fully justified What I said then 
remains the case. 


Q Have the Nitze and Perle and Mr. Rowny begun 
their consultations? 


ia Yes, they have 


Q Where are they going? 
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a This is part, of course, of a long series of 
Giscussions concerning consultations with the Allies on the 
progress of the SOI research program and on the implications of 
this progress for enhancing allied security and for advancing 
the prospects for arms control 


At the direction of the President, Ambassador Nitze 
Geparted yesterday anc Ambassador Rowny this morning to meet 
with allies in Europe and Asia, respectively We expect them 
to return to Washington early next week 


Ambassador Nitze will visit Ottawa, London, Paris, 
Bonn, Rome, The Hague, and Brussels, including a meeting with 
the North Atlantic Council 


Ambassador Rowny will visit Tokyo, Seoul, and 


Canberra Those cities are in no particular order 
Q And Mr. - 
A Ambassador Nitze is accompanied on his trip by 


Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security 
Policy Richard Perle 


4) Wasn't Nitze going tc appear on the Hill tomorrow 
to talk about the ABM Treaty? 


. He was there yesterday with both the House and 
the Senate 


Q This was testimony He was supposed to testify 
in public tomorrow You sending anyone else, do you know, or 
has that been put off? 


- Whether or not there's anything scheduled for 
tomorrow, I don't know, but he did meet with both the House and 
the Senate yesterday 


Q Can you give us a readout on the Secretary's 
meeting this morning with President Mobutu? 


- What I have is very brief President Mobutu is 
in the U.S. on a private visit The Secretary paid a courtesy 
call on him at his hotel this morning The two men discussed 


economic and political issues of mutual concern, including 
Zaire's economic reform program and the situation in Chad 
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Q What about the question of a base access 
agreement? 

a As far as I know, the subject of a military 
access agreement was not discussed As far as the agreement 


itself goes, I can confirm only that there have been 
discussions within the Administration about the possibility of 
negotiating a military access agreement with Zaire, but no 
final decision to seek such an accord has been made within the 
government 


Q The State Department opposes tryat idea, is that 
right? 

os I don't know where you got that What I'm saying 
is what I[ have to offer you at this point 

Q Chuck, can 1 come back for a second to the 
Nitze/Perle/Rowny trip? You said Nitze met with House and 
Senate -- Members of the House and Senate yesterday -- I 


presume to brief them on his upcoming trip 


- No 
Q No? 
4 This is part of the consultations with Congress 


and the Allies 


Q Okay Well, your description of the 
consultations with the Allies made no mention, as I recall it, 
of the interpretation of the ABM Treaty It talked about 
progress on SOI and efforts to improve arms control, and so on 
and so forth 


Was there any discussion with Members of Congress, and 
will there be any discussion with any of the Allies of the 
interpretation of the ABM Treaty? 


a Yes, and yes 


_-MORE - 
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Q Did Nitze tell the Members of Congress yesterday 
that the Administration had decided to pursue a broad 
interpretation of the ABM Treaty? 


a Concerning the Administration position and where 
we stand on the ABM Treaty and the SDI program, I'd refer you 
to what the Secretary has said several times in public. That 


is our position. It still stands. Ambassador Nitze is 
consulting with the Congress and also with the Allies as part 
of the process which the Secretary described. That's where we 
are. 


Q It still stands that way? 
A That's right 


Q Can I come back to that other subject? I'd like 
to ask about it. It's a minor point. I'd like to ask about 
it, though, if I could 


On January 16th, at his news conference here at the 
Department, the Secretary said that, talked at some length 
about the notes he's kept on the Iran arms deal. And he in 
that news conference, made reference to some notes abcit an 
August 6 meeting In that news conference he also said that he 
ad given those notes to “all the investigators." 


My question is simply, does that phrase “all the 
investigators" include the Tower Commission? He only mentioned 
by name the FBI and Meese, by name Do you know whether the 
Department and the Cecretary have made those same notes 
available to the Tower Commission, as well? 


fe) My understanding is that he's made his material 
available to any and all investigators who needed or wanted 
them 

Q I realize there has been a BACKGROUND briefing 
about Shultz's trip to China, but can you say anything on the 
record about the purpose of the trip? 


a) No. That's the reason we had the BACKGROUND 
briefing. 


Q And very fulsome it was, too. 


(Laughter) 
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Q Did he say anything about why he's going there? 


a Well, you heard a considerable amount at the 
BACKGROUND briefing (Laughter). 


Q As little as that! 


s As to the reasons for the trip, you know, I'm not 
in a position to go into the specifics of the subject matter to 
be covered Obviously, it's the full range of bilateral and 
international issues. This is part of the normal diplomatic 
process of staying in touch with key international players 
around the world. Foreign Minister Wu was here last year and 


invited the Secretary The Secretary will be going now this 
year. So it continues, this exchange of high-level visitors. 
Q Has the Administration formally requested the $40 


million in aid for the Contras? When does it plan to do that? 


A I don't have anything concerning when that will 
come forward. 


ie) Do you have any reaction -- 


A Wait a minute, wait a minute. Someone else who 
has not had a chance 


Q Chuck, could you bring us up to date on the 
current status of the discussions with Spain over basing 
rights, including schedules? 


a For further rounds? 

Q Yes, please 

a I don't have that in my head We completed a 
round not too long ago, in early February. [ think I did read 


from this podium, in fact, a statement which summarized that 
round, so I['d refer you to the transcript for that aspect. And 
if it's possible to get the dates for the ne:* round, we'll see 
if we can do that. 


a Thank you 


Q It's the anniversary of Marcos' departure from 
the Philippines What's the U.S. view of what happened in that 
year that's passed? And how do you see the situation today 
with respect to the rebel problem in the Philippines? 
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2) I don't really feel I am in a position to give 
you a comprehensive analysis of the kind you're asking for. I 
think the Secretary has spoken to this issue a number of 
times. He has termed President Aquino's performance really 
spectacular in the time that she's been in office He's also 
referred to the many very substantial problems that she has to 
face, including among them the question of the insurgency, 
which is a particularly cruel one, and the difficulties that 
she has in putting her armed forces back on a Firm footing so 
that they can cope with that insurgency. 


I think in those various remarks he has captured, ina 
way, our feelirg concerning this first year of Mrs. Aquino's 
presidency. 


Q Is Marcos behaving himself now? 


A —E just don't have anything new. Do you have 
anything? I'd be interested 


Q Do you have an assessment of his conduct? Has he 
changed his conduct since the iast time we talked about it? 


a I don't have any update 

Q Same subject? 

os This very same subject? 

Q When Mrs. Aquino was here, President Reagan 


promised $10 million in quick medical aid Is that all gone or 
has some of it been held back? 


A It turns out that it's the Department of Defense 
that is the real expert on that, so ['ve been told that I 
should refer you tc them In very short form, I understand 
that the allegations that somehow we had failed to deliver 
that, that those allegations are unfounded, but that DOD could 
provide you with details. 


Q Chuck, do you have any expectation or plans that 
the Secretary will have a copy of the Tower Report by the time 
of “wheels up" tomorrow morning, to take on the plane with him? 


A I answered that in response to an earlier 
question. I really can't predict now how he is going to come 
into possession of that material. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the report that, on 
the statement by the Italian Prime Minister that they may not 
hold the Economic Summit this year in Venice? 


a No 


Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to the Gulf 
Corporation Council states that they are going to turn to 
Europe and some other sources for arms and defense systems 
rather than ask the United States, especially after the arms 
sales to Iran? 


is) No, I don't have any reaction. 


Can I follow up on what Secretary Shultz 
described the Syrian forces presence in Beirut that it would be 
positive if they could bring some sort of stability or peace? 
How much different is it from the Soviet presence in 
Afghanistan? 


a I'm not going to try to make a comparison. 
Q How do you reckon -- 
4 On the thrust of your question, it's been asked 


at least two times. ['ve given what [ have. 


Q I was not here at that time 
Q You may have been asked this question, too, when 
I was away There was a report a few days ago that the 


European Community came out strongly supporting an 
international conference on the Middle East. 


Would the Administration coordinate, cooperate on this 
specific point with the European Community? 


a I don't have anything on that subject beyond what 
the Secretary has said publicly on a number of occasions, 
primarily last week. There's nothing beyond that. 
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Q That's prior to the EC's announcement? 


A But our position on an international conference 
was talked about at length by the Secretary. That's what ['m 
here empowered to talk about as the U.S. position. 


Q Does the return to Beirut violate any agreements 
reached by the United States in 1983 on the evacuation of 
foreign forces from Beirut? 


4 Don't have anything on that. 


Q Mr. Shultz has criticized certain lawmakers for 
trying to run their own foreign policy. Does this mean that 
the Secretary, after consulting with the logical people in the 
Department like the L area, does he believe that the Logan Act 
is good law and enforceable law today? 


4 I couldn't give you that specific kind of 
reading. The Secretary spoke at some length on the subject 
that you referred to yesterday, so I'd have to leave it 
essentially with what he said. 


Q Well, aside from the specifics of the comments 
yesterday, the Logan Act is the kind of generic Frame, as you 
know, in which people, private citizens, or even citizens not 
empowered to do so who have a public position, are not 
encouraged to go abroad to negotiate for the U.S. Government 
with the responsible officials checking on them. That's the 
Logan Act. 


Now, the question is, does the Department of State 
believe that this legislation, passed the end of the eighteenth 
century, is today valid? it's -- 


A As [I said in response to your first question, I 
just don't have anything on which to answer your question 


Q Would you take that question? 


4 On the general subjects that you've raised, I'd 
just leave it with what the Secretary himself said yesterday. 


Q Would you take the question? 
A I'm not sure what ['m supposed to look into. 
Q Whether the Department of State believes that 


this piece of legislation, which is gerimane to this very issue, 
is in fact effective law today? Very -- 
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a I'm not sure when I've started passing on whether 
or not laws are still in effect or not, and I don't plan to 
start doing it now. 


Anyone else? 


(Briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY: I[t really is an intimate gathering, a 
small group. Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 


Unfortunately, [ do have one sad announcement to read. ® § 


The Foreign Minister of Norway, Knut Frydenlund, has 
died in Oslo. The Acting Secretary of State has asked that [ 
read to you his statement to the government and people of 
Norway and to the Foreign Minister's Family. 


"We were saddened to learn of the death in Oslo this 
morning of Knut Frydenlund. Foreign Minister Frydenlund was an 
old friend of the United States and was well respected by all 
Americans who had the opportunity to meet and to work with him 
All of us will miss him very much." 


I also would like to announce that James R. Schlesinger 
will conduct a comprehensive review of the Department's new 
office building construction in Moscow. 


In order to fully assess the difficulties concerning 
construction of our new office building in Moscow, the 
Secretary has asked James R. Schlesinger to undertake a 
comprehensive review and analysis of the entire project. 


Mr. Schlesinger will review the quality of q 
construction of the work already completed and develop and 
options for insuring a secure operating environment 
mission in Moscow. 


Mr. Schlesinger will report his findings and 
recommendations directly to the Secretary. 


Mr. Schlesinger has served as Acting Director of the 
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Bureau of the Budget, Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission, 
and Director of Central Intelligence. From 1973 until 1975, he 
served as Secretary of Defense. In 1976, Mr. Schlesinger 
became the First Secretary of Energy, a position which he held 
from 1977 until 1979. 


Currently, Mr. Schlesinger divides his time between 
the investment banking firm of Shearson Lehman Brothers, [nc., 
where he serves as the senior adviser, and Georgetown 
University Center for Strategic and [nternational Studies, 
where he serves as Counselor and a member of the Executive 
Board. 


Those are all the announcements, and 1'll be happy to 
answer questions. 


Q What does he know about construction engineering? 


ey I think he will be able to call on people who 
perhaps can fill in that one gap in his knowledge. 


Q Do you have a timeframe for the study? 


A Although no specific deadline for a report’. to the 
Secretary has been set; we anticipate that Mr. Schlesinger's 
recommendations will be available by mid-May. 


Q Is he planning to travel to Moscow soon? 


a I don't have any of the details on that, but I 
would assume that they would include a visit to the site. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on how far behind 
schedule this embassy construction is, and what the cost 
over-run is now, and why, specifically, is Schlesinger being 
appointed at this time? [t has been a problem For a long time. 


a) I don't have any of the details on how far behind 
it is, and what the construction over-run costs have been. [ 
think that there have been various studies about that. 


Certainly in regard to the question of why he was 
chosen, I think the Secretary felt that with Schlesinger's many 
years of distinguished service to the country, especially his 
years in the Bureau of the Budget, Director of CIA, Secretary 
of Defense, he is uniquely positioned to provide the 
comprehensive review which the Secretary seeks. 
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I might note that there have been a number of studies 
on specific aspects of the c «tt. uction, and while these 
Studies are not mutually exclusive, the Secretary believes that 
a comprehensive review »f all elements of the project must be 
undertaken. 


—MORE- 
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Can you take those questions and get back to us 
with some of these details? 


A Yes. I'll have to see if’we have specific 
figures on the delay 


Weren't those your questions -- the delay, the amount 
of time, and the amount of money 


Q Yes How far behind is the project now, and 
what's the cost overrun? 

And the other question was, specifically, what's 
motivating the study at this time? 


A Well, I think I've answered that -- that there 
has been a great deal of interest in it and many conflicting 
stories about it, plus reviews of specific areas. The purpose 


of Mr. schlesinger's work will be to pull all this together for 
a comprehensive review 


Q What was the original projected cost, and how 
long has construction been underway -- et cetera? 

x Well, I think that we're going to have -- I don't 
have all that information available 

Q Yes, but these aren't on the list of taken 
questions, to which I hope we can get an answer 

a All right Thank you 

Q The Soviets conducted a nuclear test today, 
apparently Does the United States have a response? 

a) I think you asked your question about the nuclear 


test that was actually reported yeste: day, wasn't it? 
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Q That's right. 


fe) We have said before that when the Soviets choose 
to resume nuclear testing, this is their decision. 


The U.S. position on nuclear testing is clear. As 
long as we depend on nuclear weapons for our security, we must 
insure that those weapons are safe, secure, reliable and 
effective. This demands some level of underground nuclear 
testing as permitted by existing treaties. 


Q On the Tower report, there's a statement in there 
that seems to be attributed to Lieutenant Colonel North 
regarding an alleged conference call in whica Former Ambassador 
Tambs and Secretary Abrams were involved, in which theese was 
discussion of telling the Costa Rican Government that they 
would face the prospect of losing $80 million in US. 
assistance if they revealed the existence of a secret airstrip 
in Costa Rica by which the Nicaraguan rebels were being 
supplied with military goods. 


Can you confirm that that call took place? What did 
take place? Was any such threat ever discussed or made? 


A No, I'm not going to comment 


, Perhaps I should have announced that [ wasn't going to 
take any questions on the Tower Commission Report, that it was 
just released this morning. We're certainly studying it 


As you know, the Secretary is on his way to China, and 
we will consider what our response should be at the appropriate 
time. But I don't have anything on that for you today. 


Q Does the Secretary now have any portion of the 
report, or when is he going to get it and how is he going to 
get it? 


- There are portions of the report -~- I think the 
preliminary part is being telecopied to him in Alaska. When 
his plane touches down there, he will get the first part of the 
report and arrangements are being made to get h m the volume as 
soon as possible 


Q And how is that going to be? 


a Courier. 


Q In where, Hong Kong? 
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a Hong Kong 

a 
Q Thank you 
Q On the reports of the four hostages, American 


hostages, do you have any confirmation? 


= We have no information to substantiate the story 
that the Syrians now are holding the four hostages that were 
taken from BCU -~- the Beirut College I can't even think of 


the name of it, BCU 


We have seen those reports but, as I say. there's just 
-- we have nothing on it 


I would repeat that we hold those holding hostages 
responsible for their safety and call for the immediate and 
unconditional release of all hostages If the hostages come 
into the possession of the Syrians or anyone else, we would 
also hold them responsible for the hostages’ safety and 
unconditional release 


Q Just one question New Zealand apparently has 
released a new defense policy which stresses self-reliance and 
cooperation with Australia Do we have any comment on that? 


a [ don't have any comment on that today 


Q Do you have anything on the reports that the US 
used South Africa as a conduit to get arms to the Contras? 


- No, I don't have anything on that either 
O.K.? 
Q All right 


(The briefing concluded at 12.30 pm ) 
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paced Sceze t+ 
RANSCRIPT R  -eung gape EN ROUTE FROM WASHINGTON TO 


HONG KONGJ, .2/aé /?7) 
GQ: ... DwanashLe..:, 


A: THE BEST THING FOR ME TO DO IS KEEP QUIET AND SEE WHAT 
THEY HAVE TO SAY. 


Q: DO YOU FEEL A LITTLE FUNNY ABOUT BEING OUT OF - LEAVING 
TOWN ESSENTIALLY - ON THE DAY THAT THE REPORT IS SEING 
ISSUED AND PERHAPS MISSING A MAJOR MEETING AT THE WHITE 
HOUSE TOMORROW NIGHT ON THE SUBJECT? 


A: I WOULD PREFER TO BE THERE. ON THE OTHER HAND, THIS 
TRIP HAS BEEN SCHEDULED A LONG TIME, AND THE TOWER 
COMMISSION CHANGED ITS DATES. I THINK THAT MY RIGHT COURSE 
OF ACTION IS TO FOLLOW THE PRESIDENT'S INSTRUCTIONS ON THIS, 
WHICH I HAVE BEEN DOING FROM THE OQUTSET, NAMELY TO MAKE 
AVAILABLE TO EVERYONE THE THINGS THAT I CAN CONFIDENTLY SAY 
ABOUT IT, COOPERATE WITH THE INVESTIGATIONS AND, HAVING DONE 
THAT, TO GET ON ABOUT MY BUSINESS, WHICH I'VE BEEN DOING. 
I'VE BEEN MEETING WITH PEOPLE, TESTIFYING, TRAVELLING, AND 
CONDUCTING THE AFFAIRS OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
ENERGETICALLY. SO, I DON'T THINK IT WAS EVEN A CLOSE 
QUESTION, WHETHER TO POSTPONE THIS TRIP. IT'S AN IMPORTANT 
RELATIONSHIP AND THIS IS MY JOB. 


Q: IN THE PAST FEW WEEKS, THERE'S BEEN A LITTLE BIT OF 
WHAT APPEARS A RETRENCHMENT IN CHINA, ESPECIALLY IN TERMS OF 
SOME POLITICAL FREEDOMS, PROFESSORS LOSING POSITIONS WHO 
BACK DEMOCRACY MOVEMENTS, ETC. WILL YOU SAY ANYTHING TO THE 
CHINESE ABOUT THIS OR OTHER HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS? 


A: OF COURSE, THERE IS THE QUESTION OF THE EXPULSION OF 
JOURNALISTS. THERE HAVE BEEN TWO NOW, AND THEN THE 
PROBLEM... 


Q@: THREE. 
A: ARE YOU COUNTING MCNALLY? 
Q: Yes. 


A: WELL HE WAS OUT OF THE COUNTRY, HE WASN'T EXPELLED. 

BUT HIS PROBLEM IS A DIFFERENT PROBLEM. IT'S MORE, SO TO 
SPEAK, A CONSULAR PROBLEM. THAT IS, SOME OF HIS PROPERTY IS 
MISSING, AND WE'RE TRYING TO LOCATE IT OR HELP GET IT. BUT 
AT ANY RATE, I THINK THAT'S A MATTER ALWAYS OF CONCERN TO 
US, GIVEN OUR VIEWS ABOUT THE IMPORTANCE OF FREEDOM OF THE 
PRESS. I SPOKE ABOUT THAT WHEN SOME CHINESE JOURNALISTS 
CALLED ON ME THE OTHER DAY IN WASHINGTON, SO I‘LL SPEAK 








ABOUT THAT. AND, OF COURSE, I'LL BE VERY INTERESTED TO HEAR 
WHAT THEY HAVE TO SAY TO ME ABOUT INTERNAL DEVELOPMENTS IN 
CHINA. I THINK IT'S A VERY INTERESTING PERIOD, ACTUALLY, AS 
YOU LOOK AROUND THE WORLD AND YOU SEE, IN A WAY, HOW EACH 
SOCIETY HAS SOME COMBINATION OF ATTENTION TO THE INDIVIDUAL 
AND TO FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION odie THe DEGREE TO WHICH 
THAT'S CONSTRAINED, AND IMPCEMENTATION OF THE RULE OF LAW IN 
ONE FASHION OR ANOTHER, ON THE ONE HAND, AND THE NEEDS FOR 
DISCIPLINE ON THE OTHER. AND ALL OF OUR CONSTITUTIONAL 
ARRANGEMENTS REPRESENT SOME SORT OF COMPROMISE. OUR 
COMPROMISE EMPHASIZES, MUCH MORE THAN MOST, THE FREEDOM END 
OF THAT BALANCE. I THINK ONE OF THE THINGS THAT'S BEEN 
HAPPENING IN THE WORLD THAT'S OF GREAT INTEREST TO US IS, I 
THINK, THE VERY PERCEPTIBLE SHIFT THAT MANY COUNTRIES ARE 
MAKING BY GIVING THE FREEDOM IN DEMOCRACY -- BY WHATEVER 
DIFFERENT LIGHTS PEOPLEATHEY DEFINE IT -- RELATIVELY MORE 
WEIGHT. AND WE KNOW THAT, AS A SOCIETY THAT IS MOVING IN 
THAT DIRECTION FROM A DIFFERENT TRADITION DOES SO, THAT'S A 
HARD THING TO DO, SO THERE'S BOUND TO BE A RHYTHM TO I 

AND IT'S INTERESTING TO READ ABOUT, AND IN SOME CASESJSTO 
VISIT,—-HE COUNTRIES THAT ARE IN VARIOUS STAGES OF THIS 
RHYTHM, AND SEE WHAT WE CAN MAKE OUT OF IT. SO ITLL 
INTERESTED IN DOING THAT. 


Q: JUST WONDERING HOW SERIOUS YOU THINK THAT THE 
RETRENCHMENT IS FROM THAT PROCESS IN CHINA? 


A: WELL, THEIR STATEMENTS ARE, THAT THEIR POLICY 
CONTINUES, AND THAT IS A CONSTANT REFRAIN. AND SO THAT'S ONE 
REASON TO 60, To LISTEN TO THE CHINESE DIRECTLY AND GET A 
SENSE OF HOW THEY EXPRESS IT TO ME. 


Q: MR. SECRETARY, YOU MENTIONED THAT YOU WANT TO GET ON 
WITH THE BUSINESS AT HAND. 


A: I DON'T REALLY “WANT at Pe BEEN DOING IT. 
Q: WHAT DO YOU THINK YOU CAN ACHIEVE? 


A: Wh&bby— LIKE TO GO OFF ON A TRIP WHERE I CAN STOP 
TESTIFYING AND RUSHING AROUND FROM ONE THING TO ANOTHER, AND 
CONCENTRATE ON ONE AREA. 


Q@: WHAT DO YOU HOPE TO ACHIEVE IN THE NEXT TWO YEARS, IN 
SPECIFIC GOALS THAT YOU HAVE FOR THIS PERIOD, AND IF YOU SAY 
BY THE LATTER PART OF THIS YEAR IT BECOMES APPARENT THAT 
SOME OF THOSE GOALS, PERHAPS POSSIBLY INCLUDING AN ARMS 
CONTROL TREATY, ARE NOT GOING TO BE ACCOMPLISHED, WHAT 
AFFECT WOULD THAT HAVE ON YOUR DECISION AS TO WHETHER TO 
STAY IN THE JOB OR NOT? 











Q: WELL, AS FAR AS MY OWN POSITION IS CONCERNED, I DON'T 
HAVE ANY PLANS TO LEAVE, SO YOU CAN WIPE THAT OFF YOUR 
SLATE. THE OTHER QUESTION IS A BIG, DEEP, REFLECTIVE 
QUESTION, AND MAYBE WE CAN COME BACK TO IT TOWARD THE END OF 
THE TRIP. 





Q: MR. SECRETARY, DIRECTIVES TO CHINESE CADRES WERE LEAKED 
TO THE WASHINGTON POST AND I THINK OTHER NEWSPAPERS TODAY. 
DIRECTIVES BY DENG XIAOPING WHICH SEEMBTO INDICATE THAT HE'S 
SUPPORTING A CONSIDERABLE CRACKDOWN ON WHAT HAD BEEN 
DEMOCRATIZATION IN CHINA. DO YOU PLAN TO RAISE THIS ISSUE 
WITH HIM, AND WHAT DO YOU MAKE OF THIS REPORT WHICH SEEMS TO 
PLACE THE RETRENCHMENT DIRECTLY AT DENG? 


A: WELL, I THINK I BASICALLY SORT OF REPEAT THE PREVIOUS 
COMMENT I MADE. MY WORKING ASSUMPTION IS THAT DENG XIAOPING 
IS THE KEY PERSON AND, BASICALLY, WHEN IMPORTANT THINGS 
HAPPEN, HE'S IN ONE WAY OR ANOTHER INVOLVED. SO I THINK IT 
WOULDN'T BE A SURPRISE TO ANYBODY TO FIND THAT HE'S INVOLVED 
IN SOME DEVELOPMENT, WHATEVER IT IS, BECAUSE HE'S THE KEY 
PERSON. 


Q: YOU SAID THAT YOU MADE A DECISION TO GO ABOUT YOUR 
BUSINESS AND COME AHEAD ON THIS TRIP. DID YOU ASK THE 
PRESIDENT? DID YOU TALK TO HIM ABOUT WHETHER YOU OUGHT TO 
POSTPONE THIS TRIP OR IS THIS YOUR DECISION TO COME AHEAD? 


A: FIRST OF ALL, VERY EARLY ON, AS THE IRAN CONTROVERSY 
STARTED, THE PRESIDENT SET OUT HIS POLICY ea a 
INSTRUCTIONS TO ME AND OTHERS. THEY WERE. Jo ALL THE 
INFORMATION OUT AS RAPIDLY AS POSSIBLE AND THOSE WHO MAY 
HAVE BROKEN THE LAW SHOULD BE PUNISHED, AND SO HE'S BEEN 
IMPLEMENTING THAT AND I, FROM THE STANDPOINT OF THE THINGS 
THAT I'VE KNOWN ABOUT HAVE MADE THOSE AVAILABLE TO THE 
VARIOUS GROUPS. THEN HE SAID, "NOW WE HAVE LOTS OF WORK TO 
DO, AND SO LET'S DO ITE" SO THAT'S WHAT I'VE BEEN DOING ALL 
THE WAY THROUGH HERE, INCLUDING NOW. SO THIS IS NOT 
ANYTHING NEW, THIS IS JUST A CONTINUATION OF DOING WHAT THE 
PRESIDENT HAD SAID. WE HAVE A VERY FULL AGENDA, AS YOU CAN 
EASILY OBSERVE. AS FAR AS THIS TRIP IS CONCERNED, WHEN THE 
TOWER COMMISSION CHANGED THEIR TIME, OBVIOUSLY I WOULD HAVE 
WISHED TO HAVE A CHANCE TO READ THEIR REPORT, FOR INSTANCE, 
WHICH I HAVEN'T BEEN ABLE TO DO. I DON'T KNOW WHEN WE'LL 
GET A COPY, BUT I'M GOING TO FOCUS ON THIS TRIP. I TOLD THE 
PRESIDENT A WEEK OR SO AGO IN ONE OF OUR REGULAR MEETINGS, I 
POINTED THIS OUT TO HIM AND SAID THAT AS FAR AS I WAS 
CONCERNED, I°M JUST CONTINUING ON HIS BASIC INSTRUCTION, 
UNLESS HE HAD SOME OTHER THOUGHT. AND, NO, HE SAID, THAT'S 
THE BASIC WAY WE ARE DOING IT, SO THAT'S WHAT YOU SHOULD DO. 








Q@: MR. SECRETARY, IN THAT SAME REPORT IN THE POST, DENG 
WAS QUOTED AS SAYING THAT FOREIGNERS ARE MORE INTERESTED IN 
STABILITY IN CHINA THAN THEY ARE IN HUMAN RIGHTS. FROM YOUR 
PERSPECTIVE ARE YOU MORE INTERESTED IN THE STABILITY OF THE 
CHINESE SITUATION THAN YOU ARE IN GIVING THEM THE SAME TYPE 
OF CRITICISM ON HUMAN RIGHTS THAT YOU DO WITH THE SOVIETS? 


A: WELL, I DON'T WANT TO COMPARE THEM WITH THE SOVIETS. 
IT'S A VERY DIFFERENT KIND OF SITUATION. OF COURSE, OUR 
BASIC VIEW IS THAT WHAT WE CALL HUMAN RIGHTS IS THE AVENUE 
THROUGH WHICH YOU DO GET BASIC STABILITY IN A SOCIETY. SOI 
DON'T SEE THAT THEY ARE CONTRADICTORY. 


Q: MR. SECRETARY, HOW DO YOU SEE THE SOVIET OVERTURES 
TOWARD THE CHINESE? DO YOU THINK THAT AN IMPROVEMENT OR 
SOME KIND OF SINO-SOVIET RECONCILIATION IS A PROSPECT, AND 
WILL THIS BE A SUBJECT OF YOUR CONVERSATIONS IN BEIJING? 


A: WELL, OF COURSE, THIS IS ANOTHER AREA THAT I'LL BE 
INTERESTED IN HEARING FROM THE CHINESE ABOUT, WHAT THEY'RE 
DOING AND THEIR APPRAISAL OF DEVELOPMENTS IN THE SOVIET 
UNION. THERE CERTAINLY ARE FASCINATING DEVELOPMENTS, IN MY 
OPINION, AND I KNOW FROM WHAT AMBASSADOR LORD HAS SENT TO 
ME, AND DICK SOLOMON SPENT SOME TIME IN CHINA JUST A WEEK OR 
$O AGO, IN HIS PLANNING INTERCHANGES, PLUS MY MEETING WITH 
THE CHINESE AMBASSADOR, THAT THEY ARE INTERESTING THAN WHAT 
WE PERCEIVE IS GOING ON, SO WE'LL EXCHANGE VIEWS ON THAT. I 
THINK THAT THE BASIC POSTURE THAT THE CHINESE HAVE AS TO 
WHAT THE OBSTACLES ARE AND HOW THEY APPROACH IT, THEY'VE 
MADE PLAIN FOR QUITE SOME TIME, AND AS FAR AS I PERCEIVE, 
THEY HAVE STAYED RIGHT ON THE COURSE THAT THEY HAVE SET. 

BUT I'LL BE VERY INTERESTED TO HEAR WHAT SUBSTANTIVELY THEY 
SEE AND ALSO TOTALLY. THEY'VE JUST FINISHED A ROUND OF 
BORDER TALKS, AND EVEN LEAVING ASIDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THAT, 
IT IS A CONTACT. SO WHAT'S THE TONE AND WHAT'S THE 
APPROACH, AND WHAT CHARACTERIZES THOSE TALKS AS COMPARED 
WITH PRIOR ONES? IT'S A SORT OF AN INDEX THAT I'LL ASK THEM 
ABOUT AND I'M SURE THAT THEY'LL BE INTERESTED IN OUR OWN 
DISCUSSIONS. 


LET ME SAY THAT IN THIS RELATIONSHIP, FIRST AND FOREMOST, IS 
THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIES. THEN COMES THE 
INTEREST IN VARIOUS THINGS GOING ON AROUND THE WORLD, SOME 
OF WHICH WE SEE IN A VERY PARALLEL WAY, SOME OF WHICH 
INVOLVE BROAD STRATEGIC CONSIDERATIONS, SOME OF WHICH WE SEE 
IN VERY DIFFERENT WAYS. SO AS WE TRAVEL AROUND THE WORLD, 
SO TO SPEAK, IN OUR DISCUSSION, WE'LL DWELL ON ALL OF THESE 
MATTERS. 





Q: MR. SECRETARY, YOU'VE SAID THAT YOU ARE GOING ABOUT THE 
BUSINESS OF FOREIGN POLICY, YET THERE DOES SEEM TO BE A 
GREAT DEAL OF PREOCCUPATION IN WASHINGTON IN THE FOREIGN 
POLICY ESTABLISHMENT WITH THE IRAN-CONTRA AFFAIR. IF THE 
CHINESE ASK YOU WHETHER THIS IS PARALYZING U.S. FOREIGN 
POLICY IN THE WORLD, WHAT WILL YOU TELL THEM? ) 


A: I*LL TELL THEM WHAT THE PRESIDENT SET 0uyAS HIS POLICY 
IN THE INSTRUCTIONS THAT HE'S GIV ME AND! I THINK, P=? 
VERY SENSIBLE APPROACH OF SAYING, “LET'S HAVE THESE? 

INVESTIGATIONS GO ON AND COOPERATE WITH THEM,” AND THAT'S 
KIND OF A BUNDLE OF ACTIVITY OVER THERE. THEN THERE'S THE 
ONGOING WORK OF THE GOVERNMENT, NOT JUST IN FOREIGN POLICY 
BUT IN OTHER AREAS AS WELL, AND THEY'RE ALL IN MOTION. SO 
THAT'S WHAT WE'RE DOING. 


Q@: MR. SECRETARY, CHINA HAS BECOME THE NUMBER ONE ARMS 
SUPPLIER TO IRAN. IT'S IN THE INTEREST OF OUR COUNTRY AND 
OTHER COUNTRIES IN THE WEST TO TRY TO CUT OFF THOSE SUPPLIES 
IN ORDER TO INFLUENCE IRAN TO PERHAPS SEEK A PEACEFUL 
SOLUTION. TO WHAT EXTENT WILL YOU RAISE THIS ISSUE, AND 
WITH WHAT EFFECT, DO YOU THINK? 


A: WELL, I'VE RAISED IT BEFORE AND I‘LL RAISE IT AGAIN. 
WE RAISE IT ALL AROUND THE WORLD IN CONNECTION WITH OUR 
“OPERATIONK STAUNCH”ACTIVITIES WHICH ARE BEING VIGOROUSLY 
PURSUED. ©“ ED DERWINSKY IN THE STATE DEPARTMENT IS TAKING 
CHARGE OF THAT EFFORT NOW, AND AS YOU KNOW HE'S A VERY 

EFFECTIVE GUY. 





Q: WHAT EFFECTS, SIR, DO YOU THINK THAT YOU MIGHT HAVE 
WITH THE CHINESE OFFICIALS WHEN YOU TRY TO URSE TO THEM TO 
AT LEAST SCALE BACK THEIR SUPPLIES? 


A: WELL, I HOPE THAT THE UNDERLYING INTEREST THATS, IT 
SEEMS TO ME,f WE ALL SHARE IN BRINGING THAT WAR TO AN END 
PROVIDES THE KIND OF RATIONALE THAT WILL LEAD PEOPLE NOT TO 
SELL ARMS, PARTICULARLY TO THE COMBATANT THAT IS THE ONE 
THAT REFUSES TO SIT DOWN AND TRY TO WORK OUT A PEACEFUL 
SOLUTION. 


Q. I KNOW THE OFFICIAL POSITION OF THE UNITED STATES IS WE 
ARE NOT CONCERNED ABOUT GROWING SOVIET-CHINESE FRIENDSHIP. 
BUT IF NOT, WHY NOT? DOESN'T THE EXTENT TO WHICH THOSE TWO 
GOVERNMENTS ACHIEVE AN UNDERSTANDING PUT GREATER PRESSURE ON 
US IN THE WESTERN PACIFIC? 


A. WELL, LET'S JUST TAKE IT FROM THE STANDPOINT OF THE 
THREE OBSTACLES. ASK YOURSELF HOW WE WOULD FEEL ABOUT IT IN 
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THE UNITED STATES IF THE THREE OBST*°LES WERE REMOVED. THAT 
IS, IF THE SOVIET THREAT AND PRESENCE ON THE CHINESE BORDER 
WERE EASED SUBSTANTIALLY, INCLUDING THE THREAT OF SOVIET 
MISSILES POINTED AT CHINA, AS WE HAVE BEEN NEGOTIATING ABOUT 
IN OUR INF TALKS IN PARTICULAR; IF THE SOVIET UNION GOT OUT 
OF AFGHANISTAN AND THE REGIME IN AFGHANISTAN IS ONE PRODUCED 
BY THE PEOPLE OF AFGHANISTAN; AND IF VIETNAM GETS OUT OF 
CAMBODIA, AND TURNS ITS ATTENTION TO ITS OWN VERY LARGE 
INTERNAL NEEDS AND STOPS BEING AN AGGRESSOR IN THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD. HOW DOES THAT AFFECT OUR INTERESTS? I THINK 
IT WOULD AFFECT THEM IN A VERY POSITIVE WAY. IN THAT SENSE 
THERE ARE THINGS THAT THE CHINESE WOULD LIKE TO SEE HAPPEN, 
THAT THE RUSSIANS ARE PRIMARILY RESPONSIBLE FOR, NOT 
ENTIRELY BUT PRIMARILY, AND WE HAVE A VERY PARALLEL VIEW. 





Q@. A VARIATION OF SOME OTHER QUESTIONS WHICH HAVE BEEN 
ASKED EARLIER. TO WHAT EXTENT HAS THE IRAN ARMS AFFAIR 
ALREADY IMPINGED ON YOUR CONDUCT OF FOREIGN POLICY? FOR 
EXAMPLE: WHEN YO'! TALK TO THE CHINESE OR ANYBODY ELSE ABOUT 
SELLING ARMS TO THE IRANIANS, OR NOT TO, DOES ANYBODY SAY, 
"WELL, WE ARE GOING TO DO WHAT YOU DID, WHICH IS TO SELL 
ARMS, AND NOT WHAT YOU SAY." IS THAT ATTITUDE BECOMING AN 
IMPEDIMENT? 








A. NO, IT HASN'T. NOBODY HAS 
HAVE THOUGHT ABOUT IT. THEY HAWEN'T SAID IT. I THINK 
PERHAPS ONE OF THE REASONS ISf¢ WITH WHATEVER INS AND OUTS 
MAY EMERGE FROM THE VARIOUS INVESTIGATIONS, THE UNITED 
STATES IS AND CONTINUES TO BE A BASICALLY OPEN SOCIETY, SO 

T OES ON IN THE UNITED STATES BASICALLY IS PRETTY 
WELL KNOWN "AROUND THE WORLD. BASICALLY WE HAVE BEEN VERY 
STRONG IN OUR DENIAL OF ARMS SHIPMENTS TO IRAN AND IN OUR 
PURSUIT OF THAT OBJECTIVE, EVEN WHEN IT HURTS US SOME. SO 
OUR CREDENTIALS ARE BASICALLY GOOD AND I THINK THE ARGUMENT 
IN FAVOR OF THE POLICY IS WHAT WE BASICALLY APPEAL TO. WE'RE 
NOT SAYING TO PEOPLE, "DO THIS BECAUSE WE IN THE UNITED 
STATES THINK THIS IS A GOOD IDEA AND WE'LL CONSIDER IT A 
FAVOR.” WE SAY, "HERE IS THIS WAR. IT'S A PROBLEM IN THE 
WORLD AND IT IS A PROBLEM IN THE REGION. AND WE THINK THAT 
AMONG THE WAYS TO GO ABOUT BRINGING IT TO AN END IS TO DENY 
ARMS TO THE COUNTRY THAT IS THE ONE THAT WON'T SIT DOWN AND 
TRY TO SETTLE IT.” AND, TO BE SURE, THERE ARE LOTS OF OTHER 
THINGS THAT WE AND OTHERS MAY DO IN THE UNITED NATIONS, 6A — 
PARTICULARLY COUNTRIES THAT HAVE RELATIONSHIPS WITH BOTH 
PARTIES CAN DO, AND WHICH WE WORK WITH THEM ON. BUT THIS IS 
A PIECE OF THE INTERNATIONAL ATTITUDE TOWARD THE WAR, 
ARGUEABLY - AND WE ARGUE IT - AND THAT'S WHAT WE APPEAL TO. 
AND I THINK IVY MAKES SENSE, AND THAT'S THE REASON WHY I 
THINK WE GET A REACTION, AND SOMETIMES OTHER COUNTRIES 
PREACH THE SAME SERMON TO US AND WE ARE GLAD TO HEAR IT. 


ID THAT TO ME. THEY MAY 
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Q. MR. SECRETARY, DON'T WANT TO BELABOR THIS, BUT YOU 
ONCE SAID THAT THE/DAY IN THIS ADMINISTRATION I AM NOT 
TRUSTED IS THE DAY THAT I LEAVE. WELL WHAT HAS HAPPENED TO 
THIS COUNTRY AND/THIS ADMINISTRATION, THAT A PRESIDENTIAL 
COMMISSION REFUSES TO TRUST THE SECRETARY OF STATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES WITH THE COMMISSION REPORT BEFORE IT IS 
OFFICIALLY RELEASED? WHAT DOES THAT SAY ABOUT WHERE WE ARE? 





A. WELL, I ASSUME THE PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION MADE A 
DECISION THAT THEY WOULDN'T GIVE THE REPORT TO ANYBODY AT 
ALL PRIOR TO ITS RELEASE -- NOT EVEN TO THE PRESS, LET ALON 
THE PRESIDENT OR ME. AND THEY HAVE JUST ADHERED FIRMLY TO 
THAT DECISION. I WOULD HAVE WISHED THEY COULD HAVE PUT A 
COPY ON THE AIRPLANE OR GIVEN IT TO THE PILOT OR SOMETHING, 
SO I MIGHT READ IT. I DON'T KNOW HOW LONG IT WILL TAKE TO 
GET TO THE REPORT -- WE WILL GET LITTLE SNIPPETS CABLED OUT, 
NO DOUBT -- BUT THAT'S THEIR DECISION AND THEY'VE ADHERED 


TO THAT. wt 
Q@. DO YOU HAVE A STRONG SENSE OF WHERE YOU ARE, , OF YOUR 
OWN INTEGRITY? HOW DO YOU FEEL ABOUT THAT? 


A: HOW DO I FEEL ABOUT WHAT... 


Q: Prov HAVE A STRONG SENSE OF YOUR OWN INTEGRITY, AND YOUR 
POSITION IN GOVERNMENT AND THE MANY YEARS YOU'VE SERVED IN 
GOVERNMENT. SO HOW DO YOU FEEL ABOUT THIS SORT OF TREATMENT? 


A. WELL THERE ARE MANY THINGS ABOUT THE SITUATION, 
OBVIOUSLY, I DON'T ENJOY. ON THE OTHER HAND, I THINK THERE 

ARE IMPORTANT THINGS TAKING PLACE, AND I AM A GREAT 

SUPPORTER OF THE PRESIDENT'S FOREIGN POLICY AND VERY PROUD 

OF BEING A PART OF THE MANY THINGS THAT I THINK HAVE BEEN 
ACHIEVED AND PROSPECTIVELY CAN BE ACHIEVED. I THINK THE 
PRESIDENT'S WAY OF HANDLING THIS -- THAT IS TO SET UP PROPER 
INVESTIGATIVE BODIES, TO INSTRUCT EVERYBODY TO COOPERATE 

FULLY WITH THEM, TO MAKE MATERIAL AVAILABLE, I GATHER, IN 
PROLIFIC QUANTITIES, FROM WHAT I HEAR CAND I DON'T KNOW WHAT , 
IS IN ALL THIS MATERIAL THAT HAS BEEN PROVIDED TO THE 
INVESTIGATIVE BODY, SO I'LL WAIT AND SEE), AND WEHE-Att—or 7Aerw 
THAT BEING SAID, WHEN GET ON WITH YOUR BUSINESS -~- 1CTHAT IS™ 
ABSOLUTELY THE~RIGHT POLICY, AND THAT'S WHAT HE SET OUT AND 
BASICALLY THAT'S WHAT'S BEEN HAPPENING. SO I THINK THAT'S 

THE RIGHT WAY TO HANDLE IT. 


Q. MR. SECRETARY: THE TOWER COMMISSION REPORT ITSELF 
ASIDE, THE COMMISSION WAS ESTABLISHED BY THE PRESIDENT, I 
THINK, AS PART OF A WIDE-SPREAD PERCEPTION THAT THERE WAS A 
SYSTEMATIC BREAKDOWN IN THE WAY THE ADMINISTRATION WAS 








MAKING FOREIGN POLICY, THAT THE PEOPLE AT THE TOP HAD EITHER 
DELEGATED OR IGNORED RESPONSIBILITIES AND LEFT IT TO 
UNDERLINGS BOTH TO MAKE IMPORTANT POLICIES AND TO CARRY THEM 
OUT. DON'T YOU AS SECRETARY OF STATE FEEL A CERTAIN 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR ALLOWING THAT TO HAPPEN? 


A. I HAVE SAID THAT I DON'T GIVE MYSELF PARTICULARLY GOOD 
GRADES IN ALL THIS. I DON'T THINK THE IRAN AND FUND 
DIVERSION BUSINESS IS TYPICAL. ON THE CONTRARY IT'S 
ATYPICAL OF THE WAY THINGS ARE HANDLED. THERE IS A 
CONTINUING, I THINK ORDERLY, AND WELL-CONSIDERED POLICY 
PROCESS. THERE ARE ALL SORTS OF EXAMPLES OF IT, AND IT IS 
SOMETHING THAT OF COURSE I PUSH ON ALL THE TIME. I AM A 
BELIEVER IN THAT. I THINK THAT IN THE HISTORY OF THE UPPER 
BRANCHES OF GOVERNMENT, AS I HAVE EXPERIENCED IT OVER A 
PERIOD OF ABOUT TWENTY YEARS, I GUESS, IN THE CABINET AND 
WATCHING OTHERS IN THE CABINET, IT ISN'T SO THAT EVERYTHING 
GOES ABSOLUTELY PERFECTLY ALL THE TIME. THERE ARE PROBLEMS 
THAT ARISE. SO THERE HAS BEEN A PROBLEM ARISE, AND SO IT'S 
BEING DEALT WITH. 


Qa. *OLLOWING UP ON THAT. YOU SAY THERE ARE IMPORTANT 
THINGS TAKING PLACE. WHAT DO YOU THINK YOUR STRENGTHS ARE IN 
THIS ADMINISTRATION? WHAT DO YOU SEE THAT YOU CAN DO, THAT 
YOU SHOULD DO? WHAT ARE YOU PROUDEST OF IN THE PAST, SINCE 
YOU HAVE BEEN SECRETARY OF STATE, AND WHAT DO YOU THINK 
YOU'RE GOING TO HAVE TO DO NOW? 


A. I REALLY DON'T WANT TO GO INTO SELF-CHARACTARIZATION 
AND COMMENTARY ON MY PLUSES AND MINUSES AND SO FORTH. 


Qa. WHAT ABOUT THE ISSUE THEN THAT YOU THINK NOW IS MOST 
IMPORTANT? YOU SAY THAT THERE ARE IMPORTANT THINGS TAKING 
PLACE. WHERE DO YOU THINK? 


A. I DON'T WANT TO ENGAGE IN A SORT OF GRAND OVERVIEW, BUT 
LET'S JUST REVIEW SOME KEY THINGS THAT HAVE BEEN VERY MUCH 
IN MY LINE OF SIGHT HERE RECENTLY. FIRST OF ALL, HERE WE 
ARE ON OUR WAY TO CHINA, WITH STOPS IN KOREA AND JAPAN, AND 
LATER ON THIS YEAR TO THE ASEAN COUNTRIES, AND WHAT WE ARE 
SEEING IN AUSTRALIA. WHAT WE ARE SEEING IN THE 
RELATIONSHIPS OF THE UNITED STATES TO EAST ASIA AND THE 
PACIFIC IS SOMETHING THAT IS QUIETLY DRAMATIC AND 
TREMENDOUSLY IMPORTANT. AND THE PRESIDENT AND I AND OTHERS 
HAVE WORKED ON IT VERY HARD. WHEN THE PRESIDENT STARTED IT 
WASN'T LIKE IT IS NOW, AND THAT'S A VERY IMPORTANT 
DEVELOPMENT. 
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WE ARE VERY ACTIVE, ALSO, IN TRYING TO DEVELOP OUR RELATIONS 
WITH INDIA AND PAKISTAN SIMULTANEOUSLY, AND WE HAVE PUT OF 
COURSE A LOT OF EMPHASIS ON SUPPORT FOR PEOPLE FIGHTING FOR 
FREEDOM IN AFGHANISTAN. IN THAT REGARD, WE HAVE 
GENERALIZED, IN A SENSE, THE CONCEPTUAL BASIS OR REASON FOR 
DOING THAT. WHICH TAKES ME TO CENTRAL AMERICA, WHERE THE 
PRESIDENT WILL BE ANNOUNCING SHORTLY -- AND I HAD A VERY 
INTERESTING, LENGTHY MEETING WITH A GROUP OF SENATORS AND 
CONGRESSMEN LAST NIGHT JUST BEFORE I LEFT MY OFFICE, WENT ON 
I GUESS FROM ABOUT 6:30 TO 8:00, ON CENTRAL AMERICA. AND 
AGAIN, THAT IS AN AREA WHERE WE HAVE SEEN TREMENDOUS CHANGE 
DURING THE LAST FOUR OR FIVE YEARS. WE'VE SEEN IT AS AN 
AREA MOVING FROM ONE WHERE THERE WAS ONE JEWEL, DEMOCRACY IN 
COSTA RICA, THREATENED BY A NEIGBORHOOD OF MILITARY 
DICTATORSHIPS, TO ONE WHERE THERE ARE NOW FOUR CIVILIAN 
DEMOCRATICALLY ELECTED PRESIDENTS. AND WE WANT TO SUPPORT 
THAT AND THE ADDITIONAL FUNDS TO DO THAT ARE GOING TO BE 
RECOMMENDED, AND I THINK THEY ARE GOING TO BE APPROVED, 
PROBABLY PRETTY RAPIDLY. BECAUSE THERE IS NOW VERY BROAD 
SUPPORT FOR THE POLICIES THAT HAVE LED TO THIS SITUATION. 


AND THEN WE HAVE NICARAGUA, AND WE'VE GOTTEN TO THE POINT 
WHERE THERE IS VERY LITTLE ARGUMENT ABOUT THE NATURE OF THE 
NICARAGUAN REGIME AND THE UNDESIRABLE CHARACTERISTICS THAT 
IT HAS. THERE WE HAVE, I THINK, A VERY SENSI@LE 
TOUGH“MINDED TWO-TRACK POLICY OF SUPPORTING PEOPLE WHO WANT 
TO FIGHT FOR FREEDOM AND INDEPENDENCE ON THE GROUND, 
CHANGING THE FACTS ON THE GROUND THAT THE GOVERNMENT HAS TO 
TAKE INTO ACCOUNT, COMBINED WITH A VERY STRONG DIPLOMATIC 
EFFORT» -BUTTRESSED BY, IN A SENSE, SURROUNDING NICARAGUA 
WITH EXAMPLES OF A BETTER WAY. 


YOU DIDN'T CHOOSE TO GO TO AFRICA, BUT IT'S AN INTERESTING 
CONTINENT AND THINGS ARE CHANGING. THEY ARE CHANGING IN A 
WAY THAT, IT SEEMS TO ME, QUITE EXCITING FROM OUR POINT OF 
VIEW, BECAUSE THE OBSERVATIONS THAT WE HAVE BEEN MAKING -- 
AND WHICH SEEMED VERY STARTLING WHEN PRESIDENT REAGAN FIRST 
PUT THEM FORWARD AT CANCUN AND IN PHILADELPHIA EARLY IN HIS 
ADMINISTRATION -- HAVE BECOME THE COMMON WAY OF TALKING. WE 
CAN SEE SOME FOLLOWING UP ON THATsAND THAT'S ANOTHER 
GENERAL, SORT OF STRATEGIC SHIFT t AT'S TAKING PLACE THAT WE 
NURTURED. 


THEN, OF COURSE, THERE'S THE SOVIET UNION AND OUR AGENDA 

WITH THE SOVIET UNION. THERE'S IS AN OBVIOUS RHYTHM TO WHAT 

IS TAKING PLACE IN THAT RELATIONSHIP T IF WE STEP BACK A 
MOMENT AND LOOK AT THE SITUATION -=- LET SAY IN EARLY 1984, If 
THK WHEN THE PRESIDENT MADE THAT SPEECH IN JANUARY AND 
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THEN I FOLLOWED IT UP WITH THE SPEECH IN STOCKHOLM, THEN WE 
WATCHED THAT EVOLUTION -- IF YOU COMPARE WHAT THE SITUATION 
WAS THEN WITH WHAT THE SITUATION IS NOW, IT'S VERY, VERY 
DIFFERENT. WE HAVE PLENTY OF PROBLEMS, BUT THE SITUATION IS 
DIFFERENT, AND AT LEAST MY OPINION ISCTHIS IS NOT BECAUSE OF 
US, PARTICULARLY, BUT WE MAY HAVE SOME THINGS TO DO WITH 

IT) THERE DOES SEEM TO BE CHANGE TAKING PLACE IN THE SOVIET 
UNION. IT'S SOMETHING TO WATCH CAREFULLY, NOT TO JUMP TO 
CONCLUSIONS ABOUT, BUT I DON'T THINK IT IS POSSIBLE TO SAY 
CREDIBLY THAT NOTHING'S GOING ON THERE. THERE SEEMS TO BE 
QUITE A LOT GOING ON THERE. AND THOSE OF US WHO HAVE HAD A 
CHANCE TO MEET MR. GORBACHEV AND SOME OF HIS ASSOCIATES CAN 
SEE VERY CLEARLY THAT HE'S A VERY CAPABLE, BRIGHT, ENERGETIC 
PERSON. SO WE ARE WORKING ON THAT. 


THE PRIME MINISTER OF ISRAEL WAS IN TOWN THE OTHER DAY. WE 
HAD A VERY SATISFACTORY VISIT WITH HIM. IT IS A CONSTANT 
STRUGGLE TO SEE HOW THE PEACE PROCESS CAN BE ADVANCED, BUT 
AT THE SAME TIME, ONCE AGAIN, IF YOU TAKE TWO SNAP SHOTS, 
THREE OR FOUR YEARS AGO AND NOW, AND YOU HAVE A CAMERA 
THAT'S ABLE TO DISCERN DETAIL, YOU DISCERN SOME DETAIL THAT 
IS DISTURBING BUT YOU DISCERN A GREAT DEAL MORE DETAIL -~- IN 
AN ACCUMMULATION OF LITTLE THINGS -- THAT IS ON THE WHOLE 
RATHER POSITIVE. SO WE WANT TO TRY TO BUILD ON THOSE 
THINGS, AND WE HAD SOME GOOD DISCUSSIONS WITH PRIME MINISTER 
SHAMIR ABOUT THEM. 


AND THEN THERE'S THE ECONOMIC SIDE OF THINGS, WHICH POSES 
VERY CONSIDERABLE PROBLEMS FOR US, ALTHOUGH I BELIEVE THAT 
YOU HAVE TO PUT THEM INTO THE CONTEXT, FROM OUR STANDPOINT, 
THAT THE RATE OF INFLATION TODAY IN THE UNITED STATES IS 
RADICALLY DIFFERENT FROM WHAT IT WAS, THAT UNEMPLOYMENT HAS 
COME DOWN, THAT EMPLOYMENT ~~ PERHAPS THE MOST IMPORTANT 
THING -- HAS SOARED AND THE HIGHEST PERCENTAGE OF THE 
POPULATION IS NOW EMPLOYED EVER IN OUR HISTORY, EVEN IN 
WARTIME. SO WE HAVE SOME VERY POSITIVE THINGS IN THE 
ECONOMIC PICTURE AGAINST WHICH TO SEE THESE PROBLEMS, WHICH 
ARE VERY DIFFICULT PROBLEMS, BEING WORKED ON. 


WELL, I'M SORT OF RESISTING THESE SORT OF GLOBAL “INVITE YOU 
TO RANGE AROUND” TYPE QUESTIONS, BUT YOU KEEP ASKING THEM, 
SO THERE'S AN ANSWER. 


Q: ACTUALLY, I WANT TO ASK ONE MORE QUESTION WHICH I'M 
SURE IS ON THE MIND OF EVERYBODY ON THIS PLANE. DO YOU 
REALLY HAVE A TIGER TATTOOED ON YOUR POSTERIOR? 
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Q: AND FOR BEING BRAVE ENOUGH TO ASK THAT, SHE DESERVES AN 
ANSWER. 


A: BRAVE ENOUGH TO ASK IT? MY GOSH. WELL, I TELL YOU. I 
HAVE BEEN INVESTIGATED BY THE FBI, THE IRS, NUMEROUS LEAK 
INVESTIGATIONS, BY THE SENATE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE, BY THE 
TOWER COMMISSION, BY EVERYBODY, I DON'T HAVE A SECRET LEFT 
IN THE WORLD, MY MAIL IS OPENED. THAT'S THE ONLY THING I 
GOT LEFT, WHAT IS ON MY REAR END. 


CEND TRANSCRIPT) 
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© PRESS CONFERENCE ON 
THE TOWER COMMISSION REPORT 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 26, 1987 


PRESIDENT REAGAN: On behalf of myself and the American people, 
I want to extend my thanks to Senator Tower, Secretary Muskie 
and General Scowcroft. Whatever this report may say -- I have 
appointed and I am proud to have appointed this distinguished 
board, because it's my commitment to get the facts and share 
them with the American people. 


(TRANSMISSION TEMPORARILY LOST) -- and this review and why, 
when that review uncovered unauthorized actions, I ordered full 
disclosure of what we then knew. It was why I urged the 
appointment of an independent counsel and why I appointed David 
Abshire as my special counselor on this matter, and it is also 
why 1 ordered full cooperation with Congressional inquiries, 
and it's why I appointed this board, the Tower board 


The significance of this board's work is reflected in the size 
of this volume which I am going to carefully study over the 
next several days. 


@® Senator Tower, Secretary Muskie and General Scowcroft, in 
completing the tas: «9 well, you've again demonstrated a 
willingness, one you've shown all your life, to help your 

country, to devote yourself to public service. In a highly 
charged atmosphere, I know it wasn't easy to interrupt your 
lives, but this was an important contribution to your nation, 
and the American people are grateful to you for it 


and now in addition to thenking these distinguished gentlemen, 
I want to make it clear that I consider their work far too 
important for instant analysis [ intend to read and digest it 
first, think carefully about its findings and promptly act on 
its recommendations. 


Next week I will address the nation and give the American 
people my response to this report, but I pledge to the American 
people today that I will do whatever is necessary to enact the 
proper reforms and to meet the challenges ahead 


I want to thank the menbers of the board again, and now, John 
(Tower), I'm sure there will be a Few questions for you. 


MR. TOWER: This special review board has completed its work 

Senator Muskie and Ceneral Scowcroft will have their own 

statements in a moment, but it might be helpful to give you the 
© highlights of this rather lengthy report to the President 





Before we begin, I want to note thatel have never been 
privileged to work with two more public spirited, perceptive 
and intellectually honest men than Ed Muskie and Brent 
Scowcroft. Our working relationship was congenial and 
collegial. The report represents the collective 
understandings, evaluations and judgments of all three of us. 
There were never any significant disagreements among us. 


It was incumbent upon us to put aside all partisan or personal 
loyalties and prejudices in fulfilling this demanding and 
challenging assignment. I emphasize that it was not our 
function to make judgments on criminal culpability. 


I want to express my gratitude to my colleagues for the 
considerable time they devoted, their dedication and their 
sense of purpose. We would be remiss if we did not pay tribute 
to the small but dedicated, diligent and highly professional 
staff that supported us. Under the circumstances of deadlines 
and our expectations, they put together a product I consider to 
be remarkable 


Now, let me discuss this report for a few minutes. Ed and 
Brent will each expand on this in their own statements at the 
completion of my remarks. We began our work December 1 of last 
year, the same day President Reagan appointed us and signed the 
Executive Order. The President in the Executive Order asked 
all Departinerts and Agencies to cooperate with us. 


When President Reagan appointed us, he urged that all the facts 
come out on the Iran-Contra matter. The President wanted us to 
examine this matter to find lessons for the future so that it 
can be put right. We considered the development of the NSC 
system over time. As part of that review, we interviewed 
former Presidents Nixon, Ford and Carter, as well as most of 
the living Secretaries of State, Secretaries of Defense, 
Directors of Central Intelligence, National Security Advisers, 
as well as two former Chairmen of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 


In addition, we looked at specific case studies on the NSC 
system from the Administration of President Eisenhower to date 
in an effort to understand how the system works under stress 
The Iran initiative and Contra diversion served as the primary 
case study in our review. The summary of the facts on 
Iran-Contra is located in Part ILI of our report. 


Here and elsewhere we heve presented these facts as we 
understand them. Some information we have concluded must 
remain in the classified domain. No material -- [ emphasize no 
material -- was deleted on the grounds that it might prove 
politically embarrassing to this Administration. What was left 
out did not alter the substance of the report 
t° er eee is that there are indeed many powerful lessons 
is intended to Fert IV of our report, called “What was wrong” 
instruct on those lessons. [It is important to 
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©} emphasize, however, that putting into practice those lessons is 
not suspceptible of quick fixes or easy answers Our principal 
recommendation illustrates that point. 





Let me quote from the report here "Using the process will not | 
always produce brilliant ideas, but history suggests it can at 
least help prevent bad ideas from becoming Presidential policy " 
Now, the report you have is a lengthy one. Here are a few 
points you might keep in mind while reading through it. 

Mistakes were made, but those mistakes that attract headlines 
May give a distorted picture of how the NSC really works we 
looked at case studies From crises of this and previous 
Administrations The lran-Contra affair was clearly an 
aberration. 


The NSC system is alive and has served us well for the 40 years 
of its existence We should profit from those mistakes. The 
President, obviously, desires to do so It is a tribute to 
President Reagan that he had the courage to invite three 
outsiders in, give tnem complete access to sensitive national 
security files and Administration personnel and deal with the 
consequences. 


This act clearly demonstrates the strength and resilience of 
American democracy with its inherent capacity for constructive 
self-analysis and self-criticism 


To make the NSC system work, it must be used One of the 
mistakes made in the Iran initiative was to ignore the 
process. Process is no substitute for substance However, 
steady and consistent governance has a better opportunity of 
success if there is an orderly process For decision-making 


The President is the ultimate decision-maker in national 
security. No one can or should pretend otherwise We could 
Not long endure exercising executive power by committee 
strong executive with the flexibility to conduct foreign and 
Giplomatic affairs is an essential feature of our form of 
government. 





Those who serve as Presidential advisers on national security 


issues have a special responsibility. fhis is true for this or 
any administration The advisers must assure that the 
President gets the best counsel possible A President may not 


follow their advice, but the advisers have a clear 
responsibility to continue to bring to this attention matters 
that are pertinent even after the decision is made Our report 
follows these principles Taken as a whole, they constitute a 
guide to sound management 





The Board went to considerable lengths to obtain the facts 
about Iran-Contra To the extent that we obtained them, they 
are in Appendix 8B. 








There the story is told as best we know how. We also looked 
into the issue of NSC involvement in support of the Nicaraguan 
rebels, the so-called conbtras We did not have the time to do 
so thoroughly However, what we learned is at Appendix C 


The handling of the matter after it became known was of 
interest to us also The Board was able to take a broad look 
at this, but not in the detail which we devoted to the [ran 
initiative That is included in Appendix D and summarized at 
the end of Part 4. The Congressional investigating committees 
and the independent counsel will carry on We leave it to them 
to analyze new evidence The value of this effort we leave to 
the judgment of the American people and to history 


Senator Muskie will now give his statement and discuss Part 4 
of the Report General Scowcroft will follow him and discuss 
our r2commendations Senator Muskie 


SENATOR MUSKIE Thank you very much, John I assure John's 
evaluation of the work that we've done together. [ have total 
respect for both of my colleagues, and I emphasize that this is 
a unanimous report, and [ think it was clear from the beginning 
that it would be 


I would also like to emphasize that the President, after all, 
appointed us to conduct the study We wouldn't be here 
discussing the report except for that fact We were given two 
extensions of time to conclude our work We were given the 
kind of access to departments and agencies of the government, 
which he promised us 


I would addres my remarks, as John has said, to Part IV of the 
Report, which is entitled, “What was wrong?" [ commend it to 
those who would like a.summary of our findings It goes to our 
mandate to draw conclusions about the NSC system, and it Forins 
the basis of our recommendations So Part IV and Part ITIL, 
taken together, are the meat of what it is that we present 


Now, the following are among the conclusions you will find in 
this section: 


Item: The Iran initiative was handled almost casually and 
through informal channels, always apparently with an 
expectation that the process would end with the next 
arms-for-hostages exchange -- and of course, it did not. [t 
was subjected neither to the general procedures for 
inter-agency consideration and review of policy, nor the 
procedures for covert operations 


[tem: The opportunity for a Full hearing before the President 
was inadequate 


Item inter-agency consideration of the initiative was limited 


to the Cabinet level and inadquate at that. It was never 
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examined at the staff level for expertise on the situation in 
Iran. The difficulties of dealing with terrorists, and the 
mechanisms of conducting diplomatic openings may have made a 
difference. 


Item: Intelligence analysis could also have provided an 
independent evaluation of the [sraeli proposals. A systematic 
vetting of those engaged as intermediaries and a thorough 
examination of the effect of the initiative on the balance in 
the Iran-Iraq war 


Item: Insufficient attention was given to the implications of 
the NSC staff having operational control of the initiative 
rather than the CIA 


Item: Concern for preserving the secrecy of the initiative 
provided an excuse for abandoning sound process. 


Item: The informality of the initiative meant that it lacked a 
formal institutional record and informed analysis. The result 
was that we were too often dependent on mere recollection, 
instead of a clear and complete record. 


Item: The implementation of the initiative was never subjected 
to a rigorous review at appropriate times in this long, 
18-—month history 


The Board also reached several conclusions regarding 
responsibility. This is not an exhaustive list, but some of 
the highlights I would be surprised if the list answered all 
the questions that you would like to put, but [ hope that these 
will get you started 


Item: The NSC system will not work unless the President makes 
it work. After all, this system was created to serve the 
President of the United States in ways of his choosing By his 
actions, by his leadership, the President, therefore, 
determines the quality of its performance 


Item: The President did not force his policy to undergo the 
most critical review of which the NSC participants and the 
process were capable 


Item: The Board found a strong concensus among NSC 
participants that the President's priority in the [ran 
initiative was the release of U.S. hostages But setting 
priorities is not enough when it comes to sensitive and risky 
initiatives that directly affect U.S. national security, for it 
is the President who must take responsibility for the NSC 
system and deal with the consequences 


Item: President Reagan's personal management style places an 
especially responsibility on his key advisers. Knowing his 

style, they should have been particularly mindful of the need 
for special attention to the measures in which this arms sales 
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initiative developed and proceeded On this score, neither the 
National Security Adviser nor the other NSC principals deserve 
high marks. 


Item: The National Adviser failed in his responsibility to see 
than an orderly process was observed 


Item: The Chief of staff also shares in this responsibility. 
More than alimost any chief of staff of recent memory, he 
asserted personal control over the White House staff and sought 
to extend his control to the National Security Adviser. He, as 
much as anyone, should have insisted that an orderly process be 
observed. In addition, he especially should have insured that 
plans were made for handling any public disclosure of the 
initiative. 


Item: Given the importance of the initiative, Secretary Shultz 
and Secretary Weinberger, while indicating their opposition, 
distanced themselves from the march of events 


Item: There is no evidence that Director Casey made clear to 
the President that Lt. Colonel North, rather than the CIA, was 
running the operation fhe President does not recall ever 
being informed of this fact Indeed, Director Casey should 
have gone further and pressed for operational responsibility to 
be transferred to the CIA 


[I now yield to my colleague, General Scowcroft. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFI: S8y way of echoing John's and Ed's 
introductory remarks, let me say that [ consider we operated 
not only in a bipartisan, but a nonpartisan fashion. We had a 
great many arguments about semantics, but [ recall not a signle 
one about substance 


As for our staff, who worked days, nights, weekends, and 
holidays, they bring honor to the term staff, or bureaucrat, as 
the case may be The country owes them a major debt of 
gratitude. 


As Senator Tower said, we studied with care the operation of 
the NSC system over the forty years of its existence As rar 
as we know, we are the first such official study to have 
Focused exclusively on this institution People tend to forget 
what the National Security Council system is all about. The 
NSC system, the Council itself, the NSC staff, and the National 
Security Adviser is the President's creature The President is 
accountable to the American people for its successes and its 
failures 


It's not Just another agency of the Executive Branch It 1s 
not intended to be subject to the reach of Congress. [t is the 
President's own instrument [t is through this system that he 


brings his creative impuises in national security to bear on 
the permanent government. the departments and agencies It 15 
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one of the few structures in government that is unequivocably 
his. The National Security Act recognized this by giving the 
President wide latitude to fashion it to his liking. 


Each President has done so, with the result that over the 
years, there have been many different operational styles, many 
different operational organizational modes for the NSC staff 
and the Natiopnal Security Adviser. Given its role, there is 
no ideal structure for the system. [t should be sufficiently 
flexible to be adaptable to the management style and operating 
philosophy of any President. But there are certain functions 
which, in some manner, must be performed to provide every 
President with the tools he requires to do his job. 


The National Security Council exists for only one purpose, to 
advise the President in his awesome task of directing the 
national security policy of the country It does not make 
decisions. The agency heads who participate in its 
deliberations are there not simply to represent their 
department views; they are there as individual advisers to 
offer their best judgment to the President 

A. the manager of this system, the National Security Adviser 
must insure, at a minimum, that matters which come before the 
NSC cover the full range of issues on which a review is 
required, that a full range of options is considered, together 
with their opportunities and their risks, that all relevant 
intelligence and other information is available to all the 
participants, especially the President; and the Presidental 
decisions are fully understood and are implemented in the 
manner in which the President intended 


But the National Security Adviser is not simply the manager of 
the process We believe that he himself should be an important 
source of advice to the President His 1S advice unburdened by 
agency burdens and perspectives; but he must, to play his role 
properly, also represent the views of the other principals 
Fully and thoroughly. [his is an essential, a difficult, but 
not an impossible task 


The NSC staff, which serves the National Security Adviser and 
the President, should be small, highly competent, and 
experienced in policy-making It should be able neither to 
substitute for, nor to duplicate, the work of the agencies. [t 
should not undertake operational functions except in the rarest 
of circumstances. Even then, that should be done only at the 
express direction of the President, following a judgment there 
are no feasible, alternative ways to accomplish the task 


We have described in the report a very general model of an NSC 
system to serve any President We do not believe any amendment 
in the provisions of the National Security Act dealing with the 
structure and operation of the NSC system is required nor is 
desirable. The Iranian affair, of course, has led to concerns 
for which legislative remedies have been suggested. 

















One is Senate confirmation of the National Security Advisor. 
Our report cites several troubling aspects of the performance 
of the National Security Advisor. However, this is the 
President's problem, not that of the Congress, and confirmation 
would introduce a number of new difficulties which we believe 
would be damaging 


Another is a ban on an operational role for the NSC staff. We 
are opposed to the staff having such a role. Rather than a 
legislative proscription, however, we believe that if an 
operational assignment to the NSC staff appears essential, it 
should be undertaken only after explicit approval by the 
President. 


Our analysis of the Iranian affair, as Senator Muskie has 
stated, indicates to us that the problem at the heart was one 
of people, not of process It was not that the structure was 
Faulty; it is that the structure was not used. 


The President is a powerful figure under the constitution The 
objective should be to give him tools which will help and not 
inhibit the performance of his tasks Unless the system is 
flexible enough to serve any President's needs, it will either 
become an obstacle and a source of frustration to the President 
or an institutional irrelevance as he fashions an informal 
structure more to his liking 


We believe the recommendations we've outlined provide for a 
system which can be operated so as to minimize the likelihood 


of major error in national security policy without destroying 
the creative impulses of the President 


(END OF COMMISSION MEMBERS'S STATEMENTS; BEGIN Q&A SESSION) 


Q Did the P;i esident take responsibility or deal with the 
consequences, as you say, in this case? 


MR. TOWER: I think the President has said that he would take 
the responsibility for what happened In this particular 
instance, I believe that the President was poorly advised and 
poorly served. [ think that he should have followed up more 
and monitored this operation more closely I think he was not 
aware of a lot of the things that were going on and the way the 
operation was structured and who was involved in it He very 
clearly didn't understand all that 


Q: Senator Tower, you list a number of things you say the 
President should have done but did not do To put it in plain 
English, are you saying the President made mistakes? 


MR. TOWER Yes, the President made mistakes. [I think that's 
very plain English The President did make mistakes A lot of 
his subordinates made mistakes [ might note that every 
President has made mistakes from time to time, some of far 
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greater consequence than the ones that President Reagan has 
made. 


I think that the whole initiative could be justified on the 
grounds of a geo-strategic opening, but that the 
arms-—for-hostage-exchange cannot be justified, and it was 
actually counter-productive of the long-term objectives of a 
geostrategic opening 


Q: Senator Tower --— and I'd like to ask all three of you to 
answer this, if you will, because you've all had a long 
experience dealing with Presidents 


If you could put this in comparison to other Presidents you've 
all worked with, how disengaged was this President from the 
process? How troubling is that to you, and how dangerous was 
it to have a foreign policy that the President wasn't running? 


MR. TOWER: Let me make my comment on that, and my colleagues 
will have their own observations 


President Reagan has a particular type of management style of 
delegating authority That style to work means that the 
President must be surrounded by experts who act responsibly. 
At the same time, the President must from time to time monitor 
the actions of those to whom he delegates authority. 


There are other Presidents who have had different styles Some 
have gotten heavily involved in the details of orerations to 
the point where they fail to see the big picture They lose 
vision and concept 


I think that President Reagan is a man of great vision and 
concept. [ think For the most part the operation of the 
foreign policy of this Administration has been good, and I 
think that the policy has been Fundamentally sound 


In this particular instance, it wasn't the public policy of the 
United States that was in question, but the fact is that there 
was a covert activity that was going absolutely contrary to the 
public policy of the United States that was set by the 
President himself 


MR. SCOWCROFT [I think the key to the system is that it ought 
to be able to adapt to the management style of different 
Presidents; and we've had some, as John said, going from, if 
you will, the laid-back style -- [ think that was the term used 
-- to a highly intrusive kind of a President 


Now, what happened in this case is that the system did not 
compensate for the management style of the President He did 
not perhaps ask enough questions, but it was incumbent upon the 
other participants in the system to insure that the President 
was absolutely clear about what was going on fhere should 
have been bells ringing, lights flashing, and so on, so that 
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there was no question -- not to try to steer him or anything, 
but no question what the consequences of his pursuing this 
policy was. 


MR. TOWER: Let Senator Muskie comment. 


MR. MUSKIE: Let me put it this way. The policy was a wrong 
policy, and it was the President's policy. There's no questioi. 
but what he felt deeply about that policy and about its 
purposes and its objectives. He did truly believe that we 
ought to be thinking about developing an opening to [ran at the 
right time under the right circumstances, and that was not a 
casual position on his part. [t was a deeply-felt one. 


At the same time, he was emotionally and heavily involved in 
the fate of the hostages [Ff you recall the last 18 months, 
there were many opportunities in which the President was 
exposed to the tragedy of these various hostage situations. 


In July, for example, of 1985, the TWA hostages came back and 
there was the funeral at Arlington Cemetery. That day and 
those circumstances happen to coincide with the first 
initiative taken by the [sraelis to present a proposal to him. 
He reacted strongly, and it's clear that he was driven by that 
compassion for the hostages From beginning to end. So there 
was this coincidence of Presidential interest, which it is 
appropriate for the President to take 


But given his heavy personal and emotional commitment to both 
objectives, it was ther incumbent upon his staff to make sure 
that all of the implications of the policy were investigated, 
and [ think [ made some comments on that in my opening 
statement. 


Q: Senator, I'm interested in the hard work involved in the 
Financing of the situation. Particularly on Page C-6, it 
states that Colonel North had some connection to political 
actions. In particular, ['d like to know about if any of the 
Fortune 500 (inaudible) or subsidiaries financed this through 
charitable contributions, foundations, corporate action 
committees? 


MR. TOWER: Let me say that we did not deal with individual or 
private contributors to the contras. That's not dealt with 
here. We did deal with the fact that the NSC staff were 
obviously engaged in activities in helping to manage to 
coordinate activities that were clearly not sanctioned by the 
Boland Amendment. 


Q: In your conclusions on that, you have a lengthy appendix 
which says that Colonel North reported to both Mr. McFarlane 
and later to Admiral Poindexter about his involvement in 
resupplying the contras 


Do you conclude from that that that was the policy of this 
government, in contradition to the Boland Amendment? are there 
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others in the NSC, including Shultz, Weinberger, the President 
and the Vice President were aware of it? 


MR. TOWER: I don't believe that we -- and my colleagues can 
comment on this if they choose -- but I don't believe that we 
found anything that would lead us to believe that the President 
was directly involved in this effort; that it was, indeed, an 
operation that was going on in the NSC staff but that they were 
not personally involved or knowledgeable. 


Q: How (inaudible) both McFarlane and Poindexter could have 
been running this operation through Colonel North without the 
President's knowledge or Director Casey's knowledge or anybody 
else higher up? 


MR. SCOWCROFT: First of all, I think it's important to 
underscore that the legislative provisions, dealing with 
Nicaragua and the contras, are extraordinarily complex, 
ambiguous, and it's not at all clear whether there were or were 
not operating violations 


Secondly, it was not our job to review criminal culpability. 
We looked at what happend and tried to Figure out why it 
happened, not whether or not it was specifically in 
contravention of laws other than was it, in Fact, considered. 
It's a very murky question 


Q If the President has not been involved in a coverup, does 
that mean that the President has, in fact, been honest with the 
American people at all stages of this investigation? 


MR. TOWER: I think the President did not direct -- we don't 
use the term “coverup" -- the President did not direct the 
preparation of materials that were employed in his public 
presentations of November 13 and November 19, i believe. 


There was a deliberate effort to mislead by those who prepared 
these materials. [ don't believe that the President wittingly 
mislead the American people [ think the President was 
convinced himself in the veracity uf what he was saying. I 
think, at the same time, that he felt that there was still an 
opportunity perhaps for additional hostages to be released. [ 
think he felt very strongly that any public comment that he 
might make could conceivably have some impact on the safety, 
the personal safety, of both hostages and people in Iran 


Q: Senator, on three occasions -- twice in testimony and once 
by letter -- and there are variances in that testimony about 

the authorization from the [sraeli shipment. Could you address 
what you find and what you believe the President's position on 
that is, and whether the Board finds -- what its Finding is in 
terms of an authorization to the Israelis to make that shipment? 


MR. TOWER: Absent any evidence to the contrary, we have to 
conclude that the President's recollection of when the first 
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shipment was approved is faulty. He does acknowledge having 
approved it. The question is whether it was approved 
prospectively or retrospectively. 


The Board has made a plausible judgment, in my view, that the 
shipment was approved prior to the first August 30 transfer of 
arms. Again, that is a judgment on ovr part. 


Q: You're considered a Reagan loyalist. You headed up the 
Reagan-Bush campaign in Texas, are viewed as sympathetic to the 
President. What steps do you think he needs to take to, I 
guess, restore public confidence in his ability to govern? 


MR. TOWER: I think the President must respond with great 
candor. [ think that there is a great deal that he wiil learn 
from reading our report that has not been brought to his 
attention by his subordinates. As you know, we criticized his 
subordinates a qreat deal here. 


Even though [ have been a supporter of this President, and 
still regard myself as a supporter of this President, I am not 
going to give public advice on how he should handle it. 


Q: You paint a rather damning picture of the top aides 
surrounding the President -- Mr. Casey, Poindexter, North -- 
that many of them mislead the President, did not do their jobs, 
basically. 


The nation's been through a nightmare before in terms of White 
House staff. How can this not happen again? 


MR. TOWER: I don't think that you can guarantee that mistakes 
will not be made in the future. What happened here was a 

failure to use the process that was available to the President, 
the failure to Follow guidelines that had already been set down 
by this Administration in a classified document in January 1985 


Had the prescribed system been Followed, probably all of this 
would not have happened. But one thing is very, very clear: 
members of the system who were privy to what was going on 
failed the President. They failed to advise him, they failed 
to insist on periodic review; they failed to expose him to 
expert judgments and briefings on matters that he should have 
been may privy to because the President clearly didn't 
understand the nature of this operation, who was involved and 
what was happening. 


Q: Are there any heroes at all in this? We've read parts of 
this, and you're pretty critical of almost everybody, including 
the President. Did anybody do his or her job? Did anybody 
blow the whistle, or attempt to? [s there anything good in 
here? 


MR . TOWER: We're not in the business of either determining 
criminal culpability or Finding heroes. We tried to present an 
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objective report, and all of our comments on individual 
personalities, I think, are very objectively done. I wouldn't 
try to single out heroes, because this is really a story of 
people whose performance was perhaps somewhat short of heroic 


Q: Senator Tower, there are two things here that seem to stand 
out: One, that the staff did not inform the President, that 
they excluded him from knowing about things; and, two, that the 
President did not insist on knowing when he had started this 
operation, must have known it was proceeding. 


Why do you think the people are afraid to tell the President 
what was going on, and why do you think the President didn't 
insist on knowing? 


MR. TOWER: Well, that would be speculative for me to answer 
that question, Sarah. [t's not my position here to be 
speculative. I'm here as a member of the board. Maybe later 
on ['ll do a little speculation, but I[ don't propose to do it 
now, because I want to try to give you objective answers to the 
questions. 


Q: The report would seem to suggest that almost every step 
along the way a disregard for what was legal or what might not 
have been legal, an almost deliberate attempt to avoid pursuing 
that question at each step. Does anything need to be done to 
prevent that? 


MR. MUSKIE: I think the single most important factor here is 
the over-obsession with secrecy [In a system of this kind when 
you -- and there are occasions when it's necessary to hold 
closely information about, especially covert operations, but 
even possibly other operations of the government 


But every time that you are over-concerned about secrecy, you 
tend to abandon process I mentioned some of those points in 
my opening statement, and the result is that in this case, 
control of the operation slipped into the hands of Lieutenant 
Colonel North and the people that he assembled to pursue it 

And the details, I think, are spelled out here, and I won't try 
to summarize them here in the answer to your question. 


But once that happened, you see, then it was operating outside 
established government circles and was in the hands of 
intermediaries from outside the government, and others. So 
that it was very difficult then For the President or those who 
have direct responsibility to him to get the information. 


Q: The one question we've been wondering about, has the 
President's policy been an arms-for-hostages exchange? Was it, 
or wasn't it? 


MR. TOWER That's what it became Regardless of what it 
started out as -- and [ have no reason to believe that it 
didn't start out as anything but a geo-strategic opening to 
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Iran, which fundamentally is desirable because Iran occupies a 
very strategic position and we have certain long-term 
objectives in which a formal relationship with Iran would serve. 


However, I think it very quickly became an arms-for-hostage 
deal, and the whole chronology of the affair, I think, very 
clearly demonstrates that that's what it became, in which 
event, of course, the idea of geo-strategic opening provided 
the rationale. 


Q: You say the NSC staff does not deserve high marks for 
this. What kind of marks does the President deserve, and do 
you think he's had a weak style of management? 


MR. TOWER: Well, this goes back to a question that was asked 
earlier. After all, the system has performed pretty well 
within the course of this Administration up to this instance. 
As we noted in our report, this was an aberration -- the 
Iran-Contra affair -- and the system broke down. My colleagues 
have already commented on the fact that every President has his 
own style. Now, you can say that perhaps this President holds 
himself a little bit too aloof from the implementation of 
policy. [I think a lot of people made the criticism of his 
predecessor, President Carter, that he got too much involved in 
details. Perhaps there's a happy medium somewhere in betweer. 


But up to this point, I know a lot of members of the press 
complained that they could never get a handle on this 
President, and a lot of his detractors did Well, the reason 
is because the perforinance to date has been pretty 
satisfactory. This is an aberration That's my view. 


Q: Senator Tower, in your conclusions, in your 
recommendations, you suggest that Congress fold its 
intelligence agencies and merge them into one And in the 
findings you suggest that the cover -- the secrecy was one of 
the problems. Is there any justification in the minds of the 
NSC staff for withholding the informat. on from Congress in 
light of your recommendation? [sn't there justification that 
they felt Congress might leak it.? 


MR. TOWER: [ think our report also says that Congress very 
often gets disproportionate blame for leakage, and one can 
certainly believe that if one crutinizes the history of the 
past two months. 


But there is the natural tension between the President and 
Congress that always exists The President has the unique 
reponsibility in the field of foreign affairs Only the 
President really can formulate and implement the Foreign policy 
subject to certain constitutional checks by the Congress And 
sreeseente do get obsessed with secrecy -- they all do -- and 
ey don't want to expose an operation or see the security of 


noe So there's a natural inclination not to want to 
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However, I think, on the other hand, that consultation with 
Congress can be a protection to the President and can be a 
useful toci for him. In fact, there are times when deferring 
notification of the Congress may be really essential. Let's 
take the Iran hostage rescue operation in 1980, for example. [ 
think that President Carter was perfectly justified in not 
notifying the Congress until the mission was aborted. 


In this instance, I think a case can be made for deferring 
notification to the Congress because of the danger that 
hostages or certain Iranian contacts might be in as a result of 
information leaking 





But I think that Presidents must not be too obsessed with this, 
and I think that one thing that might tend to cure this 
obsession would be for Congress to abandon the system of select 
intelligence committees with large staffs in both Houses and 
have a joint committee patterned after the old Joint Committee 
on Atomic Energy witn a relative small, tight staff. We've 
simply recommended that Congress consider that 


Q: Senator Muskie, we have seen a process that involves many 
nations overt and covert operations In describing the 
management style of the President, it appears to have been 
without the oversight of the President, and Congress also seems 
to have been deprived of oversight My question is, then, to 
whom devolves responsibility, constitutionally speaking, for 
this wide range of operations? 


MR. MUSKIE Well, to the extent that other countries were 
involved, in one way or another, there are limits to how much 
of that we can disclose But with respect to the principal 


operation here, we're talking about an initiative that began 
either in Iran or in Israel or in the United States 


Now, we cannot -- and [I think the report clearly presents the 
facts that might lead to any of those three conclusions But. 
the reponsibility, obviously, since the President conducts 
foreign policy, the repsonsibility lies in the Executive 
Branch and this is why our report concentrates very heavily 
on the failure of the NSC system to perform as it should have 


Q Senator Tower, you were just talking about how you feel 
about all this wonder, as a former senator, and Mr. Muskie 
the same thing, and Mr. Scowcroft -- do you actually think 


after all that you know that come laws were broken? What do 
you personally think about? 


MR. TOWER I think you've asked for the whole panel to 
comment, so ['li defer first to General Scowcroft and then to 
Senator Muskie 


MR. SCOWCRKOF! ] 
we focused on Wh 


(a) not a lawyer, and (b) that is not what. 


am 
at we did identify is that there were a 
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number of laws that did apply in one way or another to the 
kinds of operations that were productive. And what we did 
determine is that there was apparently no clear, searching 
legal analysis as to what was or was not permitted by them. 


SENATOR MUSKIE: With respect to the laws which could bear on 
individual or criminal culpability, that was outside our area. 
I would not speculate on a matter of criminal culpability. 
There were, obviously, people whose performance was wrong But 
that is something different from reaching a conclusion that it 
was criminal. 


MR. TOWER: And we were not charged with doing that. That's 
the job of the Special Prosecutor. We can't make any judgment 
on that. 


Q: General Scowcroft, you talked about that the process was 
basically good. The point of the problem was that the 
President's management style didn't challenae it. Is there any 
reason to believe anything is going to change? He's had this 
management style for a long time 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I dor't think that you can expect the 
President to change his management style, or basically any 
President to adapt to the NSC structure. The NSC structure 
ought to adapt to the President Now, I think Senator Tower 
said maybe the President's is a little too casual in 
challenging the system But the people in the system have the 
Fundamental responsibility to keep the President aware and to 
keep under his sight the pitfalls of every policy that he wants 
to pursue 


Q But 1S it not your (inaudible) that they were doing, or 
they thought they were doing what he wanted done? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Oh, I don't think there is any question but 
that they thought they were doing what he wanted done, and they 
probably were. That is not the point It is not the point of 
the system to tell a President he can't do this or can't do 
that, but to make crystal clear to him what the possible 
consequences of pursuing that And [ think we see the 
consequences in this case -- they were not laid out. 


Q: Thank you. Senator Muskie, in your litany of people, 
subordinates to the President, who failed in advising him 
properly, you listed the Secretary of State and Defense and 
people at the NSC Notably absent was Vice President Bush. 
What is his responsibility in either having been aware of some 
of this or having failed to properly advise the President? 


SENATOR MUSKIE: Of course, Vice President Bush doesn't have a 
ate responsibility, but he has responsibility as one of 
on tog Statutory members of the National Security Council, 

© was present at several of the -- there were not too 


many; aS a matter of fact ’ 
é , al 
National Security Counss] 1 too few full meetings of the 
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And I ought to take this question as an opportunity to point 
out that people refer to the National Security Council, which 
is four statutory people -- Secretary of Defense, Secretary of 
State, the Vice President and the President -- and then the 
President usually nominates a couple of others, the Director of 
CIA and of course, National Security Adviser, and occasionally 
others. But that's the Council. But they confuse that often 
with the National Security staff, which is in place to serve 
the Council, while the Council itself is an advisory body. The 
Council doesn't perform staff operations; it's the staff who 
does that. 


Vice President Bush, of course, is a member of the Council. 
Now, in this case [ think there were not more than two or three 


--— at the most three -- meetings of the National Security 
Council to consider this policy, its consequences, its 
progress, its results, and its problens. So there were too few 


meetings at which Vice President Bush and the other members of 
that Council were given an opportunity, or had an opportunity, 
to influence the results. 


Q: Did your review indicate there were circumstances outside 
of the formal meetings of the NSC where Vice President Bush 
might have been made aware or learned of what was going on? 


SENATOR MUSKIE: Well, it's a little difficult to keep that 
kind of a record 


Q: Senator Tower, if you were not able to interview Colonel 
North or Vice Admiral Poindexter and you weren't able to get 
access to Swiss bank accounts, how much of the story do you 

think is still out there, still untold? 


SENATOR TOWER We feel that there is some out there that is 
untold, of course. for example, although we nad strong, we had 
evidence of a contra diversion, there was no way we could 
conclude that there had actually been a diversion to the 
contras because we didn't have access to these accounts, we 
didn't have access to Colonel North or Admiral P ndexter. And 
we can't establish what happened to the money 20 quite 
Frankly, that's something that we couldn't uncover, and that 
remains to others to try to solve that riddle 


Q: Are you satisfied that the evidence won't show in the 
future that the President knew - 


SENATOR TOWER: No, [ won't speculate about what will happen in 
the future. We are satisfied that the President had no 
knowledge of any diversionary efforts 


Q: There are references in your report to missing documents, 
specifically some of Admiral Poindexter's documents Do you 
believe that any relevant documents were destroyed or altered? 
And if that's the case, who did that? 
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SENATOR TOWER: There's no way for us to know of whether or not 
documents that have been destroyed were relevant because we 
weren't, didn't have access to them before they were 

destroyed. So that would be a question we could only speculate 
on. 


Q Senator Tower, General Scowcroft said that you had no 
differences in substance but in semantics. My question, did 


you argue over language about the President's involvement, the 
President's responsibility? Was there a watering-down of -- 


MR. TOWER: No, there was not, and I will ask my colleagues to 
comment on that. Nothing about watering-down. We got into 
lengthy debate on split infinitives one time, I remember. 


But let me ask Senator Muskie to comment on that 
MR. MUSKIE: There was no coverup within our operation 


Q The commission could have taken a much narrower focus on the 
National Security Council's staff operations and still fulfill 
its mandate. Can you enlighten us a little bit on how and why 
you decided to broaden the scope of your inquiry? And 
enlighten us a bit on what the White House's response was? 


MR. TOWER: Reaction did not broaden the scope of our inquiry 
The White House -- we were brought into being by the 
Iran-contra affair That's what prompted the White House to 
appoint this Board. The President's specifically directed us 
to start the I[ran-contra case and other cases Well, there's 
already available a nuinber of studies on other cases that we 
accessed and that we cited from time to time This, when we 
had to do our own study because it wasn't all (inaudible) 


That's why this occupied a great deal of our time Our 
conclusions -- our recommendations, [ should say -- really are 
based not just on the Iran-contra affair but on the performance 
and operation cf the National Security Council and the National 
Security Council Staff and the National Security Advisor 
historically. 


Q Couid the Members of the Board give their understanding of 
the role of Israel in the whole affair, both in the policy 
formulation end the provision of intelligence and in the 
Facilitation of the affair? 


MR. SCOWCROFT: We don't have a full picture of the role of 
Israel in this, partly because we have testimony only from one 
Side. The Israelis did not make themselves available to us 


There's no question that the [sraelis encouraged if not 


initiate this Policy, and that they did whatever they could 


ae appeared to be Flagging From time to time to renew its 














-19- 


© I think the problem is that our goals and the [Israeli goals 
were not synonymous -- indeed, in some respects they may have 
been in conflict. But the [Israelis certainly supported, if 
they did not take a lead in, the policy. 


MR. MUSKIE: That is essentially it We tried positively. We 
met with the Ambassador here in Washington to request their 
participation or request that they make available to us 
servants of the Israeli Government and Israeli citizens who 
could contribute to our understanding of this system. They 
rejected that idea, and so we are not in a position to evaluate 
From their point of view 


I think that General Scrowcroft has summarized our impression 
of the situation 


MR. TOWER I would emphasize that there was heavy Israeli 
involvement Of course, the Final decision and our 
participation was our own But, clearly, there were member: of 
the [Israeli Government that perceived the service of their own 
national interests in involvinae themselves in this matter 


Thank you very much, ladies and gentlemen 


_ (Briefing concluded at 12°00 noon) 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have a few announcements The Bureau of International 
Narcotics Matters will release its annual report, the 
International Narcotics Control Strategy Report, on Monday, 
March 2. This report provides an assessment of the worldwide 
narcotics situation and international efforts to address 
narcotics production and trafficking. The Assistant Secretary 
of the INM Bureau, Ann Wrobleski, will hold an ON-—THE-RECORD 
briefing for the press on Monday, March 2, at 10°00 a.m. here 
in the Press Briefing Room Copies of the report will be 
available at that time. 


Also, negotiations on a new United States-—Polish 
agreement on scientific and technological cooperation were 
initiated in Washington February 23 - 27 The U.S. delegation 
was led by Michael Michaud, Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of State for Science and Technology The Polish delegation was 
led by Czeslaw Krolikowski, Deputy Minister of the Ministry of 
Science and Higher Education The talks took place ina 
constructive and ousinesslike atmosphere [t was agreed to 
continue negotiation in Warsaw in April or May, 1987 


I would also like to announce the release of a new 
State Department publication, Human Rights in Nicaragua Under 
the Sandinistas: From Revolution to Repression [t documents 
the developments in Nicaragua from 1979 through 1986 The 
publication investigates the Sandinista legal system, 
Sandinista mass organizations, basic civil and political 
rights, and provides substantial documentary material on the 
denial of civil liberties in Nicaragua Copies of the 
publication are available in the Press Office ° 








And now I'll be happy to answer any of your questions 
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Q Do you have any comment on any of the revelations 
in the Tower Commission Report? 


A No, I don't. We're going to wait until the 
President makes his report 


Q There may be a number of little points in there 
that he probably won't address. Are you going to make anybody 
available to -- ? 


A I think we'll wait until after the President has 
made his report, and then we'll see if there are any of those 
little details that need something 


Q Talking about the meeting with the Polish 
officials, was there a scientific cooperation agreement which 
was suspended as part of the sanctions? 


a Not to my knowledge, but I'd have to check on 
that 


Q This morning both of Washington's daily 
newspapers quote Mrs. George Shultz as confirming the 
widespread reports that there's a Princeton tiger tattooed on 
the Secretary's derriere and that he used to growl whenever the 
children touched it And my question -- I have a two-part 
question: since there are no reports that the Secretary was in 
any way incensed at Mrs. Shultz for her confirming this 
intriguing and widely reported human interest story, why did 
the State Department Press Office cover this up for more than a 
month, rather than trying to persuade the Secretary that full 
disclosure of this evidence of Ivy League collegiate loyalty 
would provide a nationally heartwarming interlude in the dark 
clouds of the Iran arms scandal? Could you explain, Phyllis? 


a Well, do you want to get the second part of your 
Q Well, that will depend on your first -— the 
answer to the first 


“ I have no comment to make other than to say that 
I think Mrs. Shultz is in a position to know (Laughter) 


Q Well, that's good, that's great 
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a Yes? 


Q If she's in a position to know -— wait a minute 
-— my second part: is the Secretary of State, Phyllis, aware 
that Princeton University's s°.kesman has declared that -- and 
this is a quote -- “Since Princeton Alumni are the most loyal 
in the world, further evidence of this loyalty is no surprise, 
no matter where it is uncovered." Does he know about that? 


a I think he does Thank you 


Q Has there been any communications between 
Washington and Damascus on the Syrian role in Beirut? 


A Not to my knowledge, there has not been. 


Q Where does the U.S. stand on the deployment of 
the Syrian forces? 


A In regard to the presence of Syrian troops in 
Beirut, let me say, as others and [I have repeatedly stated, 
that the United States continues to supoort Lebanon's unity, 
sovereignty and independence and the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces 


In deploying troops into West Beirut, the Syrian 
Government has announced it will assist the legally constituted 
authorities of Lebanon in restoring order to the city, which we 
believe is an important obligation This police function is a 
grave responsibility The restoration of law and order on the 
streets can only be a preliminary step 


Aithout immediate progress on long-term political and 
security reforms which enjoy the support of all Lebanese 
communities, restoration of the effective authority of the 
Lebanese Government throughout the country -- which is the 
foundation of Lebanon's sovereignty, unity, and independence 
cannot be achieved 


Q Does that mean that vou support -- 
Q Can I have a copy of that, please: 
Q Does that mean that you support the Syrian 


presence in Beirut? 


a I'm not going to go beyond that statement 
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Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a Yes, you may. 
Q Do you have any comment on King Hussein's 


interview today in the Washington Post saying that the United 
States is hurting the peace process? 





is) No, I don't have any comment on that. 
Q Does the Administration have any hope that the 
Syrian role in -- the new role of Syria might aid in the 


release of the American hostages? 


fs Well, I think that the position of the government 
is always to have hope. As we pointed out yesterday, we have 
no confirmation of the fact that the Syrians now control -- or 
that the hostages have been turned over, and we also noted that 
the Syrians denied it. 


Q I know But is it thought that restoring order 
-— the Syrians -- that they might be in a position at some 
point to help? 


M Well, I just can't speculate on that about what -- 
Q Do you have any comment on what today the leader 


of the Syrian troops said about the hostages in the Washington 
Post, that he wants to protect them? 





a As we have stated before, we reiterate our call 
for the immediate and unconditional release of all the 
hostages, and I have nothing beyond that 


Q Any comment on the call by President Mubarak and 
Foreign Minister Peres on an international conference in the 
Middle East? 


A We always encourage and applaud dialogue between 
the senior leadership of two of our most important friends in 
the Middle East, Israel and Egypt We have heard about the 
communique that they have issued We've not yet seen it We 
will certainly study it 


Q What about the idea of the international 
conference? 
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is) I think our views on the international conference 
have been covered thoroughly. Certainly, the Secretary 
addressed it in his most recent testimony on the Hili. 


Q Do you have anything more on what is the status 
of the extradition request for Mr. Hamadei? Secretary Murphy, 
on Monday, said that either he'll be tried there or he'll be 
tried here. Does that mean the U.S. is willing to accent 
either one of those two -- 


“4 I have nothing further than what we've said 
before, that we know this process is under consideration in the 
German courts. 


Q Do you have anything on the attack on Winnie 
Mandela's home? 


ny No, I don't have anything on that today. 

Q Is there anything on sending the U.S. Ambassador 
back to Damascus any time soon? 

4 Nothing on that. 

Q Was Ambassador Tambs the only U.S. Ambassador to 


receive instructions From the State Department to help the 
Contra war effort at a time when Congress appeared to be 
prohibiting it? 


A This gets into the area of the Tower Commission 
Report, and [I'm not just not prepared to comment on that. 


Q May I note for the record that I didn't mention 
the Tower Commission Report. 


Qa I know, but it was certainly included in that I 
think we've all perused that part 


Q Has a decision Veen made to await the President's 
remarks and then you people will have something to say about 
it? Or have you not made up your mind whether or not the “no 
comment" will persist? 


=) The latter part of your assumption is correct. 


Q The Hezbollah elements there in the suburbs of 
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Beirut have been very critical of the Syrian forces. They've 
had casualties, fatalities. Do you have any sympathy for or 
concern about what they've said? 

4 No, I'm just not prepared to comment on that. 


Q You're unsympathetic? 


~-~MORE-- 
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Q Do you have anything further on what the role 
announced by the White House for Mr. Derwinski regarding 
Operation Staunch was the other night -- what's he going to be 
doing? How does that -- 


6 i think you're referring to the President's 
announcement on the Iran-Iraq war that was given on the 23rd, 
and I think in that he -- if I can just refer to that -- 
referred to the -- that Counselor Derwinski is in charge of 
that, and I think that has to be seen in the light that Mr. 
Derwinski has taken up these new duties as the Director of T -- 
what we call T -- of security assistance. And it simply 
emphasizes that in his new position, he will be responsible for 
the continuation of Operation Staunch. 


Q Yeah. Who was responsible for it before this? 


s My assumption is that that was under the former 
incumbent of that position, but ['d have to check on that. 


Q Who was that? 
i) Schneider. But let me check on that, if I could 
Q Ollie North. 


Q I think it might have been in that same White 
House document -- [I'm not sure [It said something about 
Secretary Shultz being charged with opening up negotiations 
with Iran on ending the Iran-Iraq war, an international effort 
to get Iran to talk. 


Can you flesh that out at all? 


A Well, I have a copy of the statement here by the 
President, and I -- let me just quote from that, if I may. 
“Toward that end, I have asked Secretary of State George Shultz 
to take the lead in an international effort to bring Iran into 
negotiations." 


Q Can you tell us anything about those efforts? 
Are they underway now? 


A Well, those are again diplomatic efforts, and I'm 
not going to taik about those. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the bombing raid in 
border towns of Pakistan? 
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Q Can we stay on the L[raq-Iran war for one more 
question? 


t Yes. 


Q Do you have any update on the claims on —~ 
between the war in Iraq and Iran? 


fi No. I don't have an update on the status of the 


Q And do you have any reaction <o the Lragi 
reaction to the statement of the President? 


A No, I don't. I'm not sure what the Iraqi 
reaction was. ; 


Q They welcome it. 
A Well, I welcome their welcome. 


In regard to the question about our comments on the 
attacks on Pakistani villages by Afghan airplanes, the attacks 
by Afghan aircraft on two Pakistani villages February 26 were 
blatant violations of Pakistani airspace and caused a greater 
loss of life and property than we have seen in some time 


We condemn this incident in the strongest terms. This 
incident, as well as the February 19 terrorist bomb which 
exploded near a primary school and resistance office in the 
Peshawar area, call into further question the intentions of the 
Najib regime and the Soviets. 


. I just have something —- 


a Yes? ‘ 

Q -—- this surfaced before the Tower Commission 
report. I don't even know if it's in it or not. But did 
Secretary Abrams meet with General Singlaub last March, and 
what -~- how often did he meet with him and what -- 


A I just have nothing on that. I'm sorry. I can't 
answer that. 


Q Since the Reagan Administration has ordered AIDS 
testing for the Department of Defense -- that's been a lLong- 
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time procedure -- as well as the State Department, would we be 
inaccurate to presume that the Reagan Administration believes 
that all members of Congress and their staffs should also be 
tested as federal officers, or are they regarced as somehow 
less inclined to be AIDS distributors than the State Department? 


A I'm not going to comment on the policies on the 
federal government. We have prepared guidance before on what 
the policy of the Department of State is, and we will stick 
with that. 

Q Follow up? 

A You may get it -- 


Q A follow-up on this: what has been the results 
of the testing for AIDS in the State Department? 


A That was covered in our guidance as well. I'll 
refer you to the Press Office. 


Q I mean, how's it going? Is it finished, or is it 
continuing? 


a The AIDS testing program? 
Q Yeah. 
It is continuing as part of the medical program. 
Have you found anybody? 
I said that we'd covered this in previous 
guidance, and I'll refer you to the guidance that was already 


given. 


Q Have you all made any statement on General 
Bernard Rogers' replacement as the Supreme Commander of NATO? 


A No. I'd refer you to the Defense Department on 
that question. 


Q What's the rationale behind the timing of this 
Nicaragua report? Does it have anything to do with efforts to 
try to get the $40 million and more money next year? 


5 There's no great significance in the fact that it 
was prepared today. It's been in the works for some time, I 
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think you'll notice in it, and it's a -- you know, pulling 
together of lots of documents. It's been in the works. It 
simply was finished, and we decided to release it. 


Q Why do you need that when you just had -- there 
was an assessment in the annual Human Rights Report just now. 


& Well, this is quite a different document. The 
annual Human Rights Report, as you know, covers one year. This 
covers the period from 1979 through '86 and includes source 
material which is quite different from the report that's put 
out annually. 


Q Does it cover the Nicaraguan resistance? 


A I don't think so. I think it's talking about the 
Sandinista Government. 


Q Will you be issuing another one that covers the 
resistance? 

+ What? 

Q Will you issue another one that covers the 
resistance? 

+ I just don't have an answer to that. 

Q Do you have a date yet on when you will send the 


request up to Congress for the final $40 million? 


a No. I don't have any information on that. I 
don't think, as we said before and explained in our guidance, 
the question is it has just not been decided. I'm not 
withholding anything; we've just not made a decision on when 
we're going to proceed with that. 


Q I believe in earlier testimony, Assistant 
Secretary Abrams told one of the Congressional committees it 
would be submitted, I believe, on the 19th, he said, and yet it 
wasn't. 

ca The 19th of what? 

Q February. 


a Well, it wasn't. 
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Q And I was wondering why. 


a Yes. Well, again we covered that. I think 
people are considering when will be the most appropriate time, 
and, as far as I know, that decision has just not been reached 
yet. 


Q Can you discuss the kind of factors that will go 
into making this kind of decision? 


a Well, we usually -- 
Q I mean, what makes it appropriate? 


A We -— I think you're well aware of our usual 
position of not discussing internal deliberations. 


Q You don't concede that there's been a delay? 


4 Well, as I said before in the guidance, a delay 
means when you've stopped something. We simply have not made a 
decision of when we're going to go forward, and I think we also 
referred to the point that the date in the law governing that 
was February 15, and it said simply that the request could not 
be presented before that date, but there was no deadline or 
requirement after the 15th of February. 


Q In view of the fact that this is a Republican 
Administration and that the Secretary of State has a great 
reputation as a peacemaker, has he or does he plan, to your 
knowledge, Phyllis, to try to achieve peace with the Republican 
Congressman from western New York who is a leading candidate 
for President? 


a I'm not -- 


Q Blessed are the peacemakers. I just wondered if 
he had conferred with Congressman Kemp. 


A I think that Secretary Shultz's efforts to get 
along and work with all Members of Congress are well known, and 
I'm not going to go beyond that. 

Q You mean he isn't going -- 


. I'm not going to comment on that. 


Q He isn't going to even see him or talk to him? 
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scheduled some time ago, or is this a recent development? 
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I'm simply not going to comment on your question. 


Charles Price -- his return to the U.S: was this 


Aas far as I know about the expected arrival of 


Ambassador Price, that this was for scheduled consultations. 
Whether these -- his activities have been expanded, as reported 
in the paper, 


I'm just not aware. 


Can you tell us anything about his itinerary -- 


when you expect him to be here? 


No, I can't. I have no details. 


Can you tell us how long you expect to have him 


No. I'm sorry. I don't have any details on that. 


No details on -- ? 
What? 
No details on -- ? 


Ambassador Price. 
You don't know where he is? 


As I said, we expect him. As I understand it, 


he's due in over the weekend for consultations, and I just 
don't have any other details of his itinerary. 


Sorry I was late, so you may have said something 


Did you have any comment on the West German 
Government's questions about the use of Ramstein Air Force Base 
for transfer of arms from the U.S. to Iran as the Tower 
Commission report stated? 


I just don't have anything on that today. 


I'm sorry. Did you say that this Price visit was 


When was it scheduled? You said it was previously 


I don't have the exact dates. As I understand 


it, he was going to come back for consultations. Whether these 
plans have changed, I just can't say. 
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Q How long has he been Ambassador to -- 


A I'd have to check that. 


Q I mean, he's coming back, it is reported, to go 
over to the -- to have dinner with the Reagans. 


A I've seen those -- 


Q You're saying that he was coming back on 
consultations anyway, and you don't know -- 


A And I just have no details of whether and how his 
schedule will unfold. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:42 p.m.) 





Posted: February 27, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the February 27, 1987 daily press briefing: 


OPERATION STAUNCH 





Q: Who was in charcge of Operation Staunch before Counselor Derwinski? 
A: FORMER UNDER SECRETARY FOR SECUR:TY ASSISTANCE, SCIENCE AND 


TECHNOLOGY, WILLIAM SCHNEIDER, JR. 
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Postec: Tebruary 27, 19°97 


’ 


Question taken at daily press briefing on February 27, 1987: 
\ 


Scientific Cooperation Agreement? « 





Q: “as there a scientific cooneration acvreerent with Poland which 
was suspvended as cart of the sanctions (irnosed after martial lav)? 


A: NO. THE PREVIOUS SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY COOPERATION AGREEMENT EXPIRED ON DEC.31, 1981 
UNDER THE NORMAL TERMS OF THAT AGREEMENT. 


—— WE HAD IN EFFECT AN 2éT AGREEMENT WITH POLAND 1973-81. 


- 


—— WE DECIDED IN 1982 TO PUT OFF TALKS ON A NEW S&T AGREEMENT WITH POLAND 
UNTIL MARTIAL LAW WAS ENDED AND POLITICAL DETAINEES RELEASED. 
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MONDAY, MARCH 2, 198°, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have several brief announcements: 


The ON-THE-—RECORD briefing by Assistant Secretary Ann 
Wrobleski, originally scheduled for 10:00 a.m. today, has been 
rescheduled for 2:00 p.m. this afternoon. The briefing is in 
conjunction with the release of the International Narcotics 
Control Strategy Report. Copies of the report will be 
available in the Press Office shortly. 


The Governing Mayor of Berlin, Eberhardt Diepgen, is 
visiting Washington March 1 through March 4. On the 3rd he 
will meet with Acting Secretary Whitehead. We anticipate that 
discussions will center on Berlin's 750th Anniversary 
celebration this year, as well as East-West matters in general. 


There will be an ON-THE—RECORD briefing at 2:00 p.m. 
tomorrow here in the Press Briefing room on the 
Administration's proposals to the Congress for full funding of 
the recommendations of the National Bipartisan Commission on 
Central America. The briefers will be Assistant Secretary of 
State for Inter-American Affairs Elliott Abrams and the 
Administrator for the Agency for International Development 
Peter McPherson. 


Now I'll be happy to answer any of your questions. 


Q What assessment do you have of the offer by the 
Soviets tabled today on intermediate-range missiles? 


A The assessment on the Soviet offer on 
intermediato-range missiles was given by the White House. I'd 
be happy to repeat it for you if you would like. 


Based on our preliminary assessment, it appears to be 
a positive development. The United States has long believed 
that progress in one area of negotiations should not be 
dependent on progress in other areas. 
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We and our Allies have consistently urged that we seek 
early progress on reductions in offensive nuclear forces in 
both START and INF. Thus, we welcome this apparent Soviet 
agreement to move forward on INF, for which we have been ready 
since the Soviets first agreed to it at the Geneva Summit in 
November 1985. 


The United States has tabled concrete reduction 
proposals and seexs progress in all areas at the NST 
negotiations. We intend to make that readiness concrete once 
again by tabling specific treaty language on INF in the near 
future. We await Soviet tabling of their proposal, which I 
think has been done. 


Q Is this something that the Secretary might want 
to discuss personally with Shevardnadze? 


A I just can't speculate on that. 
Q Can we have copies of that? 
A Yes. 


What's the "near future" we're talking about 
since the round had been extended, possioly during the extended 
round? 


A I don't really have anything on how that's going 
to develop. I think we'll just have to keep you posted. 


Q Do you have anything on a Shultz-Shevardnadze 
meeting? 


A On the question of a meeting between Secretary 
Shultz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, we have always said 
that we are prepared to meet with the Soviets whenever it is 
helpful to do so. At this time a meeting is not scheduled. 


Q Do you have any thoughts or- comments on why the 
Soviets have at this time reversed their position on linking 
the INF negotiations with the talks on Star Wars? 


a I just don't have any speculation on that. 


Q Are there discussions to arrange a meeting 
between Shultz and Shevardnadze? 


A Weli, 1 thought I'd answered that. 


Q No, no. You said there's none scheduled. But 
are they talking about getting together say, for example, next 
month? 
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A I'm just not going to speculate on that. 


Q Are they both going somewhere at the same time 
like they do from time to time? Is there any conference or 
anything coming up where they both -- 


A I just couldn't give you an answer on that. The 
Secretary is in China. I'm just not familiar with where they 
might cross in various meetings. 


Q Is Ambassador Nitze -- when is he wrapping up his 
consultations in Europe, and is it possible that he may retrace 
some of his steps to chat with people about this latest Soviet 
proposal? 


) We expect Ambassadors Nitze and Rowny to return 
from their consultation with Allies within the next several 
days. We gave you last week everything we had on the capitals 
they planned to visit, and I just don't have anything further 
on a change of plans. We expect them to return here. 


Q There's a story today saying that he's coming 
back tomorrow. 


A Yes. Well, I said the two Ambassadors, Nitze and 
Rowny, and that we expected them in the next several days. 


Q But isn't that an extension on what you were 
saying last week? They were supposed to be home by the end of 
the weekend or by Monday, according to what we were told last 
week. 


A I don't have the exact schedule in front of me, 
but, as I understand it, perhaps there was a little built-in 
flexibility at the end of the trip.. But certainly there have 
been no great changes of plans that I know of. 


Q Phyllis, could there be a sweeping INF agreement 
without some kind of corollary agreement on shorter-range 
nuclear missiles and/or conventional forces? 


is I don't have anything specific on the linkage of 
these things. Let me just say, in response to the idea of what 
Gorbachev said about the shorter-range INF systems, Mr. 
Gorbachev stated that the Soviet Union is prepared to embark 
straight-away on negotiations with a view to the reduction and 
complete elimination of operational tactical missiles. 


The United States and the Soviet Union have already 
agreed in Geneva that following the conclusion of a long-range 
INF agreement, both sides will begin promptly negotiations on 
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an agreement on shorter-range INF. The precise details of such 
an agreement, of course, remain to be negotiated. 

The United States looks forward to the conclusion of 
an agreement on long-range INF missiles and to reaching 
agreement as soon as possible on the reduction of U.S. and 
Soviet short-range INF missiles. 

Q In connection with that, didn't Gorbachev and the 
Russians call for a freeze in the meantime on the shorter-range 
weapons? 


& I'm not familiar with that call. I just have 
nothing on that. 


Q Could I ask on another topic? 
2) Yes. You want to finish -- 

Q One more question on this. 

f\ Yes. Certainly. 


Q In connection with either of these, will the 
United States insist on on-site inspection? 


A I think these are topics that are going to have 
to come under negotiations. 


Q Now to ask two on New Zealand. First of all, on 
the earthquake, is there any U.S. comment or assessment, or has 
the U.S. been asked to help in any way? 


A We are saddened to learn of the severe natural 
disaster, the earthquake in New Zealand. Fortunately, 
according to New Zealand authorities, there are no known deaths 
thus far from the earthquake. We have no information that any 
American citizens were involved. We understand three to seven 
people are missing, but their nationalities are unknown. 


The earthquake was centered around the town of 
Whakatane on the Bay of Plenty, which is on the less populated 
northeast part of the north island of New Zealand. 


Q Anything else? 
A That's all. 
Q On the New Zealand White Paper, does the U.S. 


have a comment on that, or the unpublished report which talks 
about the weakening of ANZUS? 
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A No. I don't have anything on that. 
Q Could you take that and look into it? 


A Well, I'll see if we can get something for you on 
that. 


Q Any decision yet on the $40 million request for 
the Nicaraguans? 


f\ No. As I stated in the announcement, we are 
going to discuss tomorrow the approach on seeking the money for 
what was called for by the Bipartisan Commission report, and it 
may come up in context with that. 


Q So when will it go to the Hill? 


a) I don't have any comment on that today. 
Q Do you have any update on the Iraq-Iran war? 
A In regard to the Iran-Iraq war, although last 


Thursday Iran announced an end to the Karbala V offensive which 
began January 9 in the Basra-—Khorramshahr area, there was 
renewed fighting east of Basra over the weekend. 


There have been no reported Iraqi attacks on Iranian 
cities since Iraq announced a moratorium on February 19 even 
though Iraq stated on February 23 that it was no longer bound 
to respect this moratorium since Iran had shelled Basra. 


In the Persian Gulf over the weekend [Iraq attacked an 
Iranian shuttle tanker near Kharg Island, and Iran launched two 
attacks against ships in the lower Gulf. A British flag vessel 
was slightly damaged. The other attack against a PRC vessel 
seems to have been unsuccessful 


As we have in the past, we deplore this fighting which 
has brought so much destruction to the people of both Iran and 
Iraq and which threatens the cecurity of our friends in the 
region. President Reagan reiterated our position in his most 
recent statement on the war of February 25. The USG continues 
to call on Iran to join Iraq in its willingness to negotiate an 
end to this war. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the treatment of 
Iraqi POWs? The Iranian radio, on the 2nd of February, said 
that 13,500 Iraqi Christians be converted to Islam. Do you 
have anything on this? 


A No, i don't have anything on that today. 
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Q Can you confirm that Secretary Shultz asked the 
Chinese to stop sending arms to Tran? 


“ I have nothing on his discussions that are taking 
place. I understand he will speak about that when he's through 
with his discussions in Beijing. 


Q Phyllis, I'm sorry if you've addressed this 
before. Was there any State Department reaction to General 
Sella's promotion in Israel? 


) Excuse, General Sella? 
Q In Israel -- Sella? 


a You raise this question of Aviem Sella, who thas 
been involved in the Pollard espionage case. At the time 
Pollard's espionage was discovered, the Government of Israel 
said it would take steps to prevent a recurrence of such 
unauthorized activities and that any Israeli involved would be 
called to account. We expect the Government of Israel to stand 
by these undertakings. 


Since various aspects of the Pollard case are still in 


the judicial process, I cannot comment further on the status of 
Mr. Sella or other matlers concerning the case. 


Q Phyllis, can you comment on the notion that Mr. 
Eitan and Mr. Sella, who are the handlers of Pollard, both were 
promoted from their previous positions to higher positions in 
the Israeli Governuent, it looked like as a result of their 
involvement with Pollard? Can you comment on that? 


f) I'm not going to comment on that. I'm not sure 
that all of the facts that are built into your question are 
correct, and so I don't want to comment one way or the other on 
it. 

You just did comment on Sella. 


Well, yes. 


Q You said -- that's obviously a reservation or an 
objection to what the Israeli Government has done; right? 


A Yes. 
Q So you are commenting on it? 
A well, I commented in the sense that we talked 


about his involvement in this case and what our understandings 
were with the Government of Israel. 
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Q Was this protested or pointed out what the U.S. 
thought about this directly to the Israeli Government? 


A The Government of Israel is aware of our 
positions on all the people involved in the case. 


Q Is it true that if he will come to the United 
States he will be arrested because he's involved? 

a I have no comment on that. 

Q Do you have any status report on Syria's 


involvement in Lebanon? And are you satisfied now with what 
Syria has accomplished in going into Lebanon now? 


a I just have nothing further beyond what was said 
last week on the Syrian presence in Lebanon. 


Q Has the State Department made up its mind whether 
or not to comment specifically on the Tower Commission Report? 


a) Again, let me repeat that we're going to wait 
until the President speaks to the country before commenting, if 
we do. 


Q What's the nature of the meeting today between 
the Lebanese Ambassador and Counselor Derwinski? Does that 
have anything to do with the current situation? 


f The meeting between the Lebanese Ambassador and 
Under Secretary-designate Derwinski is part of our regular 
diplomatic exchange, and I'm not going to get into the 
substance of that meeting which is to take place this afternoon. 


Q Any reaction to the sentencing of Abdallah in 
Paris? 


ia I believe many of you are aware of the statement 
which was prepared on Saturday on the reaction of the United 
States Government to the verdict that was given. I can 
certainly repeat that if you'd like. 


Q No, just make it available. 


Q South Africa, if we're finished with this. There 
was an interview with Ambassador -- or a feature about 
Ambassador Perkins in the Washington Post Magazine, and they 
quote a State Department official claiming the U.S. might be 
forming a new policy which leans toward the ANC and away from 
the South African Government. Any comment on that? 
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No, I don't have any comment on that. 





Is that something you care to look into, to 


a No, 1 won't. Thank you. 


Q A follow-up to what George asked. There was a 
report that the Secretary, or the State Department, was 
considering making public the text of the Secretary's 
classified testimony on Capitol Hill regarding all that. Is 
that under consideration? Is that true? 


6 I have seen that report about the possibility 
that that classified text of the Secretary's might be released, 
but no decision has been reached on chat. 


Q It's under consideration? 


- I just said that no decision has been reached on 
that. And, again, let me repeat that certainly the reaction 
and any steps that the Department will take will follow the 
President's address to the nation. 


Q Have the Israelis asked the United States not to 
allow Soviet Jews to come directly to the United States when 
they leave the Soviet Union? And what is your position on that? 





fa I just have nothing for you on that today. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on the 
just—concluded visit of Mr. Peres and his meetings with Mr. 
Mubarak of Egypt and the joint statement about an international 
conference? 


ia No, I have nothing further on that statement that 
they've issued. 


Q well, do vou confirm that the United States 
already received five names of Palestinians which were cleared 
by -- 


ia Excuse me, slow down I didn't understand your 
question. 


Q Do you confirm that the United States received 
five names of Palestinians which were cleared by Mr. Mubarak 
to the Israelis and to the Unitea States? 


- Nothing on that. 
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Q Do you have anything on a report that there is a 
deal being made for a trade for Hammadei for U.S. hostages? 


+ Excuse me, did you say a deal? 


Q That there's a deal underway for a trade of 
Hammadei for U.S. hostages? 


6 I certainly have nothing on that. 

Q Do you have anything on the reports that the 
State Department's fraud hotline requires people who call to 
leave their name and number? Is that an accurate report, and 
is the State Department doing anything to change that procedure? 


A Beats me, but let me see what I can find out 
about the fraud hotline. 


Q What's the phone number. (Laughter) 
QA Ask your colleague. 


Q What's the point of having a fraud hotline under 
those circumstances? 


ia I just have nothing on that. I'1l] have to look 
and see what information we have 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m ) 








Postea: March 2, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the March 2, 1987 daily press briefing: 


WASTE, FRAUD AND MISMANAGEMENT HOTLINE: CONFIDENTIALITY 





Q: Is it true that the Department's hotline for waste fraud 
and mismanagement requires that callerS leave their names anda 
phone numbers? If so, is the Department planning to change 
that policy? What is the point of a hotline that requires that 
callers leave their names and numbers? 


A. The Department's hotline for waste, fraud and mismanagement 
requests, but does not require, that callers leave their names 
and gnene numbers. Callers can remain anonymous, or they can 
Give their names and request confidentiality. In that case, 
their names would be known only within the Office of the 
Inspector General, and could be revealed only if the case they 
reported became the subject of a criminal court proceeding that 
required their cooperation. 

Callers‘ names and numbers are requested so that 
investigators can contact sources and ask them for additional 


details that could facilitate their investigations. At this 


time, there is no plan to change this procedure. 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Let me introduce today to you Ann 
Wrobleski who is Assistant Secretary of State for the Bureau of 
International Narcotics Matters. She has an opening statement 


that she will give and then she'll be able to answer any of 
your questions. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY WROBLESKI: Thank you. Today, the 
Bureau of International Narcotics Matters is releasing our 
annual assessment of the worldwide drug situation. The 
International Narcotics Control Strategy Report, called the 
INCSR, is coordinated through an extensive interagency process 
and relies heavily on field reporting from our embassies on 
narcotics production, trafficking and abuse. 


This year the report is the basis on which countries 
have or have not been certified by the President. Under the 
Drug Free America Act of 1986, 50 percent of major producing 
and trafficking countries foreign assistance has been withheld 
pending today's certification that those countries are either 
cooperating with the United States on narcotics control or are 


taking adequate steps on their own to reduce the availability 
of drugs. 


My quick addition, before 1 can down, shows about 
$962.5 million of aid that was at risk. 


The President has certified today that the major 
producers and traffickers meet the requirements of the 
legislation with the exceptions of Iran, Afghanistan and 


Syria. He has granted national interest waivers to Laos and to 
Lebanon. 


I will be glad to answer country-specific questions 
when [I complete my statement. 











What does the INCSR tell us about the worldwide 
narco.ics situation? 


Clearly, 1986 marked a turning point -- in attitudes, 
in commitment and in resources dedicated to narcotics control. 
Drug abuse is no longer a U.S. problem. Around the world 
producer and trafficker nations are developing consumption 
problems and drug production and traffic threaten the national 
security ~-- the political and economic stability -- of many 
nations. 


The number of countries eradicating illicit narcotics 
crops in 1986 reached 20, up from two in 1981. Yet, the 
numbers show an increase in worldwide drug availability. Why? 
First, the increased demand in Asia, Latin America and Europe. 
And, second, attempts by the traffickers to make up for strong 
eradication programs in key countries. 


Let me cite an example. Jamaica eradicated one-third 
of its marijuana crop in 19485. In 1986, one-half of the crop 
was taken out. Yet, more than twice as much marijuana is 
available today because the traffickers increased their 
plantings to compensate for the government's eradication 
program. 


How effective were the 20 country program? We 
estimate the equivalent of 15 metric tons of heroin, 30,000 
metric tons of marijuana, and 10 metric tons of cocaine were 
eradicated in the field. Etfective enforcement and 
interdiction programs results in further reductions. 
Statistics show that the equivalent of 69 metric tons of 
heroin, 31 metric tons of cocaine and 2,350 metric tons of 
inarijuana were seized by the United States or other countries. 


Let me hit some highlights of the individual country 
programs in 1986. ‘ 


Bolivia: Clearly, Operation Blast Furnace disrupted 
the cocaine network and proved that interdiction can depress 
the price of coca leaf and thus make eradication possible. 


In Peru, eradication of coca slowed due to increased 
violence by the traffickers in the Upper Huallaga Valley. The 
Garcia government remains committed and has asked for 
additional airlift to continue eradication and interdiction 
operations. 





In Colombia, we saw unprecedented violence against 
judges, police and journalists. yet, marijuana eradication 
continued. The extradition treaty was reaffirmed and Carlos 
Lehder was arrested and swiftly extradited to the United States. 


Mexico: The numbers are up for opium and iarijuana 
eradication, but they are still not keeping pace with 
production. More cocaine was seized than ever before. Still, 
no major traffickers were brought to trial, and the progress on 
the Camarena and Cortez investigations is slow. 


In Pakistan, opium production increased significantly 
due to the civilian government's failure to impose the opium 
ban this time last year. However, Prime Minister Junejo has 
asked for U.S. assistance on an herbicidal campaign using spray 
planes and that will begin this month. 


In Thailand, we saw reduced opium production due to an 
effective eradication campaign, but marijuana continues to 
expand. 


Burma, the world's largest producer of illegal opium, 
also instituted the world's largest eradication program. 
Still, the output rose as the opium warlords increased their 
planting. 


What will 1987 bring, and how will the U.S. respond? 
We will continue to encourage the growing international 
political commitment to narcotics control. The United Nations 
World Conference on Drug Abuse and Drug Trafficking, to be held 
in June in Vienna, will be an important forum for international 
progress. 


Through the increased resources made available by the 
Drug Free America Act of 1986, we will expand bilateral 
programs of eradication and interdiction. We now operate in 
all key growing and trafficking states and most of the 
secondary states with the exception of Iran and Afghanistan. 


The increased political commitment will be met with 
increased resources, and we intend to provide those assets as 
wisely and as quickly as possible. 


The traffickers must realize that we intend to bring 
down production. We are in for the long haul and the world 
community means business. 











Thank you, and I'd be happy to take your Guestions. 


Q Are you saying there was no progress at al] in 
Mexico in drug eradication programs? 


A No, just the opposite. I'm saying that the 
eradication numbers -- the amount of crup taken out -- 
increased for both opium and marijuana, significantly for 
marijuana; less so for opium. But that even with the improved 
campaign, which the numbers reflect, the eradication campaign 
run by the Mexican Attorney General's office has not kept pace 
with production so that the net increases are also up. 
Although it's my view, and I think it's probably the consensus 
of the government, that the eradication program worked much 
better in 1986 than it did in 1985 because of some of the fixes 
that we and the Mexican government have instituted. But it's 
still not working as well as we would like to see it work. 


Q What did you say -- no traffickers were caught 
during '86? 


4 No major traffickers were brought to trial in 
Mexico during 1986. 


Q Will you have Blast Furnace this year? 
A No, not from where I sit. 
If it worked last year, why -- are they pushing 


other things, or just no cooperation? 


A First of all, I think you have to look at what 
Blast Furnace was. The Bolivian Government came to us 
requesting airlift capability, which they did nov have 
in-country, and they needed a way to get their police -- and, 
again,. I emphasize police -- from their forward bases out to 
the remote jungle sites where the labs were, where the coca is 
processed. We were able to provide them, as you all know, with 
six army Black Hawk Helicopters and the attendant support 
troops who keep those six helicopters flying. 


That specific request, I don't think will be repeated 
because, in my view, the other major producer countries have 
the assets available, have the airlift capability. 


Peru has asked us for some help, but that will come 
under our bilateral State Department agreement. It will not 





come under a DoD program. So, in that respect, [ do not see a 
 @uplication of Blast Furnace. 


Q But Bolivia is following up on Blast Furnace, is 
it not? 


A Let me explain. When the six U.S. Army 
helicopters came out of Bolivia -- the Black Hawks -- my bureau 
took possession of six Huey helicopters from DoD. They were 
bonded to my bureau, and I have, in turn, leased them to the 
government of Bolivia -- or lent them, I guess is a better 
phrase -- to the government of Bolivia so that they can 
continue che Blast Furnace type operation, -the interdiction 
operation which we think is the key to getting at the crop 
because it will reduce the price of the coca leaf and thus make 
eradication more politically viable for the government of 
Bolivia. 


So Blast Furnace continues. It's just that what we 
have now is a Bolivian Blast Furnace instead of a U.S. Army 
joint/Bolivian Blast Furnace. 


I might say that the DoD has also helped by providing 
pilot training as well as maintenance training for the Bolivian 
Air Force, and that the helicopters are currently being flown 


by the Bolivian Air Force. As soon as the rainy season stops, 
which should be in the next two weeks, we look. forward to the 
resumption of an active interdiction program totally controlled 
and run by the Bolivian Government. 

Q Did you tell us the net effect of that -—- 

A The net effect of -- 

Q Whether the production figures were up or down? 

A In Bolivia? 

Q In Bolivia. 

A The production figures in Bolivia and in Peru, we 
judge, have increased by five to ten percent over the last five 


years. 


Q So does that tell you that Blast Furnace didn't 
do or hasn't done what you wanted it to do? 


A You have to understand, Blast Furnace was not an 











eradication operation. Blast Furnace was an interdiction 
operation in an effort to break up the cocaine processing 


networks. 


Q As an interdiction program, then, was it 
successful? Do you have numbers that indicate -—- 


a] I think the results of Blast Furnace are more 
significant than we had originally thought they would be. And 
in that respect, 1 think we believe Blast Furnace is an 
operation to seize drugs and put criminals in jail. And in 
that respect, I think it was probably moderate success. 


What's more important, and what the Bolivians always 
told us would happen -- and they were right -- was that if you 
could stop the processing and, in fact, processing of coca in 
Bolivia ground to a halt during Blast Furnace, you could 
depress the price of coca leaves which would then make the 
Campesinos want to turn to other crops, which was the long-term 
goal. You've got to keep the price down so that you can get at 
the crop. 


Blast Furnace in no way touched the amount the acreage 
which is under cultivation in Bolivia. It wasn't designed to, 
and 1 think that that's the challenge before we and the 
Bolivian Government now. 


We signed a framework agreement with the Bolivians 
last week which will get to, we think, a sustained interdiction 
campaign as well] as a three-year eradication campaign. That's 
the chore before us, to take out that coca crop. 


Q Are the farmers diversifying as anticipated? 
A Part of the three-year plan for Bolivia has got 


to be some development assistance for the Chapare, and that's 
what we're -- 


Q It started last July. Is there any evidence they 
are diversifying over the past six/seven months? 


A There was evidence that they were diversifying 
during Blast Furnace. Since the troops have come out and 
since coca prices have gone back up, there's less evidence, 
clearly. And I think that unless you get that -- again, the 
emphasis on the sustained interdiction campaign -- the farmers 
have no reason to diversify. 


(Continued on next page) 








ole 
Do you have anything there on the total amounts 
of imports for the three major types of drugs? 


4a Yes, I do. They're in the report. I'll be happy 
to read them for you. They're on page 24. 


Q And does it say what they were in comparison to 
last year? 


A Yes. We.gave you totals by country for '84, ‘85, 
'86 and projections fon '87 as mandated by Congress. 


Q Does this say that Mexico more so in marijuana 
and heroin comes in from Mexico than any other country? Is 
that -- 

In any other single country. 


Any other single country. 


That's right. 


Q And how would you describe the battle overall at 
the end of '86? 


A In Mexico or around the world? 


Q No. Overall. Worldwide. 


A Again, I have to point to what I see as increased 
narcotics cooperation. Clearly, the difference between two 
countries eradicating in 1981 and 20 countries in 1986, tells 
you that the message is clear to both producer countries as 
well as to trafficker countries that we together as a world 
community have got to get serious about narcotics control. And 
I think that the other countries are driven as much by 
increasing domestic demand, particularly true in Asia and Latin 
America, as they are by the very real threat, again 
particularly in Latin America, that the traffickers threaten 
the stability of their governments. 


But when you say the level of cooperation is up, 
how does that relate to production and trafficking? 


A Again, that's my point, that the cooperation is 
up, the number of countries dealing with it seriously are up, 
and therefore we, last year and the year before, made some real 
gains in terms of getting production down. 








The traffickers understand that when you take out a 
crop, be it opium, marijuana or coca, you're hitting their 
capital investment, and they have struck back. You're seeing 
larger plantings in Jamaica, larger plantings in Burma, larger 
plantings in Pakistan in an effort to compensate for that. 


Q What [I'm trying to ask is are you winning or 
losing, or just holding your own? 


4 I don't thin we're winning or losing. I think 
that, as the Attorney General says, we've stopped losing. 


Q On Page 6 you say here, “The story is one of 
increased demand that threatens to drive up production across 
the board and perhaps beyond our near-term control capabilities 
if it isn't curbed soon." that doesn't sound like a positive 


statement. 


A It's the increased demand that we're seeing in 
the producer in the trafficker country. What we're seeing is 
this used to be a question of U.S. demand fueled worldwide 
production, and we're finding that that has shifted. That in 
fact the producer countries who knew no drug abuse, 
particularly, as 1 said, in Asia and in Latin America, are 
becoming consumers, and it's that demand that is also pumping 
up worldwide production. 


Q How is U.S. demand holding up? 
A How is U.S. demand holding up? 
Q I mean, is it decreasing? 


Q I'm not an expert on U.S. consumption figures, 
but the way that I understand it from the researchers, 
particularly among young people, demand for marijuana has been 
coming down since 1979. Coke is clearly still the problem. 
Crack is an increasing problem. But in terms of marijuana, 
demand is beginning to come down, and we've had the same number 
of heroin addicts in this country for the last: ten years. 
Heroin imports have not changed dramatically since 1975 


Q This unusual extradition of Carlos Lehder 
recently, do you see that as an isolated thing, or do you think 
this shows that the Colombians are going to start cooperating 
on the international extradition treaty? 








A I think that the Lehder extradition marked the 
point of no return for the Barco Government. You had a 
government that came in, as you know, in early August. The 
traffickers, I think, probably tried to take some advantage of 
the transition between a Betancur and a Barco Government, an 
increasing campaign of stepped-up violence. Supreme Court 
judges -- I think it's 60 Colombian judges have been killed 
over the last few years. It was just an ever-escalatina 
campaign, and I think that the swift extradition of Lehder is 
the Barco Government saying, “That's it. We've had it. We're 
not going to take it." And I think in that respect, it's a 
very welcome sign. 


Q Colombia certainly isn't the only country dealing 
‘with traffickers who engage in terrorism. Can you assess how 
difficult the threat from the traffickers makes your job? 


A Particularly traffickers in link with guerrilla 
groups? 

A Not necessarily, but you could include that. Yes. 

A It seems clear to anybody who looks at the 


numbers that there's a lot of money to be made in narcotics. 
You've got the established opium warlords in Asia who traffic 
through an entirely different network than what we see the 
Latin American cocaine lords trafficking through. 


I think that the violence is probably worse now than 
it's been in recent memory. Colombia's a particularly 
difficult case, because of the linkage between the traffickers 
and the guerrillas, particularly the FARC and the M-19. The 
Colombia Government finds itself having pushed them on 
marijuana eradication, on coca eradication, on extradition, 
during the Betancur Administration, and I think that the 
traffickers were beginning to hit back, again taking advantage 
of the transition in the government. 


I don't think anyone can underestimate the power and 
the wealth of the traffickers, and 1 also don't think that any 
one or any government can in any way underestimate the 
violence, the intimidation, the bribery and the corruption that 
follows in their wake. 


Q But that sounds pretty discouraging for 
eradication efforts then. 











A I think not. Even in the face of all of this in 
Colombia, they continued their marijuana campaign. They in 
fact eradicated more this year than they did last year. They 
have continued to test herbicides against coca It's just a 
fact of life that we h .2 to deal with; it's not a reason to 
give up 


Q Why did Lebanon and Laos get waivers, and what do 
waivers mean? 


A The legislation provides for the President to 
seek a national interest waiver for those countries where 
they're not cooperating with the United States and not taking 
adequate measures on their own, and where the President views 
that overriding national interests of the United States should 
weigh more heavily than progress on narcotics control. 


In Laos, the linkage is to the POW/MIA issue, and the 
feeling was that we're making good progress on that issue; that 
we want to continue to make progress on that issue, it's a 
concern of the President, it's a concern of the American 
people. We have seen some opening of the dialogue with Laos on 
narcotics, but nowhere near enough for us to certify them under 
the regular certification progress. 


Q But what does the certification mean in practical 
terms for Laos? 


£ For Laos? 

Q Sure. 

A I think it's more not being decertified, if you 
will. That we understand the cooperation, and we appreciate 


the cooperation on the POW/MIA issue, but we consider the 
narcotics issue is important also, and we would like to see 
next year cooperation at the point where we could certify them 
under the regular certification process 


Q But what would happen if they didn't get the 
waiver? 


Ea If ihey hadn't gotten the waiver, it would have 
been a question of cut-off of aid and -- 


Q Does Laos get aid? 











6 No. Laos does not get any aid at this point, and 
it would have meant, of course, for another year that they 
would have been in that same category as Iran, Afghanistan and 
Syria. 


On Lebanon, my view of the major narcotics trafficking 
and production in Lebanon is in the Bekaa Valley, which is 
controlled by the Syrians And where we have seen some 
cooperation out of the Lebanon Government in terms of 
enforcement information being passed, and that sort of thing, 
they have clearly not taken any steps to reduce the production 
in the Bekaa Valley, because they don't control it 


So again it was the question of not having enough 
cooperation to certify them on the "A" list, af you will, but 
having some cooperation and extenuating circumstances that 
would prohibit them from being decertified It's an in-between 
category. 


Q Could you discuss the nature of the cocuperation 
the U.S. has with the Bulgarian Government? 


4 We have in previous reports been critical of the 
Bulgarian Government as has, I think, the entire narcotics 
community for what we viewed as their encouragement, if yo! 
will, of trafficking through Bulgaria 


That has turned around in the last, I'd say, year, 18 
months, and we don't see this wholesale trafficking through 
Bulgaria that we used to see. 


The Bulgarians have instituted a cooperative program 
with the drug enforcement Administration on their signature 
program, and DEA is of the opinion that -ooperation is 
increasing on Bulgaria. 


Buloaria's not on the list to be certified, because 
they're not a major transit state, and Congress has dictated 
that only major transit states and producer states go on the 
list. 


Q Why has the situation turned around, do you think? 


A I don't know. That's a good question I think 
it's probably a question of international image, their 
concern. Probably some of it is in the wake of the Papal 
assassination attempt, but it has turned around 








~ 
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Q The opium production figures for Pakistan show a 
pretty amazing increase between 65 and ‘86 You mentioned 
something they hadn't done -- an opium bar Can you expand on 
that situation there? 

A Let me explain that In 1979, President Zia 
instituted a ban on all opium poppy production in Pakistan 
which is almost all concentrated in the norlhwes fronlier 
province Under the military regime, they were able to bring 


their production from, I think, an all-time high of 800 metric 
tons in 1979, down to between 40 and 70 metric tons in 1985 


The government, of course, switched to a civilian 
S$ 


government last January -- last December 31st -- at the same 
time as the enforcement efforts were due to begin Opium is a 
yearly crop, so it's a yearly enforcement effort 


[he Junejo Government took over and set about the same 
enforcement operation that had taken place under Zia, which is 
basically sending troops out to cut down the opium They met 
with armed resistance in one of the provinces, and the Junejo 
Government ba-ckea off basically -- walked away from it -- and 
therefore, opium production doubled, practically tripled, in 
Pakistan 


We went in with a very strong message to Junejo that 
not only were we concerned about this and viewed it as a 
serious problem in the bilateral relationsnip, but that we we 
also willing to help if they were willing to go to an aerial 
campaign, using aerial herbacides 


“S 
”. 


Junejo made that dec’ ion and announced it publicly in 
November, and spraying, as I said in my statement, should begin 
this month 


~ The three countries that were not certified - 
none of them are scheduled to receive any aid 


= No That's raght 

Q So this has no impact on the actual distribution 

+ That's right And let me make a distinction 
here We are required by Congress to draw up the list and to 


make the determination separate from a.d, but clearly aid is 
the basis by which countries would be punished if they were not 
certified 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 2:29 pm.) 
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CHARLES REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good evening. The 
Secretary will have a brief statement before he takes your 
questions. When you ask your question, would you please state 
your name and organization. Mr. Secretary. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have been greeted here in China with great 
warmth and courtesy and I want to thank you, my official host, 
Foreign Minister Wu, and, of course, all members of the osts 
government, for extending me that warmth and courtesy. 





Over the past two days, I've had-a cordial and comprehensive 
exchange of views with President Li, Premier Zhao, Chairman 
Deng, Vice Premier Li Peng Foreign Minister Wu. and Defense 
Minister Zhang We examined global and regional issues, as 
well as domestic developments in each of our countries ne 
reviewed prospects for progress in arms control and other 

areas we confirmed our parallel views on a number of problem 
Situations. In discussing our bilateral relations, we reviewed 
both the areas of progress and the areas where we need further 
work to narrow our differences. 





I've long wanted to know more about China. This is actually 
the longest trip I've made to any country since becoming 

- Secretary of State On Sunday, I was in beautiful Guilin and I 
just returned from Dalian The Management Center there 
impressed me as an example of how cooperation between our two 
countries can contribute to China's modernization efforts. 
Tomorrow at Mt. Tai and the birthplace of Confucius, I will 
learn more of China's cultural inheritance. Finally, in 
Shanghai on Thursday, I'll visit the Chinese factory where 
McDonnell-Douglas aircrafts are assembled. 


For further mformation contact. 
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@.::: week marked the 15th anniversary of the Shanghai , | 
‘ Communique. It has been a privilege and a pleasure to witness, | 


firsthand, China's progress since then and to affirm with 
China's leaders the increasing depth of the relations between 
t our countries and peoples. I'll be happy to answer your 


questions. 


QUESTION: (Jim 4nderson, UPI): We haven't had a chance to 
talk to you since you have seen your copy of the Tower 
Commission Report. Now that you have read it, do you think 
that you were treated fairly in it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Tower Commission did an 
outstanding and remarkable job in a short period of time. I 
believe the President will address the subject of the report on 
Wednesday and I won*t have any further comment on it in the 
meantime. 





QUESTION: (Ralph Begleiter, CNN): Can you tell us what 
progress has been made in Geneva toward an agreement between 
the U.S. and Soviet Union on removing medium-range missiles 
from Europe and Asia, and tell us whether you have plans to go 
to Moscow to further progress toward such an agreement? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think the development of identifying 
intermediate-range missile talks as an area for potential 
agreement without reference to the other talks is a positive 
development. It's something that we have advocated 
consistently dnd we're glad to see this statement by General 
Secretary Gorbachev There are, outstanding, quite a number of 
important issues in that negotiation. However, at Reykjavik, 
the President and the General Secretary did manage to get 
important issues worked out, so there is a much better basis 
for proceeding than was the case before Reykjavik. So, I 
be’ieve the length of time in the round has been extended and 
we and the Soviets will be working on that subject hard. As 
far as any travel by me is concerned, Mr. Shevardnadze and I 
have an agreement that when there is something that we should 
meet about that would be worthwhile, we'll go out of our way to 
find the time and arrangements to do that. And so we'll watch 
developments, of course. I'm anxious, as I'm sure he is, to 
move things forward if we can. 





QUESTION: (Shanghai Daily Newspaper, World Economic Herald): 
Mr. Secretary, after your talks with the Chinese top leaders, 
Mr. Deng Xiaoping, Li Xiannian, Zhao Ziyang, Wu Xuegian, I'd 
like to ask your idea about that. Should American businessmen 
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and investors continue to go a further step in China or retreat 
from the current position or just partially remove themselves 
, 


from the original place? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that question gets into the question 
of recent developments in China and how they should be 
interpreted, and the question comes from businessmen, as it did 
this morning for me, and it comes from many other people from 
outside and no doubt inside China who are observing and want to 
know how to interpret these events. I have raised those 
questions, and let me tell you in summary form the information 
that I[ received. [ think, to begin with, however, -- no matter 
how we outsiders come down on these issues -- I think we all 
have to agree that China is addressing issues of immense 
national significance and doing so with an impressive 
seriousness of purpose. Now, insofar as the messages that [I 
was given, I have thought about this and put it down in seven 
points. 





First, what was put to me in my talks here is that China has 
addressed these issues for a long time, at least back to the 
time of Sun Yat-Sen. It is the question of how to modernize. 
How much do you draw upon outside examples; how much do you 
need to find your own way? 


Second, I think everyone can agree that China is irrevocably  ] 
launched on a course of modernization. That was said to me 

time and time again. There's just no other way for a nation to 

prepare itself to cope with the future. And -- as George 

Allen, a former Washington Redskins football coach used to like 

to say -- “the future is now." 


The third point that was emphasized to me, modernization means 
openness. Those nations who can handle openness will be the 
most comfortable and the most successful in the future. So, 
I've heard during my talks here of the two openings that China 
must have. One is an opening to the outside world. That's 
been emohasized again and again. The other is an opening 
inside, in other words, reform. 


Now, the fourth point is that the question that's been posed is 
whether openness is synonymous with total Westernization. The 
answer [ heard is a clear "no" as far as China is concerned. 
There is a great distinctive and ancient essence to China that 
cannot and will not simply replicate the West anymore than it 
will replicate the Soviet Union or any other country. So, what 
I heard is that complete Westernization is not the answer for 
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China. But I also heard that China will use good ideas from 
elsewhere as it goes down what is termed its socialist road, 
but marked by Chinese characteristics. For my own part, I'm 
certain that openness is the key to future success. And I'm 
convinced that China is seriously and impressively engaged in 
trying to find the right balance that will endble it to use 


‘this key. 


So, a fifth point that I heard -- and it was very sincerely put 


-- was that the current developments should not be regarded as 
a return to the restrictions and repressions of the 
not-too-distant past. And [ heard a statement to the friends 
of China, of which I am one, and Chinese themselves who are 
abroad, not to equate what is happening today to particular 
practices or persecutions or movements of the recent past. The 
issue today may have its roots in questions first framed in 
China several generations ago, but according to what I heard, 
it does not represent a turning away from the trend of the past 


few years. 


And that leads me to a sixth point which was emphasized again 
and again, that the turning away will not take place for a very 
good reason. China has been undertaking reforms for quite a 
few years now and they have worked, and the Chinese people are 
better off as a result. So, it was pointed out, China is not 
going to abandon what has worked. That's what [ was told ard I 
must say it makes sense. 


Now, finally, I think the main point today is irrefutable. 
Progress requires openness. A nation that inhibits the 
thoughts of its most creative people will have stagnation and 
the future will pass it by at an astonishing speed. I[t is 
difficult to catch up. “So, I was told, China will continue 
with a Chinese form of openness. China will modernize for the 
future. Now, China has unique problems and unique strengths, 
and within the requirements of the realities imposed by the 
future China, I was told, will use its strengths to address its 
problems in an undeniable, serious way. 


You got more than you bargained for, but I figured that a 
question like that would come up and it's an important 
question. So, as you can see; I thought about it and -tried to - 
formulate my thoughts carefully. , 


QUESTION: (China Daily): I would like to know something about 





the economic cooperation between China and the United States in 
the foreseeable future. Would you like to comment on that? 
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progress over the past fifteen years since the Shanghai 
Communique, and I think it's fair to say, most particularly in 
the last few years. So, we have seen a large amount of high 
technology licenses approved. We have seen the actual sales 
accumulate, I think to something like’$3.5 billion. We have ? 
seen. two-way trade grow from about a billion dollars worth to 
about $8 billion in the. last two years. So, we've seen a lot 

of important developments. We see U.S. investment in China now. 
at about a billion and a half; it is next in rank behind Hong 
Kong and Macao and I think it has every prospect, under the 
right circumstances, of growing rapidly. [I tried to state a 
series of problems that need to be faced as we look to 
increases in trade, and especially investment, and mentioned 
those in the talk that I gave to the Management Institute at 
Dalian earlier today. So I think that there has been a lot of 
progress, and in the process of doing that, the conditions that 
need to be faced to have further progress take place are 
becoming clear and getting worked on, and that's the way to 

keep this ball rolling. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, there has been remarkable @ 
7 


QUESTION: (Ina Chang, Associated Press): Recently, an 
American journalist was expelled from China on charges of 
taking intelligence from a Chinese student. Now, since these 
charges have not been substantiated by the Chinese-Government, 
have you considered reciprocating by expelling a Chinese 
journalist from the United States? Or would you consider 
taking this kind of action if a similar incident happened? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This question was raised by me with a group 
of Chinese reporters who visited me in Washington before I 

came, and I[ have brought it up since L['ve been here and I have 
expressed, on many occasions, and again will say how important 

I think it is, in the functioning of a society in these modern 
days, to have freedom of the press. Now, insofar as expelling 
a Chinese reporter as a kind of retaliation, I don't believe in’ 
that. I think it violates the tery principle that we're 
advocating. And, as long as the Chinese reporters are 
reporting, we would respect the freedom of them to do so, and 
we think it's a good thing for Chinese reporters to be 
reporting on the United States here and to have that kind of 
-information flow. ~- So; we think the best way° to proceed is bv - _ 
proceeding with our own example and not by, in a sense, cut ing 

off our nose to spite our face. 





QUESTION: (Norm Kempster, Los Angeles Times): This morning 
during the photo opportunity, Deng Xiaoping appealed for U.S. 
understanding of China's political problems and, in doing so, 
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he compared President Reagan's problems with the Iran a-ms 
sales to the Watergate affair of former President Nixon and to 
former Japanese Premier Tanaka's bribery scandal. Would you 
comment on this, please? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, these cases are all totally 
different from each other. They only have the characteristic 
of a problem for a leader of a great country. Insofar as 
President Reagan is concerned, as I said td the Chairman and to 
others, the Presidert has dealt with the matter swiitly. He 
took the posit on immediately that information about what 
happened should be made available, and wrongdoing should be 
investigated and punished, and the Tower Commission was 
appointed. It has reported. Other investigations are going 
forward. The President has appointed a new National Security 
Advisor, who is an extremely good and experienced person, Frank 
Carlucci; and just recently, I think in a very important 
development, has managed to persuade Howard Baker to drop his 
presidential campaign and, as a person of tremendous stature 
and experience, come into the White House as Chief of Staff. 
So, I think the President is dealing with this matter very ‘sell. 





QUESTION: (Walt Drozdiak, Washington Post): We got the 
impression today that the Chinese leadership would ignore your 
plea to halt arms sales to Iran because the U.S. has done so in 
the past, carried out these sales over the past couple of 
years. And secondiy, were you able to satisfy the Chinese that 
perhaps the U.S. would curtail or restrain arms sales to Taiwan 
in order to encourage better relations with Beijing? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: So far as Taiwan is concerned, that subject 





has been treated in three communiques, and we have assured the 
Ghinese -- and they have assured us -- that we will proceed 
strictly in conformance with those communiques. And that is 
what we have been doing, are doing, and will continue to do. 
I'll address that subject a little bit more when I speak in 
Shanghai. Insofar as Iran and Iraq are concerned, the question 
was raised in one of my sessions -- having tried to persuade 
other nations to stop [Iran arms sales and then having made some 
ourselves has that created a difficulty for us in pursuing our 
policy of Operation Staunch -- that is, of trying to get pevple 
not to sell arms to Iran? And I responded that, of course, it 
has created some problem, but basically our position is based 
upon the merits of the case. I think there is widespread 
desire to see the [ran-Iraq war stopped, and the side that 
won't sit down and negotiate an end to the war is Iran. And so 
the denial of arms to [Iran is one way of putting pressure on to 
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end the shooting. And that's the basic case. It isn't “do 
this because it's the way to get something that, by and large, 
everybody is seeking." And the response I got was that we 
could expect China to proceed as it had before and not be 
influenced in any way by this Iran arms sale that we did make. 


QUESTION: (David Shipler, New York Times): Mr. Secretary, you 
said that there would be further reductions and restrictions on 
the sale of high technology to Chiha. Can you give us some 

specific examples of areas of technology that will now’be sold? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: [ didn't say there would be further 
restrictions. I said there'd be further liberalizations. And, 
of course, there have been considerable liberalizations. I 
remember when I was here four years ago, that was the dominant 
question and we've addressed it, and I think a great deal has 
been accomplished. There is a review taking place right now, 
at the President's direction, of our export controls generally, 
including those that apply to China. And I can't tell you what 
the outcome of that will be in any precise way except to say 
that the orientation is to question the controls and to be sure 
that any that are on are fully justified. And the expectation 
is that perhaps there'll be a liberalization. 





QUESTION: (Bill McLaughlin, CBS): The Soviet Union reportedly 
is trying to improve relations with China. Did you get the 
impression in your talks with the Chinese that they're willing 
to pay a price to do that such as, for example, put pressure on 
the Vietnamese to get out of Cambodia, or pulling themselves, 
for example, out of Afghanistan? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, those are two of the three 
obstacles that the Chinese have stated and they represent 


things that we in the United States would very much like to see 
happen. So, we see those two issues in a very parallel way to 
the Chinese and we discussed them. Whether the Soviets will 
move in either of those areas very much remains to be seen. 
There is clearly pressure from both sides and pressure on the 
ground for the Soviets to get out of Afghanistan and to 
influence their client state, Vietnam, to get out of 

Kampuchea. So, we'd like to see that take place. Sut whether 
it takes place remains to be seen. 





QUESTION: (Johanna McGeary, Time): What did the Chinese tell 





you was their response to Mr. Gorbachev's INF proposal? And 
what are they urging you to say in response as far as the Asian 
missiles are concerned? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ : Well, of course, they are interested, as we 
are insistent, that these negotiations take place on a global 
basis. That has always been our position. And, of course, 
there are a very large number of warheads now deployed and we 
wanted to get them down. From the standpoint of the United 
States -- and [I believe China would share this view -- we'd 
like to get them down to zero. The progress in getting an 
agreement to get that global number down to 100 is a tremendous 
amount of progress. So, the number of missiles that would be 
aimed in this direction would be reduced drastically by 
something perhaps on the order of 80 percent. So that's better 
than no reductions. Still, the U.S. -- and China would join 
us, I believe, but it's up to them to speak for themselves -- 
would prefer to see zero than 100, but 100 is a lot better than 
1,000 or 1,400. 





CHARLES REDMAN: We have time for one more question. 





QUESTION: (Carol Boggert, Newsweek): I'm wondering if any of 





the Chinese leaders you met with acknowledged that -- your 
seven points notwithstanding -- they may be facing the most 
concerted attack against the reforms since Deng came to power 
in 1978? Did they indicate to you that this drive against 
bourgeois liberalization may alter, if not turn back, the 
course of reform?. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they said exactly the opposite, as 
I've indicated, ramely that the policy cf epening to the 
outside world on one hand, and the openness to inside --— namely 
reform -- on the other has been working, and therefore it would 
be continued. And I think they were at some pains to emphasize 
that point to me. [ heard it again and again and [ have no 
reason to question their sincerity if saying that. And I can 
say for certain that it came from what people refer to as “the 
highest levels." 





Thank you. 
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TUESDAY, MARCH 3, 1987, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one reminder, that there will be a briefing at 2:00 p.m. 
this afternoon on the Administration's proposals to the 
Congress for full funding of the recommendations of the 
National Bipartisan Commission on Central America. 


And I have one announcement. Under Secretary of Uta 
for Political Affairs, Michael H. Armacost, will hold talks on 
regional issues in Moscow March 16 and 17. He will be hosted 
by First Deputy Foreign Minister Vorontsov and will meet with a 
number of senior officials. The talks constitute part of the 
regular on-going series of U.S.-Soviet exchanges on regional 
issues. 


Now, I'll be happy to answer any questions. 
Q Is he going to get into discussing arms control 
and the prospects for a Shultz visit to Moscow and the wide 


range of things? 


fi The purpose of Mr. Armacost's trip is to discuss 
regional questions. 


Q Which are? 


A All regional questions of relevance; such things 
as, certainly, Middle East, Afghanistan, and things like that. 


Q But you're not answering the question. 

A What? 

Q But is he going to also get into things like arms 
control, the intermediate nuclear force proposal, a possible 
Shultz visit. Is he prepared to talk about those things? 
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6 Obviously, were a trip by the Secretary to be 
scheduled, the results of the Armacost visit would be taken 
into account. But we are saying that the focus of his trip is 


regional issues and that does not include the arms control 
issues. 


Q Not the focus, but they're going to talk about 
them; right? 


fA Once again, let me repeat. The purpose, the 
focus, of his trip is the regional issues. That's what he's 
going to discuss. 


Q But are they going to talk about the other 
things, too? 


fe Well, I can't tell you what other things may come 
up. The purpose is the discussion of regional issues. 


Q Well, if you held logic really close on this 
then, the logical next step would be then if Shultz were to 
take this trip into account and go to Moscow, he would go there 
to talk about regional issues and not arms controi? 


f\ No. Certainly, the - 


Q That's too logical. That's too narrow a 
construction of your description of, Number 1, the Armacost 
agenda, and, Number 2, how he makes out will ‘ave a bearing o1 
whether Shultz goes? 


a) The results, as I said, of the Armacost visit 
would be taken into account if a trip for the Secretary is 
scheduled. But let me repeat, his purpose is on-going 


discussions of regional issues. 


Q Let me ask one more question, please? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. It's long been the U.S. position that 
major U.S.-Soviet meetings must have a much broader agenda than 
arms control. It's even been suggested the Soviets want to 


make it the focus and the U.S. thinks it's important but there 
are other issues that belong up on the top, too. 


Is this an attempt to broaden any agenda for a Shultz 
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trip, or possibly for a Gorbachev-Reagan summit by seeing how 
things stand on certain regional issues? 


b I think you have to look at the context of the 
trip, and Mr. Armacost has had a series of on-going discussions 
of regional issues. His trip has been planned for some time. 


It continues thet on-going discussion. 


Q Will his regional issues cover the same ground as 
the regional talks which have been held up until now -- Middle 
East, Afghanistan, Central America and southern Africa? Will 
it be limited generally to those four? 


A That's the focus of his discussions. 


Q And there aren't any new regions that will be on 
the agenda, so far as you know? 


f As far as I know 

Q What was the name of his counterpart -- the 
Soviet? 

a Vorontsov. 

Q That's his full name? 

a That's not his full name. That's his last name. 
I'd have to get that for you. I'm not sure. 

Q You don't mean to say that progress on the 


regionel issues will determine whether something happens on 
arms control, do you? 


A I didn't say that. 

Q How do you spell his name? 

A Let me yive that to you afterwards, if I might. 

Q A question -- 

A Excuse me Wait a minute. Is this the same 
subject? 

C Yes. 


a All right. 
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Q Is this related to the attempt by the 
Administration to possibly, after the Iran-arms-contra deal, to 
zero on the Middle East subject because there were talks, after 
the Shamir visit and his talks with the President and with Mr. 
Shultz, about an international conference, that they are trying 
to revive the Middle East peace process? 


t I can't answer all those allegations and built-in 
assumptions. Let me just say that Mr. Armacost's trip has been 
under preparation for some time, and it's focused on these 
regional issues that have been under discussion for some time 
It's not any attempt to create anything new. 


Q Has there been discussion between the United 
States and the Soviet Union about the international conference 
regarding a peace settlement in the Middle t-ast? 


‘ Wwe have often stated that we will give br o.ad 
outlines, but I'm just not prepared to get into the deriails of 
our diplomatic discussions. 


Q When you say that this meeting was scheduled some 
time ago, how long ago is “some time?" 


A I don't have the specifics on that But the 
point that I've been trying to make is that Mr. Armacost has 
conducted a series of regional discussions on regional issues 
with the Soviets. This is part of an on-going process. 


I don't know at the time they last discussed this 
whether they said let's get together in early spring I just 
don't have the specifics on that 


Q Has there been any ~—- 
A I'd have to check on that 
Q Has there been any discussion between Washington 


and Moscow on the international conferencé idee? 


a) I'm just not prepared to go into the specifics of 
the discussions. 


Q Phyllis, is it the State Department's impression 
that Gorbachev's new overture on arms control improves the 
atmosphere or maybe even the possibilities of making headway in 
some of these issues? Or is that what you're trying to find 
out? 











& We are taking a careful review and look at the 
new Soviet positions Therefore, I don't want to characterize 
them, and I can't give you a definitive view on them 
Certainly, I think our officials have expressed their view, as 
was Gone in Geneva, that we welcome this move of the Soviets 
I think that we have said that we see it in @ positive light, 
and I'm just not going to go beyond that today 


Q Phyllis, does this state a different outlook or a 
different perspective from the talks that Mr. Murphy held in 
Vienna, I believe, with his counterpart from the Soviet Union, 
or related to the Middle East agenda? 


é As I recall, those talks that were held were also 
part of a discussion of regional is: but at a different 
level, anc 1] think you nave look at all these talks as pari 
of a process and a dialogs 

Q But this is a higher levs 

a Yes, that's right, but there have been different 


parts that make up a totality of discussions 


Q Will he have a ba Vgrounder on his visit? 

= Whose visit’? 

Q Armacost 

a) I'll have ¢ check on thai I'm not sure that he 


make it a@ pre:cice to talk about hi trips and those 
ciscussions 


Yes, Barry? 


« we. i erry hac his hand urs 
6 Excuse me 


Q I would assume, firstly, that Mr. Armacost would 
most likely meet with Mr. Shevardnadze as well; would that not 
be expected? 


is Well, we have said in our announcement he's being 
hosted by the First Deputy Foreign Minister, and he will meet 
with a number of senior foreign officials, and I just don't 
have any more details of what his meetings will involve 
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Q And, secondly, aside from whatever diplomatic 
communication there may have been back and forth on the 
international conference, there has been an increasing velocity 
of contacts between Israel and Soviet officials in both 
official and unofficial capacities 


Does the US. assessment of that suggest that there 
has been any shift by the Soviets on questions like the 
international conference, like recognition of Israel]? 


A I just don't have anything on that for you today 


Q Phyllis, one of the U.S. thought constructive 
results of the Geneva summit meeting was an acceleration of 
meetings on this level, the Shultz level, and, of course, the 
top level I had the impression that the U.S. was not -- that 
the Soviets were not accommocating the United States so far as 
having a greater frequency of meetings 


If that's correct, and I think it is, does this 
represent some new conciliation from the Soviets to be willing 
to bring -- you know, to work out the Geneva agreement on more 
frequent (inaudible)? 


6 Barry, I'm sorry You talked about “this” in 
your question, and I'm not sure what “this" referred to 
Q Alright, I'll try to say it more clearly The 


Geneva Summit set up not only annual summit meetings but also 
more frequent meetings at the Secretary level and at the 
Armacost level, etc But subsequent to the Geneva Summit, the 
Soviets were not willing to hold as many meetings as the US 
seemed to wait to hold 


Does the Armacost trip mean that the Soviets are being 
more accommodating in that respect? 


a I'm not going to speculate on what this meeting 
means I will go back to what I said, that it has been 
schedulec for some time It is part of a process of the 


Giscussion of regional issues, and I'll leave it at that 


Q And ‘or some time you certainly must mean before 
Gorbachev surprised you Saturday with a new arms control 
proposal?’ 


é Oh, yes, certainly! (laughter) 
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Q Another area? 
i Yes 
Q Has the Administration, or the State Department, 


been attempting to dissuade President Carter from going to 
Syria? 


Q What was the question? 
a He asked if the State Department had been trying 
to dissuade President Carter from travelling --— excuse me, was 


it to the Middle East to Damascus? 


Q Well, Damascus is in Syria 

A President Carter has informed us that he is 
planning a visit this month to a number of countries in the 
Middle East We certainly understand that he is considering a 


stop in Syria as wel] 


As you know, President Carter is a private citizen 
He makes his own decisions We are confident that he's aware 
of our policy toward Syria 


Q Will there been any special arrangements that he 
won't be abducted? 


Q Wha is the policy, please? 
f txcuse me Wait a minute 
Q Will there be any special arrangements for his 


personal safety? 


A I think that's handled, as it is for any 
Presidert, by the Secret Service, and that's taken care of. 
You'd have to ask him if there would be any special questions 
about that , 


Now, let me get back to you 


Q what is the policy? You said he's aware of our 
policy? 


fs) In regard to Syria, our relations with Syria have 
remained unchanged since November 14 when the White House 
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announced a number of steps limiting our economic ad political 
ties to Syria due to Syrian connections to terrorism 


We continue to maintain diplomatic relations through 
our respective embassies 


Q Phyllis, do you happen, because 1 can't recall -- 
does the U.S. have some sort of a policy or a caution or an 
admonition about travelling in Syria? 


2) On November 14, when we announced a series of 
measures that we were taking, we had said then that we were 
drawing down our embassy in Damascus and there would be a 
prohibition on high-level visits between U.S. and Syrian 
officials. 


Q But 1 mean, private citivens, were they 
discouraged from travelling? 


A The things just didn't touch on that We were 
only dealing with USG officials 


Q Is this considered a high-level visit in your -- 
that's whet the objection is, right? 


a No, we were talking about U.S. Government 
officials 


Q What category -- why would -- on what grounds do 
you object to Carter's visit? 


‘ I didn't say we objected to it That's the 
point We've been trying 
Q You don't object to it? 
A -- to point out that he is a private citizen, and 


he'll make his own decisions 


Q I'm sorry, so you don’: «. *©°t to him going to 
Syria? 

A It's not for us to object o- not to object He 
is a private citizen. He is aware of what the policy is for 
the U.S. Government He will make his ¢éown decisions 


Q But have you suggested directly to him that he 
might not go? 
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a) I don't have anything on the details of what 
those things -- I will repeat what I said before he knows 
what our policy is; he is a private citizen; he'll make his own 
decisions 


Q Phyllis, it also has some -- 


A Wait a minute. You're all coming at me at once. 
One at a time 


Q If he is trying to figure out whether or not he 
wants to go or not, and you read him what you've just read us, 
he's not really going to understand whether he should go or 
not, whether what you -- 


ia I think he can figure that out very wel] I have 
great trust in his ability to make a decision 


Q Can we have a copy of your statements -- those 
you read, that is? 


é They'll be part of the transcript You can get 
them that way in these small answers 


~-MORE - 
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Q There were thoughts that Mr. Carter is going to 
get involved in the Middle East, although he is @ private 
citizen. Will he be coming -- after he comes back, if he will 


come back, will he be briefing the Administration -- 


i) I have -- 

Q -- briefing the Administration on this visit? 
A [ -- 

Q Were there any talks, privately or directly or 


indirectly, with Mr. Carter lately about his in .olvement or 
re-involvement in the Middle -ast peace process? 


ia) As requested, we are providing the usual! 
briefings to President Carter on all the countries he mav 
visit. But we certainly don't have any ideas what his plans 
will be after he finishes his visit in the Middle East I just 
have nothing on that You'd have to check with him on what his 
plans are 


Q Knowing that he's a private citizen, but he was 
the President of the United States, and he's going into this 
trip to an area which you prohibit or you -- already you 


commented to your citizens not to travel there 


Q No, no 

Q You didn't? 

fs Not to Syria 

Q Phyllis, since you are in Syria, do you have any 


comment on the agreement which they have established with the 
Lebanese factions yesterday?’ 


Q Can we stick on Carter a little more? 

is Certainly 

Q Here's a question on Carter 

Q (Inaudible) 

A Yes Let me take his, and then I'1]l] take yours. 
Q He has more than a passing background in Middle 


East 
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a Indeed 


-- policies. Do you think -- does the State 
Department think that former Presider’ Carter could contribute 
to U.S. policy considerations in the Middle East by such a 
trip? Is it valuable to the State Department to have Jiminy 
Carter make this trip? 


6 I think, given the number of involvements of 
citizens and people who have been interested in the Middle East 
for a long period of time, whether it's from the Brookings 
Institution or private citizens that have gone, I think we've 
encouraged this and feel that it can serve a useful function. 


Q And the last thing: He was always a champion of 
the Palestinian cause, and in fact became more so when he left 
office, as his last book demonstrates. Does the State 


Department have any opinion on whether he should or shouldn't 
meet with PLO representatives should that occur to him? 


i I'm just not going to comment on that He's a 
private citizen. 


Now, let me go back to this man over here, and I'il 
come back to you 


Q One thing that former President Carter won't be 
able to figure out, because the State Department doesn't -- or 
didn't last week answer a question put to its spokesman on this 
subject, is whether or not the Logan Act applies to visitors of 


his former dignity and rank Does the Logan Act in the view of 
the Department of State apply to Senator -- to President 
Carter's trip and to President Carter? 


6 [ think that it's difficult for me to answer that 
question, because I'm not sure what you imply by the Logan Act, 
and [ -- 


Q Well, the Logan Act is an att over a hundred 
years old but considered valid law which prohibits American 
citizens from going abroad to negotiate in the name of the U.S. 
Government when in fact they have no authority to negotiate in 
the name of the U.S. Government. 


Now, does the Logan Act as 1 have just explained it to 
you apply in the view of the Department of State? 
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A To whom? 

Q To the visitor. The visitor here being President 
Carter. 

a But I think it should be clear from what I have 


said before that President Carter is goine as a private citizen 
to the Middle East, and, as I explained over here, we have 
often met with people who have gone to the Middle East, whether 
they be individuals or parts of a group. That we value these 
contacts. We listen to them. I[t doesn't mean that we're going 
to, one, ask them for recommendations, and two, even if they 
make them, take them. But we certainly listen to people and 
value the advice from many of our citizens in this area. 


Q That's clear 
id That's not negotiation 
Q That's clear, but here you have just stated that 


the Department, as is befitting to a former President, is 
briefing the man, has an interest. This would seem to imply 
that he is in fact going to Syria, representing and capable of 
negotiating at least to some level with the Syrians. 


A I will go back to what 1 said He is -- we give 
briefings to lots of people going It doesn't mean that 
they're going as official representatives or with any authority 
whatsoever to negotiate 


Q So I come back to the - 

A I will repeat what I said President Carter is 
going as a private citizen to the Middle East 

Q I come back to my question then, does the Logan 


Act apply to President Carter, in the view of the Department of 
State? 


A I'm not going to go beyond - 
Q Will you take that question? 


A I will see if we can take that question 


Q Will Mr. Shultz be seeing him before he goes off 
to the Middle East? 
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A I don't have the dates of President Carter's 
departure, so I just can't tell you whether they would have a 
possibility for an overlap. 


Q Three on the South Pacific. 
Q No. Can we stay on -- 
fs Ves One more All right. One more on Syria. 


Q What do you think about the agreement the Syrians 
achieved with the Lebanese Druze yesterday? 


A I just don't have anything on that today. 

Q Will you take a look at that? 

A We']] see if have something on that. 

Q In the same area, do you have any comment on the 


killing of a Palestinian student in the West Bank? 


A I have seen that press report, but 1 don't have 
anything on it 


Q Wil! Mr. Carter be carrying any messages on 
behalf of the U.S. Government to the Syrians or -- 


is No 


Q What is the purpose of Secretary of State 
Shultz's brief stop in Seoul at the end of this week, and will 
he be discussing the human rights issues that he's been asked 
to discuss? 


6 I think it was explained in a background briefing 
before Secretary Shultz left that the purpose of his stops, 
both in Seoul and to Japan, wi.l be primarily to debrief the 
governments there on his visit in China 


I'm sure perhaps some other issues will come up, but I 
don't have any more details on that. 


Q Back to the Middle East Do you have anything on 
reports yesterday that a Libyan transport plane defected to 
Cairo? 

A No I don't have any comment on that. 
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Q Could I go back to the zero option for a minute? 
6 Wait a minute. 

Q Mr. Gorbachev's proposal. 

A All right. 


From what I can remember, after the Iceland 
summit there was tremendous concern in Europe about this 
proposal --— the INF. Maggie Thatcher came here and 
demonstrated her concern about it. At that point Mr. Reagan 
was very clear that the U.S. was going to consult with its 
allies on these subjects before the U.S. came up with a 
positive response to this -- you know, in the last day or so. 


Did they consult with people like Mrs. Thatcher? 


ms We have been, and we are, in close contact with 
our allies on the INF negotiations. This is part of a 
continuing process of consultations. The substance of those 


discussions with the allies are confidential, and I'm just not 
going to go into those. 


Q Now may I -- 
fa Yes. 


Q Thank you. Three of them on New Zealand. There 
are allegations again by some in New Zealand that the U.S. is 
interfering in New Zealand's internal affairs, and anything you 
on that I'd appreciate. 


A Our Ambassador in New Zealand, Paul Cleveland, 
i ac J rejected in Wellington on March 3, today, any 
implications that the United States is involved in any effort 
to undermine the New Zealand Government's deferse policies as 
set forth in the defense White Paper. We strongly support 
Ambassador Cleveland's remarks. 


Q Is there anything else on the White Paper? 


A Well, the defense White Paper is an internal 
Government of New Zealand document which has been presented to 
the New Zealand Parliament for consideration. It would be 
inappropriate for the U.S. to comment on a New Zealand 
Government document. 
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Q What about on allegations that New Zealand is 
generally in a weaker situation because of the rupture of 
ANZUS. That's not part of the White Paper exactly. 


A But I'm not going to -~ I have nothing on that. 


Q Just two others. Do you have any assessment of 
the Shevardnadze talks in Australia? 


A No, I don't. You'd have to ask the Australians. 
Q Anything new on the earthquake from here? 
Q No. Nothing. 


Back to the Mid-East. This has to do with the 
Pollard case, and the [Israeli treatment -- beneficial 
treatment, apparently, of Mr. Sella. Do you have anything on 
that? 


fs For any questions about possible indictment or 
the other things that have been discussed, I would refer you 
again to the Justice Department. As we said yesterday, at the 
time Pollard's espionage was discovered, the Government of 
Israel stated that it would take steps to prevent a recurrence 
of such unauthorized activities, and that any Israeli involved 
would be called to account. 


We expect the Government of Israel to stand by these 
undertakings. As I said again, the Government is fully aware 
of our views on Sella's status in light of his role in the 
Pollard affair. 


Q Forgive me for belaboring it, but there are 
reports, as you know, that in fact he has either has been 
promoted or is about to be promoted. Can you go beyond what 
you said? 


A No. I simply said that the: Government of Israel 
is aware of our views on that. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the extradition 
treaty with Israel, and how that would affect an indictment ~—- 
whether it would be covered? 


o I don't have anything on the details on that. 
The only things that I've seen are that it says that it does 
not extend to espionage cases. 
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Q Would it place other restrictions on ~- 
A I can't answer those questions. I'm sorry. 
Q Do you heve any reactions to allegations by a 


Pakistani professor that Pakistan has the bonib? 


A . have spoken about this at the -- after the 
briefing yesterday, and we have seen those allegations, and 
that they have been reported differently in the British, 
Pakistani and other press -- Indian press -- and we're just not 
going to comment. He has denied them. 


Q Can I ask one other Pollard question, please? 
A Sure. 
Q Pollard himself said in court documents that he 


thought that the highest echelons of the Israeli Government 
were aware of what he was doing, and why he was doing it. 
What's the State Department's view on this? Are we looking at 
it as a rogue operation, or are we not at this point? 


A I'm just not going to comment on that today. 


Q Anything further on Mr. Shultz's talks with the 
Chinese? Are there any more today? 


Qs No. I think that about now, which would be this 
evening in China, that the Secretary is due to give a press 
conference. 


Q Phyllis, would you have something before the day 
is over about the killing of a Palestinian student in the West 
Bank, in Nablus? 


A) You asked me about that question before. I said 
I didn't have anything. I just am not sure when we're going to 
have something on that. ' 


Q Does the Legal Acviser still have a function in 
the Pollard commission matter, or has he now turned everything 
over to the Justice Department? 


6 It's my understanding that the Justice Department 
has the lead on that now. 
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“. Q So the Legal Adviser has no further say in it? 
t I'm just not prepared to discuss this. 
Certainly, there was cooperation. I'm not sure where it stands 
today. 


Q Could you find out: 


a I will look and see if we have that. 

Q Can we confirm now that there was a protest filed 
with -- 

Q Phyllis, has there been any discussion’ -- 

a) Wait a minute. I can't hear two questions. Yes. 

Q Has there been any discussion between the State 


Department and the Foreign Ministry of Israel regarding Sella? 


A Well, as I stated before, that we have discussed 
this early on when the case -- last summer. I think that there 
were statements from the podium in regard to that. 


Q well, what does accountability mean? Does the 
United States have the jurisdiction to decide the policy of a 
foreign government as to whether or not somebody is getting a 
raise or not? 


a I just don't have anything on that. I can't help 
you with that question. 


Q Well, can we get something clearer than what 
you've said about this? 


6 I'll look - 

Q Whether the United States Government say to a 
foreign government, "Don't promote this man. We don't like 
him"? ' 

6) I just can't help you with that today. 

Q Well, can you help us later? 


A 1'1ll have to see whether we can. 
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Q Can you tell us whether a formal protest was ever 
filed with the Israelis on the Sella matter? 


ia) On what matter? 
Q On the matter of Mr. Sella and his promotion? 
A Aas I said, the Government of Israel is aware of 


our views. 


Q Have we filed a fornal protest? 
a I'll have to take that question. 
Q Phyllis, a slight variation on that Is there an 


ongoing dialogue currently between the two governments on the 
Sella matter? 


- We certainly have ongoing discussions with the 
Government in Israel on a wide variety of subjects. I just 
can't tell you specifically whether this has been an item of 
recent discussion. 


Q Can't because -- 


6) Because I don't know. But I said to her that I 
would look and see if we could get an answer to that. 


Q It was the State Department, Phyllis, to my 
knowledge which made the arrangements to try to get Israelis to 
cooperate by sending the Counselor -- the State Department 
Legal Counselor who went to Israel, Mr. Sofaer, and Mr. Shultz 
was the one who sat on the phone with Mr. Peres for two and a 
half hours, and they came to an agreement over trying to solve 
the issue. So it really is strange that -- to see that the 
State Department is not trying to be forthcoming on this matter 
which involves the national security of the United States and 
the whole world. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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ISRAEL: POLLARD CASE AND ROLE OF DEPT.'S LEGAL ADY 
9. What is Sofaer's and the Department's role in the Pollard 
investigation? Does the Department's Legal Adviser still have 
a function in the Pollard matter or has he now turned 


everything over to the Justice Department.? 

A. The Department's role in this case -- as in any other law 
enforcement matter involving a foreiagn country or government -- 
is to work closely with the Department of Justice in pursuing 


overall US law enforcement obvectives. The Office of the Lecal 
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Adviser continues to as our colleagues in Justice in 
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obvectives in the Pollard mater 
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and in various other crimina! investigations. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at tne Marcn 3, 1987 daily press dDriefins 


LEBANON: DRAFT PLAN FOR POLITICAL REFORM 





Q: What do you think about the agreement that the Syrians 
achieved with the Lebanese Druze yesterday? 


A: --WE HAVE NO INFORMATION ON ANY SUCH AGREEMENT. POLITICAL 
REFORM IS AN URGENT NECESSITY AND LEBANON'S POLITICAL 
PROBLEMS CANNOT BE SOLVED BY FORCE. ANY SUCCESSFUL REFORM 
PROGRAM WILL REQUIRE A BROAD CONSENSUS AMONG ALL LEBANESE 


COMMUNITIES. THEY MUST WORK THIS OUT AMONG THEMSELVES. 


--THE UNITED STATES CONTINUES TO SUPPORT LEBANON'S UNITY, 


SOVEREIGNTY AND INDEPENDENCE, AND THE WITHDRAWAL OF ALL 








Question taken at the March 3, 1987 daily »-ress briefinc: 


U.S.-Soviet Regional Talks 





When were the most recent U.S.-Soviet talks on regional 

issues held? 

-_ U.S. AND SOVIET SENIOR REGIONAL EXPERTS MET IN THE 
COURSE OF 1985 AND 1986 TO EXCHANGE VIEWS ON 
AFGHANISTAN, EAST ASIA AND THE PACIFIC, SOUTHERN 
AFRICA, THE MIDDLE EAST, AND CENTRAL AMERICA AND THE 


CARIBBEAN. 


- THE MOST RECENT SUCH EXCHANGE TOOK PLACE IN EARLY 


SEPTEMBER, 1986, ON AFGHANISTAN. 


-— IN ADDITION, UNDERSECRETARY ARMACOST AND SOVIET DEPUTY 
FOREIGN MINISTER ADAMISHIN MET IN LATE-AUGUST, 1986, 


HERS IN “2ASEINGTO&? TO DISCUSS REGIONAL ISSUES GENEPALLY. 





ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
CONGRESSIONAL FUNDING FOR CENTRAL AMERICA 
BIPARTISAN COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS 
BY 
ELLIOTT ABRAMS 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR INTER-AMERICAN AFFAIRS 
AND 
M. PETER McPHERSON 
ADMINISTRATOR, AGENCY FOR [NIT ERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
TUESDAY, MARCH 3, 1987, 2:10 P. M. 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 
It's my privilege to present ete McPherson of AID and Elliott 
Abrams, the Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs, who 
will both make statements on the Administration's plans to 
fully fund the economic assistance levels recommended by the 
National Bipartisan Commission on Central America, I think 
commonly known as the Kissinger Commission. And then they will 
be happy to answer questions which we hope will remain focused 
on this subject. Thank you 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS Thank you Last year in 
October, a bipartisan majority in Congress approved $300 
million in additional economic assistance for Cost Rica, El 
Salvador, Honduras and Guatemala, and we shared the 
disappointment of Congressional supporters of this measure in 
both parties when budget ceilings made it impossible to carry 
that out and distribute the $300 million 


In that same law, Congress called upon us to formulate 
a plan for fully funding the recommendations of the National 
Bipartisan Commission on Central America, the Kissinger 
Commission 


Today the President is sending to Congress the plan 
that had been prepared by State, AID and OMB in response to 
last year's legislation, and the President's message requests 
the immediate transfer of $300 million from currently available 
State Department and Defense Department appropriations for 
increased economic assistance to Costa Rica, El Salvador, 
Guatemala and Honduras 





Congressional approval of this request under expedited 
procedures, specified in last year's legislation, would make 
good the commitment of last year and marked the beginning of 
implementing the full funding of the Bipartisan Commission 
recommendations addressed in the Administration's plan. 


Copies of the Administration's full funding plan anda 
brochure summarizing the plan will be available in the Press 
Room. I'd also just mention, some of you will recall this 
booklet of a couple years ago, “Democracy in Latin American and 
the Caribbean: The Promise and the Challenge." We have 
updated it as of March '87, and it is, we hope, as the last one 
seemed to many people in the press and on the Hill, a useful 
compilation of the economic and social and political programs 
underway in the Western hemisphere to promote the expansion of 
democracy. 


Today Peter McPherson and I will brief on the proposal 
to appropriate an additional $300 million for the Central 
American democracies and for fully funding the recommendations 
of the Kissinger Commission Later this afternoon, the 
National Security Adviser, Mr. Carlucci, will meet with the 
Ambassadors of the four Central American democracies to brief 
them on the President's request to Congress and on the full 
funding plan. 


I'll cut this short Just a word on the plan. The 
initial goal of the Kissinger Commission was an effert to reach 
five percent economic growth in the region by 1989 with an 
expenditure of $6.4 billion total over the period of up te 1989 


What the full funding plan calls for is an extension 
to 1992 and the addition of $500 million, bringing the total to 
meet the goals of the plan to $6.9 billion over eight years 
instead of $6.4 billion over five years 


We think that that extension of time and expenditures 
is a sensible response to the changing circumstances of the 
past few years -- political circumstances and economic 
circumstances as well, such as, for example, commodity prices 
for Central American exports 


We maintain our commitment to meeting the funding 
proposals of the National Bipartisan Commission on Central 
America, and the goal can be met if we in the Administration 
and Congress and the Central American democracies themselves 
adapt to these changed conditions and continue to work as 
partners. 








Why don't I turn it over to Peter now. we'll take 
questions at the end. 


MR McPHERSON: Good afternoon. It seems like I've 
been talking to most of you almost forever about Central 
America and the Kissinger Plan But, you know, it was only two 
and a half years ago in August of '84 that Congress first 
appropriated money for this plan And it's worth, I think, 
thinking about the kinds of things that have been accomplished 
in those two and a half years 


One, we all know about the move in democracy. There's 
been several changes of governments there -- Honduras and 
others where there previously was a democratic government and 
there was a democratic change. In Cuatemala and £1 Salvador 
there were very important elections 


In terms of human rights, it's clear that in Guatemala 
and £1 Salvador particularly that there has been improvements 
in human rights. We can talk more about that if you wish. 


In addition, democracy and human rights is one of the 
goals the Kissinger Commission set forth Another one of the 
four goals was economic stabilization We almost forget that 
in the early days of this decade, the economies of Central 
America were almost on a free fall In fact, El Salvador from 
'79 to ‘83 lost 20 percent per capital income. In other words, 
the average person in £1] Salvador had 20 percent less income by 
1983 than they had in 1979 


In most of the other countries in the region there 
were in fact very substantial drops in per capital income 
What happened from '84 on through today has been a basic 
stabilization Some growth, certainly a stop in this dramatic 
drop, a stabilization with the beginnings of growth 


In addition, the first years of this decade there was 


a very substantial outflow of capital - a capital flight as 
they call it in the trade -- of almost a half a billion 
dollars. I remember in early ‘83 one of the networks having a 


story, much to my chagrin at the time, where there was kind of 
a tornado effect shown on the screen with U.S. dollars flying 
out of £1 Salvador 


From '84 on there has been more than a half a billion 
capital inflow, reflecting the stability and the better 
economic policy situation in most of the countries in the 
region. 








There's no question that the second goal set forth 
the Kissinger Commission report, that of economic 
stabilization, has clearly been achieved. 


The next goal there, that of sustained economic 
growth, long-term growth, in my judgment the foundations of 
that have been laid. It's a tougher business There's no 
question about it. 


Part of this sustained growth, the foundations for it, 
is reflected in some improved economic policies, the return of 
the capital --— that half a billion dollars capital that has 
returned in the last three years -- but in my mind the most 
exciting figure, and if you look through a lot of things, it 
won't necessarily pop out to you, but let me talk about it for 
a moment. 


The most exciting figure is the 15 percent growth in 
non-traditional exports outside the region. In other words, 
what you have to do, I think, to fully understand these 
economies is to think about historically they've been economies 
where coffee, where cotton, where sugar, and some other 
commodities were basically almost all the exports 


And because you had these agricultural exports with 
prices that went up and down, those economies have been almost 
enslaved, chained certainly to the big international market 
Coffee last year was as high as $2.75 a pound, and now it's 
down to $1.25 The coffee market worldwide has been up and 
down, up and down. 


So what you have to do to get at a higher level of 
development and get away from these terrible disruptions is you 
have to get in place a non-traditional export market 


Today about 26 percent of the exports of the region 
are non-traditional exports There are a whole range of 
things. An hour ago we began to talk about this press 
conference, some of the details of it I said, “We ought to 
show these people some of the examples of some of the 
exports." Of course, | wish I'd thought about that 24 hours 
ago. I could have said to my folks, "Okay, let's see, what can 
we do." And we ran across the street to the gourmet shop at 
Columbia Plaza. Peter, let me see some of the things we got 
here 


(Staff assistant hands shopping bag to Mr. McPherson) 





dia 


There's a lot of things, and these certainly don't 
reflect the full range of things, because there's plastic 
sheeting. I'm talking about the exports we're getting now from 
Central America. Plastic sheeting, disposable diapers, 
furniture, toilet soap and detergent, industrial gloves, 
corrugated boxes, shrimp, batteries, electric razors, ceramic 
products, etc. A lot of things. 


(Displays items) But across the street, here's a 
pineapple from Guatemala Costa Rica (displays stuffed 


parrot). You've seen some of these around. These are little 
tourist items, but there are lot of them being sold in this 
country. This from El Salvador. And this is cardamom, a seed 


that you put in candy and coffee in the Middle East. This is 
from Guatemala. 


My point isn't so much that these are typical, because 
I read a long list of items that are from the region, but it 
was interesting that in “alf an hour's notice we could walk 
across the street, and we found a number of things rights there. 


What has happened, 1 believe, to summarize that point, 
the goal of the Commission report of putting down foundations 
for long-term growth, we're beginning to get there, and we 
project that by the end of this Commission report period tna* 
we should have about 30 percent of the exports from the region 
will be these non-traditional, non-regional exports. In my 
judgment, in the scheme of economic history of the region, 
extremely significant 


The fourth point of the report was spreading the 
benefits of economic growth, and to that end we in our work 
have been able to help bring infant mortali*‘y down by seven 
percent -- things like immunizations and ORT, and so forth, 
have been our instruments Our school attendance is up nine 
percent, and some other factors. The number of ways that we 
think we can measure clearly economic growth has been broadened 


For those reasons, it's our judgment that in these two 
and a half years, a relatively short period of time, that this 
plan has had an important impact. Clearly, it needs some more 
time as sketched out by the initial report, and as we've talked 
about today, to put this altogether and have the region be the 
sort of region that we want it to be 


Elliott and [ would welcome your questions. 


(Continued on next page) 
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: Q What are the plans by the Administration -- 
think this would be to Secretary Abrams -- to make the 
certification necessary for the $40 million? 


What plans are there for it to make the necessary 
certification for the $40 million? 


ASSISTANT SECREIARY ABRAMS: Phyllis says I'm not 
allowed to answer that question because it's off the subject. 


Q It's jot part of what the Administration wants to 
do in Central America? 


A No. It's not part of the economic planning for 
meeting the Kissinger Commission's proposals for funding the 
growth of Central American economies. 


' Q Congress has certainly linked it -- I mean, aid 
to the democracies with aid to the rebels? 


A This is the subject of the briefing. 


Do you have a country-by-country breakdown of the 


Q 
$300 million? 


2) Yes. To start, $100 million earthquake relief 
for —l Salvador. You remember that last year in the immediate 
aftermath of the earthquake, Congress approved $50 million 
almost within a matter of weeks, which was obviously 
insufficient. So $100 million of this is earthquake relief 


Then, of the $200 million which remains, the division 
is $65 million for Honduras; $55 million for El Salvador; $40 
million each for Costa Rica and Guatemala. 


Mr. Secretary, do you think the full funding of 
the $300 million will increase the chances for non-economic aid 
to the region, including the $40 million? Isn't that part of 
this -- 


a I can see this is a losing battle I think that 
there is tremendous bipartisan support for this We have been 
very struck in the --~ Mr. Carlucci has had a number of meetings 
after coming into his job with Members of Congress, some of 
which I've attended He's been very struck, I think, as we in 
the State Department have been, at the tremendous support for 
completing this effort which began last year. 





There are varying theories as to why it was not 
completed, and there are a lot of different candidates upon < 
whom to place the blame. But that is, in a sense, not the 
point. The point is that people from really quite conservative 
to quite liberal members have said to us that we should build 
on the areas in the Central American policy where there is 
consensus and where there is really tremendous amounts of 
support, and this the place to start. 


I suppose the answer to your question is, yes, we hope 
that we can build further, broader consensus on all aspects of 
Central American policy. But this is an area where, regardless 
of people's views on other matters, there seems to be 
tremendously broad consensus 


Q The $300 million program started last year as 
part of a sweetener for the contra aid package that was, in 
fact, one of the main reasons that the people -- the swing 
votes -- who eventually voted for contra aid cited as the 


reason they did so. 


How does it suddenly become transformed into the 
implementation of the Kissinger Commission Report? 


i) It always was. We are short -- 
Q No, it wasn't. 
Q -- about a billion dollars on the Kissinger 


Commission, partly because of the failure of Congress to 
appropriate what we asked for for Central America and partly 
because we have not asked, due to our own budget constraints, 
for full funding. 


The timing of the request, sure, was part of an effort 
to get a broader consensus on the whole of our Central America 
policy. But it goes well beyond that. We were and we are 
committed to the Kissinger Commission Report and to its 
proposals for how to achieve economic growth in Central America 


MR. McPHERSON: I think it's fairly clear, Joanne, 
that in fact this money is necessary, aside from the other 
concerns of a year ago, several months ago, when the $300 
million was first talked about. The facts are that we need the 
$300 million for very concrete things in Central America. 


We've got this economic plan off to some good 
foundations, and we need that additional money. 





Q Elliott, you said that the timing last year, 
sure, was part of an effort to get a broader consensus. What 
can you tell us about the timing this year? Are you going to 
follow this up with the $40 million request and try and package 
them in some way together to get that broader consensus that 
you're seeking? 


4 ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: No, we're not going 
to try to package them together. This is a separate request 


which is not being linked to any other request. 


fhe request for $40 million is going to be 
controversial, I suppose. One would hope that this will not be 
controversial. In that sense, we are not linking it. 


As you recall, there is a separate expedited procedure 
for this money, and we will ask Congress not to appropriate 
this in September or October but to appropriate it now, using 
the expedited procedures independently of any other effort. 

There may be people on the Hill who try to link the 
two. I[t will not be the Administration that tries to link the 
two. 

Q So what about in terms of timing, Elliott? 

A We would like to get this as soon as possible. 


Q And how about the $40 million? Are you going to 
that in terms of the two? 


A You'll see it this month. But you will not see 
two linked strategically or tactically by us. 


Q Are you afraid if you put them together that they 


fi (Note handed to Mr. Abrams) I'm sorry. Whoever 
passed the note is right. [fhe timetable for the $300 million 
was set by Congress. 


In the Bill last year that approved the $100 million, 
they said by March 1, give us your plan as to how you're going 
to meet the Kissinger Commission proposals for funding economic 
assistance to Central America. We're late, as you see, by a 
couple of days. But that explains why this week, and why not 
last week or next week. This is a March 1 report. The $300 





-9J— 


million is part of the effort to catch up the billion we're 
behind. 


Q Are you fearful that linking the $40 million to 
this would hurt the chances for this to be approved? Is that 
why you're separating them? 


a Well, they're separate things. There are 
actually Members of Congress who are for the $40 million and 
not the $300 million and others who are for the $300 million 
and not the $40 million. So take them each on their merits. 


Q Mr. Abrams, does that mean that the 
Administration is rejecting the Michael plan to package this 
all together and link it to the Costa Rican initiative? 


. a No, these are just all separate things. Again, 
Congress is certainly free to do what it wants. But as far as 
we're concerned, each of these has merits that should be 
examined on its own We are not packaging anything. We're 
just sending this forward. This, we would hope, will be a 
non-controversial item that can just breeze through Congress 
under these expedited procedures because the sooner the money 
is appropriated, the sooner the money can start being spent. 


Can you summarize, Elliott, how you would dip 
into State and DoD for this $300 million? 


MR. McPHERSON: fhe decision has been made to, in 
fact, take this money from unobligated DoD and International 
Affairs accounts. We're not prepared today to detail how that 
can be done, but the decision as to taking them from those 
accounts has been made. 


We believe that the full presentation to Congress of 
the $300 million, which I do believe generally is understood to 
be very needed, and the fact that we're looking at these 
unobligated accounts, will make this, as Elliott was 
suggesting, a fairly non-controversial item 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: [This is not a budget 
buster. This will not be stopped by Gramm-Rudman because, as 
Peter said, the full offsets are there and they're not the kind 
of offsets that are being looked at that are going to make 
people oppose this program because they're in themselves such 
popular individual items 


So this is a serious proposal, and the offsets will 





si@e 


MR. McPHERSON It will reflect the seriousness 


Q Is that worldwide? What countries are they 
coming from? 


a I said International Affairs accounts. That's 
the whole 150 It's not necessarily from other foreign aid 
items 

Q So there aren't any particular countries -- 

L No, there are no offsets. 

Q -- that are going to get anything because of 


that; is that right? 
e Yes 


I'd like to ask Elliott a procedural question 
The President will talk about the Tower Commission Report 
tomorrow night Will you be prepared to answer questions 
subsequent to that 





- Sure The Secretary said today, I think -- or at 
least it wos in today's paper -- that he wouldn't answer any 
questions about it either until after the President has spoken 
and that is the way the Administration is proceeding. The 
person who is going to respond is the President and then other 
people can make their comments 


So the answer to your question is, sure, I'd rather do 
it today, but that's not the way we're proceeding. 


Q So we can count on seeing you here in about 48 
hours? 


- You'd have to ask Phyllis about what arrangements 
we'll make 


You can count on getting answers to your questions 





Q Well, Senator Buren has said he'd like to speak 
to you again on some of these matters Are you - 
- I talk to Senator Boren all the time I brief 


the Senate Intelligence Committee all the time Every other 








alte 


week we have a formal briefing. We've got one this week When 
is it -- anybody know? Tomorrow. So that happens ali the time 
anyway. 

Q That's the lead. 

4 I told you I knew it was a losing battle 


MR. McPHERSON Ladies and gentlemen, no other 
questions? Thank you 


(Briefing concluded at 2:30 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MRS OAKLEY (5004 afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 
have no announcements today, so I'll be happy to answer 


questions immediately 


Q Can you give us any details or overview of the 
draft treaty that was presented today on INF? 


i) The question involved the treaty that was 
presented today at the INF negotiations in Geneva Let me just 
say briefly, as the President stated, our negotiators began 
Wednesday to present our proposed treaty text This process 
will take a period of time, after which we will have presented 
a full text of the treaty 


Q What's in it? What's in it? 

Q Well. to ensure that the negotiations have the 
best chance of success it is essential that the proceedings 
are confidential iheretore [ will have nothing to add beyond 
what the President said yesterday 

i) Without intruding mm tne onfidentiality ot the 
treaty, could you explain what you mean by “begin to present"? 
Is there something the matter with giving them a text and then 


going over it? 


- I don't have the details on that I assume that 
it's a traditional procedure of presenting parts to get 


) 


. Page by page’ 
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Q Are they going to present the whole thing, and 

then come -- they're coming back tomorrow, [ believe, right? 
So what -- they're going to present the first page, and then 


come back and then go back for the -- 


= Well, as the President indicated, he has asked 
that our Ambassadors to the Nuclear and Space Talks in Geneva 
return for consultations This includes Ambassadors Max 
Kampelman, Mike Glitman and Ron Lehman They will meet with 
the President at the end of the week 


But, at the same time, we have -- the three 
negotiating Groups that remain are under the leadership of the 
deputy negotiators, Ambassadors Cooper, Woodworth and Hanmer, 
and they will remain in Geneva to hear what the Soviets have to 
Say 


Q Any travel] plans? 

A I don't have any specifics on their travel plans 

Q How long do you expect them to stay in Washington? 

A Wait a minute Excuse me Wait a minute Yes? 

Q Could you parse out what you said in your opening 
Statement? Do I infer from your opening stalement Lhat they 


are presenting a synopsis of the final treaty proposal ‘today 
rather than the full draft 


As 1 said it's my understanding that it is not 
- that parts of the full treaty are being presented -- not 
together, but ad seriatum that it’s not @ synopsis, that 


it's just parts are being presented 


Q But they didn't drop the whole book on the table 
today 

That's correct 

Q Did the President approve the entire draft 


treaty, or is it still being formulated’ 
te I don't have an exact answer on that 


Q Do you have 
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a I see what you're driving at I would like to 
check on that and take the question. 


Q Could you check on that? I mean, does somebody 
have an approved treaty somewhere? 


Q How long do you expect the delegation to stay? I 
mean, the heads of the delegation, to stay in Washington 


A I just don't have any details on that, how long 
they're going to stay, or what the travel plans will be 


Q Phyllis, is there finally an agreed position in 
this proposal on verification procedures? 


A Would you explain your question a little bit? 
Q Well, ['m trying -- [ understand you're saying 
that they're presenting the treaty in parts I mean, 1s it 


possible that some part of the treaty has not been agreed on 
yet within the Administration on what to present and, 
therefore, [ suppose that hasn't been presented or -- 


A Certainly not within the Administration All 
agencies are -- solidly support the President's decision to 
table the draft treaty text the entire text It's just that 
it's not being presented as one text [t's being presented in 
part 

Q All right But there is a complete treaty 

A AS [ inderstand a. yes 

Q jraft in the picture which includes 


verification procedures 


A Yes But on the question of verification, | 
think people talked about this yesterday from the White House 
about consultations that were started on the verification Let 


me just note that this Administration is committed to full 
consultations with the Allies on all INF arms reduction issue 
including verification Very close consultations have taken 
place over the years and continue up to the present 


The reference fuesday to beginning consultations with 
the Allies last Friday pertained only to certain final details 


, 


concerning exact treaty language on our verification 
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proposals We have been consulting on verification issues with 
the Allies for some time 


Q I don't -- so the final language on the draft 
treaty on verification is worked out and approved by the 
President, and there's no debate about it within the 
Administration or with the Allies [t's already been done Is 
that right? 


4 Well, 1 think from my statement that we were 
consulting with the Allies on the final details concerning the 
exact treaty verification of that one section, and I will have 
to take the question whether we have arrived at the point of 
full agreement on that one 


Q If I could go beyond, do the Allies endorse this 
-- the language of the draft treaty? 

A Well, that's the same thing 

Q But if the language is settled on, not -- I mean, 
they may disagree, but has the Administration made up its -- is 


the whole thing done yet, as far as the drafting the treaty 
the draft treaty? 


4 No But I think I addressed that when we talked 
about the question of whether there was disagreement within the 
Administration on tabling the text 


Q No, no You said on tabling the text But what 
about on the text itself? 


4 On the --— the thing that - as Il understand it 
there is agreement with everything There is final 
consultation going on, on that one section that deals with 
verification What ['m trying to avoid 1s commenting on 


something to say that it's fully agreed when we're still in the 
process of consu!'tation, and [ want to check on that 


Q Phyllis, I've read a number of treaties, and 
they're usually not too long rhis seems are we to infer 
from what you've said here, this is an unusually long document 
that's very complicated? 


I just can't help you with that 


Q No? 
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rs) No. 


Q Just a procedural question How long will] this 
session now continue, another two weeks or 


- The current round was to end March 4 The 
Soviets asked for a brief extension of the negotiations in all 
three negotiating groups, and we agreed that all three groups 
will remain in Geneva for a few additional days The INF group 
will continue meeting next week 


Q That will be the last week? fhat will be the 
last week for the INF group, would be next week? 


A No [ said the INF group will continue meeting 
next week, and I just don't have 


Q Oh And maybe after that? 

a) -~- the details on how long that will go 

Q When -- during this current session of the INF 
would we expect to do anything more than lay out our proposed 
treaty? Would we expect to - supposedly the Soviets have also 
a text of their own They say they have a treaty in hand, not 
just prospects for a treaty Would we expect to see that 


during this current session or wait until the next one? 


A Again, ['m just not going to get into the details 
or speculation on how those negotiations are going to unfold 


Q Is the Secretary of State going to be a part of 
these consultations with the negotiators? 


A I just don't have any details on that As you 
know, the Secretary does not return from China until Sunday 
evening 

Q And there's been no change in his travel? 

A No 

Q What about a trip to Moscow at some point? Do 


you have anything? 


4 I don't have anything beyond what we've had 
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Q How about a meeting with Shevardnadze? 
4 That -- [ think that covered it. 
Q That's closing a loophole 
2) Yeah Closing -- (laughter) -- all right. Well, 


Tl think he would meet with Shevardnadze if he went to Moscow, 
but we just -- 


Q He could meet with him in Geneva 


A That's possible, but [ just don't have anything 
further on his travels or meetings with the Soviets 


- MORE 
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a The United States and the Liberian governnents 
have agreed to a joint financia] management program which 
includes the assignment of 17 United States Government contract 
experts who will be working with their senior Liberian 
counterparts in key financial ministries and other government 
institutions. 


The President of Liberia has the final say on all 
these matters. The program has a training component as well to 
prepare more Liberians to fully assume all of these tasks 


Q Do they have co-signing authority -- the 17 
officials? 

- It's my understanding that they do. 

Q How will they decide what they have co-signing 


authority over? In other words 


ts) I don't have anything Further on the details of 
that agreement. 


Q And also, if you don't have this in front of you, 
could you take it? Are there any precedents for this kind of 
an arrangement? 


A We'll have to see if we can look at that. 


Q What is the status of American aid to Liberia? 
Is there some kind of a hold on it or something or other? 


4 New obligations for fiscal Year 1987, for all 
forms of assistance except food aid, are currently blocked by 
Liberian arrearages in U.S. debt payments under terins of the 
Brook Amendment The Brook Amendment requires that new 
assistance obligations except PL-480 Food be suspended until a 
country repays debt which is a year or more past due 


A portion, $10.2 million of Fiscal Year ‘86 ESF, has 


not been disbursed pending our assessment of Liberia's 
pertormance in meeting budgetary conditions 

Q What is the arrearage at this point? 

q [ don't have the figure on that 


Q Can you find out? 
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Q Do you have any reaction to the cancellation of 
the visit of the President of North Yemen to Washington? 


A The President of North Yemen, President Salih, 
was invited to the U.S. by Vice President Bush during his visit 
to Yemen in April 1986. A date for the visit was recently 
proposed but the timing was inconvenient. We are continuing 
discussions to schedule a visit some time in the future. 


Q So it has no political ramifications or any 
political reason? 


a I just said the timing was inconvenient. We're 
still working on a better date 


Q Inconvenient for whom? For him or for you? 

A We proposed a date, and it was inconvenient for 
him. 

Q For him? 

ie) Yes 

Q Phyllis, the Secretary's party in China -- I 


guess it was announced over the weekend, the transcripts of his 
closed testimony on the Hill on the Iran-Contra affair might be 
released in the next few days What's the status of that? 


A I think when we discussed the possibility -- 
Q On Monday 
4 - it was stated that the decisions would be made 


after the President's speech tonight 

Q Phyllis, the Persian News Service in Iran 1s 
saying that a new front has been opened in the war Do you 
have a readout on the war? 


a No, I just have nothing on that today 


Q On Liberia, can you confirm the Washington Post 
story? And could you explain the exact role of the 17 ALD 
officials that will be controlling Liberia's budget? 








Wednesday, March 4, 1987 


- 7 
A Yes, we can take that. 
Q Any reaction from the Israelis on Sella's 


indictment yesterday, or any other aspect of the Pollard affair? 


Qi Let me say that the United States Government 
believes that the promotion or reassignment to a position of 
major responsibility of any Israeli involved in violations of 
U.S. espionage laws is inconsistent with the spirit of 
cooperation in which we have wanted to proceed with the 
Government of Israel in the Pollard affair. 


We have been in close touch with the Government of 
Israel on this, and we have made our views known then. You 
would have to ask the Government of Israel for its views on the 
subject. 


Q They haven't lodged any kind of protest? 
is) No, not that I'm aware of. 
Q Has the U.S. Government issued a no-contact order 


regarding Mr. Sella, that any U.S. contacts with him should be 
barred? 


A It is our policy that American officials abroad 
do not have contacts with any individuals who are under 
indictment for violating U.S. espionage laws 


Q Do you have anything on possible further 
indictments? Would your position be the same? 


A No, [ don't have anything on that [ think you'd 
have to check with the Justice Department. 


Q Concerning the situation in Korea, is there some 
concern now with the renewed demonstrations, the 
anti-government demonstrations, especially with the Secretary 
of State going there on Friday? 


A I don't think there has been any specific concern 
about any possibility of changing the Secretary's plans. [t's 
obvious that opposition groups have planned a grand peace March 
nationwide in memory of torture victim Pak Chong-Chol. The 
memorial services were slated for March 3 because the 49th day 
after death is of special significance in Buddist funerary ° 
rites. 
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We understand that the police largely blocked this 
protest as they have other recent demonstrations. Let me 
re-emphasize that we consider it the duty of the government to 
protect not only the security of its citizens, but also their 
right to peaceable assembly 

Q Back to your statement on Sella That's it, you 
just find that his promotion and reassignment to major 
responsibility inconsistent with the spirit of cooperation? 
You mean you're not upset by it? You don't feel it's -- 


4 We have made our views known clearly to the 
Government of I[srael on that 


Q Well, what are those views that you've made known? 

a) Well, [ just said -- [ just explained it in the 
statement, that we viewed his promotion or reassignment -- 

Q I know. I understand it It's inconsistent. 

a Inconsistent 

Q It's a fairly mild word -- “inconsistent.” Are 


they the only views you've made known? 


A I think the Government of Israel is aware of how 
strongly we feel on this situation 


Q Didn't they tell you that he was not going to be 
promoted in rank? 


A [I'm not going to get into the details of our 
diplomatic discussions 


Q Do you have any comment on the fact that they not 
only promoted him, but apparently he's supposed to be involved 
in some kind of liaison group as the U.S. Air Force knowing how 


you felt about it? Have you asked the Air Force how they feel 
about it? 


A I think that what I have stated covers that In 
the statement that we made, we discussed either the possibility 
of promotion or reassignment to a position of major 
responsibility, and [ think our views covered both of those 
ideas -— possibilities 
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Q You said the Government of Israel is aware of how 
strongly we feel about that? 


~ Yes. 

Q Well, could you tell us how strongly we feel 
about this because you didn't do it before? 

A That's right [I'm not going to get into the 
details of our diplomatic discussions. That's standard policy 

Q Any reaction to the political reorganization that 


Syria has worked out with the Lebanese? 


a We have heard various reports about such 
agreements We have no detailed information on them. 
Political reform is an urgent necessity, and Lebanon's 
political problems cannot be solved by force. Any successful 
reform program will require a broad consensus among all 
Lebanese communities rhey must work this out among themselves 


The United States continues to support Lebanon's 
unity, sovereignty and independence and the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces 


Q Any timetable for withdrawing the foreign forces? 
A No We don't have anything on that 
Q Do you have anything today, any news on the fate 


of the hostages, particularly Terry Waite and the four 
professors? 


A No, I don't have anything on that 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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March 17, 1987 


PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
SHANGHAI, CHINA 
MARCH 5, 1987 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I'll ask you the question I asked you 
the other day which you said you didn't want to answer at that 
point, which I hope you'll answer now. One, on the Tower 
Commission Report, do you think that you personally were 
treated fairly by the report? And secondly, in the changes 
announced by the President in his address today, does this then 
© confirm the preeminence of the State Department in terms of all 





foreign policy? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, on that first question, the President 
addressed the nation today and took his position squarely and 





fully. And at the end, he summarized as follows: “Now what 
should happen when you make a mistake is this. You take your 
knocks, you learn your lessons, and then you move on." And I 


agree with the President. I think that is the way to proceed 
and what we must do is to move on with our agenda. 


Insofar as I personally am concerned, I've testified 
extensively in public and in even more detail in closed 
sessions, and I have described fully all the actions that I 
have taken in this matter, the sense in which I also, like the 
President, was misled, and all of that material is on the 
record. But so be it. The point here now is, as the President 
said, let us move on and carry on with our agenda. And that, 
of course, is what we have been doing. 


For further information contact: 
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Insofar as the State Department is concerned, the Secretary of 
State is, by National Security Council directive and custom, 
the +resident's chief foreign policy advisor. And that is a 
function that I've been exercising throughout my period as 
Secretary of State. Obviously, this Iran problem constituted a 
special and very unsatisfactory case, but by and large, that's 
been the case and I see no reason to expect that would change. 
I certainly welcome working, of course, with Frank Carlucci, as 
I have been since he's been in the job, but also with Senator 
Baker, who is an outstanding person and very knowledgeable, and 
I'm sure will be a great member of the new team. 


QUESTION: L'm sorry, can I just follow that? What will be the 
working relationship between you and Mr. Carlucci? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The same working relationship as there has 
been and it will be a very strong, good relationship. I have 
worked with Mr. Carlucci since the days when I was Director of 
OMB and he came in to be the "M" in OMB. And so he and I have 
had an association for a long time and [I admire him 
tremendously. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I hate to dwell upon this, but the 
Tower Commission has said, as you know, that you specifically 
requested to be informed only as necessary to do your job, in 
one instance, and that you distanced yourself and you tried to 
protect yourself by building a record that you opposed this 
sale. Can you address the specifics of that? [Is that true? 
Is that accurate, as the Tower Commission has said? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There was, as you may remember about that 
time, a lot of concern about leaks and even lie detector tests 
And so, as there was to be some activity conducted with respect 
to Iran, and obviously it was to be kept secret, I took the 
position that I wanted to know what I needed to know and the 
Department should know what it needed to know to do our job. 
Now, the fact that it is on the record in the various annexes 
to the Tower Commission Report, that there were innumerable 
instances when the NSC ataff people involved went out of their 
way to see to it that something did not come to my ; ttention, 
show that they fully realized that things were go 4 on that 
were certainiy not covered by that statement that I made. 





QUESTION: So it's not accurate, is that correct? Their 
assessment of your performance is not accurate? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I certainly did take the position that I've 
just now Said in which they said -- I do not agree that my 
actions were designed somehow or other to make a record to 
protect myself. I don't operate that way. 





QUESTION: Since the Tower Commission Report and since the 
revelations about Iran, we've got a new National Security 
Advisor, a new Chief of Staff, a presumably new FBI Director 
who will be named the new CIA Director. The President said 
he's going to move some more furniture around. Do you expect 
that you might be among the furniture the President moves 
around in the coming weeks, as he suggested he would do? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as I know, he wants me to remain as 
Secretary of State and that's my intention. Of course, I serve 
at the pleasure of the President. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think the latest offer from 
Secretary Gorbachev makes it possible now in the next several 
months to achieve a major arms control agreenent? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think it's possible to achieve a 
major arms control agreement, certainly. I think the image 
used by Ambassador Kampelman is a very good one. The Russians, 
having had a position delinking INF from the other matters, 
linked it. In other words, as he put it, they put a boulder in 
the road. Now they've taken the boulder away and I think 
that's a welcome piece of news, and the things that were done 
in Reykjavik have gotten important elements of an INF agreement 
on the table. And with a good working spirit, it ought to be 
possible to conclude such an agreement. I think it's also 
important to keep our eye on the strategic arms talks, and 
there the prospect of a 50 percent reduction is a matter of 
additional immense significance. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the INF question, since the zero 
option was originally formulated in 1982 -- I guess it was -- 
the Soviets have moved in a number of shorter range missiles in 
Europe which can cover virtually all of Western Europe. And as 
I understand it, their position is that if an agreement on INF 
were reached, they would withdraw those missiles from 
Czechoslovakia and East Germany, but they would still be in 
Russia, where they could presumably be moved in just as quickly 
as they were moved out. Given that, and given the blood NATO 
shed to put U.S. missiles in Europe and add an intermediate 
range deterrent in Europe, is the zero option really worth 
going ahead with? And do you think our European allies really 
want us to do it? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question of short-range INF missiles is ©} 
very much in our minds, and our position has been that there 


must be equality, that we must have the right to deploy the 
numbers that the Soviets have, that their number should be ¢ 
frozen, that there should be agreement on prompt negotiations 
for the major reduction in those missiles. And so that the 
subject of short-range INF missiles is very much in the 
picture, as far as we're concerned, and it has to be addressed 
if there is to be a satisfactory INF agreement. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, traditionally, in Washington, if 
there's one thing that raises antennas in a department, it's to 
discover that some other agency is poaching on their 

territory. Did peoole in the State Department come to you or 
come to other higher-level people in the Department and say 
that something seemed to be going on in Iran that they didn't 
understand? And if they did, what happened then? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have testified fully on all of th= 
different things I have done with respect to that iniciative, 
going back to finding out about it by chance through our 
Ambassador in Israel, and on through my own activities with 
respect to proposed National Security directives, my 





cerrespondence -- when I was traveling -- with Mr. McFarlane, 
amd so on. And those things were known in the Department. In 
case you hadn't noticed, we're in China. Yd] 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could I ask you a question about 
China? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Thank you 





QUESTION: If you'll permit me. But it's in reverse order. 
I'd like you, if you would, to interpret what you're going to 
say in your toast tonight regarding Taiwan so that we have a 
clear picture of whether you intend to make a slight shift in 
the American position on this question. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I think the words speak for themselves 
and ['ll just stand on those words. I don't want to interpret 
them They were carefully chosen. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, thank you for returning to China. 





Speaking of domestic politics here, if I could just sum up, a 
number of prominent intellectuals have been expelled from the 
Communist Party, a number of Chinese newspapers® have been shut 
down, an American reporter has been expelled for 
unsubstantiated charges tantamount to espionage, the Voice of 
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America has been attacked twice in Chinese media, and a 
plethora of sometimes scurrilous cartoons and articles | 
attacking America have proliferated in the Chinese press in the 
past two months. What is the future of Sino-U.S. relations? 
You gave us the Chinese leaders' views the other day. What is 


your view? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: My view is that this relationship is a very 


important one, that it's basically in good shape, and that we 
will proceed on the course that we have set out for ourselves 





QUESTION: May I follow that up, sir? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, let's see if there's anybody else who 
wants to ask a question first. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on Korea, you're going to Korea 
tomorrow. There have been demonstrations this week. The 
government arrested more than 400 people yesterday, saying that 
they had defied a ban on a demonstration. Do you intend, in 
any way, to chastise the South Korean Government for its 
behavior on human rights and civil rights and intend to push 
them at all on the line to those elections expected next year? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The South Korean Government has said, and 
President Chun Doo Hwan has said, that ne intends to step aside 
in early ‘88 as a new president is chosen through an electoral 
process, the precise nature of which has yet to be settled on 
We have encouraged that, and if that can happen -- and I expect 
it will happen -- it will be the first time that such a 
peaceful change of power will have occurred in Korea So that 
will be a real milestone. Now, in the meantime, there's 
discussion, of course, of their constitution. We know about 
that and the Koreans are debating, as they certainly can be 
expected .o do. The question that has triggered these 
demonstrations as been handled by the Government in an 
interesting way. I was quite impressed with the fact that they 
apologized, that the Minister of Interior was fired, the Police 
Chief was fired, the two policemen involved are being 
investigated and are being held. So they have moved into this 
to take corrective action -- which [I think is what they should 
do, and which we encouraged them to do. 





I think that insofar as demonstrations are concerned, you have 
two problems here that any government has to balance On the 
one hand it's important in a free society -- and one that 

aspires to move more and more in that direction --— that there 
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be freedom of assembly. And you can't prevent freedom of 
assembly and expect to see the kind of openness that is cal’ed 
for. On the other hand, the government has to maintain law and 
order. So you have to be careful about violence, but deal with 
violence as a matter of law and order and with restraint. So 
that's the kind of advice that ['ve given before and which I'd 
give again, and it seems to me, at least from this distance, to 
be advice that they are taking. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, your Assistant Secretary of State, 
about three weeks ago, gave a very interesting speech in New 
York which, first, was linking both sides for being equally 
(inaudible) for the lack of any progress (inaudible). Does 
this slight turn signal a changing degree of U.S. pressure on 
President Chun to be more flexible? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ He has expressed his determination to step 
aside at the prower time. So that's about as flexible as you 
can get. As farjas the way of choosing the rew government is 
concerned, our vilew is that that is a matter for the Koreans to 
decide for themselves, and it clearly is the case, as you look 
around the world, that there are all sorts of ways -- and they 
differ quite a lot from each other -- that governments 
construct themselves in a manner that is essentially 
democratic. Now there are special circumstances in every case, 
including this one. and I'm not going to take any position 
insofar as the right way for the Koreans to constitute their 
government; that's for them to do. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, one of the INF draft treaties calls 
for the Soviets to move 100 of their missiles to Asia and the 
United States would go down to zero in Europe and move their 
missiles back to the United States How would you characterize 
the Chinese view of this possible solution? And what about the 
other Asians? Have you heard any anxiety expressed by the 
Japanese, for example? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ They'd rather have them all eliminated, 
which isn't surprising since they're pointed at our friends in 
Asia And so would we Our position has been that the right 
answer is the elimination of this class of weapons entirely 
Now, at the same time, I think everyone can recognize that 
you're probably better off if 100 missiles are pointed at you 
rather than 500 or so are pointed at you. So we're making 
progress, particularly when there is a continuing commitment to 
negotiate down to zero. And the fact that we have a right to 
deploy those 100 missiles, and can do so in a place that 
matters, provides some incentives. But certainly, we'd rather 


9° down to zero on this class of weapons and so would our Asian 
riends. 
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TION: Mr. Secretary, you've been shown a single face by 
eee ie Chinese leaders as to their desire to stay essentially 
on the current course (inaudible) and yet succession struggle 
is clearly under way and probably will be resolved at the Party 
Congress next October. To what extent, after this feeling-out 
process that you've gone through, are you confident that China 
will, after succession, remain on the current course? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they have said they intend to remain 
on their current course of openness to the outside and openness 
-- in other words, reform -- inside. And they've said that 
that's what makes sense because it has worked I don't have a 
crystal ball, much less a Chinese crystal ball, so I can't 
answer that question except to say, here's what they have said, 
they've said it from the highest authority; those are the 
people in charge And when you look at the proposition that 
you're going to continue doing what has beer successful, it 
makes a certain amount of sense 





QUESTION: Sir, there are a few things that've been happening 
in China, the anti-Western campaign in the press, also the fact 
that we're equated to the Soviets in many pronouncements as 
“superpowers,” and then, of course, we've talked about the 
American press people who have been expelled Did these three 
points come up in your conversations? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ The three points being? 





QUESTION: The three points being, first, the anti-Western 
campaign in the press, the second point being equated to the 
Soviets in foreign policy statements, and the third point the 
American press being expelled 





SECRETARY SHULTZ We've always objected -- and I think 
basically successfully -- to being equated with the Soviets 

We don't see ourselves as in the same position at all, and I 
feel certain that the Chinese don't either As far as the 
press is concerned, I have spoken about tnat both in China and 
before [ went and [ commented on the subject ir a general way 
in a public toast So I think they're very well aware of our 
views about that My sense of the campaign is that, as [ have 
tried to find out what “bourgeois liberalism” : it is a 
reaction to the idea tha! China should modernize through “total 
westernization,” and having just visited the seat of much of 
China's ancient culture, it's inconceivable to me that China 











=Qo 


could ever proceed on the basis of totally adopting anybody 
else's ways. It's deep culture; it's been around a long time 
and undoubtedly the way «hey're going to do it and the way they 


should do it, is in some swique Chinese way that they will find. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said the other day that the 
disclosure of arms sales to Iran would not affect the Chinese 
thinking on what American officials have said are Chinese arnis 
sales to Iran. Could you say whether you asked the Chinese, in 
your meetings with them, not to sell arms to Iran, and what 
their response was? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they know that is our position and I 
restated it and so they are very clear about it. And they have 
restated their position. They have said that they don't sell 
arms to Iran. The statement that [I thought was interesting was 
that after hearing my response to the question of whether or 
not our arms sales -- small as they were -- undermined our 
ability to go to others and say they should join us in our very 
vigorous program -- now and before -- of trying to persuade 
people not to sell arms to Iran, their statement was that they 
understood that and that our action would, in no way, affect 
their policy 





QUESTION: Do you take them at face value on not selling 
weapons the same way as you take them at face value on changes 
in China? When they say “hey don't sell them, do you accept 
that statement the same way you accept the other statements 
they've made to you? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ I have stated what they told me about Iran 
and I'm going to leave it at that [I take it at face value in 
describing what they told me Insofar as what the future 
holds, I just repeat what I[ just said here, namely that I[ don't 
have a Chinese crystal ball On the other hand, I find that 
there's a certain common sense to saying that if something has 
worked, you're going to continue it 





THE PRESS Thank you, Mr. Secretary 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 5, 1987, 12:0 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentiemen. I 
have two announcements: On March 5, 1987, Secretary of State 
George Shultz is appointing Jonathan Moore, U.S. Coordinator 
and Ambassador-at-Large for Refugee Affairs, as Director of the 
State Department's Bureau for Refugee Programs. Ambassador 
Moore will continue to serve as U.S. Coordinator after he 
assumes his new position. 


Except for the fact that Ambassador Moore will serve 
as both Coordinator and Refugee Bureau Director, current 
responsibilities and relationships of the two separate offices 
will remain as they are. The new arrangements will assure a 
closer working relationship between the two entities, and will 
maintain the independence of the Coordinator while 
strengthening his effectiveness domestically and 
internationally. A press release is available in the Press 
Of fice. 


Cross-border attacks on Pakistan. We strongly condemn 
the unprovoked and continuing cross-border attacks on Pakistan 
by communist aircraft. Within the last week, four separate 
bombing attacks have resulted in over 100 deaths and 250 
wounded, many of them Afghan refugees already driven from their 
homeland by Soviet oppression. Property damage has been 
extensive. 


These attacks are of a greater magnitude than ever 
before and contrast sharply with the Soviet and Kabul regime 
assertion that they seek peace through a negotiated 
settlement. The attacks occurred coincidentally with 
U.N.-sponsored negotiations which resumed in Geneva on February 
25. It is unclear what the Soviets and their surrogates hope 
to accomplish by these blatant violations and the senseless 
loss of life beyond a crude attempt again to intimidate 
Pakistan to abandon its courageous and principled stand This 
has not worked before, and it will not work now. 


We call on the Soviets and the Kabul regime to match 
their words with actions at the negotiating table in Geneva and 
on the battlefield along the Afghanistan border with Pakistan. 
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Q Copies? 
a Yes. 


Q Does Secretary Armacost plan to make a strong 
protest of that kind when he's in Moscow? 


2) Well, following standard practice, we aren't 
going to comment on the agenda of the diplomatic discussions. 
We've said that Afghanistan will be an issue that he will 


discuss there. 


Q Do you have a readout on what's happened at the 
Geneva talks? 


" No. I don't have any status report on those 
talks. They're continuing. 


Q To follow that, -- 
m4 Yes. 
Q -- do you have any idea of when a detailed 


scenario, or detailed proposal, I should say, for clarification 
will be put on the table? 


Q Could we stay on Afghanistan? 
A Yes. 


Would you mind if we finish with Afghanistan? 


Q Sure, as long as I can get that answer iater. 
4 All right Thank you 
Q The Pakistan Ambassador, I[ think, has scheduled 


an appointment this afternoon with Armacost. Can you tell us 
what that concerns and if this is one of the topics to be 
discussed? 


A The Ambassador from Pakistan, Ambassador Marker, 
has just returned from a visit to Islamabad and, as is 
customary, he requested to call on Mr. Armacost I don't have 


any details of what they are going to discuss. 
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May I just review your question? [I think you asked if 
this -- 


Yes. When will the detailed verification 
proposal be finally placed on the table at Geneva? 


a As we mentioned yesterday, we have very close 
consultations on INF verification with our allies, and that 
these have taken place over the years and continue to the 
present. Such consultations will continue as long as the 
negotiations are underway. 


We hope that the consultations on the specific treaty 
language on verification will be concluded shortly. I just 
don't have an exact date that I can give you when that will be 
tabled. 


Q So you're waiting for the consultations before 
the verification provision is formulated? 


A Well, the consultations on the verification 
aspects of the treaty are continuing. We have discussed the 
broad themes of verifications with our allies repeatedly, and 
they have been in agreement with our broad approach to 
verification. That approach is reflected in our :reaty text. 


We are continuing to consult on some specific treaty 
language concerning verification. Consultations on these 
issues which are complex and technical require some time for 
full analysis and understanding, but are certainly a necessary 
part of the process of achieving allied unity. And as I said, 
these are continuing on the verification part We expect them 
to be concluded shortly. Then, that part of the treaty will be 
tabled along with the other text. 


Q So it hasn't been formulated yet? 
a What hasn't been fornulated? 


Q The final language that's going to be offered to 
the Russians? 


A Well, I realize that there was some confusion 
about this yesterday. Ambassador Glitman, as [£ understand it, 
had been given options on how he could proceed with the text. 
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He noted that he had tabled a complete text minus the one part 
on verification. Our consultations with the allies continue. 
When that's finished, it's a small part of the text, then the 
total text will be -- 


Q But has the final text been formulated yet, or 
are you still formulating it? 


A I said, again, we're consulting with the allies 
on the text on the verification part. The rest of the draft 
treaty has been tabled. 


Q So it hasn't been formulated yet? 


A Well, I think we're going round and round. 

Q I know, but I don't -- Maybe I'm being -- i just 
don't -- a yes or no answer. 

- As we have stated, the text, the draft text of 


the treaty was tabled yesterday except for one part. That is 
still being worked on in consultation with our allies. 
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1 Q Phyllis, what about Secretary Shultz' transcript 
of his testimony on the Hill? You said in the light of 
President Reagan, you will decide. Have you decided to release 
them or not? 


a The question is is not whether or not I've 
decided or whether he's decided -—- 


Q The Department. 


2 -- and I just have nothing on that today. 

Q You said you will have a decision? 

A Excuse me? 

Q You will have a decision -- when? Do you have 
any idea? 

a) I can't predict. The Secretary spoke about it 


some in a press conference yesterday, and I just have nothing 
further on if. 


Q Would it be done before he came back? 


a) That possibility had been discussed at one point, 
but I just don't have anything further on it. 


Q Are you now ready to take questions on the Tower 
Commission Report since the President has spoken? 


ra I just have nothing further on that today. 


Q Excuse me, you said you don't have anything 
further. Further than what? 


A Touche. Then what we have said before. We 
discussed it, and I know that there were certain exceptions and 
that there were statements wade from the podium on one or two 
aspects, but I just don't have anything further on the 
Secretary's response to the Tower Report today. 


Q What about on a response to things that were in 
there about communications with Ambassadors in Central America, 
and things like that? 


A I understand that, but I just don't have anything 
on it now. 
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Q On the Pollard case, the assessment that 
Secretary Weinberger gave about a strong Israel is destablizing 
to the Middle East. Does the entire Administration share that 
assessment? 


A I just don't have an answer on that for you 
today. I had seen that quote, but I just don't have that. 


Q Could you take that because the Pentagon has been 
referring -- thank you. 


4 All right. 


Q Do you have any statement to make today in view 
of the sentencing? 


‘ Certainly. I stated yesterday what our view was 
on the indictment of Mr. Sella. In regard to the reaction to 
the sentence of Mr. Pollard, the Department of State respects 
the decisions of the Federal Court in enforcing U.S. laws on 
espionage. That was a judicial matter that was handled, and I 
just have nothing beyond that. 


Q Do you have any assessment on the effects of this 
case on Israel-American Israeli-American relations? 


. U.S.-Israeli relations are close and strong for 
many reasons. This relationship does not diminish our concern 
that all individuals involved in espionage against the United 
States be brought to account. 


Q Anything else you'd like to offer? 
~ No. 


Q The President last night said he had made some 
staff changes and reserved the right to move some more 
furniture around, I think he said. Do you anticipate any of 
that furniture being moved around over ac the State Department? 


- I have nothing to say on that today. 
Q No personnel changes that might be -- 
A Let me just quote again, I think, from what the 


Secretary said in the transcript of the press conference in 
Shanghai. He said, “As far as I know, he, the President, wants 
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me to remain as Secretary of State, and that's my intention. 
Of course, I serve at the pleasure of the President." 


Q What about within the State Department? Does the 
Secretary plan to review anybody's standing? 


“ I have nothing on that. Can't help you. 


Q Any comment on the presence of the Polish 
delegation in the United States and what they have been saying 
in the last couple of days? 


A In response to your question -- are you referring 
to the visit of the Polish Politburo member, Jozef Czyrek -- 


Q Czyrek, yes. 
a Yes. And do you have anything specific? 


Q He said at a press conference today that when he 
meets with the Secretary next week, he's going to push for full 
normalization of relations, including an exchange of 
Ambassadors. Is the Department prepared to move on that? 


A Our only comment on that is just to reiterate 
what we've said before. Our view is that the question of 
exchanging Ambassadors with Poland should be resolved as part 
of the step-by-step process we have undertaken to expand the 
U.S.-Polish dialogue. 


Q Where is that process at right now in -- 


) I just have nothing further than the statement. 
Obviously, it's the dialogue where we're discussing things. He 
will meet with the Secretary next week. I have nothing further 
to say on that. 


Q Will that be a substantive meeting or it was -- 


) I'm just not going to comment on the agenda or 
what the discussions will be. 


Well, if you could just resolve one thing. 
Someone I talked to in the Department yesterday characterized 
that as only a courtesy call but Mr. Czyrek today seemed to be 
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characterizing it as much more than that, as a substantive 
discussion of outstanding issues and the bilateral 
relationship. Can you resolve that? 


A No, I can't resolve that for you. 
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Q Further on Pollard. Do you have any assessment 
of how much damage his spying did to American intelligence? 


A We don't have an assessment. I think that was 
Given by the Department of Justice in the trial, and I would 
refer you to them on that. 


Q Last night there was a TV report that Assistant 
Secretary Crocker told Congress the United States may have 
shipped arms to South Africa despite the embargo. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A No, I don't. 
Do you have anything on -- 


Excuse me. Can I take his, and I'll come back. 
Yes? 


Q If I could just return to the Tower Commission 
report and the State Department's reaction to it, you were 
asked on Friday if you would have any comment on the 
revelations in the Tower Commission report, and you said, "No, 
I don't. We're going to wait until the President makes his 
report." 


The President has made his report, and I was wondering 
if you could say one way or the other whether the State 
Department is going to have any comment soon or ever? And if I 
could have a follow-up. 


A I understand your question. I simply can't give 
you an answer. 


Q All right. The follow-up is that at the briefing 
here the other day, Assistant Secretary Abrams said that he 
would be delighted and eager to answer questions regarding his 
role in this affair once the President has spoken. 


Well, since the President has spoken, could you 
possibly help arrange some sort of an on-the-record appearance 
by Assistant Secretary Abrams before the press? 


A I think that we will discuss the totality of our 
response to that, and I hope that I'll be able to give you an 
answer on it. I simply can't do it today. 


Q Will this have to await the Secretary's return, 
do you think? 
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A I suspect so, yes. 


Q I'm sorry. You said the Secretary will have to 
return in order for Secretary Abrams to be made available? 


A No. What I'm trying to say is that this question 
of the possibility of a further response from the State 
Department, it's my understanding that we'll await his return, 
and then we will give a considered opinion on it. 


Q Do you have anything to the Soviet's noises on 
on-site inspection of verification? 


A In regard to what? 
Q In regard to verification -- 
A At the INF? 


Q INF, yes. 


A In regard to basically what the Soviets have 
proposed at the INF talks, as we've said, we welcome the 
Secretary General's recent statement that the Soviets will no 
longer insist on linking agreement on reductions in INF to 
agreement in other negotiations. 


Concerning the substance of the negotiations that are 
underway, I simply have no comment on what they have proposed 
or what the discussions relate to. It's essential to maintain 
the confidentiality of the negotiating process if the talks are 
to have the best chance of success. 


As you know, we have tabled the -- our draft 
language. We anticipate the Soviets will respond in kind with 
a draft of their own, but I don't have any specifics on their 
position., 

Q We're also talking about chemical weapons -- 


A Yes. 


-- with the Soviets in Geneva, and they've 
apparently made some concessions on that point. Have you got 
reaction? 
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A We have known -- this is in regard to the 
question of Soviet admission that they are maintaining chemical 
weapon stocks -- we have known for years that the Soviet Union 
Maintains the world's largest stockpile of chemical weapons and 
continues to expand that stockpile. 


We, I think as many of you know, have been pressing 
since April of 1984 for an effectively verifiable global ban on 
chemical weapons. We consider the Soviet announcement a step 
toward the kind of openness that would be required to achieve 
such a ban. We hope that the Soviet Union can also soon agree 
to exchange information on those stocks and agree to effective 
verification provisions which would lead towards and 
effectively verifiable ban on all chemical weapons. 


Q Could we get a copy of that? 


A We'll have to see about it. I'll have to -- I 
can't do it right away, because I'll have to -- 


Q Do you have any new assessments there of Soviet 
compliance with the ABM Treaty? 


A No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Is there -- a compliance report is due about now, 
isn't it? 

A Yes. 

Q When is that going to be issued and where? Is it 


going to be here or where? 


A A Congressionally mandated non-compliance report 
is being worked on in the inter-agency review process. It's 
essentially complete. We would expect the report to be 
forwarded to the Congress shortly, but I just can't give you an 
exact date. 


Q It has in the past, I think, been released to the 
press here with a briefing. Is that the intent again this year? 


) Pending the release of the report, which will be 
-— well, we expect to have an unclassified version that will be 
releasable to the press, but I just don't have a date on when 
that will be. 


Q Next week? 
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A Shortly. 


Q Do you have any idea what the publication date on 
Soviet Military Power for this year will be? [t's usually a 
Pentagon book, but it's reclused here. 


A No. I think you'd have to ask the Pentagon when 
that will be released. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.), KS 

SUBJECT: TRANSCRIPT OF “ON BACKGROUND” BRIEFING BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL EN ROUTE TO SEOUL 
FROM SHANGHAI, MARCK 6, 1987 


REF: SEOUL 2612, SECTO 4095 


FOLLOWING IS CLEARED TRANSCRIPT OF “ON BACKGROUND" 
BRIEFING BY SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: 
BEGIN TRANSCRIPT: 


A. (INITIAL WORDS NOT ON TAPE) BUT INITIALLY ABOUT 
CHINA AND GIVING CHUN AND THF FOREIGN MINISTER HIS 
VIEWS ABOUT HOW THE CHINA TRIP WENT AND WHAT HE THOUGHT 
CAME OUT OF IT, ETC. SO THERE'LL BE SOME BACK AND 
FORTH ON THAT, AND THEN WE'LL OBVIOUSLY GET ON INTO 
BILATERAL ISSUES AND QUESTIONS. « MEAN, I°M SURE WE'LL 
TALK TO THEM ABOUT TRADE AND THE ECONOMY AND OUR 
CONCERNS ABOUT THAT AND THE WAYS IN WHICH WE CAN DO 
SOMETHING ABOUT THAT SITUATION. AND THEN WE'LL TALK, 
GET CHUN’S VIEWS ON THE INTERNAL SITUATION IN KOREA AND 
HOW WE SEE THAT. YOU ALL KNOW ABOUT THIS SPEECH THAT | 
MADE IN NEW YORK WHICH REFLECTS THE VIEWS OF CUR 
GOVERNMENT ON THE SITUATION THERE. WE'LL PROBABLY GET 
INTO SOME CONSIDERABLE DISCUSSION WITH CHUN ON THIS, | 
ASSUME. 


Q. HOW DIFFERENT 1S THIS VISIT FROM SHULTZ’°S VISIT 
LAST MAY? HOW DIFFERENT ARE YOUR VIEWS ON THE 
$1 TUATION? 


A. INSIDE KOREA, YOU'RE TALKING ABOUT? WELL | DON'T 
THINK IT'S PARTICULARLY DIFFESENT IM A SENSE, 1% TERMS 
OF OUR VIEWS. | THIMK OUR VIEWS HAVE MOT SPECIFICALLY 
CHANGED AND | DON'T THINK CHUN'S BASIC VIEWS HaVE 
CHANGED. WE SAID THAT HE'S STEPPING DOWN. HE SAYS HE 
WANTS TO REACH SOME SORT OF ©4 AGREEMENT WITH THE 
OPPOSITION SO THAT THEY CAN CARRY FORWARD THEIR 
CLCCTIGWs MND ALL OF THIS. BUT THE TiminG, OF COURCE, 
MAKES IT VERY IMTERESTING EXCAUSE WE'RE COMING COWN TO 
A TIME WHEN DECISIONS HAVE TO BE MADE IN KOREA = THEY 
CAN'T DELAY TOO MUCH LONGER IN TERNS OF WHAT THEY'RE 
GOING TO DO. 


Q. WHAT'S YOUR READOUT ON BILL CLARK'S MEETING WITH 
THE KIMS? 


| MEAN THIS WAS a... 


ae 


A. NOTHING SPECIAL 


Q. 1S THE U.S. INTERESTED IN... 
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A. WE WANT TO MAINTAIN A DIALOGUE WITH ALL THE 
ELEMENTS IN KOREA AND WE INTEND TO OO THAT. 

@. YOU SAY DECISIONS HAVE TO BE MADE. YOUR SPEECH IN 
NEW YORK--WAS iT THREE WEEKS AGO?--SIGNALED A VERY 
SHARP EDGE OF FRUSTRATION THAT NOTHING HAD YET BEEN 
DECIDED. WhAT 1S GOING TO HAPPEN TODAY, AND ALSO THE 
WEXT FEW WEEKS, IN THE U.S. DIALOGUE WITH SOUTH KOREA 
AND ITS GOVERNMENT AND ITS OPPOSITION THAT MIGHT HELP 
THEM TO COME TO A DECISION? 


A. WELL, | THINK WHAT WE'RE TRYING TO 00 1S TO POINT 
UP TO THEM ‘HE IMPORTANCE OF A COMPROPY 3E, THE ABSOLUTE 
NECESSITY | OR A COMP2OMISE. THERE'S GOT TO BE SOME WAY 
IN WHICH T E CHANGEOVER OF POWER THAT ‘RESIDENT CHUN 
WAS COMMITTED HIMSELF TO TAKES PLACE |. A PEACEFUL 
MANNER AND IN * MANNER WHICH WILL CONVEY TO THE KOREAN 
PEOPLE AND TO TE WORLD THE IDEA THAT KOREA i$ TRULY 
EVOLVING INTO A DEMOCRATIC SYSTEM AND THAT THE 
BROADENING OF THE BASE OF POWER, ETC., IS TAKING 

PLACE. THIS HAS GOT TO COME ABOUT. WE BELIEVE [HaT 
THIS IS NECESSARY. WE BELIEVE THERE'S A HISTORIC 
OPPORTUNITY HERE. WF ARE SAYING THIS; WE ARE, iN FACT, 
AGREEING WITH THE KOREAN POLITICAL LEADFRSHIP. WE'RE 
AGREEING WITH CHUN, WE'RE AGREEING WITH THE OPPOSITION. 
WE'RE SAYING, YES, YOU'VF GOT THE CHANCE, WOW DO IT. 


@. HOW DO YOU THINK THEY HANDLED THE THING OW TUESDAY, 
THE DEMONSTRATIONS ON TUESDAY? 


A. | HAVEN'T FOLLOWED IT TOO CLOSELY, BUT APPARENTLY 
IT WAS HANDLED IN AT LEAST A PEACEFUL MANNER. | GATHER 
THAT NO ONE WAS SERIOUSLY INJURED OR ANYTHING OF THAT 
SORT. AS | SAY, | DON’T KNOW THE DETAILS ON THAT. 


Q. | HEARD THERE WERE PEOPLE AnRESTED. 


A. YES, | KNOW, BUT THAT'S THE KIND OF THING ONE HOPES 
THEY WILL BE GETTING AWAY FROM. 


Q@. YOUR SPEECH IN NEW YORK IMPLIED A THREAT BECAUSE, | 
MEAN, FOR THE FIRST TIME YOU LINKED PROGRESS OF 
DEMOCRACY TO RELATIONS BETWEEN SEOUL AND WASHINGTON. 
WHAT'S THE IMPLIED THREAT THERE? 

A. | DIDN'T MEAN IT AS A THREAT. {| WOULOW’T SAY iT 
WAS A THREAT. WHAT | WAS SIMPLY SAYING WAS THAT IF YOU 
WAVE A STABLE POLITICAL SITUATION AND IF YOU HAVE A 
COUNTRY WHICH IS MOVING TOWARD BROADER-BASED POLITICAL 
STRUCTURE AND POWER, THIS AUTOMATICALLY LEADS TO a 
BETTER RELATIONSHIP ZETWEEN OURSELVES AND KOREA IN THIS 
SENSE. IT JUST 1S NATURAL AND THE NATURAL COURSE OF 
THINGS 


Q. WHAT LEVERAGE HAS SECRETARY SHULTZ TO PEFSUADE CHUN 
TO MOVE IN THAT DIRECTION IF HE 1S RELUCTANT, AS 
OBVIOUSLY HE 1S? 


A. I'M NOT SURE HOW-- | DON’T WANT TO CHARACTERIZE 
WOW PRESIDFNT CHUN IMTENDS TO MOVE. THE ONLY LEVERAGE 
| WOULD SAY IS THE CLOSE CONNECTIONS WE HAVE AND THE 
TIES THAT WE HAVE WITH THE NOREANS. WE'RE SIMPLY 
TRYING TO MAKE OUR VIEW &S CLEAR AS WE CaM TO THEM THAT 
WE BELIEVE THAT THE 4aY IM WHICH PRESIDENT CKUN H&S 
SAID WE WANTS TO PROCEED AND THE WAY IN WHICH THE 
KOREAN OPPOSITION LEADERSHIP HAS SAID THEY wenT TO 
PROCEED, THAT WE BELIEVE THAT IT 1S TO THE BEST 
INTERESTS OF KOREA AND TO THE BEST INTERESTS OF OUR 
RELATIONSHIP TO SEE THAT THEY MOVE FORWARD IN THAT Way, 
AND THIS REQUIRES THESE FEOPLE TO SIT DOWN ahd Tala TO 
ONE ANOTHER AD TO RCACH A DEAL, AW AGREEMENT, WHICH 
WILL Bf SATISFACTORY TO THE KOREAN PEOPLE TO CaRRY 
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FORTH THEIR ELECTIONS AND THEIR CHANGEOVER OF 
GOVERNMENT IN A PEACEFUL MANNER. 


Q@. DO YOU HAVE A TIMETABLE IN MIND FOR WHAT STEPS YOU 
EXPECT TO SEE BE TAKEN, BY WHAT TIME AND WHAT DECISIONS 
SHOULD BE MADE? 


A. WO, WE DON'T. THAT’S UP TO THEM. WE DON’T HAVE 
ANY TIMETABLE. 


Q. WHY COULON’T SHULTZ SQUEEZE TWENTY MINUTES IN TO 
SEE THE KIMS ON THIS TRIP, AND DOESN'T THAT SYMBOLIZE 
THAT, BECAUSE THE OPPOSITION SEES A DEPUTY ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY AND THE GOVERNMENT SEES A SECRETARY OF STATE, 
WE'RE BASICALLY TILTING TOWARD THE GOVERNMENT? 


A, WO, | DON’T THINK SO BECAUSE WE DON’T HAVE MUCH 
TIME ON THIS TRIP. WHEN HE WAS HERE LAST TIME--WHEN 
WAS IT, IN MAY?--HE TALKED WITH, HE HAD BREAKFAST WITH 
LEE MIN-WOO, THE HEAD OF THE OPPOSITION AND |'D OFFERFD 
TO MEET, IF YOU REMEMBER, WITH KIM YOUNC-SQM AND KIM 
DAE-JUNG AMD THEY DION’ T CHOOSE 10 00 SO, SO!... 


Q. EXPLAIN TO ME THE SECRETARY'S STRATEGY OF THESE 
PUBLIC TALKS. THE OTHER DAY, THIRTY THOUSAND RIOT COPS 
PREVENTED A FEW THOUSAND DEMONSTRATORS FROM REACHING 
THE SITE OF A RALLY. THE SECRETARY YESTERDAY SAID THAT 
THE SOUTH KOREAN GOVERNMENT 1S BEING RESTRAINED IN ITS 
USE OF POWER TO CONTROL DEMONSTRATIONS. THAT SEEMS TO 
COME DOWN, AS HE DID LAST YEAR OW HIS VISIT 10 SEOUL IF 
YOU REMEMBER, VERY STRONGLY IN MOST PEOPLES’ EYES, OM 
THE SIDE OF THE GOVERNMENT. WHY DOES HE 00 THAT? 


A. 1 GON’T RECALL THAT HE SPECIFICALLY SAID THAT 
YESTERDAY. WHAT HE SAID YESTERDAY, AS | REMEMBER, 
PERTAINED TO THE TORTURE wND THE WAY IN WHICH THE 
KOREAN GOVERNMENT REACTED TO THE TORTURE 
(UNTELLIGIBLE).. BUT HE CAME OUT STRONGLY IN FAVOR OF 
RIGHT OF ASSEMBLY. 


Q. (START OF QUESTION UNINTELLIGIBLE) VIOLENCE AND Law 
AND ORDER... AND ONE MUST DEAL WITH THAT PROBLEM WITH 
RESTRAINT, THAT WAS THE EXACT CONTEXT OF HIS QUOTE. 

AND WE SAID THIS 1S THE KIND OF ADVICE | VE BEEN GIVING 
THE SOUTH KOREAN GOVERNMEMT, 


A. THAT WE DEAL WITH RESTRAINT? 


Q. RIGHT, RIGHT, SO BASICALLY SO WHAT HE 15 SAYING JIS 
THAT ALL THESE RIOT COPS RUNNING AROUND BEATING PEOPLE 
a wes 


A. BUT WE KEEP PRESSING THE POINT OF WHAT WE BELIEVE 
AND WHAT THEY HAVE TO DO. THAT DOESN'T MEAN THEY 
ALWAYS FOLLOW WHAT WE SUGGEST. 


Q. THE OPPOSITION HAS PROPOSED THAT THEY PUT FORWARD 
THEIR VERSION OF A CONSTITUTION, THE GOVERNMENT PUTS 
17S VERSION FORWARD aN TeEN TrEY HAVE & VOTE ON IT. 
THAT SEENS LIKE & PERFECTLY REQSONABLE PSOPOSITION. IS 
THE U.S. PREPARED TO EXPRESS SUPPORT FOR THaT? 


A. NO, WE'RE NOT GOING TO TAKE SIDES ON WHAT THEY 
FINALLY DECIDE 10 00. TWEY'VE GOT TO COME TOA 
CONCLUSION THEMSELVES ON THIS. 

Q. WAVE YOU HAD AN INITIAL FEEDBACK FROM CHUN OR THE 
WOREANS ON YOUR NEW VORA SPEECH? 


A. OM, WE'VE HAD ALOT OF COMMENTS OM IT. IF YOU MEAN 
SOMF SORT OF AN OFFICIAL RESPONSE, WO. 





wine <ANTIT 
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Q. WHAT IS THE EARLY RESPONSE. WHAT’S THE EARLY 
FEEDBACK THAT YOU HAVE BEEN GETTING? 


A. | THINK THE RESPONSE "HAT WE BEEN GETTING HAS BEEN 
A FEELING AMONG A LOT OF PEOPLE THAT IT WAS A 
THOUGHTFUL, CAREFUL SPEECH AND ONE FROM WHICH THEY 
GENERALLY COULD AT LEAST UNDERSTAND THE AMERICAN 
POSITION AND WHY WE ARE LOOKING AT THINGS IN THAT Way. 
1 WOULD SAY THAT IS THE REACTION. THE MEDIA REACTION 
WAS BEEN VERY FAVORABLE it KOREA, IF YOU READ ANY OF 
THAT STUFF, BECAUSE IT’S BEEN EXTREMELY FAVORABLE. 


EMD TRANSCRIPT. 
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PRESS BRIEFING BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT THE OLYMPIC SITE 
SEOUL, KOREA 
MARCH 6, 1987 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, I want to thank President Chun 
and Foreign Minister Choi for their warm welcome and the time 
that has been devoted to my stay here. And I want to thank 
President Park and Mrs. Park of the Seoul Olympics Organizing 
Committee for giving me a chance to see these facilities in 
place and under construction. We are very impressed with what 
we see and I'm sure there is going to be a wonderful Olympic 
Games here. And I have to say, especially from my personal 
perspective, that your choice of your emblem and mascot 
couldn't have been better. (Laughter) 





I have come to Seoul to brief President Chun, the Foreign 
Minister and others on my discussions in China and to discuss 
other matters of mutual interest. My discussions in Beijing 
were very far reaching and [ had a chance to talk with major 
leaders of China, and so I was able to give, I think, a good 
exchange and view to our friends here in Korea. 


I bring warm greetings from President Reagan and the American 
people. This is a busy and important time as you seek to 
accomplish so much, both domestically and internationally. 
Every time [ come to Korea, I see new expressions of the talent 
and energy of the Korean people. In 1986 you recorded another 
year of dynamic economic growth -- a remarkable twelve percent 
-- and hosted the biggest Asian Games ever. We have seen today 
these impressive sports facilities, evidence of the careful 
planning and foresight going into preparations for the 1988 
Seoul Olympics. 


For further information contact: 
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My visit is part of an ongoing pattern of frequent 
consultations with the Government of the Republic of Korea. I 
value the opportunity to hear, at first hand, the observations 
and views of your leaders on matters affecting our mutual 
interests. In this spirit, I have discussed, with President 
Chun, a range of issues, including security and tension 
reduction on the Korean Peninsula; the continuing economic 
prosperity of both our nations; and the process of political 
evolution. I have also reaffirmed the unwavering U.S. 
commitment to helping provide that necessary security which 
will enable the Korean people to continue their work for 
further economic and political development. 


My visit to these impressive olympic facilities today has 
reinforced my confidence that next year's olympic games in 
Seoul will be a great success, showcasing Korea's remarkable 
achievements. The Olympics will be a fitting symbol of your 
nation. We stand ready to do all we can to help ensure a safe 
and successful 1988 Seoul Olynpics. 


In the past decades, the Republic of Korea has become an 
inspiring example of economic development; and now you are 
turning more attention to political development. President 
Chun's commitment to leave office in 1988 wili set an historic 
precedent for the peaceful transfer of power. 


There is currently much debate over the structure and style of 

the successor government and the elections to be held to choose 
it. These are issues, of course, which the Koreans themselves 

must resolve. 


The United States, as a friend and ally, supports the 
aspirations of all Koreans for continuing political 
development, respect for basic human rights, and free and fair 
elections. Assistant Secretary Sigur's speech of February 6 in 
New York gave our views in some detail. We will continue to 
support all those urging moderation and non-violent political 
change as you seek to fulfill these aspirations. 


On behalf of President Reagan and the American people, let me 
reiterate to the people of Korea that the United States stands 
by you, confident of our common bonds and our shared commitment 
to the values of economic opportunity and political freedom; to 
the defense of those freedoms; and to peace. 


Any questions? 


QUESTION: (Through interpreter) Mr. Secretary, as you said, 

n February, Assistant Secretary Sigur mentioned in -- cave a 
speech in New York City which gave us some American views of 
the situation here in Korea. Among those, he mentioned the 
innovative ideas for pulling us out of the constitutional 
revision deadlock that is presently in effect at the National 
Assembly. Could you tell us more about this and also what do 
you think in general about the Korean political situation today? 





























SECRETARY SHULTZ: The idea that Dr. Sigur had in mind is one 
that we practice in the United States, basically successfully, 
and that is, when we have a problem, to come together and to 
talk about it, and to be ready to engage in the give-and-take 
of discussion and the compromise that's necessary to find a 
solution that will be broadly supported. I was very interested 
in the lengthy conversations that I had with President Chun 
Doo-Hwan today, to hear him talk about this very process as the 
way he seeks to approach resolution of the constitutional 
questions that you have before you, and that was a very 
interesting and reassuring point that he made to me. 





QUESTION: It is a great pleasure to meet you in this building 
which somewhat symbolizes the prosperity of Korean economy. 
President Chun Doo-Hwan has repeatedly said that he would step 
down early next year when his present seven-year term ends, 
establishing a tradition of peaceful transfer of power in 
Korean politics. You have repeatedly said that you were 
encouraged by prospects that there will be a peaceful change of 
power in Korea next year. My question is like this. Do you 
think that all the conflicts between the rival political 
parties in Korea will disappear spontaneously at the same time 
that President Chun Doo-Hwan steps down next year? Or, do you 
think the conflicts will last in spite of the peaceful transfer 
of power? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I can only relate to what goes on in 
my own country and observe that it takes place in others, as 
well, that have the tradition of a peaceful transfer of power. 
There may be arguments among contending parties about what the 
right policies are and who should be elected to govern. And 
the tradition is a tradition of a loyal opposition that accepts 
the results of the election, gives the elected government a 
chance, maybe a honeymoon plus, but, nevertheless, is ready to 
continue to advocate and argue about other policies as part of 
the process of challenge and response that characterize 
democracy. So, I think that continuing debate is, 

in a sense, the definition of democracy. But, at the same 
time, that has to take place within a framework of acceptance 
of an election as the way to decide who is going to give the 
answers for a while in the policy process. 





I see Mr. Redman (State Department Spokesman) is wandering back 
and forth and his problem is that I am already late for getting 
to Japan, so I think I'll have to call it quits. 


Let me express my thanks for this opportunity to meet with you 
and to talk to the Korean people through this forum, and let me 
say that I'm very impressed with the quality of the 
interpretation. They got every phrase and nuance correct. 
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Background Briefing by Senior State Department Official 
Enroute Tokyo from Seoul 3/6/87 


Q. (Inaudible) 


A. (Inaudible)...he talked about his desire for compromise, 
his desire to reach a resolution of the differences between his 
party and the opposition parties for the future. He talked 
about his hope that something would come out of the National 
Assembly, that it would be something constitutional... 
constitutional changes would result from the discussions that 
should be carried on in the National Assembly: that when the 
National Assembly acted, he was quite prepared to accept 
whatever they came up with, what they wanted to be done and to 
put it to a plebiscite if that was the thing to do. So he 
spoke, as I say, in very compromising tones about how he was 
desirous of reaching a solution and so forth, and he thought 
there were quite a few in the opposition who also wanted 
solutions, that they wanted to come to some sort of 
arrangement. He made it very clear that he was stepping down. 
He said, he said there was no possibility of change on that: 
“I'm stepping down. I'm getting out. I want it to be a 
peaceful transition. In fact it has to be if we are going to, 
you know, really going to move ahead with this democratization 
process in which I fully believe." All of that...he put 
himself solidly behind all of this. 


Q. ..«.(imaudible)...Is he going to talk to the opposition? 


A. He didn't speak to anything directly like that. He didn‘t 
speak to that issue particularly. But he talked about the need 
for speaking, for talking together and of course the Secretary 

talked about that too. 


Q. From what you've seen, he's obviously talking about doing 
a deal with Lee and ignoring the two Kims, right? 


A. He didn't say that. I can't say that. He didn't say 
that. He didn't mention anybody by name. There was no mention 
of names at all. He was convinced, he said, that he was very 
convinced that the situation could be resolved peacefully and 
would be resolved peacefully. And he was extremely confident, 
so he said, and he presented that kind...that was the kind of, 
kind of mood he seemed to be in. 


Q. Could you talk louder please? 


A. I said that was the sort of mood that he was in, a mood of 
great confidence, assurance that things were going to go 
forward peacefully and in a democratic fashion. He kept...he 
used that word very often and a manner in which he wanted 
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things to be done without confrontation and all this sort of 
thing. 


Q. Did the Secretary ask him or suggest that he might make 
concessions from his side? 


A. Only in so far as the Secretary put himself solidly behind 
the speech that I made in New York. He said that this was the 
policy of the United States government and so President Chun 
was well aware of that, as were his advisors. 


Q. Did he express any resentment toward what you said in the 
speech? 


A. No. No. Quite the contrary. He didn't, he didn‘t say 
“gung-ho,” but he said that...no, he was not in any way 
resentful of it at all...mo, he didn't put it that way at all. 
Quite the contrary. I mean you know he had some nice things to 
Say about me, so (inaudible) at that, but I mean it was very... 
Q. -«.-There were a series of critical decisions which were 
talked about that are pending now and must be made. Did he 
talk to you about any of the specifics of when those 
decisions... 


A. No, no, he did not, he did not. 


Q. Do you have any sense of a timetable now more than you 
had before...? 


A. No, not really. No, we don't. That‘s right. But he 
recognizes his resignation in February, and he recognizes, 
you know, that things are coming soon. He knows that. And 
that was clear. 


Q. Did the Secretary bring up human rights or the 
treatment of demonstrators, dissidents, this sort of thing? 


A. This was passed upon, it was, I mean that element was in 
the discussion, the whole question of human rights. 


Q. -«-(inmaudible) the significance of Bill Clark's 
meeting... (inaudible) 


A. Nothing particular. We decided that he should do that 
before we came on this trip. I mean this was something we 
wanted him to do. 


Q. «+8 Signal perhaps that to (garbled) that Clark was out 
here and we‘re starting to have higher and higher level 
people talk to... 











A. Well, Clark met with them before, you know, when he was 
here, so it was nothing new, in that sense. 


Q (Inaudible) 
A. I know, but... 


Q. We get the feeling that he solidly backs Mo Tai Wu (Sp?) 
as his successor? 


A. He didn't say that. He didn't mentioned names. He 
didn‘t mention anyone by name either in his party or in the 
opposition. But he spoke of the process. He was always 
talking about the process, basically... 


Q. Did you come out of this any better than when you went 
into it or not? 


A. Well, I would say that in the sense that he understands 
very clearly how we feel about it, and how deeply we feel 
about it. And I think that was clear in the manner in which 
he himself addressed the subjects. And it was clear in the 
way in which the Secretary addressed the subject. So in that 
sense, I feel that we got, in a sense what we wanted out of 
the meeting. 


Q. You think your speech and this follow-up have moved 
things in the direction--in the way--that you want it? 


A. Hope so. I don‘t know, but I hope so. 


Q. What kind of signal will the opposition give? Do you 
get a feeling that they will move toward compromise? Are 

they heartened, say, by your speech? Do you perceive any 

(inaudible) about that? 


A. Oh yes. They certainly seemed to be very much so. 
That‘s certainly the signals that they've sent. And I think, 
you know, what we're trying to do is say that we want -- and 
put it as strongly as we can -- the need for a negotiated 
settlement and this sort of thing, and I think the fact that 
we have put it on record very clearly, very solidly, is a 
plus. And, hopefully, this will contribute to the kind of 
resolution that we want to see in Korea, which is a 
furthering of the democratic process and a stepping-down of 
the President. I mean, after all, you do have to go along 
with the idea that his stepping-down is a very remarkable 
thing, the fact that he‘s going to do it. 


Q. What if he doesn't? 


A. Well, he says he is. 














Q. What he says and what he does are two different thing . 


be I don't know. We have no reason to doubt it, I think, 
at this point. 


Q. No crystal ball? 
A. No crystal ball -- no Korean crystal ball. 
Q. Can you give us a little pre-brief on Japan? 


A. Well, I don't think there's a great deal to say. We're 
gOing to be meeting with the Prime Minister and with the 
Foreign Minister, and we'll be discussing, of course, China. 
We'll be talking to him about that and what happened in 
China, and then, obviously, we will discuss some of the 
issues between us, which would be trade and also other 
questions, MOSS talks and the usual things that we talk to 
the Japanese about. 


Q. What else is there available to the United States in the 
event Chun doesn't step down as he says he will? 


A. I think that's too hypothetical. I don't think I'll go 
into that now. We believe him; he's going to step down. He 
says he is; we believe him. 





Q. But in the event that he doesn't, is there anything we 
can do about it? 


A. Well, I wouldn't like to say at this stage. I don't 
even want to go into that. 


Q. --e(inaudible)...whether internal developments in South 
Korea adversely or positively affect U.S.-South Korean 
relations? 

A. That's in my speech. 

Q. (Unintelligible) 

A. Not specifically, no. 


END BRIEFING 
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PRESS BRIEFING BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT AMERICAN EMBASSY 
TOKYO, JAPAN 
MARCH 6, 1987 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Since I arrived at mid-afternoon, I have 
held very good discussions with both Prime Minister Nakasone 
and, just now, with Foreign Minister Kuranari. It is my 
practice to keep our Japanese allies fully appraised of the 
impressions gained during visits to China. Beyond that, we had 
a good exchange of views on U.S.-Japan relations and many other 
issues of common interests. We agreed the Japan-U.S. 
relationship is very sound, we continue to see eye-to-eye on 
vital international issues such as arms control, and our 
cooperation remains essential for regional and global stability 
and prosperity. The U.S. Government welcomes the steady 
improvement in Japan's ability to defend its own territory and 
the current and proposed growth in Japan's assistance to the 
developing world. 








We were also quite frank in acknowledging that persistent trade 
imbalances threaten the well-being of both countries and a 
global free trade system that has served us both so well. We 
agreed that it is urgent that we redouble our efforts to find 
effective solutions to this serious problem. These solutions 
lie on both sides of the Pacific and in both national economic 
policy and specific trade areas. 


I look forward this evening to the opportunity over dinner to 
further discuss global issues of mutual interest with [foreign 
Minister Kuranari. 


Any questions? 





BFeve farrther cf ormeatean conta 














_ 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the Japanese express any 
reservation about the Soviet proposal on INF (inaudible)? 






















SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Japanese position, I think, is 
well-known. They support what emerged from Reykjavik on the 
INF issues and also on other issues, and insofar as INF is 
concerned, like the United States, we would prefer to see a 
zero altogether. But, nevertheless, the Japanese support the 
very substantial. reduction that might be in the offing if we 
can conclude an INF agreement. And I believe I fairly reflect 
the Prime Minister's view that they would welcome such an 
agreement. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you leave Korea with the feeling 
that next year there would be not only a peacetul transfer of 
power but also a democratic transfer of power? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 





QUESTION: Why? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Can I get a question out of the Japanese 
press here? 





QUESTION: You report (inaudible) talks with the Prime 
Minister. What kind of talks did you have with the Prime 
Minister (inaudible)? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we discussed trade issues, we 
discussed arms control issues as the question before brought 
out, and we discussed our mutual interests in what's going on 
in the Soviet Union, we discussed China, and so on. So we had 
a broad-ranging discussion. 





Insofar as the economic issues are concerned, [ think both of 
us agree on the importance of resolving the problems that have 
brought forth this gigantic and unsustainable trade imbalance 
and the ways of doing it, we talked about. They include 
market-opening measures; they include measures to reduce the 
rate of saving and stimulate demand in Japan; they include 
measures having to do with competitiveness in the U.S. and our 
fiscal deficit. So there is a big agenda and hard work to be 
done. And we discussed it. [ think that we're both prepared 
to face up to these difficult issues. The alternative is a 
wave of protection that history shows us would be very bad for 
the United States, very bad for Japan, very bad for the world 
economy. We don't need to learn the lesson of the 1930's all 
over again. 














NO. 57 


elie 


Maybe one more (question) and then I'm off to my working dinner. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you tell us whether or not you 
extended an invitation to Prime Minister Nakasone to visit the 


u.$.7 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Prime Minister is always welcome 
in the United States, and [ think he knows that and that's 


plain. 





- —_ -_ 


QUESTION: Mr. Li Xiannian complained about the Taiwan question 
(inaudible). What is your response? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have three joint communiques. The 
Shanghai Communique, the Communique on Normalization, and the 
1980 Communique that dealt with Taiwan. We have, do, and 
intend to live by these communiques since they are agreements 
that we undertook. So that is our position. I expressed that 
and also expressed myself with respect to the Taiwan question 
in my toast last night in Shanghai and I refer you to that. 





Thank you. 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies anc) gentlemen. I 
am pleased to announce that the U.S. Government has decided to 
transfer $115 million in cash assistance to Egypt. These 
funds, part of the $815 million in economic assistance 
appropriated for Egypt in fiscal year 1987, will support 
Egypt's foreign exchange needs and its efforts to reform the 
economy. This assistance reflects our commitment to a 
partnership with the Egyptian Government to promote Egypt's 
economic growth and development. We will continue to work 
closely with Egypt to support its efforts to implement 
comprehensive reform of its economy. 


And that's the only announcement I have, so I'll be 
happy to answer questions. 


Q Do we gather from this that Mr. Mubarak is on his 
way to Washington now? 

6) IT have nothing further on that. 

Q Ihat's not new money; right? 

A It's a transfer -- from money Lhat's available - 

Q What prompted this announcement? Have you 
reached with the Egyptian -- on the rescheduling of the debt? 

A As far as I am aware, those talks continue. This 


is simply part of our continuing efforts to help the Egyptian 
economy. 


QO On Mr. Shultz and Moscow, is it true that he's 
going to Moscow in mid-April? 
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A I have no announcement to make on that now. I 
think --- 

Q The White House is going to announce it? 

A Wait and stay tuned. 

Q Is he going anywhere else? 

A I have nothing on that. 

Q Phyllis, I assume that the U.S. Government makes 


cash transfers to other governments many times during the 
year. Why, specifically, are you from the podium making this 
announcement today? 


\ I don't think we ever get into the specific 
reasons of diplomatic exchanges, but we simply want to point 
out our continued support for Egypt's reform and the efforts 
that they are taking to reform their economy and create, again, 
economic growth. 


Q Do you have some progress from Egypt -~ about 
your evaluation of the progress of the reform or not? 


A Well, over the past year, we feel that the 
Egyptians have taken a number of important steps to reform 
their economy. These measures include an extensive overhaul of 


the Customs system; some simplification of the complex multiple 
exchange rate regime; a 20 percent increase in cotton 
procurement prices, and a 25 percent increase in gasoline 
prices; new revenue measures and expenditure cuts to reduce the 
budget deficit. The Egyptians are developing a plan for 
comprehensive reform which is urgently needed to address 
Egypt's serious economic problems, and [ think that our support 
at this time can be seen in light of those moves of the 
Egyptian Government. 


Q Was there any question but that you would 
transfer this tranche of the money? [s it later than it was 
expected, or was there a question in the Egyptian mind? 


A Well, I think it's a supplemental effort. Not 
something that was held back. 


Q But that is part of what was coming to them? 
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A Yes, but it was done in a cash transfer at this 
period. 
Q Has Mr. Carter been briefed on his visit to Syria? 
ie 
A Excuse me? 


Q Mr. Carter, has he been briefed by the State 
Department on his visit to Damascus? 


é Yes, he has been briefed, as we would certainly 
do for a person of Mr. Carter's rank and former position. 


Q ls he going to Syria? 

a) You'd have to ask him. I don't know what the 
final 

Q When did you brief him -- today or when? 

\ Excuse me? 


Q Wnen did you brief him? 
a) I don't have the details on when it was done. 


Back to Egypt for a second Did we receive any 
kind of response from them on the rescheduling? T[ think this 
question was raised earlier, but I didn't hear the answer - 
rescheduling of debt? 


\ No, it's my understanding that those talks still 
continue. 


Q What the problem? Why you are not reaching any 
decision? I mean, it's been four months now taking place. 


A It's a complicated issue, and that's all I'm 
going to say on it. ' 


Q But President Mubarak said if you don't reach any 
decision on it, then he's not coming to Washington. 


f\ I'm just not going to comment on those 
discussions. 


Q Do you have any readout on the meeting with the 
Pakistan Ambassador yesterday? 
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fi No. We generally don't comment on those meetings. 


Q Any Gs ‘sions or any considerations further on 
Shultz's testimony? 


Q The Secretary has given his general views on the 
Tower Commission Report. I don't have anything further on the 
release of the testimony and nothing further to offer on his 
reaction to the report. 


So I take it we should not anticipate the release 
of the testimony? 


A I think that's a fairly safe assumption. 


Q Is he going to, when he gets back, meet with -- 
Are the three arms control negotiators still going to be here 
when he gets back? Is he going to get involved in all this -- 

( Well, he always is involved I mean, it's not a 
question of getting involved. 


Q No, but they're back, and they are meeting with 
the President today. 


A They are meeting with the President today, and I 
think it was announced that Ambassador Glitman is expected to 
go back at the beginning of the week. Whether they are going 
to overlap, I simply don't know. 


Q Do you have anything there on the Geneva talks 
and the U.S. proposal? 


( No I have nothing further beyond what we said 
yesterday. 

Yes? 

Q Phyllis, do you have anything on a couple of 


reports that a Soviet television camera(man) stationed in West 
Germany, who had been reported missing since last weekend, has 
requested political asylum in the United States? 


A No. I just have nothing on that. 
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Yes? 


Q A former State Department employee, Mr. McNeil, 
apparently has testified on the Hill that he doesn't believe 
that the U.S. is at all interested in negotiating peace in 
Central America, that the U.S. Administration wants to see the 
Contras pushed into the sea. 


Have you got a reaction to this? 


4G I don't have any specific reaction to Ambassador 
McNeil's remarks. Let me reiterate that we have made it clear 
that we take a positive view of Central American efforts to 
reach a regional position on issues directly affecting Central 
America, and we have encouraged the democracies to meet and to 
discuss the area's proposal in that context. 


Q May 1 please ask you -~ the Canadians apparently 
have turned down to be a military attache in Ottawa the same 
general the United States accepted, because of -- apparently 


because the Canadians believed he was involved, in one way or 
another, in the Sabra-Shatila. 


Now, there was a comment from the State Department - 
I don't know if it came out of here or not -- that the United 
States does not reject people based on their credentials, or 
something. Can you tell us, actually, something about this? 


f\ We did discuss this question yesterday Let me 
repeat that I'm not going to comment on a bilateral issue 
between Canada and Israel. For most countries, including 
Israel, the United States does not require advance agreement on 
new attache appointments. Attaches just qualified by their 
governments are routinely accepted, and reciprocal treatment is 
accorded to the appointment of U.S. defense attaches in those 
countries. 


Q Thank you. 


a) May I make one correction on this? I think I 
misspoke saying that the Egyptian aid was supplemental; and I 
think that's a mistake. It's part of the economic assistance 
account, but it was simply a cash transfer at this time. 
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Excuse me. 


Q Which is 248? How much they are over? 

A 1.15 of this cash transfer. 

Q Part of --? 

~ 815. 

Q Essentially, it's a disbursement from what was 


appropriated 


A Yes, that's correct 

Q Is it the first disbursement? 
A I'm not sure on that. 

Q Thank you. 


A Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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MR. CARLUCCI: [ heave @ brief Presidential statement and 
then I'll turn the podium over to Ambassador Kampelman ané his two 
colleagues. 


The President has just met with Ambansadors Kampelman, 
Glitman and Lehman to hear their ceport on the nuclear and space 
talks in Geneva. The level, intensity and seriousness of the effore 
{n Geneva have brought us closer to significant reductions in nuclear 
arms. 


As you «now, the Soviet Union has recently offered to 
move ahead with an agreement to cut Longer-rcange INF missiles. Th:s 
is something the United States and our allies neve long arged. This 
week, at the President's direction, tne American delegation in Geneve 
proposed «a draft treaty incorporating the understandings which 
General Secretary Gorbachev and che President reached on this sudject 
at Reykjavik. 


Because of the opportunities -- the opportunities for 
progress that are opening up, ne asked Ambassador Glitman to return 
‘ to Geneva immediately. He and his team will continue working hard to 
resolve the remaining obstacles to an INP agreement. We hope this 
- will, in tuen, @pur progress in other aspects of the Geneve 
negotiations, particularly agreement on deep reductions in stretegic 
“st nuclear arms. 


‘ The President is determined to maintain the momentus thet 
has been generated. And for that ceason, Secretary of State Shults 
will go to Moscow to meet with Foreign Minister Shevardnadae. The 
Soviet government has agreed thet this visit will take place fros 
April l3th to April lé6th. 


° , ~N These talks will provide e good opportunity to review the 
entirety of our relationship, including regional conflicts, human 
rights and bileterel iseues, and to consolidate the progress we heve 


Most important, we hope these discussions will result in 
recommendations to the President, and General Secretary Gorbechev, on 
further steps we might take to move forward in all aspects of our 
relations, including the Geneve negotiations. 


Wow, let me turn it over to Ambassador Kempelman -- 


Q -- sey what the possibility is of « summit meeting 
thie cummer, perhaps, to sign a treaty? Ie thet something thet -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, I'm sure this ie one of the things 
thet the Poreign Ministers would discuss when they seet. 




















Q So thet is « possibility now, especially if there 
are no -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: well, if there is progress and, as i've 
just inéicated, developments look promising, thet would certainly be 


co ee @ possibility. 


Q Ané would signing this treety on medius-range 
missiles be « sufficient reason for « summit meeting -- for Gorbecher 
to come to Washington? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Andree, I wouldn't be —=yty to sere 
that kiné of judgment at thie point until we see the negotietions 
unfold. 

mas? 

AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: Thank you, Frank. Instead of 


making @ stetement, why don't we just throw it open to questions 
since I remember the lest time I was here there were some 


““e+er+e —_ . 














who éidn't hewe the »  perie to eek their questions, let's use the 
cccession now. Sut, will designate -- 


. You. 

AMBASGADOA KAMPELAAN: All right, I'll make the 
selections, which seans it's very clear i will sever egein run for 
public office. (Laughter .) 

Bill. 


Mas, cen you tell us the tone of the report t you 


. the 
gare the President cotay end sls ceeponse to vbet you hed to say to 
t? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: Well, we tried to be quite 
realistic ebout it secause in segotiating with the Soviets there's 
@lweys ené there's down ané the fever is up and then it's down egein. 
So, we wanted to be reelistic about it. But, the fect of the satter 
ie, we do heave « good shot st sgreement. I've said this here before. 
I repest it egain. And ve went through —— quite seme detsil 
ell three of the negotisting serees thet are subject gatter of the 
Geneve segot istions. 


Andree. 


it's -- some ispressions -- some concern agong sose 
people -- particularly in the conservative wing of the Republican 
perty -- the President tight >e overeager for an egreement et this 
point beceuse of *is problems with Iran and the Contra diversion. is 
thie an effort by the White Souse to tr up something that isn't 
quite there or So you really think that this is « good possibility 
for an egreement to -- it's warranted? 


AMBASSADOR: “ell, i «now you don't intend to reflect on 
the integrity of the regotiators, Andres, Dut I would say to you thet 
we begen earnestly *o segotisate two years ago. It is sow two yeere. 
Zech tise I hewe met with you I have seen realistically portraying 
whet sovement tas Seen. “e are sccuretely reflecting thie to the 
Presigent. I sew adsclutely no indication of an undue anziety or 
rusb ebout this. 


Om the other ‘end, we ell realise how important it is to 
achiewe érestic reductions in these nuclesr tissiles and we're 
peteuing thet test. 


8 What -- you ere going to tele about -- 


8 What 416 the President tell you efter you reported 
to his? I sean, whet tind of guidance 414 you get from bis about 
whet he wants you to éo “est? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: I don't want to report on whet the 

President asy Of sey 20t “eve said other than to express not only « 
seen interest in the deteiis he learsed but, siso, I think some 
ONCE wywewns nee «- init 66 6 result of Our cep... And he 
encouregeé us to proceed and to go forward end he's ssted Asbeosadeor 
Glietmen here *s -**urn es soon 66 possible because that sepect of the 

ietions -- thet .spect desling with imP is continuing in Coneve. 

aegbessegoc Clitmen's teas is there sow and he'll be rejoining 
thes -- we just left yesterday -- te'll be rejoining thes quictly. 


i] Why the particular encoursgesent ? 


~~ why Jona Srictsen, one of the leading 
Qrentsantensten ia the world fros the University of BMiabur 
ecoré letest 




















AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: i really don't care to ettribute 
any reesons for what they say sey. { know John Eriksen well. {I tnow 
Generel Rogers well. They're fully aware of whet we're doing and if 
thet is their judgment, I would simply sey, we disagree with it. 


. Q Ambassador fespelinan, can you tell us please what 
— ' you see es the prisary chetecles, et this point, to the segreesent -- 
en egreenent? 


AMBASSADOR EAMPELMAN: Yes, there ere @ number of srese 
that hawe yet to be -- or thet will have to covered. 

















4 The question of the shortec-range missiles and the verification issue 
‘ ace the two in particular that we are going to have to cesolwe. I 
— is want to just edd that the time to table the treaty was right because 
of the situation we hed reached inside the negotiations and not 
= + because of any external events. And your question leads me to sake 
~ thie point because we had gotten to this point in the negotiations 
os ’ we where the framework, if you will, was pretty such in place. we had 
eg ress eis 9 reached a lot of general agreements. And for the U.S. part, we felt 
~ie a the time had come to get into detail, ané the best way to do thet is 
eR eS with the treaty text and to start negotiating in that contezt. So 
that's why we wanted tc table when we did. 





What do think, then, about the time required to work 
out some of those problems? Senetor Dole said earlier today, siz to 
eight months was a framework. Do you have any thoughts on that? 


AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: My thought is that we get a good 
agreement and we take the time necessary to oring back to the 
American people. and our allies, a good solid egreement. And that’s 
whet'll be driving me, not some other tisetable. 


Q@ Ambassador Kampelman, can you say -- can you say 
thece's any parallel progress in the other two areas? There's deen 
telk about sovement in the SDI field -- ABM nuclear defense issues 
with the dropping of the word “development". Can you discuss that? 
Ané can you say whether there's any progress in Ambassador Lehszan's 
field as weli? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: Well, will have Ambassador Lehssen 
comment on the progress, if any, in his area. I'11 say about the 
space and defense negotiation in which we're engageed, I think «his 
round was a cather good one, not because of substantive agreements, 
which, regretably, were not arrived at, Sut because we very such 
Clarified sharply, and clearly, and snmistakaebly our differences and 
explained them to one another. And that's very important in a 
negotiation. And we did that by coming up with a draft working 
paper, which, in itself, is virtuous because it gets us together in 
the idee of writing together -- and we did that. Sut, significant 
Gifferences remain there. 


Now, Bob. you referred to the Gorbachev speech of 
February 28, which interested us immensely because in the single 
reference in that speech to tne space negotiations there was an 
expressed Soviet concern that they would not de in favor of the START 
reductions unless they somehow could be persuaded thet the deploysene 
of space weepons was Jealth with. And it wes interesting thet they 
limited -- Mr. Gor>actev litited this restriction to deployment and 
a» « ; not to testing or other trings. Now, ~@, obviously, are exploring 
Pa that. I hawe discussed i+ «ith Deputy Foreign Minister Vorontsov and 
7 we will do everything we can to see just whet that seans. 


le = ee mem em 


Now, Ron? 


AMBASSADOR LEHMAN: As you krow, there was tremendous 
progress last Fall in START. So much so thet I think the outlines of 
ei @ an *ssccpar* for SO pecrent -oror* ---_u- atrategic offensive eras is 
relatively obvious -- both sides. This was a youthful round, very 
businesslike round and we sade a lot of progress in clarifying 
exactly whet each «‘¢-'s 














understanding was of ereas where we agiee and areas where we 
@isagree. There was some zinor sovement on both sides, bus nothing 
comparable to the breakthroughs of the last round. 


As you knew, the Soviet side has withdrawn two of its 
proposals for sublisits end this was a sajor step backwards. Ve 
think this is for tactical ressone and if they can reverse those 
steps, then I think things could fail into place rather quickly. 


Q Ron, can you say what the sinor sovesent is, 
whatewer the little bit heppened, happened? What was thet? 


AMBASSADOR LEHMAN: Yes. With reapect to the basic 
principles of verification, we have made a lot of progress on 
language describing that. Sut I should point out that the devil 
really is in the details sné it cemains to be seen whether the 
explicit implementation of that language will be as good as the 
general language. Sut the general language has been very good. 


There's also beer some clarification on the question of 
counting cules. And, as you «now, you can sake @ lot of progress in 
general principles and then suffer setbacks with respect to such 
specifics as definitions and counting cules. And hece, I think we've 
sade some real progress. 


2 Aabessador? 


Q Asbassador Kampelszan, since you and your associates 
routinely communicate sensitive satecial from Geneva to the White 
Bouse by secure telex and telephones, why was it necessary for you to 
come home, if not to help the P esident cestore his iszage? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: oll, let te s@y that Ambassador 
Lehman and 1 were scheduled to come tome within the next few days 
anyhow. Our original closine date was to be 4ednesday, this 
Wednesday thet just passed. We did agree to prolong it in INP for « 
number of weeks and Ambassador Clitman will talk to a Soviet 
colleague and arrive at some decision on thet. We agreed to continue 
our negotiations through today in Geneva and then to have a breast so 
-- now. 


But let me also say to you that there is -- you do report 
facts and you report facts in greet detail, and we do it daily. 
That's quite different from reporting on iapressions, 
prognostications, analysis. And the President was, quite 
understandably, interested, as all of you are. Witness, your 
presence here. And I think, therefore, we found -- at least I know ft 
can epeak for the three of us -- we found it vecy valuable, and ! 
hope he found it valuable, that we seet. 


Q Ambessador, what «ind of reaction are you getting 
from the allies? Are you not concerned about their trepidation, 
theirs feelings of insecurity involved in thie negotiation? How are 
you alleviating that? 


PIDSLS?.DCR RAMPELIAL: > 4 Seie*s awww yes SO eo and then . ie 
ask Ambassador Glitsan to comment on this because of the ImF aspect 
-- I don't recognise the anzieties among the sllies. Let se say te 
you thet we meet with the allies cegulerly. Every round we seet at 
leest in the beginning of the round and agein at the end of the round 
~~ every single round -- teep them fully inforsed. 


T find encouragement in the support and encour e 
they give us. In addition, Ambessedor Glitsan seets with thea 


speci ically on IMF questions beyond the two meetings around that 
; ve just ceported to you. And perhaps let's ask his to comment on 


Q Whet about your seetings yesterday? Maybe both of 
you can comment -- ”* ’ = 




















AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: I was just going to say that we hed 
&@ meeting yesterday with the allies and { thought the ceaction was 
very ey: and I wae quite encouraged and pleased with the 
reaction we got, frankly. 


Q Which wes? 


AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: I won't tell you because it was 
flattering and you wouldn't believe se. (Laughter.) - 


Q What concerne do they have? What outstanding 


concerns? 


AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: “ell, they're concerned that we get 
@ good treaty, 























e@ be adequate verification and so on. 
te concerned, I have deen seeting with the 
and sometines sore often. 


they're concerned that th 
This ie -- es fer as INP 
allies at least once a sonth since 1961, 


foolproof 
On verification, ambessador, is there & 
sethod of cat teysag a treaty that calle for inventory controle? 


lose to 
AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: We will try to heave as ¢ : 
if you're going 
oof @ verification regiae as we can have, but ; 
= on for 100 percext certainty, = don't think you can get that 


How do you verify the existence and non-eszisteace of 
epall -- small sobile sissies? 
z 411 noe get 
AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: Well, let se say that I w 
inte the deteile of the verification cegine, which we are going to be 


negotiating with the Soviets. ['s satisfied that ie will be es 
complete a regise as the U.S. hae ever put forward. 


Q Can I just follow up by asking whether everybody oa 
our side ig now in agreement on a verification proceduce which would 
allow the Soviets to hunt for cruise aissiles here? 


AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: The United States has got r 
recognize that if we want to go and involve ourselves in on-e{ 
inspections of Soviet terccitory, which we will have to 60, we have to 
give the corresponding right to the Soviet side, and f see no 


probleme on the side of the adainistration on that score. 
Q Has everybody agreed now on those verifications? 


om AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: Within the U.S. administration? 


Q Can you tell se when that agreement came a 
you tell ae when that agreement came about? om oe 


AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: f don’t recell a specific dete 
a: you're talking about a process that's been going on for a lone 
me -- trying to put it together, working up various 

















programs, subjecting them to cheating scenarios and then trying 
straighten that out. 


Q Ace these objections remaining on our side? 
AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: Not that {'s aware of. 

Q Ambassadoc Kaspelse", how important -- 

Q Can you eay what the ellies -- 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: Let se go in the back. 


Q How important is the trip of Ms. Shults to Moscow? 
I sean, is there something that he can -- some hurdle he can get the 
process over that you're not able to deal with in Geneve, oc is thie 
more to -- this trip serely to show our intecest? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: Well, as you know, it's been the 
0.38. ition for some time, and particularly Secretercy Shults' 
position after the Geneve seeting, that it would be highly desirable 
for the foreign ministers to aeet on a cegular basis. We've got lots 
of probless to talk about, and it's a great deal better to talk sbout 
them face-to-face at that level than it is to iseve ,ccees relesees 
about one another. We have zany regional probleas to talk about. 
There are other areas of conflict between the two countries thet 
cause tension. We have to deal with those. 


Obviously the subject of aras control will be one of the 
major subjects they'll talk about. It will not be the only subject. 
And I would hope that some of the differences that have been 
Clerified in thie cound -- I would hope ssybe they can be either 
dealt with and resolved or at Least further having those differences 
narrowed. I do know that Secretary Shults will be going thece with 
that intent and with the desire that thie seeting can help sove 
things faster. 


Q But will -- 
Q Me. Ambassador -- 
AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: Somebody who has not -- 


Q Kenneth Adelaan said this sorning that the United 
States coul@ not agree to an INP treaty unless short-range INP 
systems were included in it. Is that our position? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: ‘Ll turn it te the expert. 


AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: There is @ provision in the treaty 
that deals with short-range INP systems -- particular types of 
short-range INF systems -- and we will not be able to have a treaty 
that does not include thes. 


Q That's SS-l2e and $$-2)67? 


— AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: That's correct -- Scaleboaré ont 


We have aleo agreed with the Soviets -- agsin, there is 
nothing in writing, but we have agreed orally that there will Be «6 
follow-on negotiation to deal with the remaining SRIuPr te 
Geel with theic reduction. 


Q We were told here twe days that there ese 
epprosiaately 1,500 68-218 that would not be included in thie treaty. 
Wouldn't this treaty then leave the Soviets with « sassive Soviet 
nuclear advantage in Zurope, ae the senior administration officiel 
here conceded « couple of days «ego? 














AMBASSADOR GLITMAN: That is ae situation that exists with 
our without @ treaty. The iaportant point is that if we can reach 
constraints on the systems that we are trying to deal with now, we 
will have achieved something useful for U.3. and Western security, es 
well as for world interests. And we will have to go on to deal with 
the othec systems in one aanner or another, but it doesn't change 
thet. 


Q Ambassador Kanpelaan, how would you gauge the 
President's absorption of the facts that you presented to hia, eir? 


. AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN; I don't understand the question at 
ell. 


Q Let se -- 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: I would say he showed keen and 
intense intecest, and { obviously don't want to in any way contribute 
to any suggestions or inferences to the contrary. 


Let me also say that < have been advised at ay right here 
to go thie way, and so I's going this way, and I wieh you all well, 
and thank you for your patience. 

Q Let 2@ ask, Seccetary Henry Kissinger said that -- 
he wrote it in Newsweek -- “The removal of American and Soviet 
medium-range aiseiles from Europe leaves unimpaired the Soviet 


ability to devastate Europe with short-range aissiles and (CBMs. it 
eliaiastes the American ability to retaliate from Europe.* Could you 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: We've discussed that here, as a 
matter of fact, alreay, «< believe. 
WR. HOWARD: it's esiready been answered. 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: [t's Deen aneweced in effect by -- 
thank you very such. 


TUB PRESS: Thank you. 


znd 1:21 P.M. 88T 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with a few announcements. 


First, as you know, last Friday the White House 
announced the Secretary's trip to Moscow April 13-16 to meet 
with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. A sign-up sheet has been 
posted in the main Press Office for those of you wishing to 
apply for a seat on the Secretary's plane. Please note that 
the sheet will be taken down and applications closed at 12:00 
noon on Monday, March 16. 


Canadian Secretary of State for External Affairs Joe 
Clark will visit Washington March 9-11. On March 10 he will 
meet with Secretary Shultz for one of their regular quarterly 
get-togethers. While in Washington, Mr. Clark will also meet 
with other officials in the Executive and Members of Congress. 


And, finally, representatives from the five Allied 
INF-basing countries are meeting in Washington today to discuss 
verification provisions of our INF draft treaty. These 
verification provisions obviously have a direct interest for 
the basing countries. Given the importance of verification, we 
envision future meetings similar to today's, as needed, in 
support of the Geneva negotiations. 


Q Who are they meeting with? 
A The delegation on our side is led by Allen Holmes. 
Q Has the Administralion formulated its 


verification provision in the draft treaty yet, or is it doing 
that with these people? 


a That's what we're in the process of doing. 


Q Do you have any comment on what the Minister of 
State for Foreign Affairs of Pakistan said yesterday regarding 
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the Pakistani Government will not be browbeaten or cajoled at 
stopping its nuclear energy development program or nuclear 
program? 


A I don't have anything to add beyond what you know 
to be our longstanding policy concerning the Pakistani nuclear 
program, which we have repeated a number of times in recent 
weeks. 


I might say that, as you know, that particular 
question of nuclear non-proliferation has been a central 
national security concern for this Administration. It's also 
been a key issue for our relationship with Pakistan. 


Our assistance for Pakistan is, of course, important 
to sustaining Pakistan's ability to resist Soviet intimidation, 
and, therefore, to our support for the Afghan resistance. 


What we try to do then is to advance both of those 
concerns, both non-proliferation and regional objectives. And 
this I will repeat just because you've asked the question, but 
the development of a close and reliable security partnership 
with Pakistan gives Pakistan an alternative to nuclear weapons 
to meet its legitimate security needs and strengthens our 
influence on Pakistan's nuclear decision-making. 


Shifting to a policy of threats and public ultimata 
would in our view decrease, not increase, the likelihood that 
we would achieve our non-proliferation goals. Undermining the 
credibility of the security relationship with the U.S. would 
itself create incentives for Pakistan to ignore our concerns 
and push forward in the direction of nuclear weapons 
acquisition. 


Q Didn't the Ambassador make a speech on February 
16 in which he went public with this? 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A That one will have to be redone. But went public 
with what? 


Q With a U.S. warning to Pakistan not to develop 
its program, not to go forward with developing a weapon. 


fi As I started by saying, our concern over the 
Pakistani nuclear program is a longstanding one, and I know, 
myself, I've reiterated it at least twice in the past two or 
three weeks. 


Q Do you have any reaction to what Mr. Arbatov was 
saying this mo: ning about U.S. arms policy leaving the talks 
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hopelessly drawn out, at a dead end, hanging by a thread -- 
very pessimistic comments in Pravda? 


4a I haven't seen those remarks. I've seen other 
Soviet spokesmen. Mr. Vorontsov, I think, was on the air 
somewhere this morning with a tone that sounded somewhat 
different from that, if what you say is correct. So I can't 
address that directly, no. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the meeting of the 
Israeli Ambassador with the State Department official today? 


A Any reaction? 


Q Yeah. I mean, did you discuss the Pollard case, 
what is being -- 


i No. He asked to come in, in order to discuss the 
Deputy Secretary's recent trips to Eastern Europe. That was 
the subject. 


Q The other matter didn't come up? Pollard. 
A I wasn't in the meeting, but the purpose of the 


meeting, as requested by the Israeli Ambassador, was for that 
purpose I just described. 


Q You don't know whether that -- can you ch ck 
whether that came up? 

i] That's what I have as to the content of the 
meeting. 

Q Do you have any views on the Israeli Prin 


Minister's rejection on an inquiry into the Pollard affair by 
the Israeli Governnent? 


ns No, I don't. As you know, from our perspective 
there are certain aspects of the case that are still being 
pursued by the Justice Department. 


a) Do you have anything on the visit by the Chadian 
Foreign Minister? 


is The Foreign Minister, Gouara Lassou, of Chad is 
visiting Washington this week for talks with us concerning the 
current sutuation in Chad and the continuing Libyan military 
aggression against his country. The Foreign Minister is 
meeting today with officials of the "epartment of State and 
will be paying a call on the Secretary this afternoon. 
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The Foreign Minister also will have meetings during 
his stay with officials of the Agency for International 
Development and the Department of Defense. 


Anything else on Chad? 


Q Do you have anything on the military aid 
situation vis-a-vis Chad? 


6 First of all, the military situation -- let me 
just say the Libyans are continuing their military buildup in 
Chad. We estimate that there are now approximately 11,000 
Libyan troops in the country. 


On the question of U.S. assistance, in consultation 
with President Habre and the French Government, we continue to 
assess how we can most effectively help Chad resist Libyan 
aggression. Our supply flights are ongoing. If more military 
assistance is warranted, we will do our best to supply it. WNo 
decision on aid beyond the $15 million authorized by the 
President in December has been made at this time. 


Q Is that about exhausted or how much -- 


A It's nearing the end, but is not yet totally 
exhausted. 


Q New subject? 
4 Yes. 


Q Do you have any new guidelines about relations 
between the United States and North Korea and South Korea? 


é We have recently revised our contact guidance to 
allow U.S. diplomats to respond substantively when North Korean 
diplomats initiate conversations in neutral settings. We had 
issued similar instructions on 30 September 1983. North Korean 
agents then carried out the Rangoon bombing nine days later, 
and we revoked the guidance. 


For our part, we are committed to the reduction of 
tensions and building of dialogue in Korea. We've taken this 
modest step, which I just described in terms of contact, in 
support of those ends, and we would welcome conciliatory 
actions by North Korea. 


Q Since that change in the guidance, has there been 
any contact between United States diplomats and North Korean 
diplomats or officials? 
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is At this point, I just don't know 
Q When was that guidance changed? 


a It's been changed very recently The exact day I 
couldn't give you, but within the last week. 


Q Was it done or was that a decision that was made 
in Korea when Shultz was there? 


is No. Without going into all the details. the 
decision, in essence, had been made before that trip. But it 
was Giscussed during our stops in China and in Korea and Japan. 


Q Would you raie this as a change in the policy of 
the United States toward North Korea? 


A No. As I've described it, it is a change in our 
contact guidance for our diplomats. Up until now, if they met 
North Korean diplomats, for example, they uere limited strictly 
to a sort of social interchange. They are now allowed to 
respond substantively when North Korean diplomats initiate 
conversations in neutral settings. 


Q Has there been cousultation with the Korean 
Government on this issue? 


ia) Yes, there has, and the Korean Government 
supports this. 

Q Does that mean that the United States diplomats 
are still not allowed to initiate conversations with North 
Koreans? 


I think the words that I have used are rather 
precise 


Q Just checking. 


Q What's the reason for the change? 


‘t Well, as I say, we are committed to reduction of 
tensions. And, as I described this, it's sort of a modest 
step. It's really to be available, to listen, if there's 
anything to be said, but as you all know this is really 
something that Koreans are going to have to discuss in the 
first instance. 


Q What about the report in the Yomiuri Shimbun that 
said that Secretary Shultz told Mr. Nakasone that there will be 
direct contact between North and South Korea very soon? 
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a That could only be in reference to what I've just 
described as a step 


Q Do you expect this kind of guidance chance will 
result in resumption of a North and the South dialogue? 


a Resumption of North-South dialocoue? 


Q Yes, this kind of guidance-changing will result 
in? 


ra I don't see this particular change in guidance on 
our contacts as leading to that particular result What we're 
seeking -- anc what I think the South Korean Government is 
seeking, what the Japanese Government, Chinese Government, all 
those involved -- 1s a relaxation of tensions on the Korean 
Peninsula 


If this step can contribute to that, that would be our 
objective But these questions of direct talks, for example, 
between the North ana the South are being pursued by those two 
parties 


Q So there is no chance for North Korea to have the 
direct dialogue with the United States? 


i I'm not quite sure what you're getting at but -- 


Q jo put it another wey, is the United States still 
opposed to a tripartite dialogue? 


a Well, I think, as I've just answered a number of 
questions to get at various asvyects of that, I think that's 
fairly clear, that what we're trying to do is take this 
relatively modest step concerning our own ability to listen to 
the North Koreans, at the same time recognizing that it's up to 
Koreans to initiate the kind of dialogue that will in the end 
lead to real relaxation of tensions 


Q Could 1 return to the INF talks you referred to 
earlier with the European Allies? Is this simply a 
continuation of what Kampelman and Glitman and others were 
doing in Brussels last week? Is this some new step? 


ra I think it would be most accurate to characterize 
it as an additional step The kinds of consultations that 
we've had within the Alliance have dealt with issues of 
verification But as I said in the statement, the basing 
countries are the ones who obviously have some very specific 
concerns 
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Did they request this? 


4 I don't know who requested it I think it's by 
mutual agreement 


Q How long do you expect the talks to go on and 
what's the venue? 


A The venue is here at the Department of State. 
think they're programmed for today 


Q Is it to be at the level of the embassies here? 


a I don't know the exact representation, but my 
impression is that it involves representatives from capitals 


Q From capitals 


Q The Soviets have said on the issue of 
shorter-range missiles that they would be willing -- after an 
INF agreement is signed. they would be willing at that point to 
begin negotiating on short-range things towards a reduction to 
zero in those forces Handling it sequentially like that, is 
that satisfactory from the United States point of view? 


- 1 don't want to go into the details of what our 
negotiating position will be and exactly what's going on in 
Geneva You're aware of the general parameters of what we 
consider to be a considerable INF agreement, and I just don't 
want to take it any further than that 


Q Do you have anything on the story in the 
Washington Times this morning concerning the sting operation in 
the Bahamas which was called off by the State Department? 





. No 


Q This morning the Miami Herald said that the 
United States, especially Mr. Elliott Abrams, tried to put a 
lot of pressure on Costa Rica to force them to abandon its 
policy of neutrality, and also that President Arias was 
considering issuing an energetic protest to the United States. 
Do you have any comment on that? 





a No, I don't 


Q Do you have anything on any changes in the 
President's January ‘86 directive on Iran? 


“ No 
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Q You mentioned earlier you had nothing on the 
Pollard case. Does that mean that the U.S. is still satisfied 
with the level of cooperation that Israel is providing? Does 
that guidance still stand? 


- I just don't have any comment on that. 


Q Papandreou is getting mad at the United States 
again, is refusing to site the VOA, saying the Defense Minister 
is not coming as scheduled, Cap Weinberger, on his trip next 
week, is not going to be going to Greece, as he would like. 


Can you give us an assessment, a reaction of the 
current state of play? 


s I'd start by saying that we have not yet seen the 
compiete text of the Prime Minister's remarks to which you 
refer, but we do remain strongly committed to working with the 
Greek Government to improve relations in a step-by-step 
fashion, and that Greece is a good friend and a long-time ally. 


We believe that we followed a balanced approach in our 
relations with Greece and Turkey, including in our security 
assistance proposals to Congress. 


This Administration, like its predecessors, does not 
believe, however, that any fixed ratio should be applied to our 
Security assistance programs to these two countries. 


There was another part of that statement which 
referred to the Voice of America facilities; and there, U.S 
and Greek negotiators last week reached an ad referendum 
agreement on our 'OA facilities in Greece, which we believe 
serves the interests of both countries. This text is being 
submitted to both governments for approval If it 1S approved 
by both governments, it will be signed at a time to be 
determined through diplomatic channels. 


Q Thank you. 
a Wait -- another area that we didn't cover? 


Q I wanted to talk about what was the threat from 
Turkey to Syria. That may have been asked before I arrived. 


S Threat from Turkey to Syria? 
Q Yes 


Q No I can't help you on that. 
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Q Well, it was to do with, allegedly, that they 
were going to go in to get the Kurds, bomb the Kurds in Syria 
It was in the daily paper. 


a I don't have anything to help you 


Q What about Under Secretary Spiers? Do you have 
any comment on his cover photograph? 


a Nothing new There was a document to which you 
ma“® reference which was partially observable. The Under 
Secrerary has said it was a mistake The matter is being 
investigated. The photograph in question was sent to the lab 
to discern whether or not any classified information was 
revealed, and we'll have some results in several days, which 
I'll be able to give you 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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MR REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two short announcements: Secretary Shultz will be appearing in 
open session before the Subcommittee on Foreign Operations of 
the House Appropriations Committee tomorrow, March 11, at 10:00 
A.M. The subject is the foreign affairs budget. Because of 
the Secretary's appearance, there will be no daily press 
briefing 


Secondly, the Department of State is releasing today 
Foreign Relations of the United States 1952-54, Volume VI, 
Western Europe and Canada The press release and a summary 
prepared by the Office of the Historian are available in the 
Press Office Ordering information is inclucedc in the press 
release for those who would like to have a voltuwe. 











That's all I have 


Q What is the status now of the verification 
provision that's going to be offered in Geneva now that that 
meeting was held yesterday? Do these governments have to 
approve it or what? 


ia First of all, as you say, the meeting was held 
yesterday, and as [ had said at the time, it was a one-day 
meeting They finished their consultations last night They 
made"excellent progress As a consequence, we would hope to 
soon be able to put down on the table in Geneva the 
verification provisions which we would like to put there [ 
can't tell you exactly when that will happen other than to say 
it will be soon 


Q What about approval? Do their parliaments have 
to approve any of this, or do -- 


a I don't think any of this requires parliamentary 
approval 


Q What are the verification provisions that you're 
talking about? 
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Those are the kind of details [ can't get into, 


Q You do not expect a subsequent meeting? 


a) In order to be able to put something on the table 
in Geneva, no; but we do expect there to continue to be 
meetings as we continue through the negotiations because this 
is just the opening round, of course, and now there will be a 
-give-and-take once we put down our provisions, and we see what 
the other side would like to have and that will very likely 
call for continuing consultations as time passes. 


Q Do you have anything about a C-47 being shot down 
somewhere in Central America? 


o No. 


Q Any reaction to Syrian troops storming the 
American University of Beirut campus and sort of cleaning it 
out of certain elements, if you wi1]l1? 


” No, [ don't. I. haven't seen anything except some 
press reporting on that. 


Q Do you have any response to the resignation of 
Arturo Cruz and how this will -—- 


Q Excuse me I can't hear you 


Q The resignation of Arturo Cruz -- do you have any 
response? And how do you think this is going to affect your 
chances of getting money on the Hill? 


a) First, in response to his resignation, Arturo 
Cruz has been a dedicated leader in the Nicaraguan Resistance, 
and his accomplishments warrant admiration and respect; and we 
would hope that Mr. Cruz will continue to be actively involved 
in the Resistance effort. Despite his resignation, the 
Resistance will continue; it's not dependent on any single 
individual And concerning prospects on the Hill, I'd really 
hesitate to speculate on that other than to say that the 
reasons which have been deemed worthy by the Congress in the 
past for voting in favor of assistance to the Resistance 
continue to be valid, continue to be worthy objectives, so that 
it is the Administration's feeling that that assistance should 
certainly continue. 


Q But the State Department has been jumping through 
hoops trying to rearrange the contra leadership, and Arturo 
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Cruz was certainly key to that reorganization. Doesn't that 
leave you without a leader at this point? 


a I don't know why you would come to that 
conclusion exactly. There is an agreed leadership within the 
movement. Some of those leaders have been there for quite some 
time. As I said earlier, the Resistance is not dependent on 
any one individual. [t's an organization made up of a diverse 
range of people, interests, movements. 


As [I understand it, the UNO leadership is meeting in 
Costa Rica today; had been meeting, even before he announced 
his resignation. 


Q How do you respond to the substantive criticisms 
that have been made in explaining his resignation, that the 
movement he was leading was unwilling to make substantive, make 
real democratic reforms. How uo you respond to that? 


A I can't respond directly. I think the UNO 
leadership ought to do that themselves -- it's their 
organization; but Mr. Cruz wished to make the Resistance more 
effective and more reflective of the broad opposition to the 
Sandinista regime, a proposal which has been agreed to by all 
the Resistance leaders. 


We understand that UNO, in a statement yesterday on 
Mr. Cruz' resignation, announced that the reforms already 
agreed to would go forward 


Q Something else -— there are reports again that 
Mr. Murphy is putting on his traveling shoes. Is the Assistant 
Secretary going to the Middle East? 


A I don't have anything to help you on that one. 


Q This is still in the region -- 
A Which region are we in now? 


In the Middle East, I guess -- heading toward the 
Middle East. Has the U.S. made any decision to restrict either 
information or cooperation of some sort or another with Israel, 
presumably in the aftermath of the Pollard case? Has something 
happened on that just recently -- this issue? 


A Not that [I'm aware of I just don't have 
anything on that. 


Q Chuck, the Soviets seem to be taking those 
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preliminary steps prior to another nuclear explosion. Does the 
State Department have any observations on that subject? 


4 Nothing other than to repeat what we've said ona 
number of occasions that that decision is a Soviet decision. 


Q Don't you think we have something to do with that 
decision by conducting our own nuclear tests? 


3) And there again, I'd refer you to what we've said 
many times about why we test and the reasons that we believe a 
continued testing program is in our national interest. 


Q Chuck, on Pollard -- 
Q Chuck, do you favor that the Israeli Government 


will undergo an extensive investigation, an in-house 
investigation, on the Pollard case? 


A That's something for the Israeli Government to 


decide. 


Q Do you have any comment on the split that there 
is between the Prime Minister and other members of the Cabinet? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the human rights 
Situation in Zaire and the -- 


“ No 
Q [t's been removed? 


Q With reference to this question earlier about the 
restrictions of informational cooperation with Israel, to which 
you answered, "Not that I'm aware of.“ There was a report that 
there are no high-level contacts and other reportage of that 
kind So I was wondering if we could get something of a fuller 
response? Didn't the [sraeli -- 


” I'd invite you first to check the record of the 
briefings over the last couple of weeks where that question has 
been addressed, specifically in a briefing by Phyllis, I 
believe, in which she mentioned, [ think, the fact that we 
would not have contacts, the United States officials would not 
have contacts with Israeli officials who were under indictment, 
for example, for espionage or other charges relating to the 
U.S So there is that on the record if that's what you're 
referring to. 
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[ mean apart from that, I[ mean, do “high level 
contacts" mean. discussing matters with the officials in Israel 
and discussing with officials at the I[sraeli Embassy, the 
ongoing cooperation between Israel and the United States and 
all these activities between the two countries -- has there 
been any lessening of that in any way? 


A Other than the statement that [ just referred to, 
I don't know of anything else which would fit the description 
that you're giving me. 


Q All right. Another question that I have is that 
there has been a lot of talk in which the charge is being wade 
that Israel is being arrogant, and it's putting Israel ina 
position where it's regarded as a vassal rather than an ally, 
and, therefore, it should obey the instructions that the United 
States might offer. I don't quite understand what the purpose 
of all these charges are, but that's the way they seem to come 
out. What's your response to something like that? 


a) I don't really have a response to that. 1 think 
it goes without saying that [Israel is a sovereign nation. ['d 
just leave it at that. 


Q Chuck, on something else? 


a Let's -~ there are a few people here who haven't 
had a first question yet. 


Q This is on -- this morning at the White House 
Marlin Fitzwater said that in regard to Secretary Weinberger's 
reported request for vindication for his stand on -- against 
the [ran/Contra affair, he mentioned that the Fresident is 
going to address this in his Saturday radio add.ess. He didn't 
mention Secretary Shultz. Is he hoping or expecting such 
vindication as well? 


a I don't have anything on that, and concerning 
‘yr one of the Secretaries, you'll have to keep talking to 
lite House. 


Q (Inaudible) -- he offered the same statement 
about -- 

A He did? 

Q Yes. 

i) There. You have your answer. Marlin himself 


spoke to it. 

















Tuesday, 3/10/87 


Q I'm sorry. I. didn't 


4 Your colleagues who were there. 


Q Yes. He did mention Shultz. Somebody asked 
him. He said, “I gave the same statemen’. regarding Shultz." 


Q Chuck, is there any consideration to releasing 
the testimony of Secretary Shultz which -- you know, earlier it 
was mentioned that there will be a release? 


a I don't have anything that will lead me to 
believe that that's imminent. 


Q Is it time for a second question? 
2) No. Someone else, please. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on a group of Soviet 
trade union officials who were apparently denied travel visas 
to the United States a few days ago? 


A What [ have are the reasons for which that group 
was denied visas. It involved a trade union delegation. The 
applications for visas were denied under Section 212(a)28(c) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act which makes an alien 
ineligible for admission to the U.S. because of a Communist 
membership or affiliation. 


While the McGovern Amendment provides for an automatic 
waiver recommendation for those who are inadmissible solely 
because of membership in a proscribed organization, tnis 
amendment was specifically amended again to exclude the 
automatic recommendation for “representatives of purported 
laber organizations in countries where such organizations are 
in fact instruments of a totalitarian state." 


That last part is known as the Baker Amendment which, 
I understand, was added to the legislation at the urging of the 
AFL/CIO. 


Q How many people were denied visas? 


A I don't have the information as to how many 
people were in that Group. 


Q Chuck, on that point, you say it's denied 
automatic. Does that mean the State Department can't -- 
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a) No. [It does not say it's denied automatically. 
McGovern Amendment provides for an automatic recommendation 
a waiver. 


Q Yes. 


i) That automatic recommendation for a waiver does 
not apply in the case of purported labor organizations, etc., 
etc. 


Q Well, if it is deemed to be in the interests of 
the United States, would there still not be an opportunity to 
make an application for a waiver that was not automatic? 
That's the point. 


A Whether or not that's possible, I just don't 
know. I'm not much of an expert in the law. In this 
particular case, this was the decision that was made, and I 
think this is not the first time, Don. [ think this follows a 
rather standard procedure for this kind of group. 


Q That labor people are not admitted from the 
Soviet Union? 


Aa That's right. 


Q Chuck, a big silverware question. Congressman 
Jack Brooks, who's Chairman of the House Government Operations 
Committee, has discovered that diplomatic silverware at US. 
Embassict around the world will be replaced at a cost of $2 
million. I wonder if all the silverware wore out at the same 
time? 


4 In fact, that's not quite accurate as you phrased 
it. There has been a program since FY-1979 to replace old 
Silverware with a new pattern. So that's been going on from 
FY-79 tnrough FY-86. Additional large expenditures are not 
anticipated. My information says that we intend to procure 
about 2500 remaining items to complete the replacement program 
-— that would be about $64,000 worth -- and then move into a 
maintenance program to replenish damaged, lost or worn out 
items in the remaining patterns. 


Q So this figure -- 


a I don't have anything on verification techniques 
or any other aspects. (Laughter) 


Q Well, then his figure is too large even for the 
whole program; is that the point or -- 
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” My Figure on the total program from '79 to '86 is 
just in excess of $2 million. 


Q Okay, so he's using apparently the figure for the 
whole program -- ’ 


es 


A You can assume that. I know that there is a 
hearing, I think, tomorrow, Wednesday, and the appropriate 
experts from the Department wil! be there to provide more of 
the data on this burning issue. . 


Q I was going to ask, are thev going to polish 
Congressman Brook's apple the next time. 


Q Can you tell us how many knives, forks and spoons 
are still to be procured under this new $56,000 (sic) -- or 
what it is -- program? 

a You want the breakdown of the 2,500? 

Q Yeah. 

+ I gave you. the figure. 

Q No, the ones that are still to be done; yeah. 

- Whether that includes knives, forks, spoons 
and/or ladles and other utensils, I just can't tell you, but 
I'd refer you to that briefing tomorrow. . And if you prefer to 


go there instead of covering the Secretary, feel free. 
Q Is this silver or silverplate? 


Q Are you going to auction them off to government 
employees? It's been done in the past. 


a) Whether that's been done in the past, I don't 
know. But there are regulations governing the disposal of this 
kind of property. It can be sold locally, it can be sent back 
here for auction, and I understara. that the existing silverware 
over the years has been taken care of in one or another of 
those ways. 


Q So how much -- can you offset your $2 million? 
(Laughter) 


A Now, this is an issue -~- we're allowed to talk to 
foreign diplomats about this issue in neutral settings. 
(Laughter) 








-9- Tuesday, 3/10/87 


Q Neutral-place settings. 
Q Is this U.S.-manufacturers or from the -- 
* i This is U.S. manufacturers. 


Q Anything on the talks here today of Mr. Czyrek? 
A No —-- Mr. Chirac? 


Q No, Czyrek. 


a Oh, Czyrek, the Polish -- no, I don't have 
anything on that yet, but we'll see what we can do. 

Q Chuck, same subject. Would it be possible to oet 
a posted readout afterward? 

6 On the Polish visit? 

Q That's correct. 

a We'll see what we can do. 

Q The Secretary will not be accompanying him 


downstairs, will he? 


o I don't believe so. 

Q What about Clark, will he be accompanying him? 

a I don't believe so. 

Q What time is the meeting scheduled? What time 
are they meeting? ~ 

o With the Poles? 

Q Yes. 

“ 3:30. 


Q No readout with Mr. Clark either? 


” No. 


Charles, could I ask about the question that was 
raised here by Prime Minister Shamir when he was here regarding 
immigration? We did get a response from the podium that it's 
U.S. law to permit them to come here if they want to come here, 
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etc., etc But can we have a spell-out in the form of a 
rationale that says who is a refugee, what is his privilege? 
If somebody coming out of the Soviet Union no matter what his 
background is a refugee, what about the documentation, what 
effect that has on his entrance here, and so forth and so on? 
Can we get something like that so we know exactly what the 
position is of the United States and not something that's said 
to be the law or not the law? 


a If you are specifically interested in those kinds 
of details, please talk to people in the Press Office and 
they'll arrange for you to get in touch with the appropriate 
experts 


Q Is the United States still fully satisfied with 
the level of cooperation from the Israeli Government on the 
Pollard affair? 


a I don't have any new reading on that 

Q Do you stand by your old guidance on that? 

. I just have nothing new on that 

Q Do you have any response to a news conference 
yesterday in New York by an Iranian, where he spoke about 
returning money to the United States Government -- something? 

- Something? 

Q He talked about returning money -- $6 million - 

Q The son of Rafsanjani 

“ The son of Rafsanjani? We don't have any 
confirmation of the man's identity That's about all [ can 


say, other than to say that we've also seen press reports that 
the Iranian Mission to the U.N. said that this man is an 
impostor and that he's not related to Mr. Rafsanjani 


Q Does he have $6 million? (Laughter) 


“& Beyonce that, he has not been in contact with 
anybody in the State Department. 


Q Is he under investigation for having been part of 
this, alleging that he was part of it? 


a I have no other information on this individual 
whoever he may be. 
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? Q On which visa did he enter the United States? 
= I don't know 
» 
Q He said he was, I think, getting on a plane and 


coming here to meet people in the Administration. You can't 
confirm anything like that? 


a No 


Q Anything on the end of the proximity talks in 
Geneva on Afghanistan? 


A No 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing at 12:27 p.m.) 
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s i, folks. We'll start our BACKGROUND 
BRIEFING with - Be has very little tise so -- 


Q Well, goodby. (Laughter.) Have a nice day. 
Q Thanks for stopping by. 


SBWICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: e should be doing this 
afterwards when we will have conducted the substance. This 
represents the second of these talks at least at ay level. We've 
had, as you know, for the last couple of years what have been called 
regional experts talks on five subjects -- the Middle Bast, 
Afghanistan, Southern Africa, the Par Bast, Central Aserice. 


Baving gone through those two rounds, we had discussions 
last -- late August at *7 level to cover a variety of different 
regional subjecte in anticipation of Shevardnadse's visit. We 
decided this year we'd have another creck et regional issues secross 
the board before setting the dates for the regional exports -- 
experts talks to follow. 


These represent an important component of the broad 
agenda as far us we're concerned because we have tended to sve the 
regional iseves as the focal point of conflict in our relationship 
with the Soviet Union over the years. On those occasions where we've 
been able to work out an accommodation of interest as in Ber in, 

oun 1972, that foreshadowed general improvement in East-West relations. 

: By the same token or conversely, when there was @ general down-turn 
on those issues as in the late 1970's, it was a harbinger of 
difficulty likewise across the board. 


Thies is a timely soment, we think, to engage. Tse Geneve 
round has just finished. I guess this is Geneva 8. They have 
focused primarily upon the tiseteble for s Soviet withdrawal in 
Afghanistan. The Soviets have not yet ste to the hard ieeue 
it eppeare because they are still putting forward timetables that are 
of euch length that they're not credible and serious offers ae fer as 
the Muje in or the Pakistanis are concerned. Sut we'll sake that 
@ central iseve in the discussion. 


whe eoends ia relatively - ft would e t the other 
issues that would come will certainly include an Asise-Canbodian 
iseve and Korea. Shever se just returned froe a trip to Southeast 
Asia -- in fect, I guess, is returning ower the weekend. And f'11 
see hia either Monday or Tuesday. With the Secretary just beck fros 
Bortheast Asia, there will be some conversation or t subjects. 


In the Middle Bast, I would expect the Gulf War. the 
middle Best = process to be the focal point of discuseiva. 
ce -—- 


Southern Afr perhaps the Ched issue, the Sorn, ané Central 
Apecica. 
That cepresents the © of subjects that we expect to 
come up. Ae I say, we attach considerable ‘aportance to this and 
MORB 
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this will be part of the general preparation for the Secretary's 
visit to Moscow in aid-April. 


Q You talk about the Soviet withdrawal frosa 
Afghanieten. I believe Shevardénedse recently a= of 2? ssnvths when 
he was in sengnes last week or so. Give us a sactercisation of the 
Soviet situation in Afghanistan right now with particular attzsntion 
to what they're doing or promoting slong the border with Pavietan. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that on the 
military side they have intensified while focusing sore sharply their 
military endeavors through the Speténas units and 
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in recent gonthe, they've focused the ectivit raphica 
the Pek border in order to disrupt the ounpig’ tlass. ebiak con 
ace wrestling with the hard iseves in relationship to this conflict 
largely because they undoubtedly recognise the considerable burden it 
represents, in the unlikelinood that they can prevail -- whether they 
stay in Afghanistan, yet, sometiae they can't translate their 
military power into effective legitimacy for their client regine. 


Q Well, what kind of casualties are -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 0 during the period in 
which they have been engaged in intensified military sctivity, it 
would appeer that Najibulleh hes had no success in 
resistance commanders, in luring refugees home, in find 
prestigious Afghans associated with previous governments to lend 
theic prestige to the current cegime. And therefore, since this is « 
political struggle, they've had really no success. 


But while they have acknoledged that a process of 
nationel reconciliation gust include le who bave taken up ares, 
people who have left the country, sonarchists and others whe have 
been essociated with previous regises, they have essentially focused 
their effort on trying to associste oe with the current 
government, and that siaply won't work. resistance won't play, 
and it will fail, as it hae failed today. 


Q Two things. rently, the latest Soviet offer, if 
I'm not sisteken, was along the lines of 18 sgonthe -- 


SBWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q -- and also -- ané the Pakistanis, I believe, vere 
pushing for seven or eight gonths, something like that? Ie that not 
correct? And it was called “a compromise on both sides.* Firstly, 
how auch sovesent have you seen in the Soviet position, even though 
you sey that it's still unacceptable? And secondly, is it true, as 
we've been seeing, thet the Soviets are interested in the return of 
the Aten cr the poset-king, or whatewer? Is that « reasonable 
aseunption 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a question I'd 
rather withhold a j t om until I get back and have hed these 
talks. We have not discussed this issue with them recently. It is 
my impression that while there's been some reduction in the 
timetable, and of course these talks unfold ower sonths, sonthe ’ 
you get a new offer, the offer is « little shorter than the prev 
one, but in the seanwhile, you've had siz, seven sonths between the 
rounds. And a6 long as these are described in timetables that go 
well be @ year, they're not genuinely serious. Our position hes 
always thet this t to be -- the timetable ought to be 
related to logistic requirements. It's not some bargaining process 
in which come down « month, then we 44 @ sonth, cose 
down another sonth, end you ed@ enother sonth, then. That isn't the 
nature of this game. The Soviets got in fast, they should get out 
fast. le. 

Sic, how 60 you sesess Shevardénadse's clearly 
Gemonstretive vieit to Southeast Asie? f sean, is that endorsing « 
whole process there? Is thet solidifying things with -- 


GBBIOR ADAIWIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, It think 
Gasetentesty since the epeech that Mr. Gorbechew gave in Viadivostok 
ast July, I guess, there has been « clear effort by the Soviet Union 

















to broaden their diplomatic and political activities in asis. 

They'we beletedly recognised this is an area of considerable 
isportence, It's an area in which Hr) | have not been « big player. 
Theic trade is negligible. Their silitary deployments have 
increased. They're both on the Chins ic. And their navel 
deployments over the last 16-17 years, going back te '69 = but they 
haven't been able to translate thet outside Indochina into any real 
foothold of influence. And the countries with whos ‘ve been acet 
Closely associated, as in North Korea or Vietnas, have countries 
that hewe been left behind in the econosic er of the regicn. 
So I think they rc nise this ie en ares in wh they have not bees 
a very effective influence and they're trying to catch up. 


3 On -- on -- 


re} According to the State Department estiaates now, the 
Soviet Union is now supplying Niceregue with somewhere over $600 
sillion @ year, thet there's -- sost of that is ofl, but same of it 
is silitery lies as well. Do expect this to be « centrel 
topic of a topic in your conversations? 


SBUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL ! would expect it would 
be, yes. 


Q What's your -- what's your focus, though? And whet 
-- how do you engage thes in conversation on this? 


SBNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Yes, I think they're -- 
they're engaged in increasing deliveries of siltary equi t, an 
area of great sensitivity to us, and we, obviously, would lite to eee 


thet stopped. 


Q On Southeast Asia, two things -- firet of all, there 
wae an assassination etteagt against Shevarcdnedse, apperentiy, in 
Leos. I don't know if we know who is behind that or -- 


SBBIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL I don't knew, I just sew 
thet report yesterday. 


Q@ ané secondly, the -- we relessed some U-2 photographs 
in Austrailia of the Soviet build-up in Cameron Bay with carrier 
fleets and long-rc bombers, and so forth. How such of an issue 
are going to sake of this with the Soviets. 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Yes, i think the 
principal ieeve is -- thet we'll caise is the Cambodian question 
where -- at least Soviet allies invaded the non-sligned countries, 
occupied it now for nearly —— years, ané they are, as in 
Afghanistan. There -- there been « strong silitery presence thet 
can't translate into legitisecy for the local government and there's 
a need for a political resolution. { don't know that one can see the 
aakinge of @ settlement there yet. Sut, certainly, the resistance 
hee saintained its position, it's growing in strength. 

Vietnamese have not drawn the appropriate conclusion, froma our 
atendpoine, but there ere lesderehin chances teking p'ere in Banoi. 
and it'll be @ chance to et least explore whether or not there's any 
-- the potential for diplomatic opportunities there. 


Q What are you looking for in teres of the Nidédle Best 
discussions? Sow would you -- 


SBMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Well, the Soviets 
norsally ceiee thie iseve, and they rceiee it with an eye to try to 
pin down their cole in international conferences. Pros our 
standpoint, the ie to focus their attention on things they 
can 60 that would be sore constructive, such as pap ap BH own 
relationship with Iereel and edjueting their ition on gration, 
encouraging the PLO to drop intransigent positions, reminding thea 
thet theic close friends, such as Syria, 
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have been playing a spoilerc’s role in these discussions. We will 
focus also on the Gulf War where there at least hed been some 
parellel interest, clearly, in preventing an Iranian victory. Sut, 
that percallel interest has never been convertible into parallel or 
joint sctions as yet. 


MR. BOWARD: Folks, I know this is a little shorter than 
usual, but I do have to get his out of here. Se's got another 
appointment. Want to do one more with Barry? 

SEBIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: One gore. 

Q Sacry -- 

Q Yes, hey -- 

Q -- you're on. 

Q You seid you perhaps sight get the Central Americe 
éiecussions. Does that suggest any reluctance on your part to telk 
about Centrel America and Nicaragua? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It ien't our favorite 
subject to discuss with the Soviet Union. That's an area in which we 
have a special role and I wouldn't oach thet with enthusisasa. 
But, there are some points that we clearly wish to sske. 

Q Can you anewer one atas control question? ‘s the 
administration negotiating with the Senate about possibly sticking to 
the restrictive interpretation of the treaty for a year in return for 
adequate Star Ware funding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: {I don't -- you'll have 
to call on sy colleague. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We heave no comment on 
thet et this tise. 


) It's true, hub? (Laughter.) 
Q That's a big help. (Laughter.) 
Q Can we have thet on the record? 
TER PRESS: Thank you. 
BND 1014) A.M. 88T 
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MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon. Can I have your 
attention, please? We're about to begin the BACKGROUND briefing on 
the visit of Kenya President Moi. Por your information and not for 
blication or use by sound or camera, the background briefer is our 
+ Por reporting 
referred to @ senior 






’ Neie e 
administration official. 
SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sut not “she.* 


Let me just say a few words by way of introduction about 
the purposes of the visit and the events that will teke place as part 
of the visit. The invitation to President Moi to make this worki 
visit to Washington was extended in January George Shults when 
visited Kenya for three days. ‘it was accepted on the spot. It's a 
working visit, not a state visit. 


President Moi will be meeting with, and lunching with 
President an. He will be meeting with the Secretary this 
afternoon -- retary Shultz. And we will be having a dinner with 
the Secretary of State and others as part of the visit. There will 
be also meetings at DOD with Secretary Weinberger and e@ lunch with 
the Vice President. 


President Moi hae been to Washington twice before in « 
1981 working visit, and he peid a state visit to Washington in 1960, 
so thie is hie third time officially. 


The reasons for the visit are fairly standard: to 
underscore the i ctance we attach to our bilateral relationship 
with Kenya. f think it's fair to say that the United States’ 
relationship with Kenya has more elements than some others around the 
worlé. It goes back a long way. It's been fairly steady and quite 
strong ever since 1962, the time of Kenyan independence. We have 
strategic inteceste in the region, we have very generalised interests 
in seeing that Kenya continues a¢ a stable country with e relatively 
healthy econoay. 


Thece ere, of course, as i* elenat siwave the case, some 
clouds on the horison. Maybe they'll stey on the horison. We have 
one of the lacgest Peace Corps yy in the world, the largest in 

ve or take « few volunteers. We have 


suppose partly because it's an attractive plece to live ané work. 
Sut I think lergely because there are a nuaber of interesting thinge 
pes Be _ nm terms of the kinds of activities that they're 


We've got 90-plus 0.8. cegganiee with interests in Kenya 
of one sort or another. ‘we got 6,000 Americans living there, and 
Gong Gage Case Clee che cane 0 Gear) oreez feet Oe Seartene. Ané 
that, of course, is an importent element of the relationship. 


Our purposes, in the context of this visit, as I said 
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East Africa. We would like to look at some issues on the econosic 
side, particularly private investment. The Kenyans say they vant 
moce private investment. But, unfortunately at the moment, U.S. 
investment hes been declining slightly and we would like to work with 
them on ways tc turn that around. We aleo want to talk with thes on 
some of the regional developments -- Sudan in particular -- where the 
Kenyans have a strong interest and in our view ace playing «a 

rey | role. We will, naturally in the courcse of the various 
bilatecials, ceview any and a1] issues that are part of the 
relationship, and that will include human rights. 


On the Kenyan side, I, of course, won't know exactly 
what's on theic mind until they sake theic presentations to the 
Secretaries and the President and the Vice President. Sut, I think 
it's faic to eseume -- and certainly what I've been hearing in 
Nairobi for the last several aonths is -- and I've only been there 
for three and a half aonths -- is a faicly high degree of unhappiness 
with declining 0.8. assistance levels. And, i's confident that that 
remains on their agenda. How they will actually articulate that 
concern I won't know until, ee I said, I hear it. Aid levels are 
dropping. Unless somebody has a particulars interest in the figures, 
I think I'll leave it at that. 


Q How substantial is it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Happy to take questions. 
Yee? 

: Bow substantial is the aid? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How substantial is the 
aid? 


Q Tf that's what they're worried about, how big is it? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- well, 
*“substantial® of course, is something that I think is in the eyes of 
the beholder. The -- our aid program has been very significant in 
Kenya. The total figures, just to give = a rough idea, 1964 -- 
talking fiscal year -- all eccounts, silitery, economic, $111 
million. Then it started to slide -- and that included some disaster 
relief in connection with the 1964 drought -- food assistance. Then 
it slipped to $101 million. Eighty-eisz wae $686.4 million. This 
fiscal year, we're talking $$2.9 ailiion. 


Q Would you give me thet number again? 

SBMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This fiscal year, fiscal 
‘87, the totel aid figure ie $$2.9 million. That's made of 
development assistence, PO-480 economic support funde, ailitary 
assistance, including and IMET. 

C Why «= they've been cut in half over four yeare. 


SBEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The budget squeese in 
the United States. 


Q What's their cequest for next year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The request for neat 
year is $63.1 million. And we've also 
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requested a supplemental of $3 million in MAP assistance. 


Q Can you tell us -=- there have been a lot of charges 
of human rights abuses and it's getting worse there. Can you give us 
some idea of what's going on and how big an issue this human right 
abuse is likely to become in the talks here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me start with 
the second part of it. It's an issue that is clearly going to be on 
the table and it will be discussed. It's hard to say how big or 
small an issue it will be. But I think it's fair to say that there 
will probably be more time devoted to the issue than there would have 
been last year. 


In terms of what is actually happening in Kenya, it's 
hacd to be very precise about actual events. Clearly, there are a 
number of concerns being expressed and, clearly, there are 
allegations of activities which, if true, would be of serious concern 
to us. Beyond that, I think you have to break it out into political 
issues, presse freedom, general dissent, detention -- that sort of 
thing. But it's an issue. 


Q Ie this a totalitarian state? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: [ would not describe 
Kenya ae a totalitarian state, no. 


What's the nature of the human cights problems? Is 
it government against dissenters or various guerrilla groups? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The iseves that are 
being discussed by everyone who is looking at the human cights 
question at the moment are primarily focused on the actions that are 
being taken by the government to deal with an organisation called 
Mwakenys, which is described the government of Renys as 4 
subversive organization with the intent to overthrow the government. 
And le have been arrested, tried, and convicted for their 
participation in Mwakenya. 


The concerns that have been expressed, which you -- [ 
think you've seen articulated -- are basically whether, in the 
process of re . to its own concerns about Mwakenya, the 
government of Kenya is going beyond the area of addressing subversion 
and, in the process, cestricting legitimate dissent. We describe 
thie iseve as best we could at the time in this year's human rights 
segese: And it is an area which we will continue to look at very 
carefully. 


Q Ace they communist, the opposition group? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: f couldn't characterise 
them one way or another. Some le have characterised them as 
communists. I don't recall, frankly, that that's a key element in 
all of this. I might ask my colleague over here who has watched thie 


@ iittle longer than I have whether that's a key iesue. But it's not 
my iepression that it. 


0 Row Go you spell the name of that organisation? 
SBUIOR AOMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: M-W-A-K-B-N-Y-A, 

Q ts that two words? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, one word. 

Q Te the © email? 

GENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yee. 

Q You have these allegations of torture. Ie there any 
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‘ reason to believe they're true, that they're systematically torturing 


\. people? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: {I don't think that we at 
this stage ere in a position to say that they are. And there is 
every evidence to support our view that = =e of the cnmaent 

n tec 


ros g-=- . does not condone systematic torture and, t, one of De 
yah — we have made and will continue to seke to the government is t we 
ee ee Se aseume that they ate as concerned a8 we a1] would be and will 


continue to investigate these allegations. 


Q Well, how will it come up? You said it's ooogy | to 
be -- have a little more attention this year than it sight have in 
previous years. How would you characterise what our side will tell 
theic side if the government of Kenya is, in fact, interested in 
stopping the abuses? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have to be careful 
about identifying the reasons why it would be a larger issue this 
year then it would be last year. Obviously, a number of le. would 
argue thet it ie a bigger probles thie year. Whether that is or 
ao true, certainly a lot of people are saying it's « bigger 
problea. 


‘ 
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and that clearly sakes it « sore visible issue. And we have the kind 
of relationship with Kenya, ané I'a going to do my darndest to keep 
it that way when I'a out there, that allows us to talk to the 
government officials, and for that satter, a vaciety of people, about 
these kinds of {esues quietly, as friend-to-friend. 


I would anticipate, and obviously I can't predict with 
any certainty what senior officials in this government will say any 
more than I can predict with certainty what President Moi will say. 
But I would anticipate that it would be « reasonably friend) 
exchange in which we, as we have already done, indicate our feces, 
generalised concerns about huma> rights everywhere, and our desire to 
continue these discussions with tie Kenyans and the fact that we will 
express our views about perticular events. 


Q Se you ve new silverware for your embassy yet? 


SENIOR ADMIN: .TRATION OFFICIAL: {I don't think we've 
ordered any, but I'm going to go back and find out. 


Q Who is asking the allegations on human rights? 
Where acre @11 of these human cights charges coming froa? reéesan 
Wolpe was there cecently, and he had something to say. Save there 
been other charges, like Aanesty International or any other -- other 
areas in which the charges of human rights abuses have been sade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- I'm sure some of 
you have seen recent press coverage on this issue. The charges are 
coming from some individuale in the legal profession inside a. 
They are also coming from some Kenyan exiles. Wow, this I've « aply 
been told. I'm in Maicobi, I'm not outside of Nairobi. Rather, I's 
not outeide of Kenya. 


Congreseman Wolpe, when he visited Nairobi, was not 
expressing his own particular charges, but rather was sharing 
information he hed received, and expressing his concern about trends 
in Kenya, should that information prove to be correct. 


I don't have a transcript of his press conference in 
front of ae, but I have gone over it pretty carefully. Sut he wasn't 
bringing his own persone’ charges to that press conference. 


Q Did we protest over his -- how they treated his 
there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To whos? 


Q To the Kenyan government. Didn't they cut off « 
number of hie presse conferences, or hie efforts to contact people? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They restricted one 
meeting and asked that another not take place, and that was the 
extent of it. And to this day, I can't tell you why that happened. 

MR. POPADIUK: We'll take one sore question. 

Q But hie echedule was not cancelled completely. It 
did -- he did be back on schedule, and he did conduct some of his 
scheduled meetings. 

MR. POPADIUK: This will be the last question. 


Q Can you sention somethi about the silitery 
aesietance and the etrategic importance of -- 


GBUTOR ADMIGIGTRATION OFFICIAL: {t's sorry. Sacvee se? 


Q os Fe say something about the asilitary 
goelerence of the Oni States and the strategic importance of the 
country 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- we're very 
concerned about the $0 percent cut in military assistance to Kenya, 
because it -- if we're reetricteé to thet level of assistance, $7.5 
million over any extended period of time, it's going to mean thet we 
can't continue basic programs which we've agreeé with the Kenyans 
serve our mutual objectives in the region. Ané <= well, their 
standard programs, some hardware, soma treining, some exchanges under 
IMET, et cetere. 


We think these programs ere important for « number of 
reasons. Fircet, Kenya's strategic location, seconé, the fact thet 
the military in Kenya is a good, professionel organisation. Ané we 
believe that strengthening thet inetitution as « professionel 
institution is an important objective for us. It's elec important 
for the Kenyans. Ané Kenye is very accommodating when the Dnited 
States asxe for -- oh, port visits, owerflights, that sort of thing. 
So to support @ -- an effective professional military, to reinforce « 
close relietionship with an ally, « reletioneship which -- which brings 
to us very specific benefite in terms of activities thet we want to 
Support in the region. 


We fee) we absolutely must heve e minimal level of 
military esesistance. And if you look at the supplemental request 
thet was Submitted, very few countries in Africa were on that list, 
but Kenye was one of then. 


Q Was thet the administretion or Congress thet's 
cutting the money? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he said one more 
guestion, but <= 


Q o-< one. 
MR. POPADIUK: You can leave -- now. 
Q I would like -- 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know I can. The 
answer to thet question as you -- know quite well isn't thet simple. 
If I stané up here ané sey Congress is cutting it, you're going to 
tell me, weit @ minute, it's the administration that decides on the 
levels. It's a very compliceted process. We work within reduced 
overell levels. Within those reduceé overall levels, we heve to 
define priorities very carefully. We heve haé to go slong with some 
cuts on the Kenyan accounts because of the cuts in the overell 
levels. We heve trieé to keep those cuts to « minimus. 


But if the administration haé ite wey, those levels 
wouldn't have been cut. Okay? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
EWD 2:25 P.M. BST 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 12, 1987, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Let me begin with some announcements 


First, as some of you may know, the President 
announced yesterday an initiative to help end hunger in 
sub-Saharan Africa by establishing a common long-term goal for 
all U.S. economic programs and policies in sub-Saharan Africa 
to end hunger in the region through economic growth, policy 
reform and private-sector development There was a press 
release put forward by the White House yesterday afternoon 


This afternoor here in this Briefing Room at 3:15 
p.m., there will be a follow-up briefing by Chester Crocker, 
Peter McPherson, and James Conrow, Deputy Assistant Secretary 


for Developing Nations at Treasury This will be an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing on this initiative on ending hunger in 
Africa 3:15 

Seconcgiy, on March ijl, a court in Prague convicted 
five leaders of the Jazz Section of the Czech Musicians Union 
of allegedly “operating an illegal enterprise," and handed down 
sentences ranging from 16 months in prison to 8 months 
suspended plus three years probation The conviction and 
sentencing of the Jazz Section's leaders is the latest step in 
the Czechoslovak authorities efforts to neutralize the Jazz 
Section In sentencing the defendants, the judge explicitly 


praised the high cultural level of the Jazz Section's works 
That the authorities should acknowledge the Jazz Section's 
contributions to culture at the same time they sentenced its 
leaders to prison is unjust and absurd and clearly demonstrates 
that the trial was contrived to limit further independent 
cultural activities on the part of the country's citizens The 
United States condemns the conviction of the Jazz Section's 
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leaders and calls on the Czechoslovak authorities to respect 
the human rights and fundamental freedoms enshrined in the 
Helsinki Final Act and to cease the persecution of the 
significant voice for independent cultural expression. 


Q Copy, please? 
‘ Yes. 


Q And, thirdly, on March 12 -- that's today -- the 
United States tabled at the negotiations on Intermediate-range 
Nuclear Forces in Geneva a treaty article providing for on-site 
inspection. This treaty provision was developed in close 
consultation among the NATO Allies With this article, the 
United States has completed tabling its draft INF Treaty, the 
other parts of which we put forward on March 4 


The United States looks forward to working out with 
the Soviet Union in Geneva an effective verification regime, 
including on-site inspection as an essential part of a sound 
and durable INF Treaiy 


I know you're going to have some questions Let me 
talk just a minute about the verification requirements that 
we're putting forward ] assume there's probably interest in 
that 

Our basi objectives are three-fold First, to ensure 


confidence in the agreement which in itself will act as a 
stablizing element; second, to deter violations by increasing 
the risk of detection; and, third, to permit quick and 
unambiguous detection of any violations, thereby providing 
timely warning of a potential or real threat to Allied security 


Now, to do that, our compehensive approach to 
verification consists of six basic elements 


First, provision for the use of and non-interference 
with national technical means, a requirement -- this is still 
the first item; there are several items here -- a requirement 
for the broadcast of engineering measurements on missile 
flights, a ban on encryption and a ban on concealment measures 
that impede verification 


Second, specification of areas and facilities where 
treaty-limited systems must be located and prohibition against 
having them elsewhere. 
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Third, reciprocal exchanoce of a specified 
comprehensive set of data related to treaty—limited systems and 
their support facilities and equipment 


Fourth, reciprocal updating of this data 


Fifth, specialized procedures for destruction, 
Gismantlement and conversion of lonc-range INF systems, 
including on-site inspection 


And sixth, on-site inspection and monitoring initially 
when the-treaty goes into effect and subsequently to ensure 
compliance with the treaty limitations 


and, finally, although I do have some other 
information, if there are questions, I might talk just a minute 
about what we mean in terms of on-site inspection, which is one 
of these six elements that I just mentioned And there our 
verification regime consists of three types of on-site 
inspection and monitoring provisions 


First, an initial, comprehensive inspection tc confirm 
the baseline data 


Secon inspections to verity the elimination of 


systems reduced under the provisions of the treaty 


And third, inspectior aod permanent presence to 
verify the permitted residual levels of treaty-limited 


systems This tinal set of measures includes permanent 
monitoring of certain critical U.S and Soviet facilities for 
the production, final assembly, repair and storage of 
treaty-limited systems It includes short—notice inspections 
of other so-called declared U S. and Soviet facilities, and it 
includes provisions for other short-notice inspections at U.S. 
and Soviet facilities in the event of compliance concerns 


What I've tried to do here is to pick out the 
highlights of what's included now in this package that we put 
forward today in Geneva. 


Q Can we have a copy? 


is) It'll take us a while to consolidate that, but we 
can put that in some final form for you 


Q On the inspections, is there any numerical limit? 
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ia) Those are the kind of thinas that have to be 
negotiated. 


Q But in this draft that you've tabled today in 
Geneva, there are no numbers in the blanks? 


o Let me leave it as saying that's something that 
has to be negotiated. 


Q When you talk about critical U.S. and Soviet 
facilities, and you talk about permanent presence, what about 
-—- a two-part cuestion -- the missile sites in Western Europe? 
Are they to be included? And are you saying that the Soviets 
would have the right to have permanent inspection at the places 
where the United States has put the 160 Cruises, the 108 
Pershings, and the sites that are being prepared for additional 
nuclear weapons? 


ia I think you'll find, at least, the generic answer 
to those questions, Barry, if you look closely at all the 
material I read to you It talks about certain declared 
facilities, it talks about treaty-limited systems. It 
obviously talks about both the U.S. and Soviet systems and 
facilities In some cases, those happen to be, as you point, 
in Western Europ: 


Q The reason I'm asking 1s because you talk about 
U.S. and Soviet facilities But I'll bet those are not 
technically U.S. faciliti: 

is) That's why 

Q There's national sovereignty involved So when 
you talk about U.S. and Soviet facilities, you means “U.S." in 


quotes, I take it? 


ms If that's the way you want to put it As you 
know, we were in consultation with our Allies because many of 
these systems are based on their territory 


Q Is that permanent monitoring -- is part of that, 
at jeast, envisioned to be technical means instead of on-site 
human monitoring? 


& Well, once again, when you see the details of the 
provisions, I talked about national technical means, but I also 
talked about permanent presence on the ground in other cases 
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Q Well, 1 think what he weant is, are we proposing 
black boxes rather than human inspectors at these various spots? 


6 Well, that's the kind of detail that I'm not 
prepared to answer at this point. Once again, I think the 
language is pretty clear. You're welcome to take a close look 
at it. If you think there are things that need to be 
clarified, I'll be happy to come back to it. 


Q When was this tabled in Geneva? Today? 
6 Yes 
Q Not that I object to your revealing the position 


in public hours after you give it to the Russians, but it is 
is this not unusual to go through the entire set of proposals, 
some of which are very strict? Doesn't it make it more 
difficult for you to negotiate the contents? 


A The Soviets obviously know what the contents are, 
but there has been a great deal of interest in this particular 
question of verification It is, of course, as you all know, 
one of the major issues to be negotiated at Geneva And, as a 


consequence, by giving you this information today, it's simply 
an attempt to let you understand the kinds of issues that are 
going to be confronted But, as you point out, it 18 a 
negotiating process 


Q Chuck, what is the negotiating process now that 
the talks themselves have adjourned? Where will this be 
negotiated? 


(\ Ihe IN! part of the talks have not adjourned 
They're going to continue, I think I saw From spokesmen in 
Geneva, for at least several weeks, but I don't know that they 
have a determined end point as of now But, certainly, this 


week and next week is a minimum, I think 

Q There, when you say “other short-—notice 
inspections,” is there more that you can say about the 
challenge inspections? 


Q Surprise? 


ia I don't know that I have anything more on that 
particular question. 
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Q That's one of the key -- wait a minute, let him 
answer this on 


ia No, I don't really have anything that would help 
you on that one. 


Do you have another question, John? 
Q No 


Q Chuck, will the Administration be proposing or 
will it need to propose any new domestic legislation in the 
U.S. to permit Soviet inspection of private American faciiities 
producing nuclear weapons technology or equipment? 


a That particular question was discussed in some 
detail on Sunday, on one of the programs that I saw, between 
Ambassador Kanpelman and Senator Bumpers, I believe I think 
they reached the appropriate conclusion, which is, it's too 
early to tel! We'll have to see what kind of verification 
provisions are worked out before one can tell whether 
legislation would or would not be needed 


Q Okay But it 1s the Administration's intent, 
then, to negotiate and make promises to the Soviets on the 
question of on-site inspection and then subsequently to proceed 
domestically in accordance with those promises? 1 don't 
understand how you can make a promise to Lhe Russians about 
something that you may not be able to accomplish inside the U.S 

a I don't want to really speculate as to how this 
might unfold because 1] just don't know But I'm not sure that 


it necessarily follows that the scenario you have set forward 
is exactly the way it would b« 


For example, we are working closely with the 
Congress There are Congressional advisors, for example, 
observer grcups, so that there are going to be people on the 
Congressional side of this involved as we go along And so I! 
think it's reasonable to assume that we would start to think 
about those questions at some earlier staas 


Q Is it reasonable to assume, in the position you 
have laid on the table, that you do have specific numbers on 
all of these things which you're going to talk to the Russians 
about? 1 mean, you said it's a basis for negotiation, but one 
can certainly -~ I don't think you're giving away the fort to 
say, yes, we do have specific numbers 
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A I think it's logical to assume that we have some 


numbers in mind, if that's what you're asking 


Q The Soviets long ago agreed in principle to 
on-site inspection Do you know whether the Soviets will 
accept it? 


a Concerning the Soviet position, they have 
recently made some public pronouncements that appear promising 
in this matter but have not yet translated them into concrete 
proposals in Geneva. 


We will continue to urge such concrete Soviet 
agreement to effective verification measures iri pursuit of an 
agreement that effectively and verifiably protects our 
collective security interests 


Q Well, when you sai 
A We hope that Secretary Gorbachev's recent calls 
for more openness will auger well for resolving these concerns 


and avoiding new ones in future arms control treaties 


Q I asked you about on-site inspection That's, of 
course, what you mean, when you say they've made statements 
that appear promisina - with reference to on-site inspectior 


you mean, don't you? 


id Well, mine was in reference to verification, 
that's obviously an important aspect of verification J 
couldn't pin them without coing back into the procedure of 


on-site inspections 


Q Th, ittaches to Roy's very good question here 
You're announcing a position, it's negotiable, and now you're 
going a number there, and if the Russians are good guys they'll 
go for it 


So let me break this down into two parts The 
Russians have actuelly, positively announced that they're in 
favor of on-site inspectior Based on that, my question is, do 


you expect them to then to accept most or all or some of these 
details, or do you think you've got a problem’ 


6 I wouldn't want to try to make that kind of a 
prediction for you This 1s a negotiation We're putting down 
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on the table our ideas. One would expect that the Soviets 
would do likewise The object of all of this is to then engage 
in a serious give-and-take which produces an agreement 


Q All right, then, I want to follow up Roy's 
question by asking if this public announcement is designed to 
bring pressure on the Soviet Union to accept a very tough 
regimen of inspection? 


a No, not at all. I think that's part of the 
equation here is that both sides understand the need for a very 
effective verification regime. I think most of these elements 


that we're talking about are the kinds of elements that, acain, 
both sides would expect in one way or another to be 
incorporated. 


Q What kind of -- or how significant were changes 
made to your proposal as a result of the talks with the 
Allies? The reason I ask is that Ken Adelman, 1 think, said 
late last week that the proposal envisioned 100 inspectors on 
both sides Is that -~ I'm trying to track whether that still 
holds what he said or if there have been modifications or what? 


fi I'm not going to put any numbers into these 
various proposals nor comment in the kind of detail that you're 
asking for on the various points of view expressed by allies. 
You know that we made, as I said at the time, excellent 
progress in those negotiations, in those consultations, with 
the allies, and that has resulted in very quickly being able to 
put forward this last remaining element of our treaty today. 
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Q Chuck, do you know anything about an informal 
agreement Ambassador Kampelman reached with Mr. Vorontsov that 
the next round, when it resumes in May, will not have a 
definite termination date, but continue as long as is required 
to get an agreement? 


4 No, 1 don't have anything on that. 
Q Can you take the question? 


A I think that's the kind of thing that I don't 
normally try to get involved in. 


Q Chuck, also on arms control, Senator Nunn has 
looked at the State Department's argument on the ABM Treaty 
interpretation, and does not have much good to say about it. 
He calls it absurd and illogical. Do you have any comment? 


A I do have some commentary. I might start off 
first by saying, Jim, that Senator Nunn's remarks were limited 
to the question of the ratification record, for example, in the 
speech he made yesterday. 


Senator Nunn is a distinguished Senator; we always 
welcome his advice. We have been in consultation with both 
houses of the Congress. Ambassador Nitze started that process 
some weeks ago. Jt is a continuing process, and we'll be 
taking the comments of Senator Nunn and other Senators into 
account. 


Concerning the negotiating record, for example, we 
have sent a large body of material forward to the Congress, 
which has been available there to interested Congressmen and 
Senators. But to go back to what I started out by saying, 
specifically Senator Nunn yesterday was focusing on the 
ratification record, and as we said, the Administration has not 
completed its work on the ratification process. 


Senator Nunn made reference to a brief review of the 
ratification record that was done in October '85 by the Legal 
Adviser's staff, and that we conceded months ago that that 
particular October '85 study was incomplete, and we are now 
conducting a full and thorough review of the issue which will 
be complete by April 30, 1987. 


For those of you who haven't followed this closely, I 
might just review, then, for the record, that there are three’ 
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bodies of information that need to be looked at: there is a 
pegotiating record, the ratification debates in the Senate, and 
he record of subsequent conduct by the two sides. 


On the negotiating record, we have provided our 
analysis of that to the Senate, and as you know, we believe 
that the evidence in the negotiating record supports the 
President's conclusion fully that the so-called broad 
interpretation of the ABM Treaty is fully justified. 


Q Can I just follow that up? Even though his 
interpretation, or his analysis, may be based only on the 
ratification documents, if, as he says, there are flat 
statements which make it clear, in that body of documents, that 
the broad interpretation is not logical, doesn't that prevail, 
regardless of what you find in the other set of documents? 


A I'm not in a position to make those kind of 
judgments for you, Jim. The Secretary has spoken a number of 
times about the importance of the negotiating record. That is 
what we, in fact, negotiated with the Soviet Union, that they 
are not bound, for example, by what happened, or what was said 
here in the United States any more than we are bound by what 
was said in the Soviet Union at the time of ratification. 
That's not to denigrate the fact that the ratification process 
is an element -- and an important one; it is one of the bodies 
that we're analyzing. 


Q Yes, but in that specific body, Senator Nunn has 
specifically accused Legal Adviser Sofaer of repeatedly 
misrepresenting what officials of the Nixon Administration and 
Senators have said in ratification proceedings. So there is a 
specific allegation there that the State Department's chief 
legal officer is misinterpreting, misrepresenting. 


Is there a response to the very personal accusation 
that a lawyer isn't doing really a very honest job? 


i I think you all know Judge Sofaer and his 
reputation. As a consequence, I don't think I want to enter 
into a debate of the kind you're inviting’ me to do. Mr. Sofaer 
has, in fact, written a letter to Senator Nunn, of which I have 
seen excerpts, portions, excerpts published, if not the whole 
thing. We would be happy to make that March 9 letter available 
to you, signed by Judge Sofaer, in which he addresses this 
particular October '85 study. 
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Q With regard to that letter which is in today's 
Congressional Record, the Judge said that in his August '86 
classified memorandum to Secretary Shultz, he said it did not 
include various statements in the ratification record which I 
acknowledged supported the restrictive interpretation. And he 
Said that these statements may have a bearing on the 
President's obligations to the Senate. 


Now, was the Secretary aware that the classified 
memorandum was incomplete, and that it seemed to be, either 
deliberately or accidentally, have excluded important elements 
of the record? 


A I really can't take this any further, based on 
the information I have available. You've got Judge Sofaer's 
own words. That's about the best 1 can do. 


Q Well, let me just continue a little bit. I mean, 
there are a number of other questions that Nunn raised. He 
basically said yesterday that the State Department has created 
a Constitutional confrontation with the Senate And it is on 
the basis of what he described as "sloppy work, egregious 
omissions, distortions, total misrepresentations," and it seems 
to me it is a question of whether the Secretary knew, since 
he's defended Judge Sofaer so often on the Hill, did he have 
any idea of the quality of scholarship that went into these 
very important findings? 


A First of all, you're inviting me to accept all of 
the various characterizations that you have put on these 
letters, or that anyone else has put. I'm not accepting them. 
I simply have nothing else to help you on that particular 
aspect of it. I've given you reaction; I've pointed out, to 
the best of my ability, the limitations of the current debate. 
I'm not trying to conduct this exchange with Senator Nunn or 
anyone else via the news media. 


I tried to point out in the beginning that Ambassador 
Nitze has been on the Hill; there are very serious 
consultations going on with Ambassador Nitze, as well as others 
who are knowledgeable, so that these kinds of questions are 
being worked out in the ways they ought to be 


Q Is it true that Judge Sofaer did not interview 
any of the other negotiators except for Mr. Nitze, who is now 
an employee of the State Department? 


A I don't believe that's true. 
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Q Can you also -—- 
6 I think you've had your share. 
Q Well, I don't see why you have to say that. 


s Well, we like to "spread the wealth" a little 
bit. Some other people have questions on the same subject, I 
presume. True? 


Q My questions are on the same subject. And maybe 
I can just cortinue them? 


Does the Secretary believe that as senior State 
Department officials seem to have been saying that testimony to 
the Senate does not have a standing with regard to the 
observance of the Treaty? 


a As I said in response to an earlier question, the 
reference to the negotiating record or other bodies of 
information in no way denigrate the ratification process. That 


is one of the important obligations that the President has, 
along with the other bodies 


Q Well, if there is a written statement which Nunn 
cites in his report, does that have a standing? I mean, does 
that commit future administrations, or can a future 
administration disown a written statement regarding the 
interpretation of the Treaty? 


ia) Those are the kind of questions that have been 
asked of people much more knowledgeable than myself, and as a 
consequence, 1 would just invite you to examine various 
testimony on the Hill and other places that are available on 
those kinds of questions 


Q Is the Secretary satisfied with the quality of 
the legal advice he is getting from Judge Sofaer? 

a He sure is. He definitely is. 

Q Chuck, on that same subject, I'm not sure it's 


valid to say that, in response to something that was announced 
yesterday on the Hill, a March 9 letter, is .dequate. Can we 
ask if Judge Sofaer would send down from on high his reaction 
to what Nunn has said about his work? 
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6) I've given you the reaction, and that reflect's 
Judge Sofaer's advice 
Q But, Chuck, could you justi, please, double-check 
one thing? You say he did speak to other people. Paul Nitze 


was the only member of that negotiating tean, as far as I know, 
who takes this broad interpretation of Star Wars testing -- or, 
he has refined it, too. But the point is, he is the only one 
who thinks there's a basis for carrying out the tests that the 
President is preparing to carry out 


I'd like to really -- I think we'd really like to know 
if the Jucge talked to anybody else on the team, because every 
one of them disagrees ~- 


A Well, Barry, 1 can't again accept your judgments 
on -- 

Q -- from Gerard Smith, John Rhinelander -- 

fh -— and conclusions because I haven't made that 
particular study As 1 recall from somewhere in the past, the 
Judge, at some point, had made clear that he was aware of the 
thinking of nearly everyone on the team, if not everyone ] 
just don't know the exact (inaudible) 

Q Ok ay Wher yOu say " au ar’ ¢ of , you Fre all, qon't 
KNOW 

m Whether or not he talked to them, read books, 
reac testimony 

4 io cr rf 7 ¥ t i 7 r 4 } ’ =] > 

@ We J Sone em are in tou they re ailve; 
they're holding news conferences every-other day Gerard Smith 
wai ‘ +he chief negotiator Johr Rhinelander is a pretty wise 
legal scholar You know, you can just call them up They're 
pretty easy t get 1 

ion really is, did he make an effort to 


of these people, or did he just talk to Paul Nitze? 


- I've given you the best answer I car 

Q Before we leave the general area of arms control, 
Mike Armacost is on his way to Moscow, presumably Is that 
true? 


A Whether he's on his way -- he gave a briefing 
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here in town yesterday. I suppose he's leaving today 


Q He's out of the country, so we can assume he's 
leaving today“ 


is Yes 
Q Okay Fine 
Q Given the fact that his interlocutor Vorontsov is 


-- are the Geneva arms talks going to be a central part of 
these talks in Moscow, or is he going to stick to what he's 
done in the past, which is, basically, the regional topics? 


a His topic 1s, as you say, regional! 


(Laughter) 


Q Do you know the time of his arrival? 
Q On the arins control thing, back for a moment on 
the proposal of verification, just one iten I think you said, 


but I don't recall specifically whether you did, this proposal 
the U.S. is tabling has specifically to do and exclusively to 
do with INF negotiations, is that correct? Or did you say that 
it is also a proposal the United States would extend to 
long-range strategic negotiations, as well? 


I realize those talks have recessed, the strategic -- 

f What we have tabled today is part of the INF 
draft Treaty 

q But you did make references to long-range? 

A Long-range INF, because these negotiations are on 


long-range IN! 


Q But that's not strategic? 

i. No 

Q Okay 

Q Same subject Since I understand that Judge 
Sofaer's position is that the negotiating record of the Soviets 
et the time takes precedence over what the American negotiating 
team told the Senate at the time, is there high-level 
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consideration today at the White House about making that 
negotiating record public: 


A That's a question, a* I understand it, which has 
been under discussion for many months on one occasion or 
another. I don't have anything new on that today as to whether 


or not it will be -- 


Q Is the President making that decision today? 

4 That material has been provided to people in the 
Congress. 

Q I understand that, but I —- 

6 And it is available to them in order to help them 


make their determination 


Q I'm talking about making it available to the 
American people 
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Q Chuck, can we ask about Pollard, please? 
- Ye 
Q Do you any reaction now to the Israeli decision 


to form some sort on inquiry? Does that inquiry go far enough, 
and anything else you want to say on the topic beyond what the 
Secretary said yesterday? 


o What I would have to say would reflect what the 
Secretary said In our view, as the Secretary did indicate 
yesterday, a thorough investigation would be a positive step. 
It's up to the Government of Israel to decide how to proceed, 
and we'll just have to wait and see how the investigation 
proceeds before we could make any assessment. 


Q Anything else beyond that? 

A No 

Q Chuck, have you received a protest from the 
Government of Cost Rica regarding the use of that airstrip in 


Santa Elena? 


t ] oor - have at y I jne OT that 

Q Are you aware - can I just follow up a little 
bit? 

6) Look You're in Central America now’ I would 
like to give some of your colleagues a chance to ask a few 
Questions at this pre: conference 

7) Can I ask a follow up on that one? 

(. Sure You can I'll come back to you That's 
no problem We'll stay here till you're done, but I just sort 


of like to spread the wealth so the other people don't have 1 
Sit here listening 


Q Let him stay on that subject, if you want Well, 
yesterday before the same Committee the Secretary clarified 
remarks that Mr. Whitehead made This is a colloquy with 


Congressman Kemp about the desirability of the Soviets joining 
IMF and other groups 


That's clear But I'm unclear whether it's the State 
Department's position that Mr. Whitehead said these remarks 
which were mistaken, or he was misquoted 
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A Let me give you 


Q I'm not asking about the substance of what the 
position is, but whether or not it's a position that he did or 
did not say those remarks initially. 


Qa On that particular question, I'm not prepared to 
answer in quite that way. What I'm prepared to tell you is the 
substance of what Mr. Whitehead said would be accurately 
reflected if you took’ the totality of what he said What he 
said was that it is eventually -- “Eventually we hope to be in 
a position to say that we would like to see the Soviet Union 
participate in these international entities." 


He continued, “Where Soviet participation in Western 
economic institution affords mutual benefits to all involvec, 
it's worth considering That is not the case at this time with 
the Soviet renewed interest in GATTI Simply put," he went on, 
“the Soviet economic and trade system as it exists today is 
incompatible with the principles and practices of the GATT':< 
market-oriented philosophy without substantial change: It has 
nothing to offer GATT members now or in the future." 


That was the thrust of his remarks, and so 1 thirk 
that captures our position and his position as he expres:red it 
at this time 


q Okay As I sai I'm not after positior but the 
Secretary said Mr Whitehea was misquoted I want to know 1‘ 
that still a position that wa: was he misquoted? 

A Whether that particular sentence was drawn out of 
the middle of one of theses sentences 1 can't address l'a 
have to look at the transcript But what I wanted to draw 
attention to and what the Secretary was drawing attention to is 
that the thrust of that quotation, if that was indeed accurate, 
was not the position, nor was it what Mr Whitehead said, which 


I've just read to you in a longer version 


Q Well, the Secretary put it differently and quite 
a bit more bluntly -- pointedly, in fact, by saying that the 
word “not" was omitted from the quote attributed to Whitehedd 
“ As I interpreted what he was trying to say is 


that the word "not" would have captured what Mr Whitehea 
actually said Whether or not he meant to imply that that was 
- specifically should have been in the transcript, I can't 
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answer that. I'd have to take a look at the full transcript. 
But what I tried to capture here was the longer version of what 
Mr. Whitehead said in its entirety. If you chop out portions 
of it, you could say ~-- you could find that phrase in there, 
even in what I1 have 


Q I know. What we're getting at is -- this 
statement that you've been reading from is a paraphrase of 
policy. What we're getting at is -- 


" I'm sorry, Jim. It's a@ paraphrase -- it's not a 
paraphrase. It's what Whitehead said in its entirety. The 
sentence that was referred to was a sentence which was chopped 
out of the middle of a phrase which left a positive impression, 
whereas when you read the entire presentation it was very 
clearly a negative phrase that was -- that Mr. Whitehead was 
expressing. And so the Secretary was saying what Mr. Whitehead 
said was the opposite of what that sentence you quoted me 
said It would be accurate if you were to insert a "not." I'm 
not -- 


Q Are you quoting directly from the Whitehe 
speech with that guidance you have been reading? 


¢ We can get you this sort of total quotation 
Q Are you saying that the Whitehead quotation was 
taken out of context rather than that there was an omission in 


the transcript, or something like that? 


A I believe that's accurate, yes But not only out 
of context, but in taking it that way, it changed its meaning 
180 degree: 

Q Can you make a transcript a ilable? 

We'll try to do that 

Q Chuck, yesterday the Se retary said he opposed 
sales of computer to Iran, but apparently the Commer 


c 


Department is going ahead with the sales 
reaction to that’ 


0 GO you have any 


A Once again, the Secretary did not say what you 
have just put in his mouth He said he wasn't prepared to 
address that particular issue, but he said as a general tenet, 
he was not in favor of sa@les to Iran of thinas that may in any 
way help them with their war effort And that is because 
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that coincides with our policy which says our existing 
regulations stipulate that goods and technology subject to 
nationa! security contre ls will] generally be denied if the 


export is destined to a military end-user and for military 
end-use 


In the case of these license applications that you're 
referring to, of which there are four, they are for the export 
of seve mid-range computers. These are of old vintage. The 
most powerful being roughly equivalent to an {BM PC/AT. The 
more sophisticated VAX is not among them, contrary to some of 
the reports you may have seen 


So that in the normal review process, the views of the 
Department of State were sought by the Commerce Department, and 
after careful review, we agreed with Commerce's view that there 
was no significant military utility in these particular 
computers, and thus, we did not object to the issuance of 
licenses 


4) Sa + he sale will go qj! net 

is) That's another decision Our we did our 
review It's now in the hand of ommerce 

# Can I Na Ji a Cf vy oft that 

A Ny 

\w mou many agit VU Say 

f rhe even miGg-rart 

Q Car | { 1] , ’ " ear | ’ Que (4 plese ‘ 
President Ar ia in r } pre { rfer ' j tor ay rotearradc tn 
the use of this airstrip at Santa Elena a a rather important 
j e with regarad t ( ni attituce toware | Late , and 
ne 110 in the lower mj it ' > SS indicated tt 
airstrip hac been used despite a@ promise by the Ambassador 
that it woul t t be used 

Since this seen t be tne issue on which he's going 
to send a protest to the United State I'm curic have you 
sorted out the fact whether it we ised despite supposed 


promises to the contrary? 


" I Cat 1 help you of that one 
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Q Can you take the question? 
4 N 
Q The Greek Government has lodged u 5 


this morning in Athens Do you have any comment on t 


. No I haven't seen that 


Q South Africa 
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protest 
hat? 


Anything on the violence and of 


the release of an American priest? Or does - I'm sorry, not 
violence, but the demonstrations today? 

q Nothina on the demonstrations But on the 
release of Father Paulsen, you're referring to? 

Q Y« > 

A He lu re leas‘ ed Wedne da J la ith a re G j 1 that he 
leave South Africa within 24 hours A Consular Officer from 
the 1! S Con ulate in Durba S | Ki A itt Fathe r Pat 1ss r by 
telept one Father Paulser indicated tt t he ] a0o0d heaith 
and would be traveling ¢t Zimbabus He has not yet determined 
his long-term plan: 

wy D y } Nave ji? j 1 ] | Atr licat 
Gover rm report ciaiw that aea t f roppeda 3 racial 
violencs 

Ny 

\ ! \ ] 1 hv yf f tis? | a7 t he 
President want Stay ? t nN 

A I ertal 

() Walt a minut Have y ‘ +} siti + hy 
secretary : noe hy return from Chy 

} ] Vet Qi eT y | " a ] ] perf tly 
contident of it 

& ()r + hy a “4 ] w! +o? ; fica] iv 
raise the P| sue of tt as Sf t wit | re Ja P| 
Cz7e\% he ioverv1a / 

A whether ( not he Spe ificaiilit ral ‘ The la7z7z 
Section [I'm not sure I can answer that Let me ee if [ have 


here 


anythina 
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He did stress the important role that humar rights 


concerns play in U.S. foreign policy He noted thei 
Czechoslovak human riahts performance would have to improve if 
U.S.-Czechoslovak relations were to move forward And in that 
connection, we can't see how bringing the leaders of the Jazz 
Section to trial can be reconciled with the expressed 
Czechoslovak interest in better relations 

Q Chuck, car | follow that up? 

is] Yes 

Q Do you have anything on the deiention of some 
Solidarity leaders in Poland earlier this week, I believe? 

f No, I don't 

Q Chuck do vou have any comment on report: twd 
reports that the U.S. has obtained several Soviet T-72 tank: 
for the first time ? inspect? 

ta No 

\ ( , ‘ G anything on the t1iizatior 
of the party i1tica@i par . 

fi [tid i the political partie lau We understand 
that some aspe ts of this law have beer critic) by elements 
of Chile ‘ oemocrati { pi itiorfr ano tale Ui noi yet hat al 
opportunity | analw/i carefully Nonethe ls we consider 
promulgatior i} isiati t be a@ posi ince it 
provide: a4 meat 1 a le ja] r nitiofr of Lniiean pr lit ical 
partie 

Legaiizvation of political partis together witt 
measure That wil] a ire t he r ‘ r li ICY | Oper rreeiy ana 
nave access 1 mecia art otner meat if conm nicatior 1s if 


‘lopment of a political atmosphere 


_ 

+ 
= 
- 


our View essential! t 


mau lve to carrvina out a transit or to full oemocracy lf 
Cr lé 
\ 1] lu ; 
a One a stion on this side These people have 
peen shouting, ano ] oon’ t t rn tnis Way (Laughter } 
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- Okay Sure 

Q The fact that it excludes Marxist parties, and 
Given the fact that the United States has been pushing Pinochet 
into real democracy -~— towards real democracy, does the State 


Department consider the specific banning of Marxist parties as 
a step in that direction? 


fi The only analysis I have to offer on that 
particular action is what I've just given you. 


Q Chuck, when the Turkish Foreign Minister gets 
here, is the Secretary -- will he and the Secretary sign the 
DECA agreement, the economic agreement? They've initialed it. 
Will it be signed while he's here? 

A I just don't have anything on that one 


Q Okay Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
SENIOR acnsazernattos OPPICIAL 
Merced 12, 1987 
The Briefing Roos 
1:43 P.M. EST 
MB. BOWARD: Ladies and gentiesen our 


BACKGAROTUD 
BALIEFING, reaeéout on President Moi's visit is about to begin. For 
wr inforsation only and not for publice r briefer is 






ar. Crocker. 


GBAICR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: The seetings which beve 
just concluded are, of course, the high peint of President Moi's 
vieit bere. se will be ous with sembers of Congress this 
afternoon. He'll be having « dinner Secretary Shults is hosti thie 
evening, I thick @ lunch teserrow with the Vice President. fo he's 
seeing @ wide range of poopie in the edministration -= Petes 
McPherson of AID as well a8 private sestings. 


But thie was @ good opportunity to cover, i think, 
geatie. quite @ let of ground. two leadere have cet before, as 
President Reagan indicated, when President Moi caze bere a6 OAT 
ehairaen. Aoé given that, plus the fect that Kenya's regione’ rc \e 
ie @ very significant one in Africa, they teleed about quite « wide 
cange of subjects in Africa, es well as bilateral subjects. 


Let 2e briefly run-@own some of the cegiotel issues that 
were Gisoussed. There is, of course, the situetion in Sudan — 
Renya's immediate neighbor. fe's very concerned about the wer in the 
south and about trying to find @ way towards ceconciliation in Sudan 
between seuthercers and the central governmest, where the issue bes 
to é6e with beth culture ané religion. President Moi bes played « 
rele in trying to find @ way to get the parties to talked to each 
ether and to open @ process of reconciliation. 


There wae some exchenge of views about Etbiogia and what 
coulé be done to try and encour that governaent to aove towards 
qenulee non-sligazent. The President of Renys urged us not toe give 
“p on thet situation. We indicated a1. we've been tryiag to de and 
eo that wee, I cOlnk, whece we left that. 


There ae sore discussion sbout Ogar’a, in general, sbeut 
the recior. 


They, of course, eiso telked about the situation in 
Southers Africa, etere we sade clear what we are trying to 40. The 
Renyene urged us to teep at it. The noted, for example, the cexrtrel 
importance of the iesue of getting Belson Mandela released frou 
prieon. A peint on which we — agree on@ where we urged the sane 
thing, Beth through public and private cheenele. There was sone 
Giecvesion sheut etat the prospecte sight be for getting something 
eterted in (\@ eres ef negotiation, whieb, ef eeurse, i. our own 
principel epjective, as it is that ef the Kenyans. 


i eBiek the Benyene feel that we're Going a goed Geel. 1 
think they'é lise te see us Going sere. We'd like te de sere 
cureelves. And the question ie, realiy, ehat is the most effective 
te get free tere te there. But everyeody agrees on the iaportance of 
getting negotiations etarted. 
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There was discussion, of course, abeut econosie issues 
ingluding the announcesent that wes put forward bere yesterday, which 
ehey > e further discussion of today -- the President's initiative 
on uages s with the goel of endieg hunger in Africa thsough a further 
etream.ining and focusing of our own aseletence prograzs. Presiéent 
moi wes vety interested to hear about tbat. 


One point thet the Kenyans bave often sade in discussions 
with ue is that cur aid ie a very les system. There are 
different accounts and different, ¢ifficult accounting procedures. 
There ere all sorte of elaborate sugdivisionse in our proceduses. The 
Renyens basically feel that we cut to have « sore streamlined asd 
flegsible syetes, which is precisely what this initiative is sized at 
ot)» with the support of Congress we bope that we'll get thet 
aoving. 


We talked es well about the budget situation here. The 
President, obviously, feels like all of us de, that we have had some 
setbects in teras of foreign eesietence levels because of astion 
taken in Congress, and that nas effective particulerly the African 
ares. We Gon't like to see that and we're trying to turn the 
situation aroucd. We've put our own aid request fosward for both « 
Sugg seasnee’ for ‘87 ané fiscal ‘88. the Presigent desribed that 
and indicated bis own Gleappointazent t this had affected Africen 
sountries, including Benya, one of cur closest friends in Africa, 
where we've seen the ai4 levels go down quite a bit in the last two 
gears because of the overall pioblez. We indicated we're going to do 
whet we cen in a cilatecal basis. We ere, for example, agreeing to 
belp the Kenyans through 
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&@ trilateral] food swap that will provide for the supply of American 
wheat ina « for Nenyan white zeise, about 30,000 tone which will 
be sade available to Mosazbique and to Southern Sudan, in boeb places 
whece there ase husaniterian emergencies. 8o that's the kind 
cooperation that we're trying to Cevelop. 


We talzed es well sbout what we can de -- it's a zodest 
ites, but it telpe -- to try ané convert in seme areas lcens under 
Gevelopzent sesistant grocers tO @ grant sesis which provides sone 
bilateral help on the debt front. 


We talted about the importance of stability in the whole 
region of Sest Africa. There was discussion ebout Kesya's situation 
intereslly. The President made clears cur own view that F&F tae 
been, On & comparative besis, a sodel in Bast Africa, and vital 
iaportance of Resyaens doling e11 they can to a to @ ceputation 
which really is one of soesecente in teras of political systes, 
the openness, the acceptance of diversity of views, and the 
importance of keeping with that tredition because Kenya, in effect, 
bes set @ very high etenderd in Seest Africa by the standarés of that. 
regione and by any other standards. 


So we are talking ebout the issues of bumen rights tbat 
are on people's sinds and we've made clear that we think tbe Kenyene 
bave « reputation here, they have @ record, they have @ history, ané 
we're sure they went to stick with that recerd. 


Q Well, ere they? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let se just conclude and 
then we can go to questions. 


A tinal item or two that was discussed was the issue of 
investaent. The Renyens are very eager to attract sore American 
inwestaent. There ace about 125 0.8. ficme there cow. The Renyane 
would like to see sore investzent. 


we made it clear on cur side that we can't gest puen 
buttons ~~ Agerican firas go where there are opportunit es and where 
there is @ goed investzent climate, whers there's money to be sade, 
and where there's & stable environment. %o we agreed persevere in 
trying te do what we can co encourage that sort of a cligece ané to 
communicate with our private sector about what opportunities do exiet 
out there. 


I thins I'll leave it there and go to your questions. 
Tee. 


@ Well, itt a ee* you on the human rights questicn, 
I believe you refecced to President Reagan ae saying that Resys's « 
model in Baet Africa. Sut nevertheless, there are probless, are 
there not, «ith hupan cighte abuse sllegetions ageinet the Noi 
government, end if ac, bow 414 that cose up today? 


SENICR ADAINIGTAATICN OPPICIAL:s Well, it ie a fact, end 
we have noted this in our sost recent Suman rights ceport, that there 
tem snaneees (n ebe area Of human riches. Some things that have 
taten place that Bave caused us and others to teke note. The issue 
of detainees or4 tring them either released of duly eharged in «& 
court of law <« the real iseve is the rule ef law. And Renye hee « 
Strong tradition in that erea. And T think the President's basic 
point wee to underecore the iaportance of ticking with it. 

The Renyens indicate that they are detereined to do that. 
Ge = thins, in & sense, the Renyane leet at this visit here ee en 

rtunity te get that sessage aorces, that they are not, in effect, 
going off the wagon. 


Q fo the sbuses ate sberratiocos? 


“2 * 
ae ; —* Sree 




















GBPNIOR ADMINIOTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, thet'e for the 
Kenyans to answer. We basically feel that they want that to be the 
case. 


9 Why didn't the Poeeigent bring up Mouth Africe in 
bie cemerks out here? 


@BNICR ADMIRIATRATION OFFICIAL: The President brought it 
up @t the lunch -- asked hie vlews, as €16 Vice Preeident Bush and 
fleoretary @hults, how foes the Renyan leaderehip see the situation 
there? We initiaced che @igcuselion. They weulé have done it i1 we 
hadn't. In any case, there's @ iot of common grouné there. 


I think the President seié whet he felt was  ~ 2 
in the circumstance of a Geparture stetement for the Presifent of 
Keoye. 


Q Well, it's something the Kenyans feel very etrongly 
@bout. Ané normally, in the departure statements, you try to toueb 
en those Kinde of issues. 1 thougbt it was notable by being absent 
from his cemerka. 


SERIOR AQMIRIRTRATION CPFICIAL: I think chere's been en 
enormous emcunt said on the subjeot, fam, by all of us -- the 
President inclufeé on that subject <- ané I don't think it's e whole 
lot of debate about it. What we're seeking ere the sane things. 


Q Why @16 he -- 


Why @1¢ Moi agk for @ deeper commitment? Thet's 
ebet it cleerly sounded like to us. He's asking the President for « 
Geeper U.S. commitment to ending epartheid, leaving what looks like « 
conflict with Moi bringing it up, asking for something and the 
President of the United Stetes not mentioning it at al]. &o where 
does it stand? 


OBYIOCR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there was @ lot 
of compen ground, as i aaid. I think it's a faot chat of our 
frciende in Afriga tend to do us the honor of beliering ¢ we have 
the influenge to simply wieh — ~ inte being by either an act of 
faith or by preseing « button. viously, the eituetion is dex. 
We are veing che influence at cur @iaposal to try to fo these things. 


As you know, there's @ lot going on in South Africe right 
now. We'we made cur position wery clear. Ané I think it's «@ 
position which meat Africans woulé agree with, if not «ll. We want 
to nee 


























Manédele cut; we want to eee apertheié entef as geen as possible; we 
want to see troops cut of the townships: we want te see negotietions 
eterteéd. fo the question really is: how do you get there? Ané 
thet's really where -- it's s comples @iscussion. 





+] Did Moi have any suggestions of how you get there, 
or is thet the genesis of his remark, that «<« 


SENIOR AONINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what he's 
basically saying te us is, “DO €11 you can.* 


+] Se 416 not apell ont whet he thought would be good 
proposals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CEPICIAL: No. Ro. 
Other questions? 


Did you offer, or is there any consiferation being 
given te any etronger, nore epecific, or epecific actions on the part 
of this -- 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'se obviously 
monitoring the eituetion in South Africa very closely. We are in the 
perioé of electoral run-up right new te an eleotion on 6th. It's 
@ situation in which many South Africans are debeting each other. 
They ‘re asking themselves if tne government of thet country bes « 
prostas or not, whether thet program is leading an £¢@ or not, ané 

t's quite e lively febete. some reepects, per 4t‘s not ell 
bad to let them focus their own attention on each other, rather than 
bave there be sone Civersion from the cuteide. Sut they «now very 
well how we feel. The Botha government hae gone off the treck it was 
ONe 


The Mei government hes justified some of ite hunen 
righte abuses on the grounds that it hes to esubéue the Mwakenyen 
Bevenent, the politioal dissident novement. In the Uniteé Stetes' 
opinion, is the Mwakenyas movement « reasonathi uine threet to 
political stability ef tne government there? if ao, =I wonfer if 
you oonlé give some examples as to how thet woulé threeten -- 


GERIOR ADMINIGTRATICN OFFICIAL: Well, I woulfn't went to 
put werés in the mouthes of the Kenyans in thet cegeré. Oar own view 
*° obviously this ie @ movement which ie wmail. It has been accused 
of being eubseersive in the sense of being ad@icteé to « violent means 
-- commtieéd, I shoulé say, to violent means, calling fer @ very, 
very @ifferent type of society. But che basic issue, I think, really 
is. is if ane ere going to be arrested under seme other country ‘s 
syrten of , thet thet Jaw should be applied. There should be due 
process. Ané thet if de are going to be detained, they should be 
Geteineé unfer some pr ure thet gives you due prosess, ané eicher 
chargeé or releaset. 


Tere hr ne heen @ aipnificent number whe heve been. 
There are « email number ieft whe have not beer, I say, either 
ohar ané cenvicteé or celeaseé. 80 that's the we gee it. i 
eeu 't Geseribe the Mwexenyen Movement as @ eignificent threet to 
the atability of Renys. 


Jes, in the back. 


Q Bas the South Africe government, eat this 
eG@nministretion's cequests. provifed aseistance to the Contras? 


SERIOR ADMIRISTRATION OFFICIAL: I hewe ne knowledge of 
eny such cepert of allegetion. 


Q There ic « ceport. I mean, Go you beve any 
mnowieége of it being a fact? . 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot confirm -- 2 
hewe no information thet would confirm the reports, the allegations 
thet I‘we seen in the public comain. 


Q Yes. What éo you think? 
iy What's your hunch? 
re] What's your best guess? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have -- I just heve no 
evidence. I have no evidence on it. 


re) You tolé ue some of the substance of the human 
rights subject in the lunch. Can you give us an ides of the 
mechanics, how it was brought ap, how G you remained on the topic? 
Whe geve the response? That kind of thing. 


BENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'é put it this 
way. The two leaders haé whet you sight call a “tete-e-tete.* 1 
seas there was @ note-teaker on each side, ané they spent about 29 to 
0 ginutes together. They discussed that iseve, t iscussed 
bileterel reletions, the climate of them, the importance of then. 
The Kenyans feel correctly that they are one of our beet friends in 
Africa, ané they hope that thet is fully appreciated here, in light 
of the fact thet we've feceéd these terrific budget problems. I 
e they occasionally ask themselves that question, es dco many 
other countries in the world. 


But I'é say thet it was one of two or three subjects that 
was éiscussed in that tete-se-tete. It was aleo # matter for 
Siecussion in a meeting between the Secretary and the President 
yesteréey. Ané I suppose that's where I‘é leave it. 


When you said earlier « lot of our frienés in Africae 
think we can just push a button ané things will happen, I mean, do ve 
teke thet to mean thet the Kenyans were making demands thet we can‘t 
meet ebost South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess what I‘s seying, 
it shoulé be e subject of both pride ané -- of Soth pride and 
bomiiity fer us -- is thet, I think there are many countries in the 
worlé that may -- that may have -- (NOISE IN SACKGROUND.) 


m. BOWARD: Competition. 

i The gay with the money for the Contres. (Leughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: There are countries 
in the worlé thet may heave the view, or like to persuade ives 
thet we beve vast storehouses of influence thet we can simply deploy 
by turning a ewiteh. Theat ien‘'t the way the world is organiseé. Our 
influence ig finite. Se are using it. 
e veo We need te *+ ave’ to work. 


9 I mean, we use to. After World Wer II we 4ié all 


Q God, whet heppeneé? (Leughter.) 


GBRIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's your fault, Sas. 
(Leugbter .) 


Q The President in his comments -- 
° No one solé his. 
f°] 


-- the Presiéent, in his comments -- to strees thet 
Vice Presiéent Bash hed been to Africa ané the Secretery of Stete 


























bas. Would be like to go to Africa? 


GERICR ADMINISTRATICN CPFICIAL: I'm sure he'd leve to go 
I thine be's liked to go -- 


to Africa. 


(Leugster. ) 


3sT 


tas he been resinéed? 

A lot of pecple would like fer bis te go to Africa. 
A majer continent he hegn't been to -<- 

Tes, but not before the news conference. 


We'l. bave cce while we're there. Mo, seriously. 


GERIOR ADMISISTRATION CFPICIALs Well, there sre s number 
of African leaders who have urgeé him to come, and I'm gure he thinks 
about that and would like to éo it. 


TEE PRESS: Thenk you. 


8D i:S7 P.M. 














“« 





,/ 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE d 
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CHESTER CROCKER, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE, 
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ON 
ENDING HUNGER IN AFRICA 
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MR. MARTINEZ: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
As announced, Mr. Peter McPherson, head of AID, Mr. Crocker, 
Assistant Secretary for African Affairs, and Mr. Matt Hennesey, 
Director of Development Programs, Treasury Department, will 
brief you on the President's initiative to reduce hunger in 
Sub-Saharan Africa. 


The briefing is ON-THE-RECORD. Mr. McPherson will 
lead it orf with a statement after which you can put your 
questions to all three. 


Mr. McPherson. 


MR. McPHERSON: Thank you. We're sorry to 
inconvenience you by holding you a moment. It's the difficulty 
of getting through the building downstairs. I know Chet got 
tied there a moment in traffic coming from the Hill. 


The President has announced an initiative to end 
hunger in Africa. What's happened here, and I've looked at 
activities in this town for a long time, I can tell you, and 
all of you know as well, that to cet things really moving here 
in a sustained way, you need to have the President -- the White 
House, really -- to put their hand on it to bring it about, to 
bring a focus, and pull some things together, and that's what's 
happened. 


The President has said, I want to contribute to ending 
hunger in Africa, and I want this all pulled together. 
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There are a number of items. Let me go down some of 
them that have been worked on around the bureaucracy, in 
various parts of the bureaucracy -- AID, Treasury, a number of 
other places -- and this interagency effort for the last 
several weeks has pulled this together. This has come out in 
the form of this Presidential initiative. 


In addition to some specific items that I'll mention 
here, the President has set up a structure to track this so as 
to make sure that the Executive Branch continues to pull 
together and achieve the ends that are desired. 


What is asked for are several things. Some of them 
older things, some of them new, actually. First of all, we 
called for stronger coordination of the donors, looking toward 
the World Bank taking an important role in that coordination. 
Around the world you just have a lot of donors that are 
contributing but too often it's really not coordinated tightly 
the way it should be. The donors are overlapping, and we think 
stronger coordination is very key. 


The World Bank is in a position to do that. It's 
doing some of it. Now, we're urging that even more and 
stronger coordination be done. 


In addition, of course, we're making a major effort to 
bring about economic policy changes. We've done a lot in 
Africa so far but we want to do more, and we would expect, to 
that end, that there would be substantial assistance given to 
countries as fast-disbursing assistance. They so often need 
that fast-disbursting assistance to really be able to 
politically make the necessary changes and that, too, is 
endorsed. 


We see market forces to be very critical. Private 
enterprise -- the market force -- is very critical in bringing 
about these changes in Africa. We've done a great deal of 
that, but we want to continue to do even more. 


Incidentally, in your pile of material there, you'll 
see a chart on food production in Africa. And for about 20 
years, on a per capita basis, food production dropped in 
Africa. But what's happened in the last couple of years, and 
last year particularly, food production has gone up very 
substantially. In fact, food production in Africa is about 30 
percent higher than it was at the very low point of the drought 
and famine. 
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It's pretty clear that this production increased in 
part because of the weather but also because farmers were paid 
more. In other words, the market forces really begin to 
operate. 


The President's initiative addresses a number of other 
issues. From my point of view, one of the most important set 
of issues is the food aid part of this. Food aid is an 
important portion of what we do in Africa, but what we've done 
essentially is provide more flexibility. 


For example, under certain circumstances, in 
connection with multi-year agreements that will call for an 
agreed-upon set of policy reforms, we're willing to pay for 
ocean transport of food in areas that we weren't prepared to 
pay for it before. It's a highly technical area. But, in 
brief, we'll be paying for more ocean transport, more 
international transport of food than we were before. 


We're prepared to do what is called monetize food in 
circumstances that we weren't before. That is, take the food 
into a country and sell it and use the proceeds for development 
activities. Some of that is being done now. But in much 
broader circumstances, we think it can be done as well. 


We're prepared to use food to target really 
desperately needy people that are hurt in connection with these 
reforms, the structural adjustment programs. In short, there 
is a package of food-aid initiatives that I'm confident, having 
worked at this for several years, will be of real help to us. 


In addition, we want to continue to work at the debt 
problem. The structural adjustment facility of the Bank and 
the Fund is there, and we think it can continue to play a 
bigger role. We have a bigger IDA. IDA-8 is substantially 
larger ~- over $12 billion. 


Incidentally, this morning, the House Appropriations 
Subcommittee passed an appropriations supplemental to make up 
for some of their arrearages. That will, we hope, carry onto 
the Senate as well. So we see debt being something we need to 
work on through the international facilities and through what 
is called the Paris Club. 


As you can tell, there are a lot of pretty technical 
areas here but they add up to -- in many things that we've 
worked on, that you've heard of in one form or the other for 
some time -- some of them new initiatives, new little efforts 
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and some bigger efforts. As an observer of, and all of us are 
observers of Washington -- most of us for sometime -- what I 
see in this, and I see this to be an important effort, is 
because the President had said, look, the Africans, at the U.N. 
Session a year ago, said, we want to tackle our own problems. 


The famine showed the extent of the problem, and the 
American people said we want to do something permanent; we 
don't want to sort of just simply deal from crisis-—to-crisis. 
The Africans and the American people, we think, have indicated 
that there needs to be a sustained effort. 


The President set forth this End Hunger in Africa 
Initiative, pulled together the bureaucracy, put a stamp on it 
and administratively -- the last point I want to make —-- 
administratively, he has set up a machinery to track this and 
to work at it. 


That machinery is as follows: Secretary Shultz and 
Baker -- Secretary of Treasury and State -- will have a policy 
guidance role, and the AID Administrator -- myself -- will 
chair an interagency committee, with Treasury as the co-chair 
of this committee, to track this whole process. 


With that, Mr. Crocker. 


MR. CROCKER: Thanks very much, Peter. I don't have 
much to add. You've covered, I think, all the basics, and I 
won't take a lot of your time except to stress a couple of the 
political themes that are involved in anything of this kind. 


As Peter has indicated, the U.N. Special Session was a 
key event in Africa's economic turnaround. I think we see our 
own efforts. This task force that produced this report has 
been working for some six months or so at the President's 
direction. We see this result that we're announcing here today 
as, in a sense, a further American response to what the 
Africans themselves are saying. 


I don't think it's too much of an exaggeration to say 
that the turn-around in Africa is becoming dramatic. It's 
important that more and more people know about it and it's 
important that we have the tools to work with to respond. 
Despite the fact that we have extremely tight budgetary 
circumstances facing us on all of our assistance accounts, it 
is essential that we respond; and we are putting forward 
requests for aid for assistance-funding from the Congress which 
we hope will be funded. 











The items in this report represent ways to streamline 
and develop policy tools that will be flexible and effective in 
these very tight circumstances of austerity. 


I'd like to make one further point. The issue of 
these different programs -—-- American programs and other donor 
programs and the role of the international financial 
institutions -- it creates an enormously complex set of actors 
and policies and procedures and guidelines. What we're trying 
to do is to cut through some of that, to focus in on the real 
issues and to get more bang for the buck, I guess is the best 
way to put it, by making clear how we feel, by talking to our 
key donor allies about these issues and by bringing our message 
to bear as well to the international financial institutions. 


So we see a real opportunity on the economic front. 
We see the clear message coming from Africa, that Africans are 
not interested in being on the dole. They're not interested in 
passina the tin cup around. They want to grab their own fate 
in their own hands, and they'd Tike to have the best possible 
environment or conditions for doing so, and we want to respond 
to that. So that's what this is all about. 


The President felt, I think six months ago, when he 
looked at what was happening in Africa, that there was an 
opportunity. He felt, furthermore, that there had been 
tremendous interest in our country at the time of the drought 
and the famine. But how do we translate that into an ongoing 
permanent kind of effort on our part that would have 
follow-through and would have a real solid bureaucratic 
mechanism behind it? So that's basically my message. 


I would like to ask Mr. Matt Hennesey, the Director of 
Development Programs at Treasury, to add some words from the 
Treasury perspective. 


MR. HENNESSEY: I have very little to add except to say 
that Treasury has taken a major, had the opportunity for a 
major input into this exercise largely, or exclusively, because 
of our association with the U.S. participation in the World 
Bank and the IMF and the regional, multilateral development 
banks, and in the case of Africa, the African Development Bank 
and Fund. In addition, the Treasury Department has worked with 
the State Department and AID in addressing the debt problems of 
sub-Saharan Africa, which you know are pronounced and require 
the continuing attention of the international organizations and 
also the U.S. Government and other bilateral donors. 











We think that the exercise that we have just undergone 
has been particularly useful from our limited perspective and 
also from a broader perspective in terms of the U.S. Government 
in insuring that the multilateral and bilateral programs, and 
also the efforts of the other donors, are integrated in their 
comprehensive way that in fact delivers the type of assistance 
and consistent policy input which we consider to be absolutely 
essential to develop sustained growth and financial security in 
sub-Saharan Africa. 


MR. McPHERSON: Thank you. 
Questions? 


Q I'd like the ask the man from the Treasury, Mr. 
Hennessey, I'd like to know whatever happened to the Baker 
Plan? I mean if all throughout all this we see multilateral, 
bilateral -- we see no mention of the commercial banks which 
were supposed to be such an important element of the Baker 
Plan. Can we take it that's now officially dead? 


MR. HENNESSEY: I think that the Baker Plan is alive 
and well. 


Q Where? 


MR. HENNESSEY: I think that the progress under the 
Plan has been impressive, particularly in the middle-income 
debtor countries, which is not the subject of our discussion 
here today. I think that we could arrange certainly to have a 
separate conversation on that, but we might focus our comments 
on the lower-income countries. 


MR. McPHERSON: The debt in Africa is in large part, 
not exclusively, but in large part official debt. It's IMF 
debt -- African countries owe about $8 billion to the IMF. It 
is to governments, to the World Bank, and so forth. [t is not 
in dominant part a commercial bank issue. 


Q But I thought the point of the Baker Plan was to 
encourage commercial banks to put their money in precisely 
these sort of low-income countries, and I would have thought 
Africa was 2 prime example of where this would be beneficial. 


MR. HENNESSEY: There, in a sense, are two aspects to 
the proposals which Secretary Baker put forward in Seoul. One 
is the middle-income trouble debtors -- those are your heavily 
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indebted countries, most of which are in Latin America, and you 
have the Philippines. In Africa, you have the Ivory Coast, 
Nigeria, and perhaps Kenya which might be in that category or 
may be the focus of some aspects of that Plan. But you also 
have the lowest, poorest countries in sub-Saharan Africa which 
require another set of remedies, and as Peter said, their 
problem is not specifically commercial debt, and most of them 
are not credit-worthy. Most of them right now, the ones we're 
trying to address their debt problems, are relying mostly on 
either official credits from the multilateral or the bilateral 
official lenders. And those credits in themselves have fallen 
into trouble in terms of their repayment, that it's that kind 
of debt, that element on the debt spectrum that we're 
attempting to find procedures to deal with here today. 


Q For Mr. McPherson, I think. 
MR. McPHERSON: Mr. Crocker, too. 


Q With less money for Africa, and under this plan, 
at least, it looks like a reliance on the private sector and 
trade. Isn't it going to be a temptation to focus on only a 
few countries in Africa that have the rudiments of a private 
sector or ability to trade, and the rest may fall behind? Is 
there a danger there? 


MR. McPHERSON: Well, we'll still have a pretty 
substantial foreign aid program in Africa. When you count the 
food, including the so-called Title II food, we'll have in the 
range of about $900 million in Africa this year. 


Having said that, and in utilizing that as best we 
can, we think there are some ways, as we've outlined here 
today, we can sharpen that up. I talked about being able to 
pay, in some cases, for transportation food, using food more 
flexibly. A lot of our problems in Africa, managerially, have 
been flexibility. 


Something I didn't mention -- and I should have -- 
we've asked Congress a couple of weeks ago and really the idea 
crystalized in the process of getting this report together, was 
an Africa Fund of $500 million. That pretty well lifts the 
bureaucratic limitations in managing our Africa program, and 
Congress has been looking at it, and we are pushing hard on 
it. Tnere's no question that the assistance part is important; 
using the assistance to get the economic policy changes is very 
important. 
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Having said all this, we feel that private enterprise 
plays a very big role. And I would say not only foreign 
investment, but local private enterprise, which are 
micro-cottage industries and bigger industries, local 
investment plays a big role. 


I think the trade and investment and worries about 
debt in the multilateral agencies are very important, but they 
complement an already-sizable economic assistance program. 


MR. CROCKER: I wonder if I could add one thought on 
that point, Peter. It seems to me that what we are trying to 
do here is to end the deterioration in the credits that are 
available and the grants that are available in our African aid 
program. We've seen two years of downturn because of an 
overall budget problem, because of Gramm-Rudman, because of 
austerity, and quite frankly, because of earmarks that limit 
the amount of funding that is available at the end-of-the-year 
marks for Africa. 


The Administration's request to the Congress would 
reverse that down trend. That's where we stand. If we can get 
full funding of the President's request, if we're going to see 
the beginning, not the end, of being where we wouldn't want to 
be in terms of our aid levels 


MR. McPHERSON: What we've got in Africa, we've got a 
situation that's a big success in the making, with the economic 
policy changes that have been put in place, the food production 
that's in part of the reflection of the changes in economic 
policy. We've got a number of other positive developments in 
Africa that are beginning, and the President feels that we need 
to focus on this to be able to take advantage of it. 


It's a long process, but I hope that sometime in the 
nineties, we can look back and say, “We, the United States, 
played a real critical role in the eighties in moving this 
along." 


Q You yourself were up on the Hill at the 
Appropriations Committee this morning and heard Congressman 
Obey complaining about the way our aid is divvied up among 
functional accounts. What makes you think Congress is going to 
give you the authority for something like an omnibus fund where 
you throw all the development assistance and ESF, I guess, into 
one big pot and divuvy it up, however you see fit, when there 
has been such a heavy emphasis on military aid in Africa that 
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Congress is suspicious of and less on the development side 
during the Reagan Administration, and that there's been a 
relatively large weight placed on a handful of countries, our 
key allies in the region, rather than maybe countries that are 
needy, as a whole. 


MR. McPHERSON: Well, the military assistance to 
Africa is very small. Chet will give you the number right 
here, but it's a very small portion of the whole. In fact, we 
have programs in how many countries -- 30-plus countries, 36 
countries. 


Our economic assistance program is widely disbursed in 
the Continent. It's true there are a handful of countries that 
get a substantial amount of assistance, but it's a widespread 
program; and I believe that we have had an impact on many, many 
countries in Africa. 


Now, we have proposed this fund, this $500 million 
fund. Congressman Wolpe has proposed to earmark 30 percent of 
that fund. But even the Congressman Wolpe proposal does not 
earmark the other 70 percent. Frankly, we think that, for a 
variety of reasons, 30 percent should not be earmarked. But it 
seems to me that there is broad understanding, beginning with 
Senator Kassebaum who had hearings on this last year. 


Senators Kasten and Kennedy talked about the same 
concept; others have discussed it. I think there is a broad 
understanding that we in managing the foreign aid program, need 
to have a lot more flexibility to get things done fast. 

There's a recognition that there is beginning to be progress 
and that we ought to build on it. 


MR. CROCKER: Peter, you testify probably more often 
than I do, but I just want to second your last point there. We 
sense there that there is a bipartisan interest in going down 
this road. That's our impression from soundings on the Hill. 


The point, the question was raised about concerns 
about the level of our aid that's military and that's economic, 
and I thought it might be useful to put a couple of facts on 
the table. At this point, this year, military assistance to 
Africa will be outspent by economic assistance 14 to l, that is 
that's the ratio, economic over military, 14 to 1. Next year, 
if we get our request, it will be about 9 to 1. We are only 
the sixth largest arms supplier to Africa in the course of the 
1980s under this Administration. We have supplied 3 percent of 
the arms that have come into sub-Saharan Africa in the 1980s -- 
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3 percent. So that's how much we are militarizing Africa. 
Anyone who claims our program in Africa is largely military is 
is not familiar with the numbers. 


Q That's what Wolpe says. 
MR. CROCKER: I don't know where he's getting it from. 
Q On ESF and to your military -- 


MR. CROCKER: ESF is not military aid, ladies and 
gentlemen. ESF is economic aid, and it's used for exactly the 
same purposes in Africa as the one that Peter has just been 
describing. 


MR. McPHERSON: If we didn't have ESF in a place like 
Senegal, [I don't think that President Diouf would have been 
able to make the policy changes he has the last few years, 
moving toward privatization and distribution of fertilizer, 
allowing farmers to be paid more than what they were. And part 
of that increased production that we're talking about in Africa 
last year, right there in Senegal, I think can be traced to 
some of the things that we've done with ESF to bring about the 
policy-changed structure in Senegal as an example. 


Q How do the numbers compare? You've got a $500 
million fund, and you've said this year it was 900 million 
including food. Does the 500 million not include food? 


MR. McPHERSON: 500 million is not food. Plus there's 
some ESF, and there's a lot of food. 


Q So how much --— in the 900 million what's the 
comparable figure to your 500? If you lumped all the programs 
together this year, what would you have had? 


MR. McPHERSON: We would be asking -- Ray, maybe you'd 
like to answer that. 


STAFF: What we're requesting is 500 development 
assistance in the fund and 100 million in the ESF. It would be 
a little less than that 600 million unless we get the 
supplemental. So next year we'll be asking -- 


MR. McPHERSON: So we're talking what? 350 million or 
so of food? 
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STAFF: A supplemental for increase -- so the balance 
of that would be regular food aid and -- (inaudible). 


Q And so are you requesting food aid separately and 
is that in that number? 


MR. McPHERSON: That food is separate. 
Q Food is separate. 
MR. McPHERSON: The Africa Fund is all economic 


assistance. It's sort of a new category. It's not DA and it's 
not ESF. 


Q What is currently going down the pipeline now? 


MR. McPHERSON: It's a consolidation of three things. 
Consolidation of the current DA, development assistance going 
to Africa, the current Sahel Fund, which is unearmarked. It's 
been running $70, $80, $90 million a year, and some of the 
ESF. Those are the three funds that are consolidated. 


Q Okay. Can we ask you to compute that one, then, 
on direct to direct basis. The development assistance, the 
Sahel Fund, some of ESF, this year, how much? 

MR. McPHERSON: Let's just give you those figures. 

STAFF: Total DA and ESF is $480 million. 

MR. McPHERSON: Total. 600 is what we're asking for. 

STAFF: As opposed to a request for 600 for ‘88. 


Q Plus the what? 70, 80, 90 Sahel Fund, or 
whatever it is? 


STAFF: That's altogether. 
Q That's altogether. 


STAFF: Yes. 480 -- it's a comparable figure to the 
600. 


MR. McPHERSON: If you want to get to the figures with 
us, why don't you wait right afterwards and let us sit down 
with them, because it's a very confused picture. The point is 
that we're asking more from Congress for Africa this year than 
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we did last. The increased request for Africa -- let me say 
that again. We are asking more money for Africa from Congress 
for '88 than Congress appropriated to us in '87, and these 
figures, since they're from multiple accounts are quite 
confusing. 


Q The Task Force recommends improved African access 
to world markets be promoted to reward good performance. Was 
the Task Force able to identify that group and access to world 
market? 


MR. McPHERSON: We think we need to continue to work 
at that, and, of course, that's a longer term problem. We've 
got GATT coming up. We're working on this. There's no easy, 
quick answer to this market issue, but it is something that in 
our judgment we need to continue to be conscious of and work at. 


Q And, secondly, there was a statement cn the Hill 
two days ago that the AID should procure a little part of its 
AID program from the recipient countries. I don't know whether 
that issue has been addressed. 


MR. McPHERSON: Under our current rules we can 
purchase goods and services within African countries, either 
the country we're working in or neighboring countries, under 
the AID program. In other words, if something is purchased in 
one African country, it can be used in another African country 
for an AID program. Technically, that's already feasible. 


The reality is that in many places there just aren't 
the businesses to purchase from. There's another twist to this 
that I'd like to mention, and that is we have been working at 
what we call food swaps. For example, President Moi is here 
from Kenya today, and we need some food for Mozambique. We are 
going to provide to Kenya some wheat under our PL-480 program, 
and Kenya is going to take some of its surplus corn and ship it 
down to Mozambique. This is part of our initiative to increase 
commerce and trade. 


Frankly, it works for everybody, because we need that 
corn down to Mozambique very quickly. Kenya in a long-term way 
is not going to be a market for U.S. corn, but they do have an 
interest in U.S. wheat. So from an American farmer point of 
view, from the point of view of encouraging trade and 
relationships between African countries, that food swap we 
think is a good idea. We've done that a couple of times 
before, but this is a fairly innovative approach of the last 
couple of years. 
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Q Is that what you mean when you point to 
encouragement of a triangular trade arrangement? 


MR. McPHERSON: Yes. Precisely. 


Q A Mozambique question: Why aren't you going to 
Zimbabwe, if the interest is to get corn quickly to Mozambique? 


MR. McPHERSON: We considered all options on this, and 
the food, we think, can be delivered very quickly, and perhaps 
at roughly the same cost by delivering it to Mozambique ports, 
shipping out of Mombasa down to Mozambique ports. The earlier 
trilateral swap was in fact one from Mozambique. 


Q But the reason you're not doing Zimbabwe this 
year is what? 


MR. McPHERSON: That the logistics work out very well 
for Kenya. The price is competitive. 


Q Can we stay on Mozambique for just a second? 


MR. McPHERSON: And we did it in Zimbabwe one year 
ago. It's not that we're taking a position against any trade 
swaps from any particular country. 


Q Has any decision been made as yet by the 
Department on the Beira Corridor project anc on what the United 
States is willing to fund in terms of transport within 
Mozambique at the moment? 


MR. McPHERSON The Beira Corridor currently on its 
first phase is fully funded or strong interest expressed from a 
whole lot of donors. Many donors are involved in the Beira 
Corridor, and at this time through Fiscal-88, we don't feel 
that the Beira, as best we can see now, needs additional 
resources. 


It looks iite that's probably the same case for 
Nacala, the other major port in corridor that under other 
circumstances might be considered. 


What we expect to consider is work regionally for 
locomotives, perhaps, and perhaps rolling stock. The primary 
work on lines are on ports. The largest single effort at this 
time will probably go to the Tazara Railroad that goes up from 
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the copper belt up through Tanzania, and with the port being 
Dar es Salaam. 


Q You, in your written statement, called this 
program -- the objective is to end hunger in Africa by the end 
of the century. That has a nice ring to it, but I don't find 
it in the President's statement of yesterday. I'm just curious 
about that omission. Was that stated specifically at the White 
House yesterday? 


MR. McPHERSON: The effort is to end hunger in Africa. 


Q Okay. You can't explain why this is omitted from 
the President's statement? 


MR. McPHERSON: No. The effort is to end hunger in 
Africa. There's no date in the President's statement. And I 
think that we need to view ending hunger in Africa as a 
difficult project. It will take some time to do it. We've got 
a whole lot of things going, but our goal is to end hunger. 

Q Well, we still have it here. 

MR. McPHERSON: We still have it here. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:01 p.m.) 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
sf DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDE X 


Friday, March 13, 1987 





BRIEFER: 


Subject 


ANNOUNC EMENT 
Visit of Foreign Minister Halefoglu and 
US-Turkey DECA signing ceremony................ 


TURKEY 
es i ee ed ok kw eo tien bh ee 6 a ce oe 
Release of copies of letters exchanged on DECA.... 


GREECE 
Greek criticism of US relationship with Turkey.... 
US-Greek bases agreement....................0.004. 


USSR/ARMS CONTROL 
Sen. Nunn's comments on ABM interpretation........ 
Soviet venting of nuclear test: US concern 
and Soviet counter—accusations.................. 


LEBANON 
LB Ee ee ee ee 
Second anniversary of Terry Anderson's captivity.. 


IRAN 
US contacts with Iranians............. 


ISRAEL 
American Jewish community leaders' trip and 
i es coe ih eee eek ek eee essa Oe 


SYRIA 
Former-President Carter's trip................... ;, 


COSTA RICA 
Status of Santa Elena airstrip.................... 


DEPARTMENT 
Investigation of Spiers' cover photo............. 
Armacost's trip to London and Moscow.............. 
Payment of hotel bill for Secretary's contingent. . 


KENYA 
Allegations of human rights abuses................ 
ee ee ee 


LEBANON 
Confiscation of Mehdi's passport upon return to US 


Charles Redman 


Page 


4-5 


7-8,9-10 


6,10-11. 
6-7 


10 


11 
12-13,14 
14 


11-12 
12 


13 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #39 


FRIDAY, MARCH 13, 1987, 12:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, s,00d afternoon. [ 
have one announcement -to begin with 


As you know, at the invitation of the Secretary of 
State, the Foreign Minister of the Republic of Turkey, Vahit 
Halefoglu, and his wife will make an official visit to 
Washington, D.C., on March 15-19. The Foreign Minister will 
meet with Secretary Shultz and other Cabinet-level officials.. 


Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Halefoglu will 
sign the exchange of letters extending the U.S.-Turkish 
Agreement for Cooperation on Defense and Economy, known as the 
DECA, on Monday, March 16. These letters, by the way, will be 
made public after the signing. 


In addition, the Minister plans to have contacts with 
Congressional committees as well as with individual Senators 
and Congressmen. 


Jim? 


Q On that point, the -~— one of the elements of the 
Cooperation Agreement was a certain level of aid and the 
commitment by the Administration to make its best possible 
effort to reach a certain level which, if [ recall, is what —- 
600 million over -—-— 600 million a year, or something? 


B) I don't have those figures before me. 


Q I don't either. But, anyway, that level. 
However, in light of the budget cutbacks, that level was not 
Maintained, is that not right? 
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4 Once again, I'd have to look into the specifics 
to see if those best efforts reached the levels that we had 
hoped. You're aware that almost across the board, because of 
the cuts which the foreign affairs budget suffered in the 
current fiscal year, that there have been substantial and 
sometimes dramatic reductions in the amount of assistance 
provided to a number of important allies, and I believe Turkey 
figures among them. 


Q My recollection is it having earmarked for part 
of that 450 but not the other part. 


A There is certainly some assistance, but I don't 
think it reaches the level that the Administration had 
requested and that we thought was appropriate. 


Q On that, Chuck, do you have anything on the 
renewed and very strong Greek criticism of alleged U.S. 
favoritism of Turkey in the relationship in breaking the 
so-called seven-—ten level? 


Aa Let me give you a rather lengthy response which 
covers -- 


Q Whoops. 


A Not that lengthy. But it covers both Greece and 
Turkey, and [I think all of your questions. 


We remain strongly committed to working with the Greek 
Government to improve relations in a step-by-step fashion. 
Greece is a good friend and a long-time ally. We have made 
important progress in our relations with Greece since we began 
the step-by-step process a year and a half ago. 


We look forward to making further progress, not only 
on security issues, but in working together on such matters as 
promoting investment, further cooperation against terrorism, 
and on the full range of bilateral activities. 


We want to have the best possible relationship with 
both Greece and Turkey. We have followed a balanced approach 
in our relations with Greece and Turkey. We do not tilt, nor 
do we believe that progress with one is in any way inconsistent 
with our efforts to improve relations with the other. 


Our relations with Turkey have been active recently, 
including an agreement to extend our base-rights use for 
another five years. 
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We always take care to observe the principle that our 
security assistance proposals to Congress should be designed to 
preserve the present balance of military strength in the 
region. This Administration, like its predecessors, does not 
believe, ‘owever, that any fixed ratio should-be applied to our 
security assistance programs to these two countries. There is 
no new change in our position on this question. 


Moreover, Greece and Turkey have different military 
requirements, NATO missions and levels of economic 
development. Our assistance request for each must thus be 
based on its particular needs and resources. 


Q Copy, please, Chuck? 
A Yes. 


Q Did you understand the Greek protest, or whatever 
it was, to be an implied threat against the future U.S. use of 
the military bases in Greece? 


A I'm not reading any threat. I've given you a 
fairly lengthy reaction. You know that concerning the base 
negotiations that the Greek Government has said it will 
terminate the current bases agreement in December of 1988, the 
first opportunity to do so. 


When the Secretary was in Athens last March, he and 
Prime Minister Papandreou agreed that we would have serious 
discussion of the bases' future in time to permit its orderly 
resolution well prior to December 1988. : 


Since we have not yet begun our discussions, the 
status of our bases beyond 1988 remains uncertain. For our 
part, we believe the sooner we wind up this matter, the better. 


Q Chuck, you said you will have the agreement -- 
you will release the agreement. In part or -- 


a What we will release is the exchange of letters 
between Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Halefogiu -- 


Q But you never produced anything. 


A -- which gives a considerable amount of the 
detail. 
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Q But you won't -- the agreement's still classified? 


A What I have is that there will be a release of 
the exchange of letters. 


Q On another subject, Senator Nunn spoke again 
today in the Senate. [In your commentary vescterday on his 
earlier speech, you said you believed the evidence in the 
negotiating record on the ABM Treaty supports che President's 
conclusion fully that a broader interpretation is justified, — 
and in fact you used the term "fully justified." 


Senator Nunn has studied the same record, I believe, 
10ow, and he's come out with his conclusion, and his conclusion 
is that this is not justified. He says the ambiguities are not 
-- there are some ambiguities, but they're not of sufficient 
magnitude to indicate that the Nixon Administration signed one 
agreement with the Russians and informed the Senate of another 
agreement. 


Would you care, on the basis of his latest 
conclusions, to give any commentary? Do you still hold to the 
view you stated yesterday that the broad interpretation is 
fully justified? 


A Absolutely, in answer to your first question. 
Secondly, let me give you a more elaborate reaction to Senator 
Nunn's thre@ statements. He has given three lengthy statements 
on the ABM Treaty. The subject is of great importance and his 
statements reflect extensive examination of relevant material. 


We are in agreement with him in identifying the three 
bodies of evidence which must be examined to determine the 
justified interpretation of the ABM Treaty. As the Sr-retary 
said on February 8, we are basing our review of the ABM Treaty 
on the negotiating record, our analysis of which has been 
provided to the Senate; the ratification process in the U.S. 
Senate; and the subsequent practice by the parties. Our review 
of the last two subjects is proceeding in a measured and 
thorough way. 


As part of our review, we will carefully study Senator 
Nunn's statement. We will welcome discussion wath him as we 
proceed with our own process of review. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q The Senator said today that -- again, referring 
to Judge Sofaer's procedure -- he said that it was 
Fundamentally flawed. He repeated the statement of a couple of 
days ago that Mr. Sofaer interviewed nobody except for Mr. 
Nitze of the negotiators. 


You said yesterday that you thought that was untrue. 
Have you clarified that matter in the meantime? 

fa) Concerning this whole process of the ABM Treaty 
-- Senator Nunn's statements -- what ['ve given you now is sort 
of a concise and as detailed a reaction as I'm prepared to give 
you. 


Q Could you make that statement that you've just 
read available to us, also? 


A Yes. 


Q He also called once again that the entire record 
of negotiations be declassified so that others can form their 
judgment, because his major report today is classified, as you 
know. What is the State Department's position on that issue? 


A I don't have any position to offer you at this 
point. The record remains classified. That's the current 
state of affairs. That's all I can say. 


Q Because isn't the-entire argument based now on 
something which is classified? He takes one point of view, 
you've taken another point of view. You're quite at 
loggerheads. How is anybody to make out what the real 
Situation is? 


A As I've said yesterday, we're having very serious 
discussions between Senators, including Senator Nunn. Those 
people have access to the classified record and, as a 
consequence, that's the basis on which we're working. That's 
where it stands as of now. 


Q Well, how can you say that you're absolutely 
certain that the position is fully justified when he says he's 
absolutely certain it is not, and you're working with the same 
body of knowledge, and you acknowledge that he does his 
homework ? 


A I think everyone admits this is a complicated 
question. 
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Q Does the State Department have any recent 
information on any change in the status or whereabouts of the 
American hostages in Beirut? 


A No, I don't. 
Q How about Terry Waite? 
A Nor on Terry Waite. 


You have nothing new, say, over the past six 
weeks or so? 


4 No. 
Q As far as you know, their status is unchanged. 
A I'm saying I have nothing to offer you on their 


status, unchanged or not changed. I simply have nothing to 
offer on the status. 


Q Does the U.S. continue contacts with various 
Iranian officials or people from [ran which say that they have 
contacts with Tranian officials? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on questions 
concerning Iran other than a reiteration of our general policy 
toward Iran which the Secretary has put forward a number of 
times in testimony. That's. all I can give you. 


Do you have any reaction to what Rafsanjani said 
today, that the United States had warned Iran of the imminent 
Soviet attack against [ran? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the T-72 tanks which it 
was reported by NBC that it arrived here from [ran? 


A No, nothing. Let me just say, since I did get a 
question about the hostages, I might just note that March 16 is 
the second anniversary of the captivity of Terry Anderson. 


Mr. Anderson and the other hostages, as we've said 
before, are innocent victims of a cruel and cynical act of 
terrorism. We would again call for the immediate and safe 




















-7- Friday, 3/12/87 


release of Terry Anderson and the other hostages of all 
nationalities. Their continued detention brings shame to 
whatever cause the kidnapers profess to espouse. 


We continue to hold the kidnapers responsible for the 
safety and well-being of the hostages. 


Q Chuck, has the State Department been in 
consultation with the American Jewish community leaders, who 
are about to undertake a special trip to Israel, regarding the. 
Pollard case? 


A I don't know whether there's been any 
consultation, as you refer to it. 


Q Meetings, consultations, contacts? 


Aa There may well have been contacts. [ just don't 
have any specifics to offer you, but I'm sure that those 
leaders are well aware of the position that I've taken here at 
the podium, that the U.S. Government officials have taken on 
the issue. 


Q Can I follow this? Is the State Department 
satisfied, happy, apprehensive or concerned about the panel 
which was formed in Israel from one who accepted it and the 
other one didn't accept it to investigate the Pollard case 
where there will be no power of subpoena and other things? 


A I spoke to that exact question yesterday. [ 
don't have anything different. 


Q Chuck, only a follow-up on your statement on the 
hostages: do you support the Syrians entering the southern 
suburb of Beirut to free any hostages there? 


Aa I don't have anything on that. 

Matt? 

Q Did the United States file a formal protest with 
the Soviets over that underground test? You expressed concern 
the other day -- the venting of the underground nuclear test? 

Aa I think you saw -- let me take an exact look at 


our statement -- that we conveyed to the Soviets our concern. 
That is the appropriate Language. 
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Q There was a response today by the Soviets saying 
that the United States had violated the Test Ban Treaty as well 
with some underground tests; is that true? 


A There were, I think, two elements to that. One, 
that we had exceeded the limits, I think; that's not true. 


Secondly, concerning the fact that some of our debris 
or gases, or whatever, might have violated the LTBI in the same 
way as the Soviets have recently done so; that is not true. 

The U.S. has made a concerted and successful effort to resolve 
the problems of containing radioactive debris from underground 
nuclear explosion. 


Certainly, for more than a decade, there have been no 
ventings and only two incidents of local seepage of radioactive 
gases at the Nevada test site which were detected at levels 
barely above natural levels and certainly did not result in any 
spread of radioactivity beyond our national boundaries. During 
the same timeframe, there have been numerous Soviet venting 
incidents. 


Q This is all in a 10-year timeframe that you're 
referring to, the two local venting incidents are within the 
last ten years? 


Aa The exact timeframe, I don't have. The words I 
have are “for more than a decade." 


Q Can I follow that up? Can you say what the 
Foreign countries were to which the Soviet venting went? 


a No, I can't. 


Q There's a report this morning that the 
Australians, some Australian scientists have said that (the) 
Soviet test exceeded that announced by the Soviet Government. 
Du you have any comment on the size of the Soviet test? 


a No. 


Q Can you bring us up to date with the mission of 
former-President Jimmy Carter to the Middle East, and if he 
went to Syria and met with some officials there? 


a He's a private citizen and you're certainly 
welcome to make contact with his office or his staff, but I 
don't have anything on his trip. 
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Q I believe that his office was in contact with the 


State Department about him visiting or not visiting Syria. 


ihere was a briefing about that, and there is reason to believe 


that he is in Syria on a semi-official mission by the United 
States Government. Can you comment on that? 


A I think you're making your own characterization 
of the trip. He's there as a private citizen. The fact that 
he has had briefings from the State Department, that's true. 
The fact that he's aware of the United States Government 
position, that's likewise true, if that's what you're getting 
at. 


Q Chuck, are you unwilling to say whether venting 
was detected, or unable to say? 


a In what case? 
Q In the Soviet test-venting case? 
q We issued a statement at the end of last week 


which said that there was venting. 


Q But where? : 
A Unfortunately, all that information is classified 
Q This was Wednesday? 


fe) Wednesday. It always has been, Walt. I don't 
want to go into excessive detail, but because of the methods 
“that are involved, it's just impossible to give those kind of 
details. 


~—MORE-- 
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Q Could we ask you to take a question on the 
ventings the United States is talking about, and a little more 
narrow defining of “for more than a decade"? Could we have -- 


A First, I sciad, there has been no venting. 
Q Yes, I understand that. 
on Okay. I said there were two cases of what's 


called "local seepage," barely above natural levels. [ can try 
to define the time period. 


Q Yes, please, if you will. 


Q I was asking yesterday regarding the airstrip in 
northern Costa Rica, and you didn't prefer to take the question 
at the time, but I'd like to maybe couch it ina different 
form. Again, President Arias said earlier this week that he 
thought it had been in use, judging from the Tower Commission 
Report, despite a specific promise from the U.S. Ambassador 
that it would not be used. 


I'm just wondering, has the State Department made any 
effort to find out, in fact, whether the airstrip has been used? 


A I don't have anything on that story. 

Q Can you take the question? 

A No. 

Ralph? 

Q Coming back one more second to the hostages issue 


again, is it still the case, as it has been, that the United 
States Government has had no contact with anyone who claims to 
have direct contact with either the hostages themselves or with 
the people holding the hostages -- with the possible exception 
of Terry Waite? , 


A All I could say on that score, Ralph, is that you 
know what our policy is of no concessions, of being willing to 
talk about the safety and the release of our hostages, but not 
about deals or concessions, and in that context, obviously 
doing everything we can on behalf of our citizens. 
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Q But being willing to talk with someone about the 
safety of the hostages, have you been able to talk with someone 
about the safety of the hostages, someone whom you believe to 
have either the hostages, or to have personally seen the 
hostages? 


‘6 On that kind of specific question, I just have to 
say I can't go into that. 


Q You said earlier in the week you would make 
available the resvits of the investigation of Under Secretary 
Spiers’ cover photo The week 1s now ending Do you have that? 


A I said I would make them available, and I['11 do 
that. I don't yet have the findings 


Q On another subject, there have been new 
allegations of serious human rights abuses in Kenya Does Mr. 
Crocker intend to take those up with Mr. Moi when he sees him 
today? 


- Let me comment first on that particular article 
that. you refer to. These allegations of torture, apparently 
supported by signed affidavits from those in Kenya who claim .v 
have been tortured, raise serious questions of human rights 
abuses. We are aware of these charges, but we can't judge the 
accuracy of each allegation. 


As is our practice, we will continue to monitor the 
human rights situation closely, and share our concerns with the 
Government of Kenya. We trus* that the Government of Kenya 
will investigate these most recent allegations, make the 
findings public; and if abuses or inappropriate practices are 
occurring, that the guilty parties will be punished and the 
abuses stopped 


That, by way of general reaction; concerning the 
discussions here in Washington, human rights is one of the 
topics that has been on the agenda for President Moi's visit 
Wwe have expressed our desire that democratic institutions be 
preserved and our concerns that Kenya's human rights reputation 
not be undermined. That, by way of a general statement that 
it's on the agenda, but I'd prefer not to go into what issues 
are raised in which particular meetings. 


Q And do the allegations, or possibly even the 
seriousness of the allegations, make any different in the 
overall relationship between the United STates and Kenya? 
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ca I think I have just siven you our position on the 
human rights situation and the fact that we share our 
concerns Beyond that, we have a much broader relationship, as 
well It has many other aspects to it, and as a consequence, 
if you want, I could give you something on that score -- 


Q Yes 


a But that's sort of the best g could do 


~ Yes, could you? 


ra Well what we are doing during this visit is 
underscoring the importance which we attach to our relationship 
with Kenya. which has been a model] for political and economic 
stability in sub-Saharan africa There has always been a close 
and friendly relationship between our two countries This 
visit is a chance to exchange views with one of Africa's 
leading statesmen 


Given the significant American trade with Kenya and 
US investment there, we are also ervploring with the Kenyan 
Gelegation ways to preserve and enhance our economic ties In 
addition, we're reviewing regional matters with President Moi. 
who has long exerted a moderate and constructive influence in 
East Africa Those are some of the other things that are on 
the agenda in addition to the human rights aspec. that we just 
talked about 


Q Do you have any readout on Mr Armacost's 
activities in Moscow? 


o- He's not yet in Moscow 
Q I thought he was in Moscow 


a No The visit to Moscow is the 16th and 17th. 
the start of the week 


Q Oh. I beg your pardon 


co He is in London on his way there, consulting with 
British officials 


Q Will he be talking with the Soviets about Soviet 
relations with Israel? Is that considered a regional issue 
that would fall under his bailiwick? 
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fe) The Middle East is certainly one of the regional 
issues that would fall under his bailiwick In terms of the 
specifics, I just couldn't help you further 


Q Is he (inaudible) on the way there having 
meetings on things other than his visit to Moscow? 


a That's really all I have on his itinerary 


Q A leading Arab-American community leader, Dr. ™ 
T. Mehdi from New York, upon his return from Lebanon, his 
passport was confiscated because he violated the rules about 
travel When will tne passport be returned? And will Dr 
Mehdi be penalized for traveling to Lehanon against the 
instructions of the State Department? 


2) I really can't answer either one of those 
Questions since they are both in the future 


Q Can you take the question, then, and see what you 
have on that? 


a well, I'm not sure either one of them f211 within 


our domain, but I'll see what [ can do, but -- 

Q The U.S. passport was issued by the State 
Department and it has the signature of Secretary of State. and 
was confiscated, and he is a US. citizen 


a But in term of what happens to people who have 
violated this particular rule, that remains to be seen 


Q Could you look into the matter? 
A I'll keep an eye on it 


Q Coming back to Armacost for a second, do you know 
whether he will discuss with the Soviets “Operation Staunch"? 


a Well, that, again, is one of the specifics of an 
issue that obviously, I think, is likely to be discussed, which 
is the [ran-Iraq war 


g Uh-huh. 


) And in the context of that discussion, I'm sure 
our position will come up. 
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Q Will the Secretary 


a But I don't want to really predict, since Mr. 
Armacost is a senior official; he'll be conducting those 
discussions, sv all I could really do is talk about the very 
broad agenda; and in terms of how it develops, we'll just have 
to wait and see. 


Q There's a report that Congressman Barnard of 
Georgia is complaining that the bills were not paid for the 
Secretary's contingent the last time he went to the golf club 
there 


a Well, that's semi-accurate. What henpened is 
that a bill came to the State Department, the paper wes 
processed, put into the system, but the check didn't c.me out 
the other end. 


(Laughter) 
You know there are various offices that actually have 


to issue checks in response to payment requests, and as a 
consequence, the local owner of the hotel or motel in question 


asked his Congressman to inquire as to why the bill hadn't been 
paid When that inquiry was made, it was the first time that 
we realized that the check had, in fact, not been issued. It 
was then promptly issued ° 


Q "The check is in the mail." 
) The check is in the mail 
Q Did you pay in silverware? (Laughter) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 











Posted: March 13, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Friday, “arch 13 daily press >riefing: 
TERANON PASSPORT PTSTRICTION: COMETSCATION OF “ENNT PASSPORT 


Jill “rc. Mehdi he penalized for his travel to Lebanon? 
THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE DOES NOT CONDUCT CRIMINAL 
PROSECUTIONS. QUESTIONS CONCERNING SUCH MATTERS SHOULD RE 
DIRECTED TO THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. IF THF GOVERNMENT 
ESTABLISHES THAT MEHNI USED HIS .S. PASSPORT IN VIOLATION 
OF THF AREA RESTRICTION, HF COULD 8F PROSECUTED UNDER 


SECTION 1544 OF TITLE 18 OF THE 1!.S. CONF. 


Will Mr. Mehdi's passport be returned to him? 
NO. IF “MR. “EXHYNI WISHES A REPLACEMENT POR THE CONFISCATED 


PASSPORT, HE CAN RFQUEST ONE. TRE DEPARTMENT WILL PROVIDE 


A REPLACEMENT IF HE IS OTFERWISE FLIGI®LF TO RECEIVE ONF, 


AND IF MR. “MEHDI WILL AGREE NO? TO TRAVEL TO LEBANON OR TO 
LIBYA IN VIOLATION OF THE DEPART“ENT OF STATE'S 


RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF U.S. PASSPORTS FC "NICH TRAVET.. 








Posted: March 16, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the March 13, 1987 daily press briefina: 


U.S. VENTINGS 





Q. Can you tell us a little more about the two "seepages” that 
resulted from nuclear tests within the past decade? Also, can 
you be more precise in defining “more than a decade"? 


A. -- IN THE PAST DECADE THERE HAVE BEEN TWO INCIDENTS OF LOCAL 


SEEPAGE OF RADIOACTIVE GASES AT THE NEVADA TEST SITE: 


o AS THE RESULT OF A TEST ON MARCH 31, 1984, MINOR, 
BARELY DETECTABLE LEVELS OF RADIOACTIVITY WERE DETECTED 


WITHIN THE TEST SITE BOUNDARIES ONLY. 


O AS THE RESULT OF A TEST ON SEPTEMBER 25, 1980, MINOR, 
BARELY DETECTABLE LEVELS OF RADIOACTIVITY WERE DETECTED 
OFF-SITE, BUT WITHIN THE IMMEDIATE AREA OF THE NEVADA 


TEST SITE. 


-- SINCE 1970 THERE HAVE BEEN NO VENTINGS FROM U.S. NUCLEAR 
TESTS AS A RESULT OF OUR CONCERTED AND SUCCESSFUL EFFORT TO 
RESOLVE THE PROBLEMS OF CONTAINING THE RADIOACTIVE DEBRIS FROM AN 


UNDERGROUND NUCLEAR EXPLOSION. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Let me begin with a series of relatively small announcements 


First, " would like to introduce a new Press Office 
staff member, Betty Johnson, who joins us today as a secretary 
in the office. She has over 15 years of experience with the 
Department; has served in a number of bureaus, including IO, 
EAP, CA, and INR. She's no stranger to Public Affairs, having 
worked most recently in the Office of the Historian Betty 
comes from South Carolina She's part of a military family, 
and she's still a member of the Army Reserve That may stand 
her in good stead here in dealing with all of you. (Laughter) 
And in any case, [ hope you'l! all make her feel welcome. 


Secondly, Secretary Shultz will be appearing in open 
session before the Subcommittee on International Organizations 
of the House Foreign Affairs Committee tomorrow, March 17, at 
10:00 a.m. The subject is the Department of State 
Authorization Because of the Secretary's appearance, we will 
not have a daily press briefing tomorrow 


Secretary Shultz will speak at the opening session of 
the 1987 International Development Conference on Wednesday, 
March 18, at the Washington Convention Center, Main Floor The 
opening session begins at 9°45 am The Secretary 1S expected 
to speak at 10:00 o'clock Please use the 900 Ninth Street 
entrance, which is between H and New York Avenues If you want 
to cover the Secretary's participation or have questions about 
the conference, please contact Wendy Wheat at 638-6222 


A There are no arrangements to pipe it in, no 


Secretary Shultz will also participate in the 
Department of State's special briefing for members of the 
National Association of Wheat Growers on March 18, in the Loy 
Henderson Conference Room, 3:00 to 3:30 p.m The Secretary 
will deliver on-the-record remarks and take questions from the 
briefing participants 
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In both of those cases, I would expect the subject to 
be the Foreign Affairs Budget And in case any of you need 
copies of the charts, ['1ll be happy to provide those for you. 


On another issue, some of you will recall that at the 
February 13 briefing, a question was raised concerning a Soviet 
film which insinuates that the United States Government was 
involved in the assassination of Olaf Palme. We said at that 
time that we expressed our concern over this malicious and 
outrageous charge 


Soviet efforts to link the United States Government 
with Palme's murder are continuing Most recently, the story 
was repeated in Ultimes Noticias, a Venezuelan daily. Let me 
repeat that the United States rejects the allegation that it 
was linked in any way to Olaf Palme's assassination. The 
attempt to exploit the death of this world leader is a 
disservice to his memory 


I'm not quite done After a working recess, the 
Fourth Session of the Nuclear Testing Experts Meetings resumed 
in Geneva today, March 16 The current session began on 
January 22. recessed on february 9, and is scheduled to end 


Friday, March 20. The U.S. goal for this session is to 
formulate the agenda for potential future negotiations that 
would begin with establishing verification improvements for the 
Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the Peaceful Nuclear Explosions 
Treaty 


As in the past, the United States delegation is lead 
by Dr. Robert 8B. Barker, Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Atomic Eneray 


And finally, as 1 had promised on Friday, following 
the exchange of letters concerning the DECA Agreement with 
Turkey, there will be available in the Press Office copies of 
the letters which were exchanged. In fact, there is only one 
copy, in the sense that the Turkish Minister's letter, with a 
small chapeau and a small ending, incorporates the entire text 
of the Secretary's letter So you'll have it all there, both 
sides 


That's all I have Jim? 


Q Before we go to other things, one question about 
this Palme film You say the United States has expressed its 
concern. To whom and how? 


A Well, at the time you recall it was going to be 
shown on Swedish television, and it was in that context that we 
expressed it both publicly and privately to the Soviets. 
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Q To the Soviets? 

a Yes. 

Q Do we call it a protest, or what? 

a We call it an expression of our concern; protest, 


if you will, but I'm not sure there's any difference there, Jim. 


Q On the Pollard case, there's a report out of 
Israel -- several reports out of Israel I'd like to ask you 
about: one, that the Government of [srael is helping defray 
the legal expenses of the Pollards Have you looked into that, 


and do you know if it's so? 
A I just don't have anything on that one, Jim. 


Q And there's another report in American newspapers 
saying that the U.S. Government now believes, on the basis of 
the questions asked by Pollard, that in fact there were other 
agents of Israel operating within the U.S. Government. Are 
these allegations true? 


a And likewise, I[ just don't have anything on that 
one. 


Q Does the State Department have a position on 
whether it would be appropriate for [srael to pick up the legal 
costs of Pollard? 


4 No, I don't have any position 
Q Chuck, ['1l go back to your earlier position of 


many months ago Is the United States at this point on the 
record still satisfied with the level of [sraeli cooperation? 


ia) The question has been asked a number of times, 
and I just don't have anything new on that. Lester? 
Q Chuck, here's a Time magazine report that an 


SR-71, American Blackbird spy plane, flew at 85,000 feet above 
the Israeli nuclear plant at Dimona, evaded Israeli Air Force 

fighter planes, and returned with significant readiigs. I['ll 

be glad to give you a copy if you want it 


Since this Time report was in 1976 when the head of 
the CIA was George Bush, do you expect that the Israelis will 
give Mr. Bush the same treatment the State Department has 
recommended for Colonel Sella? 
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Here's an example that Time magazine, a leading news 
magazine, reports of United States spying on Israel. Are we 
concerned about that? 


A Lester, first of all, that goes back to 1976, so 
as a consequence [ really have very little awareness of what 
you're talking about. But, in any case, anything that has to 
do with intelligence matters, [ don't comment on. 


Q On Friday, since you talked about the Turkish 
DECA, Assistant Secretary Perle in essence condoned the 
presence of Turkish troops on Cyprus and said that their 
withdrawal -- there is a dispute over their withdrawal on the 
stability on Cyprus. Do you have a comment on that -- the 
presence of Turkish troops on Cyprus? 


A I don't have any specific comments in reference 
to that report. [f would reiterate that there has been no 
change in U.S. policy regarding Cyprus; that we support a 
negotiated settlement; and that we're giving our full support 
to the U.N. Secretary General's effort to engage the two 
Cypriot parties in negotiations. 


Withdrawal of non-—Cypriot troops from Cyprus is one of 
the issues that must be resolved by the two sides. le support 
withdrawal of non-Cypriot troops from Cyprus in the context of 
an overall negotiated settlement. 


Q Do you have anything on the Turkish-Iranian 
relations. Lately there is tension between the two countries 
in the north of Iraq. 


A I don't have verv much. I've looked into those 
reports which I presume you re making reference to concerning 
what's been called a “major offensive," Karbala 7, in northwest 
Iraq. That action is not one which we believe to be a major 
offensive, nor have we in the past. 


It took place in an area of [raqi territory which is 
of little strategic value. Actual possession of this territory 
has seesawed between Iran and [raq since the early days of the 
war. 


Q It's perceived by some people that the Reagan 
Admin’stration has written off the hostages because it has no 
influence How do you respond? 


a) Well, that's clearly not true, and I think the 
easiest thing to do is to refer you to the President's 
statement of the week before last, I believe, where he said, 
"We have not given up. We never will. We will use every 
legitimate means to free the hostages from captivity." 
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Q Chuck, does the Secretary have any comments to 
make after President Reagan's statement from Saturday? Does he 
feel the President cleared up the matter of the Tower 
Commission report? 


a The Secretary's reaction was reported. He said 
that he appreciated the President's generous remarks. 


Q On that one, since both the Secretaries of State 
and Defense have expressed their gratitude to the President for 
his very decent clarification to the public that they both 
offered strong objections to the arms—-to-[ran proposal, does 
the Secretary believe that the American public, who soon have 
to choose a new President, deserve to know that by contrast to 
the strong objections of Shultz and Weinberger, Mr. Bush, who 
was elected rather than appointed —~- Mr. Bush never objected. 
Or does the Secretary believe that this information should be 
concealed from the voters? 


a) I'm not rendering any judgments on those kind of 
questions. 


Q No judgment? Okay. 
Q Do you have any comment on either Armacost's 
meetings in Moscow or Sokolov's visit to the State Department? 


What was discussed? 


A Concerning Mr. Armacost's meetings in Moscow, 
those are on-going. They just began today, in fact. 


Q Are they over? 
a So I don't have any comment on those. And 


concerning your other question, no, [I don't know what that wa. 
about. 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of three 
Congressmen from South Carolina to the Department today 
concerning the Pattis case, Pattis being the American who is 
under arrest in Iran? 


A No. 


Q Chuck, on Iran, what about the computer sale? 
Apparently, the Defense Department insists that this sale is 
against the anterests of the United States, and you agreed the 
last time it has no significance. 


A I went over that question, as you will recall, 
last week, so [I've given you our position. That's all [ can 
do. I have nothing new on that story. 
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Q On the situation in Iraq, we have been hearing 
that Turkey has excellent relations with Iran. Now we see 30 
war planes flying in Iraq the moment the [ranians have a major 
offensive. Are you worried about an escalation over there? 


a I just commented on the nature of that 
offensive. Beyond that, concerning Turkish actions, I'd invite 
you to speak to the Turkish authorities. Jamie? 


Q Chuck, does the State Department have any plans 
not to replace the U.S. Ambassador to Nicaragua whem the 
present one leaves in May or June? 


4 I don't have any particular reading on that, so 
I'd have to leave it right now that I just can't help you. 


Q Chuck, former President Carter was asked in 
Damascus whether he had brought a message from the U.S. 
Government to the Syrian President. He basically said you'll 
have to ask the Reagan Administration about that. Do you have 
anything on the Carter visit, and whether or not he did bring a 
message? 


A I don't have anything that would go beyond 


answers we've given in the last couple weeks when that question 
has come up. 


Q Have you anything on U.S. contacts with “the 
Syrian Government as Syrian troops continue to re-enf.cce their 
positions around the southern suburbs where we believe the 
hostages to be kept? 


A No 

Q Do you have any specific comment on Terry 
Anderson since this is the anniversary of his captivity? 
know you made a comment last week, but -- 


a I did, and if you want ['d reiterate that, but 
that essentially is my comment. 


Q Chuck, anything on two Americans being arrested 
in Thailand on drug charges? 


A No. 
Q No information about them? 


Q anything Fresh on the Greek Government's 
complaints about U.S. policy vis-a-vis Turkey? 











~A‘] - Monday, 3/16/87 


& No. Once again, I gave you quite a long reaction 
on Friday. 


Q Do you have anything on the Washington Post 
report on Saturday regarding the suggestion that Secretary 
Shultz knew more about the Iranian arms deal that he has said 
or that was said in Tower Report? 





a No 


Q Anything new on torture in Kenya or South 
Africa? We're trying 


- No, I don't 
Q Do you have any news? 
A I have a lot Ihank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 











‘ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DATLY PRESS BRIEFING 


INODeE XK 


Wednesday, March 18, 1987 





BRIEFER Charles Redman 


Subject Page 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Rescheduled Appearance of Secretary Shultz before 
the International Development Conference _. l 


ISRAEL: POLLARD CASE 


Reported Payment of Attorneys’ Fees for Pollard 2-3 
IRAN 

Reports of Arm Sales Profits to Clobal Islamic 

Movement ie eda a bas errr TTT ee 

Deployment of Missiles Near Strait of Hormuz 12 


ARMS CONTROL 
Judge Soafer's Letter to Senator Nunn on AB 





Ratification Process ..... taaba dae o-oo . 3-6 
LEBANON 
Release of Saudi Hostage _. cole Terre, 7 
Status of Terry Waite .. ba /,12 
Status of Other Hostages re ee ....7-8 
U.S. Policy on Hostage Taking .15 
USSR 
Under Secretary Armacost's Talks in Moscow 8-11 
Congressman Wright's Trip to Moscow 13 
JORDAN 
Scheduling of Visit of King Hussein to U.S 13 
THALLAND 
Forced Repatriation of Hmong Tribesmen to Laos 13-15 
PHILIPPINES 


DOS and DOD Assessments on Philippine Communist 
Insurgency ........4. 15-17 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #4) 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 18, 1987, 12:25 P ™ 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
One brief announcement As some of you may have noticed, 
Secretary Shultz's appearance at the 1987 International 
Development Conference has been changed He will now speak on 
Friday, March 20, 12 15 to 12:45 pm at the Washington 
Convention Center on the main floor in Room 3] The Press 
Office can help you with other details If you need points of 
contact, 1 would only note that it says that all equipment must 
be in place by 10:45, since the Secretary is the concluding 
speaker of a longer session 


Q Is there going to be an advanced text on that? 

a I don't believe there will be an advanced text, 
no 

Q Still on the Secretary's appearances Do you 


know the subject of his speech today at 3:00’ 


- In the Loy Henderson? 

Q Yes 

. That will be on the foreign affairs resource 
crisis 

Q He won't talk about Soviet grain shipments? Not 
this year 

- There may be Q and A 


@ Is there going to be Q and A’? 
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a There is, I believe, time allocated for Q and A 
from the participants in the briefing 


Q Has the State Department been able to learn 
whether, in fact, the Israeli Government has paid any of the 
attorneys’ fees for Jonathan Pollard? 


- I don't have any information on that one, Jim 

Q Is the State Department looking into it? 

< I don't know that we are. no 

Q I get this odd feeling that you don't want to 
talk about this case’? 

4 That's a case. really. that should be referred to 
Justice Those are the kind of questions in which they're 


competent Whether or not someone is paying legal fees for 
someone else, we're not normally involved in those kind of 
questions 


Q Well, the State Department is apparently involved 
in a sense Well, can you confirm that Ambassador Pickering 
brought a message about the case to the Israeli Government? 


i) I don't comment on diplomatic exchanges 


Q Chuck, isn't there a -- Secretary of State Shultz 
in his testimony on the Hill made it clear that he was unhappy 
with the way Israel had responded by promoting Sella, and 
whatever Isn't paying Pollard's fees in the same category? 


2) I'm just not in a position to make those kind of 
judgments for you based on the information that I have The 
Secretary spoke to the questions that you referred to There 
is that on the record 


Q Can you tell us whether the Secretary -- Without 
telling us what the substance is, can you tell us whether the 
Secretary is aware of the fact of whether or not Pollard's 
legal fees are being paid by the government of Israel? 


a I don't -- 


Q In other words, can we assume -- I'm sorry Can 
we assume that when he made his remark; he was taking that 
factor into account? 
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q No, I don't think you should assume whether or 
not he was taking that into account 


Q Chuck, what about Judge Sofaer's role? I mean, 
are you re-evaluating his role in the whole matter because he 
granted immunity to peopie who he should not grant? 


Qa Once again, I believe you're laying that question 
at the wrong doorstep The Justice Department is the competent 
agency They were involved in all those decisions They were 


part of the team that went to Israel at one point with Judge 
Sofaer. So, as a consequence, I really have to refer all those 
kine of questions to Justice 


Q Chuck, can you comment on a report today that 
some American funds paid in profits of the Iran arms affair 
have resulted in payments to the Global Islamic Movement of $2 
to $3 million and of up to $6 million to Rafsanjani and his 
aides? 


4 No I have absolutely nothing on that one Ralph. 


Q On Sofaer, do you have any comment on the reports 
which evidently were confirmed that the Judge sent a letter to 
the Senate, or to Senator Nunn, regarding the interpretation of 
the ABM Treaty without it having been cleared by the State 
Department? 


6 77e only remarks I saw that concerned that 
question were, i think, made at the White House where they 
noted that that particular letter was the personal commentary 
of Judge Sofaer 


All I would add is that there has been a lot of 
perhaps not very well informed commentary on this particular 
subject The letter, to which you were making reference now, 
which I have seen widely cited, for example, as saying that the 
State Department or Judge Sofaer or the Administration has 
disavowed its study of the negotiating record is absolutely 
false The letter -- 


Q You mean to say the letter is false? 


Qa No, I don't at all What I'm saying is what 
Judge Sofaer makes reference to in that letter is his study of 
the ratification process, which is a different matter That is 
a memo that went forward in response to a question that was 
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taken during Hill testimony. This is often the case A 
response was sent back to the Hill on the question of the 
ratification process. I think that was the October 22, '85 


memo that's been referred to. 


That is one particular bit of information, and it's on 
that question --— the ratification process -- and subsequent 
practice that the Department, as we have said a number of 
times, is engaged in a much more thorough study now, hopefully 
to be finished by April 30 


Now, on what is really sometimes referred to as the 
“key" memo, in some of these articles I have seen, that memo 
has to do with the negotiating record And there, the 
Administration stands fully behind the conclusions that are in 
that memo and by the work of Judge Sofaer. So I think what is 
happening here is that Judge Sofaer's comments concerning a 
particular memo on the ratification process are being 
transferred by people inaccurately to somehow refer to his 
study of the negotiating record and that is not the case 


Q Well, on the negotiating -- I'm sorry, on the 
ratification process letter, does the Department feel that it 
was out of line for him to sent a letter without clearance? 
Does the Department agree with the letter that he sent or 
disagree with it? What is its position? 


A I don't have any particular commentary to offer 
The Judge put forward his comments as he saw it It was his 
memo, in the first place I think in that letter that you 
referred to, he accurately describes his impressions and how he 
feels about that particular memo now, concerning the 
ratification process only. 


Q But does it stand for the Department? Does the 
Department agree with it? 


Qa The Department's position, as I just said, will 
result from this very intensive and thorough study that's now 
on-going. And on April 30, we will then be in a position to 
talk about the ratification process. 


Q But, Chuck, here's the legal officer of the State 
Department, he sends up a letter to a Senator. I'm trying to 
get out of you, is this the Department's position he expressed 
or is it not the Department's position? 


2) First of all, there's no position to express or 
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not to express. There's no issue at stake here, Don. The 
Judge was simply trying to clarify the status of a particular 
memo that he had sent forward on the ratification process. The 
Department and the Administration has no position on the 
ratification process. It will have one based on reviewing the 
studies that will be completed on April 30, and that's what 
Judge Sofaer says in his letter as well That's all there is 
to it. 


Q Chuck, even Republican Senators are quite -- 
Chafee, for instance, says he's shocked and horrified at the 
way this thing has been handled It's going to make him look 
very carefully at what you finally send up there There's a 
trillion dollar program involved here, and -- 


a I might just note that [ saw that particular 
comment that you referred by that Senator coming in the wake of 
the very misstatement that I just tried to point out to you. 

So I'm not sure whether or not some of these statements are 
made in true cognizance of the facts and where we stand on 
various portions of this investigation 


The issue before the President is essentially that of 
how to structure the SDI program And in making that decision, 
he's going to be looking at the ABM Treaty, he's going to be 
looking at advances in technology. and there the Pentagon is 
preparing a report which will be due at about the same date 
So that all of these come together in the sense that the 
President has to make that decision finally at some point on 
how to structure the SDI program 


Q Two questions. One, the letter to Sam Nunn from 
Judge Sofaer, I believe, was released by the Department without 
our even asking for it. So how can it be his personal 
commentary if you essentially put it out in response to our 
questions about Sam Nunn's statements. That's one question 


4 I don't know why that should influence your 
position. The question was raised. In response to that, there 
had been a lot of material printed on it I offered to make 
copies of it available. [It doesn't change the essential status 


Q You eventually offered it us. We never even 
asked for it. 


A There was a question asked that day Whether or 
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not it was specifically asked for the release of the letter, I 
don't know. But if you prefer that I not ever volunteer 
anything, I'm happy to do that. 


Q If it's not State Department policy, maybe you 
shouldn't. I don't know. Anyway, secondly -- 


A As I say, first of all, there were no policy 
implications in that letter It was a statement, as I said in 
response to Don's question, the Judee clarifying his position 
on a particular memo which had been widely commented on, and I 
think -- go ahead 


Q You mentioned, in addition t» *e ratification 
process in the negotiating record, and so on, subsequent 
practices being an important element in the review that is due 
April 30. Has a subsequent practice ever been looked at before 
in any of these previous memos that the Judge has prepared or 
that his staff has prepared? 


a) I think I could safely say that only in a very 
cursory rashion has it been addressed in those memos. I[ don't 
want to say that it was not addressed at all, because I think 
there may have been some reference in one or another of those 
memos to that issue 


-) Because some people are saying -- 


A But, nonetheless, we're still looking toward 
April 30 as the date for the definitive review of that subject, 
as well as the ratification process. 


Q Well, some people have faulted the previous 
analysis and reviews as having essentially left out subsequent 
practice, so you wouldn't necessarily disagree with the fact 
that they have left out subsequent practice? 


m What we have said is that the review to which you 
review, the one on which the President made his statement, and 
his conclusion was based on the negotiating record The other 
two bodies are the ones we're now looking at as well 


~-MORE-- 
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Q New subject? 
a Sure. 


A few questions on the hostage issue, Chuc<. 
First of all, any reaction to the release of the Saudi? 


Qa My reaction is, I suppose, the expected one: We, 
obviously, welcome that release. And I would take the occasion 
to call once again, as we've done any number of times, for the 
immediate, unconditional, and safe release of all hostages in 
Lebanon -- Americans, other foreigners, and Lebanese alike. 


Q Speaking of other foreigners, the Soviet Magazine 
Literaturnaya Gazeta claims that Terry Waite is being held in 
the Iranian Embassy. Have you anything on that? 





a I don't have anything on that When I saw that 
particular report, it brought to mind something that they had 
published perhaps last week, which alleged that Terry Waite had 
links to the CIA, was facilitating arms shipments to Iran, 
those kind of allegations 


I'm not sure whether this report falls in that same 
category, but it's the same publication and those previous 
allegations I could only characterize as outrageous, 
inflammatory, and false. Mr. Waite was on a humanitarian 
mission on behalf of the hostages, and to suggest otherwise 
constitutes really an egregious irresponsibility, and increases 
the personal risk to Mr. Waite. 


Q Just one more item, to follow up again, Chuck. 
He's head of the Syrian forces and the head of Syrian 
intelligence in Lebanon, General Kanaan, told the wives of the 
three American professors and the one Indian, that they could 
expect their husbands to be released very soon. 


Has the State Department any independent knowledge of 
that? 


i) No, I don't have anything to offer independently 
on that question. Even that sort of kind of question in a 
generic sense, I would only reiterate what I have just said 
about our continued call for the immediate and unconditional 
release of all these -- 
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Q Does Jimmy Carter, in any official or 
semi-official way, represent the U.S. Government on this 
current Mid-east trip? 


A I've addressed that on a number of occasions. I 
don't have anyth. g new to add to that. He's there as a 
private citizen, and that's essentially, I think, the most 
accurate way to capture his mission. 


Q The group holding the French hostages granted a 
reprieve to the one they said they were going to execute, 
saying that France had made secret promises. Do you have any 
idea what those secret promises were? 


A No I don't, nor do I have any idea that there 
were any. Just don't have anything on that. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the PLO 
Chairman interview with Reuters -- he had a new element about 
the international conference. Do you have any comment on this? 


a No, I don't. 


Q The Soviets made a proposal yesterday, this one 
on having inspection teams monitor any space objects that are 


launched. Is the Administration taking that proposal seriously? 


Qa As always, we take proposals seriously, and we 
have that particular one under review As of now, I don't have 
any commentary to offer on it. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the Secretary's 
trip based on Mike Armacost's talks there? 


e Let me start by giving you the readout I have on 
Mike Armacost's talks in Moscow. This is relayed to us from 
London where he is stopping over on the way back. 


First, Mr. Armacost met with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze, with First Deputy Foreign Minister Vorontsov, 
Secretary Dobrynin, and with other Soviet officials during that 
March 16-17 period to discuss regional issues. These talks 
initiated the 1987 cycle of experts talks on Afghanistan, the 
Middle East, Central America and the Caribbean, Southern 
Africa, and East Asia and the Pacific. 














-9- Wednesday, 3/18/87 


The talks were useful and constructive. Their purpose 
was not to negotiate agreements or solutions -~ that's the task 
of the parties themselves of these various regions -- but 
rather to engage in a frank exchange of views on issues that 
continue to have a large impact on U.S.-Soviet relations. It's 
important that both sides understand the concerns and interests 
of each other in order to avoid miscalculations. 


Afghanistan was discussed along with other regional 
issues. No new Soviet position emerged in these talks. 
Although in recent months there have beer adjustments in Soviet 
formulations on national reconciliation, we have seen no signs 
that the Soviets have made the hard decision to withdraw their 
troops in a timely fashion. 


Preparatic s for the Secretary's April visit to Moscow 
were also discussed, as were a number of bilateral and human 
rights matters. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
a Sure. 
Q You didn't mention arms control, Chuck. Did they 


discuss that subject at all, or does that fall under bilateral 
and mutual interest? 


A No Arms control was discussed. As I say, the 
whole agenda normally comes up in these meetings, but in this 
particular case, as I tried to indicate, the focus really was 
on regional issues across the areas that I described. 


Q Chuck, on the Middle East, was an international 
conference discussed? And was any progress reported? 


A I don't have any details on specific areas. 


Q Chuck, did they set up a schedule for the new 
regional talks? 


a Whether or not they finalized that schedule, I 
don't know, but we do expect those talxs to continue. As I 
said in my previous remarks, this does initiate the 1987 cycle, 
so we'll try to keep you advised as those develop and we come 
nearer to the time when they will be occurring. 


Q On the question of Afghanistan, can you elaborate 
on whether Mr. Armacost encouraged the Soviets to pursue their 
iniliative on national reconciliation with the Pakistanis and 
the Afghans, the Afgian resistance? 
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) I can't really help you on that one. I think, 
again referring back to what I just said, the key point 
continues to be whether or not the Soviets are willing to 
engage in a short withdrawal timetable. That seens to be the 
central issue on the table. It was before these talks. It 
seems to still be. 


Q Well, does the United States think that a process 
of national reconciliation could be constructive in leading to 
that kind of short withdrawal schedule, or do you think that 
the process of national reconciliation that the Soviets have 
talked about is essentially a delaying tactic? 


4 I don't want to offer that kind of judgment in 
this format. We've spoken to the overall question of 
Afghanistan from the podium on a number of occasions, 
concerning various aspects of what a solution there might 
encompass. That particular formulation of the U.S. position 
remains as previously stated. And that's as far as I can go 
right now. 


Q On the withdrawal timetable, did the Soviets get 
specific at all on how long they were thinking of? 


a Again, I don't want to go into details. When you 
ask that kind of a question, I think [I should reiterate what I 
said part-—way through, that the negotiation of agreements and 
solutions in that kind of strict sense is for the parties 
themselves. 


Q Did the Soviets, Chuck, agree iv the inclusion of 
the Mujahidin in the Geneva proximity talks? 

a) Once again, I don't have any details on that 
question, but I[ refer you to our position -- that's the best f 
can do -- which is on the record. 

Q Do you have any further readout on the part 


about the Pacific or southern Africa? 
4 No. 


Q Chuck, when you say the talks were useful and 
constructive, were you referring to the specific regional 
questions that were involved or to the progress that may have 
been made in setting up the Secretary's visit? 
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A That's an overall characterization. (ou know, we 
often make use of that old diplomatic term of "frank, friendly, 
and constructive." They were called into play here. 


Q But usually when the word "constructive" is used 
it means that there was some accomplishment of some kind, and 
since it didn't seem to occur in the Soviet's position on 
Afghanistan, I'm wondering, you know, where did it occur? 


A I think I've offered you what I can give you at 
this point. As I say, Mr. Armacost is not yet back in 
Washington. He's expected back sometime tomorrow. He'll be 
reporting to the Secretary in detail. So, as a consequence, 
I'm not in @ pos> cion to go any further on that. 


Q Chuck, just for the record, because this is a 
diplomatic code word, I don't think you did use the word 
"frank" in your -- 


A No, but I'm authorized to use "frank" as well, 
and I see -- I think Mr. Armacost, in his press conference, did 
say, "frank, friendly, and constructive." 


Q "Frank and friendly" are possible at the same 
meeting? 


Definitely. 
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Q There was a story over the weekend about the 
Iranians having obtained a Chinese copy of the Soviet 
ship-to-surface missile which was thought to be threatening the 
Strait of Hormuz. Do you know anything about it? Does the 
United States believe there is a new threat of some kind to the 
Strait of Hormuz? And does it have any reaction to it, or is 
it going to do anything about it? 


4 The most explicit reaction I could give you is to 
say that we have no reason to doubt that such missiles are 
being deployed. Beyond that, I would repeat what we have said 
before concerning the importance we attach to the principle of 
freedom of navigation and our determination to maintain open 
access through the Strait of Hormuz, as well as the fact that 
we have strong and well known commitments to support the 
individual and collective self-defense of our friends in the 


Gulf. 


Q Can you give me any indication how long you've 
had no reason to doubt those missiles are being -- 


a No. I can't be any more specific. 

Q Is this a new development, as described in the -- 
over the weekend's report? 

4 I can't be more specific in terms of timing. 

Q Was this subject raised by Secretary Shultz in 


his talks with the Chinese? 

A I believe the Secretary was asked that question -- 

Q Not about the missiles -- 

a -~ at one of our press conferences, if not about 
the missiles in particular. I think the only answer I[ could 
Give you would be to repeat what he said on the general 
question of arms transfers. ['d just have to leave it at that. 


I have two questions on the release. First, does 
the U.S. consider Terry Waite to be held hostage at this point? 


i) I've never had any characterization of Terry 
Waite's status. I just have no reason -- no way to make any 
judgment. 
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Okay. Secondly, does -- there was a report out 
of Qatar that King Hussein is refusing to come to the United 
States unless the U.S. accedes to his demands to sponsor an 
international conference and to reconmit themselves not to sell 
arms to Iran. Any comments on thac? 


F I'd only say, as I've said before, that we're 
continuing to work with King Hussein and the Jordanians on 
scheduling a visit to the United States. I think the nature of 
our relationship is such that the kind of circumstances that 
you pose really don't reflect the reality of that relationship. 


Q Chuck, can I come back for a second to Moscow? 
Do you have anything to say about the Jim Wright trip, and how 
does that relate to the Secretary's trip to Moscow? Is there 
any connection between the two? They occur at just about the 
same time. 


ia That's right. They do occur at about the same 
time; each for its own reason, I think. The Congressional trip 
had been scheduled because of the Easter recess of the 
Congress. The Secretary's trip had been scheduled based on our 
consultations with the Soviets. 


They overlap to some degree. That's about all I could 
say, although I know that the Congressional visit, I believe, 
is visiting areas other than Moscow as well in the Soviet 
Union. So whether or not we'll end up spending a lot of time 
together in Moscow, I don't yet know. 


Q You don't imagine the Secretary will meet with 
Congressman Wright? 


A Oh, I think if they're there at the same time, 
it's possible they will. 


Q Chuck, yesterda: the Secretary told the 
subcommittee that if the U.S. found that Thailand had indeed 
chased 38 Lao refugees across the border, we would protest. 
Well, have we found that out, and have we protested? 


- I knew someone was listening yesterday. Let me 
start by saying that the U.S. deplores the action of those 
local officials in Thailand who apparently forcibly repatriated 
up to 38 Hmong hill tribesmen to Laos on March 15. 


By all accounts, these Hmong were actually turned over 
to Lao soldiers. We view this incident as possibly the most 
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serious instance of forced repatriation from Thailand since 
1979. 


The United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees is 
attempting to verify the status of those who were repatriated 
We understand that up to 90 additional Hniong have been detained 
in northeastern Thailand near the Thai-Lao border, but the Thai 
authorities have suspended action that might have led to the 
forced repatriation of this group. 


I've seen reports citing different numbers since in 
the press, so I'd have to say I'm not totally firm on these 
last numbers, because that may be developing even as we talk 
But the forced repatriation of the Hmong is contrary to Thai 
Government policy as articulated by the Prime Minister's office 
and the Thai National Security Council. 


We are protesting this action to the Thai Government 
as a serious breach of human rights. 


Q What is the -- did the Thai Government give you a 
reason for why these people were pushed back? Are they denied 
their -- what has been their reaction? 

-) Beyond that, I don't have any further details as 


to what actually happened, and how this occurred. As I noted, 
this is contrary to Thai policy as it has been articulated by 
Thai officials at the highest levels. 


Q You began by saying -- 


A But the Thai Government policy, by the way, is 
that any repatriation programs aimed at returning to Laos those 
refugees who are not resettled in third countries will be 
conducted under the auspices of the UNHCR. And, going to the 
point I know Don is going to raise, this was done by local 
officials on the border. 


Q When -- 


A But, beyond that, I don't know how much 
importance to attach to that right now. 


Q When you say it was done by local officials, are 
you -- is the implication that it was done of their own 
volition without authority or -- 
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= That I can't -- I can't make that judgment, but, 
nonetheless, because it has happened, it has led us to make the 
protest that I've referred to. 

Q This was a UNHCR camp, was it not? 

a I don't know the details of that 


Q Were there any Americans who were at the scene, 
or who have some first hand knowledge of this? 


ca I'd have to look into that 
Q I'd like to come back again to The New York Times 


story on the funding for Iran and just ask you whether the 
current U.S. policy is not to pay ransom for hostages? 





A I think you know our policy is exactly that 
Q Okay. What -- 


) We don't make concessions, we don't make deals 
for hostages 


Q And you don't pay ransom’ 

- That's part of it 

Q And I presume that at the time that this is 
alleged to have occurred, that was also the U.S. policy Is 


that correct? 


A We've gone over that ground any number of times 
You can go back on the record and see what it's been 


Q Is there a discrepancy between the assessments of 
the State Department and Defense Department on the situation in 
the Philippines? 


a In the Philippines You're referring to the 
testimony yesterday? 


Q Yes. 


= There were a number of issues that were 
discussed That was very long testimony, so let me give you a 
couple of reactions. 
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That there's no substantive disagreement between State 
and Defense on the subject of the Philippine Communist 
insurgency. We have on numerous occasions stated our 
conviction that the Communist insurgency presents a grave 
threat to the future of the Philippines. The Communists remain 
committed to the violent overthrow of the Philippine democratic 
system of government 


On the question of how the Philippine Government is 
addressing the insurcency., Dr. Sigur said yesterday that 
there's a need for a comprehensive plan to address the 
Communist threat. Such a plan would integrate military efforts 
with those of the civilian government agencies to address the 
root social and economic causes of the insurgency. The 
Philippine Government is making progress toward develooing such 
an integrated approach 


In making his remarks, Dr. Sigur was acknowledging the 
significant progress made by the Aquino Government in dealing 
with the insurgent threat This includes steps to strengthen 
the military, increase the responsiveness of local governments 
to the needs of the people, and improve the delivery of 
government services in rural areas, as well as the creation of 
an amnesty and rehabilitation program aimed at attracting 
Communist guerrillas. 


He did not indicate that there was no need for further 
progress in the Philippine Government's counter-insurgency 
efforts Indeed, the Department would agree fully with Mr 
Armitage's warning against complacency. 

Q On the substance of it -- 


Q Copy of that, please, Chuck? 


4 Sure. 
Q On the substence of it, does the Department agree 
with -- or accept the ficures given by Mr. Armitage that the 


insurgency is getting bigger and more serious, rather than this 
progress which you suggest by the government side? 


5 In his testimony, Dr. Sigur estimated the size of 
the NPA guerrilla force at 24,000. Mr. Armitage's figure was 
24,400, which may be based on more recently updated estimates. 
This represents a growth rate about nine percent over the last 
year. This rate should be contrasted to the rate of growth in 








-17- Wednesday, 3/18/87 


the last year of the Marcos Government during which the number 
of armed regular guerrillas rose from about 16,000 to over 
23,000. 


Q So your figures -- you accept his figures, I 
gather? 


A In fact, Or. Sigur used almost the same figure in 
his testimony 


Q Chuck, can I ask une more about Pollard, please? 
Does the State Department have any assessment or problems with 
some of the characterizations made by Joseph DiGenova? The 
Israelis Ambassador has been trying to get him to stop making 
some of the allegations about the Israeli Government 


+ No I don't have anything 


Q Okay. Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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TRANSCRIPT OF UNDER SECRETARY M\CHAEL ARMECOST 
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UNDERSECRETARY ARMACOST- | HAD VERY GOOD TALKS 
DURING THE LAST TWO DAYS wiTH F/RST DEPUTY MINISTER 
VORONTSOV, AND & GOOD D'/SCUSS/ON wiTH FOREIGN 
MINISTER SHEVARDNEDIE, AND HAD am OPPORTUNITY (AST 
EVENING IW AN | WFORMAL Way QO SENEW ACQUAINTANCES 
WITH FORMER AMBASSADOR DOBAYNIN SECRETARY 

DOBRYNIN. THESE WERE DISCUSSIONS ESSENTIALLY 
FOCUSED ON PEGIONAL ISSUES. WNINTELLIGIGLE - 
AIRPORT ANNOUNCEMENT) INITIATE "HE 1987 ROUND OF 
DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN OQu® SESPECTI VE SPECIALISTS 
TABLED & PROPOSAL FOR SCHEDULING SEVERAL DIFFERENT 
TALES ON TRE MIDDLE EAST, ON AFGHANISTAN AND 
SOUTHEGN AFRICA OND CENTRE, anteica 
WMINTELLIGIBLE) PROPOSAL WE HavE WOT HAVE YET 
REACHED THE FIRM DECISION ON SCHEDULING BUT | WOULD 
ANTICIPATE THAT ALL THOSE DISCUSSIONS WOULD UNFOLD 
OVER THE WEXT S'K OR SEVEN MONTHS 


WE ALSO DISCUSSED THE UTILITY OF CONSULTING BETWEEN 
OURSELVES BEFORE THE UNITED WAT ONS GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY IN THE Fall ABOUT ISSUES THAT COME UP OF 
MUTUAL CONCERNS IN THAT INTERNAT) ONAL 

ORGANIZATION. WE REGARD THESE REGIONAL ISSUES THAT 
WERE DISCUSSED aS SUBJETTS FOR CONSULTATION. | waS 
WOT HERE TO WEGOTIATE. aS YOU KNOW, THESE MATTERS, 
BECAUSE THEY INVOLVE & VARIETY OF THIRD PARTIES, 
ARE WOT SUTCEPT BLE TO SETTLEMENT THROUGH BILATERAL 
TALKS BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES anO THE SOVIET 
UNION. IT 1S GUR OBJECTIVE alwavS TO CLamiry OuR 
DWN OBJECTIVES, TO GET a BETTER UNDERSTANDING OF 
THE INTERMELATIONS BETWEEN SOVIET POLICY, 7O avOI0 
MISCALCULATIONS AND, 10 THE EXTENT POSS'BLE, TO 
IDENTIFY WAYS I WHICH WE CAN HELP aTTENUSTE 
SERIOUS CONFLICTS. WE REGARDED THE TALKS AS VERY 
USEFUL IN THAT REGARD. THEY WERE QUITE FRANK THEY 
WERE VERY FRIENDLY AND CONSTRUCTIVE IW SPIRIT 


WE THINK THERE HaS BEEN PSOGRESS im Many AREAS OF 
U.S. - SOVIET RELATIONS im @ECENT MONTHS, MOST 
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MOTABLY THE SOVIET DECISION TO DECOUPLE (NF anp 
OTHER ARMS CONTROL MATTERS. WE TOLD THEM OF OUR 
OW ORAFT IN GENEVA AND THE POSSIBILITY FOR 
PROGRESS ON THAT ISSUE IN THE MONTHS TO COME. IT 
OFFERS A VERY IMPORTANT POTENTIAL BREAKTHROUGH if 
ADDITION, IN BILATERAL MATTERS, WE HAVE BEEN MAKING 
PROGRESS IN EXCHANGES im SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, 
AND THE OPENING OF CONSULATES AND OTHER ISSUES. ME 
WAVE SEEN HINTS OF PROGRESS ON HUMAN TAR\ aN 
WATTERS. WE ATTACH, FOR OUR OWN PART, GREAT 
IMPORTANCE TO MOVING FORWARD ON THESE REG) ONAL 
ISSUES. WE WEED OVER THE LONGER MUN. | THINK, 
PROGRESS IN THIS AREA. THIS 1S AS IMPORTANT aS 
ARMS CONTROL, If THERE iS TO BE & LONG TERM 
(PROVEMENT IN OUR RELATIONS. OBVIOUSLY THERE ARE 
STiLL DEEP DIFFERENCES ON A NUMBER OF THESE 

(SSUES. WE MADE NO EFFORT TO PUSH THOSE UNDER THE 
RUG. WE HOPE PROGRESS WILL COME. 

| THINK AFGHANISTAN |S A PARTICULARLY | MPORTANT 
AREA iM WHICH TO START. WE TALKED & BIT ABOUT THE 
SECRETARY'S UPCOMING VISIT. WE REGARD HIS VISIT aS 
AM OPPORTUNITY TO DISCUSS THE FULL @ANGE OF 
QUESTIONS BETWEEN US. AND OUR SOVIET HOSTS, IT 
SEEMED TO ME, ARE LOOKING FORWARD TO THAT VISIT 
WITH CONSIDERABLE ANTICIPATION AND | ASSURED THEM 
THAT THE SECRETARY WILL COME WITH EVERY INTENTION 
OF WORKING HARD TO PUSH THE SUBSTANCE OF OUR 
RELATIONSHIP FORWARD. 


He 


@ 00 YOU THINK THE SOVIETS ARE SER/OUS ABOUT 
WANTING TO MOWE OUT OF AFGHANISTAN? 


A: THEY CERTAINLY DECLARE IM UNEQUIVOCAL TERNS 
THEIR INTENTION TO WITHDRAW. THEY LIMEWISE DECLARE 
THEIR INTEREST (NM PROMOT NG THE PROCESS OF NAT/ONAL 
RECONCILIATION |W AFGHANISTAN. THOSE ARE THE 
CENTRAL ISSUES. {| GUESS | COME Away WITH THE 
(MPRESSION THAT THEY HAVE BEEN WRESTLING WITH THE 
CORE ISSUES IN RECENT MONTHS. THAT'S A HOPEFUL 
SIGH. WE HAVE SEEN SOME CHANGES iW THE SOVIET 
FORPULATIONS ON NATIONAL RECONCILIATION. THEY HAVE 
CERTAINLY ACKNOWLEDGED "HAT ANY SUCH PROCESS 
REQUIRES TAKING INTO ACCOUNT THE VIEWS OF THE 
REFUGEES OUTSIDE THE COUNTRY AND THE WiEWS OF THOSE 
WO HAVE TAMEN UP QRS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT 
THEY’ VE ACKNOWLEDGED THE POSSIBLE ROLE OF THOSE 
ASSOCIATED WITH PREVIOUS REGIMES, INCLUDING THE 
MOWARCHISTS. | THiWe THERE STILL @EMAINS & 
DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE SOVIET CONCEPTION OF #OW TO 
RESOLVE THIS (SSUE AND OTHERS WHO ARE DIPECTLY 
INVOLVED. THESE DIFFERENCES FOCUS BOTH ON THE 
APPROPRIATE LENGTH OF "WE TIMETABLE FOR WITHDRAWAL. 
AM ISSUE WHICH 1S CENTRAL TO THE NEGOTIATIONS IN 
GEMEVA, AND ALSO A QUESTION AS TO WHETHER OF NOT 
TWE PROCESS OF GENUINE NATIONAL RECONCILIATION CaN 
BE MANAGED BY THE CURRENT GOVERNMENT (N AFGHANISTAN 
WHICH, OBVIOUTLY, HAD WWNINTELL/GIBLE) DEEP AND 
GITTER (MTERWAL STRUGGLE FOR MANY YEARS AND 1S 
ASSOCIATED, iN OUR VIEW, (% THE MINDS OF AFGHANS 
WITH THE PRESENCE OF & FOREIGN MILITARY POWER THE 
QUESTION OF WHETHER OF WOT THAT GOVERNMENT Can BE 
THE EFFECTIVE SUPERVISOR, SC TO SPEAK OF & PROCESS 
OF WAT/OWAL RECONCIL (ATION REPRESENTS -- 1S STILL 
-- AM ISSUE ON WHICH | THINK THE SOWIET PERCEPT! On 
OF THINGS AND THE PERCEPTION THAT ONE ENCOUNTERS 
AMONG AFGHANS THAT WE SEE, AND AMONG THE 
PAKISTANIS, AND OURSELVES, -~- THOSE PERCEPTIONS 
STILL DIFFER. 
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@: WHAT ARE WE TALKING ABOUT AS FAR AS A TIMETABLE 
WOW? «HOW HAVE THE OPPOSINS SIDES NARROWED? 01D 
YOU GET AMY SENSE OF WHAT WERE...? 


A: MY UNDERSTANDING IS THAT IN GENEVA THE AFGHANS 
TABLED AN 18 MONTH PROPOSAL, THEIR LAST PROPOSAL, 
AND THE PAKISTAN! CURRENT POSITION, | BELIEVE, IS 7 
MONTHS. 


@: DID THE SOVIETS SHOW ANY WILLINGNESS TO 
ENCOURAGE THE AFGHANS TO MOVE ..? 


A: | DID WOT GET ANY DIFFERENT VIEW ON THIS THAN | 
PICKED UP FROM THOSE WHO REPORTED ON THE EVENTS IW 
GF WE WA. 


@: | UNDERSTAND YOU TALKED ABOUT THE (PAN-/ RAG 
WAR. WAS THERE ANY PROGRESS MADE ON THE &-POINT 
PLAN? 1S THAT LOOKING OPTIMISTIC? 


A: 17 1S AN ISSUE ON WHICH WE WILL CONSULT 
FURTHER. | THIWK THERE CLEARLY ARE INTERESTS OF "HE 
UMITED STATES AWD SOVIET UNION THAT OVERLAP IN THE 
GULF. BOTH OF US ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THE 
CONTINUATION OF FIGHTING AND ABOUT A POTENTI aL FOR 
SHIFTS IM THE BALANCE OF FORCES AS A RESULT OF & 
LONG TERM OR PROLONGED WAR OF ATTRITION WE ARE 
STILL LOOMING AROUND FOR PRACTICAL waYS TO EE OF 
ASSISTANCE IN BRINGING THE FIGHTING TO A STOP. THE 
FOCUS OF THOSE CONSULTATIONS HAS BEEN IN NEW YORK 
WE ARE CONTINUING TO CONSULT THERE AND IN THE 
CAPITAL, BUT WE, | DON T THINK, HAVE FOUND QUITE 
THE FORMULA AS YET. BUT | THINK ON MANY OF THE 
CONDITIONS OF A U.™ SECURITY COUNCIL PESOLLTION 
WE AND THE SOVIETS HAVE FOUND SOME CONMON GROUND 


@: IS THERE any ATTEMPT. E) THER BY YOUR SIDE OR BY 
THE SOVIETS, TO LIWK THE CONFLICT (M NICARAGUA WITH 


AFGHANISTAN. . UNINTELLIGIBLE)? 
a 680. 


@: (QWINTELLIGIBLE) EMI GRaTion? 


A WMINTELLIGIBLE) DURING THE LaST SEVERAL 
WEEMS. THERE STILL REMAIN A FEW UNRESOLVED CASES 
THAT | DISCUSSED WNINTELLIGIBLE). 


@: WHAT FIGURES DID YOU GET ON EMIGRATION? 


A: WE WAVE .. MAYBE TOP SIMONS CAN GIVE YOU 
(UNINTELLIGIBLE) | THIWM [48 (N FEBRUARY AND THE 
FIGURES | VE SEEN FOR THE FIRST TWO WEEKS (A MaRCH 
REPRESENTED & CONTINUATION IN (PROVEMENT 


@: YOU MENTIONED ENTHUS/ ASH, "R. ARMACOST, ABOUT 
SECRETARY OF STATE SHULTZ’ VISIT. HOw FAR CO YOU 
TWINK THAT ENTHUSIASM IS GOING TO GO -- TO & ARMS 
CONTROL AGREEMENT, ANOTHER SUMMIT? WOW DO YOU FEEL 
ABOUT THAT? 


A: | SENSE THAT ON BOTH SIDES THERE 1S a BELIEF 
THAT IT IS POSSIBLE TO MOVE FORWARD OW THE iuF 
ARGREEMENT ‘THAT THERE ARE (MPORTANT DETAILS YE 
TO BE WORKED ON MATTERS SUCH AS VERIFICATION ‘HE 
SRINF ISSUE, BUT | SENSE & SPIRIT ON BOTH SIDES “0 
WORK THROUGH THOSE DETAILS. | WOULD HOPE IF THaT 
CAN BE COMPLETED THAT WOULD OPEN THE DOOR TO A 
SUMMIT IN THE UNITED STATES. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
don't have any announcements 

Jim? 

Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to the Israeli 
announcement that they are going to curb their relations with 


South Africa? 


6 lheir statement with regard to military 
equipment, or arms? 


Q The one that I read wasn't that clear. I presume 
it will include that, but it may include something more 


What I have is specifically in relation to the 
report concerning the Cabinet decisions they have decided to 
phase out military contracts with South Africa We welcome 


this step as a positive development 


Q And did the United States have any role in 
persuading them to do this? 


A As always, I won't comment on the specifics of 
diplomatic exchanges We have, of course, discussed the issue 
of South Africa with the Government of Israel on several 
occas lons 


Q Was it discussed this morning when the Israeli 
Ambassador met with Secretary Shultz? 


ia) I don't have a readout on that meeting All I 
could say is that that meeting was at his request, at 
Ambassador Rosenne's request 


Q Why is it @ positive development? What's 
positive about it? 

a You know our position concerning military 
shipments to South Africa is a long-standing one. We supported 


the U.N. actions on that score any number of years ago and have 
continued to apply those measures ourselves 
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Q Well, but, if I can just fine tune a little bit, 
the U.S.' position is that there should be no arms shipments or 
relations with South Africa, or should be kept to a very 
limited level, or what? 


A Let me refer you to the record I'll have the 
Press Office look into that to get the exact words But in 
essence, it's support for the mandatory UN. measures 


Q Do you have any suspicion that there was any 
leakage to South Africa of U.S. arms supplied to Israel? 


A No, [ don't -- [ just can't answer that question, 
Jim. I don't have any information on it 
Q On a separate subject? 
No, still on Israel, if we can Have you had a 


chance to look into the question we've been asking for the last 
couple of days about the Israelis paying the legal costs in the 
Pollard case? 


4 I just don't have anything to offer 


Q Chuck, on another subject, if that is over with 
what can you tell us about the Persian Gulf situation and 
the U.S. willingness or readiness to provide some sort of 
protection, guarantee, or presence for the Gulf countries that 
seem to be anxious about [ranian military might? 


a I can respond in a more general fashion without 
answering in specific terms your question. fhe United States 
has made repeatedly clear that the Persian Gulf is an area of 
vital concern to us and to our friends and allies around the 
world 


In his statement of February 25, the President again 
realfirmed our commitment to the free flow of oil through the 
Strait of Hormuz We attach great importance to the freedom of 
navigation in international waters, and are committed to 
supporting the individual and collective efforts of the nations 
of the Gulf to defend their territorial integrity and 
independence from external threat. 


Q Has - 


A I'l]11 add one more sentence: since last summer, 
vessels serving neutral Gulf Arab ports have increasingly been 
the target of Iranian attack We remain concerned about these 
attacks and continue to discuss such threats with Gulf states. 
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Q That was my question, so ['ll come up with 
another one: I assume -- correct me if I'm wrong -- that this 
threat that you perceive and that they perceive precedes the 
disclosure of Chinese missile shipments, but - 


i) Aas I said - 

Q Yes. 

A - Since last summer -- 

Q Right. 

A -~- there has been increasing Iranian attacks. 
Q So what are you doing about talking to your 


Chinese friends about helping by reducing arms sales to Iran? 
Aren't they [Iran's number one arms supplier? 


ia) I don't have any hit parade of arms suppliers to 
of -er. ['d refer you to the Secretary's press conference in 
Shanghai at the conclusion of our trip to China in which that 
question was asked. He addressed it. That remains the 
definitive answer. 


Q Well then, the definitive answer has a builit—in 
contradiction. In essence, what the Secretary seems to be 
Saying is that the Chinese said that they were not selling arms 
to [ran and denied the American allegations. Your statement 
yesterday about having no reason to doubt the presence of these 
Chinese-made missiles seems to Fly in the fece of that, would 
you agree? 


A L'm not going to make those kind of judqments 
You've stated the facts. ['ll just let it stand there. 


Q Well, do you now think that the Chinese are 
selling arms to the [ranians? 


) As I said in answer to Barry's question, I don't 
have anything new to offer on that question beyond what the 
Secretary said in Shanghai. 


Q On the question of vessels from third countries 
being targets and the ports in the Gulf, this has been going on 
for some time Is there anything that the United States cares 
to do about it -- [ mean, any intent to protect these vessels? 


o That was the question that Barry just asked, 
exactly. So I just responded to that as best [ could. 
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Q Well, [ don't really understand the answer 
there. You're saying that it's important that there be this 
Freedom of navigation, but what are we doing about it? 


A As I said, I was asked the question; I gave you a 
rather lengthy answer. 


Q I don't - 


A And you certainly can read the transcript in the 
Press Office and you can get -- 


Q Well, no. I -- 


A -- all those details out of that. 

Q No, Ll was listening to your answer; but showing 
the Flag is something we've been doing for a very long time as 
well in the Gulf and yet the attacks continue -- as you've just 
said. That's the answer? 

ia) What I gave you is the answer. 

Q Has our protest about the Chinese missiles now 


been delivered through the Swiss, do you know? 


A [ don't have any anything. 
Q A different subject? 
Another topic. Do you have any response to this 


report in The Washington Post that the State Department funds 
helped to pay overhead costs for a Firm that was transmitting 
funds to a Swiss bank account to help the Contras? 


A No, [ don't. The Secretary was asked about that 
particular IBC contract during his testimony on Tuesday So 
['d refer you, first of all, to what he had to say at that 
time 


The basic answer is that there are a number of 
investigations into that particular contract to see exactly 
what did happen. That includes by our own Inspector General 
here in the building, by the GAO, by the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee. So there are a lot of people looking at that and 
those answers ought to become known. 


Q The Times this morning has an article about that 
the U.S. Government. r an agency of the U.S. Government, 
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advising the Contras on the targets that they should select in 
Nicaragua; and they include a lot of infrastructure targets. 
And seeing as how in £1 Salvador the Administration argued very 
much that this was harmful to their population in general, what 
the guerrillas were doing, does the Administration support the 


attacks on these infrastructure targets -- dams, bridges, and 
so on? 

ia No, I don't have anything on that story. 

Q Well, is the story deniable; is it correct? 

a I think my answer was I don't have anything on 


that story. 
Q Anything on Saudi contributions to the contras? 
A No. 


Any reaction to the freeing of the Saudi 
diplomat? Do you see that as being a hopeful sign for us? 


4 I had a reaction yesterday. 
Q I see. 
4 One day late. 


Chuck, do you have a date for the next round of 
talks on Spanish basing? 


4 The date? No, I don't have 

Q anything in response to the story that the 
Soviets are selling MIGs to Iraq? 

A No. You've got quite a collection today! 

Q INF schedule — are they going to continue 


through next week or beyond tha? 

)\ The talks will certainly continue next week. I 
believe that is likely to be the end of this particular session 
of the INF group. 

Q O.K., thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:18 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two announcements, to begin with Deputy Secretary John C. 


Whitehead will deliver the on—-the-record keynote address at the 
Eighteenth Annual Students Symposium of the Center for the 
Study of the Presidency tonight at 8:30 p.m. in the Regency 
Ballroom of the Hyatt Regency Washington Hotel, 400 New Jersey 


Avenue If you want to cover this event, please contact Center 
president Dr. Gordon Hoxie at the Hyait Regency, at 737-1234, 
extension 1206 The title of the speech will be, “Securing the 


Blessings of Freedom." And we hope to have an advance text, 
embargoed, later this afternoon 


Secondly, the Bureau of Diplomatic Security has 
completed its investigation of the photograph taken of Under 
Secretary Spiers and a classified document by the Foreign 
Service Journal Results of laboratory analysis revealed that 
no classified information could be read 


It is the determination of the Bureau of Diplomatic 
Security that no classified information was compromised 
However, an infraction of the Department's security regulations 
was committed by not fully securing the document during the 
photo session, even though Mr. Spiers did make an effort to 


cover the document Therefore, the Bureau of Diplomati 
Security will issue Mr. Spiers, like any other employee, a 
letter advising him 4 exercise more caution in the future 

q What dor that mean, when a letter goes in his 
file 

Q) Does he sign his own letter? 

a No He does not sign that letter It's signed 


by the head of Diplomatic Security 
Q Yes, but what does it mean? 


A What it means is that it advises you to exercise 
more caution I think that the regulations are that if you get 
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more than three such letters in a two-year period, that some 
other process goes into effect. Your security record is 
reviewed or something. 

Q Is the letter classified? 

A I don't know that the letter is classified. 


(Laughter) 


Q Are we finished with that? 
ia That's it. 
Q What is the United States' intention in the 


Persian Gulf? Is the United States Government trying to send 
some sort of signal to the Iranians warning them of any 
precipitous action? 


- Well, let me go through a little bit of a re-hash 
of what I said, but that, I think, always puts it in better 
context And then I'll answer your question 


It is well known that we are committed to the free 
flow of oil] through the Strait of Hormuz, and attach great 
importance to freedom of navigation in international waters. 
In this context, we continue to remain concerned over Iranian 
attacks on vessels serving neutral Gulf Arab ports These 
attacks have been increasing since last summer 


As I said yesterday, this is of concern, and we 
continue to discuss with Gulf states these atiacks and the 
threat they pose 


Concerning the Silkworm missile, which we have talked 
about before, the Iranians have been informed of our serious 
concern over this new threat posed to the free flow of oil and 
freedom of navigation. The Iranians are well aware of these 
U.S. concerns, which are shared by many other countries as 
wel] These missiles raise the level of danger and risk to 
non-belligerents in the war, as they are a potential threat to 
international shipping 


Q How did you convey that warning to the Iranians? 


a Through the Swiss, who represent our interests in 
Tehran 


Q And have they responded? 
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fe I don't have anything concerning the response 


Q Does the Unitec States know if the Iranians 
actually test-fired one of these missiles? 


A I can't go into those kind of questions 


Have you demanded that they withdraw them, or 
what? I mean, what do you want from then? 


Q I've just given you what I have in the context of 
what we have said, expressing our concern 

Q I mean, they are not allowed to put them near 
Hormuz Straii or what? I mean, whe are you saying’ Can you 
translate what you're saying? 


f) I'm saying exacily what I sais 

Q Chuck, this means that these maneuvers or the 
presence of U.S. ships in the Gulf has been at the request of 
the people in the area? I understand that Kuwait requested 
some assistance from the United States in this matter 

rey First of all I don't comment on s hip movements 


Anything that's said on that score would have to be by the 
Department of Defense, so that those are your own assumptions 
or statemenis as to what 1s happening or not happening 


Concerning talks with the Kuwaitis or other Gulf 


States, we have close relations with all the Arab states in the 
Gulf We have reiterated our commitment to support their 
individual and collective self-defense efforts against external 
threat, but concerning any particular actions that we might 


take to maintain our commitments in the Gulf, I just wouldn't 
want to speculate as to what might or might not be considered 


Q Together with this -- although you don't want to 
talk about ships or movement of ships -—- have there been any 
requests by any of the Arab Gulf states to immediately buy some 
weapons or some air defense systems to stop or to block this 
intensification of the Iranian onslaught in that area? 


ia Don't have anything on that question 


Q Chuck, what about the Kuwaitis asking the Soviets 
to accompany their ships in the Gulf? 
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a I don't have anything on that 

Q How long have these attacks been going on by both 
sides -- since the beginning of the war? 

£ Which attacks are you referring to? 

Q The attacks on neutral shipping 

a There have been attacks for quite some time 


What I am referring to is an increasing number of attacks since 
last summer 


Q But isn't it the case that there have been 
attacks on neutral shipping by both sides since the beginning 
of the war? 


f J think there's a long and detailed record on 
those kinds of questions 


Q But I mean, what has been accomplished in the 
course of - what is it, seven or eight years now? -- to 
enforce the protection of innocent passing? 


é I really don't see exactly what you're getting 

at I don't know how I can help you more than I've done before 
Q Can we get a copy of what you've just read to us? 
- N 
Q A question that - Mr Shultz - I think the 


Chinese denied to Mr. Shultz that they sold missiles to Iran 
When you're talkinae about these missiles now, is there a 
confirmation that there was shipment of missiles from China to 


- 
Iran’? 


ia You must have been absent yesterday 
Q Yes, I was 
ia We went over those kinds of questions yesterday, 


so the Press Office can help you take a look at the transcript 


& Cnuck, was there a statement issued yesterday 
concerning the Thai refugee question? I've seen reference to a 
State Department statement issued yesterday, but I'm not aware 
of any 
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A There was no statement issued yesterday that I'm 
aware of You know what I said day-before-yesterday Are you 
interested in updated information or anything to that effect? 


Q No I know what you said the day before 
yesterday 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have any comment or reaction to Mr 
Carter's -- Jimmy Carter's --~ statements in Cairo? In the 
first one which was in the Post yesterday, he calls on Yassir 
Arafat to join the peace process and he has no problem with 
Arafat being a Palestinian representative. 


And I have another follow-up on Mr. Carter, all you 
have -- 


A No, I don't have any reaction to that The White 
House addressed some aspects of former President Carter's trip 
at their briefing this morning already I would only reiterate 
something [ think similar to what they said, which was that 
this Administration has remained actively involved in the peace 
process and deeply committed to it We will continue 
encouraging the parties toward direct face-to-face 
negotiations, which ultimately is the only way to move toward a 
lasting solution 


Q I understand that Mr Carter met with Mr 
Carlucci and Mr. Murphy; before he took the trip he was 
briefed Does this deflect from what they agreec upon or the 
briefing that was given to him by the Administration? 


A I think the fact that -- as l've said at least 
two times, or maybe three, from the podium -- the fact that 
President Carter had been briefed by Administration officials 
before he left is obviously no secret, but that's what it was 
a briefing 


Q The Jerusalem Post has a story today quoting 
Senator David Durenberger as saying the United States recruited 
an Israeli officer to spy on Israel for the United States in 
1982 during the Lebanon invasion Do you have any comment on 
that? 


6 No, I don't In any case, standard practice is 
that we don't comment on any kind of alleged intelligence 
activities 


Q Do you have any reaction, Chuck, to Syria warning 
the kidnappers, I believe, about the hostages? 


id I can only say that we don't have any specific 
comment or information on this reported statement by an 
unidentified Syrian official We continue to hold the 
kidnappers responsible for the safety and well-being of the 
hostages and we repeat our call for their immediate and safe 
release 


Q Yassir Arafat this morning on ABC said that he 
helped, or the PLO helped, in the past to free some hostages -- 
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the ones -- the Cyprus students -- and then he said about some 
Russian diplomat, and he said he will be do his best to help in 
trying to free the hostages Has there been any direct or 
indirect -- well, say “indirect” -- connection or request by 


the PLO, from the PLO, to help out in trying to free the 
hostages, all hostages? 


Will you take this opportunity that you could take 
someone to trying to help the United States into freeing the 
hostages from Lebanon? 


f. 1 just don't have any comment on the specifics of 
your question in any way [ would only say, I suppose, as a 
general rule -- as you've hear me say before -- that it's in 
the interest of everyone in the civilized world to do what they 
can to resolve this problem Anyone who has influence should 
use that inf luencs 


Q Chuck, the second Saudi hostage was released 
today, and obviously it's a little early to find out what he 
might have had to say But from reports from the Saudis, with 


he release of the first hostage, has that led to any 
indications if he was held with the others, by the sate group, 
if he knew anything? Is there any information you can share 
with us that might have been gleaned from that, from his 
release? 


A First, whether or not any information has been 
Gleaned is a separate question of fact But, secondly, more 
importantly, these kind of operational things dealing with the 
hostages are just questions I[ can't go into 





Q Not even on the basic question of knowing about 
their well-being ~- because 

A J 

Q - they haven't been 

f I don't 

Q . heard from in a while 

fe) I don't have anything on that 

Q You mean the Saudis have not given you a chance 


to debrief some of these hostages released lately? 


A I haven't commented on that question one way or 
the other 
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Q If I can go back to The Jerusalem Post story, the 
point of that story was that this '82 spying incident was a 
direct prelude to the Pollard affair, and that Pollard was 
recruited by Israeli intelligence officials in direct 
retaliation for what they considered to be American spying on 
them and that the Americans -- I think the quote in the story 
was that “The Americans had changed the rules of the game, so 
we recruited Pollard in retaliation for that." 





Any response to that? 


A My answer has to be the same because of the 
general nature of the question That's just a ground rule I 
have to follow from the podium 


Q Chuck, whatever happened to the American 
companies operating in Syria? What's their status? Are they 
still operating -- like Marathon O11 and Pectin -- since the 


measures you've taken against Syria’? 


f. I'll have to take a look and get you an updated 
Status report 


Q Thank you 


Q Chuck, any update on the possibility of more 
talks with the Vietnamese over MIAs? The Vietnamese Ambassador 
to Thailand, I believe, is quoted as saying that the U.S. is 
putting all kinds of obstacles and they don't want to talk any 
more about it 


is I think those of you here in this room know that 
we've always made it plain that our discussions in cooperation 
with the Vietnamese on various humanitarian issues, including 
that of the POW/MIA, must stand on their own and cannot be 
linked to our broader political relationship The Vietnamese 
have agreed to this position, and it was repeated by Ambassador 
Le Mai in his interview that you make reference to I think he 
characterized the six-month delay in techhical talks as being 
for technical reasons -- so that, I guess to close, I would say 


that the Vietnamese have agreed with us in the past that 
cooperation on these issues is offered without any political 
strings attached We assume that they'll honor that pledge and 
that in due time we will once again see forward movement on 
these issues. 


Q But I think that his point was that the U.S. had 
politicized it by saying that relations couldn't go forward 
until the issue was resolved And he termed that a 


"politicization 
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Do you have a response to that? 


As I said, 1 characterized the nature of our 
understanding with the Vietnamese on which these talks have 
been proceeding That's been agreed by both sides, as I've 
stated it That remains the case 


We've made it clear that we're not going to be able 
make progress in resolving the broader political issues, on 
that side of the agenda, until Vietnam ends its illegal 
occupation of Cambodia 


Q What is the status? I mean, they've been held 
up; there's been a lag of six months? 

f\ lhere has been, yes ] think a lag on the order 
of six months [I don't have the exact date of the last talks 

Q lt wasn't clear to me why From our perspective, 


why has there been this hiatus? 


. 
\ lhe best 1 could do is refer you to 1 hie 
Vietnamese They say it was for “technical reasons." As far 
as we're concerneds, we're ready to talk mm the ground rules 


that I just described 
) O.K., thank yor 


(The briefing concluded at 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, goud afternoon. 
Two brief announcements: 


Secretary Shultz will deliver brief remarks at the 
Institute on Freedom and Democracy's Religious Freedom Awards 
ceremony for former Soviet political prisoner, Irina 
Ratushinskaya, on Thursday, March 26, at the Mayflower Hotel, 
6:00 p.m. Should you wish to cover the Secretary's 
participation or if you need additional information about the 
ceremony, please contact the Institute's Executive Director, 
Kent Hill, at 393-3200. 


Also, Secretary Shultz will address New York 
University's academic convocation announcing the establishment 
of its Onassis Center for Hellenic Studies. The convocation 
will be held on Monday, March 30, at the University's Elmer 
Holmes Bobst Library in the Atrium, 70 Washington Square South, 
beginning at 5:30 p.m. Should you wish to cover the 
Secretary's participation or need information on other 
convocation speakers, please contact Helen Horowitz of the 
University at Area Code (2712) 598-2514 or -2451. 


Q What's the date on that trip? 


a) That's March 30, next Monday. 

Q Chuck, on that, the Secretary is appearing before 
groups ranging from wheat growers to junior high school 
teachers -- everybody, in fact, except the State Department 


press corps. 


Has he given up forever the idea of having news 
conferences here in this building with us? 


A No, not at all. We have had a session with him 
in the not too distant past. When we've traveled, we have 
innumerable press conferences. There's a lot of access to 
him. I think he's been testifying on the Hill on the order of 
two, sometimes thrce, times a week in open session, so that 
he's been in public to the extent that I think there's no doubt 
about his stand on most of the issues of the day. 
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But we do try to keep him in touch with the press, 
Jim, and we'll continue to do that. 


Q Yeah. Would you? Or maybe I can through this 
vehicle point out that a formal news conference here in the 
State Department fulfills a certain general function that 
somewhat abbreviated sessions out around the world simply do 
not. 


A Once again, I take your point. I only point out 
that what you call somewhat abbreviated sessions normally run 
to about an hour at a crack on our last trip, so that I think 
it's fair to say the Secretary on that trip probably spent on 
the order of three to four hours with journalists, many of them 
in this room, answering all sorts of questions. But the point 
is taken. I won't won't debate you on this. 


Q But my point is that they tend to be specialized, 
and they tend to be focused on specific areas, and the idea of 
a general news conference has a lot to say for it. 


is) Okay. 
Q Do you have any report of a coup in Sierra Leone? 


A I'll give you what I have on the situation there, 
which is not too detailed as of now. 


There was gunfire in Freetown -- that's Sierra Leone 
-- during the early morning of March 23. We have seen some 
reports linking the shooting to anti-government intentions, but 
we do not yet have any firm information on that. 


Our Embassy in Freetown reports that as of 8:15 
Eastern Standard lime today, the situation in Freetown was 
calm, and the Government of President Momoh remains in office. 


Some vehicle traffic in the city is being restricted, 
according to the Embassy, but we have nothing to indicate that 
there's any danger to American citizens. That's what I have at 
this point. 


Q And how many Americans are there, do you know? 
is) There are about 500 in Sierra Leone. 


Q New subject, Chuck? Do you have anything there 
in response to Karpov's charges that at Geneva the U.S. has 
been trying to convert the Cruise and Pershings to short-range 
and/or to base them at sea, and basically his charge that the 
U.S. is not negotiating in good faith? 
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A Let me start with that latter question, which is 
the essential part of his statement -- I think his words were 
that the zero option was a bluff from the very start, something 
to that effect. 


That assertion is patently false. The U.S. has in 
fact recently tabled in Geneva a draft treaty calling for the 
reduction of longer-range INF missiles to 100 warheads globally 
and their total elimination in Europe. We are ready to 
conclude an agreement on that basis as soon as possible. Under 
the provision of this agreement, such missiles would cease to 
exist on the European continent. 


Since we first proposed a zero option in 1981, the 
U.S. and its allies have insisted that any agreement on 
longer-range INF missiles must include appropriate concurrent 
constraints on the shorter-range INF missiles which could 
otherwise circumvent the longer-range missiles limits. 


The U.S. draft treaty would provide for equal U.S. and 
Soviet rights to shorter-range INF missiles at the current 
Soviet level or lower. Whether this equality were achieved 
through production of new missiles or conversion of existing 
missiles would not affect the end result -- the elimination of 
LRINF missiles in Europe and appropriate constraints on U.S. 
and Soviet SRINF missiles. 


The crucial issue is whether the Soviets are prepared 
to permit equality in SRINF missiles in the context of an 
initial INF agreement, or whether they will insist on 
maintaining their preponderance in such systems. For its part, 
the U.S. will continue to insist that appropriate equal 
constraints on shorter-range INF missiles be an integral 
element of an initial INF treaty. 


Q Can I follow that up? Let me just follow that 
up, Barry. 


Q Can 1 have a copy of that? 
a Yes. 


Hasn't there also been a proposal, or was it not 
tabled, to call for the elimination of the shorter-range as 
well as the medium-range? 


a Our proposal is on the table as I've specified it 
here exactly. That is the concept. Do you want me to read 
that to you again? 
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Q No, no. But then is elimination of shorter-range 
a negotiable point? 


A As I say, the position is equal rights to 
shorter-range INF at the Soviet level or lower. 


Q So Karpov is not then necessarily wrong when he 
says that we have suggested transforming the Pershing and 
Cruises into short-range missiles? 


A As I say, that is one of the possibilities that 
one would have in terms of equal constraints on shorter-range 
systems. But the crucial question is, as I've tried to point 
out here, not how one migit do that, but whether the Soviets 
are accepting the principle that there have to be these equal 
constraints on this particular class of weapons which, if not 
limited, would allow circumvention of the long-range INF treaty. 


Q Chuck, are you saying that it would be all right 
to the U.S. if the reduction went down to zero? 


is I'll leave it with the words that have been 
carefully crafted here, Barry. 


Q All right. Let me try you on two quick points 
here. Thatcher is going to Moscow this weekend. Would you say 


that the British are thoroughly -- and the other Europeans, the 
French especially, because both countries have their own 
nuclear force -- those countries and other allies, would they 


be comfortable with what you said? Would they have any quibble 
with your statement of U.S. policy? 


Ms I don't believe they would. 


Q And -— I] can't think -- I had another point, but 
I can't think of it, so I pass. 


Q Chuck, 1 think Karpov also said that the U.S. 
wants to transfer these missiles to submarines and planes. Is 
that the case? 


A I don't have anything on that particular 
question, Matt. Once again, I'd come back to the point I've 
just made a couple of times: that the core issue here is not 


what kind of possibilities or options one might choose to 
exercise in the context of an agreement. It really goes to the 
fundamental aspect of the agree..ent, whether or not the Soviets 
are going to insist on a preponderance in this particular level 
or to some concurrent constraints. 
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And trat has been our position since 1981, for 
example, when these talks first started 


Q When you talk about zero medium-range missiles, 
what are you talking about? Dismantling them, converting them 
into short-range, or just putting them on submarines and 
planes? Is that pari  * what you're talking about? 


s I don't think you're guite catching the total 
drift of the negotiation here The negotiation will eliminate 
in Europe and reduce to 100 globally lone-range INF systems 
Right? 


Secondly, there have to be constraints, equal 
constraints, on both ter-range INF 
systems, and that's a 


ea? CF 
L 
Q 
7? 
ow 
¢ 
( 
Tt 
x 
t aad 
~ 
a 
Lo 
r 
~x- 
© 
= 


Now, how those forces are structured within those 
constraints that are greed that's another question, and I] 


have never attempted ss that particular question of mix 
from the podiun 
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Q Chuck, can I try, because I thought of a second 
Quick question You say i $s crucial Can there be an 
agreement with the Soviets to eliminate medium-range missiles 


4 - 


— 
without an agreement on shorter-range missii f 


ct 
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Year What we commonly what has been thought 


of until now as medium-range missil: 


ain, let me stick with the words that I've used , 
nere in the st ement which says that the United States will 


continue to ins 


appropriete equal constraints on SRINF 
be an integra f @ iitial INF treaty That's been 
our positior é ] That's certainiy not something that 
just appeared on the table in the last few weeks 
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the State Department 
knowledge, then, that when @ Soviet leader says he's ready to 


e 
sign an agreement without celay anc you introduce a very 


complicated verification scheme and demand equal levels of 
short-range missiles, isn't the U.S. indeed -- whatever good 
reasons you may think you have -~ aren't you making it a little 
more difficult to get thet medium-range agreement? 

a Not at all Barry What you have to do is look 
at the fact that since 1981, the question of concurrent 


constraints has always been on the table It's been in our 
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proposal from day one. It continues to be in our current 
proposal There have been discussions on this subject for 
quite a long time. 


Secondly, on the question of verification, again both 
sides have long agreed that effective verification is an 
absolute necessity for this agreement as for any other serious 
arms control agreement. The Soviets don't quarrel with that. 


Q Chuck, several times in the course of that 
statement, you use the phrase, “it must be an integral part of 
an initial INF agreement." What do you mean by an “initial 
agreement"? Would there be a subsequent agreement in which 
short-range missiles would not necessarily have to be an 
integral part? 


f. All that attempts to say is that when you address 
these questions, it's conceivable that there will be aspects 
that couid not be resolved in a first agreement that might have 
to be negotiated later. What we're saying is that this is one 
question -- shorter-range missiles and equal constraints - 
that have to be addressed in the first agreement. 


g By “addressed," you mean included? 
A Included. 
Q Do you have any numbers there -~ any numbers on 


what they have, what the Soviets have or what the United States 
has in those systems? 


6 In terms of shorter-range INF? 

Q Yes. 

A I hope the great audience out there in television 
land understands all of this In essence, the shorter-range 


INF forces on the Soviet side, without givina you numbers, are 
comprised of the SS-12/22 and the SS-23 On the U.S. side 
there are no comparable systems 


Q Chuck, you say those Soviet missiles are 
shorter-range missiles? The ones you just mentioned? 


a Shorter-range INF. They are still INF -- 
Q I understand 
4 ~~ intermediate, but they're shorter-range as 


opposed to longer-range 
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Q I know. But in the community it isn't all that 
simple, because those weapons are on a borderline in range, so 
then I would ask you to please, if you can't now, get us a 
kilometer or mileage distance where the U.S. defines a 
shorter-range missile. 


- The shorter-range systems, in essence, are 
between about 500 and 1000 kilometers. 


Q So under 500 kilometers you don't consider to be 
part of this negotiation? 


a Under 500 kilometers is referred to as SNF, which 
is basically short-range ruclear forces, and there you get into 
artillery. On the Soviet side you get into the SCUDS and FROGS 
and SS-21s; on the United States side some Lance, artillery, 
other kinds of short-range missiles 


Q Doesn't it include the Pershing I's? 

a And that would include Pershing I1.* 

Q On the SNF side 

Q Quite apart from the numbers and details, what do 


you think of Mr. Karpov making this blast at the United States 
at this time, or do you have any comment on it? 


fy No, I don't really I think my principal purpose 
here today is to set the record straight and to not let it go 
forward that somehow we have changed our proposals, that 
somehow this is a new element introduced into the 
negotiations It is neither, nor is there any bluff on the 
zero option concerning LRINF, and I've just reiterated that 


Q Would you say that the Soviets have changed their 
view of the shorter range intermediate nuclear forces since, 
say, Reykjavik? Their latest proposal calls for only beginning 
negotiating on those systems, as I understand it, after an INF 
agreement was signed. 


a) I'm not prepared to comment on the evolution of 
Soviet positions. Let me just be as clear as I can concerning 
our position, and I think I've just emphasized, and perhaps 
re-emphasized, that position 


Q Wasn't the U.S. position at one point that the 
shorter-range missile should be addressed just after an 
agreement? 








* “Spokesman meant to say P-I's are included in SRINF and not 
included in SNF 
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fa What I'm saying is that there have to be equal 
constraints in an initial agreement, and that formulation has 
been part of our proposal since 1981. 


Q You say now there has to be in the first 
agreement? 


~ That's right 


Q The Secretary did say in Shanghai that the U.S 
position was that the INF agreement must lead to an SNF 
agreement Is that still the position? If you go back and 
look at the transcript of that the press conference, I think 
you'll find that's an accurate summation of what the Secretary 
said 


6 Well, let's look at the transcript, because from 
your question, it doesn't sound to me very plausible unless 
you're using SNF when you mean to use SRINI 


Q That's what I'd like to find, if you could do 
that 

ia We'll! look at the transcript, and I'll help you 
if I can 

Q The conversion that you talked of on the U.S 


side involves what missiles? 


- On the U.S. side? 

Q Yeah 

& First of all, I'm not talking about any decisions 
having been made on any particular system The reason that the 


Pershing II's come into play is that they are elements which 
would be covered in the LRINF agreement and if, in fact, you 
would decide under equal constraints for shorter-range forces 
that one of the systems you wish to use would be a converted 
P-II anto a P-IB, then you need to provide for that possibility 
in your LRINF treaty because the initial weapon system is 
covered there That's why you have to, at least, address that 
issue and its possibility in the context of an agreement. 


Q If the Soviets proposed ‘version of an SS-20 
into a short-range INF, what would th ican reaction be? 
Is that a possibility? 


A I don't want to really o ito hypotheticals 
The operative question is equal levels on both sides in that 
category of SKIN 
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Q Chuck, on the SRINF question, when you say “equal 
levels on both sides," the Soviets have talked about -- 


a) The right -- let me say the right to equal levels 

Q The Soviets have talked about pulling their 
SS-22s and -23s out of the East Germany and Czechoslovakia and 
back into the Soviet Union If they pulled those missiles to a 
point where they were : longer within range of Western Europe, 


would that suffice to get them out of the picture, as far as 
you're concerned? 


A I think I've taken this negotiation about as far 
as I can in this particular format publicly, and I don't want 
to start commenting on every hypothetical situatior I can 


only reiterate what the guiding principle on all of this would 
have to be, which l've just done on a number of occasions 


Q When you say “equal levels of SRINF," do you mean 
Globally in Europe, within range of one another's forces? How 
do you mean it’ 


- Once again, for those kind of definitional 
purposes, [I'd want to go back to the drawing boards to mak 
sure I got that exactly right because thi is something that 
the negotiators spend a lot of time workin on 

Gg 

Q How about numbers’? Do ye nave numbers of 22: 
and 236 within range of thi< neq tiati n? 

A Nic | qon' have i{hoss number 

Q (bh ck ag yo Nave af y | nina Vat na i 
statement 

Q Let’: Stay on the san subd .ecti 

is) Barry? 

Q Do you have something there that goes why, 


particularly because of the allied issue, why must there be 

equal levels? What is the U.S concern or strategic interest 
or tactical or Allied interest involved? Or is it just gocd 
sportsmanship? 


- It's certainly not good sportsmanship it's good 
common sense I addressed that in my statement when I sai¢c 
that if you don't address these micciles, then it does leave 
room for circumventine a lonjer-range IN agreement, because 
once vot've removed the LRINF, the shorter-range svstems remain 


within striking distance of a goodly part of Western Europe 








- it. 
As a consequence, it's not 
going to forget about and allow a unila 


preponderance in any particular area 
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something that we're just 


teral Soviet 


Q But you're saying without modifying them, they 
could still serve -- without illegally modifying them, as the 
case would be then -- they could still serve to replace the INI 
weapons? 

- What are we talking about being modified? 

Q All right, well, I'm trying to speak shorthand 
because people want to go onto another subject You're making 
verification demands and you're making shorter-range missile 
demands And the verification formula would includes 
strictures, protection: ajainst the Soviets replacing the 
Gismantied or destroyed missiles with other missiles by making 
them substitute missile Okay You follow me ) far? 

Now, you have introduced ] asked y why the U.S 
is concerned about short range and is creating her 
requirement hofore there can he art agreement think 
you're Sayine because they can serve stra egi place of 
the INF. ofr you re saying they car be conver} IN} arn 

A [im it necessarily saying they am be converted 
into something that they aren't I'm saying that the are a 
class of aeaponry just like LRINI abc whict A Nave 
legitimate security concern: 

et a go back and say that 1 do t think the layma 
really would have much difficulty understanding why ince the 
very beginninea of these ne gotiations wi have insisted that tin 
shorter-—range forces also be treate because it's not enouagt 
to eliminate one category of weaponry or ly to leave the ther 
side with some ort of right to have an overwi elw 3 
preponderance in yet another category whict Caf t very 
important in the context of NATO and the Alliance 

And, as a consequence all we're saying here is that 
we're moving toward a zero/zero solution in Euros 100 
globally in terms of LRINI There are some other systen ina 
different category that are threatening in their own right and 
as a consequence it just doesn't make much sense to move 
forward and eliminate one class while leaving the other side 
with a preponderance in another area, with ' form of 
constraint ani that's what this is getting at this particular 
point on shorter-—ranage INI 

Q Unless the layman understands by doubling the 
number of classe: you may be doubling your problem in reaching 
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an agreement, and the layman might ask about the Pershings 
which the Soviets have said from the beginning of time are 
strategic weapons, long-range weapons So there are inequities 
all around 


6 But they are being treated, Barry, as LRINF in 
the current negotiations There's no confusion in that 

Q But you're doing this out of British and French 
and other Allied concern: You're not sugcesting that's the 
reason You're suggesting it's U 3S strategic interest 

q As well as the interest for our Allies We and 


our Allies have an interest in this class of weapons 


Q Chuck if ye do convert the P-II to get a 
balance aren't y creating a missile force thet now at this 
point 1n time do ; not exist ? You're creat ing a new Force? 

A First of all, on whether or not you choose that 
opt ion 11 = exact ] u tr at | Of t lot at a t he re are no 
Gecision: our position j e I rea 11 and |] don't want t 
read it for you agair that there should bs maybe I will 
reag it if you want 1 b it lutely cle at { this that 
the arr Gein t has ) permit ; lity it RINF missiles in the 
context of al 1m) lal INI aG ‘ 

t { Jsnat tt aid ‘ i wy acnieve 
that equality, how y operate within that onstraint there 
che ices A 4 Na Je | } ine 

\ , Q 1 

* May ! A rne ct t } ‘ ' ni 
ut t 

re ’ \ 4 " j ae | ’ ; ad ‘ 

Q [I don't understand. You have used variously the 
verd “to addres wnict ] very yvaaue it 17° meaning ana that 
thece hort a 3( IN} ' ; hy adars orc in afr it ial 
aaqreement Yo Us als said they mn "hy f{reate 

re) et ne read thy la entence aaait if you 
want The ) will continue to insist that appropriate equal 
constraint: mn SRINt missiles be an int ‘gral element of an 
initial] NF agreement. ' Is that okay “be” (Laughter) 

Q Filing break huck 


A Filina brea! 








On another 
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topic 


on Qadhafi's threats that he w 
missiles in Libya? 
i No, I don't 
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. Chuck Do you have any comment 
ill station Soviet nuclear 


between Chad and |ibya? 
Q The what situation? 
A The sit mn in 


scored several major victories 


Chad 


over Libyan troops 


Do you have an update on the military 


Chadian forces 


Situation 


have 


in northern 


Chad during the past several days On Thursday and Friday 
Chadian soldiers defeated two Libyan armored columns south of 
the major Libyan air base at Quadi Doum in northern Chad 

On Sunday Chadiat force are repre rted Lo have 
captured Quadi Der n itself routing the large Libyan garrison 

wi conaratulate Chaa's leader on ihess siqr ificant 
victorie in their strug@le to restore Chad's territorial 
integrity and national sovereignty ar agailr caii upon Libya 
to end it aggre SS 1. OT) agua Cnat 4 withdr 4th a1] it 
military force fron {hat ci ry 

\ What Mig y | r sve a" 

F Any follou that 

« Yeah Rey rteq te uC capt red Qua i De , T he 
Frenct Say ye they Na Aare yo gar tir Dy ayif 

reported that they | 

al N j ! Liipuy J inal thi t rey ry mare a irate 

) iS r i 

Q i rojie 

h-hum Any U.S roie’ 

A N nothing other thar what you ' ve knowr about in 
the past. We are consulting closely with the Chadian 
Government on its current needs for military equipment and 
ammunition Our supply flights are on-going, using the last of 
the $15 million in 506(a) emergency assistance authorized by 
the Pre ident in De ember There's mo ocecision as yet made yn 
additional US assistance 
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Q What kind of stuff are we actually sending? 
a We've gone over that before I've done a catalog 
of the kinds of things that we've sent in I don't know what 


happens to be in these last flights, but the mix has remained 
largely the same throughout 


Q But there is a request from the Chadian 
Government for more aid, and that we considering it? 


f I'l) leave it that we're consulting closely with 
the Chadian Government 


Q just this smal] point Chuck bul I think this is 
the third or fourth time Chad has come up in the last month 
and each time you've aqive U ithe same formulation, that they 
are using up the last of the $15 million How long does it 


take to use up the “last of the $15 miilion’ 


() lint ii cre { ra 4 t i: (la gnhter) 
f. What can 1 say it's used up when it's used up 
Q When wil that be 
ra) ] aor { lair ni t¢ pr ‘ j / iha t ian ricdls 
A | a i } Mi ¢ har i i i t that thi} ' ; f { 
ey AVe’t J V | lalf re i nq } 1 { Ai lu are na tne 
la ' of i‘ 
\ f \ i t 1 | j t JOa!l / y nave 
if | ! | tft a1 
ie fy { | a yi i > ‘ . ‘ 
a Do y haut confirmation that +? y are ’ rs 
A | don’t know whether I’m in-a@ ¢ ition ft nfairn 
tnat r not | |] have to Kee taking a look at that one 
Y [) V j Nave a fiai re f i ibyar troogr in Chaa 
A My current figure wi uld be more than 14 000 
Libdyart ir 4 if t rinherr Cnaa bul ihere Nave beer substantiai 
casualties in the last couple of day: s0 that number may have 


dear aded somewh;: 
& You dor ! navi ar t 


re Nic Substantial 
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Q Chuck, when the Foreign Minister of Chad was 
here, you said 11,000, so in two weeks it jumped to 14,000? 


A There has been a continuing build-up. 


Q Regarding the Persian Gulf, Secretary Weinberger, 
as you know, was on television yesterday, and he said that if a 
request was made from Persian Gulf nations for U.S. assistance 
in connection with their navigation, we would be prepared to 
meet it Can you give us any other formulation of where we 
stand with regard to a possible U.S. role in ferrying or 
escorting ships or taking some other kind of activity in the 
Persian Gulf? 


ia I can't offer you anything today beyond what I! 
said on Friday, beyona what Secretary Weinberger said on the 
program you made reference to I don't have any way to take it 


further than that. 


Q What about the remarks from Tehran telling us to 
keep our nose out of it and so forth? 


A I'd again refer to what 1 had to say on Friday 
That's all [I have to say 


Q Speaking of remarks from Tehran, do you have any 
comment on the Iranian Radio report that said that Terry Waite 
is being held by the group Revolutionary Justice? 


2) No, 1 don't I noticed that that report also 
‘laimec that he was a United States spy, 1 believe, and I refer 
you to what I - 


Q 't said he was carrying a “bug” on him, and so 
this was sufficient evidence that he was, in fact, @ spy 


A I refer you to what I had to say, 1 think, on 
Friday, or maybe Thursday concerning that question, which was 


to say that that's totally wrong 


Q Is there anything you can tell us about the 
Situation in the Persian Gulf that's new? 


A No 


Q Chuck, anything on Habib's trip to Central 
America like where is he today? 


Q And what's he doing” 
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fs He arrived in San Salvador yesterday. He is 
continuing to meet with Salvadoran and U.S. Embassy officials 
there today. The purpose of the trip is to consult with 


leaders of the Central American democracies and the Contadora 
nations. This is part of his regular consultations on ways to 
find a lasting solution to the Central American conflict. 


The current initiative of the Central American 
Gemocracies led by Costa Rica, which we welcome and support, 
will be a subject discussed among others 


Q Any reaction to President Carter's criticism that 
the U.S. has no real Middle East policy? 


The White House spoke to that at the end of the 
week. 

Q Anything on bombing raids in Pakistan? 

h No 

Q Is there anything about President Zia's comments 


on the Pakistani ability to explode a bomb he made in Time 


A Il have nothing new I would reiterate what we 
have said on that general question a number of times in past 
weeks 


Q Does his comment that Pakistan has the knowledas 
and the ability to build a bomb, but not the desire or the 
intention to do so, match the knowledge that you have? 


A I don't have the ability to give you any further 
analysis than what I've provided before I will just have to 
leave it at that 


Q Still on Pakistan, any comment on Pakistan's 
announcement of trying the terrorists in the Karachi hijacking, 
and anything further on extradition in connection with that 
case? 


A No I'll stay with the same position that we've 
tried to stick to right along, that there's a trial in the 
offing As you say, they have announced that that's going to 
go forward, so I prefer not to comment while that's in process 


Q On the Philippines, President Aquino seems to 
have shifted her position on how to deal with insurgency to one 
of emphasis on the military Is that pleasing to Washington? 
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is I think what I would say is what I've said 
before, that this is a Filipino policy, it's Mrs. Aquino's 
policy. Since her accession to power last year, she's made 
clear that reconciliation is her preferred approach to 
resolving the communist insurgency. At the same time, she's 
warned from the beginning that, should the communists spurn the 
offer to join her in the search for a peaceful resolution of 
their struggle, as articulated most recently during the 
December-February ceasefire, she would resort to more forceful 
measures to protect Filipino citizens and insure the survival 
of the democratic process. 


Her remarks at the Philippine Military Academy 
graduation yesterday are consistent with her longstanding 
position towards the insurgency, and reflect her determination 
to pursue a Philippine solution to this Philippine problem. 


Q Is there any increased flow of aid expected? 


A You're talking to the future. We have, in fact, 
over past months substantially accelerated the acquisition and 
delivery of essential items to the new armed force of the 
Philippines For example, in the year following President 
Aquino's accession to power, we witnessed the highest volume of 
security assistance deliveries to the Philippines in the past 
five years. That was more than $69 million in military aid, 
including 665 trucks, 626 radios and telephone sets, $2.3 
million in individual clothing, and a wide variety of spare 
parts that were added to the armed forces inventories 


And most recently, in response to a personal request 
from President Aquino earlier this month, we are in the process 
of arranging for the prompt acquisition and delivery of some 
additional helicopters Beyond that, DoD might have other 
details, but that's what [ have by way of current status. 


Q Will you make available the hard copy of that 
list of hardware that you just read? 


a Well, someone in the Press Office can show this 
to you It's not that long, reaily. 


Q Chuck, the Ambassador from Thailand says it was 
uncalled for for you to have some remarks about their policies 
at the Laotian border, that the State Department should tell 
them privately and not publicly when it has some complaint. Do 
you have any response to that? 


hs No, I don't have any direct response We have 
been and are continuing to be in touch with the Thai 
Government As you are aware, Deputy Secretary Whitehead asked 
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to see Ambassador Sarasin on the weekend to review recent 
developments. In that discussion, Deputy Secretary Whitehead 
reaffirmed the long-term commitment of the United States to 
work with Thailand to resolve problems in this area of mutual 
concern. 


So I'd leave it as saying the Thai are aware of our 
concerns. We're talking to them, and I think that that's been 
a useful, constructive exchange. 


Q There are another 1500 Hmong at a placed called 
Nam Pun, which is not that far away from Ban Vinai, there being 
sort of backwards and forwards across the border. Was that 
subject discussed between Whitehead and Sarasin? Has it been 
Giscussed between the United States and the Thai? And is 
anything being done about it? 


" Whether or not that particular group has been 
discussed, I can't say. I would simply say that Thailand does 
have an established screening process to determine Lao refugee 
bona fides, and our position, as I've expressed it, is that we 
believe that any Laotian entering Thailand and claiming refugee 
status should have access to that screening process. 


Q But this 1500 have been specifically refused 
access to that screening process 


A I'll have to take a look at that one I just 
don't have anything further on it. 


Q There is a factual question here between the 
United States and Thailand in that the State Department has 
said that the 38 people who were taken from a camp were turned 
over to some Laotian officials who came in a boat to get them. 
The Thais insist that they were not turned over to any Thai 
soldiers but taken to a “safe area" inside Laos. 


Can you give us any further indication of what the 
facts are here? Have you gone back to your facts and checked 
them again? 


A I haven't seen any further exposition of those 
facts as to what actually happened on the ground I think the 
bottom line, however, would be to reiterate what I just said 
about this screening process and its applicability. 


Q There have been five days since you made your 
statement last week. Has the U.S. been given access to that 
area? Have the people been let into the screening program? 
We've been protesting that for weeks now Has there been any 
change? 
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t My understanding originally was that there are 
Americans among other foreigners uho can have access to those 
camps, so it's not as if there has never been anybody there. 
But whether or not anybody has been there since that, I don't 
know. 


Q Will you take that? 
b I'll keep an eye on this question. 


Q Do you have any reaction or any comment on the 
reports of Americans spying on Israel and its possible 
relationship to the Pollard case? 


A I was asked that question on Friday, so I don't 
have anything Secretary Weinberger addressed it on the same 
program that's been referred to already. 


Q Chuck, Newsweek reports that the United States 
proposed to Israel last year that Israel use $30 million of its 
U.S. assistance and give it to Jordan for use in a West Bank 
development project, and that Israel turned down the proposal. 
Do you have anything? 


fi I] don't have anything by way of a specific 

reference to that story other than to say at one point I think 
it refers to an alleged secret plan There is mo such secret 
plan, in any case. The Administration supports Jordan's West 
Bank development program. We have requested $7 million for it 
in the 1988 budget Over the last two years we've provided $2] 
million for this program There are a number of other donors 
also supporting the program. And this is, likewise, support 
which we have encouraged 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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TAKEN OQULISTION 


Question taken at the Daily Press Briefing March 23, 1987 


LIBYAN TROOPS IN SUDAN 





Can you confirm that there are Libyan troops in Sudan? 


YES. WE HAVE REASON TO BELIEVE THERE ARE SEVERAL HUNDRED 
LIBYAN TROOPS IN WESTERN SUDAN. WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE 
SUDANESE GOVERNMENT HAS CONDEMNED THIS VIOLATION OF ITS 


TERRITORY. 
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TUESDAY, MARCH 24, 1987, 12:16 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement to begin with. 


Secretary Shultz will be appearing in open session 
before the Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, State and the 
Judiciary of the Senate Appropriations Committee tomorrow at 
10:00 a.m. The subject is the Department of State 
appropriations, and because of the Secretary's appearance, we 
will not have a daily press briefing tomorrow. You can take 
the day off. 


That's all I have. Jim? 


Q Chuck, the Iranians announced that they have 
stopped and boarded three vessels in the Strait of Hormuz. As 
I understand the U.S. position, they have a right to do that, 
is that -- as long as they don't damage the ship or impede it? 


4 I haven't seen that particular report, so the 
circumstances I'm not aware of. But the answer to your 
question concerning the general principle is yes, that's 
correct. 


Q And have you -- 
A Provided there are certain rules observed. 
Q Have you had any indications or any signals from 


them, one way or another, in response to your warning the other 
Cay about not impeding free navigation in the Persian Gulf? 
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S I just don't have anything to offer by way of 
reaction. 


Q Chuck, apparently the White House believes that 
Iran has issued a statement that it will not attack any ships, 
and they are taking it at face value. Do you still trust the 
Iranians? 


a I don't think it's so much a question of trust as 
it is of action. If the statements -- which include remarks, 
for example, disclaiming the intent to endanger security of 
navigation through the Strait of Hormuz -- if that correctly 
reflects Iranian policy, then that would be something we would 
welcome. I think that was the intent of what the White House 
had to say as well. 


Q Can you give us some sort of notion -- apparently 
this week the U.S. and Soviets are meeting for bilateral talks 
here at the State Department. Is that correct? 


A That's right. 
Q Did they begin today or yesterday? 


A That's called the Bilateral Review Commission, 
which is a mechanism that's been set up to talk about, as it 
says, bilateral problems. Those talks began on Monday, and I 
think they're scheduled to last for several days, although I 
think they're open-ended to some degree. 


Q Can we have a detailed readout on that when 
they're finished? 


a I'll see what I can do. 
Q Who are the chiefs of the two delegations? 
4 The head person on our side is Deputy Assistant 


Secretary for European and Canadian Affairs Tom Simons He 
will be backed up, of course, by Mark Parris, who's the 
Director of the Office of Soviet Affairs, as well as other 
people from that office. And on the Soviet side, we'll have to 
see if we can get you his name. I don't have his name; we'll 
see if we can get it. 


Q Do these affairs include emigration -of 
minorities, Soviet Jews and such? 
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a I believe that in this particular format we 
focus, of course, on consular affairs, bilateral problems. But 
I think that these kinds of human rights questions, including 
the one you specify, would-come up. I could take a closer look 
at that, Jim, if you want, but we could certainly try to cover 
that in the context of a readout of what's happened in these 
meetings. 


Q Chuck, can I come back to Iran for just a moment? 


Q Wait, wait. Could I ask a procedural question? 
Would the State Department have any objection if we had a 
picture of this meeting? 


a We can ask. 


Q Ahatever happened to the Kiev Consulate? Is that 
something that's being discussed? 


A That's something that is still being talked 
about. I think there you might note a change from the last 
time I remarked about it; there seemed to be some reluctance to 
even talk about it on the Soviet side. My understanding is 
that's not the case. At least we're now talking about that 
subject again. 


Q And will the U.N. matter come up, the targets for 


reductions? Is that coming -- is that being discussed, and 
what's the status of that -- the reduction of the Soviets? 
A Before I go to that -- Jim, I did have one answer 


to your question. The discussions will cover human rights, 
consulates and staffing issues, so human rights is definitely 
involved. 


Q On that subject, Chuck, do you have anything => 


A Just a second. Going back to Matt's question as 
to whether or not that will come up, that is a staffing 
question, so until I've had a readout from the meeting, I won't 
know in fact whether it did come up. If you're referring to 
stories that appeared today concerning current levels of Soviet 
staffing in New York, the number of personnel assigned to the 
Soviet U.N. Missions is currently below the ceilings that take 
effect on April 1. Those ceilings would be as of that date -- 
the Soviet Mission should be reduced to 195, and the 
Byelorussian and Ukrainian U.N. Missions to 13 each. 
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Q Chuck, you mentioned Soviet Jews. Have you got a 
status report on emigration from the Soviet Union? 


A I stuck that in just by chance. Let me see if I 
can dig it out here. 


Just to start with January, there were 98 Soviet Jews 
who actually left the Soviet Union, and in February 146. The 
figure for the first half of March was 214. In 1986, the 
average monthly figure was 75, and the highest monthly total, 
126. 


There have been a number of Soviet statements, 
indicating that emigration levels will rise in 1987. We have 
consistently urged the Soviet Government to live up to its 
commitments under the Helsinki Final Act and other 
international human rights agreements to permit freedom of 
movement. , 


The 1987 figures we have so far represent progress, 
but there's still a long way to go. 


Q Chuck, this morning the Secretary made remarks on 
this subject to the B'nai B'rith. That wasn't on any of his 
schedules. Can you tell us why not? 


a i2 has many functions like that which don't 
necessarily appear on his public schedule when he receives 
publications, as in this case -- they handed him a copy of a 


book that they had done. 


Q But, as you understand, U.S.-Soviet relations 
right now are of great concern to us, and it might have been 
useful if we'd known about this particular event. 


Q And he makes a statement that you guys hand out, 
and it's not reflected on his public schedule. I mean, what's 
so secret about him meeting -- 


A I'm not saying there's anything secret about it 
at all. I'm saying he has many appointments every day, some of 
very short duration like this one, which don't necessarily 
appear on his public schedule. It's as simple as that. But 
you have the remarks, and -- 


Q Yeah, but we didn't know he was meeting with them. 


f Well, you do now. 
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Q Can I go back to the figures? Do you interpret 
the rise in Jews who are permitted to leave the Soviet Union as 
reflecting a basic change in Soviet policy, or is it too early? 


f I think the answer is the latter. I tried to 
cover that by saying this represents some progress, but there's 
still a long way to go, and that's where we stand right now. 


Q Do you have any additional information about the 
U.N. staffing? They're now below the ceiling which is 
established for October -- or, rather, April 1? Does that mean 


there won't be any expulsions? Have the Soviets promised to 
keep it below the ceiling? 


A I think I can only address that by saying that 
our numbers indicate that they are currently below the 
ceiling. That's the target which has been set, and providing 
that that's the case, then the issue is in order as of April l, 
at least. 


Q Can I come back to Iran for a minute? 
Q Can I stay on the subject for just one minute? 
Q Sure. 


You said that the talks include consulates and 
staffing issues as well as human rights. Is that the extent of 
the talks, or do they include other subjects that you have not 
mentioned? 


A Those are the major issues. I'm sure that there 
must be other bilateral issues, however, that could come up of 
perhaps of lesser importance. 


Q Is the staffing issues, the issue of the 
consulates, or is it staffing overall? I mean, the U.N. 
Missions -- I mean, all of those kinds of issues as well. 


A What I have at the moment is simply "staffing 
issues." That could, obviously, include the consulates. It ° 
could include the United Nations. It could include our 
staffing at our Embassies and Consulates General. I don't have 
any further definition of exactly what that is going to go into. 


Q Do you know if there's any thought of trying to 
change the staffing situation in Moscow because the Embassy is 
so strapped? 
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A In terms of changing the 225 ceiling? No, I 
don't think there's anything afoot in that area. 


Q On that point, Chuck, have the Soviets been 
cooperating in letting contract personnel come in to do work at 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow? 


A I don't have the exact figures, but I checked 
this morning, and there have been a number of people in that 
category who have gotten their visas, and who, if not already 
there, will be going there. 


Q Has there been any suggestion that the Soviets 
will allow local staff back to the Embassy, so the Ambassador 
doesn't have to sort of cook hamburgers for everybody's lunch? 


fi I don't have any indication to that effect, but, 
as I say, if we're talking about staffing levels, we'll look 
into that and see if there's anything else to he added to that. 


Q Well, Chuck, you said you didn't -- 
Q Is the U.S. asking for some change on that? 


A I just don't have anything further than what I've 
given you. 


Q You said a minute ago you didn't think, or you 
had no indication, or you didn't think there was any indication 
that Embassy Moscow changing the 225 level was an issue in 
these talks. And a moment before that you said that you 
thought that discussions of the Embassy staffing would be a 
subject for these talks. I'm not sure -- there's some 
distinction about changing the level that's not for discussion, 
but changing the composition is a subject, or ~-- 


A It's a more complicated proposition than the way 
you've just described it. And just to cite one additional 
area, there are always temporary personnel, for example, going 
to and from both sides, both from the Soviet Union to here and 
from here to there. That's a staffing issue, for example. 
That's the kind of issue that we continue to work on as well. 


Q I guess what I'm getting at, and I think a number 
of people are trying to get at, is that after the blowup a few 
months ago over -- or last year over staffing at both the U.N. 
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Mission and the American Embassy in Moscow, have the U.S. and 
Soviet Union decided to discuss those issues in that Bilateral 
Commission forum or perhaps in other fora, and perhaps -- 


A As I said in response to an earlier question, the 
ceilings that were established are there. They're not being 
discussed -- changes in those ceilings. 

Q Okay. Can I move on to the other subject now, or 


is somebody =- 
A Sure. 


~~ MORE —- 
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Q Okay. I'd like to come back again for just a 
moment to Iran and ask a couple of questions about the 
Rafsanjani statement this morning -- I don't know if you have 
any comment on it -- and about the statement yesterday. First 
of all, on yesterday: there was a statement issued late 
yesterday about the Alann Steen situation. 


Does the U.S. have any independent information about 
Steen's health? Does it have anything to say about whether he 
is sick or not, and anything about his release? 


A I don't have any information to offer on his 
health. Let me just reiterate for the general public the 
statement which you referred to, which is that if the 
kidnappers are serious about their humanitarian motives, then 
Mr. Steen's release should be immediate and unconditional so 
that he may receive the necessary medical attention. 


We continue to hold the kidnappers responsible for the 
safety and well-being of all the hostages, and we repeat our 
call for the immediate and safe release of all these hostages 
of all nationalities. 


Q And on Rafsanjani's statement today, it seemed to 
touch a number of areas including one that dealt with something 
you said last week. You said last week that the U.S. had sent 
a message to [Iran through the Swiss on the subject of freedom 
of navigation in the Gulf. Rafsanjani's statement said that 
message also concerned freedom for the hostages. 


Do you have any comment on that? Did the message go 
beyond the subject that you said it went to? 


A The message that I referred to was on the subject 
I referred to. If there is any doubt in Iranian minds about 
our position concerning the necessity or the requirement for 
freeing hostages, whoever they may be and wherever they may be, 
then I'd use this occasion to reiterate that. I hope that's 
not the case. 


Q No. The only reason I asked it was that it's 
possible they might draw some inferences if the two subjects 
come together in the same message. A message about military 
action in the Gulf and a simultaneous and concurrent message on 
freedom for the hostages might be interpreted as being a linked 
threat of some sort. That's why I was asking whether the’ 
message contained the same --— 
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a I can't help you any further on that. 
Q Did you see any threat in Rafsanjani's statement? 
A I have nothing on that message other than what I 


gave you last Friday. I'd just leave it at that, on the 
contents of the message. 


Q So you're not saying whether it included anything 
about the hostages? 


A That's all I can do on that one. 


Q Do you have any other comment on Rafsanjani's 
statement, such as -- 


Q Do you see any threat in there? 
A Which statement are you referring to now? 
Q His statement this morning in which he said 


should the United States get active in the Gulf, then Americans 
everywhere could be affected by>-that. 


A No, I don't have any reaction. 


Q What's the current thinking in the Department 
about how much influence Iran has over the kidnappers in 
Lebanon? 


4 I don't have anything to offer on that one, 
either. 


Q Still on Rafsanjani, he also commented that -- 
once again, he restated the Iranian view that if the frozen 
Iranian assets were released by the United States, Iran would 
work for the release of the American hostages in Lebanon. 


Do you have any comment on his connection of those two? 


A I don't have anything beyond what we've said on 
that issue in the past -- which is, one of the things we've 
asked the Tribunal to do in The Hague is to get a statement 
from the Iranian side that there is absolutely no connection 
between those funds and the issue of the hostages. 


Q But Rafsanjani's statement seems to indicate the 
Iranians not only haven't issued such a statement in the past, 
but that that is not the case, as far as they're concerned, or 
at least as far as he's concerned. 
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4 As I say, I haven't seen that particular 
statement, so i'd like not to evaluate it until I've taken a 
closer look at it. But our position is as I've just described 
it. 


Q The spiritual head of the Party of God has come 
out and condemned hostage-taking. Are you encouraged by those 
remarks; do you have any reaction to them whatsoever? 


A I would say that I would hope the leaders of all 
spiritual parties would condemn hostage-taking, sooner rather 
than later. 


Q Is there a decision that we will proceed in the 
Gulf -- in the Strait of Hormuz? 


A I don't have anything on that one. 
Q Anything on the New York Times story today on the 


Kuwaiti request for protecting their naval vessels, their oil 
vessels? 





4 I think that was the same question. 

Q I'm so sorry. I didn't hear that. 

Q Chuck, there have been two stories in the last 
two days about the problems of Clyde Taylor, the American 
Ambassador in Paraguay. Have the Paraguayans apologized for 
the treatment given him about a month ago when he was 
tear-gassed? 

A What we have is a note on that subject which has 
been submitted by the Embassy of Paraguay. We're studying that 
text to determine how responsive it is to all of our concerns. 

Q When was that note sent? 


A That note was actually submitted sometime back. 
You all have never asked exactly when. 


Q You're still studying it and you can't make up 
your mind as to whether it's responsive? 


A We're studying it. 
Q How long is “sometime back"? 


a I don't have the exact date, but perhaps three or 
four weeks. 
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Q What does the note say? 

rs) We don't normally share diplomatic exchanges. 
Q How long does it take you to -- three, four -- 
4 Wait a minute. This person over here has -- 

Q Same subject. 

Q (question continuing) -- three to four weeks? 
a I can't predict, Michael. 


Q It was alleged yesterday at a press conference 
here in Washington that a recently declassified State 
Department Memorandum, January 1980, from Assistant Secretary 
of State Harold Saunders to then Secretary of State Cyrus Vance 
proposed that the U.S. adopt a direct negotiating channel with 
Iran, and that shipments of military parts to [ran was a key 
element of Saunders' proposal. 


Do you have anything on that -- 
“ No, I don't. 
Q -- or do you know anything about that? 


No. 


o 


Any reaction today to the bombings in Pakistan? 


D 


Yes, I do. 
Q Which bombings? 
4 The bombings in Pakistan, the air attacks. 


We strongly condemn yesterday's renewed air attack 
against Pakistani territory by communist aircraft. This was 
the worst single, cross-border air attack since the war began. 


As we've noted in the past, such attacks have 
escalated sharply since the start of this year, and are in 
sharp contrast to Soviet and DRA expressions of a desire to 
achieve a peaceful negotiated settlement. The renewed loss of 
innocent lives is deplorable. Yesterday's attack added another 
estimated 50 lives to an already-long casualty list. 
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These deliberate attacks are brutal attempts to force 
a change in Pakistan's Afghanistan policy. They won't work. 
We're confident that Pakistan will continue its courageous and 
principled search for peace, and at the same time continue to 
offer haven to almost 3.,000,000 Afghan refugees. 


Since you've raised the subject, I'll take the 
occasion to call once more on the Soviets and their Kabul 
regime surrogates to match their talk of peace with action. 
Until this happens, Pakistan and the Afghan people can count on 
our firm support. 


Q Copy of that? 
b Yes. 


Q The last time you read a statement about 
cross-border raids, you linked it to the talks then going on in 
Geneva. There are no similar negotiations going on now, as far 
as I know. Can you think of any reason for this particular 
timing? 


e I gave you that reason in the second paragraph of 
what I just gave you. 


Q For some years now, the United States has been 
selling Pakistan anti-aircraft equipment -- radar, missiles, 
and even airplanes -- presumably, to prevent this sort of 


thing. Has it not arrived in their hands yet? Are they not 
trained on it? How can these raids happen? 


A I'm not a military expert, and I can't tell you 
exactly what Pakistani capabilities are in what regions of the 
country, but as you know, it's a big country and has a long 
frontier with Afghanistan. These raids are occurring in 
villages which are just across the border. All of that would 
lead me to believe that this is a very tough question indeed, 
to be able to successfully interdict these kind of attacks. 

But I think you might also check the records, because I believe 
the Pakistanis have had success in the past against intruding 
Afghan aircraft, so it's not been a one-sided affair, at all. 


Jim, just to go back where I started, you might talk 
to the Pentagon to see if they've got a real military analysis 
of all that. 


Q I've lost track on what the United States and 
Pakistan had agreed on on early-warning aircraft, either the 
Hawkeye or the AWACS. Is that still alive? 
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a I'll have to take a look at that. I don't know 
where that stands either. 


Q It has been reported that the Israeli Under 
Secretary, Mr. Tamir, met with the Ambassadors of Tunisia and 
Morocco and the Soviet Union in New York. Do you consider this 
an achievement, or do you care to characterize it by any form 
or another? 


4) No, I don't. 


-Q Can I follow wp, Chuck? Tamir met today with 
Aarmacost and is meeting with Sigur. Do these talks have 
anything to do with the Israeli attempt to set up a U.N. 
Security Council-sponsored umbrella for Mideast talks? 


a I don't have anything on that specific question. 
Mr. Armacost is meeting with him as part of a regular series of 
consultations that we have with lots of officials including 
those like Mr. Tamir. They cover a wide range of issues. 
Obviously, regional issues are among them, as well as bilateral 
issues, but I don't have any specific details on isgues under 
discussion today. 


Q Last week Paul Bremer said that the United States 
attaches special responsibility regarding Syria to Syria's role 
in Lebanon vis-a-vis the hostages. In light of the Steen 
events, have you made any overtures to the Syrians to try to 
expedite his release or the release of any of the hostages in 
the past week? 


. Once again, I don't have anything new on that one. 


Q Can you say whether the U.S. has discussed with 
Israel yesterday's note about Steen? 


. I don't have anything on whether there were any 
specific discussions. I've noted, as you probably have, that 
the Israelis have rejected that demand to make some sort of a 
trade. 


Q Has President Carter been debriefed by American 
officials in the Middle East about his talks with Assad? 


é I don't have any reports of any debriefings as of 
now. 














xyes Tuesday, 3/24/87 


Q And we have no reaction to anything President 
Carter has said while over there? 


a No. 


Q Can I go back to Kuwait? I don't know if you 
have answered this question in previous briefings. Did they 
ever, I mean did they request that protection, or does the 
United States want them to request it officially? Which is the 
case? 


a) The question has been asked, and I have limited 
myself to saying that we are in discussions with our friends in 
the Gulf concerning these threats that are posed to shipping, 
and I've left it at that. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing conc uded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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Question taken at the noon press briefing of Marc 24, 1987 


PAKISTAN: STATUS OF AEWS 





Q: Has the U.S. agreed to sell Pakistan an airborne early 
warning system such as the Hawkeye or the AWACS? 


A: --AS A DIRECT OUTGROWTH OF OUR DISCUSSIONS WITH THE 
GOVERNMENT OF PAKISTAN IN THE JOINT CONSULTATIVE GROUP, IT 
WAS AGREED THAT THE ONLY EFFECTIVE, LONG-TERM DETERRENT TO 
CONTINUING CROSS-BORDER PROVOCATIONS FROM AFGHANISTAN WAS 
THE ACQUISITION OF SOME SORT OF AIRBORNE EARLY WARNING 


CAPABILITY. 


--THIS ADMINISTRATION HAS AGREED IN PRINCIPLE TO FACILITATE 
PAKISTAN'S ACQUISITION OF AN AIRBORNE EARLY WARNING 
PLATFORM. HOWEVER, NO DECISION HAS YET BEEN MADE ON ANY 


PARTICULAR SYSTEM. 





' 


oe 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the Daily wn 


Con Press Eriefing, March 24, 1987 


SOVIET D 


ELEGATION TO BILATERAL REVIEW COMMISSION 


Q: Who heads the Soviet Gelegation to the Bilateral] Review 
Commission meeting? 


The Soviet Side is headed by Yevgeniy Antipov, the 
Deputy Chief Of Consular Affairs Division, Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs, 
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DEPARTMENT OF STAT= 
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DPC #46 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 25, 1987, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements. 


Jim? 


Q The Soviets -- going back to the short-range 
missile thing that we were talking about the other day, the 
Soviets say that the Warsaw Pact countries are now agreed that 
there could be an agreement on short-range missile reduction or 
equality, but only after and INF and LRINF agreement was signed 
with the West. 


This seems to me an absolute contradiction to the 
position that you outlined the other day. Is that right? 


A That is in contradiction to the position that I 
outlined. It also represents a major step backwards, for 
example, from what General Secretary Gorbachev and the 
President had agreed to in principle at Revkjavik to start 
with. There, you know that they agreed in principle on the 
outlines of an interim INF agreement which included an interim 
global ceiling of 100 warheads for each side, on U.S. and 
Soviet longer-range INF missiles with none in Europe, 
constraints on shorter-range INF, and the need for effective 
verification of agreements implementing arms reductions. 


It's also a step backwards from the U.S.-Soviet 
agreement which had existed in 1981-1983 INF negotiations and 
which, after a year and a half hiatus, were finally reaffirmed 
at Reykjavik. As I just said, namely, that constraints on 
shorter-range missiles must form an integral part of an initial 
INF treaty. So that what we end up with -- Maybe I should go 
further to say until February 28, which was the date of Mr. 
Gorbachev's speech, the sides had agreed on the nature of these 
concurrent constraints. 
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So, without reiterating all of the reasons that I went 
through in explaining our particular position, I guess I'm just 
trying to emphasize that this is a step back froma 
longstanding position that the Soviets had agreed to since 
1981, at the beginning of these negotiations, and it's a step 
backwards from what Mr. Gorbachev himself agreed to at 
Reykjavik not all that many months ago. 


oO Well, is today's statement the first hint that 
you had thet this is the position that the Soviets are now 
taking? Or was this a position that they took in the last 
session at Geneva? 


A It's not the first hint. As I just said, this 
idea surfaced in this February 28 speech of Mr. Gorbachev. 
And, in addition, in the negotiations, it's been @ question of 
getting the Soviets to reaffirm, or confirm, the Reykjavik 
agreement and the previous agreements that existed in 
negotiations before, and that's been difficult to do. 


Q Chuck, maybe I misunderstand, but I had no doubt 
in my mind they were interested in constraints. Their version 
of a "constraint" was to freeze the current levels which, of 
course, freezes the U.S. at zero and that may not be the kind 
of constraint you want. But am I wrong? Haven't they simply 
proposed until now, and probably still are proposing, the sum 
formula that you.don't like, but it is a constraint? 


A The nature of the constraints remain to be worked 
out. The constraints, and you know what our position is, that 
it has to be an integral part of an initial agreement, that the 
constraints must ensure a U.S. right to global equality at the 
Soviet or lower levels, so there you get into the question of 
what levels are involved. But what's happening now is that 
they appear to be saying that all of these questions of 
constraints have to be put off until a subsequent negotiation, 
or a follow-on negotiation. I'm not sure exactly which term 
they use. Any kind of a constraint. 


Q Even a freeze? 
A That's right. Any kind of constraint. 


Q Alright. You now touched on the other thing I 
wanted to ask you in the first place, because it wasn't clear 
to me the other day what the U.S. position is so far as 
negotiating a satisfactory arrangement. It's clear that you 
want the treaty, an integral part of the treaty is your right 
to match the Soviets on these two missiles in this category. 
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Must those negotiations be concluded before the treaty 
is signed or, indeed, can those negotiations, once tiie 
principle is established in the treaty, can those negotiations 
be held afterward? And, if so, when -- immediately, witnin six 
months, or what? 


A First of all, there would be some aspects that 
have to be accomplished in the initial INF agreement, end that 
we've gone through before. That there would have to be the 
constraints on the Soviet systems with the U.S. raving the 
right to global equality with the Soviet Union, and then there 
could be, and perhaps should be, follow-on negotiations to 
begin within at least six months of reaching an initial INF 
agreement. And that would deal with other questions, including 
reductions then, as a possibility. 


Q So by that construction, there really is no 
change, I suppose, in the U.S. position? You basically want 
the statement in the treaty and negotiated afterward? 


A Yes, but that statement in the treaty is a very 
important statement. 


Q Well, because you say they've changed their 
position? 


A Our position is that there have to be those 
constraints in the initial treaty. 


Q Yeah, but your position is that you've always had 
this position? 


A Exactly. 

Q Those equal restraints on shorter-range INF? 

Q It's an option. 

Q A statement that there be equal ceilings? 

aA A statement that there be constraints on Soviet 
systems and that the U.S., as I just said, have the right to 
global equality with the Soviet Union at Soviet levels or lower. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Was the agreement that you referred to in the '83 
-- '81 to '83 period and the agreement that you thought existed 
until Gorbachev's speech of February 28, had the Soviets agreed 
to equal constraints, or had they agreed to constraints? 


a Constraints. 
Q Okay. So there was no agreement -- 
A The nature -- 


There was no agreement on what you are now saying 
should be in the initial agreement, which is that -- 


A What I'm describing is the United States' 
position -- 


Q Righe. 


A -- on short-range systems in an initial 
agreement. What I'm saying there's been an agreement on is the 
requirement for constraints. The nature of the constraints 
have to be negotiated. That's why we have negotiations. 


And what's happening now is that the Soviets are 
saying we don't need any constraints at all in an initial 
agreement, let's go ahead and agree on these iong-range systems 
and then start some negotiations subsequently as to what we do 
with these shorter-range systems. And I've tried to point out 
that that makes absolutely no sense at all from a security 
point of view, because if you don't put at least some 
constraints on these shorter-range systems, then the 
longer-range agreement can be circumvented through these 
shorter-range systems. 


Q What relationship does the conventional force 
imbalance have to this? Is the U.S. insisting on addressing 
that as part of this, or separate from this, or what? 

A That's not a part of these negotiations. 


Q I mean, is -- 


A That's a direct answer to your question. 
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Q Is there any links at all, or is -- 
A If you're talking about -- 


-- as is done in the other negotiations in order 
to make -- 


A There are other negotiations in which we are 
attempting to engage the Soviets on the question of 
conventional forces. 


Q Does progress on that have anything to do with 
this? 

A But those are separate negotiations. 

Q Are you still planning to close down this round 


this week? 
aq Yes. 


Q And could you, while we're at it, bring us up to 
date on Ambassador Kampelman? Is he out of coronary? Will he 
be out of the hospital soon, etc.? 


A The information I have is that he's doing fine. 
That he expects to be out of the hospital by the weekend is the 
last intormation I have. 


Q Do you know if he'll be able to go with the 
Secretary? 


A I don't have a reading on that specific question. 


Q Has the U.S. side in Geneva received the draft 
Soviet proposal that includes verification yet? 


A We don't really comment on all of the things that 
are being put on the table. [I just don't have an answer to 
that question. 


Q Do you expect it before the end of the round? 


A The Soviets have traditionally put down draft 
treaty language at Geneva, so we wouldn't be surprised if they 
do at this time. I don't have a specific reading as to exactly 
what's happened now. 
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Q Another subject? 


Q Same subject. The Defense Department in the 
report on Soviet Military Power released yesterday said that 
the Soviets were pursuing vigorously work on a follow-on to the 
SS-20, at the very time that the two sides are negotiating the 
elimination of those weapons in Western Europe. 


Does that Soviet effort have any implications, do you 
think, for the Geneva talks? 


A I don't know how to address that, other than to 
say that these talks are on longer-range INF, and that if one 
gets an agreement, then presumably that covers all weapons in 
that class. But beyond that, I don't have any way of 
addressing that specific question. 


Q Another Marine guard from the U.S. Embassy in 
Moscow has been picked up for espionage. What can you tell us 
about Corporal Bracy? 


A I'll come back to you in just a second. 


You have the information that the Marine Corps has 
made available concerning this particular individual. I would 
speak to this just from the point of view of the State 
Department and the Embassy. That we are treating this as a 
very serious breach of our security. That a full-scale 
counter-intelligence investigation is being conducted in 
coordination with other appropriate federal agencies. Also 
being done is a worst-case damage assessment so that, in other 
words, every aspect of security at our Embassy in Moscow will 
be investigated as a result of these two cases. 


Q When did this investigation begin? 


A We have had an investigation ongoing since the 
initial case broke, you'll recall, so that has been underway. 
Now with this second individual possibly implicated, it will 
be, if you will, a follow-on and intensification of that effort. 


Q In the meantime, have there been any changes in 
procedures in either screening the guards, or the amount of 
access they're given to the Embassy, and so on? 


a) I don't have any specifics. I would only say 
that we're taking appropriate actions to protect the security 
of all our classified information, and that we're looking at 
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every aspect of security at the Embassy in Moscow, and, as I 
said, treating this as a very serious breach. 


Q Can you comment on the kind of access Lonetree 
and Bracy would have had? 


6 No, I can't. 


Q Chuck, when the first case broke, I think many 
officials believed that that was -- that would be the end of 
it, so to speak. There were not very many people who thought, 
I think, that there was going to be a widespread problem 
situation. 


Do you now believe that this case is limited to these 
two individuals at the most, or do you -- or is this 
investigation that you're undertaking have as its goal 
ferreting out other cases that you think may also be discovered? 


A The first pcint to make is that this second case, 
as I understand it, was uncovered in the investigation of the 
first, so that one did lead to another. And, secondly, as I 
said in response to Jean's question, we are investigating every 
possibility. I think that's the closest I can come to 
answering your question. 


Q Is there a third Marine or possibly fourth 
Marine, or somebody else from the Embassy who might have been 
involved in this same circle? 


A I'm not in a position to go into any other 
specific cases, as you phrase it, only to say, as you might 
expect, that we're investigating every possibility. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Going back one step, then, and see if we can try 
it this way. Are all of the Marines who were on duty, during 
that time period that Lonetree was there, under investigation 
now as part of this intensification effort that you've referred 
to? 


A I'm not sure that I can phrase it much more 
broadly than “every possibility," so that any subset of that 
I'm not prepared to comment on. 


Q Is there any sort of timetable for this 
investigation to be completed, or is it just open-ended? 


A In a sense it's open-ended, of course, because 
you can't predict how long it's going to take to do it. But 
it's something that's being done on an urgent basis. 


Q A Soviet Embassy employee was involved in the 
Lonetree case. Can you tell us anything more about her, and 
whether she or any other employees were involved with Bracy? 


i) No, I can't. 


Q Chuck, in a broader sense, is the State 
Department reviewing the wisdom of the whole program in which 
Marine guards provide security at the embassies? Do you still 
have confidence in that system? 


i) No, we're not reviewing the whole program in the 
sense that you imply. We have no reason to believe that this 
is a world-wide problem. We have 1400 Marines stationed at 134 
posts throughout the world. This is the first incident of this 
type in our 40-year relationship with the Marines, during which 
time they provided us with invaluable and loyal support 
throughout all these years. 


Q Are you, however, looking at some specific 
embassies where you think the Soviets might have had some sort 
of access or influence? 


a I don't have any details along those lines. 


Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to [Iran's 
threats to the United States if it will help in the Gulf, the 
Arabian Gulf? 
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A My answer would be that I'm not going to dignify 
such irresponsible threats with commentary. As I've said a 
number of times now, Iran is fully aware of our concern over 
the stationing of these silkworm missiles near the Strait of 
Hormuz. 


Q Yesterday :ank Gaffney, the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of Defense, was speaking to the Foreign Press Center, 
warned against the Arabs going to the Soviet Union to buy arms, 
and suggested that there are no arms from the United States to 
go to the European countries. Is the United States now in 
consultation with European countries about selling arms to the 
Arabs? And what happened with the request by some Arab 
countries, especially Gulf Corporation Council countries, to 
buy arms from the United States? 


t Don't have anything on either one of those. On 
your second one, I might refer you to the testimony that's 
taken place on the Hill in recent days or weeks concerning 
those kind of questions, which have been opened. 


Q Chuck, can I come back to something I asked about 
yesterday -- and turn me off, if you want to, quickly by saying 
you don't have anything further on it. Have you had a chance 
to look through more thoroughly now the Rafsanjani comments of 
yesterday? And do you have any further comment beyond what you 


said yesterday? 

- I don't have any further comments in fact. 
Unless you have @ specific question that we didn't cover 
yesterday, I -- 


a Well, I would re-ask the specific ones I asked 
yesterday. If you don't have any comment on what he has to say 


a I answered a few of them on a couple of questions 
such as linkage. 


Q Okay. 
Q While we're in the general area, Chuck, do -- 


A Same question, same area, rather than general 


(Laughter ) 
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Q On the U.S.-Kuwaiti agreement, has an agreement 
been reached? I don't know if that was asked. where do we 
stand on U.S.—Kuwaiti -- the United States providing escorts 
for Kuwaiti ships? 


e I don't think it's been asked today. It has been 
asked yesterday, and perhaps the day before. I don't have 
anything further. 


Q So we're still talking about it? 


t I think the language I've used is that we're 
discussing with our friends in the region. 


Q Are you discussing it also with the Soviets, by 
any chance? 


4 Don't have anything on that. 


Q Arafat, in his interview last week, have you yet 
sorted out what you think about it when he said that the PLO 
did not officially have to be represented directly at an 
international peace conference? 


+ I don't know that I needed to sort out very 
much. You know what our position is on an international peace 
conference, the role of the Palestinians. and those kinds of 
questions. I don't have anything that would take it beyond 
what you know to be our standing policy. 


Q Has there been any change in your position about 
the international conference, because there are reports that 
your enthusiasm has watered down, or something like that, about 
the conference? 


a You have heard the Secretary ind others speak to 
that. That's on the record. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report that the 
Syrian troops know where the American professor hostages are? 
And I think there's another report that's going to be released 
within a month or something. 
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- No. 


Q On Libya, Chuck, do you have anything further on 
the losses in Chad, or on Libyan troops in the Sudan? 


ra Concerning Libyan losses, I have seen a number of 
reports put out today concerning the Chadian figures 
According to those reports, the Libyan personnel losses were 
over 1200 dead and over 400 captured The Chadian Government 
reports large numbers of Libyan aircraft, armored vehicles, 
artillery, munitions, fuel, and food were destroyed or captured 
during the battle 


While we have as yet no independent confirmation of 
these figures, we have no reason to question them, and we do 
know that Libyan losses at Ouadi Doum were very heavy. both in 
personnel and equipment 


I might go beyond that just to say that by all 
accounts, this has been a serious defeat for Libyan forces. 
This coming in the wake of their political facade, which 
crumbled some months ago, and as a consequence is the reason 
why I congratulated the Chadian Government for this major step 
forward in regaining control of their national territory. 


Concerning the question of the Sudan and Libyan troops 
there, we did learn that the Chadian armed forces on Sunday 
repulsed three Libyan columns which violated Sudanese 
sovereignty. and attempted to cross Chad's eastern frontier. 


I don't have any casualty counts on those engagements 
and, as you know, Sudan's Prime Minister has denounced Libya's 
use of Sudanese territory to mount these attacks and called on 
Qadhafi to remove his forces from Sudan 


-- MORE -- 
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Q I don't quite understand this. You're talking 
about the political facade crumbling some months ago? What do 
you -- 


4 As you recall, there were -- over a certain 
period of time, in any case -- a number of people who claimed 
to be dissidents, alternative governments, something to that 
effect, Mr. Goukouni and others. All of that facade 
disappeared, when most of those forces rallied to the Chadian 
side. Some of the others were apparently taken into custody in 
Libya. 


As a consequence, that's what I was getting at when I 
said, in effect, this whole facade disappeared. 


Q What about the political facade in Libya? Do you 
think that the defeat of the Libyans in Chad in going to have 
any effect? Have you seen any hints of any effect on Qadhafi 
and his leadership within Libya? 


a I don't have any way to make that judgment. I 
could only reiterate what I said a minute ago that this is a 
very serious defeat. It represents large losses both in terms 
of manpower, and particularly in terms of equipment, although 
both losses are extremely large. As a consequence, it's a very 
major setback for what has been an important Libyan investment 
over recent years. 


Q Where do we stand. Chuck, on following up the $15 
million military aiid for Chad, that's been in the pipeline and 
it's now almost exhausted. Where do we stand on a new aid 
package for Chad? 


fs) Concerning the possibility of a new aid package, 
that's something that's under very active consideration, but no 
decision as yet. 


Q (inaudible) 
‘ I've said before that we've been in very active, 


continuing consultation with the Chadian Government concerning 
their requirements. 


Q Chuck, do you owe this victory to your military 
help, or to the French help? 


a I think it's clear that, first and foremost, this 
military victory is the result of Chadian determination to 
liberate their territory. It's Chadian forces that have been 
up there fighting, no one else. 
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Q To what extent, Chuck, have U.S. trainers been 
involved in assisting the Chadians use the equipment the U.S. 
has sent them? 


a We have sent in, now and again, these small 
technical advisory teams -- two or three people, I believe, is 
my understanding -- that have given training for short periods 
of time on specific pieces of equipment for which training was 
needed. 


I don't know that there have been any of those teams 
there recently, but that has been part of our peta 
assistance program. 


Q Any -- how about -- 


A But these are trainers who work in N'Djamena. 
They don't go into the field. They don't fight. They are 
there strictly as technical advisers and trainers. 


Q Has the U.S. assistance to Chad involved any 
assistance by way of information about placement of Libyan 
forces or anything like that, as opposed to training on the 
hardware? 


aq Beyond that I've said about training, I'll just 
leave it at that. 


Q Are there any trainers or advisers at the present 
time in Chad? 


4 I don't know whether there's a team there or 
not. You could ask the Department of Defense that. These are 
teams that are on temporary duty that come and go. They're 
there for a week or two weeks. I'm not sure exactly what kind 
of duration they're on. 


Q On Chad, is France involved in the consideration 
Oo. a new aid package? 


a The French, as we've always said, clearly ‘ave a 
lead role in terms of Western assistance in Chad. The French, 
I think it's safe to say, are in close consultation with 
Chadian authorities, as we are. But concerning what they might 
be prepared to do, I've had to refer you to the French 
Government. 


There are reports -- 


Unless Phillippe can help us out. (Laughter. ) 











Wednesday, 3/25/87 


Q There are reports that the Libyan troops are 
leaving Faya—Largeau, which is close to Quadi Doum. Do you 
have anything about that? 


a I'd say, as I've said on other occasions, I don't 
have any reason to doubt that. 


Q You don't have any reason -- 
a To doubt that 


Q On Afaghanistan -- if I might take you to 
Afghanistan -- what will the State Derartment think, or does 
the State Department favor the request that the GAO will 
investigate the spending of money which was sent to Afghan 
rebels through Pakistan? 


A I don't have any specific commentary on that 
question. The GAO does its investigations as it sees fit, and 
when we're requested in any kind of investigation we cooperate. 


That by way of a generic answer. 


Q There have been more air raids. Do you have any 
more on that? 


4 No, I don't. I don't have any further reaction. 
To the extent that they're identical to those we talked about 
yesterday, I've reacted. 


Q Chuck, can I just go back to Faya Largeau for a 
second? 


a Yes. 


Q You say that there's no reason to doubt that 
they're leaving Faya Largeau. Have you any idea where they're 
going? Are they going home? Are they pulling out? 


A No, I don't know where they're going. One 
presumes the general direction of march is north. (Laughter. ) 


Q But not to Quadi Doum. That's the key, right? 
(Laughter. ) 
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a I don't think so. 


Q On Soviet Jewish emigration, do you have any 
assessment on how the increased emigration has yet begun to 
effect U.S.-Soviet relations? 


fs) I don't have anything to add beyond what I 
provided yesterday in terms of a few statistics, and what the 
Secretary provided in his remarks to the B'nai B'rith group. 


Q Do you have anything on the contacts between the 
Saudi Ambassador and the special prosecutor? Does the State 
Department have any role in it? 

A We're aware of them. 


Q Do you have anything today on the U.S.-Soviet 
talks on bilateral issues? 


A Those talks will be going on through the end of 
the week. So, as I said yesterday, we'll try to get a readout 
at the end of those talks. 


Q O.K., thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
don't have any announcements. 


Matt? 


Q The final round of the special medium-range 
missile talks broke up, I believe. Do you have an evaluation 
of it? When are they going to get together again, etc.? 


A A lot of you may have seen the announcement that 
was made in Geneva today at the conclusion of those talks. I 
could make available copies of that to you in the Press Office 
afterwards. 


For the record, I might just highlight a few of the 
things that were saic in that statement. Concerning when they 
will resume, that will be on April 23. Of course, the 
statement said it's understood that this date could be adjusted 
at the upcoming U.S.-Soviet meeting of Foreign Ministers in 
Moscow. 


The extended session just concluded has been useful 
and constructive. The U.S. completed the explanation of its 
draft treaty tabled on March 4, and it provides the broad 
outline of that, as you're all familiar. The U.S. side 
reiterated, or repeated, its longstanding position that there 
must be equal global constraints on shorter-range INF missile 
systems as an integral part of this INF treaty to insure its 
viability and effectiveness. And on that score, we've had 
numerous discussions in the past few days. 


During this session, the U.S. amplified its 
comprehensive and effective verification regime which was 
tabled as part of the Treaty, including provisions for on-site 
inspection. And then the statemen. concluded by saying, “While 
the U.S. believes that useful progress has been made during 
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this round, difficult issues remain before us. Detailed work 
needs to be done in all areas which should be covered by an INF 
treaty. 


For its part, the U.S. has already placed a detailed 
and comprehensive draft treaty on the negotiating table. The 
U.S. will return to the negotiations in April prepared to 
engage in intensive work toward the earliest possible 
conclusion of a sound and durable INF treaty." 


Q So the Soviets have put another draft on the 
table? 


Aa No, I don't believe that confirms that, and the 
answer to the question is, no, there is not a Soviet draft on 
the table. 


Q There is not a Soviet draft on the table. 


Q May [| follow up to that, Chuck, did the Soviets 
indicate at the end of this round whether or not their draft 
would be forthcoming in April when the next round resumes? And 
did they react at all in this round to the U.S.' verification 
proposals? 


Aa Concerning whether or not there will be a Soviet 
draft forthcoming, ['m just not in any position to predict 
that. The discussion during this round has centered on the 
U.S. draft treaty, which is on the table, which we believe does 
represent the best path of progress, that is working on this 
text which we have put forward. 


In the context of that discussion, the two sides have 
gone over in more or less detail all of the various aspects of 
that, so that would include verification as well as the other 
aspects of the draft treaty. 


Q What -— Did they offer anything on paper, if not 
a draft treaty, anything else? 


a Whether or not anything less than a treaty has 
been offered, [I'm not in a position to say. 


Q These points you made, or you said the U.S. made, 
they made them today again? Is that -- about integral part and 
about verification? Was that the wind-up session? 


a That's right. This was the statement released 
today in Geneva at the conclusion of this round of talks. 








Thursday, 3/26/87 


Q They told it to the Russians, too? 
A That's right. 


Q That's the third day in a row, at least, that 
we've heard now concerning some shorter-range must be an 
integral part. Did the Soviets respond to this or did they 
simply listen to you ana not have anything to say -- at the 
table? 


A I can't go into a rundown of what is said on both 
sides of the table. You know what our position is, what it has 
been. You know what the general arrangement between the two 
sides has been on this issue dating back to 1981, and [I talked 
yesterday about the Soviets walking back from that particular 
position. Their position has likewise been stated publicly 
But beyond that, I wouldn't like to characterize the nature of 
the give and take. 


Q Well, wait a minute. All right. You covered a 
lot of ground. 


You said you had no, by the way, qualms about saying 
that the head of the Soviet Union has walked backwards, so I 


think if you go down to the negotiating level, you shouldn't 
feel any restraints on telling us whether the negotiators have 
also walked back, since -- 


A I wouldn't want to imply that there's any 
difference between the head of the Soviet Union, as you 
referred to him, and the negotiators. 


Q And the circumspection, I mean you've laid out 
the entire verification proposal for us almovt simultaneously, 
[I mean to exquisite detail, almost simultaneously with 
presenting it to the Soviets. I don't feel shy about asking 
you what goes on at the table because this statement doesn't 
feel shy about saying publicly what it's position is. 


A And sometimes [ can help you and sometimes -- 


Q All right. But in this case, you know, it's the 
last day; there are these two sticking points, and it would be 
helpful to know if the Soviets just stared you back in the face 
or had something to say about constraints. 


A I think I made it pretty clear what our relative 
positions are on constraints at this time. 
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Q The Soviets said at the conclusion of the session 
that the talks had been unconstructive. Do you want to respond 
to that? 


A I characterized the talks -- 


Q You used “constructive. " 


A -- as our delegation chose to do so at the end of 
the round. I really couldn't make any more objective analysis 
than that. 


Q How do you account for the difference in 
perspective? You used “constructive"; they used 
"unconstructive." 


a We each have our own point of view, I suppose. 


Q Chuck, can you say whether you expect the Soviet 
draft to be presented, if not in formal form, but at least the 
language of it to be discussed during Secretary Shultz' visit 
to Moscow? 


“4 I'm not going to hazard any predictions along 
those lines. 


Q Well, there are a couple of things, you know, 
your sort of teasing remarks you make about how the April 23 
date could be adjusted -- could be adjusted forward? Is that 
what you're saying, that Shultz and the Soviet Foreign Minister 
might decide to resume the talks earlier than the 23rd? Is 
that what you're trying to say? 


A This was the language that was worked out between 
the two sides at Geneva, which is standard procedure as they 
come to the end of a particular round. The language they 
worked out was that we agreed that Round VIII of the nuclear 
space talks would resume in Geneva on April 23. Accordingly, 
the INF negotiating group, along with the START and Defense in 
Space negotiating groups will resume its work on that date. 
The sides also agreed that this date could be adjusted as a 
result of that meeting. I believe that that's just to take 
into account the fact that that meeting is occurring and that 
both sides are willing to be flexible if their leaders should 
decide that some other schedule was appropriate. 
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Q One more flog -- when you talked about 
amplifying, the U.S. amplifying its proposal on verification, 
does “amplify” mean, modify, make it more digestible? What 
does “amplify” mean? Spelling it out, what does “amplify” mean? 


A It means the latter. It means spelling out and 
explaining the verification proposal, as it has been explained 
to you. That was likewise done in ever more exquisite detail 
in the negotiating sessions. 


Q You're not making it any easier on those folks, 
eh? 


Q To put that in terms of definition, does the 
United States consider the shorter-range INF missiles a 
sub-category of the same class of missile as the long-range? 


A There are two classes of missiles that we're 
talking about We're .alking about long-range INF, which have 
been defined in these negotiations to include certain systems. 
The shortest range system among those is our Pershing II, which 
is at the lower limit of what is referred to as long-range INF; 
and then there's another class of weapons called shorter-range 
INF, which includes, as I['ve said before, the Scaleboard and 
the SS-23, in which category we have no comparable systems 


Q We're making no attempt to class the two in the 
same general lump of missile forces? 


A That goes back to our discussion of the past few 
days. It's not a question of classing them in the same 
category, but rather of saying that if you don't treat these 
shorter-range systems, in which the Soviets do have a monopoly, 
that it, therefore, would allow for circumvention of the 
longer-range agreement. And that's why our position is that 
there have to be constraints in an initial agreement which 
would set an equal global ceiling at current Soviet levels or 
lower in the case of these SRINF weapons. 


Q Chuck, I'm sorry to come back, but I did have a 
question on circtumvention the other day, and you've reminded me 
that this is stil] a question, at least in my mind. 
Circumvention usually suggests cheating. Explain to we, if you 
can -- because I really don't understand -- how getting the 
right, obtaining the right for us to introduce up to 130 of 
this range weapon, or at least to have a quality of a lower 
level, is somehow a safeguard against circumvention of a 
agreement to eliminate a different class of weapons? Or am I 
missing something? 
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a You may be missing something. 


Q All right. Please explain it, because 
circumvention to me means cheating. 


4 It doesn't mean cheating in this particular 
context. What we're trying to do with these shorter-range 
systems is to put a limit --- 


Q Yes. 


a --— in this initial agreement, so that neither 
side is free to increase forces above a certain agreed-on limit. 


~ 


Q Uh-huh. 


A I think it's reasonable to propose that that 
limit not be higher than the current Soviet limit. Preferably, 
it would be lower than the current Soviet numbers in that 
category. So that one puts a Limit on existing systems. And 
secondly, that that limit applies to both sides, and therefore, 
on our side, we would likewise have the right to deploy weapons 
in that category to that same limit. 


That's not ideal. That's why both sides also agree -- 
I hope would agree -- that ovce that limit has been set, those 
constraints have been established, that there should be 
follow-on negotiations which would aim at reducing this class 
of weapons if the level that has been arrived at in the initial 
agreement is, in fact, at some level above zero. 
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Q But in answering Jim's question -- 


i) All who understand that answer, answer in the 
affirmative. (Laughter) 


I do understand that answer, but are you -- is 
the U.S. adjusting the range of intermediate-range missiles 
downward to 500 kilometers, are they broad -- isn't -- doesn't 
your proposal expand the category of intermediate-range 
missiles to a lower level -- a lower distance in order to take 
in weapons that you'd like to, obviously, limit? 


oa I don't know exactly what the thrust of that 
question is. 


Q Well, we had -- 


A As I explained before, there are two categories. 
When negotiations - 


Q Intermediate-range and shorter-range There used 
to be two categories until you discovered -- 


“ When negotiations --~ 100 globally, none in 
Europe, on long-range systems. In the context of that initial 


agreement, we need to control and put constraints on another 
category. That's what this is all about. And to reiterate for 
probably the 37th time, that had been the operative assumption 
on both sides since 1981 until recently. 


Q Chuck, just one more. Have the American 
negotiators, as reported, at any point in the talks proposed 
the total elimination of all of the longer-range INF missiles, 
including those -- I mean, instead of the 100 in either 
country? Just getting rid of all of them entirely? 


u Our preferred position has always been zero-zero, 
as vou know. 


Q Yeah. 


. The Soviets have insisted on keeping a residual 
force of 100, and, therefore, we have come towards this 
agreement that the global limit would be 100 with the Soviets 
deployed outside of Europe and with the United States having 
the right also to deploy 100. 
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Q But in these talks has the US. at any point 
said, “Why don't we just get rid of all of them?" 


+ That has been our position from the start. 
Q So you have proposed that at Geneva -- 
We certainly have. 


-—— in this round of talks -- let's get rid of all 
of them. 


Zero-zero has been our preferred solution. It 
still is. 


Q U.S. negotiators have made that proposal in these 
talks that have just been held. 


a From the very start. 
Q And did they, at the same time, say t rat some of 
the verification requests would be reduced if they eliminated 


all those missiles? 


& I'm not sure I can address the question you're 


implying, that the verification requirements would change in 
view of the numbers of missiles remaining. If your agreement 
is for zero, your verification requirements or your 
verification concerns might be somewhat different. But, 
nonetheless, there will be a requirement for very strict 
verification procedures. I'd leave it at that as a general 
answer. 


Q You don't want to say whether the verification 
issue is linked to the -- your total zero option that came up 
in the talks? 


6 What we're -- our verification proposal was put 
forth in the framework of the agreement in principle that was 
agreed to at Reykjavik, and that has the characteristics that 
described earlier of having 100 globally, etc., etc. 

Q Chuck, can I ask you whether -—- 


A You can try, but your colleagues aren't letting 
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Q Can I ask you whether the US. Government is 
considering shortening the tour of duty of Marine guards at 
some U.S. Embassies and other posts to prevent the sort of 
abuses that have taken place now in Moscow? 


= I don't have anything to offer on that particular 
question No 


Q But when you say that you’re reviewing all 
possibilities, are the -- among the possibilities you're 
reviewing in the cases of the Marine guards. are you reviewing 
the possibility of changing the duration of tours of duty? 





a I just don't have anything on that one 

Q Chad Have -- 

- Bill had another question here, so -- 

Q No Go ahead, 8ill I insist 

Q Same subject 

Q Hang on I'll get mine in first if nobody else 
wants it Chad -- have the Libyans -- 

Q On the Marines -- 

a They maintain they have questions on the same 


subject 


Q (To colleagues) I can't hear when you mumble 
from the front 


« Unless your question was on the Marine guards in 
Chad 

Q We could arrange that 

Q Just a quickie on this - 

Q Are there any’ 

Q Have any instructions or directives gone out to 
the Embassies about the way guards -- interaction with guards 


by State Department people since the latest arrest? 
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7 Again, I don't have any specific response other 
than to say in a more general sense than your question implies 
what I said yesterday, that we're looking at every aspect of 
the security situation. That includes the Marine Guards, the 
way classified information is handled. physical security of the 
Embassy in Moscow, and that again in a general sense the 
logical conclusion of all that is that if improvements can be 
made in any of these areas, we'll be making them 


Q You said “appropriate agencies" are undertaking 
the investigation Can you say which agencies those are? 


4 No, I can't They're in essence the National 
Security Agencies 


Q Is there one investigation going on which is 
headed by the State Department, or is it several different 
investigations which are going on simultaneously? 


“ [It's a single coordinated investigation. 
Headed by the State Department? 


a Certain aspects -- 


I was going to say that certain aspects are under our 
control. There are investicative services which aren't -- of 
which we are not the head 


Q Chuck, do you know what the fraternization rules 
are for Marines and other State Department people at -- in 
Moscow? Do they have to -- what kind of reporting do they have 
to do on social contacts with Soviet citizens? 

a I don't know what those rules are 


Can you take that? 


2) Are you asking for all Embassy employees? For 
Marine Guards? 


Q Are they different? 
s I don't know. 


Q That's a good question 
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Q Can you -- 

a I'll take a look at it. 

Michael? 

Q Chad Have the Libyans actually started leaving 
Faya Largeau yet? 

A I don't have anything on that beyond what we had 
yesterday. 

Q You have nothing beyond what you said yesterday 


on Chad, or shall [-- 


i) Essentially nothing beyond yesterday, unless you 
have a pinpoint question that might stir my memory Nothing? 


Q Let me try Tunisia since you have nothing on 
Chad Tunisia has severed diplomatic relations with Iran, 
charging Iran is recruiting Tunisian citizens as terrorists 
France has rounded up a bunch of people who are also connected, 
apparently, with Iran Have you anything on all of that and 
Iran's role? 


a No, I don't 


Connie? 
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Q Two on far-flung places. Senator Mikulski said 
she wrote to Secretary Shultz about freeing the South 4frican 
children. Is the State Department trying to do anything about 
that other than expressing a desire that everybody be released 
from detention? 


rs) I don't have anything specifically on that. I 
haven't seen that letter. We can take a look at that. 


Q Okay. I appreciate it And yestercay New 
Zealand's Ambassador said that New Zealand never challenged the 
neither-confirm-nor-deny policy Does the State Department 
have anything on that? 


a We've had quite a bit to say on that in the 
past. I don't have anything that would go beyond that. 


Q Chuck, another question on South Africa. Any 
reaction to Botha's speech heavily criticizing U.S. sanctions? 


= No. 

Q On North Korea, have any contacts been reported 
under the -- 

4 No. There have been none reported 

Q Chuck, do you support the extension of Syrian 


troop authority over the Beirut suburb? 


4 We've been through that one two or three weeks 
ago, and I'll still stick with that 


Q But on this specific, you never said anything 
about that. 
a I have nothing beyond the position that's on the 


record in the past few weeks 


Q Do you have a firm agreement yet with the 
Kuwaitis on the escorting of tankers in the Strait of Hormuz? 


- It's another one on which 1 4. “othing new. 


Q Thank you. 


Q What about the report that there's a State 
Department report circulating on Capital Hill about the 
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Japanese -- a dispute with the Japanese about semiconductors on 
account of a meeting of a high-rankince Japanese government 
official to a visiting American trade delegation? 





A I don't have any -- 
Q [It was in the Washington Post that ['m reading. 
a I know what you're reading. I see it there. I 


don't have any comment specifically because [I don't generally 
comment on documents which are leaked or otherwise alleged to 
be in circulation. 


Q Where does it stand now on this issue? 


A There are two issues, as [I understand it, that 
are mentioned in that connection. On the question of 
semiconductors, we do have a bilateral agreement on that with 
the Japanese which isn't working well. Our data suggests that 
the dumping of Japanese semiconductors continues in third 
country markets and that sales by foreign producers in Japan 
are not increasing. 


And on the question of super-computers which is also 
mentioned - 


Q So what about on the issue of what to do about 
that? 

i.) Well, we think the Japanese should take the 
necessary steps to fulfill their commitments under the 
agreement. 

Q And if they don't? 

a And you know that there are interagency 
deliberations underway on that issue, and I can't comment on 
those. 

Q Tariffs are under consideration? 

i) I can't comment on them. 

Q You started to say something about -- 

a And on super-computers, I have very little other 


than to say that that is, again, a question that we have 
discussed with the Japanese Government. The question of 
Gaining access to the Japanese public sector market for US. 
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super—computer manufacturers as well as other super-computer 
trade matters, but, again, I can't offer you any specific 
commentary. 


Q On Tokyo, too, what's the United States going to 
do with the Ethiopian Ambassador who is taking refuge in the 
U.S. Embassy in Tokyo? 


4 You make certain assumptions in your question 
that [I can t subscribe to. But we do understand that Abebe 
Kebede, the Ethiopian Ambassador to Japan has publicly 
announced his intention not to return to Ethiopia. It's a 
long-standing Department policy not to confirm or deny the 
existence of an individual's request for political asylum or 
refugee status as far as we're concerned 


Q Chuck, do you have anything new  .oday on the 
various Pollard investigations, or the fact that the Israelis 
won't testify if their testimony gets back to the Justice 
Department? 


o I don't have any new comment. You know that we 
have already made clear our very serious concerns about the 
Pollard case. I'd leave it at that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the recent 
developments in the Aegean Sea today. A Turkish ship, escorted 
by a warship, started digging for oil near three Greek 
islands? And we all know that the U.S. Government has urged 
both sides to exercise restraint and -- do you have anything to 
say? 


a I don't have any new comment And, in fact, I 
would refer you to that general statement to which [ think 
you're making reference that I made a few days ago. That's all 
[ have to say. 


Q Chuck, can I come back to the Marines again for 
just a second? You said that one of the things you're 
reviewing is physical security at the Embassy My 
understanding of this Marine story was that there was no 
problem with physical security at the Embassy, in this 
connection anyway. 


a There are other aspects of physical security than 
just how high walls are, or whatever. There are procedures 
that have to do with physical security as well. That's one of 
the things under consideration. 
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Any reaction to the Paraguyan note? 
A No. 
Q Anything on Chile, the Letelier case? 


2) You have a question? I like these open-ended 
questions. You let me say anything I want. 


Q Dig in your book. 


A Only to say what we have said in so many words 
before, that we're seeking the cooperation of the Government of 
Chile to bring to justice the culpable individuals in the 
Letelier-—Moffitt murders, and we won't consider this case 
closed until justice is done. 


Q Has the extradition request been renewed? 


Qa That would be my answer to that question. 
Nothing specific. 


In the back. 


Q May I return to the Pollard affair, still? Isn't 
a decision by the I[sraeli Government not to make testimonies to 
the investigative panel available to the U.S. Government, don't 
you consider it as a breach of previous agreements, to fully 
cooperate and pass all the available material? 


2) Secretary Shultz has spoken to the general 
question of the Pollard case in testimony on the Hill a week 
before last, I believe. 


Q This is a recent development. 


4 Beyond that, I don't have any specific comment. 
If your question is specifically, is there some agreement with 
the Israeli Government concerning their current investigation 
to make that information available to us, there is not. 


Q Chuck, the President is seeing Neil Kinnock 
tomorrow. Is the Administration -- what is his view of Kinnock 
and his party's position on U.S. presence in Britain. 


Q I always hestitate to comment on the internal 
politics of other countries, and even more so when the leader 
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of that particular party is going to see the President the next 
day, as you mentioned, so I'll decline that invitation. 


Q Is Secretary Shultz seeing him separately? Is 
Shultz going to see -- 


a Kinnock? 

Q Yeah. 

a I'll have to check that. I don't know. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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Question: What are the fraternization rules for Marine Guards 
and U.S. Embassy personnel in Mcscow? 


ANSWER: MARINE GUARDS AND U.S. EMBASSY PERSONNEL ARE REQUIRED 
TO ADHERE TO THE DEPARTMENT'S NON-FRATERNIZATION POLICY IN 
MOSCOW. THEY ARE PROHIBITED FROM ONE-ON-ONE RELATIONSHIPS 
WITH SOVIET PERSONNEL AND INDIVIDUALS FROM EAST EUROPEAN OR 
COMMUNIST BLOC NATIONS. ANY SUCH FRATERNIZATION SHOULD BE 


REPORTED TO THE POST'S REGIONAL SECURITY OFFICER. 


Question: This applies to all post personnel? 


ANSWER: THE AMBASSADOR CAN DESIGNATE CERTAIN PERSONNEL TO 


MAINTAIN BUSINESS CONTACT FOR THE FURTHERANCE OF THE U.S. 
MISSION BUT THEY MUST REPORT TO KIM ON A CONTINUING BASIS. 


MARINE GUARDS DO NOT FALL INTO THIS CATEGORY. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
don't have any announcements. 


Jim? 


Q Chuck, before we go to questions, I wanted to 
raise an administrative matter, which is, does the State 
Department Security Bureau consider it part of their job to 
screen people like President Nixon, who was here in the 
Department yesterday, from photographers? The reason I ask is 
that was what happened yesterday. For the first time in my 
experience, a security man, apparently for that reason, drove 
directly in front of a group of newsmen waiting to either 
question or photograph President Nixon, and I have never seen 
it happen before either for the President -- the current 
President of the United States -- the Secretary of State, or 
anybody else, and it's a serious question. 


Does the Security Bureau now consider that part of its 


duties? 


4 I just don't have any idea, Jim, as to what 
happened in that particular incident that you make reference 
to, so I'll take a look at it. 


Q On another subject. In the Aegean, the Greek 
Government today threatened that the U.S. bases in Greece would 
be closed, perhaps even before an actual confrontation, if the 
United States did not use its influence to head off the crunch 
with Turkey over the Seismic ship which the Turks are sending 
tomorrow into the Aegean. 


Are you concerned about that? 
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a In the first instance, concerning that specific 
report, I haven't seen anything other than press reports as of 
now, and the ones I read did not characterize it in quite the 
same way that you just made your summary reference to it. 


So, first of all, I'd have to say I don't really have 
any response to that particular statement. But on the more 
general question of this dispute that's going on in the Aegean, 
we are, first of all, trying to establish all the facts 
concerning the situation. The Unitea States recognizes that 
Aegean questions involve important issues for both countries. 
We regret any rise in tensions between two friends and allies, 
and we've urged both sides to exercise restraint and avoid any 
actions that could exacerbate the situation. 


In light of the most recent developments, we are 
actively consulting with the parties and with other interested 
allies on means to reduce tensions. 


Q Are you referring to the Brussels meeting, or are 
there other fora/means in which you are making...? 


‘A Brussels is one of the possibilities. But 
concerning the exact channels that are being used, I prefer not 
to go any further. 


Q (inaudible) at the State Department with the 
Turkish or Greek, either -- independently with them? 
MH As of now, I'm not in a position to predict 


exactly where mectings wight occur. I prefer to leave it, as I 


2 


said, that we are actively consulting with the parties. 


Q What do you mean you're trying to establish the 
facts? Isn't it a well-established fact at this point, at this 
early point, that this began with the Turks announcing that 
they were going to send Seismic I into this area of the Aegean 
which has been avoided over the last ten years? [Isn't it a 
fact that this has been provoked by the Turks? 





A As of now, [I'm just not in a position to offer 
you those kind of facts or verification of the facts as you put 
them forward. As I said, we're looking into those questions. 
The crucial point here is that these are two friends and 
allies. We don't want to see tensions rise, and we're doing 
what we can to see if we can help here. 


Q You mean it's not a fact that the ship is there? 


A As I say, I'm not commenting on the facts of the 
situation. 
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Q You're not commenting on the facts -—- hmm. 


Q Chuck, does your active engagement in this mean 
that the United States is putting itself in the role of a 
mediator in this dispute over the Aegean? 


* I don't want to cg arrel with you on the use of 
the word “mediator." I think what I've described is an 
accurate description of what we're trying to do, which is to 
talk with the interested parties and to talk with other 
interested allies. 


Q Chuck, in these active consultations, have the 
Greeks raised the question of the future of the VOA transmitter? 


- I just don't have anything on that aspect. 


Q Chuck, on a general principle, do the Greeks have 
the right under the base agreement to isolate the bases there 
as they wish, or does the U.S. have some role in how those 
bases are operated? 


a I'd have to start by, again, going to what I said 
in response to Jim's question, which is that 1 don't even know 
the details of this particular statement So, as a 
consequence. I know what you're going to tell me you think he 
said or you've seen reported that he said, but I don't know 
what he said and, as a consequence, I'm not going to have any 
comment as of now. 


Q Chuck, this dispute over territorial waters and 
where the boundaries lie have been going on an awfully long 
time. fre you telling us that the United States has no 
position on that particular issue, or is that one of the facts 
you're still -- 


ia It is a long and very complicated question. It 
has been going on in one way or another for many years, as you 
know. And, as a consequence, i really don't have anything new 
to offer today by way of any change or any further definition 
of the United States' role, of international law, or any other 
aspects that you might care to raise. 


Q Can you refer us to the record when the U.S. 
position on that issue has been stated? 


A I'm sure we can probably find something on that. 


Q Did the Turkish Foreign Minister tell the U.S. 
Government last week when he was in Washington that his 
government was going to send that seismic ship ir? 
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A I have no idea, Jim. 
Q Can you find that out? 
A I'd prefer not to go into diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Can you tell us whether the U.S. and Greece have 
begun negotiations yet on renewal of the base agreement? 


ca I believe I've commented on that question in the 
last several weeks. I don't believe there's been any change to 
the effect that those negotiations have not yet started. 


Q On another subject. Have you had a chance to 
look at or see a transcript of the Alann Steen -- the Jesse 
Turner tape about Alann Steen? And do you have any comment 
either on the substance of the message or on its form? 


A Let me comment in similar terms to those I used 
when we had this offer a week or so ago concerning Mr. Steen. 
Once again, the kidnappers are trying to make others 
responsible for their actions. 


It's the kidnappers that control Mr. Steen, and we 
hold them responsible for the safety and well-being of their 
captives -- Mr. Steen, as well as all the others. For the 
humanitarian reasons that they themselves cite, the kidnappers 
should release Mr. Steen and all other hostages immediately, 
without conditions. And, as a consequence, we call on them, 
those holding the hostages, to release them at once, as we've 
done before. 


Q Chuck, on this issue, can you try to possibly 
address the matter of asking Israel to be more forthcoming in 
order to alleviate this from a humanitarian point instead of a 
political point, to also make good on possibly releasing some 
of these Lebanese and Palestinians in Israeli jails for the 
price of having this on a humanitarian basis only? 


+ I think we have spoken to that question. The 
Israeli Government has spoken to that question last week when 
this first request was made; more recently when this latest 
videotape has been released. 


This man, this hostage, as well as the others, should 
be released for humanitarian concerns, on their own merit. 


We're not involved, and from what I can see the 
Israeli Government is not involved in making trades or deals 
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for hostages. That's our policy, and it continues to be our 
policy. 


Q Do you agree with former President Carter when he 
said that, at the same token that, you know, these hostages 
were to be released, or ought to be released. but Israel also 
has no right to take Palestinians and Lebanese and put them in 
Israeli jails like they did after the war of ‘82? 


- I don't have anything on that question. 


Q Chuck, on that same subject with Carter, the use 
of videotape as a way to communicate and as a way to try and 
play on the emotions of the American people. Do you have any 
comment on the continued use of that medium? 


= No, I don't The medium seems to me to not 
really be the message. The message is that we have kidnappers 
who are holding innocent hostages I don't believe it can be 
any more clear than that, and as a consequence, that's what 
I've addressed. 


Q Do you have any comment on the way the message 
was read or anything of that sort? 


~ No. 
Q Chuck, do you have any indication that they may 
carry out their threat this time sconer than you'd 


anticipated? Or is there any indication, one way or the other, 
of a timetable, here at the working level? 


i No, I have nothing on any of those questions. 


Q Can we have a copy of the statement that you read 
at the outset? 


ia It's only four lines 

Q Is that all? 

a Yes. 

Q Do you think it's helpful, or would be helpful, 
if the TV networks around the world refused to run those kinds 
of tapes? 

4 I'm not going to get into those kind of 
questions, certainly not from the podium. I would just 


reiterate some of the general concerns I've expressed about 
hostage-taking, and leave it at that. 
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Q Would it be helpful if news magazines wouldn't 
put those things out? 


(Laughter) 

i) Maybe you two would like to step outside. 
(Laughter) 

Michael? 


Q Carter said yesterday, in Israel, that he'd been 
told by Assad that Syria did not oppose an international 
conference as a means to direct negotiations. Is that your 
understanding of the Syrian position? 


a I don't have anything new to offer by way of 
understanding on the Syrian position. I just don't have 
anything new on that. 


Q Can we go back to the Greek thing for just a 
second? Has the U.S. taken any precautions either at the bases 
themselves or in the Mediterranean, in the face of this 
dispute, either military- or security-related precautions on 
the bases or anything that would not otherwise have been in 
effect because of the general terrorism alert? 


a) I don't have anything on that You might talk to 
DoD since it's their bases and facilities. 


Q Chuck, going back to what you said, nothing to 
offer on the understanding of Syria's participation in the 
peace process or whatever, the conference, international 
conference, what is your understanding of the Syrian position 
about an international conference? 


a I think you ought to talk to the Syrians about 
that. I'm not going to give you my understanding of someone 
else's position. They're perfectly capable of speaking for 
themselves. I can speak for our position I have, and you 
know what that position is. 


Q Chuck, what do you make of this heightened state 
of alert around Europe about the possibility of new terrorist 
attacks, and particularly spearheaded, I think, by the Italian 
Foreign Minister? 


a First of all, we don't have any information that 
would indicate that there is some new wave of terrorist attacks 
in the offing. But having said that, I would, of course, say 
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that terrorism is a continuing problem, it's a continuing 
threat. It's an issue on which we've made considerable 
progress in recent months and years. It's an issue on which we 
continue to work day in and day out. We continue to pursue all 
avenues that would offer possibilities for countering the 
threat. 


A lot of that work has been done internationally. I 
think we're very appreciative of the kinds of things that the 
Italians have done, as well as other Europeans, in 
strengthening their own coordination in working with one 
another. 


Q Do you have anything to say about Tunisia's 
particular moves over the last several days? Still no reaction? 


a No reaction. 

Someone over here gets a chance. 
Q I have a different subject 
“ New subject? 

Same subject? 


Q Well, just to follow up on my initial question, 
and that is, it seems that the [talians and other Europeans are 
coordinating efforts for even more security measures. Do you 
think that this is an over-reaction? I mean, since, from what 
you say you don't have any indication of anything particularly 
massive that's in the works. 


4 But I also said it's a continuing problem, 
certainly a problem that exists. And [ went on to say how much 
we appreciate, indeed, what the Italians and other Europeans 
are doing. There's always more that can be done. We're 
engaged in that process, and so are they. It's a good thing. 


Q Chuck, do you have a readout yet on the 
Soviet-American Bilateral Commission talks? 


A The readout is that the talks are going to 
continue into next week, as well And as a consequence, it's 
ongoing. We'll see what we can do when this thing finally ends 
up 


Q Have those talks gotten a little broader than had 
been anticipated? 


“ I don't think broader in the sense that you seem 
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to be using it. Narrower might be the word in the sense that 
there are lots and lots of bilateral issues having to do with 
all kinds of visa questions and living condition questions, all 
kinds of very technical issues which are being discussed at 
even lower levels than the levels that ure at the heads of the 
delegations, so that those kind of people really have a lot of 
very detailed work that they can usefully do. 


Q So it breaks into sub-groups, is that what's 
happening? 
~ Whether there are more than one sub-group, I 


don't know, but there are people at lower levels who are 
specialists in various areas who have been heavily involved. 


Q They were originally scheduled to end today, were 
they not? 


a The information I had was that they would go 
through this week. I'm now told that they will also go into 
next week. 


Q Should we read any significance into that, that 
progress is being made on some issues or - 


4 No, I wouldn't like to make a reading on progress 
or lack of progress -- just that there's a lot of stuff to do. 
Q On a related question. do you have anything 


further to say about the U.S. Embassy in Moscow on whether the 
Department is going to take some greater degree of control over 
its security and other things? 


A I don't have anything that would go beyond what I 
have said in past days, really, that we are treating this, as 
I've said before, on a worst-case scenario, that we're 
investigating every possibility, and that as this goes on, 
we'll look at every aspect of Embassy security and we'll be 
prepared to take whatever steps are called for 


Q Coming back to the Bilateral Commission again for 
just a second, is it your understanding that that some 
agreement will be reached at the end of this session of 
discussions, or is this something, after which maybe a draft 
agreement would go back to each side, or is it something that 
is preparatory to Shultz‘ trip? 


o It's not my understanding that the purpose of 
this kind of a meeting is to produce agreements, as you phrase 
it. This Bilateral Review Commission was set up as a mechanism 
through which we could have regular exchanges on this 
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particular class of issues. So they are meeting; they're going 
through the agenda. We would expect that to happen in the 
future again as these meetings are set up. 


Q Chuck, do you have any notion of when Mr. 
Schlesinger is supposed to finish his report on the new Embassy 
project? 


a The information I had originally was that he was 
shooting for something by early summer, by May or June. I'm 
not sure what date. 


(TO STAFF): Did we ever publish a date? 
MRS. OAKLEY: No. 


MR. REDMAN: I don't think so. But in any case he is 
conducting his review. An integral part of that study involves 
the findings of reports from the General Accounting Office, the 
National Bureau of Standards, and a Senate-directed study, all 
of which are due about April 15, so that those will be parts of 
his study. But [ am informed that he's well into his review. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on Suriname today? 
There are reports that the government there is near collapse, 
and there are other reports that suggest the Cubans have 
returned there after a three-year absence or so? 


a I haven't seen anything on the Cuban question. I 
have a small status report as to what the situation is in 
Suriname. the Bouterse Government faces a widening insurgency 
that now strikes within five miles of the capital city of 
Paramaribo. The economy is deteriorating. Students, religious 
leaders and parents have all demonstrated against Bouterse, 
demanding that he step down. Human rights violations, 
particularly against the Bush Negro groups in the interior, 
continue to attract world attention And, finally, Bouterse's 
promise of restoring democratic government is viewed with great 
skepticism, both within Suriname and by the international 
community. 


Q Do you have any view of this group of former 
Suriname officials that's traveling around Washington seeking 
support? What does the U.S. think about that? Would you like 
to see them succeed? 

a No, I have nothing on that 


Steve? Let me turn around here. 


Q Please. I just wonder if you had anything new 
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today on the talks with the Kuwaitis about a possible escort 
role in the Gulf? 


io) No, I don't. 


Q An update on the situation in Chad, if any, and 
whether or not you have a feeling that Qadhafi's about to be 
toppled? 


- I don't have very much new by way of any sort of 
status report. I think that's mainly because not too much more 
has happened. As we've said before, we understand that Libyan 
troops have abandoned Faya Largeau and are retreating to the 
north. We don't know if Chadian forces have occupied Faya 
Largeau as yet. 


The only other small bit I have is that we understand 
that there were over 2,000 Libyan troops in Faya Largeau. 
These are the ones that are moving, I guess, generally 
northwest toward the Tibesti. 


Concerning Qadhafi himself, he's obviously suffered a 
major military and political defeat in northern Chad. As I 
said before, there were very significant Libyan casualties in 
these recent battles ana losses of large amounts of military 
equipment. 


The forces lost really represent a very substantial 
portion of the Libyan contingent that had been in Chad. But at 
this point we're not able to speculate on how the Libyan people 
will judge this blow to Qadhafi's policies or to his 
credibility. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to the Soviet talks for a 
minute? are they -- can you say whether they're diccussing in 
any way preparations for the Secretary's visit to Moscow? 


a These talks are not designed for that purpose. 
There is a very specific and detailed agenda that's being 
discussed. Now, because bilateral relations and human rights 
are always on our agenda when we go for visits at the level of 
foreign minister, there obviously are implications in subjects 
that no doubt will be touched upon 


So I just offer that by way of a general observation, 
but this Review Commission meeting was not set up specifically 
to lead to the Secretary's visit. In fact, [| believe it was 
scheduled before we had the Secretary's visit on the schedule. 


Q And one other thing: Are there any other 
bilateral meetings planned with the Soviets before the 
Secretary goes? On arms control, for instance? 
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A I don't krow of any others. 


Q Chuck, going back to Chad and Libya, please, can 
you tell me what the status of our aid to the Chadians is? 
There was the $15 million, and now reports that there is 
another $10 million on the way. 


2) I've seen those reports. What I have still is 
what I have said in the past: that that question of additional 
aid is under very active consideration. 


Q How about anything new on early warning aircraft 
for Pakistan? 


a We posted something earlier in the week. Did you 
see that? 

Q I may have missed that. 

A You missed it. That's what's new, and there's 


nothing new since then. 


Q Still on Chad: The Libyans that are retreating 
to the north, do you have any indication of whether they're 
retreating back into Libya or taking up positions still in Chad? 


a That [ couldn't say. There is a bit of Chad 
there in the Tibesti before they get to Libya, so I just don't 
know what they're going to do. 


Q But as far as you know, there are no more Libyan 
strongholds in Chad? 


A Depends what you define as a “stronghold.” There 
are some other small garrisons, small places that they hold. 


Q Do you have any change in the number of Libyans 
in-country in Chad? 


4 I don't have any new figures on that. 


Q It was still 14,000 that you estimate? 


a That was an estimate, yes, but made before these 
recent losses. 


Q Do you have -- is this the place we ask about Max 
Kampelman and his state of health, or do we have to deal with 
ACDA or the hospital on that one? 
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m As far as I know, and we'll check on this just to 
verify it, there's not been any change from what I said earlier 
that his progress las been good. And whether or not he's out 
of the hospital, I don't know yet, but he was expected to be 
out by this weekend. 


Q By this weekend? 
A (Affirmative nod) 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on Swedish reports 
that there was an accident at a Soviet missile base in 
Estonia? The Energy Department says they've heard something on 
it, but that State might have something. Do you have anything? 


A No, I don't. 
This gentleman here who had his hand up. 


Secretary Shultz will meet the Japanese 
Ambassador this afternoon at 4:30. Does this suggest that -- [ 
think the focus of th» meeting will be on the semi-conductor 
issue. Does this sug.est the United States will not announce 
sanctions against Japan, at least today, for its failure to 
comply with the semi-conductor agreement? 


A I wouldn't like to suggest anything one way or 
the other on the specific question you posed. Ambassador 
Matsunaga requested a brief meeting with Secretary Shultz to 
inform him of the Government of Japan's announcement of Prime 
Minister Nakasone's official visit to the U.S. April 29-May 4. 
And in that context, we understand that the Ambassador will 
shortly return to Japan for consultations so that the 
Ambassador and the Secretary will, as you might expect, discuss 
issues of mutual interest. 


Q Do you have anything -- 


Q Nothing further to say on the semi-conductor war 
today? 

ia I don't have anything further. 

Q Chuck, one more technicality. I think you were 


asked earlier this week whether it would be possible to get a 
picture of the Soviet Bilateral Commission meeting. Was that 
ever resolved, and is it possible to do so? 


Q (To staff) We asked the question? 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Yes. 
MR. REDMAN: The answer was -- 
MRS. OAKLEY: No. 


MR. REDMAN: Negative. 


Q Not even an official still-photo of some sort? 
Q How about a videotape? (Laughter) 
A Since the meeting is going on into next week, 


I'll see if we can do an official photo, and maybe that might 
fly. 


Q Do you have anything on the sale of a computer to 
India? 


A Yes. I have a small bit. U.S. agencies have 
completed their examination of the agreement reached between 
the U.S. and India in December on the modalities for transfer 
of a super-computer to India. The Government of India has been 
informed of the favorable result of this examination. Further 
discussions with the Indians are underway, but [ can't take it 
any further in terms of the details or the type of machines 
that might be involved. 


Q Do you expect any backlash from the Pakistanis? 

A Why would [ expect backlash? 

Q Well, no -- I mean, they've been under so much 
criticism lately, especially because of the nuclear issue, they 


might --— 


A No. I just dan't have anything to help you on 
that one. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing conciuded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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MR. FITZWATER: Okay -- a BACKGROUND briefing by 


And it's 10:05 a.m., for those of you wan Oo leave 
probably ought to break at least by 10:30 a.m. 


Okay, Gump? 

Q Is this on the record? 
MR. FITZWATER: ON BACKGROUND. 
Q On the record. Why not? 


MR. FITZWATER: Because it discusses an official of 
another country -- 


Q They won't know who is talking, will they? 
Q Good morning. 
Q Especially if we're careful with our pronouns. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me get started 
on this briefing on the visit of Prime Minister Chirac, who arrives 
late this evening. It's his first visit since becoming -- first 
visit to Washington since becoming Prime Minister. He and the 
President, you'll recall, did meet at the Tokyo economic summit in 
May of last year. 


The topics, I think they're fairly obvious: East-West 
relations and arms control; international economic and trade issues; 
cooperation on counter-terrorism. The regional issues that are 
outstanding these days include the Middle Zast, Iran-Iraq, 
Afghanistan. Certainly also, the President and the Prime Minister 
will talk about what they want to talk about at the Venice economic 
summit. 


It's a solid relationship, and on I think central issues, 
we're working together. But there are some differences between us, 
particulary if you look across the landscape on trade and 
agricultural issues. No doubt these are going to be discussed in 
depth with some candor -- try to narrow the differences between us, 
but I think that these are tough issues that will be on the agenda 
for some time. 


The Prime Minister is going to be seeing -- besides the 
President, he'll be seeing the Vice President, Secretaries Shultz, 
Baker, and Weinberger. He's going to be meeting with key members of 
Congress; he's going to lay a wreath at the Tomb of the Unknowns at 
Arlington; and also at the tomb of General John J. Pershing. This is 
the 70th anniversary year of the arrival of the American 
expeditionary forces in France. We don't expect a communique, and we 
don't expect a joint statement. 
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Yes. 


Q Can you give us a sense of what kind of reassurances 
the President will give Chirac on short-range missiles regarding the 


INF agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That certainly is going 
to be a central issue, and the French view is our view. That is, 
that the INF agreement, which -- about which so much attention has 
been given on the long-range forces, must address also short-range 
systems. And it should address them in terms of three principles: 
Equality, so-called "globality,” and non-contravention, which I 
suppose is another way of saying you've got to live up to the 
agreement. And that has been the Alliance position since '8l. It's 
the position we took in Reykjavik as well. And it is certainly a 
very strong French view. I would add that we also know that Mrs. 
Thatcher plans to be putting forward that same view in Moscow. 


Q -- carrying a message to Mr. Gorbachev from the 
President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. She's not. No. 


MORE 














Q If the position is the same in both sides -- Chirac 
in his Washington Post interview on Saturday used almost identical 
language as the Americans. Why does it get so high and such 
prominent attention? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: It beats me and I really 
think that what happened is that Karpov made a statement about 19 
days ago in which he said, well, we're all set to go now on this INF 
agreement, but somehow at the last minute, the Americans have raised 
an obstacle in the area of short-range forces. And that was -- that 
statement of his was simply taken as if one, we had -- the issue was 
outside the negotiations and we had t.ied to bring it in and that 
they were taking this -- and it was a new issue. And I think the 
play around that is what's caused the problem because there's no 
difference among -- if I can say the four allies who have been -- 
perhaps five allies that have had the most strong views on this 
subject; United States, the U.K., France, the Federal Republic, 
Italy. There simply has been no difference from the outset that that 
INF agreement has to say, constraints on Soviet systems, equality and 
then follow-on negotiations. 


Q Well, that's not a zero option, is it? I mean, if 
you wipe them all out. I mean, have we always planned to transform 
the Pershing missile into something -- to a short-range. I mean, has 


it always been in the works? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: There are two ways you 
can get equality. One is conversion and the other is new systems. 
And the alliance hasn't decided how it would achieve this. 


Q But if you have zero, you're not supposed to have 
any there. 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: No, this is zero on the 
long-range. 


Q Only. 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: And short-range systems 
are only being discussed in terms of constraints, a number <-=- our 
right -- the allied right to build up to it and then follow on 
negotiations. 


Q And it's always been planned that they would 
transform the medium-range into the short-range if -- 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don’t want to used 
the word "planned," Helen, because what has always been said was, 
equality -- the right to build up to whatever that level is. And 
when people say, how do you plan to achieve that, we have always 
known that there were two ways that you could get it. One is to 
convert, and the other is new systems. That decision hasn't been 
made, so I can't say that they're planning to do anything. But we 
simply know that if the alliance were to choose to exercise the right 
of equality, it has one of two ways to go. 


Q To say that an INF agreement must address 
short-range systems within three criteria that you established -- is 
that to say that an agreement must be reached on short-range systens 
before an agreement can be concluded on INF? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: It's to say that those 
three elements on short-range systems have got to be dealt with 
before you've got an INF agreement. 


Q We've got to -- we, too, would have to have an 
agreement -- 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: The INF agreement should 
itself -- inside the agreement should itself say that with respect to 
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short-range systems, there will be constraints at XK level -- whatever 
it is -- that the West has the right to build up and that there will 
be follow-on negotiations. 


6) Isn't that the linkage the administration's been 
denying it had for several weeks? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no, we haven't 
been because this has been the position since 1981. 


Q Given then that Chirac is making a prominent issue 
out of this as though it‘s the big issue that he's coming to 
Washington to talk about, do you see any mistrust in the American 
position in that? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- obviously, I‘m 
not going to characterize it as mistrust. But it is no secret 


MORE 











that the Prime Minister has privately had very real concerns about 
zero-zero on the long-range forces. He has now been able to 
accommodate that zero-zero on the long-range forces, but it increases 
the insistence the French have on addressing the short-range forces 
within the agreement. 


Q Do you anticipate that the President and Mr. Chirac 
will use this visit in some way to reaffirm that through some kind of 
-- you said it wouidn‘t be a communique -- through some kind of 


statement that would reaffirm that concern? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there won't be 
either a joint statement or a communique, but certainly, if they 
discuss it, and I'm confident they will, I would expect to be 
briefing that way and I'm sure the Prime Minister would brief that 
way. That would be how it would emerge. 


Q On SRINF, I thought that the premise was either that 
the U.S. would retain the right to build up to Soviet levels, or even 
better, that the Soviets would reduce SRINF. You only talk about 
building up. Is that seen now as the only practical possibility for 
this stage -- a Soviet cap and the retention of a right to build up? 


SENIOR ADIMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is, because the 
-- at least at this stage and pending further consultation within the 
Alliance, people want to have the chance to look more deeply into the 
relationship between what you would then do on short-range forces and 
the conventional picture because you're starting to get into systems 
that relate to the conventional picture. And so there's -- you want 
to take up what do you do about them in terms of actual numbers in 
the follow-on negotiations. 


Q Is that then, judging from what you've just said, 
based as much on the allied desire to retain a short-range nuclear 
force as it is on the Soviet refusal to give them up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a little bit of 
both, but with respect to the allied desire, I think that there is a 
sense that they want to have a good look at the conventional picture 
before those follow-on negotiations start on the short-range systems 
themselves. 


Q Why is ac so uncertain of our position if we've 
talked to him so many ti 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know, but I -- 
most commentators say, and I'm inclined to believe this on the basis 
of what I hear out of Europe, that following Reykjavik, many of the 
allies just felt that they wanted to hive more time to address issues 
which had been, in fact, looked at. And so they're saying, well, 
let's go with what we've got and let's not hasten on into the content 
of the follow-on negotiations and let's make sure the Americans this 
time have heard from us before they go anywhere. 


Q What about the option that some people have 
suggested to deal with the verification problem of eliminating the 
100 residual on long-range forces? Is that a serious option? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, certainly, it gets 
to the question of when do you have the final agreement on long-range 
forces because, in some respects, as long as you have 100 and 100 and 
sort of an Asian scenario, you have an interim agreement. I believe 
that the only reason it's not there is that it hasn't been acceptable 
to the Soviets. 


Q There hasn't been any movement on that? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there has not. That 
part of the Reykjavik package has stayed exactly as it was. 


Q Yes, two other things that you didn't mention that 
Chirac has given indication he wants to talk about is, number one, a 
reasonable situation in Chad, and secondly, his proposal for a 
Marshall Plan for Africa. Can you give any indications of what kind 
of reception he's going to get on those issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, on 
Chad, where we -- where France has taken the leading role and we've 
been trying to coriiement that effort, I think the people are feeling 
pretty good at the moment as to how that cooperation has worked in 
Chad. So I don't know that there are any further issues to come up. 
No doubt it will be discussed because it has been such an excellent 
example of cooperation that achieved the end that we were trying to 
get. 


The Marshall Plan on Africa really gets to the question 
of agriculture -- where and how do you handle the problem of all of 
these large surpluses? The -- and as I understand this so-called 
Marshall Plan -- and I don't know that it is just for Africa, but it 
might be the primary recipient -- the idea would be that you would 
have a grain cartel and it would divide up the world, and through 
different kinds of pricing arrangements, the revenue from the higher 
grain prices would go to help the poorest developing country, and you 
would have production quotas besides dividing the market so that you 
would fix the prices at sort of a food producers’ OPEC, with the 
monies above certain levels going off. 


This just goes in the opposite direction of the way we 
think you have to go, which is less government intervention in the 
markets and less government direct relationships between payments to 
farmers and decisions to produce and that kind of thing. 


So we'll be discussing it in that -- certainly, because 
agriculture is such a major issue for all of us and between us. But 
-- and we'd want to hear more about this Marshall Plan, but our first 
reaction to it is that it, as I say, it goes in the opposite 
direction of the way we want to go. 


Q Did I understand you to say a moment ago that the 
United States has sort of given up on the option of trying to talk 
the Soviet Union into eliminating short-range intermediate missiles 
altogether in Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We are talking 
about the question of dealing with short-range systems in a follow-on 
negotiation, but making sure that we have a situation framed and in 
place before we even get to those follow-on negotiations. And then I 
went on to say that with respect to the follow-on negotiations, the 
Alliance wants to take some time to ask the very key question that 
Started being discussed right after Reykjavik and is still there -- 
what is the relationship and the role of short-range systems and the 
conventional imbalance? So we want to take a look at all of that. 
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Q Regarding conventional forces, if we get a deal on 
both long-range and short-range missiles, does that commit us, in 
some way, to build up American conventional forces in Europe? In 
terms of discussions we've had so far with our allies, have they 
asked us to do that as a condition for going along with short-range 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no. But what 
has -- what we all see -- if I can go through it again, is that in an 
INF agreement which gets you down to zero in Europe and the 100 
residual kind of thing on both sides, and an agreement on these broad 
principles on short-range systems -- equality, globality, and 
follow-on negotiations -- that as you approach those follow-on 
negoitiations, and you're looking at the situation in short-range 
where the Russians have a real preponderance, and we have, really, 
nothing, as you look at those follow-on negotiations, you do have to 
take up the question of what is the relationship between the role of 
that category of nuclear weapons and the conventional imbalance 
before you really forge what your negotiating position is going to 
be. And that's the conversation that has to take place within the 
Alliance and it's just now shaping up. 


Q Isn't there a concern on the part of Chirac and the 
Eurpeans generally, as to the political impact of the U.S. pulling 
its nuclear missiles out of Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q And aren't they concerned about the chemical 
weapons, conventional imbalance, and those short-range missiles which 
are not included in the U.S. proposal of 1,300 Soviet SS-2l's that we 
don't even -- are not even asking the Soviets to move? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, everyone is 
concerned about that. And the two words that you hear so much about 
are: decoupling -- a sense that somehow the United States is 
lessening its commitment to Europe. And we hope that in this meeting 
and others that we'll be having -- Lord Carrington is in town and Sir 
Geoffrey Howe will be here later on to make sure that everyone 
understands that this is not a lessing of the U.S. commitment, this 
is what the allies set out to do. Then in the discussion of where do 
you go next in the SRINF, where do you go next in these conventional 
Stablility talks that we've been trying to get going, peopie, again, 
start speaking of denuclearization. And I just think that is wrong, 
but it's a popular current, and I suppose I would say, necessary kind 
of a discussion to have take place. 


Q Will we respond negatively to the fact that the 
British -- the French have made initiatives to the British about 
creating a European -- some kind of a European-wide missile defense 
system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have -- well, we 
don't have all the details on it, but there are a lot of proposals 
out there on that. On streghthening the WEU, strenghthening other 
intra-European consultative processees. And we have said that we 
have always supported European unity, we have always supported 
wherever it takes to make the European pillar a strong pillar within 
the Alliance. And we assume that as people develop these proposals 
and talk about these proposals that they would all, in any case, 
organize the dialogue 
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among the United States and its allies within NATO. 
Q Anything on -- 


Q Is there any concern that in this debate over 
building up on shorter-range systems you'll get into the same cycle 
you got into in the early 1980's with public opinion against what 
looks like a new deployment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, of course, there's 
that concern. But at the moment, it's, I think, generally 
appreciated, perhaps more than ever before, as I read the public 
dialogue in this country and in Europe, that as long as there is a 
conventional imbalance, there is a role for nuclear weapons and one 
must proceed very carefully to lowering -- in the lowering of the 
levels of those nuclear weapons so as not to affect what we have, 
which is, really, stability in Europe. 


Yes, Andrea. 


Q Is consideration being given, depending on the 
success of the Shultz visit to Moscow, to have a Gorbachev-Reagan 
meeting in Berlin or somehow related to the Berlin celebration on 
June 12th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have heard that story 
and I have not seen one word of that kind of proposal within the 
Jnited States government and I don't know where the story is coming 
from. Certainly, the President is going to be having his birthday 
visit to Berlin, but I -- within the range of the people like us who 
are working the issue, I have not seen that proposal. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The story has knocked 
around in the European press for about three months. It comes up in 
Bild Zeitung and then everyone plays it around. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Way in the back. 
Q What are the trade issues -- 
Q Bild Zeitung. We got it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the trade 
issues that are sort of closest on the top are very complicated ones 
dealing with the telecommunications market and the pending sale in 
France of a very large switch manufacturer and the ATT interest in 
that. That's one. I just put it under the general heading of 
telecommunications. For those of you who followed throughout '86 the 
course of something called the dispute of E.C. enlargement, which 
worked its way out in grains and the rest, there's another trade 
dispute out there that could be very troublesome which goes under the 
name of fats and oils, which relates to a tax, a proposed tax on 
vegetable and marine oils which would affect the very large U.S. oil 
seed export market. And airbus -- where we have been trying to 
resolve our differences in GATT, but it is still there as an issue. 


So those would be the three issues that I would say are 
the most prominent on the trade side. 


Q Just to come back on arms control, the status of the 
French and the British missiles remains as it was, that they are not 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are not a part of 
this dialogue at all. 


Q What is the -- on the terrorism issue, what is the 
United States seeking from the French on this visit? Are you asking 
them to do anything? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have -- we've 
been trying to push on greater cooperation, as you know, 
multilaterally and we continue to believe that there's a place for 
multilateral cooperation and, I think, continuing to try to encourage 
the French to join us on that. But the bilateral cooperation has 
been going fairly well, as I understand it. 4 


So I think that the main thing we'll be talking to the 
French about is that, given the fact that there is cooperation of one 
kind or another, how can we address counterterrorism at the Venice 
summit. I think -- 


Q Have we ever told them about Iran? I mean, what is 
this cooperation business? 


Do you have any picture in your head as to what 
multilateral cooperation, what shape it would take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we had -- I think 
coming out of the Tokyo summit, there was a lot of thought given to 
increasing cooperation, say, among the Summit Seven countries in some 
way through their counterterrorism experts meeting -- 


Q Not to provide arms to Iran, perhaps? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Like not to provide arms to Iran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that -- I think 
that was discussed, probably under another rubric. And then in KO 
and IMO and places of that sort. That's how we're trying to line it 


up. 
Q Have we given you a hard enough time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, you really haven't. 
But I think the season is just starting because we have from here 
through the middle of June. 


Q Is France implicated in that study on -- is it a 
Congressional study on arms sales to South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they are but I 
think that no one's been able to -- 


Q Will that be an issue? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wail until Wednesday. 


Q That's Wednesday and Chirac's here Tuesday? That's 
terrific. 


Q A few months ago, the administration was talking 
about a meeting in Rome where members of the G-7 could get together 
and talk about counterterrorism. That was cancelled and rescheduled. 
Did it ever take place, and if so, what was the outcome? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if it ever 
took place. We can check, but I really don't -- the seven from the 
-- not the G-7 because that's always on the financial side of the 
house, but sort of the Summit Seven when you're dealing with 
non-economic, non-financial things. I don't think it ever took 
place. 


Q Do you know if Chirac is planning his own press 
conference while he's here? 


Q Yes. Wednesday, 10:00 a.m., French Embassy. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:30 A.M. EST 
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MONDAY, MARCH 30, 1987, 12:41 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Chuck is traveling on a speaking trip to the West Coast, so 
[I'll be doing the briefings for the first three days of this 
week, and today I have several announcements. 


~ First of all, a reminder: Secretary Shultz will 
address New York University's Academic Convocation announcing 
the establishment of its Onassis Center for Helenic Studies 
today, March 30, at the University's Elmer Holmes Bobst Library 
in the Atrium, 17 Washington Square South, beginning at 5:30 
p.m. Contact Helen Horowitz of the University at Area Code 
212-598-2514 or 2451 should you wish to cover the Secretary's 
participation or need further information. The text of the 
Secretary's remarks is available in the Press Office embargoed 
until delivery. 


The Secretary will co-host a reception from 7:00 to 
9:00 p.m. on Thursday, April 2. The reception will be in honor 
of Dean Burch, who was recently selected as the new Director 
General of the 112-nation [International Telecommunication 
Satellite Organization known as INTELSAT. Approximately 300 
people are expected to attend 


The reception will be held in the Benjamin Franklin 


Room on the eighth floor. The other co-host will be Mr. Irving 
Goldstein, Chairman of the Board of the Communication Satellite 
Corporation, COMSAT. Press coverage will be pooled. 

Q Do you have a Q&A or a subject on the Shultz 
speech tonight? 

a) I don't have that, but it's available in the 
Press Office. 

Q Do you know if there will be Q&A or not? 

a [ don't think so because there are several 


speakers. 


Also, I have an announcement on the constitutional 
referendum in Haiti. 
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Yesterday, March 29, Haiti took an important step 
toward its transition to democracy. In a very respectable 
turnout, the Haitian people appear to have overwhelmingly 
approved a liberal new constitution. The J'.S. Government 
congratulates the Haitian people and their elected officials. 
Their concerted effort and discipline in preparing a 
constitution will set Haiti firmly in the camp of democratic 
governments which are increasingly dominant in our hemisphere. 


We commend the National Council of Government, led by 
Lieutenant General Henri Namphy, for its hard work in creating 
conditions in which the Haitian people could express their will 
freely. 


I also would like to announce the visit of the 
Jordanian Prime Minister to Washington We look forward to the 
visit of Jordanian Prime Minister Zayd Rifa'i to Washington on 
April 6 and 7. The Prime Minister, who will be accompanied by 
Jordan's Foreign Minister Tahir el Masri, will meet with the 
Vice President, the Secretary of State, and the Secretary of 
Defense, as well as other U.S. officials We look forward to 
discussing with Prime Minister Rifa'i a number of important 
regional and bilateral issues 


The last announcement is a joint one by the Department 
of State and the United States Marine Corps The Department of 
State and the U.S. Marine Corps have decided to rotate back all 
Marines stationed in Moscow at the Embassy to the United 
States This measure 1s precautionary in nature and is 
intended to facilitate an investigation of the security program 
at the U.S. Embassy. 


There 1s no evidence that any of the returning Marines 
are implicated in any wrongdoing. They will be replaced by 
Marine security guards stationed in other posts of the world or 
the Marine Security Headquarters in Quantico, Virginia The 
switch of the Marine security guards will take place during 
April. 


Now, I'll be happy to answer any questions 


Q Has this ever happened before, where you've 
replaced en masse a whole Marine detachment? 


A Not to my knowledge 
Q Were any of these Marines on duty at the same 


time Lonetree and Bracy were, or did they all come in 
subsequent to their tours of duty? 
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A No. [ think that there has been some overlap 
certainly. Usually, they're rotated in and out of an Embassy 
like that cn a rotating basis so you have two or three new ones 
every month or so; but I can't give you the exact details of 
who was there while the other two were there. 


Q How many Marines are we talkina about? 

A We're talking about 28 Marines leaving Moscow. 

Q Will 28 take their place? 

a Yes. 

Q Phyllis, on the Embassy, has there been an order 
to the Embassy staff to severely cut back on electronic 
communications and to step up the use of couriers? 

And while ['ve got you on that, has the Secretary 
asked for $25 million in extra funding for security at both 


Moscow and Vienna? 


2) Let me just comment, first of all, on the 
communication situation by saying that we are not going to 


offer specific comments on it. Communications there continue; 
traffic is going in to the Embassy and coming out with proper 
safeguards. I simply don't have any figures on money. I'll 
see if we can look into that. 


Q How is bringing the 28 back going to affect the 
investigation? I don't understand the correlation. 


A Well, I think, as we said, it is to facilitate 
the investigation. [ think, as we have explained, that we're 
looking at all possibilities that could have happened there, 
and it simply is going to be easier to question these people 
here than in a situation in Moscow where they're continuing to 
work. 


Q The one that comes back will be interrogated? 


4 I didn't say that. [ said that they are going to 
-- they'll come back. We're looking at all possibilities. The 
Marine Corps is going to have them regroup in Quantico, 
Virginia, and we expect that they eventually will be reassigned 
as security guards at other embassies in other countries. 


Q What is the State Department role in the 
investigation of these 28? Will you send officers down to 
Quantico and interrogate these folks? 
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A There are actually three investications going on 
at this point. The State Department is the lead agency, 
working in cooperation with all other appropriate federal 
agencies. And the job of the Department is to investigate the 
damage assessment following the incident, possible compromise 
of the Embassy security, and management aspects related to the 
incident. 


The Department of Defense study which has been ordered 
will look at the Marine security guard program -- in other 
words, they will look at the selection process for the 
candidates of the program, the qualification of the candidates, 
the training of the Marine security guards and related issues. 


The Naval Investigative Service is conducting the 
criminal investigation of the incident as related to the facts 
of the incidents, who was involved, how it happened, and such 
matters. 


Q What is the status of the Schlesinger group? 


2) Well, Secretary Schlesinger, has another mandate 
looking at the whole question of building, and his planned trip 
to Moscow is still on. 


Q Phyllis, you said that none of those people who 
were coming back -- you said there was no evidence that any of 
them had engaged in any wrongdoing. Does that mean that they 
will facilitate only the first two investigations, the damage 
assessment and so on by the State Department, plus the review 
of the Marine program, or will they also facilitate the 
criminal investigation by the Naval Investigative Service? 


A { can't get into the specifics of those things. 
Just let me repeat that this is precautionary. We're bringing 
them back to facilitate this without any implication of 
wrongdoing. 


Q Do you mean to imply that all 28 will be coming 
back in a group, or will they be coming back in stages? 


a No. I said in the beginning that we were 
rotating them back, so they will be coming back in smaller 
groups, not in one batch. 


Q Phyllis, you said you had said before you didn't 
have any details on money, but what about to the general 
question of whether some kind of supplemental money was being 
sought to -- yes or no on that? 
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2) What I'm saying, I don't have any specifics. He 
quoted a figure. Obviously, a lot of this costs money; but the 
damage assessment is going on, and [ think it would be 
premature to put any figure whatsoever -- 


Q Not one figure, but is a supplemental request of 
some kind made to the Congress or what? 


A We'll have to see, but [I think it'll depend upon 
how much money is involved and then, in consultation with 
Congress, what's the best way to do it. But there are simply 
no answers yet to those questions. Barry? 


Q People are still on the Marines. [I wanted to ask 
you about the Rifa'i visit. 


Q I want to ask about the Marines. 


A Let me finish with the Marines, and I'll come 
back. 


Q You're taking Marines out, but putting other 
Marines in. The Marines that you're putting in, are you 
putting them through some special screening process or 
something like that? 


Aa Not that I'm aware of. As I said, they are 
coming from other posts where, obviously, they have had 
experience with the Marine security program, and certainly 
others who are at Quantico. 


Q But no special precautions are being taken? 
4 Not that ['m aware of. 


Q Phyllis, how about State Department personnel in 
Moscow -- information systems, security officers, post security 
officers? Have any of those people been pulled back? Will 
they be pulled back? Will they be replaced? 


A The performance of all involved in security is 
under review, and we wili take whatever steps are deemed 
appropriate. 


Q Nobody has been pulled back yet, called back, to 
help with the investigation like the Marines? 


a) I just don't have the specifics on that. 


Q You know that the Marines are being rotated, but 
you don't know if the RSOs at the Embassy are being rotated? 
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-) Well, what I'm saying is that we know what's 
going to happen to the Marines, and we've explained that we're 
looking at the entire situation. I can't preclude that they 
will send some other people in or pull some others out. [ just 
don't have that. 


Q Two short things: Any plans for rotation from 
the Vienna Embassy, number one? And secondly, is any 
consideration being given to not using Marines as your 
front-line security apparatus in any embassy? 


a In regard to the question about Vienna, the 
Department of State began a full-scale counter-intelligence 
investigation in cooperation with other appropriate federal 
agencies after it was learned that there were possible security 
compromises at the U.S. Embassies in Moscow and in Vienna. 


As [ have said before, we're treating this as a 
worst-case scenario and we're investigating all possibilities. 
We are not planning to recall Marines stationed in Vienna. 


Q I suppose “why” is a logical next question. 


A As I said, they're looking at possibilities and 
taking appropriate -- 


Q The second one was, are you considering not using 
the Marines in some particularly difficult posts? 


4 As I said before, we are reviewing all aspects of 
the situation. There are no plans to replace any Marine 
security guards at posts around the world because of this 
situation. 


Q Phyllis, you mentioned that the rotation would be 
completed by the end of April. Is that the way it will work? 


a I simply said it would take place in April. 


In other words, you'd get all 28. By the end of 
April, they'd all be out? 


A Yes. I believe that's the goal, but it could 
happen a little sooner. We just have to work all that out. 


Q One more over here, and then maybe we can go to 
something else. [t was reported that Embassy people might have 
been identified to the Russians. Will any action be taken to 
recall people because of that, because their covers may have 
been blown, or whatever? 
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is) As [ said, we are conducting a full-scale, 
worst-case scenario, we're looking at all aspects, and 
appropriate action will be taken. 


Q Phyllis, can I come to your question about no 
plans to replace any Marines at any posts around the world? 
think that's what you said. 


ee 


Aa Well, at any other posts I think would be clearer. 


Q Does that mean that there are no plans to 
supplement the Marine security quards with non-Marine 
professional security personnel? 


A Again, let me repeat: we're looking at all 
aspects of this. We aren't going to make any preliminary 
judgments about what we will do when the investigation is 
complete. 


Q Your statement about no plans to replace any does 
not rule out using non-Marine professional security people in 
security positions. It just means they won't replace Marines; 
they would -- 


A I'm not ruling anything out. I'm just saying 
that the investigation is proceeding. 


Q Okay. Well, you are ruling out replacing any 
Marines, right? 


A At other posts, currently. All right? 
Q Okay. 
A Are we done? 


Rifai's coming here. Is he heading up the visit 
by the King? And you said way back 20 minutes ago about ali 
these issues they have to talk about. I wonder if you can give 
us some illustrations, because I[ don't detect anything really 
special going on in the Middle East right now. 


A I think your first question dealt with the 
possibility of the King of Jordan coming. We continue to look 
forward to a visit later this year by King Hussein. “rime 


Minister Rifai's visit is not a substitute but simply another 
opportunity to exchange views with our close friends. 


Q Okay. And in the announcement you made some 
general reference to issues. You know, ['d just like to hear 
the music again. What are these issues that Rifai is coming 
here to talk about? 
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ho I can't give you a list of specific subjects that 
will come up. Certainly Jordan is a close friend. We will 
cover a wide rance of bilateral and multilateral issues. 


Q You got any weapons to sell him again? 


- [ don't anticipate any announcements about any 
weapons sales during this trip 


Q Any money to give them? 


‘ Well, of course, the question of assistance is 
with Congress, and we'il discuss this situation, but I'm not 
going to go beyond that 


Q Israel reneged or at least didn't accept the 
proposition that $30 million in aid should be used for the West 
Bank, you'll remember Is there a possibility that you'll 
discuss other arrangements now for the West Bank? 


A The United States certainly fully supports 
Jordan's West Bank development efforts, as was demonstrated by 
both our $12 million aid figures and total for Fiscal Year ‘'86 
and ‘87, and we certainly have an intention to provide 
additional aid to the future I'm sure that will be discussed 


Q Well, thank you, but, I mean, will the United 
States now increase its support to compensate for the $30 
million of that? 


6 I just don't have anything on that 

Q President Carter -- 

- Let me finish with him, and I'll come right back 
to you 

Q President Carter's been in the area, and he's 


been promoting the idea of an international peace conference. 
What is the current language on that? 


- As we have said before, President Carter is 
traveling as a private citizen in the Middle East, and the 
views he expresses are his own We anticipate a discussion of 


the trip with Mr Carter when he returns, but we have no 
details on that 


Q On the idea of an international peace conference, 
what is the U.S. position on that? 
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a I think our position on the international peace 
conference is well known. As we stated during Israeli Prime 
Minister Shamir's visit to Washington, our goal is a just and 
lasting peace through direct face-to-face negotiations. We 
have also stated that we are willing to explore all 
possibilities, including an international conference that might 
lead to the immediate objective of direct negotiations. 


Q Phyllis, is the State Department pleased that 
Colonel Sella has resigned? 


A Now, wait a minute His turn, and then I'll come 
back to that. Yes? 


Q You said in the statement that you will discuss 
regional issues What kind of regional issues? Is the 
Irag-Iran war on the table, or what? 


A I'm not going to go into the specifics of that, 
but, as I've said, Jordan is a close friend We have many 
subjects to discuss with them. 


Q Okay Todey the White House said that we support 
international conference if it leads to direct negotiations. 
So on that, can you also -- I mean, do you agree with this 
statement, “We support international conference"? 

A I've just stated our position of what 

Q But not in the way which the White Hduse said. 

O Well, I'm not going to get into that tug of war. 


I'il just stick by what I said on our views on the 
international conference 


y Phyllis, has ~-- 

- Is this the same subject? 

Q Same thing. 

A Yes 

Q Has there been a review of policy toward the 


Middle East by the Administration? 


A In this regard, let me say that we remain 
committed to actively pursuing the peace process which is the 
constant goal of our policy on the Arab-Israeli situation in 
the Middle East We regularly consult with the key players, 
and we would like to see the process advanced 
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Q Do you have any plans for Murphy to travel to the 
region? 


oa Wait a minute, now. It's Barry's turn. 
es 


Q Go ahead. 


Q Well, the same question: Do you have a reaction 
to the resignation of Colonel Aviem Sella? 


QA I really don't have any comment on the Colonel's 
resignation. 


Q Do you think that this will improve the tone or 
atmosphere of U.S.-Israeli relations, since this has beena 
sticking point in the last few weeks? 


3) We have said, and I will repeat, that we hope 
that all those involved will be treated in accordance with the 
original undertaking of the Government of Israel to bring those 
involved to account 


Q Does this remove the curse on the air base then? 
(Laughter) 
6 The injunction or the restriction that had made 


that air base off-bounds for U.S. personnel has been removed. 


Q Why has it been removed, Phyllis? 

6 We had simply said that it was inappropriate at 
that point, and I'll let it stand at that. 

Q Now it's appropriate? 

A Yes 

Q While you won't comment on Sella's resignation, 


does the lifting have anything to do with that? Or is there 
some other reason why it is being lifted? 


A Well, I think we explained that in our earlier 
guidance, and I'll just stand by that. 


Q Follow-up? 

Me Yes. 

Q Thank you Any comment on what Israel should do 
with Rafi titan, or is that internal? 
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a The treatment of others is a matter for the 
Government of Israel to decide, certainly 


Q Is there any U.S. restriction regarding Eitan? 
= Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Also, can [ ask on the Pollard affair? There are 


reports that Secretary Weinberger charged that Israel shared 
the Pollard information with South Africa? Do you have any 
comment on that? 


- I just have nothing on that 

Q New subject? 

2) The same subject? Where are we? Yes. 

Q Well, [I asked for the policy review, and you said 
we remain committed to the peace process How does that square 


with the policy review? 


” Well, what I'm trying to say is that -- 
Q There has been no policy review 
A -—- our policy goals remain constant, and the 


constant goal is to reinvigorate the peace process for the 
Arab-Israeli dispute, and that's what we're working on 


Q According to my calendar, [ think Judge Sofaer's 
review of the ABM interpretation is supposed to be completed 
today. Is it done? Can you tell us if it's done? 

A As I understand it, it was April 30th, not March 
30th. 

Q Another subject Do you have any comment on the 


fact that Turkey backed off on sending its seismic ship to the 
Aegean, defusing that crisis that we were looking at on Friday? 


" In regard to the Aegean dispute, the United 
States is pleased with the steps that have been taken to ease 
the situation. We hope that both Allies will continue to 
exercise restraint and will also seek ways to settle their 
dispute peacefully and prevent a renewal of tension 


Q And does the United States plan to play any 
mediating arbitration role in this? 


a I will not discuss the details of our diplomatic 
exchanges, but we were in active contact with the parties and 
with other interested Allies to alleviate the situation 
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Q Can you go into any more detail on what steps 
you're pleased at -- what steps are the ones that you're 
pleased at? 


A Well, I think it was the decision of not sending 
the ships in which would have been answered by the ships of the 
other country, but I m not going to go into that. I might also 
say that we have supported NATO Secretary General Carrington's 
offer of his good offices following a cooling off period. 


Q Can I ask on another subject? Coming to the 
INF/SRINF issue again for a moment, is it still the U.S. 
position that even if there are constraints on SRINF missiles 
negotiated as part of an INF agreement, there should be 
follow-on negotiations seeking reduction of SRINF missiles? 
And is it still the U.S. position that those SRINF missiles 
should preferably be reduced to zero in Europe? 


a I will be happy to repeat what Chuck, I think, 
tried to make clear last week on our position on the 
shorter-range missiles as part of the INF Treaty. 


We have made clear since 1981 that an initial INF 
agreement must constrain shorter-range INF missile systems. 
Such constraints are essential to preclude the possibility of 
Soviet circumvention of longer-range INF limitations 


The Soviets in our view have recently back-tracked 
from their previous agreement to include constraints on 
shorter-range INF in an initial INF agreement and are now 
proposing that SRINF issues should be taken out of the current 
INF negotiations and be dealt with in separate negotiations 
This would allow the Soviets a virtual monopoly of these 
systems and would leave them free to increase their existing 
shorter-range INF missile force This is not acceptable to the 
United States or to our Allies 


Q Chuck also said, and the U.S. position has been, 
that negotiations to reduce SRINF missiles would follow an 
initial INF agreement. Is that still the case? 


2) Yes. He went on and, [ think, explained on that 
that they felt that the constraints had to be dealt with to be 
followed by another negotiation 


Q When will the report be sent to Capitol Hill 
regarding sales of weapons to South Africa? Is that tomorrow? 


a I believe that that report is due on April 1, and 
it's our intention to submit it when it's required 
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Q Will it be made public to us? 


A As I understand it, there will be two versions 
One will be public and one will be classified 


Q When? 
A Again, I think that will be on April 1 
Q Would you expect an announcement during the visit 


by the Jordanian Prime Minister regarding a date for a visit 
for King Hussein? 


a) Prime Minister Rifai's visit stands on its own 
merits. I would caution against drawing any conclusions from 
his presence at this time about other visits 


Q Any hope for a Mubarak visit in the coming year? 


“ I think again we've said that we hope to see 
President Mubarak also during the course of this year, and I 
just have no further details on that 


Q Phyllis, earlier this year you had said that -- I 
think this was in January or February -- the State Department 
said it was continuing its discussions with the Jordanian 
Government on a suitable date, a mutually agreeable date for 


King Hussein to visit Are those discussions continuing? 
A I just have no specifics on that 
Q How about on the Yemeni President? Have you 


found a suitable timeframe for the visit? 
A Nothing on that either 


Q Okay Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at i:07 p.m.) 
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MR. FITZWATER: I believe we'd like to 


start this morning with the BACKGROUND briefing by Geer 

, on the visit of Prime Minister Chirac. 
And then I will come on and brief after that and other issues. So, 
are we all set? Everybody in place and so forth? Okay. 


This is ON BACKGROUND, yes. Can we have the lights off, 
please? And we'll turn them back on when I come back. 


Okay. I guess we're all set to go, then. 


as ~ 


Q Any surprises? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were -- I'll take 
that first question. There were no surprises in that yesterday, when 
I came by to talk about the items that might be discussed, we did 
East-West arms control, trade, and agriculture. And those were, in 
fact -- they were the four main topics that were discussed this 
morning. 


The President was joined by the Vice President, 
Secretary of State Shultz, Mr. Carlucci, Mr. Baker. And it was a 
broad-ranging discussion that began in terms of East-West, as to 
whether or not we could -- the two of us -- share an assessment of 
what is happening today in the Soviet Union. And both sides agreed 
it takes time for all of these impressions to set in and the 
measurements to be taken, but that there are some specific steps that 
one could look for. 


You may know that Prime Minister Chirac is going to be 
visiting the Soviet Union soon, and he shared with the President his 
sense of what he would be looking for in the areas of the evolution 
of things in the Soviet Union, for example, withdrawal from 
Afghanistan, the liberation of political prisoners, and the 
immigration of Soviet Jewry. And we said that we could share that -- 
the view that those three items certainly are among those that one 
would look at in trying to measure what's going on. 


Tne CUpsac, citer ~~ Cite COMNVEL SAL AULig Ciimisy wnrvreu wwe ev 
a broad discussion of arms control, but a rather narrowly-focused 
discussion on INF. Certainly, France and the United States agree on 
the priorities with respect to the 50 percent cuts in the strategic 
systems, but today was a moment for looking more deeply at LRINF. 
And there, the views were the same. That is, that as we continue 
with the negotiations toward a zero outcome in Europe and !00 LRINF 
warheads on each side with respect to Soviet Asia and the United 
States, that we must insure that an agreement take account of the 
short-range INF systems, and that an agreement include principles 
involving constraints, either at current or lower levels -- Soviet 
forces, they are the only ones with SRINF systems -- and the right to 
equality, that is, to build up to those systems and then follow-on 
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negotiations. 


Q Do they think that will hurt any possibility of an 
agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did they say whether 
that would hurt the possibility of an agreement? No, there was no 
discussion as to what the impact of that might be. There was just 
agreement that that was the position that the two sides had shared. 


Yes? 

Q You say you didn't mention a lower level of Soviet 
short-range INF, you only mentioned the right to build up. Is there 
a change -- . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I said 
constraints. The -- I didn't mean to mislead you on that. I mean, 
constraints -- 


Q There was a question yesterday, + —_ CNN. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And we said constraints 
and the right to build up. We still say constraints, but you can 
also say “or a lower level.” We tried, but we don't have any systems 
there. That's your problem. 


Q Is there any assessment of the progress or lack of 
progress or whether it could be wrapped up when Shultz goes to 
Moscow? I mean, did the President give Chirac any sense of the 
likelihood of this working out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was no 
discussion of pace, of how close we were or were not. There was a 
discussion of the -- how shall I put it? -- the need to stay together 
with allies on this and to keep consultations going. 


I know you often ask for quotes and perhaps I could break 
a little bit of a rule here and give you a quote that I certainly 
found important, and that was simply that with respect to the 
exchange between the United States and the allies on this topic of 
the LRINF discussion, the Prime Minister said to the President that 
"we have confidence in you.” And they spoke briefly about the 
current campaign to suggest that -- there is a note here, I'm sorry, 
let me correct myself -- that the U.S. is anxious to sign, but that 
-- and that the United States, in fact, is so anxious to sign an 
agreement that it would not take into account the views of Europe, 
and the Prime Minister assured the President that he, in fact, had no 
fear of this and again repeated that “we have confidence in you." 


Q Who brought that up, the rush to sign? Was that -- 
did Chirac bring that up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He brought that up, yes. 
He was aware, he said, of a press campaign in Europe. 


Q Press campaign in Europe. 
Q Did they discuss at all the Soviet suggestion that 
the U.S. was -- charging the U.S. with foot-dragging on this? Did 


they talk about that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they did not. No. 
Yes? 


Q Did they discuss at all the exchanges between Prime 
Minister Thatcher and Mr. Gorbachev in Moscow this week? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. They -- there was a 
reference to the fact, as the President and the Prime Minister and 
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the President sat down, that they hac a colleague who was, at that 
time, in Moscow, and it was only in that sense that they then went 
about their discussion. 


Let me finish -- just tell you what other two -- I think 
I mentioned the other two, but make sure you're interested. 
Agriculture, which really came up in the context of that so-called 
Marshall Plan for Africa that was mentioned yesterday -- that ‘is, in 
the context of Third World debt and how you might take advantage of 
the use of agricultural surpluses to take care of a problem of 
generating money and relieving the Third World of its debt. It was 
the very last item and there was not much said about it. 


And on trade, it came up. The Prime Minister raised it 
as protectionism and asked only that we be aware thst the -- of his 
fear that there is a developing -- that there is developing a certain 
protectionism in the United States and he thought it could not help 
but have not only economic repercussions, but political repercussions 
in that it would be divisive in the Western bloc. And the Presideni 
said to him, "We don't want to go down tnat road.” 


Q In the -- ia his saying, as you revealed to us, “we 
have confidence in you,” d-es that mean -- did he imply or state we 
have confidence in you so ‘at the next time, if you have to raid 
Libya, we won't make your pianes fly hundreds of miles out of the 
way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The context of all of 
these were the three topics that I've mentioned -- 


Q In other words, they didn't bring that little 
embarrassment up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The subject was INF, the 
negotiations, took account of the fact that the Secretary of State 
would be going to Moscow; naturally those negotiations would be 
resumed and -- 

Q They didn't even discuss this? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They did not. 

Q I see. 

2 Something about Chad? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nothing about Chad that 
tT heard, but -- certainly not here. The three topics were -- or four 
-- East-West, but mostly as arms control, trade, and the others. 


Q Are there any Pershing missiles in France? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I believe not. The 
French systems are entirely independent -- 


Q What is their big problem? I mean, it sounds like 
there's a bottom line now in the short-range missles, that unless you 
get the agreement with the Soviets, **--- -*** ** =9 agreement on 


INF. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's been there since 
1981, Helen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That has been the 
position throughout, yes. 


Q Can you explain this AIDS agreement? 


Q Yes, we need to hear more arout this. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They've got an expert 
here and they told me I didn't have to worry about that one. 
(Laughter .) 


Q Could I bring you back to the question about Mrs. 
Thatcher? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What is our position on her proposal of suggesting 
to Gorbachev that both sides lay out an SDI timetable and adhere to 
ABM? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Marlin has the guidance 
and I'm standing here. Let me simply say it's consistent with this 
whole effort to find a way to proceed with SDI. Certainly, Mrs. 
Thatcher is a strong supporter of SDI research and it's consistent 
with that. 
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It's consistent with what we understand to be a Soviet concern for 
predictability with respect to that program, something that we tried 
to get at in Reykjavik with the same kind of a -- same concept of a 
proposal, that is a ten-year non-withdrawal period -- with respect to 
the ABM treaty. So it seems, to the extent that we have the details 
of what happened in Moscow, and I've only seen the press reports this 
morning, it seems consistent with the direction which we're going, 
it's a -- her variation on it. 


Q We would be prepared to lay out a timeline for SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure people are 
taking a look at that, but I can't answer that at this -- at this 
moment. But there is -- when you say prepared to lay out a timeline, 
we have, in any case, been prepared to lay out a sort of line when we 
have talked about a ten-year non-withdrawal period or, earlier, the 
President has, also, with General Secretary Gorbachev, put out other 
kinds of proposals that tried to deal with periods of time. It's in 
that -- 


Q Is she, in any way, suggesting something that has 
been agreed on between the U.S. and the U.K. that she advanced this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Or is this -- is this a -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no, no. The 
U.S. proposal is the one that's on the table -- from Reykjavik. 


Yes? 


Q Can you say exactly what President Reagan might have 
said in response to the Marshall Plan proposal, or anyone else from 
the Cabinet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't have a chance 
to respond to it. If we had it would have been to, 1 think, talk 
about the problem of agricultural Third World debt in somewhat 
different terms. And agricultural surpluses, we think, should be 
discussed in a direction that goes toward market solutions and not 
quotas and production levels and price fixing. We think that the 
answer is found there. 


Q But Prime Minister Chirac spent a few minutes laying 
out the proposal in detail, relating it to Third World debt? 


Q -- just ignore this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, at the very end, 
because there had been, you know, discussion of these other two 
topics, simply said he wanted to leave with the President a worry 
that he had about Third World debt, certainly something we have also 
been worried about, and the great danger it represents, and this -- 
and the hope that there'd be some kind of initiative forthcoming from 
the West with respect to the management of the Third World debt, and 
that he had some ideas on this himself which we know to represent, as 
I say, the use of agricultural surpluses. And that's all that was 
said. Your question to me was, what would we have said had there 
tccn time. But he did leave us his view that perhern sere sarrite in 
the world are worried about this debt than they are worried about 
disarmament. 


Q What was that about agriculture surpluses? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What was it? What? 
Q What was that about agricultural surpluses? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The agricultural 
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Surpluses are a feature of this approach to Third World debt. That 
is, how would you create funds to help them? And you could use 
agricultural surpluses. And the question to me was, what would our 
view be of that? And, as I said, our view of how you deal with 
agricultural surpluses goes in the opposite direction. We go toward 
market forces and not, say, the cartelization of agriculture. 


Q So they did nothing really on agricultural or trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They did nothing on 
agriculture. It came up at the very, very end only implicitly as the 
Prime Minister put his concerns about debt before the President and 
said, we've just run out of time to talk about it, but I don't want 
to leave without mentioning this. 


On trade, as I say, the Prime Minister raised his 
concerns about what he called a growing sense of protectionism in the 
United States, and his concern that it had two dimensions -- economic 
and political. And, as I say, the President assuring him that we 
didn't want to go down that road. That was that discussion. 


Q What did that mean, ma'am? What did that mean? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What does what mean? 

Q What the President said. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That we're -- I think 
it's quite clear. The administration does not want to go down the 
road of legislation which closes off markets. 

MR. FITZWATER: Let's take a final question. 


Owen? 


Q Did either man raise the issue of the hostages in 
Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not one word. 
Q Or terrorism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I'm sorry, 
terrorism was raised in the sense -- on the edges of looking forward 
to the Venice summit and the prospect there of the leaders continuing 
the dialogue on terrorism that they had in Toyko last spring, and 
that was it. 


END 12:20 P.M. EST 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have two announcements. 


First of all, Under Secretary Armacost will visit 
Tokyo April 6 through 8 for annual consultations with his 
Japanese counterpart, Deputy Foreign Minister Murata. While in 
Tokyo, Mr. Armacost will also call on other senior Japanese 
Government officials. As in past years, the talks will focus 
on our respective foreign assistance programs as well as on 
selected political security issues of mutual concern. 


Q Including trade? 


Q He doesn't like talking about chips, or can we 
assume that that is a subject that will inevitably come up? 


a Let me clarify his trip, if I might. These are 
regularly scheduled annual talks that have customarily taken 
place in the spring. The talks focus primarily on our 


respective foreign assistance programs, as I said, and 
political security issues of mutual concern. Although an 
exchange of views on bilateral relations is expected, the talks 
are not directly related to U.S.-Japan trade relations. 


Q But that will be discussed probably? 

A Yes. 

Q Yes? Okay. 

. The second announcement has to do with the 


Embassy Moscow security situation. Ambassador William Brown, 
who is our Ambassador in Bangkok, is temporarily returning at 
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the Secretary's request to address the problems resulting from 
the security situation at Embassy Moscow. He will work with 
the Department bureaus involved and will report to the 
Secretary. 


Q Why Brown? 


A Ambassador Brown has been selected because he is 
a senior Ambassador who has previously served in Moscow and has 
wide experience. The Secretary has asked Ambassador Brown to 
help coordinate all the activities related to the Embassy 
Moscow security situation. 


Q Phyllis, this may sound like -- “I'm sorry. 


Q What can you tell us about a third Marine who may 
be involved or implicated or something? 


A I understand that today the Marine Corps has made 
an announcement that there is a third Marine who has been 
identified as a possible suspect, but I would refer all 
questions about him to the Marine Corps. 


Q You said yesterday that none of the returning 
Marines were under suspicion, but I take it that he returned 
previously? 


A That's my understanding. But, again, let me 
refer you to the Marine Corps for the details. 


Q So your statement yesterday only applied to those 
that were coming back right now? 

6 That's correct. 

Q You can't make a similar statement about others? 

“ Sorry. 


Would you describe Brown's function as heading 
the State Department's own investigation, or how would you 
characterize it? 


oa Yesterday, 1 said that the State Department was 
conducting its own investigation and working with other Federal 
agencies on this. And, as you can well imagine, this is a 
complicated process of pulling together lots of elements, and 
the Secretary decided that he would like to avail himself, as I 
said, of Ambassador Brown's wide experience in Moscow and in 
the Department. 
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Q Phyllis, I had a question about organization. 
This might be the appropriate time to ask it. It isn't clear 
to me. These Marines, who's in charge of them? Is it Foreign 
Service -- do they work for the U.S. diplomats in Moscow? And 
is this one of the -- if this is a chain of command, is this 
one of the things that Brown has to look into? 


a The normal chain of command, as you know, I 
think, in any country, is that the Ambassador is in charge. 
And the Security Officer at an embassy has the direct 
operational responsibility for the functioning of the Marine 
security detail. 


Q These are all enlisted men, I assume? Is there a 
Marine officer on station, or are they -- is there really 
nothing between them and non-military Foreign Service personnel? 


a I don't want to characterize the whole program. 
In my experience, generally, it has been that there is a 
non-commissioned officer with the Marine security detail. But, 
as I said, it is the embassy Security Officer who has the 
operational responsibility. 


Q He would have the responsibility for any 
breaches, too, wouldn't he? 


A Well, I'm just not going to go beyond -~ into 
those items that would touch on the investigation. 


Q Well, the focus has been on the Marines, that the 
Marines are involved in some lapse here. But it sounds as if 
they're really on the ground level and the problem may be 
higher than that. Is that conceivable? 


oa I think I covered all of this yesterday when I 
said that the performance of all involved is under revicow. 


Q Not only the Marines? 
A Yes. 


Q Phyllis, is one of the things that the State 
Department is looking at is the whole nature of the 
relationship between State Department security and the Marine 
Corps. Is the basic -- the foundation being looked at? 


a Again, let me say that the Department is 
reviewing all aspects of its security program at the U.S. 
Embassy in Moscow. The Department and the Marines are looking 
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at a number of other options for strengthening our security 
program in Moscow. At this time, we cannot comment on the 
specifics under consideration. 


Q One of the questions that's been raised, I guess, 
is the essential fairness of putting so much responsibility on 
a bunch of young, unmarried men who -- most of them are 
teenagers who really don't have much international experience 
-- certainly not in intrigue. Is that being looked into? 


A Yes. As I said, the whole relationship is being 
looked at, but I'm not going to comment on it until that review 
is complete and until I think we have some recommendations that 
have been examined and approved. 


Q Phyllis, how is verification -- the Embassy 
security chief, does he have operational charge of the Marine 
detail, that is, duty rosters, the whole nine yards, as though 
he were a commissioned officer? Is it that close? 


A [ really don't have the details of how that 
operational responsibility is spelled out. Let me see if I can 
look into that question for you. 


Q Phyllis, there is a Memorandum of Understanding, 
and we'd like to have a copy of that, if we may. 


A Again, let me see if that is a document that is 
unclassified and can be imade available. 


Q One further point. It came up yesterday. No 
State Department security people have been called back from the 
Moscow Embassy in recent months, shall we say, in connection 
with this episode. 


a) But let me repeat what I said earlier, that the 
performance of all involved is under review. 


Q Ma'am, the photographs of the young Russian woman 
allecedly involved show her to be extremely attractive, and she 
does not look to be like a kitchen worker, for example. I 
don't know who chooses these people. But any woman would have 
sense enough to know that she was an agent, and that she 
appeared -- (Laughter) this seems flippant, but, I mean, this 
seems to me a lack of judgment in whomever has the 
responsibility for choosing the Russian nationals who come in. 
Who does that? 


a Well, I think it has been explained, and, 
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certainly, I think it is public knowledge that there has been a 
service provided by the Soviet Government that place those 
people. (Lauchter) 


Your point about “sense” is well taken. 


Q Phyllis, I guess this is one of these eternal 
struggles between the State Department and the Pentagon to see 
who can do more reporting on a story. 


You have the investigation here. You have Bill 
Brown. You were asked if these people are coming home. I 
don't understand the answer because I don't know if the people 
in Moscow are going to come here to see Brown or Brown is going 
to go to Moscow, or if you're going to communicate by long 
distance. 


Could you flesh out in some way what Mr. Brown will be 
doing? Will he be talking to the Marines, for instance? 


a At the point this decision has been made, we've 
asked him to come back. His mandate and how he's going to 
carry out that mandate -- it's not that I'm trying to hide it 
from you. It's just that those decisions have not yet been 
made. I'm sure there will be consideration given to a 
possibility of his visiting Moscow. Maybe others will be 


brought here. We simply don't yet have any of those details. 


Q When is he due to begin this? 


2 Again, I don't know. He's in Bangkok. I'm sure 
he's got a few things to tidy up there, and we will expect him 
back shortly. 


Q When did he serve in Moscow? 


A Excuse me. I don't have the exact dates of his 
service in Moscow. I understand he was the Economic Of ficer* 
there. 


Q Does Mr. Brown's review also go beyond Moscow to 
the whole issue, as Bill said earlier, of having young Marines 
at sensitive posts overseas? Or is it just -— I mean, just for 
Moscow, or is it wider than that? 


o Well, as I said in my announcement about him, he 
is focusing on the Moscow security situation. Whether at a 
later date that will be expanded to other things, I just can't 
say, but his focus is on the situation in Moscow. 


*Correction: He was Political Officer. 
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Q First of all, we don't know how long Brown will 
be engaged in this task. Will somebody be appointed as a 
temporary Ambassador or will the Charge take charge in 
Bangkok? That's "A", then I'll have two more. Could you 
respond to that, please? 


= As I said in the announcement, he is temporarily 
being recalled, and in such circumstances it is assuimed that 
the Charge can fill in for him for this temporary duty. 


Q Number 2, are we investigating the services of 
the Marines and other guards at our embassies and other places 
in the world besides Moscow? 


a I believe, again, that I covered this yesterday 
when we were talking about the Embassy in Vienna, and I would 
refer you to the transcript of that. 


Q Does that cover the whole globe, what you said 
yesterday? 
4 Well, we were -- we said that we had begun a 


full-scale counter-intelligence investigation in cooperation 
with other Federai agencies after it was learned that there 
were these possible compromises in Moscow and Vienna. 


We are treating it as a worst-case scenario. We're 
investigating all possibilities, but we are not planning to 
recall the Marines stationed in Vienna. And I said that there 
were no plans to replace any Marine Security Guards at other 
posts around the world because of the situation in Moscow. 


Q Number 3, have any Russian guards or Soviet 
guards been compromised at their embassy here in Washington or 
elsewhere where we have some jurisdiction ? 


A Well, if I knew, I couldn't tell you. 
(Laughter) I can't help you on any intelligence question like 
that. 


Q The U.S. doesn't provide this kind of service? 

is) Excuse me? 

Q The United States doesn't provide this kind of 
service? 

Q How are these revelations affecting preparations 


for the Secretary's trip to Moscow and the way he'll conduct 
himself or his activities when he's there? 
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q Well, certainly, this is an important 
consideration in the preparations for the Secretary's trip to 
Moscow. We are making every effort to provide adequate 
security for his trip. We're working with technical experts 
from other government organizations to ensure that the 
Secretary has the kind of security he needs for his upcoming 
trip. 


It's reported that all sensitive communications 
are being handled by courier to West Germany at the present 
time. First of all, is that the case? Second of all, is some 
effort being made not to do that when the Secretary is there 
and has to communicate back to the President and whatnot? 


a) I think yesterday, when we talked about this, I 
noted that our communications are going into Moscow and coming 
out from Moscow with proper safeguards, and ['m just not going 
to go further in the details of that because it is considered 
an intelligence questio' 


Q How would that impede the Secretary's ability to 
conduct his visit if things have to be done by courier? 


a) I'm just not going to get into the details. 
We've said that we expect to have secure communications in 
Moscow by the time of his trip so that he could operate 
comfortably. 


Q You mean secure meaning, electronic? 


A I'm just not going to get into the details of 
that. It's a security situation in which he can operate as he 
will need to do. 


Q Phyllis, one last thing, please. 
A Yes. 


Q Do you happen to know if Ambassador Brown has any 
military service in his background? 


a I'm sorry, I don't have the answer to that. I 
think that generally, there are bios provided on those people. 


Q Can we have a filing break? 
a) Yes. 


Phyllis, do you have anything to Ambassador 
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Hartman's remarks on the --— critical remarks about the Marine 
Security Guards? 


a As I said before, we're reviewing all aspects of 
the security program of the Embassy in Moscow. I'm not going 
to comment further on his -- 

Q You're not going to agree or disagree with him? 


A No. I'm just not going to comment. We're 


looking with the Marines at all other options. We're certainly 


concerned about it, but [I'm not going to comment specifically. 


Q Do you have any comment on Violetta Seina, the 
woman who is allegedly involved in this, can you confirm that 
she was employed and all those other things which were in the 
paper? 


A Well, I'm assuming that she was a Foreign Service 


National, but I think you've had some other comments on her. 


No, I know that. But will the State Department 
officially confirm that she was employed? 


ts Let me check on that and see if we can get you 
anything, and what the standard practice is on FSNs. 


Secondly, where do we stand on the bilateral 
talks which have been going on and on and on? 


4 I think we mentioned last Friday that they were 
continuing; we expecced them to continue through most of this 
week. I don't have anything further on that, and I think we 
can safely assume that the talks are continuing. 


Q Phyllis, there are allegations by PLO on -- 


A Well, wait a minute. Let's make sure we've 
finished with Moscow and the Marines, and then we'll come -- 


Q I've got Moscow, but not the Marines. 
Q Soviet emigration, Jewish emigration. 
q Any other on the Marines? 

Q How about Soviet emigration? 


Q Or Jewish emigration? 
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A Yes, who would -- would you like to formulate 
your question. 


Q My question was about something else, about Mrs. 
Thatcher's -- 


o Excuse me. All right. 


[ think his question was first since his was a 
different subject. Yes. 


Q On Soviet emigration? 

6 No. I'm going to take the PLO question and then 

Q My question was about the U.S. hostages. There 
are allegations by PLO and counter-allegations by the Syrians 
about the whereabouts of the U.S. hostages. Do you have any 


idea about that? 


a No, I just don't have any comment on those 
allegations. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on Tunis' 
decision to break relations with [ran? 


4 I just don't have anything on that today. 


Excuse me. Would you like to go back to your question 
about -- 


Q I'd prefer, but since we're on the Middle East, 
let me ask you about the statement in an interview with the 
Christian Science Monitor by Prime Minister Rifa'i of Jordan, 
who will be coming here, that King Hussein “will go to 
Washington only if the United States makes new proposals for 
convening an international peace conference." The quotation is 
from the story in the Christian Science Monitor, not directly 
from the Prime Ministe, himself. 








Do you have a comment on that? 

H No, I don't have any comment on this story. 

Q What about the statement? 

A We discussed yesterday the visit of the Jordanian 


Prime Minister and Foreign Minister, and I just have nothing 
further on it. 
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Q Nothing at all in reference to the, shall we say 
the arrogance of the Jordanian Government that the King will 
not come here unless we bow down to Amman and say, “Yes, you 
can have everything." Is that what we're after? 


a) No. I just have nothing further beyond the 
statements yesterday. 


Q Mrs. Thatcher made a speech in Moscow where she 
outlined what she called, or what was called a compromise on 
SDI. Does the United States Government -- would that be 
agreeable to them, to it? 


4 Yes, I've seen the reports of that. It's my 
understanding that the White House addressed this subject in 
some detail, and I just don't have anything further on it today. 

Yes. 


Q A military adviser was killed in Salvador this 
morning. Do you have any comment on the circumstances, etc.? 


4 I understand that the Department of Defense will 
be making an announcement, or has an announcement about that, 
and I would refer you to them. 


Q Will Secretary Whitehead be going to Iraq later 
this spring? 


4 I just have nothing on that. 
Q On Salvador? 
Yes. 

Q The wire reports from Salvador say that this 
adviser is the first American to be killed in combat in 
Salvador. Do you accept that definition of it? 

qf Once again, let me refer you to the Department of 
Defense because they, as I understand it, were equipped to 
answer a lot of those questions today at their noon briefing. 


Yes. 


Q Soviet Jewish emigration, do you have something 
on that? 


m4 I assume that you're referring,to the story in 
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The New York Times with remarks by Morris Abram, following his 
visit to the Soviet Union. 





We have noted that on several occasions during the 
past few months, both in public and in private, Soviet 
officials have said that emigration levels would rise in 1987. 
By the end of March, approximately 700 Soviet Jews will have 
arrived in the West this year. This is a good beginning, but 
there is still a long way to go. All who wish to leave the 
Soviet Union should be permitted to do so. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
o Well, I'll see about it after the briefing. 


Q Do you have anything to add to that concerning a 
plan floated to allow those emigrants to go first to Romania 
and then into Israel instead of choosing to come straight to 
the United States? 


a It is longstanding United States policy that 
Soviet Jews should be able to emigrate to the country of their 
choice. That remains our position. 


Q The question -- this doesn't answer the question 
really, because they will be permitted to leave Israel if they 
want to and come to the United States or elsewhere. They have 
their choice. 


The question is whether or not the United States 
objects to the transfer of emigrants through Bucharest to 
Israel. 


a I just don't have anything further. I would 
simply again repeat our statement that we feel that all Soviet 
Jews should be able to emigrate to the country of their choice. 


Excuse me. You had a question? 


° 


Q Whether or not they have an Israeli documentation 
or other documentation? 


4 I'm just not going to go beyond what I said on 
that. 


Q Has the Austrian Government made any 
representations or has it had any discussions with the United 
States -- 


I have nothing on that. 
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Q Nothing on Austria. 

A Did you have -- 

Q I just wondered if the U.S. has any plans of 
changing that policy because [Israel has asked. 

4 No. That's our policy. 

Q What's the status of the Hamadei extradition 
request? 

- Mohammed Hamadei is wanted in the United States 


in connectiom with the terrorist air piracy of TWA Flight 847 
and the murder of U.S. Navy diver Robert Stethem. We believe 
that Hamadei should face trial on these charges, and if 
convicted, face the full force of the law. To this end, we 
have made an extradition request to the Federal Republic of 
Germany, and that request remains in force. 


The Federal Republic is fully aware of the importance 
we attach to the Hamadei case in particular, and to the 
prosecution and punishment of terrorists in general. 





Q Do you have something on the closing of the 
American Consulate at Strasbourg? 


4 Yes. Unfortunately, this is true. Reluctantly, 
because Congress has not provided sufficient funds for normal 
operations, Strasbourg will be closed by the end of this fiscal 
year, along with Dusseldorf, Goteborg, Maracaibo, Salzburg, 
Tangier, and Turin. And it is true that we have decided to 
close Strasbourg rather than Lyon. 


After a careful assessment of the workloads in both 
posts, we decided that Strasbourg's role as a liaison with the 
European Community could be handled effectively by the U.S. 
Mission to the European Communities in Brussels. Lyon could 
then remain open as a center for visa issuances, commercial, 
and cultural activities. 


Yes. 

Q Back on Hamadei a minute, do you have any 
indications that the West German Government is planning on 
doing anything other than either trying him in their country or 
extraditing him to the United States? 


2) Sorry, I just can't help you with that. 


Yes. 
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Q There's a report about the U.S. Ambassador to 
Zimbabwe having increasingly bad relations. Does the U.S. have 
anything to say about that? 


4 Sorry, I just don't have anything on that today. 


Q Could you get us any update on U.S./Zimbabwe 
relations or aid situation? 


A Yes. Let me talk to you about that. 

Q Yes. 

Q Do you have anything about the reports coming out 
tomorrow on the sanctions -- South African? 

4 We discussed that somewhat yesterday, that we 


expected the reports to be released tomorrow, and that's still 
my understanding. 


Q No more details? 
A No more details. 
Q Is that the declassified version which will be 


released to the press? 


a That's my understanding. As to the plan, I just 
can't confirm that that's actually going to take place. 

Q Could we request an on-the-record briefing? 

A You can request it. ['m not sure [ can promise 


it, but let me see what I can do. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:08 pm.) 
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SS) 


Who has the operational responsibility for security at the 
U.S. Embassy in Moscow, and what are the details on the 
chain of command? 

A: THE STATE DEPARTMENT'S REGIONAL SECURITY OFFICER HAS 
OPERATIONAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR MANAGING MARINE SECURITY 
GUARDS AT POST. THE CHAIN OF COMMAND IS AS FOLLOWS: 
REGIONAL SECURITY OFFICER/ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER/ DEPUTY 
CHIEF OF MISSION/AMBASSADOR. THE SECURITY OFFICER IS 
LOOKED UPON ?S THE AMBASSADOR'S ADVISOR FOR ALL MATTERS 


RELATING TO THE PROTECTION OF PERSONNEL, FACILITIES AND 





CLASSIFIED INFORMATION. IN MOSCOW, THERE IS ONE SENIOR 


RSO AND TWO ASSISTANT RSO'S. 


A MARINE DETACHMENT COMMANDER AND ASSISTANT DETACHMENT 
COMMANDER DIRECTLY SUPERVISE WATCHSTANDERS (GUARDS), BOTH 
ON AND OFF DUTY. THE DETACHMENT COMMANDER REPORTS TO A 
COMPANY COMMANDER (USUALLY AT ANOTHER CRITICALLY LOCATED 
POST COVERING A CERTAIN GEOGRAPHIC AREA). THE COMPANY 
COMMANDER IN TURN REPORTS TO A BATTALION COMMANDER AT 


MARINE HEADQUARTERS IN QUANTICO, VIRGINIA. 


THE DETACHMENT COMMANDER REPORTS TO THE RSO ON ALL EMBASSY 





SECURITY MATTERS. IF A BREACH OF SECURITY IS REPORTED TO 
THE MARINE DETACHMENT COMMANDER AT POST, IT IS HIS 
RESPONSIBILITY TO REPORT IT DIRECTLY TO THE REGIONAL 


SECURITY OFFICER. 











page two 


Q: Can the Department confirm the employment of the two 
Soviet women? Were they on the U.S. Government payroll 
and what were their dates of employment? 

A: VIOLETTA SEINA WAS EMPLOYED AS A CONTRACT EMPLOYEE AND 
PAID BY THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. SHE WAS HIRED AS A CUSTOMS 
CLERK IN MAY 13, 1985, AND RELEASED AS PART OF A GENERAL 


DRAW-DOWN OF SOVIET EMPLOYEES IN DECEMBER 1985. 


WE CANNOT COMMENT ON THE STATUS OF THE OTHER SOVIET WOMAN 


SINCE THE INVESTIGATION OF BRACY IS STILL IN ITS EARLY 


STAGES. 
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WEDNESDAY, APRIL i, 1987, 12:29 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have several small announcements. 


We are pleased to announce that the Federal Republic 
of Germany's Foreign Minister, Hans Dietrich Genscher, has 
accepted an invitation from Secretary George Shultz to visit 
Washington on May 7, 1987, for a discussion of current issues. 


Also, Paul Nitze will give an ON-THE-RECORD speech 
entitled, “Interpreting the ABM Treaty," this afternoon at 3:00 
at the Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies 
on Massachusetts Avenue. It will be ON THE RECORD, and he will 
take questions following the address. The press is invited to 
cover. Copies of the speech will be available in the Press 
office after the briefing. These will be embargoed until 3:00 
p.m. 


Also, the fifth round in the continuing negotiations 
with the Spanish Government concerning the basing of U.S. 
forces in Spain will] take place at the State Department April 2 
and 3. Heading the Sp nish delegation will be Secretary 
General for Political Affairs Maximo Cajal Ambassador 
Reginald Bartholomew will be leading the U.S. delegation. 


And now I'll be happy to answer your questions. 
Q Was the report on arms sales to South Africa, 


done by the State Department, delivered to the Hill today as 
planned? 


@ The report to Congress pursuant to Section 508 of 
the Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid Act of 1986 is being sent to 
the Hill today Once we have confirmed that the relevant 
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Members of Congress have received the report, copies of the 
unclassified version will be available in the Press Office. 


Q When do you anticipate that? 


be Well, we thought it would be done by now, but I 
suspect that it will be late this afternoon. 


Q Why did it take so long? 
sa Beats me. (Laughter) 


Q It almost looks like the State Department doesn't 
want us to get it before our deadlines, or something. I don't 


A No. That's not the case. But you can imagine 
that on anything like that, that certainly it takes a long gime 
for clearance process, not only in the State Department and the 
White House, and that there is a certain question of etiquette 
of being sure that the Members of Congress have it, and that 
they are willing to release it before we release it here. It 
will be released 


Q Can you release it on an embargoed basis, or 
something, to - 


ia Well, I'm just not going to go -- get into the 
details of the mechanics of that, but we wanted -- it's a 
report to Congress, not to the press 


Q Will you be able to take questions on it at that 
time, or how are you going to handle it? 


A We'll have to see what time it's available. If 
it's quite late this afternoon, 1 think we'll] wait until 
tomorrow to take questions. 


Q Because today the French Prime Minister -- 
France is apparently alleged to have supplied arms to South 
Africa. The French Prime Minister today denied it tlatly, and 
it's just an interesting question. What is the evidence in the 
report, and could somebody discuss it? 


A Well, in good time we'll do that. 


Q Could you check the possibility of releasing it 
with, say, a 6:30 p.m. embargo? 








“hn. MNS 
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id All right. We'll check on that, whether that can 
be done. 
Q Do you have any idea in this report, the portion 


about Israel and Israel's acceptance of what the United States 
has said -- 


ia I'm not going to get into any discussion about 
any of the report until it's released. 





Q Phyllis, The New York Times reported four items 
on Tuesday. The Stete Department was unenthusiastic in its 
response to studies of security problems at our Embassy in 
Moscow. That Admiral Inman's Advisory Commission found that 
the Embassy's cars carried KGB bugs. The KGB had been able to 
carry out surveillance of our Embassy's typewriters. That 
Senator Leahy has noted that the State Department tried to 
block legislation that would force reduction on number of 
Soviet nationals employed, because the State Department held 
that they are not a threat to security. And, finally, that 
even after the President endorsed this bill to reduce the 
Soviet employees, the State Department sent a letter opposing 
this, which means that you defied the President who's supposed 
to be in charge of foreign policy. 


And my question is: Is The New York Times' reporting 
untrue, and, if not, who is primarily responsible for all of 
this negligence and defiance of the President? 





ts I think that we've covered the questions of 
responsibility and what we're doing in the briefings yesterday 
and the day before. We - 


Q I looked at it and 1 didn't see any such 
clarification, or I wouldn't have done this. And I just 
wondered, is there somebody that's responsible? You're not 
saying The New York Times' reporting was inaccurate, is that 
right? They were accurate, weren't they, Phyllis? 





id Far be it from me to ever question The New York 





Times. That's not the point that I'm making What I'm saying 
to you is that every issue is under investigation. We are 
looking at the whole question carefully, and that at this point 
we don't have any reactions or recommendations that we're going 
to make. 
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In regard to the question about legislation that would 
reduce the number of Foreign Service Nationals, let me just say 
that the State Department had its own program for reducing in 
an orderly way the Foreign Service Nationals in Moscow. The 
question of legislation to accomplish this is now academic, 
because since October 22, 1986, there have been no Soviet 
employees at the Embassy in Moscow, and there are no plans to 
rehire any Soviets 


Q Appropos of this, the Times also reported that 
Admiral Inman's 1985 recommendations were still not carried out 
by you people by October 1986, a whole year, and the Embassy 
allowed fraternization of Marines with Soviet employees of the 
Embassy, but not with other Soviets. Why, just because you 
hired them, do they make them different from other Soviet 
employees, and why did a whole year go by? You never carried 
it. The Soviets did it for you. Can you explain that, Phyllis? 


A 1 will repeat again, we are reviewing all aspects 
of the security program at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. The 
Department and the Marines are looking at a number of options 
for strengthening our security program. At this time we are 
not going to comment on any of the specifics under 
consideration. 


Q Are any of the civilian security officers at the 


Embassy being asked to return to Washington along with the 
Marines so that more questioning of their role in all of this 
might be forthcoming? 


is As we have said, everyone concerned with the 
security is subject to review. At this time, I know of no 
plans to bring others back other than the Marines that we've 
already talked about. 


Q Phyllis, did you see the report -- 1 think it was 
in The New York Times today -- that all 28 Marines will be 
Given polygraph tests? Have you anything on that? 
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. You're going to have to address that question to 


the Marine Corps. 


Q That will be done by the Marines -- 


A Yes. 
Q -- not by the State Department. 
A Yes. 
Also, the L.A. Times has a report this morning, I 





think, which alleges that the basic U.S. negotiating positions, 
pre-Reykjavik and pre-some other meetings, were among the 
documents that were rifled at the Embassy by the KGB. 


is As I've stated before, I'm just not going to get 


into the specifics. 
investigation. 


All those questions are under 


-- MORE -- 
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Q There are other embassies around the world which 
exist in the same atmosphere -- Eastern Europe, China. Are 
there similar investigations going on at those locations? 


A I think, again, that we covered this question 
yesterday, but let me repeat, we have no reason to believe that 
this is a world-wide problem. We are lookino at the situation 
in Moscow. If anything else shculd come up, we would take 
whatever steps would be appropriate. 


Q Well, apart from an investigation, have any 
precautions been taken? Have personnel, including the Marines, 
been reminded or warned of the situations? 


A Well, I think it's safe to assume that we all 
feel a greater sense of concern about the security situation 
world-wide, but there are no specific instructions to other 
embassies that I'm aware of. 


Q Well, Phyllis, on that specific one, you say 
there is no reason to believe that this is a world-wide 
problem, and Ambassador Hartman says that young, single Marines 
should be replaced with a more mature force, less susceptible 
to temptation. 


Does your statement, no reason to believe, suggest 
that in other embassies they are more mature and less 
susceptible to temptation, and that in no other country than 
the Soviet Union employs these temptresses? 


(Laughter) 


6 1 would refer you to the transcript of 
yesterday. I answered it - 
Q I looked at that. And Virginia, bless her heart, 


Virginia Kelly was on CBS Network last night, along with you, 
but they didn't mention it was Virginia Kelly -- and I think 
the record should show it was Virginia's question. All over 
the world that went. 


bs Well, 1 think that's just fine. (Laughter). But 
what I'm saying is, I answered the question yesterday in 
response to a question about Ambassador Hartman's comments. 
And we said that we are looking ~ - 
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Q Yes, somewhere else. The Marines have got 
problems, I mean they've got the same problem with young, 
single men all over the world. And how do you know it's only 
the Soviet Union? 


A 1 said that we were looking -- 
Q Oh, looking. 


A -- with the Marine Corps at all means to 
strengthen our security, and I'll stick with that. 


Q Mrs. Oakley, last night on Ted Koppel's program, 
"Nightiine," Assistant Secretary of State for Security Lamb was 
on the program, and he clearly indicated that the Soviet spies 
or agents who had penetrated the Embassy had also penetrated 
the communications room where the coding and decoding is done. 
He seemed to be quite open in discussing these matters. 


Have you anything -- Did you hear the program? And if 
so, have you anything to add? 


A I'm sorry, I did not see the program last night, 
and [I can't really respond to anything more specific on this. 


Let me say, though, that on this question of the 
Soviet penetration of our communications facilities, that 
although as a precautionary measure we are assuming that some 
communications in Moscow may have been compromised as a result 
of presumed Soviet access to our Chancery, this access would 
not have resulted in any compromise of communications with or 
among any of our other embassies and consulates.. 


The compromise of communications systems at any 
location does not affect our ability to communicate securely to 
any or all other locations. 


Q Phyllis, does that mean communications between 
Moscow and other embassies, or does it mean between Washington 
and other embassies, what you just read? 


A What I'm saying, compromise in Moscow would not 
affect communications going from Poland to Washington, or 
Bangkok, or Hong Kong, or something like this. 
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Q If Moscow communicated with some other embassy, 
that would potentially be compromised? 


A That possibility exists. 


Q Can you fill out the record on the polygraph 
question, is there any discussion that State Department 
employees in the Embassy in Moscow will be asked to take 
polygraph tests? 


A Excuse me. I seem to have quite a bit of back-up 
questions on this question. In the State Department, though we 
do use polygraph tests for possibilities of espionage or 
counter-intelligence, this is on a voluntary basis, and this is 
standard State Department procedure. 


Q Well, my question was will they be asked if they 
would take polygraph tests? 


f- I don't have anything on that of whether the 
question has been posed, and [I'm simply stating this as our 
general pclicy on the polygraph. 


Q Phyllis, you say the problem is not world-wide. 
Is it Eastern European-wide? Is there any special curiosity 
about Warsaw, Budapest, or other eastern European countries? 


t I just don't have anything on that. 


Q But you're not saying that it's not happening. 
You're just saying you have no answer on it? 


A I have no answer. That's correct. 


Q Do you plan to question former Ambassador Hartman 
as well as current U.S. employees? 


A I will stick by my statement that we are 
reviewing all who were involved in the situation. That doesn't 
mean that they're going to be investigated or interrogated, but 
certainly, we're going to look at and conduct a thorough 
examination of what had happened in Moscow. 


Q Phyllis, has there been further guidance on when 
Ambassador Brown is going to get here and sort of a better feel 
for what he is going to do? 
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A We expect Ambassador Brown to arrive tomorrow and 
to take up his duties as soon as he can after that. But I have 
nothing further on what his mandate will be. 


Q This is a follow-up, ma'am. If they penetrated, 
if the spies penetrated the communications room and broke or 
entered into the coding or decoding machinery, how could it be 
that it would not be harmful in reference to our communications 
with other embassies? 


A I can't get into the specifics of that kind of 
thing, but I have been informed that ccumpromise of crypto-key 
material in Moscow would not have affected other cryptographic 
communications elsewhere. 


Q Well, that's very vague. I1 had the same 
question, really. Don't they learn anything operationally that 
would be applicable to the way the United States generally 
communicates with its embassies? 

o 1 just can't get into the specifics of that. 

Q I think you're saying the material -- well, I 
don't know what you're saying, actually. I think you're saying 
the material is specific to Moscow, of course. 

_ I'm wondering about --— the fear in the Pollard case 
evidently is that not only did Israel get waterial, but it 
learned a lot about how the U.S. acquires material. I1 think of 
that parallel possibility. 


You can't address whether someone getting in there 
wouldn't know how you operate? 


f\ I'm sorry, Barry, I just can't address that. 


Q Phyllis, can I follow, please? 


f Yes. 

Q In your statement on the communications problem a 
moment ago, you several times used the phrase "presumed 
compromised." Does that mean that your -- you're going on the 


assumption that it was compromised, but you don't know that it 
was. Is that accurate? 


A That's correct. We have talked about a 
worst-case scenario -- 
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Right. 


A -- where you have to make the assumption that 
everything possibly has been compromised, because you simply 
don't know. 


Q So is it safe for us, as reporters, to presume 
that since you presume it was compromised, that all of that 
equipment and all of those techniques have been changed? 


A I don't want to jump to any presumptions. We've 
tried to describe the situation where we think we have to 
assume a worse case scenario. The possibility exists. 
Certainly, you're aware of the steps that we are taking to make 
sure that a secure environment is recreated in Moscow, and 
that's what we're about. 


Q Phyllis, can IL follow that up? 
A Yes. 


Q I don't quite get the whole thing, maybe I'm 
being a bit thick today. But yesterday you said, you indicated 
that the State Depariment and the Marine Corps were taking a 
long, hard look at the use of Marines = - 


A Yes. 


Q -- in Moscow because of what's happened and 
because of the hostile environment there which has envenomed 
the situation, but there are hostile environments, if not 
world-wide, at various points in the globe -- Nicaragua, 
Eastern Europe, China, potentially South Africa, or wherever. 


Are those hostile environments also being -- other 
hostile environments being examined? 


A Let me repeat that we're focusing, in the 
beginning, on the situation in Moscow. Whether this leads to 
the examination of other places, = just can't predict at this 
point. 


Q Phyllis, could 1 follow that up? 
A But I'm not going to deny that it wouldn't 


happen. It's just that our tocus now -- and 1 think you can 
undersiand why -- is on Moscow. 
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Q Could I follow that? You said earlier in 
response to a similar question from me that you had no reason 
to believe that this was a world-wide problem. But the Moscow 
problem became -- the government became aware of the Moscow 
problem because Sergeant Lonetree himself came forward and 
volunteered the information. That being so, I don't see, 
logically, how the State Department can say or assume that 
there is no world-wide problem. 


= My point is that, certainly, and I think this is 
built into the best of our knowledge, that there is no other 
indication that it is a world-wide problem. We have no other 
indication that any other Marines beyond these two names are 
involved with espionage. 


Q Right. My point is, you had no indication that 
there was a problem in Moscow until Sergeant Lonetree came 
forward. Therefore, how can you know that there is no problem 
in Hungary? 


fi Well, this gets almost to the point of 
philosophy, and certainly, you know, [ would agree that we 
can't know everything, but we have to operate with working 
assumptions. The working assumptions now that we have is that 
it is not a world-wide problem There is, of course, the 
possibility that other incidents might arise. We simply have 
no evidence that there are other problems. 


Q What is the rule on fraternization in non-hostile 
environments? 


f I don't think that I can give you one rule, 
because it's determined by every Embassy and every post. 


Q Because isn't there that possibility that ina 
non-hostile envi-:onment, fraternizatio: could also lead to 
compromise? I mean - 


f But there are other rules governing each post, 
and that there is no general rule. As I said, you'd have to 
look at it on a country-specific basis. 


Q Is that set by the Ambassador or the security 
officer in each embassy, or how does that work? 
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A As we talked yesterday, I'm sure it would be 
worked out not only between the security officer, who is the 
adviser to the Ambas Vidor, but with the Department and with the 
Marine Corps as well 


Q Phyllis, on a country-specific basis, can you say 
that the fraternization policy in Moscow has been changed as a 
result of this episode? 


é I don't believe that the policy on fraternization 
has been changed. I think what, obviously, we have seen have 
been breaches in that policy, and these are being examined but 
not the policy itself. But let me add that I think I will go 
back to my comment that the whole thing is under review, and I 
don't want to preclude that that fraternization policy might be 
strengthened But J'm not aware that it has been now 


-~— MORE - 
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Q You mean we've hed three Marines involved, we 
gather? There's three of then Are you telling us that 
fraternization with Soviet -- policy hesn't been changed in 


Moscow from what it was?” 


. I think you missed the earlier briefings when we 
had talked about this, and I would also like to make clear 
again the distinction that there have been two Marines who have 
been talked about of having been implicated with espionage 
The third Marine who was mentioned yesterday by the Marine 
Corps was -- it was not the same sort of charges It was 
breaches of embassy regulations, and I think that is an 
important distinction to keep in mind to be fair 


Q Another area’ 
& Yes Are we through? Okey 
Q Can you confirm reports on Syrian compiicity in 


the kidnapping, detention, and the killing of Peter Kilburn? 


f\ ] have nothing on that 

Q Have you seen the report? 

A 1 have seen a press report and that's al] 

Q The Israelis announced today that the Soviets are 
going to send a consular delegation over Does the United 


States see this in any positive light? 


f I just have no commerit on that I think you'd 
have to ask the Israelis about that 


Q Phyllis, there were reports that the death toll 
from Chernobyl may have reached as high as 15,000 Have you 
seen that report, and do you have any comment on it? 


b I have seen that report in the paper I just 
have nothing on that Let me see if we could perhaps look into 


that and review what our statistics have beer 


Q Phyllis, is the U.S. giving any consideration to 
returning its Ambassador to Syria? 


I just have nothing on that 


Q Phyllis, a follow-up on thet Can you take the 
question, please, on the Syrian complicity, whether - 
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We've talked about our relations with Syria. We've talked 
about our concerns about it, and I'm just not prepared to go 
further than that today 


Q While we're on Syria, and the United States 
considers Syria -- the State Department does -- a supporter of 
terrorism This might be a timely occasion to ask if the 
United States considers Syria responsible in any way for any of 
the terrorist -— any of the hostages who have been taken and a 
couple who have been killed in Lebanon? 


4 Il think that we have made it very clear what our 
position is on the hostages in Lebanon To the best of my 
knowledge, we have not specifically blamed or accused any 
country or group We have called simply upon all the people 
that hold the hostages to release them That we hold them 
responsible, as we continue to do, for all the hostages and 
call upon their early release 


Q But do you know who killed Peter Kilburn? 


- l answerec that question already I was not 
going to comment on that 


Q Is there & new policy in motion now toward 
terrorism and Syria, because you are avoiding the whole thing? 


> 


6 I am not going further than what I've said before. 

Q Can you restate the current United States policy 
position about the international conference? What conditions 
have to be met in order to hold a conference in the Middle East? 


Q Could we stay with extradition for a minute? 


& Yes Let me just say that I covered this earlier 
this week I think you'll find it in the transcript 


Q Phyllis, apparently Senator D'Amato is going to 
introduce -- pians to introduce a Senate resolution blasting 
West Germany for not cooperating in the Hamadei affair. Do you 
have any update on the West German position on honoring the 
U.S. request, and what this is doing to U.S.-German relations? 
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+ I don't have anything further than the statement 
Il read yesterday on our views on the Hamacei extradition 
Nothing beyond that. 


Q Phyllis, I don't know if 1 heard yesterday, so if 
it's redundant, please stop me But does the Stete Department 
have any reason to belicve West Germany is cooking up a deal to 
try him and let him go pretty quickly? 


+ I have nothing on that 


Q Does Secretery Shultz agree with Melissa Wells 
reported description of RENAMO as “bandits?” And I have a 


follow-up 
ia I] just have nothing on that, on Mozambique 


Q I have one follow-up on this general subject 
The Times of London reported on March 7 that Mozambique's 
Information Minister, Teodato Hunguana -- I think I have the 
pronunciation - Geclared that speculation that his government 
was beginning to lean to the West is mistaken He said the 
Soviet Union has been an historic ally and this has not changed 


How do you reconcile this with Crocker's statement, 
“we do not consider the Government of Mozambique to be a 
communist government?" Or do you think that Mr. Crocker has 
more authority describing Mozambique's government than its own 
Information Minister? 


ia Sorry, I'm justi not going to help you with that 


Q You'd like to avoid that because it's a terrible 
contradiction, aisn't it? 


- I'm not going +o comment on it one way or the 
other 


Q Going back to the conference in the Middle East, 
the Christian Science Monitor today said that as a result of 
the policy review, which was taking place, or took place by the 
U.S. Government, that you are intensifying the efforts to 
reactivate the peace process 





My question is, will there be high-level delegations 
of U.S. officials that will be going to the Middle East if King 
Hussein, or before King Hussein will] be coming to the United 
States, if he will come? 
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fs Sorry I just can't help you with that one 


Q Do you have something on Lord Carrington's talks 
here today? 


i No lI understand that they're continuing 
don't have any readout on them 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the Lao charges 
that some people that they've sentenced to jail were working 
under the direction of the American Embassy in Bangkok to look 
for information about missing Americans from the Vietnam war? 


- No, 1 don't have anything on ‘that 
Q On the earlier suggestion that the report be 


released with an embargo, is there any way we could find out 
about that before we all leave here? 


6 I'm not sure, because 1 simply don't know what 
the process is and when it's going to be delivered on the 
Hill But why don't you check with us later 


Q Can I come back to the Marines for one moment 
please, to follow up on some questions that were asked 
earlier? You were asked a couple of times over the past few 
Gays about State Department employees 


It seems as though in all of the statements the State 
Depariment has made, and all] of the announcements that have 
been made about the case out of the Pentagon, the Marines are 
taking the frontline flack for this That seems to be their 
job, in general, and in this case it seems to be pursued on the 
Giplomatic front 


My question is, why have you nothing to say, and why 
are there no non-Marine personnel that you can say are being 
recalled for questioning in connection with this case? I know 
you've made your statement about the 40 years of wonderful 
service by the Marines, but the other statements seem to negate 
that and leave the State Department people in the clear 


- I think perhaps yo ‘ve missed some of the 
emphasis and perhaps it's my fau.t. What we have tried to say, 
anc have repeated over and over again, that all those concerned 
with &mbassy security in Moscow, all the performances are being 
reviewec This includes, certainly, the Embassy security 
people and the line of responsibility as well as the Marines 
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The reason that we're not commenting on it is becéuse 
it's an investigation that's going on We don't want to 
jeopardize either what's going to happen to the Marines or our 
own internal review, and it's not that we're not unconcerned 
It's just that it's a process that's going on. I've talked 
about the three reviews by the Department of State, Naval 
Investigative Service, and the Department of Defense. Those 
are continuing We're taking it all extremely seriously, end 
I'm sure that as the results and the recommendations are 
formed, that we'll] be willing to share them with you at the 
appropriate time 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at ]:00 p.m.) 








Posted: Avril l, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Avril 1, 1987 daily oress briefina: 


Q: 


LIBYA: FLAG 





Is it true that the Libyan flag has been removed from the 
display of flags in the State Department's Diplomatic Lobby? 


YES. THE DEPARTMENT CONCLUDED THAT DISPLAY OF THE FLAG WAS 


INAPPROPRIATE GIVEN THE ABNORMAL STATE OF RELATIONS WITH 


LIBYA CAUSED BY THE POLICIES OF THE QADHAFI REGIME. 








POSTED: April 2, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


wuestion taken at the April 1, 1987 Daily Press Briefing: 
REPORT OF CHERNOBYL FATALITIES 
2: Does the Department of State have any comment on recent 
news reports tnat the deatn toll from Chernobyl reached as high 
as 15,000? 
A: WITH REGARD TO THE NUMBER OF IMMEDIATE FATALITIES AND OTHER 
HEALTH CONSEQUENCES STEMMING FROM THE ACCIDENT AT CHERNOBYL, WE 


HAVE NO REASON TO DOUBT SOVIET REPORTS TO THE IAEA THAT: 


-- THIRTY-ONE WORKERS AND EMERGENCY PERSONNEL EXPOSED ON 
THE REACTOR SITE DIED: TWO ALMOST IMMEDIATELY FROM 
PHYSICAL TRAUMA. THE REMAINING 29 DIED*OVER THE ‘NEXT 2 
MONTHS FROM RADIATION EFFECTS COMPLICATED BY SEVERE 


THERMAL AND BETA-RADIATION BURNS. 


A US GOVERNMENT-SPONSORED STUDY CONCLUDES THAT EXCESSIVE 
EXPOSURES TO RADIATION INCURRED DURING FIREFIGHTING OR RESCUE 
ACTIONS RESULTED IN THE HOSPITALIZATION OF MORE THAN 200 SITE 


IN ADDITION, ABOUT 135,000 SOVIET CITIZENS WERE EVACUATED FROM A 


30-KM ZONE AROUND THE REACTOR BECAUSE OF HIGH AMBIENT RADIATION 





LEVELS. ABOUT 18% OF THOSE (SOME 24,000) PROBABLY RECEIVED 
AVERAGE INDIVIDUAL DOSES OF ABOUT 45 RAD: THE REST, ABOUT 
RAD. SHELTERING AND EVACUATION OF THE CITIZENS IN THE 30-KM 


RADIUS PROVED VERY EFFECTIVE IN DOSE AVOIDANCE. 


(OVER) 
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THURSDAY, APRIL 2, 1987, 12: P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with three short announcements: First, we're 
pleased to announce that the U.S. has today signed a treaty 
with the member states of the Pacific Forum Fisheries Agency. 
This treaty, which has taken over two years to conclude, will 
resolve access problems encountered by U.S. flag tuna vessels 
fishing in the region. There is a press release available on 
the agreement in the Press Office. 


Q Is the Secretary of State going to Honolulu? 


=) Do you have any specific question you'd like to 
have answered? No. Okay. 


(Laughter ) 
No questions 


Q Chuck, I have a question on that: —_s the 
Secretary going to Honolulu to sign that agreement? 


A It has been signed today. 


Q But he doesn't have to initial it, or do anything 
to formalize it in Honolulu? 


A No It was signed today in Port Moresby, Papua 
New Guinea. 


Secondly, this is follow-up to a question I was asked 
last week, [ think, concerning whether or not we'd had a 
response from Paraguay on the tear-gassing incident 


On April 1, the Paraguayan Ambassador delivered a note 
to the Department in response to the tear-gassing incident of 
February 9 involving Ambassador Taylor. This note which 
clarifies and expands upon one previously delivered, expresses 
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regret regarding the serious incident; affirms that no 
aggression was intended against the Ambassador, and provides 
assurances for the future security of the Ambassador and other 
American citizens in Paraguay. 


We welcome the Government of Paraguay's forthcoming 
response and assurances regarding this incident. 


Q The previous note wasn't adequate, from your 
standpoint? 

A There were several points in that initial note, 
about which we sous * clarification. We had a number of 


discussions with the Paraquayans here. They, of course, were 
in touch with Asuncion, and that resulted in -- 


Q The first note didn't express regret, I take it? 
4 [t had some things that we wanted clarified. 


Moving right along: In response to some other press 
reports that said the German Government was preparing to 
exchange the Hamadei brothers for the German hostages in 
Beirut, we have been given assurances by the German Government 
that these reports are incorrect. We have been assured by the 
German Government that the German authorities are continuing to 
Give serious consideration to our extradition request, and 
we've also been told that it normally takes from three to four 
months to process an extradition request. 


Jim? 


Q Yesterday, we were expecting that South African 
arms sales report that didn't come. What's with it? 


A The information I have is that it is enroute to 
Capitol Hill, if not already there, that we should have copies 
available this afternoon, mid-afternoon. I don't want to put a 
time on it because I'm afraid you'll be disappointed again, but 
this time I'm relatively optimistic that you'll have it. 


Q It's there and it's leaking all over the place, 
sO can you expedite that, please? 


3) Sure. 


Q I'm sorry. Going back to the Paraguay thing, 
one of the things that the United States had asked was that 
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this security man who was around the place where the tear gas 
was thrown, be reprimanded or punished. Did the Paraguayans 
say that they were going to do that? 


a I've given you, I think, all I can concerning the 
content of the exchanges. [ think concerning the general 
Situation as to whether or not something like this could happen 
again, we believe that the Paraguayan Government has, in 
general, a very good record of control over its security forces 
and recognizes its responsibility for the safety of the 
Ambassador, so that we don't expect any repetition of this or 
other similar incidents. 


Q Chuck, you've seen reports that secur ty has been 
so compromised in Moscow that the Secretary would even have to 
communicate back to Washington via his aircraft. Can you 
comment on that and on the general security status and how bad 
it's been compromised, how bad communications have been 
compromised? 


A Well, let me answer a couple of questions, then. 

Q And it's also alleged that the Embassy is so 
riddled with “bugs" that the Secretary couldn't hold a private 
conversation -- his favorite thing. 


(Laughter) 


A First, I'll begin by saying again that since the 
incident is still being investigated, we don't know yet the 
severity of the damage. We've talked before about the 
worst-case scenario -- that's the one we're operating under .-- 
and that includes the fact that we may have suffered a serious 
loss of classified information to the Soviets. 


As Phyllis said yesterday, as a precautionary measure, 
we are assuming that communications to and from Moscow could 
have been compromised I think she also noted that such 
access, however, to those communications would not have 
compromised communications traffic among any o* our other 
embassies or consulates. 


Assistant Secretary Lamb has also said that there's no 
evidence to indicate that the Soviets have broken the Embassy 
communication codes. 
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On the question of the Secretary's visit, we are 
taking all the necessary steps to insure that we do have secure 
communications in Moscow by the time of the Secretary's visit. 
We are working with technical experts from other U.S. 
Government agencies to be sure that the Secretary has the kind 
of security that he needs for his upcoming trip. 


I might add that in the context of this investigation, 
that we are interviewing others employed at the U.S. Embassy in 
Moscow who served at the same time as Lonetree and Bracy. And 
in addition to those who are presently assigned to the Embassy, 
and as part of our effort to determine how the situation 
developed in Moscow, the current Regional Security Officer in 
Moscow, Frederick Mecke, is temporarily returning to Washington 
to consult with various security officials 


Q When you say "others," Chuck, do you mean other 
Marines, or other FSOs, admin types, or other what? 


A We're talking about the whole gamut of Embassy 
personnel. 


Q Would you say again, he is temporarily returning 
for what purpose? 


ra It's part of our effort to determine how all this 
happened in Moscow. He is a key person in the chain of 
command, and as a consequence he's in a position to know how 
things develop there. So the words I used, if you want me to 
repeat those, were “temporarily returning to Washington to 
consult with various security officials." 


Q How do you spell his name? 
a M-e-c-k-e. 
Q Would you say that his return to Washington will 


Facilitate the investigation in the same way that the Marines' 
return to Washington will facilitate the investigation? 


I'm trying to get at whether -- you said, you used 
language last week, or Phyllis did earlier this week, I've 
Forgotten when -- about describing why the Marines were coming 
back, and that language suggested pretty clearly that the 
Marines would be interrogated in connection with their 
activities Is that also the case with the RSO who is coming 
back? 
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uw 


& I've just said previously to that that we're 
going to be talking to everyone at the Embassy, and as a 
consequence, certainly the RSO falls within that category So 


when he comes back, we'll] certainly be talking to him about ali 
aspects of the security situation there 


Q Is there a substitute for him? 

- Yes There will be someone else going out 

Q Can you tell us who that is? 

- I can't right now 

Q It would seem that, if you had rotated, or you 


were rotating the 28 Marines out, you're bringing out Mecke, 
that you are stripping out of the Embassy a wtole lot of people 
whom you may need during tiie Shultz visit to help get the 
Embassy back up into shape 


a As 1 said in response to Ralph's last question 
we will be putting some people out there not only to take over 
and to fill in temporarily, but also, particularly with regard 
to the Secretary's visit, to help us prepare for that 


Q You never G1dq answer the question, Chuck, or 
perhaps I missed it -- that 8111 asked about the, in the series 
there, the question of the "bugging" of the Embassy itself, as 
opposed to communications from Moscow, the question of whether 
the Secretary will be able to conduct private communications 
among his party while he is in Moscow 


- I don't want to go into the details, but let me 
just say in more general terms that the Secretary will be able 
to do what he needs to do 


Q But on that, at this point, it's been some period 
of days now since you've realized that the Embassy has been 
seriously compromised You have technical experts at work in 
the Embassy now. You must be able to know whether or not in 
fact you have found "bugging" devices or evidence of “bugging” 
devices 


A That's your assumption, not mine, and I don't 
have anything to offer on it 


Max? 








Q C 
tne Soviet 
ior in int 
ck now on 
** is Deir 
*— some arc 

a I 


vt 
3 


iss 


ve 


ses publicly 


a 


m wonceri 


Sweces raised these 
raordinarily intrusi 
operations I 

anc the Secretary go 
bringing this issue 
couldn't be est 

t help you on that o 


in 
- 


i. 5) 


nd aggressive 


ng. with 
~tnere i 
out with tn 


Diisnec’” 


¢ 
em 





an I follow that, Chuck? Will the S$ 
n e this issue on his agenda when 


- Right now I just don't want to speculate on what 
the Secretary's agenda would include 
Q Will the Secretary have his car flown out there 


to make sure ne has a safe place to talk? 


A Don't have anything on that one 

Q This would not be unprecedented 

- Don't nave anything on that one. George 

Q Chuck, Nave any Foreign Service Officers agreec 
to or volunteered to take polygraph tests? 

- I don't have anything on that one either 

Q When cic Mecke take up his duties in Moscow’ Do 


you have dates for his assignment there’? And, also, is 
bringing him back imply any criticism of his performance?’ 


- He's being brought back for the reasons I just 
triec to outline I think those are clear enough 


As to the length of his assignment there, we'll try to 
get that for you I believe he's been there for a couple of 
years but we'll take a look at that 


~ Was he there during the entire period in which 
the Lonetree - 


- We'll see if we can get that 

Q Chuck, you've referred to Mr. Lamb's statement 
treat there's no evidence the Sovi:c >» nave Broken the Embassy 
coce But for your current communications DdDetween the Embassy 
anc Washington, are you proceeding on the assumption that they 
are all being monitored in some way -- broken, whatever’ 

- What we have done is to take steps to ensure that 


we Nave secure communications 


Q You have now or you will have them by the time 
the Secretary gets there’ 
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or are the 
bombarding the embassy with 


seen anything recently on thas 


this is continuing’? 


communications 
are you telling 
embassies 


the other exactly 


But 1s that possible? Is that rational?’ 

There are ways to have secure communication in 
Moscow 

Real time -- real time communications? 

No more details 

If you're using carrier pigeons or something, 

We May use carrier pigeons. that’s right There 


You have said that you re operating on the 
under the assumption of a worst-case 
and you simultaneously said that you assumed -- 


scenario, 


communicat 


e, anc we 
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the code To me those are contradictory Either it's the 
worst-case scenario in which you Nave to assume that they have 
broken the code or you haven't? 


a It's a very technical issue, Ralph And if you 
talk to people who are familiar with the technical aspects of 
these kind of communications questions we're talking about, 
they could explain all that to you I'll leave it with what 
I've said 


Q You're saying it's not contradictory’ 


. Chuck, 1s Mecke the only ore who is coming back 
to be questioned of the diplomats. or -- you said that those 
who served with Lonetree and 8racy would be interviewed DO 
you mean those who are currently in Moscow, or other places in 
the world’ 


“ Both 
Q Anco will they all come back to Washington’ 
~ [ don't think there's any reason for them to come 


back to Washington, at least 1n most cases 


Q And what period of time, then, those who served 
in Moscow, from what dates’ 


- During the period of Lonetree and Bracy 

Q Which is what -- ‘84, or - 

6 Tnose dates -- 

. Are there other RSOs beside: Mecke? 

= I'm not just talking abou: I'm talking 


about all kinds of embassy employees 


Q That will be coming back? 

A No Who will be talked to 

Q New topic’ 

Q Do you have a biography to release on Mecke’ 


Q No, I don't 
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Q How about the assistant RSOs, are they coming 
back here? 


a They're staying at post 


Q Chuck, GO you have anything on a report that 
Israel has refused to allow a dual American-Israeli citizen. 
Harold Katz, to leave and respond to questions about the 
Pollard case’ 


= No, I don't have anything on that I'd invite 
you to address it to Justice 


Q Does the State Department still consider that 
Israel is honoring its commitment to cooperate fully in the 
investigation of the Pollard case’? 


A I don't have anything new to offer on that one 
either 

Q Could you take that question? 

4 No, [I couldn't 

Q Why not? 

a It's been asked many times, John I have no 


reason to address it 


Q Wait a minute, that 1s not responsive to my 
gGuestion [I asked why you can't take the question Is it 
because it's invalid or because you don’t want to’ 


- I have no reason to look into it 
Q What's the answer to the question’ 
a The answer to the question is, it's been 


accressed many times in the past I simply have nothing to add 
°) The situation changes 
- As a consequence, I'm not in a position to offer 


you an analysis every time a situation changes day in and day 
out There's an on-going investigation 


Q Why are you here? What is your job description? 
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a [ think we've just talked about a number of 
questions which are of some interest to your colleagues, John 


Q Yeah, but [I mean, if you have the right to be 
selective about -- this is what I'm trying to get at Are you 
personally being selective or are you under instructions to 
give that response’ 


a I don't think I have to arsu - that one 


Q Can you confirm the reports that the United 
States has turned down an Iraqi recuest for the transport 
planes, C-130? And, as a follow-up, is the United States 
supplying Iraq with intelligence information? 


a On the latter question, because it's an 
intelligence question, I can't help you On the question of 
military supplies, once again, [ can't talk about the specifics 
but you know that as a matter of policy that we don't sell 
munitions-Llist equipment to either side in the [ran-Iraq war 
nor do we authorize transfers of such equipment from any source 


Q But was there any request by [Iraq for these 
particular planes’ 


= I don't have any comment on that 


Q Can you tell us why do we oppose sales of 
military supplies to Iraq’ 


- You know our long-standing policy That's been 
reiterated many, many times [It hasn't changed 
Q Do you have any comment on the report of an 


American serviceman defecting to the Soviet Union? 


o No I don't have anything to add to that story 
Q Do you have anything on Waite now? A second 
source say the Syrians have control over him -- Terry Waite 


Do you have any comment? 


- Nothing 


Q What is US. policy toward other countries that 
sell arms to South Africa? [Is our policy to cut off aid? Can 
you define that policy for me? 
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fe) You're going back te our opening subject at this 
point 


First of all, on the question of what others have done 
in the past concerning the arms embargo, that is an issue which 
we have raised over time, even before there was this 
requirement to do this study or to report on it. So it is 
something we have beer addressing with other governments. and 
we're going to continue to address it with them. 


Secondly, the Comprehensive Anti-apartheid Act of '86 
requires that any country violating the embargo be identified 
and that the President consider, as a possible sanction, 
whether the U.S. should terminate military assistance to such 
countries 


The termination is not automatic and would require a 
joint resolution of Congress. The Comprehensive Anti-apartheid 
Act provides that the President shall make a recommendation to 
Congress on additional sanctions in October of 1987 


Q Chuck, that Act also required that the State 
Department report to the Congress by April 1 Apparently, the 
State Department cid not 


a [t came very close 
Q Yeah, close counts in horseshoes 
” I think you're familiar with the history of many 


of these reports that get to the Hill We made an effort to 
get it there yesterday. [t didn't quite make it through the 
coordination process, but it's up there mid-day today 


Q Was there any last-minute - 
A I'm not sure, Jim, by the way, that “close” only 
counts in horseshoes. [ think it may count in getting reports 


to the Congress 


Q I'm not sure about that Anyway, were there 
last-minute changes in the report that delayed its delivery? 


= I don't want to go into the interagency process 
There is a U.S. Government report before the Congress today. 


Q It's being made public on Capitol Hil}. 
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A And it'll be made public here 
Q As soon as you can. 
6 It is our report to them, so we want to assure 


that they have it, at least for a minutes if not - 
Q They've had it long enough to make it public? 
2) That's their prerogative. 


Q Chuck, in accordance with the law that you just 
read us, is the President considering cutting off aid to the 
countries named in the report as supplying military technology 
to South Africa? 


a I don't want to presume what the President may 
decide. That's clearly his option [I would only note at this 
stage that our relationships with all of these countries that 
are involved are quite complex They're really very 
multi-faceted There are many, many aspects to them of which 
this particular question is only one 


Q Will you have guidance which is releasable once 
the report is officially made public? 


a) Yes The Press Office will have some material to 
work with. [ think, in fact, we have covered most of the 
interesting aspects of that guidance already in response to 
some of these general questions 


Q You haven't been country-specific, though Can 
you be more forthcoming once this is made public, or does it 
make any difference? 


A There may be a bit of help possible, but I don't 
want to encourage you too far, but ask your questions [f 
we've got something, we'll certainly do that 


Q What would be the Administration's policy if such 
a joint resolution of Congress is adopted banning, halting aid 
to countries that have broken the embargo? 


S I'm not going to speculate on hypothetical 
Situations. 


Y Isn't there a standard US. position on that -- 
Administration position? 
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a I've just answered you 


Q I realize you can't comment on the text of the 
report yet But if it indeed turns out that a number of the 
countries we do business with are upgrading or maintaining 
equipment that they sold to South africa before the embargo, 
does the legislation -- what does the legislation say about 
that? In other words, is that condoned under our policy or is 
it not? 


We'll see if we can get something on that 


Q Wait a minute A report on Terry Waite's 
location? 


A I think that was asked You may not have 
understood it [ didn't have anything on it 


Q l'm sorry, I didn't hear it 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:02 pm.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON BRIEFING ON APRIL 2, 1987 


SOUTH AFRICA ARMS EMBARGO REPORT: 
MAINTENANCE AND UPGRADE 


If countries are upgrading or maintaining equipment they 
sold to South Africa before the U.N. arms embargo, what 
does the legislation say about that? 

SECTION 508 OF THE COMPREHENSIVE ANTI-APARTHEID ACT OF 
1986 DOES NOT EXPLICITLY MENTION THE QUESTION OF 
MAINTENANCE AND UPGRADING OF PREVIOUSLY SOLD EQUIPMENT. 
IT REQUIRES THE ADMINISTRATION TO REPORT ON COUNTRIES 


VIOLATING THE U.N. ARMS EMBARGO. 


THE ADMINISTRATION'S REPORT MAKES CLEAR THAT WE VIEW 
CERTAIN TYPES OF UPGRADING, MAINTENANCE AND OTHER 


COMMERCIAL ARRANGEMENTS TO BE VIOLATIONS OF THE U.N. 


EMBARGO; THEY THEREFORE ARE A MATTER OF CONCERN. 
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TAKEN QUESTIONS AT NOON BRIEFING, THURSDAY, APRIL 2, 1987 


Q: When was the present security officer assigned to 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, and what is his 
background? 

A: REGIONAL SECURITY OFFICER FREDERICK MECKE WENT TO 
MOSCOW IN AUGUST OF 1985. HE JOINED THE DEPARTMENT 
IN 1976, AND HAS SERVED AS A SECURITY OFFICER IN 


WASHINGTON, SAN SALVADOR, NAIROBI AND MANAGUA, 


Q: Is the microwave bombardment reported earlier by 
the media continuing at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow? 


A: YES. STATE DEPARTMENT MONITORING CONTINUES TO 
NOTE LOW LEVELS OF MICROWAVE RADIATION AT THE U.S. 
EMBASSY IN MOSCOW. WE DO NOT FEEL THE LEVELS WE ARE 
OBSERVING ARE THREATENING TO HEALTH OR TO SECURITY. 


WE CONTINUE TO MONITOR THESE SIGNALS CAREFULLY. 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 3, 1987, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies anc gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with one announcement 


We find it repugnant that the terrorists holding Mr 
Alann Steen persist in issuing statements about Mr. Steen's 
x health rather than acting to release him so that he can receive 
the medical assistance they say he so desperately needs. 


These are not humanitarian gestures by the 
kidnappers. They are cynical attempts at manipulation of 
innocent victims and their families. The facts are plain. Had 
these terrorists not kidnapped Mr. Steen, were they are not 
denying him the hospitalization they say he desperately needs, 
his life would not be in peril 


Once again, let me reiterate that the United States 
Government holds the kidnappers responsible for the health and 
safety of their victims and calls for the immediate and 
unconditional release of all hostages. 


Jim? 


Q There are reports that as far back as 1985, there 
were doubts expressed about the security precautions at the 
U.S. Embassy in Moscow in particular, but other embassies as 
well, and that the State Department did not subscribe to these 
doubts -- in fact seemed to dismiss them Do you have anything 
to say about those reports’ 


a Let me answer that by going over some of the 
things that were done beginning in the period that you're 
describing. 


The White House has also spoken, I think, to this 
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question to some degree this morning I won't repeat what they 
may have said. A key element to the State Department's plan to 
improve security in Moscow was to reduce the number of Soviet 
FSNs working at the Embassy. 


In the summer of 1985, a comprehensive plan for the 
replacement of a significant number of FSNs with American 
contractor personnel was begun Also in 1985, the Department 
of State decided to exclude all Soviet citizens from the new 
office building construction but not from the entire compound 
This decision was implemented in August 1985. 


Also, in August 1985, it was decided that the new 
office building would be an all-American facility, i.e... that 
no Soviet employees would work in the finished new office 
building. This was in compliance with the decision to improve 
security at Embassy Moscow. 


The same year, 1985 we began improvements in the 
existing building that would allow us to exclude all Soviet 
employees from that building. The improvements were completed 
and the Soviets were actually excluded by March 1, 1986. These 
improvements included photo ID cards for all employees, whereas 
previously only Soviet workers had IDs; and installation of 
appropriate doors, locks, alarms, and other physical barriers 
to prevent unauthorized entry. 


Technical security improvements also were made in the 
existing office building, the specific details of which are 
classified 


Concerning the Marine guard program during this time 
period, with the establishment of a roving patrol in August of 
1985, Marine guard duties and surveillance were increased in 
secure areas of the Embassy during non-working hours. During 
weekly guard schools, security problems and personal conduct 
are discussed with the Marines by Embassy security personnel 


All Marine Guards, as well as all other Embassy 
employees, are briefed upon their initial arrival and 
re-briefed at least yearly on the securit +hreat in Moscow and 
standards of personal conduct. 


Actual misconduct cases, without identifying specific 
individuals involved, are discussed with the Marines as what 
are called “lessons learned." 


So I answer that, Jim, by way of giving you a certain 
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feel for the kinds of things that were being done in the time 
period you referred to 


Q May we have a copy of that list. please?’ 


a We'll have to take a few minutes to put it 
together, but we'll try to do that 


Q But can you acgdress whether the State Department 
minimized or failed to give the proper weight to the criticisms 
raised by this -- I guess it's an advisory board -- in 1985? 


A First of all, that wés an advisory board to the 
President. But my specific answer is to try to give you an 
idea of the kinds of things that have been done, specifically. 
since the particular date you referred to 


The White House also, in addressing the President's 
poard -- I believe I have their proposed words here -- said 
that beginning in 1981, the President asked his Foreign 
Intelliger.ce Advisory Board to study the problem of 
intelligence penetration of our embassies Since that time. 
there have been several reports from the Board making various 
recommendations 


The reports are classified, so we can't go into the 
details except to say that one result of those recommendations 
was the President's decision in November 1985 to reduce the 
number of Soviet staff members in our Embassy in Moscow 


Il think that's the best I can do in terms of answering 
your pinpoint question, but I hope the answer comes through 
from all of that 


Q One more current question There's another 
report that the new building, the new office building, is 
essentially one giant listening antenna with all the steel 
framework members joined together to create a giant listening 
device. 


Are those reports accurate? 


. We have spoken to that question in the past on 
one occasion or another You do know that Mr. Schlesinger has 
been asked by the Secretary of State to undertake a full 
investigation of that entire issue There are a number of 
other reports forthcoming on the same issue to which [ made 
reference, I think, earlier this week And as @ consequence. 
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until the results of all those studies are in, I just am not in 
@ position to give you a definitive analysis 


Q What is the relationship between these - 


- Excuse me, but if we could check with the Press 
Office. I recall one occasion maybe several weeks ago, where I 
talked again at some length. about the concern we had 
concerning the new office building at various times, the kind 
of steps we had taken, and our commitment to ensuring that we 
end uo with a secure operating environment 


Q What is the relationship between the Schlesinger 
inquiry anc this current on-going inquiry into the security 
Situation as it stands now? Are they working together. or -- 


a No, they're two separate issues 


Q And is Schlesinger going to be looking into 
security at the new building at all. or is it just construction 
problems, or what? How does that - 


- I'd invite you to refer back to the mandate which 
we read out here at the time of announcing his mission 


Q Has the investigation been broaden? Are 
additional Marines suspected of either fraternization or 
espionage’ 


- I don't have anything on that story I'd refer 
you to the Marine Corps 


Q Well, Congressman Aspin was talking about it this 


morning 


a And he hac a Marine Corps representative thnere 
He answered the question I just don't have anything beyond 
that 


Q Another thing that came up in the hearing this 
morning was that the Secretary may operate out of a trailer. or 
his communication may operate out of a trailer in Moscow Is 
such a trailer being flown over, and can you give any details’ 


6 I don't have any cetails to give other than what 
I said in a more general sense yesterday, that we're taking 
steps to provide secure communications for him 
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Q You're not denying that he could be working out 
of a Winnebago, as was stated’ 


. I'm not denying that, no I'm not saying that 
would be the only possibility he might have 


Q I think the other side of the coin of what Jim 
brought up is the incredible lengths these people go to I 
mean, it's just beyond belief I'm wondering, how could the 
United States carry out a civilized, diplomatic discourse with 
these people’ 


Is there any thought of the Secretary cancelling the 
trip to show how we feel about this stuff? 


i) We've spoken before about the question of the 
Secretary going forward with his trip. There are a lot of very 
important items on the agenda, as you know It's a 
wide-ranging one, including everything from human rights to 
arms control, bilateral and regional issues 


There's likewise, [ think, no misunderstanding the 
fact that this was a violation of our sovereignty at the 
Embassy The question was asked yesterday whether or not the 
Secretary would raise it I'm not in a position to tell you 
that 


Q Chuck -- sorry -- can I follow just that point? 
You're not in the position to tell us that he will raise it 
Does that mean you can't tell us because you don't know? Does 
it mean you can't tell us because it hasn't been decided yet, 
or because it's been decided but it isn't supposed to be talked 
about? There's a distinction there 


- ls there a “d?" 
~ That's important, [ think 
) Is there a category “D" all of the above. or some 


of the above? 
Q Well, you can make any categories you want 


a No, I can't give you any further detail. 


Q Back on the hostages I did not catch the 
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humanitarian side of your statement Can you refresh my memory 
of what you said about the -- you don't consider them 
humanitarian gestures or signs? 


A These are not humanitarian gestures that are 
being made by the kidnappers 


--MORE -- 
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Q In other words, are you suggesting that there has 
been some dialogue taking place Detween the US and the 
kidnappers? 


a I don't see any relationship between your 
question and what [ just said 


Q Did you make such a request? 


“ Once again, [ see no relationship between your 
question and anything I've said Sorry 


Q Going back to the Moscow Embassy, has there been 
a protest to the Soviet Union for this violation of sovereignty?’ 


~ I don't have anything on that 


Q Can you give some explanation of what the 
thinking is regarding protests of violations of sovereignty? 


a we'll take a look 


Q Sir, it seems that the Soviets themselves were 
very stupid in the way they went about this, and that it has 
brought world-wide questions among all countries who must deal 
with them It seems that this stupidity and the evil intent of 
these spies places in jeopardy all of our relations with them 
I think that every American questions the wisdom of not 
showing, in some direct manner, the fact that we are extremely 
angry Is this a valid conclusion? 


A That many Americans are extremely angry? 


Q And that we question whether we should proceed at 
this time with any summit meetings, etc 


- Let me answer that by saying something that we've 
said generally for a long time when we speak of our 
relationship with the Soviet Union, that there are always going 
to be problems in that relationship, that we are going to have 
to work through them, and at the same time, there are some 
other very important aspects to that relationship which are 
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vital to our two countries and to the world at large that we 
likewise need to keep working at So in that sense, it's a 
complex question with a number of elements to it 


Q Chuck, has the United States ever violated the 
Soviet Union's sovereignty in the same way you just accused 
them of violating the US sovereignty? 


.) [t sounds like an intelligence question I can't 
get into that one, Ralph 


Q About the same question This was a violation of 
sovereignty That's pretty serious And you're saying you 
don't know whether there is a protest or -- 


“ I said ['d look into it 

Q Do the Soviets know what we think --— that that's 
the US. view? 

2) That's all I've got for you right now 

Q Would it be possible for them not to know, given 


their access to every -- 
(Laughter) 


Q Do you have something about Spain and the 
negotiations between Spain and the United States and US 
military personnel in Spain? 


a I don't have anything as of now We've talked to 
the people who are participating, and they have again offered 
to try to provide us with a readout at the end of the talks 


Q Has the Marine -- the whole Marine business and 
the violation of sovereignty been raised in the Biiateral 
Commission this week? And can you give us a status report of 
where that Commission stands? 


“ We expect the Commission to finish its work 
today, and again, in response to our continuing request, we 
hope to have some sort of, at least a general readout as a 
result of their two weeks’ worth of work 


Q Can you answer at this point whether the issue 
has been raised? 
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A I can't. 

Q General readout today? 

a I hope so 

Q When do the Spanish base talks end? 

a I'll have to check on that. [ think they are no 
later than today, in any case 

Q Anything on the talks between Mr. Shultz and Mr 
Carter? 

£ = No, I don't 
Q Chuck, when the Jordanian Prime Minister or 


Foreign Minister are here next week, do we expect a request for 
more economic aid for Jordan and especially for more West Bank 
development aic? If we get a request like that, would we be 
favorably disposed? 





A I don't want to speculate on what might or might 
not come up or how we might react 


On the question of West Bank aid in a more generic 
sense, we're on record in the past in favor of that, and we've 
Given you some figures as to what we've provided in the last 
couple of years 


Q Specifically, I heard that there was going to be 
a request for $30 million more in West Bank aid and that the 
State Department would support that 


Qa I can't help you. 

Q Now that the smoke is beginning to clear at €1 
Paraiso in El Salvador, do you have anything on the situation 
there? 

“ No 

Q Evans and Novak had a column this morning that 


seemed to be critical of Mr. Murphy's description of the 
Mojahedin, the People's Mojahedin of Iran. Do you have any 
clarification of how the State Department views this group? 
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a I have a considerable clarification - 


Q I was afraid of that (Laughter) 


a -- or rather reiteration. Although the People's 
Mojahedin Organization of Iran, hereafter referred to as PMOL, 
is against the Khomeini regime, this is no reason for us to 
support a group which has engaged in terrorist actions for 
several years. The PMOL has advocated violence since its 
inception, and has worked for re-emphasis in Iranian society of 
Shia Islam reformed in the light of Marxist principles. 


The organization has a long record of terrorist 
activity. During the 1970s, the Mojahedin were at the 
forefront of violent opposition to the Shah, and in this period 
assassinated at least six Americans in Iran, and engaged in 
other acts of violence 


After the fall of the Shah, their terrorist activities 
continued. The Mojahedin took a measure of credit for the 
prolonged holding of American diplomats as hostages, and 
advocated putting them on trial as spies. When they fell out 
of favor with the victorious elements of the Khomeini 
revolution, the Mojahedin used terrorist and guerrilla violence 
against their former partners, including two large-scale bomb 
attacks in June and August 1981, which killed over 100 persons. 
PMOI bombings and other violence continue in Iran today. The 
Mojahedin engage in extensive public relations campaigns to 
attract sympathy abroad, but there have been no significant 
changes in their ideology 


The PMOI remains an organization which continues to 
use terrorism and violence as standard instruments in its 
policies 


Q Now they operate in Washington, as you know, and 
they distribute a lot of publications here. They are well 
known on the Hill. Is there any consideration within the 
Administration to curbing their freedom of action if they are 
this terrorist group that you describe?’ 

a You'd have to talk to law enforcement agencies. 

Q Well, does the State Department have a view on it? 


You'll have to talk to law enforcement agencies. 
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Can I just follow up? [In the Tower Board Report, 
I think they said that Mr. Ghorbanifar claimed that this 
previous statement of Mr. Murphy before a House committee was 
partly his doing. He certainly took credit for it. 


Do you have any knowledge of how that earlier 
statement came about? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have a readout on the meeting this morning 
involving the Secretary and Former President Carter? 


a No, I don't have any readout. Former President 
Carter came at the invitation of the Secretary. Mr. Carlucci 
and Chief of Staff Baker sat in. Obviously, the subject was to 
discuss President Carter's trip to the Middle East. But beyond 
that, don't have any details to offer. 


Q Was it useful and fruitful? 

a I'm sure it was. 

Q Why wasn't that meeting on the Secretary's public 
schedule? 

a) I think we went through that last week or the 


week before. The Secretary's schedule is his schedule. There 
are certain things that appear in public, other things that do 
not. It's as simple as that. 


Q Why was he taken in and out of the basement 
garage, the former President? 


A He was the Secretary's guest. The Secretary 
thought he was deserving of certain treatment, and he came in 
through the Secretary's private entrance in the garage which is 
the same way the Secretary comes in. 


Q There was no reluctance here to have him discuss 
with the press what his views are? 


4 I don't think there are any restrictions on 
former President Carter discussing with the press anything he 
wants at any time he wants. 


Q Did he deliver messages from the Syrians? 
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I said I didn't have any readout. 
Can we get anything on it? 
I doubt it. 


Do you have any comments on reports that the 
United States has offered to trade with North Koreans in 
humanitarian goods? 


A “Offered to trade" -- 
Q To trade with North Korea’ 


A What about the humanitarian goods. I don't 
understand that. 


Q Well, whatever goods, then. Has the United 
States recently offered to trade with North Koreans? 


“ Let me reiterate our policy concerning North 
Korea, that both the United States and our Republic of Korea 
allies are interested in reducing tensions on the Korean 
Peninsula through direct talks between North and South and a 
successful Olympics. 


As we've said many times before, our recent change in 
contact guidance is a step intended to reduce those tensions. 
We've also said that we hope the DPRK -- that's North Korea -- 
will join in this process and respond with its own concrete 
steps to reduce tension. It's our hope that this process will 
be a continuing one. We are prepared to do our part as it 
moves forward. 


I'm not going to speculate as to what else we might 
do. The ball is in Pyongyang's court and they understand that. 


Q You deny that there was an offer for trade with 
North Korea by the United States? 


a I've just given you a relatively comprehensive 
answer to your question. 


Q Is that dated today, or is that an old guidance? 


A That's dated today. George, [I don't use old 
guidances. 
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Q In Chile, preceding the Pope's visit to a 
stadium, there was some violence and some clashes. Do you have 
any reaction, do you have any observations on the situation? 


A No, I don't. 


Q There was a report that quoted U.S. officials as 
indicating the Soviets gave indications that they wanted to 
settle the short-range, the shorter-range missile issue? Have 
there been signals received here of that? 


A Other than the reports, no, there haven't been 
those signals received. [f the Soviets, in fact, have a new 
proposal to make, we would look forward to receiving the 
details and would, of course, consult closely with our allies 
on any such proposal. And at the same time, I would remind you 
that the U.S. position concerning short-range INF includes a 
U.S. requirement for global equality with the Soviet Union in 
these systems. 


Q That includes the Secretary -- when he's in 
Moscow, he'd be eager tc receive it in Moscow? 


a) Sure. 


Q At the Secretary's meeting with Former President 
Carter, did you mention anyone from NEA being present, or just 
Carlucci and Baker? 


A I don't know that there was anyone from NEA 
present. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 
have one announcement 


In response to an invitation extended by Secretary 
Shultz, the Foreign Minister of Tunisia, His Excellency Hedi 
Mabrouk will visit Washington April 20 to 24 In addition to 
discussions with the Secretary, Foreign Minister Mabrouk will 
have talks with other senior Administration officials and with 
Members of the U.S. Congress This is Minister Mabrouk's first 
visit to Washington since being named Foreign Minister of 
Tunisia 


Now, I'll be happy to answer questions 
Q wot prompted this invitation: 


- I think that this has to be seen in light of our 
excellent relations with Tunisia, and this is a normal visit 


Q Would you say that the request by Tunisia o% last 
year about economic and military assistance was implemented, or 
is there still some request pending? 


- I have nothing on that today 
Q Could you tell us about Ambassador Brown? Is he 


here? Has he begun work? And what exactly does he plan to be 
doing in the investigation? 


- Ambassador William A. Brown has returned to 
Washington and he has taken up his functions. He has been 
asked to pursue the following responsibilities on the basis 


of his analysis of the situation which developed at Embassy 








Monday, 4/6/87 


Moscow, he will make recommendations on modification and 
strengthening of our management and security procedures in 
ordge, to prevent a reoccurrence 


He will participate and assist in the Department's 
efforts to restore Embassy Moscow to secure operating 
capability, and he will participate in the Department's 
assessment of the extent of damage to U.S. interests caused by 
the Moscow situation 


He will report regularly to the Secretary, and at the 
end will have a report on his conclusions and recommendations. 


Q Any decision on whether the Secretary will bring 
along a communications trailer to Moscow? 


- I just don't have any specifics on that 


Q Is there a possibility of a protest over all this 
-- official? 


A There certainly is the possibility I just don't 
have anything on that today 


Q Can you give us a rundown on the status of where 
the building project stands, and your assessment as to whether 
or not it's going to be necessary to tear it down -- and start 
again? 


a In regard to the status of the new Embassy 
building in Moscow, let me repeat that the Secretary has asked 
Dr. James Schlesinger to review the quality of construction and 
the work already completed and to develop and evaluate options 
for insuring a secure operating environment for our mission in 
Moscow Dr. Schlesinger has begun his analysis and will be 
reporting to the Secretary by early June 


It is vital that we have a secure embassy in Moscow, 
and we will take whatever action is necessary to assure this 


Following the receipt of Dr. Schlesinger's 
recommendations, decisions will be made 


Q Phyllis, a follow-up on that What is the State 
Department's view on the view of Senator Leahy, among others, 
that the building should be, in fact, torn down and be rebuilt 
and that the Soviets would not move into their new building 
here unless something like that happens? 
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- I think I covered that implicitly in what I[ said 
-~- that because of the security situation in Moscow that there 
have been a series of reports; that we've not had someone to 
pull all of them together Dr. Schlesinger has been named to 
do this. and that we're not going to comment on any specific 
recommendations or ideas that have been created until we have 
his report and until we have his recommendation 


Q Does the scope of the Schlesinger report include 
the housing part of the new Embassy, the part that is already 
occupied’ 


- It's my understanding that it deals only with the 
Chancery, the Embassy office building 


Q Is the housing part, the new part, being looked 
at as well as the - 


- I don't think that that is part of Dr 
Schlesincer's -- 


Q I know that, but - 
- - mandate But, certainiy, in regard to our 


review of the Embassy security situation in Moscow, all those 
aspects will be evaluated 


Q Phyllis, can 1 just clarify something? I thought 
when you were listing Ambassador Brown's responsibilities, I 
guess I just assumed that that would include -- you talked 


about how important it was to have security, and so on, but I 
assumed that that would include the new Embassy What you're 
saying is Ambassador Brown will deal with conditions at the 
existing Embassy building, and Dr Schlesinger will deal with 
conditions at the under-construction Embassy facilities; is 
that correct? 


- Again, let me just review this Ambassacor Brown 
will -- analysis of the situation which developed; in other 
words, what happened He will make recommendations on 


management and the procedures, security procedures, and he will 
participate and assist in the efforts to restore the Moscow 
Embassy to secure operating capability -- in other words, the 
old Chancery that we're still using And then he will 
participate in the assessment of the extent of damage 
worldwide, whatever fallout there might have bee, 


ao 
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But I think that his is a more immediate task, while 
Dr. Schlesinger will be looking at the new building 


Q Does Brown's job include looking for possible 
leakages at other Embassies around the world? Because there 
are reporis that ten or so also had a problem 


a As I said, he will participate in the 
Department's assessment to the extent of damage of US 


interests caused Dy the Moscow situation, so that I think that, 


certainly, any lessons learned. anything that we ce. from what 
we discover will have a worldwide applicability 


Q But what happens if, in fact -- I mean, is it 
true that the investigation, if not Brown's then the Marine 
investigation, or whatever, does include more Embassies? And 
are we going to have another Ambassador pulled back from his 
post to look at those, too, or will that be encompassed within 
Brown's? 


- I can understand that some of this is getting 
confusing with the number of studies that are going on And 
certainly we have said that we're interviewing people at a 
number of posts at various locations around the world related 
to tne Moscow case 


I just can't get into the speci s of all of this 
| 4 


We are naturally looking at the worldwid ituation So far, 
think the mandates are quite separate It's not inconceivable 
that they would be changed and be modified as we 99 along 
We've said all along that the investigations are continuing 

Wwe can't predict where they're going to end or what we'll have 
to do 


~-MORE- 





. 
> 
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Q But when you say that we are looking at posts 
around the world related to the Moscow post, are you suggesting 
that those who had been in Moscow might have continued their 
activities at ot!irr Embassies, or -- the suggestion to me was 
that it was just that bad security situations in other 
locations allowed other instances to happen, even though people 
had not gone from Moscow taking their little habits with 


them? Do you understand what I'm -- 
- No [I didn't quite understand, but - 
Q I mean is it related to Moscow, or is it just 


similar situations like Moscow? 


4 Well, again, I think one of the points that we 
have had to make, about the Marines and other U.S. employees 
who served in Moscow are being interviewed, and that most of 
these people are no longer in Moscow, and therefore, to have 
the interviews with them anc the investigations continue -- and 
we certainly intend to talk to all of them This is occurring 
at other posts in the world besides Moscow 


But let me say and repeat the guidance that we have 
said, that we -- I don't have any specifics. but certainly, 
prudence and good sense dictates that we look worldwide to see 
if there would be any other situations, and that we're just 
trying to do the best we can based on what we find in Moscow, 
but certainly reevaluating and being very serious about this 
Situation that could develop worldwide 


Q Phyllis, last week you indicated -- I think it 
was on Wednesday or Tuesday -- that you had no evidence -- [ 
think your statement was that you had no evidence that this was 
4a worldwide problem And you limited your concern about this 
episode to the Moscow and Vienna Embassy situations, while 
making it clear that personnel who had been in either of those 
places, no matter where they are in the world now, would be 
interviewed if they had been in those two Embassies during the 


time that Lonetree was there 


I think our question today 1s has the investigation 
broadened beyond the scope of Moscow and Vierna, to include 
independent security problems at other Embassies not related to 
Lonetree's presence at either one of those two places? 


4 Again, I think that that was partially answered 
-- that we've stated that we were looking at those, that I 
don't have any specifics beyond that; Out sense and prudence 
tells you that you need to look, and this is what we're trying 
to do 
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Q Do you have a response to the several, the many 
charges that have surfaced over the past several days that the 
blame is on the State Department for not taking seriously, over 
the past two to three years, the warnings about the Moscow 
Embassy? 


- I think Chuck covered those points and the 
various steps that had been taken since 1985 about the security 
Situation in Moscow, and I con't have anything further on that 
tocay. 

Q Phyllis, a cifferent area? 

Q Well, let's make sure 

Q The readout, so to speak, on the Bilateral Review 
Commission was rather slim on Friday afternoon I just wonder 


if you had anything to flesh it out? 


- No, I don't have anything further on that 

Q Can I follow that up, please?’ 

Yes 

Q Do you expect at this point that Secretary Shultz 


will raise this Embassy security issue on his agenda when he 
goes to Moscow’ 


- You know that our standard practice 1s never to 
Giscuss the specifics of what his agenda will be, and I[ don't 
have anything on that 


Yes 


Q Two Members of Congress who are over in Moscow 
want the Administration to convene an Accountability Review 
Board Do you have any plans to do that’? 


a Well, again, let me review I think that we have 
done lots of things since this case broke, and we have tried to 
highlight the seriousness with which we take it and the steps 
tnat have been taken of the internal security investigation by 
the State Department, the work by the Department of Defense, 
the Naval Investigative Service We've called Ambassador Brown 
back I've spelled out his mandate today, and consideration is 
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also being given to the appointment of a Moscow Security Review 
Board and to its mandate and composition, But no decisions have 
yet been made on that 


Q Is that different, the Moscow Security Review 
Board, different from this Accountability Review Board which 
apparently is called for unger a Diplomgtic Security Act or 
something like that? 


QA Again, let me just say how, what the best type of 
board might be on this Certainly, Mica was referring to the 
one that was in his bill, but we're just considering lots of 
ways a Board might be constituted, and have no specifics on it 


Q Those two Members are also quoted as saying that 
it will cost tens of millions of dollars to put the Moscow 
Embassy back in shape What's your response to that? 


fe) Well, again, [ think that we've said that it's 
premature to give any dollar figures on this; that we're 
investigating, we're trying to look at what the extent of it 
is, and when we're done, then we'll try and come up with a 
price tag 


Yes, Ralph? 


Q Phyllis, can 1 come back to the Secretary's trip 
again for a moment? We discussed some of this on Friday and un 
Thursday If I recall the chronology correctly, Sergeant 


Lonetree was recalled in December, and presumably, an 
investigation began immediately thereafter, probably in January 


[I'm curious as to why there is such a scramble going 
on in April to establish secure Embassy conditions in time for 
Secretary Shultz' visit -- four months after the initial 
indication became available to the State Department that there 
might be a problem. 


I guess what I'm asking you 1S, you now say you are 
going on @ worst-case scenario basis Were you not going on 
such a basis on December 31 when Lonetree came back? 


” Again, [ think our statements have covered this 
thoroughly We talked about Lonetree at the end of the year 
and what had been brought about We realized that there was a 
breach of security People didn't know to what extent the 
security situation had degenerated, and it was through that 
investigation that we were led to Bracy, and it was his 
discussions that made us realize the extent of the situation - 
and at that point, the assessment was made that it was the 
worst-case scenario So I think it's a logical development of 
the investigation that was created by his actions 


-- MORE -- 
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Q So the worst-case scenario did not begin 
consideration until after Bracy -- the Bracy developments were 
discovered, is that -- 


- Well, I think you're getting into a matter of 
degree and perhaps even a bit of theology As [I said, from the 
beginning we took this very seriously We were tryine to see 
the extent of the damage No one wanted to make that 
prediction of what it was. until we then could see that with 
Bracy., we then had a worst-case scenario 


Q Mrs. Vakley, quite a few Americans have said to 
me in the last several days. and some even said to me at church 
yesterday, following church, that it seemed very demeaning for 
the United States if it is true that Secretary Shultz will have 
to operate from a trailer or some other bizarre situation 


Has the State Department considered that the Soviets 
must be laughing -- the Soviet heirarchy must be laughing just 
hilariously over this, and that Americans feel humiliated? 


I think that we have all seen various reports 
coming out of Moscow I don't think that these have been 
particularly constructive in the evaluation I think I can 
just speak for the part of the United States that we don't 
think that there's anything funny about this situation we 
take it in the most serious manner possible [I think that we 
would expect the Soviet Union to understand that, and we wil! 
take all appropriate actions that are required 


Q Are you referring to the comments by Gerasimov 
last week in what you're saying’ 


.) Vaguely, yes 
Q Is it correct that the Soviets won't be allowed 
to move into their new facility here until we're ensconced in 


the new one over there?’ 


” Yes I don't have the exact terms of tnat 
agreement, but certainly the general outline is that they will 
not move into their Chancery building until we are allowed to 
move into ours 





Q Phyllis, there was a disturbing report over the 
weekend, or rather yesterday in The Washington Post about the 
Situation in the refugee camps in Lebanon Do you have ay 


comment on that? 
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A We condemn in the strongest terms the murders of 
women and children which the report about the conditions at the 
Palestinian refugee camp near Beirut highlighted We are 
dismayed that innocent civilians should continue to carry the 
burden of disputes not of their making 


- The continuing violence around the Palestinian camps 
in Beirut, Sidon and Tyre is a compelling demonstration of the 
urgent human need for an end to the Arab-Israeli conflict and 
the restoration of peace and stability throughout the Middle 
East 


Militias cannot protect Lebanese and Palestinian 
civilians Only the Lebanese Government and its security 
organs, the army and the police, can legitimately and 
effectively guarantee the safety of civilians in Lebanon 


We call on all parties to provide vigorous support for 
an immediate cease-fire and to ensure that international 
humanitarian agencies have regular, safe access to the camps 
and their surrounding neighborhoods 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
2) Yes 
Q Phyllis, do you have anything on Alann Steen's 


condition? 


There was a single unconfirmed report about Steen 
over the weekend, but we have nothing more on that As we 
stressed last week, the terrorists holding Mr Steen are acting 
in a despicable manner by exploiting the state of his health 
Had they not kidnapped him, the hospital care they say he needs 
would be aveilable 


The kidnappers are responsible for the health and 
safety of all the hostages They should be released 
immediately and without condition 


Q Anything on the Jordanian visitors? 


re) That Prime Minister Rifai of Jordan -- during his 
visit he will be meeting with the Vice President, the Secretary 
of State, the Secretary of Defense, Assistant Secretary Murphy, 
and other U.S. officials This afternoon he will be meeting 
AID Administrator McPherson For more details of the program, 
[I would refer you to the Jordanian Embassy 
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Q Do you have anything, Phyllis, on a date being 
set for the King to come? 
“ No Nothing on that 
Q Do you have anything on the Japanese trade 


talks? The Japanese say there are going to be talks next week, 
I believe 


a I don't have anything specifically on the trade 
talks We note that there is a special envoy of Prime Minister 
Nakasone, Mr. Abe, who will be preparing for the visit of the 
Prime Minister, and Mr. Abe will be meeting with senior 
administration officials, and we expect with Members of 
Congress -- this week * 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports that the 
U.S. and Japan are both interested in working out an agreement 
that would in effect prevent the trade measures announced by 
the United States from ever taking effect? 


- I just con't save a@hyliiang on tne trace situation 
today 

Q Do you have any comment or situation report on 
Mr. Carter's -- President Carter's -- report to the 


Administration last week? 


“ No As is our usual practice, we don't comment 
on private discussions like that 


Q Related to this, do you have anv comment or 
anything to offer on the travel and activities of Ambassador 
Wat Cluverius on the East Jerusalem Consulate in the Middle 
East? 

a I don't have anything on that 

Q You mean to say you don't know when Mr. Shultz 
will be seeing the Jordanians tomorrow, or do we have to ask 
the Jordanians to tell us about that?’ 

a I thought I covered that Perhaps I misspoke 


Q No, you didn't say the time 





*The Spokesman meant to say that Mr. Abe will be visiting the 
U.S. during the week of April 20 
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a Prime Minister Rifai will be meeting with the 
Vice President and the Secretary of State, and, as I understand 
it, the meeting is set up for tomorrow. I[t was announced on 
his public schedule. 


Q The meeting with the Secretary? 

A Yes. 

Q What about the Vice President? 

A I don't have the exact time of that meeting -- 


but he will be meeting with Secretary Shultz tomorrow. 

Q Phyllis, have any State Department officers asked 
for an interview, asked the Soviets to allow interviews with 
the man who they say is a U.S. soldier who defected? 

4 I don't have anything on that 


Q . Thank you. 


cs - 
(The briefing conciuded at 1:19 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two brief announcements concerning backgrounders tomorrow and 
the next day. 


There will be a BACKGROUNDER on Prime Minister Rifai's 
visit tomorrow, Wednesday, April 8, at 4:30 p.m. here in the 
Press Briefing Room. That's at 4:30 tomorrow. 


And on Thursday, at 2:00 o'clock here in the briefing 
room, a BACKGROUNDER on the situation in Libya which will also 
cover other countries in the Magreb. That's 2:00 o'clock on 
Thursday. 


Q Before we get into the normal questioning, Chuck, 
could [ follow up something that Jim Anderson proposed a couple 
of weeks ago. It's now been over a month since we've had 
access to the Secretary of State, and a lot has changed. [t's 
been a very busy month, what with the Moscow Embassy, what with 
the overture to North Korea, Japanese trade -- lots of things. 
Would it be at all possible to give consideration to an 
ON-THE-RECORD press conference before his departure for Moscow? 


mn It's something I've had under consideration now 
for some time, and [ can't yet promise you that we're going to 
get it done before Moscow, but, yes, it is under consideration. 


Q What has been done, if anything, in the way of a 
protest to the Soviets as far as what you called the “violation 
of sovereignty” at the American Embassy last week? I[s anything 
planned? 


is) I can't give you any details, but, yes, we have 
filed a protest. [t was done by our Ambassador in Moscow today 
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Q Through the Ambassador in Moscow, could you say? 
- It was done by our Ambassador in Moscow. 
Q Could you say in your own words what it is we're 
protesting? 
A In the most general terms, I don't think there's 


any doubt here what our concerns are. They've been very 
obvious. I think in technical terms that what we're looking at 
here is what is certainly a breach of the norms of diplomatic 
conduct. 


I'm not sure in retrospect whether my use of the word 
“sovereignty” was technically correct. I'd have to ask the 
lawyers to take a look at that. There is, of course, the 
Vienna Convention and what it says about the inviolability of 
diplomatic premises 


Q Former Secretary of State Kissinger suggested 
last night that the Secretary conduct the meetings in Helsinki 
with Mr. Shevardnadze Is that under -- would you consider 


that, or are you - 


a Not that I'm aware of, Matt we've made a -- 

Q His trip to Moscow is on ~- 

a That's raght 

Q -- and nothing's going to change it 

AQ The trip is on ' 

Q Chuck, in an interview released today, Ambassador 


Hartman tells the Foreign Service Journal, talking about the 
many difficulties that American Government employees had to go 
through in Moscow, and there are too many to enumerate. He 
says, “If that sort of thing happens again, we should cease 
operations in Moscow, and tell the Soviets to cease operations 
in Washington until it stops." 





Given -- in the light of everything that's happened, 
is there any consideration of that? 


A Not that I know of 





Q Chuck, can I - 

© In his interview -- 

- Just a second, Barry 

« -- Amvassador Hartman also suggests that the 

iscal operation of the Embassy be moved to another Curope - 

anotner embessy in Europe ls that a proposal or is that 
under active consideration? 

A I really don't know the exact status of that 
When we reduced our Embassy personnel in Moscow some of the 


Q 
+ 
® 


things we were looking ven then included i.e possibility of 


moving some functions outside of the Soviet Union to other 
ls Ty . ¢ } - 
places That for the reason that we didn't have the personnel 
there to Go them any i.onger 
fc ™ 7 
Q MUCK can 1 ask 
A Barry [ think - 
w Weld I just wented to ask you if it $ fairly 
oovious tnougr Dut et's see if you an put it on the 
record Wili tne Secretary take up thi bugging this security 
breach, with - DpotnN prodiems ine bugs and the breach, witr 
Vr Snevaraqnad7Zze wner ne sees nim 
4) [ gor + yer fave anvtf na I afr put Qyr rne record 
@ Ana you remember tnose precaut nary steps ne was 
considering ' going out to the airport tc “ ls airplane 
Or oringing ifr a speciai tralier They ail apparent ¥v Were 
r i p ’ f r C r j cer o + ] C r hea eC J e o A a ¢ r C e me -F ™ 
Oks anotfr r at TNn1is point 
- l'dqd jeeve it for now a‘ ]1 salad at some point 
ast Wwe e k that in conjunctior witf +rnHe appropriate tecnni a 
specialist in these kinds of questions, that we are taking 
ppropriate measures so that tne Secretary wiii De adie to ac 
what ne neecs to Go 
Q well t's ing to be pretty hard to hide a 
tralier so if the trailer is going can you t@ii us whretner t 
; l mear a ot of the precautions 2OvidOUsIly are invisidie 
to the nakeao eye Dut Now abouc a Nuge tralier’ Wiili that 
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- To the extent they're not invisible, we'll try to 
keep you posted 


Q Chuck, in the same interview with Ambassador 
Hartman, he talked about the danger of bringing in contract 
workers to replace the Soviets; that they're young 
inexperienced people Just as we found out with the Marines, 
they're vulnerable, and you don't need Soviets in the Embassy 
to make contact with them 


Has there been any evidence so far that any of those 
contract employees are in any way a liability? Have they found 
life difficult in Moscow and asked to return to the United 


States? 

- In general terms, yes 

Q They've asked to return? 

- Yes There have been some difficulties 
experienced by the contract people who have gone to Moscow 
There have been a number of them who have gone over and have 
since come back for a variety of reasons ranging from families 
couldn't come over, poor performance on the job, other sorts of 
difficulties having to do with not being able to adjust to life 
in Moscow, so that there are a number who have come back But 


in tne meantime, the contracting agency is going through tr 
process necessary to continue to supply the people that are 
required 


Q Do you heave any number's’ 

6 I have some numbers, but I couldn't confirm that 
they were accurate I ]] see if Il can aet something more 
statistically oriented 

@) Presumably the Secretary will go down the list 
all of the issues at issue between the two countries, so are 


you saying that you can't say whether he'll bring this up? 


A I could agree with you that it might be a fair 
assumption that that could be on the list of things at issue 
but I'm not in a position to specify for you all the things or 
his agenda 


cf 

~ 
nome come nome bDecause of anything reiatec to security 
probdiems: 





A Not security problems 
There are the same kinds of rules and regulations 
and there may be some 


word 
governing fratern 


ization, for example, 


in tne strict 


Tuescay, 


sense 


of t 
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he 


of 


those who were involved in that kind of problem as well 

Q So some of them may Nave been sent home because 
of violation of rules that have a bearing on security 

f. I think that’s correct 

Q Do you know how many -- couid you find how many 
of those were in that category? 

A I'll see if I can 

Q Was this a fairly significant number of those who 
went over? 

A Well, I - 

Q -- who left for all reasons 

- As 1 Say the number 1 have, I'm not sure is 
totally accurate [ have something on the order of nine, but 
I'd like to try to confirm that 

Q Out of now Many Was it? 

aa WeEli that's what 1 don't KnOoW as to whetner the 
nine were over and above the number that are actually there 
now, or whether they were part of the larger number So I just 

- unfortunately, I can't pin down that detail 

\) hOW Many now’ 

- There are now -- as of April, there are 27 ir 
Moscow 

Q And how many is it anticipat that will be put 
there total? 

- Total for Pacific Architects and Engineers has 
been asked to provide between 65 and 75 

Q Chuck, when you talk about fraternization, I 
gather a lot of the people who have gone over on these jobs 

re, in fact, people who have an interest in the Soviet Union 
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They're Russian speakers In some cases they've got their 
degrees in Russian. They've gone over because this is a guod 
opportunity for them to be in Moscow and enjoy the Soviet Union 


Does fraternization include having Soviet friends, or 
does it include something more intimate than that? (Laughter) 
Do you have to sleep with a Soviet to fraternize or -- 
(laughter) - 


a This is only a PG rated briefing (Laughter) 


Q Seriously, I mean, a lot of these people go with 
the expectation that this 1S going to be their way to see 
Moscow, and, you know, have Soviet friends, maybe pick up what 
Soviet friends they had before 


Q With one foot on the floor 

Q I mean, where the line? (Laughter) 

Q It doesn't apply to press (Laughter) 

- First of all l can't answer those kinds of - 

Q Who's blushing more? You or me? (Laughter) 

a I can't answer those kind of very detailed 
questions There are, ciearly certain people in an embassy 
whose 39D it is to know Soviet nationals That's why we nave 
embassies aovroac They re there to understand the cuiture, to 
understand the people, to know what's going on in the country 
So there are clearly people for whom fraternization is in tt 
broad - good sense of the word - (laughter ) I mean, it's 
encouraged [t's their job 

There are other people for whom that is not true, and 
[ would presume, of course, that that includes lots, if not 
most, of the people in the contract category These people are 


not there for those kind of diplomatic purposes 


I might note that these people who are going over 
there have received what we call “full field background 


investigations,” and they hold top secret clearances So as a 
consequence, Anne, whether or not there's any middle ground in 
between people, whether you're allowed to talk to somebody or 


nave a friend or not, ['ll have to look into that and see if we 
can get any further detail 
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Q Chuck, Virginia Kelly isn't here, so let me ask 
you if you know enough about this group of nine, or approximate 
nine, to characterize them A lot has been made, critically. a 
lot of it, of the fact that these were young Marines, young 
single Marines, and there's another view that not only young, 


Single Marines might be susceptible to lures Can you tell us, 
are these people more of a cross-section of, you know, by the 
way -- they're men and women, are some young, some not so 
young, some single, some married Can you do anything in the 
way of -- by way of describing their situation? 

Q [ don't really have a personality profile of 
these people to offer I could give you a bit of information 
as to how they're trained, for example You know, these are 


people that have some background, have some experience 
They're doing things like maintaining the heating, the 
electricity, the air conditioning Those are people that are 
in the new office building complex, for example 


We have individuals in the existing American tcmbassy 
who are doing things such as drivers cooks, food service 
personnel, plumbers and clerical positions 


Prior to leaving for Moscow, these individuals receive 
a week of orientation training T 
Department of State policies, life in Moscow, stress, alcohol 
abuse, individual and group security briefings, and then upon 
arrival at post, all employees receive post-specific security 


hese seminars deal with 


briefings And, finally, there are some of these individuals 
who will receive up to six months of language training 30 
there are a variety of functions that are being covered 


@ Just >Oo we re ail lear aner you jescriodedc tne 
functions, these were functions of the large grour This is 
not necessarily the nine or ten who fit in these b ategorie 

- That's right These are the overall group of 
people being provided by Pacific Architects and Engineers 
There are some other contractors or ite in Moscou but these 
are individuals who are associated with the Fureign Building 
Office and are involved in the construction of the new office 


building in Moscow 


f 7 ~ ,aA 4 
Y) ls tnat trainina ir Washingtor ‘nat weer you 


taixec adout 


4 





-8- Tuesday, 4/7/87 


Q Chuck, this figure that you -- the figures you 
gave, I realize you say that you qualify them by saying you're 
not sure of it -- but nine, having gone back already in this - 
come back already in this relatively short time, and that's 
roughly about -- that's a number that's a third of the amount 
of people that you have there That doesn't exactly sound like 
this program is running smoothly 


Q The reason 1 didn't want to make it a third or a 
fourth is because if they're in addition to the 27, then you 
may have had as Many as 36 Or more who were there 


Q But still it reflects -- 

- But let me point out that of that number, I'm 
absolutely certain that some came back for other reasons That 
some came back because they couldn't adjust to life in Moscow 


Some were dismissed because of poor performance on the }0b 


. Right But -- well, this is what I'm getting 
to At the time that the Soviet workers who were withdrawr 
ar were ina lot of the discussions that went on earlier about 
the placing of them [ mean anybody tnat’'s Seen in the room 
knows that many people in the Department and outside who krou 
something about the Soviet Union made the point that this was 
likely to prove t be a very, very costly and inefficient 
procedure in terms of finding people who y jld use over a 
long-term basis wit -ould do the job, becaus: f the nature 
the society in whicr ney re working al 

- i s,icr t 

.@) Jicg you get any preilim y r i 3° i 1 
wnetner tnis pr z3ram is NOPKING anetner Lt nee > Fadci 44 
hanaes ’ 

I can't draw that kind of mciusior YOu caer 
ee from the statistics ['ve given you that it is difficult 
adjust to life in Moscow for a lot of people at the same 
time, there are a number of these people -- and again since | 
can't quantify it, I can't give you statisti with whom I'am 
sure supervisors are very pleased 39 that [ think that rt 


' Taptures as best I an wnat rhe situatior i 
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Q Let me come back one more second to the number 
again All sorts of -- all of these people are people who were 
there after October when the foreign nationals were pulled 
out [s that correct? 


A That's right 

Q Jkay And the 65 to 75 number that you gave is 
the number that this company has been asked to provide Dut has 
not yet provided Is that correct? 

re) That's right 

Q Okay So the only number you're really in 
question about is whether the total number of contract workers 
in Moscow 1s 27 or 36 Minus 9 You don t know whether the nine 


comes out of 


that there are 27 


Q yes Alth IQr ny 3 Imo] r is 
Stlii cnere that tnose who nave ret rneag are Nn top of that 
Dut we ii try t firm that uf 

~ Nuck i tTtnMink you 410 tne QO 5 were arcnitect 
and engi 2ers 

Q AY ey are be na tf red +h jar 2 firm + at VT: 
nave mtra req with 241ieQ 4 lf] er nite ts ana tf zineer 
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Q But that doesn't include the cooks the bottle 
washers, the plumbers? 


- It includes all of those people 
Q Oh, it does? 
s That's right The only people it does not 


include are some FBO contractors who are working in the 
construction part of the new Embassy 


Q Okay, anc the 65-75 1s the total number that are 
going to be there 


” Under the PAEA contract 

Q 65-75 to tne 27? 

Q No ihe 27 ls part »+ rne 65-75 

Q Among those are there espionage concerns with 
any of these nine, or did they imply violate the rules and 
theref re were sent Dac JT was ‘nere , metning more tnat 
suggested that perhaps any ne of the nine iant Nave vdveen up 
to espionage activities’? 

“4 t rormer 

@ ne + rmMmer 

Q Ye 

a Which was tne tormer ia 

4 He pnrasedqd tre au ti ®10q tiy 

. He'll debrie’ me 

“ [ have no information that any r these peopie 
are suspected of those kind of activities 

) You re not saying what rts r Ll mear 
‘emographically, these people are s: you're not ] mear 
w do we know that they're less vulnerable to spiocnage 
yertures ’ an ‘re Marine 1s ‘nere a . assur @!t anytnina 
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Q Yes 
Qa I don't k of anything - 
Q [f they were married, they might be less -- 
A . that indicates that they're either more or 


less vulnerable 


If they were lider or married, they might be less 
vulnerabl 


e 
Q The best I could say is that, in recapping what | 
outlined to you in terms of the program that they go through 


for their orientation before going to Moscow, it has a heavy 
security aspect to it 


9 When did these people actually begin arriving in 
Moscow - the yntract employees? 

” l' il have t nec n tnat l1 don't know when 
+he rirst nes 3 »+ *yhere My roe lle ti an is that it S been 
Ss met ime + Whe last ipis¢ + montr wher +he first one* 
actu@iiy ¢ jan ¢t appear n site 

) ne niqnt ney ave ?t dpe more Juineradie 
de a e tney nignt na nore De :©¢>s>> yul eravdie t 
discis e from th ernment because they're not in the 
nil tery io they have 1 y pr +e rion 

6 l nave no way f making that jdqment Matt 
ney sare jer +? per i | rn t tne rmpea y per el 
. , . la > aA? ‘nat A > Nake * ean j af ie 

. Nuc i }OT t xnoW i? j 4 t | wered -itner ’ 

. 4 

‘ne e tw thinaes Willi tney de 3eoOrierec r ast tioned Wiad 
nere dDe some consicgeration of Nanging tne trainit 4 prot edgur 

. . — ' 
a aresuit of this probabDly 25 percent fail it rate 

i) As I Say whether it > 2U per ent/25 percent it 
remains t be seen But the l real y OF t Know wil at 5 
301N@ on there 

] tnink if tern ? LOOKING a7 tne xing t Peopie Ae 
eed it rTnerys ate agouot rna?t +hne firm Le oO. S int ; +he y 
experience Jitn the empi ye they nave ldentified anc woulda 

Oud ioon at tn reasons wily peopie naven t adjusted 
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Beyond that, I'd just have to speculate [ just don't know 
what the answer to that question 15s 


Q If you talk with the firm, Chuck, you get the 
same sort of profile. personal profile, that ann Garrels 
described That they point out that a lot of these are peopie 


who are studying Russian.affairs or language and who took the 
jobs, and the idea of having an opportunity to see the place at 
first-hand, to perfect their language skills 


But if you're saying a lot of them are in jobs where 
fraternization is, in effect, not encouraged, don't you have 
sort of -- a kind of built-in barrier or disincentive to 
getting people here’ 


A I really can't speak to that These people are 
being contracted to do specific jobs for the United States 
Government I would suspect that's the reason they're getting 
pa 1 d 

Q Is there a special bonus or merit kind of pay, or 


an unusual kind of extra high pay in order to induce them - 
people to go there? 


l iust don't know about that 

) DO you have any cost figures mn them? 

Q The cost figures 

@ Yean 

A I'll take a look and see if wit an get any 

@ are you appiying saraty randgara nore rigidly 
now since the Marine incident? Ano is that why some ofr tnese 
nine have been called back ~-- a tougher enforcement? 

a I couldn't say that that's the case lhere have 
been many people in the past who have been asked to leave 


Moscow and other posts for violating the same kind of rules 
that some of these people have been asked to leave because of 
o that's certainly nothing new 


? 


Q Can we have a filing break 


A sure 
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Q Have these nine been called back since the 
espionage scandal broke open? 


“ [I just don't know about that 
Q Could you check that? 
a In fact, let me say, first of all, that because a 


number of them I do know have come back for reasons having 
absolutely nothing to do with any kind of violations of that 
sort but for poor job performance; that there's clearly not any 
direct linkage with the espionage case 


Q You mentioned that some of the reasons for coming 
back was that they didn't, you know, lonely, didn't have 
families with them, I think, when you were citing it Can they 
not bring their families with them? Are they required to go on 
their own? 


- I believe that's the case, but let me pin that 
down again 


Q Do you know if the Soviet complex here in 
Georgetown or Mount Alto, is it occupied now by a Soviet 
official -- I mean, Soviet personnel? 

“ The situation is such that in terms of Living 
Quarters, both our living quarters in Moscow and their living 
Quarters here, are occupied But it's based on the question of 
reciprocity, and they will not occupy their Chancery until we 


can occupy ours 


Q Il have another question when you say in your 
protest that you're talking about a breach of the norms of 
Giplomatic conduct, does that mean the fact that they are 
spying on an embassy or the way they did it - Dy using 
entrapment? I mean, what is it exactly that they what norms 
of diplomatic conduct did the Soviets breach in this case’ 


a I can't pin that down any further for you 
Q Can [I rephrase that question? Is it the mere 
ract spying, or 1s it the DBrazenness of what the Soviets 


were up to’ 


A Once again I really can't define that any 
further for you 
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Q Can you give us assurances that the United States 
is not doing anything similar to the Soviets here in Washington? 


A ['ve been asked that question before Don't have 
anything. 

Q (Inaudible) 

A And the answer is, I won't comment on alleged 


intelligence activities 


Q You have not been asked that question since the 
United States Government protested formally to the Soviet Union 
over this matter Now there's a formal protest I think it's 
a legitimate question to ask whether the Soviets would be in a 
position to make the same sort of protest in the U.S. which 
would diminish, to some extent, [ think, the impact of either 
protest? 


A Can't help you anymore on that one 


Q So you won't comment on it because you consider 
that question to be an intelligence matter; is that it? 


2) The case ['m talking about, you have a lot of 
facts which are clearly out there 


Q Isn't that an intelligence matter? 
A That does not fall into the question of alleged 
or anything else [I'm talking about any other kind of category 


of intelligence, I'm not going to talk about 


Q Well, wait a minute First of all, they are 
alleged, Chuck Nobody's been convicted of anything - 


The Marines have published charges 

Q Did the Soviets accept the protest?’ 

A [I don't have any feedback 

Q Chuck, the on-going physical examination of the 


old Chancery, have any devices been found yet?’ 


A Don’t have anything on that 








-15- ; Tuesday, 4/7/87 


Q How about -- have the cryptographic and 
crypto-keying equipment, has that all been moved out of the 
Embassy by now, or -- 


- Once again, I'm not going to engage in discussion 
of these kind of technical and operational details. 


Q If you basically have -- 


A They do have some bearing on the security of the 
Embassy, and IT just don't think it's proper to go into them 
here. 


Q If you set up this worst-case scenario that we 
feel that all the communication has been compromised or going 
on that basis, I mean, don't you think it's sort of the 
waiting-for-the-other-shoe to drop to say, yes, indeed, we 
found something and something was there? 


They know it's there Why shouldn't we know it's 


there? 
ms I don't see that you posed any new question 
Q Well, it's not new [It's just old 
Q Can we change the subject? 
“ Sure 
Q Do you have -- have you reached any agreement 


with Kuwait about their ships? For example, gesturing them 
under US. flags? 


A By way of a more general answer, discussions 
continue with the Gulf States, including Kuwait, on the threat 
posed by Iranian attacks on neutral shipping These talks are 


consistent with our pledge to maintain the Free flow of oil 
through the Strait of Hormuz and the great importance we attach 
to freedom of navigation in international waters 


I can't go into the details or the various stages of 
these discussions You do know that our close relations with 
all Arab states in the Gulf and our often-reiterated commitment 
to support their individual and collective self-defense efforts 
against external threat are a matter of public record 
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Q Do you have any problem with a similar request, 
the reported similar request put to the Soviets? A Kuwaiti 
request for the registration and carrying the Soviet flag? 


A Once again, I can only speak for our discussions 
which is, as I said, focus on the Iranian threat to neutral 
shipping; the importance we attach to freedom of navigation; 
our commitment to maintain the free flow of oil through the 
Strait; and. the security of our Gulf friends. 


Q Do you have any comment on Rafsanjani's interview 
where he said that he looks forward to have relations with the 
United States if the United States will not be against Iran or 
something like that. 


A As I saw the interview, he seemed to, once again, 
connect the hostage question with the return of Iranian assets, 
if you're talking about the same remarks that I saw. 


This is the kind of statement that Rafsanjani has 
repeatedly made in recent months. Whether or not he's 
referring to the $500 million that we've been talking about in 
conjunction with the Hague Tribunal, virtually all of the 
Iranian assets now in the United States are the subject of 
arbitration at the Iran-U.S. Claims Tribunal in The Hague. 


Because of such statements, we have asked the Tribunal 
to make clear that implementation of Tribunal orders, such as 
that concerning the $500 million, is not linked to the unlawful 
taking and detention of hostages and to order Iran to state for 
the record that there is no such linkage. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Japanese Communist 
Party paper report that there is in existence a telegram that 
suggests that Japan will turn a blind eye to transit of nuclear 
weapons through that country? 


a First, let me reiterate what you know to be our 
policy concerning Japan and nuclear weapons, which is that we 
consistently maintain a world-wide policy to neither confirm 
nor deny the presence or absence of nuclear weapons aboard U.S. 
naval vessels. 


We're aware of the special sentiments of the Japanese 
people with regard to nuclear weapons. We have faithfully 
honored our commitments under the Treaty of Mutual Cooperation 
and Security with Japan and will continue to do so. 
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We're now in the process of checking the authenticity 
of the document to which you refer to, so that I'm not in the 
position to comment on its content. 


The Japanese Communist Party has reportedly obtained 
information concerning the 1960 Mutual Security Treaty which 
has long been in the public domain. That agreement is 
certainly not secret. 


Q Can I go back to the Iranian thing? In your 
response, are you confirming, then, Iran is responsible for the 
hostage-taking in Beirut? 


A I think I made it clear that I was referring to 
statements which Rafsanjani has repeated and made in the past 
linking the question of hostages to the return of the money 
that's under consideration at The Hague. That's what I'm 
referring to. 


Q Chuck, is the Secretary and the Jordanian Prime 
Minister expected to make statements downstairs? 


A The Secretary will be escorting the Prime 
Minister to the diplomatic entrance, and I believe that both 
will probably have something to say at the conclusion of their 
meeting. 


Q About what time? 


a They should come down approximately 2:30, so I 
believe it will be frozen some 10 or 15 minutes before that 
probably. 


Q What can you tell us about Assistant Secretary 
Crocker's meeting with senior Angolans in Brazzaville yesterday? 


a First, that in addition to his meetings with 
Congolese President and OAU Chairman Sassou, Mr. Crocker did 
meet with representatives of the MPLA government of Angola. 


The Angolan delegation was led by the Minister of 
Interior, Mr. Kito Rodrigues. This meeting was arranged by 
President Sassou at the mutual request of the U.S. and MPLA 
governments. 


Concerning the meeting itself, what little I have is 
that in resuming the negotiating process, the two sides 
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discussed the continuing effort to achieve a negotiated 
solution to the problem of Namibia and Angola. We expect there 
will be further meetings, but I can't go any further into the 
diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Chuck, I have a question about your briefing on 
Thursday on Libya. Is that pegged to the first anniversary of 
the raid, and will you be issuing some sort of a one year 
later, whatever happened to Qadhafi report? 


a It does happen to be one year later. There have 
also been, however, as you know, some major developments in 
Chad recently which are also reasons for this briefing. 


Q Chuck, wasn't there new fighting between Iran and 
Iraq? Have you got a situation report on that? 


A I've seen the reports, but I don't have any 
confirmation concerning the details. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the CBS report 
last night suggesting that the CIA was sending arms to the 
Contras during the period of the Congressional ban, and was 
also facilitating the flow of drugs from Central America to the 
U.S.? 


a I don't have anything, but I did note that the 
CIA had responded rather forcefully to that. 


Q Chuck, can you say whether Secretary Shultz has 
discussed the Moscow Embassy security situation with President 
Reagan? 


A There have been a number of discussions on that 
subject. There was an NSPG meeting this morning at 11:00. I 
think that was one of the items on that agenda as well. 


Q Can you say whether there were any decisions 
about the Secretary's trip vis-a-vis that? Was it considered 
at that meeting whether to go ahead with the trip or not? Was 
that not even up for debate? 


A As I say, we've addressed the kind of issues 
involved in the trip. Primarily, the need to have secure 
communications, the capability to have meetings, as we need to 
have meetings among ourselves. In conjunction with the 
technical agencies, we've resolved those issues, so there is a 
trip. 
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On a related matter. Can you tell us whether 
there's any change in the status of an invitation to the 
Soviets for a summit or an agreement on dates for a summit? 


A No, there's no change. 


Q Chuck, have arms control talks been damaged in 
any way by the spying incident in Moscow? 


A We're going there with Secretary Shultz next week 
to discuss, among other things, as you know on the four-part 
agenda, arms control. We've had some serious talks in Geneva. 
If there's any damage to be done to those talks, it seems to be 
that it's most likely being done by the fact that positions 
seem to be changing and that the Soviets have most recently 
back-tracked on one of the key parts of the INF agreement in 
Geneva. 


Q Could I try the Kuwaiti question again? Did 
Kuwait propose to the United States a transfer of 
registration? And would your response be tied to -- if they 
will have the Soviets do that or not? 


A My answer is still the same. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTIONS NOON BRIEFING, TUESDAY APRIL 7, 1987 





How many PA&E workers are at the Embassy? 


TWENTY SIX, UNDER TWO SEPARATE PA&E CONTRACTS. THE 
FIRST CONTRACT, SIGNED IN JANUARY 1986, PROVIDES 
OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE SERVICES FOR THE HOUSING 
UNITS AND RECREATIONAL FACILITY ON THE NEW EMBASSY 
SITE. THERE ARE CURRENTLY 11 PERSONNEL SERVING UNDER 
THIS CONTRACT. 


THE SECOND CONTRACT, SIGNED NOV. 1986, WAS DESIGNED 
TO REPLACE SOVIET NATIONALS WITHDRAWN IN OCT. 1986 

WITH AMERICANS. THE FIRST 15 EMPLOYEES HIRED UNDER 
THIS CONTRACT ARRIVED IN MOSCOW IN MARCH 1987. 


How many PA&E workers have been sent home? 


OVER THE PAST YEAR FIVE PERSONS, ALL HIRED UNDER THE 
OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE CONTRACT, HAVE BEEN SENT 
HOME. TWO INDIVIDUALS LEFT FOR MEDICAL REASONS, TWO 
FOR VIOLATION OF NONFRATERNIZATION POLICY AND PA&E 
FIRED ONE PERSON FOR PERFORMANCE PROBLEMS. WHEN 
DEPARTURE ARRANGEMENTS CAN BE MADE, AN ADDITIONAL 
FOUR WILL BE LEAVING FOR ADMINISTRATIVE REASONS, NOT 
RELATED TO MISCONDUCT. 


What are the problems with the contract workers? 


THE MOST SIGNIFICANT PROBLEM WITH EMPLOYEES SELECTED 
BY THE CONTRACTOR HAS BEEN DIFFICULTY IN COPING WITH 
LIVING AND WORKING CONDITIONS IN MOSCOW, 


Where are they housed in Moscow? 


CONTRACT EMPLOYEES ARE SUBJECT TO THE SAME HOUSING 
ASSIGNMENT POLICY AS THE REST OF THE MISSION. SOME 
RESIDE IN NEW OFFICE BUILDING COMPOUND HOUSING AND 
OTHERS LIVE IN EMBASSY LEASED APARTMENTS IN BUILDINGS 
WHERE OTHER EMBASSY EMPLOYEES LIVE. 


When did they first arrive? 


THE CONTRACTORS TO MAINTAIN SECTIONS OF THE NEW 
OFFICE BUILDING COMPLEX BEGAN TO ARRIVE IN APRIL, 
1986, THE FSN REPLACEMENT CONTRACT WORKERS BEGAN TO 
ARRIVE IN MARCH 1987. 
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Yor Yanediate Release “April 7, 1307 


PRESS BRISFING BY 
MATIOWAL SECURITY ADVISER 
PRANK CARLUCCI 


AND 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE 
POR SECURITY 
ROBERT LUD 


The Briefing Rooa 
2:01 P.M. Bor 


MR. PITZWATER: Mr. Carlucci hae a Cabinet meeting, so 
we'd like to hold this very brief to probably 15 sinutes or so. So 
let's get started, if we can. 


Q Okay. 


MR. CARLUCCI: Yes, let me just say -- make two 
announcesents. I have here with se Bob Lamb, who is Assistant 
Secretary of State for Security, and Barry Kelly, who is the Senior 
Director for Intelligence on the NSC staff. 


The other comment I would sake right at the outset is 
that we cannot comment on the activities of the Marine guard, since 
that is under investigation and could result in courtmartial charges. 
and we would not want to contaminate the cases. 


Q Could you tell us under what circumstances you now 
think the Secretary of State will have to conduct his business in 
— in teres of his commjunications and seetings, conferences, and 
eo forth? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, the President had « review of this 
issue thie morning. He had a meeting with the Secretary and his 
Caninet mesbers and other advisers. Prior to the Secretary's trip to 
Moscow, this question came up. These -- obviously, the conditions 
are not ideal, but as the President said, we're not about to let this 
kind of illegal penetration of our embassy run us out of town. 


The Secret will have, he toid the President, adequate 
security. It won't be the optimal conditions, but it will be 
adequate to do his job, both in terms of secure rooms and in teras of 
secure coasunicatione. 


Q Within the eabassy? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Yes, thc secure roos is within the 
embassy, is it not, Bob? Yes. 


a Matt Pa 


Qa Mr. Carlucei, hadn't some people -- hadn't sone 
officials within the edsinistration voiced concern about the 
Geeretary going? 


WR. CARLUCCIs Well. certainly, the -- the whole range of 
options hee been the reviewed, and reviewed with the President. 
George Shults himself hae raised questions. Sut the President 
indicated that on balance, the issues that we have to discuss with 
the Soviets are of such soment that we believed it was worthwhile 
going + even though the conditions are not ideal, and a8 << once 
again, as he seid, we're not ebout to be run out of tow. 








XEROX TELECOPIER 295 : 4- 7-87; 4:20 Mm, evern: <- — 











Q How did we get to this point on the embassy? How 
did we get to this point where the new embassy is so riddled with 
bugs that we're contemplating not goving in? How is it that American 
officials could have let it get thie far without stopping it or 
taking a greater role in supervision? 





MR. CARLUCCI: Well, you have in your hands a chronology. 
Q No we don't. 

Q We have taperecorders. 

Q Will have. 

MR. CARLUCCI: We'll pass it out, a chronology. Sut bear 


in sind, the history of the two embassies goes back to 1 when an 
agreement was reached on what the appropriate sites would be. This 


was followed by long and arduous iatione, and then in 1972, 
there was an agreement on construction. But that did not 
automatically take effect. There were difficult ietions, egain 


followed by @ protocol on construction in 1977 and in 1960, 
construction actually began. So the history goee back quite sone 
time, and there are a lot of intensive negotiations on how the 
construction should be handled, what firms should do it, what 
materiale could be brought in. 


Q Did we have the right to supervise the conetruction 
of -- Gidn't we have the right to supervise the construction of 
prefabricated things? And why didn't we? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, you have certain rights to 
supervise, but it's virtually impossible in that kind of an 
environment to supervise everything. I don't know if Bob wants to 
add to chat, bue ee 


MR. LAMB: The construction agreement was that we would 
use standards and noras of the host country in the construction. 


MR. CARLUCCI: We would use standards and noras in the 
host country in the construction. 


Andrea. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, how can you ezplain what happened 
after the PFIAB report in 1985? The President said that they talked 
about, or ordered, rather, some reductions, but that there was 
opposition from the embassy. I take that to sean fros the 
ambaseedor. Can you give us a sense of what the -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: Andrea, this has long been an issue. I 
CON Frememuws 2+ womeuy ag -- -.-- -2=5 WHER cOone*rvetion wee initieted 
back in 1979 <- in fact, when I was in the CIA. There are obvious 


implicatione. what conditions? But when the President 
panna ~— thie Ay aes ——_ wae pa pa Bow, people can 
argue t it shou ve gone faster, people can should 
have started back in 1979. es 


Q Who was responsible for followi on it, and . 
if there wae resistance from Moecow, from our oun pose: le in Pang 
why wasn't there a better follow-up from the White House? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, the process of government is a 
rocess of interaction between le aud agencies. The President 
ssued his guidence, and the Gance was being followed up on as 

people tried to iron out the difficu'tiecs in implementing the 
inetructions. 
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: : : inetructions. 

“ees abe Q ‘There were reports last summer that the new embassy 
eee = Se et ee wae riddled with bugs. Why did it take ea sex scandal to get the 
be \tges on gghoin >. - adginistration to do anything? 
sa li Se” pais Ole ia: iad 
a a ae ee MR. CARLUCCI: The administration has been aware of the 

. b arem penetration problem for some time. (Laughter. ) 

Q You're on the record. (Laughter. ) 

an Q Uniform Code of Military Justice. 

<< by . Q Marlin is -<- 
Q The question -- 
Q Would you put that on the record? 
MR. CARLUCCI: I think I'll take the next question. 

: (Laughter. ) 
“4 Q Just to follow-up on Bruce's thing, does that sean 

Page a 4 that the stories that the Secretary of State sight have to take a 

i trailer over or might have to go out to the plane to have his 
comajunications -- that those are untrue now? 

- MR. CARLUCCI: Well, ae I understand it, and Bob can give 
you the details, there will be a secure facility within the embassy, 
and there will be a trailer that can be used for communications. 

agen ane et ne e we - 
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Is that correct, Bob? 
Q And where will the trailer be? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, Bob, why don't you come up and 
Gescribe it for hina? 


MR. LAMB: We obviously don't want to go into a lot of 
detail about precisely what steps we're taking to make the 
Secretary's visit secure. 


Q On aike, please. 


MR. LAMB: We obviously don't want to go into a lot of 
Getail about the precise steps that we are taking to make the 
Secretary's vieit secure. The ee tig | will have secure 
communications in the embassy, he will have secure meeting rooms in 
the embassy, and he will have secure word processing capabilities in 
the embassy. 


Q Well, what is the trailer for then? 

MR. LAMB: The trailer is one aspect of that security. 
Q Te that going to be right alongside the embassy? 
Q Parked at the curb? (Laughter.) 


Q Bow do you know all of this? Have you been in 
Moscow? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Let me interrupt here. We've had a 
serious security problem in Moscow and we really at this point don't 
want to give the Soviets any dividends on that issue. 


Q Sit, how seriously has our roped y Ay compromised 
by these events? Can you give us an evaluation of serious it is? 


' MR. CARLOCCI: Once again, for obvious reasons, we don't 
want to give the Soviets a dividend here and give you -- announce to 
the public a damage assessment. Let me only say that it is a very 

serious problem. The President is taking it seriously. We've got a 
comprehensive damage assesement underway, and have had underway in 

thig tworweek period since the breach of security was made known to 
us. we have initiated suitable investigations, both with regard 
to the specific incident and with regard to policies and procedures. 


Q Could I follow up on thet please? 
Q Sic, is there already -- 


Could I follow up, ne gpa t'd like to ask whether 
you think that the negotiations <-- that our negotiating position with 
the Russians has been in any way compromised. Have we lost any 
LOVOCEGE OF BGVENTEGS i wus wogeeeneswne —: --—! 


MR. CARLUCCI: I wouldn't think our , Ee position 
hee been omised. The issues we are dealing with are very large 
ané compiles iseves, sany of which are in the public forum. Our 
position on regional issues is well known, our ition on husan 


fights is well known. We've had an ongoing dia in Geneva on our 
este and the President hasn't yet the final decisions on 

g@ Shults's positions in Moscow, so those obviously could not 
have been compronised. 


Q Mz. Caglucci, is there already a decision to sove 
some functions out of the current embassy like some of the business 
office sepects? 

MR. CARLOCCI: I don't know if the State Departaent has 
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made any such decisions at this point. We, they have not asde any 
decisions at this point. 

Q Mr. Carlucci, what did the President sean when he 
said that there is an investigation underway of security -- potential 
security leaks at other embassies in the Soviet Bloc? 


MR. CARLUCCI: We are looking -- we are taking this, as I 
indicated, very seriously and making a comprehensive examination of 
security at all our embassies acound the world. And obviously what 
applies in one situation could apply in another situation, so there 
is a broad investigation. 


Q To follow, what is it exactly -- will the panel that 
Mel Laird head do? 


MR. CARLUCCI: The Mel Leird panel will look into the 
security breaches -- the issue of accountability for those breaches 
-- a6 well as the broader security issues, procedure, processes <-- 
what was referred to in the President's statement. PFIAB will be 
doing auch the same thing, and they of course will have to work to a 
certain degree in collaboration. 


Tle Mr. Laird just focusing on the embassy in Moscow 
or others? 


MR. CARLUCCI: 
doesn't he? 


Q Well, what is Schlesinger's job? 


No, I believe he hae a broader charter, 


Q How does that -- 
Is No, Schlesinger's job is to look at the 


MR. CARLUCC 
new embassy specifically in terms of the penetration -- well, I'd 
better get away from that word -- of the construction, 
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4 Q Mr. Carlucci, you said that <= 

Q Mr. Carlueci, to follow up on that, will the Laird 
panel do what the President refused to do as he was leaving the door, 
which is seeign responsibility for these lapses <-- individuals? 


ieeweN eb MR. CARLUCCI: Well, there is a genecal process of 


eae” : omer pegs | for security in our embassies which runs up through the 
: Security Officer in the embassy, through the Ambassador, through the 


Secretary of State, to the President, generally via the National 
Security Council. 3o I's not -- if you're lookiag for sccusations 
against individuals, obviously, the ceport will go into whatever 
management failings there aight have been in the accountability 
process. 


Q Mz. Carlucei, what will tae criteria be for deciding 
otter = not to abandon the new embassy? What will the standard be 
‘or thie 


MR. CARLUCCI: That's what Jim Schlesinger is to look 
into. And, eesentially, there's one criterion: Can you function 
effectively in the building without fear of Soviet eavesdropping? 


Q Aren't the Soviets already operating and living in ‘ 
theic Tunlaw Road -- their new embassy? And to what extent were they 


MR. CARLUCCI: They are -- they have occupied sose 
quarters in Mount Alto, and we as well have occupied some quarters in 
Moscow, but neither of us has occupied that office building. 





Q No Soviet working in the embassy working in that 
embassy facility up on Tunlaw at the present tine? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Up on -- up in Mount Alto? I do not 
believe so, ne. 


Q Mr. Carclucei? 

MR. CARLUCCI: I'll take one back here. 

Q How extensively is the old embassy decorated with 
listening dewices? Do you have any essesement of that yet? Can you 
tell to what extent -- 

: MR. CARLUCCCI: Well, I'd prefer to avoid that kind of 
: question for, once again, obvious reasons, counterintelligence is « 
vety sensitive business. 
Let me take one -- 
Q What cen you tell us sbout the nine contract -- 
American contract employees who were sent home from the Moscow 
om. embesav in the lest sonth? 
MR. CARLUCCI: Let se ask Bob Lasb to address that. 
Bob? 
There vas sous tion about hew many of thea hed 
been invel in violeting security things like fraternisation and 
how sany got homesick. 


OR. LAMB: Yes, there is, in fact, « misture there. We 
have sent some people hose for a violation of 


OO 











-*, 


—- 


tea 





XEROX TELECOPIER 295 : 4- 7-87; 4:42 ee; <vesr0(1u> * “veut twee « 








“Je 


currency restrictions and non-fraternization. We've sent some of 
them home for just plein inability to adjust in the Soviet Onion, and 
some have been sent home for poor work performance. 


Q What does that say about the ability to iaplesent 
better security, if, in the wake of the Marine scandal, you have, f 
guess, nine out of 36 with like 25 percent of the contract state? I 
mean, what does that say about your ability to correct this? 


MR. LAMB: I think that the contractor program is a rew 
one. I think we've learned a lot about how to train ee people and 
prepare these people for life in the Soviet Union. We've learned a 

reat deal in the last few months about how to screen thea for the 

viet Union. I think it's going to be a lot easier for us to fiz 
the contract gouenab than to have local employees working in the 
embasey. 


Mr. Carlucei, do feel -- do you feel that this 
raises troubling questions that will affect adversely aras control 
negotiations insofar as verification? {1 mean, something like this 

6 under our noses and we can't be aware of it. about 
verifying things that are happening within Soviet compounds? 


+» CARLOCCI: Well, they ace very different issues. One 
is really a counterintelligence issue, the other is one of 
inspection, and what we call “intrusive inepection.* If we can a 
on the concepts of intrusive in tion, then we can have ad 
verification. I don't think a, .. y's ever claimed that veri joation 
is 100 percent effective. ve degrees of effectiveness on 
verification which has to be measured both in terms of your own 
capability for inspection and in terms of the kind of facility that 
you're saarteet*e, Mobile missiles are much harder to verify than 
fixed missiles. So I don't -- I think you'ce in apples and oranges 
there. 


Belen. 


Q When does Shults get ® ae one orders? Will 
there be a draft proposal for a new ned ay OM .¥ treaty? 
Will he take that along with hia. And since f t you -- 
(laughter) -- why haen't Hartman or the cosurity officer -- did this 
come as a total surprise to then? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I can only anewer your latter question. 1f 
can only assume it was a surprise to thes, because hed they known, 
they would have taken effective action, of course. With regard to 
the inetructions to the Secretary on arms reductions iseves, it would 
be clearly ina = for me to announce presidential decisions 
before he's nase ané before the Secretary goes to Moscow. 


But let me only point out -- 

Q When are they meeting? 
eabie in Geneva, and it is a pertectly edequste IMP tresty’ and the 
negotiating on the basis of of that dratt -- that draft treaty. 


Q Well, but let me follow. Se'e taking nothing new 


wieh his? 

MR. CARLUCCI: I didn't say that. 

Q Wo, you didn't. 

MA. CARLOCCI: If said we have a the 
“te. treaty on INF on 


Q te he taki any kind -- gake 6 
breakthrough? ng any of proposal to break 
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MR. CARLOCCI: Well, he will have a whole series of 
talking points dealing with different issues, and yes, he will have 
proposals. But it would be inappropriate for me to get into those. 


Q Did the President only decide today eat today's 
meeting that Shultz should definitely go? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Wo -- I'm not going to put @ decision 
point on that, Chcis. There has been an ongoing dialogue and a 
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continuous ceview as this problems unfolds. Each time we get new 
infocsation it te caised to the appropriate level and in most cases 
that's the Presidential level. 


Q But did he assure -- did he only -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: Let me emphasise one point -- that the 
President has seen involved in this right from the outeet. ge had 
the NBC meeting on March 27th, which was, if memory serves ne 
correctly, one day or @ day and a half or two daye after I went up to 
beief him when we got the first information on this possible breach. 
So, he moved in very -- 


Q You went where? 
Q Marlin -- 


MR. PITZWATER: Let's take two final questions -- Miles 
and Lou. 


Q Did you go up to Camp David to brief hia? 


2 Mr. Carlucci, hey clean are our own hands in this? 
Te this something you can say that we don't do of ee11? We do not 
atteaot to Sug the Soviet Embassy here? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I am not going to anewer those kinds of 
questions for obvious reasons. 


Lou? 


frank, is it == doesn't this decision by the 
President necessarily mean that there will be a delay at <= and under 
the best of circumstances for the Soviets -- in them occupying their 
new eabassy? 


MR. CARLUCCI: It seane just what it says, Lou -- that 
we'ce not prepared to go ahead and occupy our embassy until we are 
sacistied thet it is a secuce facility, and undec those conditions, 
they can not enter theic facility. 


And we are leaving that to apply strictly to the 
embassies. It's not going to affect the quar*’ers that we've already 
occupied? in part and they've all <-- 

MR. CARLUCCI: Yes, we're talking about the esbessies -- 

Q Me. Carlucci <-- 

MR. FITEWATER: Thank you very ‘such. We have « fact 
sheet and a chronology to hand out and that will be ready for you 
cight now. 

THR PABSS: Thank you. 
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April 8, 1987 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
APRIL 8, 1987 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, I'd like to say a few words about our 
situation in Moscow and what we're doing about it. 





Let me remind you, first of all, that there is a chain of 
command . 


QUESTION: Can't hear you back here. The sound is no good. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Technical problems. 





QUESTION: Bring in the Soviets, (Laughter) 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, let me remind you that there is a 
chain of command. That's clear. There are Marines who stand 
guard. There are NCOs they report to. There are Marine 
officers who circulate that are responsibie for them. 





However, they report to our Security Officer and the 

administrative structure in the Embassy, and the person in the 
Embassy in charge is the Ambassador. The Ambassador reports to 
me, so I'm responsible. It is a clear, clean chain of command. 


That being the case, we, in the State Department -- very upset 
with these developments --- are and have been doing various 
things about them. Sometime ago, as we were surveying the 
technical problems in the new office building, the new 
Chancery, I asked former Secretary of Defense, former Director 
of the CIA, former Secretary of Energy, Jim Schlesinger, to act 
as a consultant to me to evaluate the reports that are in 


stream. 
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There is a report by the National Bureau of Standards due in 
the middle of this month and also of an interagency group of 
technical experts due in the middle of this month about various 
aspects of the building. Mr. Schlesinger will review these. 
He'll make his own assessments and he will give me his views, 
and I expect to have that all in hand by June. 


Second, very early on, as the disclosures about.access to our 
Embassy came to light, I asked Ambassador 8111 Brown, one of 
our most experienced men in administering a large embassy, to 
come back for a short period of time from his post in Thailand 
and work directly with me and the people in our diplomatic 
security service on things that we should do immediately. 
Obviously, we're going to have a deeper investigation. But if 
there are things that we find that should be done, we don't 
have to wait around for an investigation to do something about 
it. 


So, Bill Brown's role is to work with those who are actively 
engaged, to see what needs to be done and do it. I might say, 
Ambassador Brown did serve in the Embassy in Moscow some years 
ago and, like me, he shares the distinction of having served in 
a great branch of our armed forces, the United States Marine 
Corps. 


‘Then, we have just appointed, and the President announced 


yesterday, an accountability and review panel that will report 
in a period of 90 days to me and then I'll report to the 
President on it, headed by former Secretary of Defense, Mel 
Laird, and the membership of that panel is outstanding. We'll 
have people who are familiar with the intelligence, the 
defense, and the State Department aspects of operations. And 
those representatives will be Mr. Richard Helms, former 
Director of the CIA, Mr. Jack Vessey, former Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, and Ambassador Diego Asencio, formerly 
Ambassador to Brazil. So that process is in motion, and the 
immediate steps needed are being reviewed and put into place as 
we see them possible and necessary. 


In the meantime, as far as my trip is concerned, I have been 
assured that there will be secure communications, voice and 
cable, and also facilities in which we can meet in private. 


Our efforts with respect to the new building have been strong 
for a long time. It's quite obvious to everybody that you 
operate in Moscow in a very hostile environment, as they are 
constantly trying to compromise your facilities. That is no 
news to anyone. 


And so we have been reviewing, taking steps, putting action 
programs into effect for some time to deal with that. In terms 
of the new building, of course, it, like their building here at 
this point, is basically a shell. It is not by any means a 
completed building, anything approaching it. 
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And we have consistently through this process taken steps to 
see, insofar as we possibly can, that things are done 

properly. for example, from the beginning of the project, 
there have been 40 to 50 Seabees monitoring activities of the 
Soviet construction workers, and so on. I won't go through ail 
of these items. 


It has been a matter of great concern to me, since I've been 
Secretary of State, dealing with the security problems in our 
posts around the world -- physical security, in light of the 
terrorist threat, and counter-intelligence security, as I have 
gradually learned about that aspect of this problem. 


For quite a period of time, I held everyday in my office a 
meeting on security issues. I convened a panel headed by 
Admiral Bobby Inman, which made some very strong, powerful, 
critical recommendations which we have taken to the Congress 
and had authorized, and we have a major problem to implement 
them. It's not being funded as fully as we believe they 
should, but, at any rate, there is a strong program there. So, 
this is a matter to be taken very seriously. 


I said I am the person in the chain of command, and the 
responsible person, and so I take it very seriously. At this 
point, with all due respect to the things that we have done, 
and will continue to do, the situation is certainly not 
satisfactory. So we intend to work on it with great effort and 
concern. 


As the President said yesterday, this matter will be a strong 
item on my agenda in Moscow. I intend to take it up, and I 
intend to say to the Soviets that they can't expect to continue 
incessantly, massively, to work to create a hostile environment 
for our people overseas without cost to themselves and to their 
relations with us. 


Ambassador Matlock has protested their actions in Moscow. 

They, in effect, invadec our sovereign property in our Embassy, 
and that is a strong basis for the protest. Unfortunately, as 
so often is the case, when we are in the midst of potentially 
promising discussions with the Soviets, the discussion takes 
place in an environment, a difficult environment, generated by 
their actions and these things cast a heavy shadow on our 
discussions. 


At the same time, the President is determined that we will 
carry on these discussions. And if we can find agreements that 
are in our interests, if we can find our way to a more 
constructive and stable relationship with the Soviet Union, we 
want to do so. He's always made that plain. 


I've just come this afternoon from my last meeting, private 

meeting, with the President before I leave for Moscow and had 
the completion of his instructions for me for this forthcoming 
trip. Those instructions derive out of a full NSC systematic 
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review of all of the issues under the President's direction. 
And so I will be fully, comprehensively there in Moscow with © 
the President's views with me. 


The instructions cover all items on our agenda. We expect to 
discuss human rights issues. And I might say I've had a number 
of very helpful meetings with Members of the Congress and with 
non-governmental groups during the preparatory process. We'll 
talk about regional issues, and the ground for this has been 
prepared, in part, by the meetings that Under Secretary of 
State Armacost had in March. We've had some satisfactory 
progress in our bilateral relations, and over the past two 
weeks a good meeting of the Bilateral Review Commission. 


We expect to discuss, in greater or lesser detail, as the case 
may be, all areas of arms control -- INF, START, defense and 
space, chemical, nuclear testing, conventional -- and I will 
have with me in my delegation a full number of people who are 
knowledgeable in all aspects of these subjects. 


In making these preparations here, we've also been in very 

close touch constantly with our Allies through NATO and through 
individual back-and-forth cable traffic and most recently in 

visits here of Prime Minister Chirac; tomorrow, Sir Geoffrey 

Howe will be here, having been in Moscow with Mrs. Thatcher; 

Peter Carrington was here. Paul Nitze will be in Brussels on 

Friday to talk with NATO members, and I will go from Moscow to © 
Brussels and give a readout to our Allies on Thursday morning 

on my way to California to talk with the President. 


So we have a full plate of issues. We approach them in a 
constructive spirit, knowing full well the difficulties that 
always seem to be present in these very important but difficult 
discussions with the Soviet Union. 


Now, if there are any questions, I'll be glad to take them. 


MR. JIM ANDERSON (UPI): Mr. Secretary, perhaps you could 
define something for us that some people find puzzling. As you 


point out the fact that the Soviets try to spy on us is not 
news. It is probably not news to the Soviets that we may try 
to pick up some things from them once in a while. 


What is different about what the Soviets are doing now? And 
what is qualitatively different from anything that they and 
other countries of similar persuasion have been doing right 
along? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is a law case going on -- I don't want 
to prejudge it; I don't mean to prejudge it -- but it appears 
that through their activities, they have had access to highly 
classified areas of our Embassy, our sovereign property, and 
somehow or other, however much you may realize that they are 


constantly trying to compromise us, the reality of it is a 
shock. Expected, though their efforts may be, it certainly 
distresses me and distresses us all. 
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QUESTION: Could I just follow that? The Soviets, and some of 
their Allies, are saying that this outrage, given the fact that 


it has gone on and has been expected, is perhaps an attempt to 
sabotage, to prejudge the discussions that you're going to be 
having in Moscow and to make them more difficult. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We didn't break into their Embassy. They 
broke into our Embassy. They invaded our sovereign territory, 
and we're damned upset about it. We're upset at them and we're 
also upset at ourselves, and we intend to do everything we can 
to correct our problems. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, it's become fairly well known now 
that a Presidential Advisory Board two years ago warned of 
great security concerns, ranging from some specifics as having 
typewriters sent out to Russian repair shops, to a more general 
situation of some 300 Soviet employees. The people who are 
making this known are also saying the State Department overrode 
virtually all of these recommendations in the interest of 
detente, in the interest of maintaining the best relations they 
could with the Soviet Union. 


Do you know -- did the State Department prevent some reforms 
that might have helped today avert the situation we face? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, let me say we will never do 
anything with respect to our security, or fail to do somethii.g, 
because we think it may cause a problem with them. Quite to 
the contrary. So there's nothing here at all in connecting 
this to some aspect of our general relationship. 





I don't know anything about typewriters sent out to repair 
shops, although we've had a typewriter problem. That's not the 
reason. 


There has been a continuing discussion, early on since I've 
been Secretary and no doubt before that, about various aspects 
of security at our embassies, and I've taken part on that and 
gradually informed myself about it. And the net of it has been 
that in early 1985, after full discussion and on the 
recommendation of our Ambassador, I adopted a plan that was in 
the process of replacing about half of the Soviet employees at 
the Embassy, that is, those who were judged to be in positions 
more critical than others. 


We also have had a program underway of strengthening various 
aspects of our security practices. And so there has been 
attention to this problem, and there is no reluctance on my 
part to do the things that are necessary to deal with our own 
security. Now, these things have been debated. I think you 
can legitimately debate whether, for example, it would have 
been wise -- it's gone by now because they've withdrawn ali the 
Soviet employees -- whether it was wise to have any left or 
not. and, to a certain extent, you have to say to yourself in 
Moscow, it's not too bad to have somebody else shovel the snow. 
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But, at any rate, as of now, we are staffing, trying to staff 
completely all of our activities. 


QUESTION: A quick follow-up, if I may. The recommendation 
was, indeed, a phased removal of Soviet employees, and you 
speak of the half, perhaps coming out. 





What happened to that plan? Was it ever implemented? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, no. It was being put into effect and a 
lot of changes were made, and it was in full throttle. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, given the constant scrutiny you say 
the new building has been subjected to, as in the course of 
construction, why are you not in a position now to know what to 
do about the problem -- whether to tear it down, whether it can 
be fixed? Why do you need more investigations into the problem? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As we have completed the phase of 
construction that ended in the fall of 1985 -- that is, 
completing the shell, so to speak -- that was the part of the 
construction where Soviet construction workers were there being 
supervised by Seabees -- we completed that. They all cleaned 
out. Then we are in the process of inspecting very 
determinedly what is there, and we have been finding things out 
in that process. It's that process that has caused us to feel 
that we needed a very thorough review. 





I might say that we also started the process, back in the fall 
of 1985, of presenting claims and an arbitration process for 
things and what was done in that buildins that are not in 
accord with the contract. In some cases we got less than we 
contracted for, and you might say, there are other cases in 
which we got more than we contracted for. (Laughter) We don't 
want either one. We want what we contracted for. 


And when, in the contracting business, you deviate from the 
specifications, you are liable for the costs of putting it 
right. That process was started roughly -- not quite two years 
ago. So it's a hard, difficult, delicate process, and we're in 
the midst of it. It's not a ve y satisfying process, but it 
has to be gone through, and we nave to evaluate, as I said, 
both the structural aspects of the building and the 
intelligence aspects of the building, and what can be done 
about it, and we expect to do that in an orderly and careful 
way . 


QUESTION: If there were 40 or 50 Seabees overseeing 
construction, how was it possible that the U.S. allowed the 


Soviets to construct major module parts of this building 
off-site, apparently out of our view? Or is that an incorrect 
impression that we have been carrying? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm trying to trace all this out, and I 
don't have in my head all of the chapter and verse. There was 
a recognition, of course, that we had a supervisory role here 
that was important, just as they recognized it in their 
embassy. Whether we were able to exercise that as fully as 
necessary is a question mark. But, at any rate, that effort 
was made, and we'll be looking into that kind of problem, and, 
of course, trying to find out exactly what the situation of the 
building is so we know, on the one hand, what the problems are 
and, on the other, how to deal with them. 


I think you had a question back here. 


QUESTION: I was wondering why it was with all the reports and 
recommendations that were coming in and the allegations about 
the Marines that the formal protest was not lodged until 
yesterday? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have been in the process of assessing the 
situation, and as it developed we decided that it was important 
to lodge a formal protest, not just investigate ourselves, and 
so late last week we instructed Ambassador Matlock, and he did 
that on Monday. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, why was it that this Administration 
allowed the construction to go on for four-and-a half-years, 
spending tens of millions of dollars, until the shell of the 
building was completed before it began to X-ray and inspect for 
these bugs and other things? Why wasn't that done as the work 
went along, so that it would have been stopped at an earlier 
stage and less money would have been wasted? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I presume that we should be doing things of 
that kind, and exactly what the process of inspection was, I 
can't tell you off the top of my head here. But there is no 
doubt about the fact that building anything, conducting any 
kind of operation in the Soviet Union, you must assume is going 
to be very expensive because of the extensive effort that you 
must make. Whether we made an extensive enough one or not is 
something that we're in the process of finding out. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said that apparent penetration of 
the old Embassy had cast a shadow over the talks in Moscow. 

Has there been any serious consideration given to postponing 
those talks or changing the venue? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That suggestion has come up from a number of 
quarters, and the President's view, which I share, is this: 


First of all, they are not going to run us out of our Embassy. 
We can provide a proper environment necessary for the conduct 
of my talks. We're going to do it. So that's number one. 


Number two, we feel that there are potentially important things 
to talk about, and, as I said in my opening statement, if there 
is something constructive to be accomplished, we want to do it. 
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Third, as part of our process, there are things that we wish to © 
emphasize, not only in talking about them, but in some of the 


things that we do, such as attendance at a Seder in Moscow -- 
you can't do that if you are in some other city -- and perhaps 
visiting with some other people. 


And, finally, I think in these kinds of discussions if the 
opportunity arises, and I believe it will, to talk with the -- 
of course, with the Foreign Minister, but others in the 
leadership, in particular Mr. Gorbachev, it's desirable to do 
that directly, and you have to go to Moscow to do that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a third Marine was arrested today on 
espionage charges, apparently a separate case in '81-'82 in 

Leningrad. Can you tell us more details of that and whether or 
not that case did any severe damage to our security over there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I can't give you more details about 

it. That has been announced by the Marine Corps, and that's 

correct. As soon as we discovered that possibility, we ceased 

secure communications from Leningrad, and we are replacing that 

capacity rapidly. We don't know what has happened there, but 

in these kinds of cases -- as in our Embassy in Moscow, where 

we don't know precisely what took place -- we feel we must make 

the worst assumption, and then act on that in order to 

safeguard our future operations. Yd] 


QUESTION: When did you find out? This occurred in '81-'82. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In Leningrad -- 





QUESTION: When did you discover it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This was reported to me first yesterday, and 
our action, as with the other agencies, was immediate on 
dealing with the immediate problem. 


QUESTION: So it lasted about five years, Mr. Secretary, before 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It was a long time. Obviously, yes. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think it's a good idea -- an 
arms control question -- for the United States and the Soviets 
to move towards a true zero on medium-range missiles in light 
of the European misgivings, rather than the zero-100 -- that 
proposal that's been negotiated -- and treaty? 


And, secondly, would it make any sense in your view for a 
discussion to take place with the Soviets on redefining the 
meaning of the ABM Treaty? © 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Insofar as the question of the INF missiles 
are concerned, it has been our position from the outset, and 
the allied position, that the goal we seek is the complete 
elimination of that class of weapons. In other words, we want 
a global total of zero. We have in the process of 
negotiations, while keeping that goal always there, said that 
as an interim step we are willing to look at a number above 
zero, preferably a low number, always on a global basis. 


At Reykjavik, the President and General Secretary Gorbachev 
came all the way down to 100, which is a massive reduction, 
unprecedented reduction. So that's good. We would prefer, 
obviously, to go to our full objective of zero long-rance INF 
missiles. 


There are still plenty of issues around to be worked out. The 
subject of verification is difficult, although they've made 
some encouraging sounds about that. The subject of 
short-range, so-called, INF missiles is also a very important 
issue and a potential -- very sticky issue. But, at any rate, 
those are things that we're going to discuss. 


As far as the ABM Treaty is concerned, the research program 
that we are conducting -- the Strategic Defense Initiative -- 
is being conducted in a manner fully consistent with the ABM 
Treaty. We are in the process of a very careful review of that 
treaty, and we believe that a so-called broad interpretation is 
fully consistent with the close examination of the negotiating 
record. We're examining other aspects of that subject, as has 
been said publicly, but, at any rate, our program is being 
conducted in a way fully consistent with the ABM Treaty, and we 
see no reason to change the Treaty. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as you indicated in your opening 
remarks that regional issues are going to be raised with the 
Soviet leaders, would it be correct to assume that you are 
going to put a more positive attitude towards the idea of a 
Middle East international conference? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as regional issues are concerned, we 
think one that needs to be pressed very strongly is 
Afghanistan. There are others around the world -- Nicaragua, 
Cambodia, Angola. 


As far as the Middle East is concerned, we don't think that an 
international conference, in and of itself, is a prospective 
idea. The object -- as I said, and as I had discussed with 
Prime Minister Rifai when he was here yesterday -- the object 
is greater stability and, in the end, peaceful relationships 
between countries in the Middle East. That's the object. 


The question is how do you get there? We believe, and I 
believe most believe, that the way you get there is through 
bilateral, direct negotiations. Now the Jordanians feel, and 
many others feel, that there may be a role for an international 
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conference in getting us to that point. We have been exploring 
with the Jordanians and others whether or not such a useful 
role can be defined and just how that would work. So that's 
where we stand on that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a couple of years ago you virtually 
shut down, froze Soviet-American relations in the wake of the 
KAL shoot-—down. Annually, the Administration accuses the 
Soviets -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's not correct, and I think it's a very 
instructive parallel. 


QUESTION: All right. My question is a parallel between that 
and this episode. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, let's get it correct to begin. We 
were all -- I'm sure you were -- outraged at the KAL 
shoot-down, and we said that at the time. We and all of our 
friends around the world were unanimous in condemnation of that 
action. 


Now, it was a very noteworthy thing that at the height of that 
justifiable furor, the President assembled his arms control 
negotiators, including Ambassador Nitze, who at that time was 
the INF negotiator in Geneva, met with them and dispatched them 
back to Geneva to continue our talks. 








So we made a distinction, and that continues to be the 
President's view. It's a little different view of how to 
manage our relations with the Soviet Union than the view of 
some that if anything goes wrong, just junk the whole thing. 
We feel that it is a very important matter, and in one way or 
another if we can pursue something that is constructive and 
that is in our interests, we will do so. 


QUESTION: Can I follow that up just to point out that at the 
next meeting you had with the Soviet Foreign Minister, you 
insisted that that be the only topic of the agenda. Why are 
you not doing that in this case? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We had a very stormy session -- 
QUESTION: That's right. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- in Madrid, and I insisted that that was 
first and foremost on the agenda, iind I think that was the 
appropriate thing to do. Subsequently, we met in Stockholm, 
and we returned to our more normal form of discussion, and I 
think that was appropriate. So what your question points up is 
the great difficulty in managing this relationship, because you 
can predict that from time to time -- you can't say exactly 
when -- something is going to happen that causes great concern, 
outrage, difficulty, on one side or the other of this 
relationship and to us. 
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And at the same time we know -- we don't need to remind 
ourselves -- that the Soviet Union is a big, important 


country. It is a heavily armed country, and to the extent that 
we can find our way to a more constructive relationship, to the 
extent that we can find our way to a diminution in these levels 
of lethal nuclear armaments, then that is to our advantage, and 
to the advantage of people all around the world. So we have to 
work ina very difficult kind of environment. 


MR. REDMAN: This will have to be the last question. Roy? (Mr 
Gutman) 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a question from the recent past. 

It's now widely accepted that Saudi Arabia contributed at least 
$30 million to the Contra account during a time when there was 

no official U.S. money going to them. The State Department, I 

believe yourself, certainly Mr. Murphy, often denied that this 

was the case, or certainly that they had any knowledge of it. 


Have you determined in the meantime how that arrangement came 
avout, at what level in the Administration, and also why you 
weren't told about it? ” 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That and countless other things connected 
with the episode we describe as the [Iran-Contra Affair is being 
investigated by a variety of groups. We are cooperating in 
that investigation. I have said from the beginning what I know 
about the subject to the various Congressional and other 
investigating groups and will continue to do so, and they will 
bring forward whatever they find on that subject, I'm sure. 

And in the meantime ['1ll await their findings. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I[ 
don't have any announcements. 


Q The Soviets today said that the United States 
bugged or attempted to bug their diplomatic installations in 
three American cities, and the American architect of the new 
Soviet Embassy here confirms that some bugs were found on that 
construction site. Can you comment on that? What's -~- is that 
true? 


ia) No, I can't comment on that. I'll hew to the 
established line of not commenting on alleged intelligence 
activities. 


Q Was there not a Soviet protest about this at some 
point? 


A You can check the transcript for January 18, 
1980, and you'll see what exchange there was at that point, but 
in essence it was limited to what I just said as well. 

Q In essence what? 


A It was limited -- the response was limited to 
what [ just said in response to Matt's initial question. 


Q Which you confirmed-- 
A The Spokesman confirmed, [ think, that there was 


a protest but said he would have no comment on alleged 
intelligence activities. 
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Q Chuck, the Secretary's comments yesterday, am I[ 
reading then right, in that he seemed to be suggesting there 
was a difference between, for want of a better word, normal 
espionage activities and the massive concerted effort that the 
-— that Moscow had launched against the Embassy in Moscow? Are 
you basically saying that the -- is he basically saying that -- 
is the State Department basically saying that what the Soviets 
have done is broken the accepted rules of espionage? 


a I'm not going to try to put words in his mouth or 
to translate his words into answers to different questions. So 
my direct response is I don't really have any comment on your 
specific question. I could only invite you to look at the 
various things the Secretary did say about the way he feels 
about these activities, about the way the United States 
Government feels, and he did, as you say, describe this 
particularly hostile environment that does exist because of 
what he terms, I think, “massive and incessant" Soviet 
activities. 


Q Well, are we protesting the fact that the Soviets 
physically came into our Embassy to look around, and is that 
specifically what we're protesting rather than the fact that 
they may have used bugging devices? 


A As I said at the end of last week or Monday or 
Tuesday of this week when that question was raised of the 
protest in Moscow, that the issue in this case is not 
technically one of sovereignty -- and there [ corrected 
something that I had said previously --~ but rather one of the 
violation of our diplomatic premises. Entry into an Embassy 
without U.S. Government authorization is a violation of the 
norms of diplomatic conduct. That captures what I[ said about 
that protest. 


Q Chuck, but the allegation by the Soviets that the 
United States was doing the same thing, violating sovereignty, 
you won't comment on that one. 


A And I have no comment on those allegations. 


Q But, Chuck, the Secretary did comment on that 
yesterday. He said they invaded our Embassy; we didn't invade 
theirs. I don't suppose you would change anything the 
Secretary has to say, but can you explain how we are to 
interpret his assertion that the U.S. did not do the same thing 
that the Soviets did? 


A No. I can't help you on that. 
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Q Well, how do you explain his comment then? It 
seems to be, on the face of it, on the surface at least, it 
seems to be erroneous. 


A The Secretary was referring to specific questions 
concerning a specific incident. Those are the incidents about 
which he was commenting. You've asked about other incidents. 
I'm saying we're not commenting on those. That's the best I 
could do. 


Q Was the Secretary not talking about bugging 
devices in those remarks? Was he merely talking about the 
seducing of Marine employees and physically going onto the 
premises? Was he limiting his remarks to that? 


A The best I can do on that is what I've done, is 
to describe to you the essence of the protest. 


Q Chuck, what under the Vienna Convention is 
violated here? [t's said that the Vienna Convention has been 
violated. 


A It's the question of inviolability of diplomatic 
premises. 


Q I have a question about Congressman Mica and 
Congresswoman Snowe. They've said that they would urge the 
Secretary not to go because it isn't really as secure as you 
seem to think. They talk about a small 8 x 10 cube they had to 
work in, only 15 people fit, and all that. Also, Dole said 
something to that effect yesterday. I wonder whether you have 
a response to that at all? 


A The Secretary responded to those kind of 
questions yesterday. 


Q And you feel -- 


aA And the thrust of what he said was exactly what 
I've said in the past, which is that the Secretary will have 
the secure facilities he needs for this trip. 


Q Can I follow it up? Last Tuesday, I think, 
Secretary Lamb and Carlucci talked about a trailer which will 
be -- I wonder, is that going to be set up in the Embassy 
grounds? Is it going to be flown in from Frankfurt, or what 
can you tell us about the trailer? 
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a Those kind of questions were asked at that 
briefing, and the briefers chose to respond or not to respond 
to them for various reasons, and I'd stick with what they said. 


Q The Secretary said he was going to make this 
spying a major agenda item next week; said he was damned upset 
about it, but doesn't the Soviet counter assertions here sort 
of undercut his position? e 


Aa I think the Secretary described how he feels 
about it, his concerns about this hostile environment that we 
talked about a minute ago. The President has asked him to make 
sure it's on the top of his agenda. The Secretary said that's 
certainly his intention. 


Q Well, they're displaying hard evidence, the 
pictures of things that presumably are devices. I mean, since 
they're out there, can you say whether or not those are indeed 
bugging devices or not? 


a No, I can't say. 


Q Is the Secretary looking for a bug control 
agreement in Moscow? (Laughter) No. Seriously, will he be 
making proposals, or will he simply express indignation? 


A That falls under the category of the details of 
his agenda, and on that one or others [I won't have comment. 


Q Is there a need to establish some rules of the 
road on this? Would that be a constructive thing to do, to try 
to maybe reach an understanding with the other side about -- 


a The Secretary -- and I hate to repeat, but [ will 
-- has described the environment, the problems that it causes, 
the massive, incessant Soviet activities that create this 
hostile environment overseas. 


Q You mean when it's an agenda item, does that mean 
he's going to simply protest, or is he going to have maybe a 
proposal or two on what to do about it? Maybe the two sides 
could -- 


i) The best I could say is that the Secretary will 
be explaining our concerns, I'm sure in very clear terms. 
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Q Chuck, coming back to an earlier question, does 
the Secretary have a view on the proposed legislation that 
would put -- make the death penalty mandatory, for example - 
it has other provisions, but that's one of them -- for 
espionage by American citizens? 


a I don't have any view on that one. 


Q Chuck, on the visit of the Secretary, he did not 
say yesterday that he will raise the Middle East issue or any 
other issue beside the four regional issues he mentioned. Can 
you tell us anything? 


A Again, I don't want to get into the business of 
trying to predict each and every issue that the Secretary will 
choose to take up. He highlighted some issues. I don't 
believe he intended to say that that was an exhaustive list of 
every issue that would be discussed, but I don't want to try to 
give you a more exhaustive list than what he, himself, chose to 
do. 


Matt? 


Q Do you have any comment on the fact that Mr. 
Warnecke has written this analysis, and it's been published? 
Is that okay, or - 


a No. 


Q Chuck, another subject? Can you bring us up to 
date on the status of the talks with the Gulf States on freedom 
of navigation? 


Q If I were to do that, it would in essence be a 
repetition of what I used earlier this week. That has not 
changed. 


Q Okay. So it's still in discussions with them? 
a That's right. 
Q Is there any aspect of that -- of those 


discussions, or for that matter the offer by the United States, 
that is partly an attempt by the United States to restore 
cooperative relationships and exchanges of credibility in good 
faith among the Gulf States and the United States as a result 
of the Iran -- in the aftermath of the [ran affair? 
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A In addressing those particular discussions, I 
specified at least four areas of particular concern, most of 
which -- and I would think all of which -- have been 
longstanding elements of our policy -- longstanding concerns. 
I think those four elements capture the essence of those 
discussions and the rationale behind them. 


Q How about the timing of it? You said that they 
don't capture the timing of their making this proposal at this 
time. 


a I don't quite know how to capture that one, 
Ralph. Every incicent and every discussion falls into a 
particular context, not of -- over which one does not have 
total control. 


Q All right. Let me -- just one more follow-up on 
that. The status of the threat to shipping -- a few weeks ago 
the U.S. felt that there was an increased threat as a result of 
the placement of the missiles. What is the view at this point 
of that threat? Is it still a strong threat to shipping? Has 
that abated it at all to some extent? 


a We characterized the threat at that time in terms 
of this deployment of Silkworm missiles by the Iranians near 
the Strait of Hormuz. That assessment has not changed. And, 


as you know, at that time [ also told you that we had made sure 
that the Iranians were aware of our concern over that new 
development in the region of the Gulf. In essence, that's 
where things stand. 


- MORE - 
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Q Do you have any update on the fighting around 
Basra? 

Q What was the question? 

A The question concerns the fighting around Basra. 


We don't believe that what has been called Karbala 8 is a major 
offensive. It appears to have been an Iranian attack which has 
not made much of an advance. Detailed information is lacking, 
but this seems to be largely a repetition of the kind of 
fighting we had seen previously in the same area east of Basra. 


And let me tak. this opportunity to once again call 
for an immediate cessation of hostilities and deplore the loss 
of life in this tragic war. 


In the back. 


Q Apparently the Warsaw Pact today proposed that 
NATO freeze -- that NATO and the Pact freeze defense spending 
for up to two years. I understand the proposal was delivered 
to the NATO embassies in Romania. 


Have you been officially notified of it, and do you 
have any reaction? 


A I don't have anything at this point. 

Mac? 

Q Chuck, I have a question about Lebanon. I 
understand there are some Americans who, for various reasons, 
want to stay there. What is our policy now? Is it -- as I 


recall, you have, in the past, called on Americans to leave 
there, that that's the U.S. policy. Does that still stand? 
Does it cover everybody? 


A There's been no change in the policy. I'd invite 
you to check with the Press Office to find the exact language 
that was used in describing that policy at the time it was 
announced. 


Q Is there anything you can say at this point on 
the record about the Secretary's activities outside of his 
discussions with the Soviets in Moscow next week such as the 
Seder, or any other activities he may engage in next week? 


a The Secretary himself spoke to the question of 
the Seder. 
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Q Can you tell us anything more about it, the 
purpose of it, for example? 


A There is a Seder hosted by the Embassy most 
years. I'm not sure how far back that goes, but in the recent 
past, in any case, there has been one traditionally hosted by 
che Embassy to which members of the Soviet Jewish community are 
also invited. Since we will be there on that day, the 
Secretary is going to drop by and participate in part of that 
Seder. 


Concerning other activities, the program is still 
being developed, so I don't have any other parts of his program 
that I could define for you now on the record. But as we get 
into the trip, we'll see what we can do to keep you informed. 


Barry? 


Q Has he ever dropped by a Seder before in his 
lifetime, do you know? 


A I don't know. We can check that out with him. 


Q And can [I ask you if he expects to -- I wanted to 
ask you -- 


A Are you talking about a Seder in Moscow or 
anywhere in the world? 


Q Any time. I mean, I wonder if in his background 
he has any experience at a Seder; it might be interesting. Or 
if this is simply a symbolic step. Secondly -- 


a Regardless of whether or not he ever has, there 
is a certain symbolism to it. 


Q Certainly, certainly, certainly. 


Q Dia Vance do that? 
A Pardon? 


Is there a precedent on this? Did Cyrus Vance do 
this, as Secretary of State? 


Q They didn't have them then. It began with Arthur 
Hartman. (Laughter) [ don't think Kissinger ever did it. But 
Shultz is an Episcopalian. 
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Listen, on his activities there, do you know if he 
will expect to be talking to the President from there? We're 
going back to the security problem; a couple of things I wanted 
to ask you. 


Will he have a need to communicate with Washington or 
with the President who I suppose will be in California? 


aA The President will be in California. Again, I 
don't want to lay something down and have you absolutely hold 
me to it that he will or will not do that. The best I could 
say is that, yes, [ assume he will have occasion to speak to 
the President. 


Q And -- 
f°) And he will be able to do that. 


Q Right. Other people will be there. There will 
be a lot of American officials there. 


A I can confirm that. There will be a lot of 
Americans. 


Q Alright. And, presumably, there will be 
occasions when they will want to discuss details on the 
assumption Mr. Shultz is not involved in every discussion. 
Will these people be able to have security for their 
discussions? There will be more than the 15 people that could 
be crammed into one secure area. Or will they have to somehow 
curtail their discussions or their activities out of security 
concerns even though the big guy will be able to, you know, be 
confident of security? 


A Without going into all of the details, I'd leave 
it under the general heading that the Secretary and his party 
will be able to do what they need to do in a secure fashion. 


Q Last question. 


A These all have been so interesting so far, I can 
hardly wait. 


Q Well, it's good stuff. Sort of milking this 
story. We got so much yesterday, I hate to work at the edges 
here. 
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He is meeting with Shevardnadze. Will there be, as 
there have been, for instance, on other occasions, separate 
meetings between experts or negotiators? Again, people who are 
more familiar day-to-day with arms control issues or regional 
issues, will they have their own separate meetings, do you 
know, with Soviets? 


A Whether or not those kind of meetings will be set 
up, I'm not yet in a position to say. As the Secretary made 
clear yesterday, he will have a very strong team with him which 
will include expertise in all of the areas of interest. You 
mentioned arms control, but that also includes human rights. 

It also includes bilateral issues and, there, we have our 
experts along, so that -- and regional issues. 


But right now, no, I[ can't tell you what meetings 
there will be or won't be outside of the Secretary's own 
meetings. 


Okay, here and then over here. 


Q Chuck, acknowledging that the U.S. is still 
waiting for a reply on its draft treaty in Geneva on INF, is it 
possible the Secretary will be taking new proposals on START to 
his talks in Moscow? 


A I can't help you on what new, old, or 
intermediate proposals the Secretary might have. The Secretary 
said yesterday that he's going with a full set of instructions 
from the President, instructions on all of these areas that 
have gone through the entire National Security Council process 
so that he's going well and totally armed for these discussions. 


Q It's another subject. 
4 That's okay. 
Q I wonder if you have anything on the secret 


agreement between New Zealand and the United States about the 
supply of the base in Antarctica? 


A Once again, this falls under the category of 
alleged secret agreements, you're saying. 


First of all, let me say that we don't have any 
confirmation that New Zealand Prime Minister Lange made the 
remarks attributed to him in the press reporting. 
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The U.S. activities in Christchurch, in which these 
remarks, by whomever they were made refer to, in support of 
Antarctic operations, are governed by a Memorandum of 
Understanding of 1958 with the Government of New Zealand which 
is a public document. 


U.S. aircraft routinely land at Harewood airfield in 
Christchurch in support of Antarctic operation. These aircraft 
are covered by our globally-applied neither-confirm-—nor-deny 
policy on the presence or absence of nuclear weapons. The 
aircraft come from the military airlift command. 


As we've previously said, U.S. policy is not to link 
Antarctic support activities to our dispute with New Zealand 
over port access. That policy has not changed nor has any 
decision been taken to move Antarctic support facilities from 
Christchurch. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Q Could I just ask -- 


A You get tired this late in the briefing of taking 
notes? 


Q Could I just tack -- is the Secretary going to 
see Gorbachev? Has that been set? 


A Again, on any other appointments that may arise 
while we're in Moscow, we'll have to keep you posted. 


Q Is there an idea of what Shultz and Howe will be 
talking about today? 


A Full range of bilateral and regional 
international issues. But, without going again into the 
details, obviously the Secretary will be interested in 
discussing with the Foreign Minister -- Foreign Secretary - 
the kinds of issues that will be particularly relevant to his 
trip to Moscow. I think that goes without saying. 


In addition, the Secretary noted that Paul Nitze would 
be in Brussels on Friday for consultations with all of our 
Allies in NATO. It's about the best I could do in predicting -- 
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You mean tomorrow? I wasn't clear. I'm sorry. 
He said Friday. 

Tomorrow. 

As far as‘I know, that's tomorrow. 


Q Yeah, but next Friday we come back and we're all 
-— the day before we're in Brussels. 


A No, no, he meant before the visit. The Secretary 
himself will be stopping through Brussels to brief the NATO 
Allies next Thursday morning on the way back. 


Q President Nixon will meet him in Helsinki? 

A I believe that's the plan. 

Q Do you have any comment on a cable that is 
reported in Japan to have been sent out to American Embassies 
regarding a new terrorist threat from Libya, or a new terrorist 
threat generally? There's a ruckus in Japan about it. 

A No, I don't have anything on that. 

Q Chuck, will Secretary Shultz discuss with Howe 
the European statement on the Middle East? You know, they are 
calling for an international conference, and there are a lot of 
reports saying that Howe will raise the subject here? 


A I just can't help you on that one. 


Q Chuck, there's an article in the Post today 
suggesting that President Castro may attend the Pan American 
Games in Indianapolis and that it's up to the State Department 
to extend a cordial invitation. Do you have anything? 


cs) As an athlete, or in some other capacity? 
Q No, aS a spectator. 
I don't have anything on that one, George. 
What sport is that -- baseball? 


The United States and the Soviet Union have been 
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discussing since November the compliance with the Helsinki 
Accords. Does the United States have any characterization of 
Soviet compliance with the Helsinki Accords on human rights? 


A I don't have anything by way of some new broad 
analysis to offer you. We have on one occasion or another 
addressed specific aspects of Soviet performance, particularly 
on the question of emigration, for example. But, no, I don't 
have anything in terms of a new, broad analysis to put forward. 


Q Tha>k you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: You've got the statement 
before you which I hope you'll find useful; a quick overview of some 
of the high points on the region. 


I thought in the interest of time, and to be able to take 
more questions, that I would go straight into questions, and we 
could begin. 


Q.: It's about a year after the bombing Libya, and we haven't 
had a chance to read the statement. Maybe you deal with it. Bu 
can you give us some picture of the effect of that on Qadhafi's 
involvement in the support of terrorism? 


A.: Okay. I think it's had a very chilling effect. First of 
all, right after the bombing, we saw a lull in Libyan terrorist 
activities. It went for some three to four months. 


We also saw a decline in * European terrorism (i.e. 
terrorism in Europe) through much of that time. What I'd say, in 
general, is that the Libyan terrorist activity has been reduced 
substantially since our bombing. That Qadhafi, at a minimum, is 
much more circumspect in terrorist activity. I think it's had a big 
impact. 


However, I'd also say that there's no doubt in our mind 
that Qadhafi is abandoning terrorism is an instrument of state 
policy. 


Right now, what we see are indications of increased 
activity by Libyan agents which may be related to further terrorists 
attacks, but that’s/only in recent months. As a matter of fact, 
that's probably in the last month or two. As I would reiterate, I'd 
call it indications of what may be. I'd try to draw a sharp 
distinction between that and the level of activity that we were 
reporting to you in February, March and April of 1986. 


Q.: What kind of activity? 


Q.: You didn't say he was not abandoning it as a policy of 
state terrorism? 
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A.: That's right, despite the reduction of the activity, 
the lull that.we saw, and the fact that I say Qadhafi is being 
more circumspect in his approach. We don't believe that he's 
abandoning it as a matter of state policy. 


On your question about what type of activity, I think 
that inasmuch as I could be able to say right now about the 
recent activity, it would be more of activity in the form of 
surveillance of potential targets. I wouldn't want to draw any 
greater link between surveillance and an actual plan or plot to 
commit a terrorist act. 


Q.: You say our surveillance of their people? 
A.: Their surveillance. 

Q.: Their surveillance of potential targets? 
Q.: U.S. targets? 


A.: I would just say that we're looking at the fact that 
Libyan activity seems to be less directed at U.S. targets than 
it was previously, particularly in 1986. But, yes, there's 
still some of this lower level of activity related to the 
United States. Also, we're seeing activity -- some of this 
activity seems to be directed towards French interests, and we 
attribute some of the new activity to developments in Chad 
which may have spawned this new activity. 


Q.: What is Qadhafi's situation in terms of the internal 
threat in Libya? 


A.: First of all, as you'll see in the statement there, 
he's been hit by three, major self-made disasters in the past 
year: Our bombing, the defeats in Chad, and the on-going 
problems he's had with his economy. His oil reserves were 
about $22 billion in 1981. This year they're about $6 
billion. When oil was in its heyday, Qadhafi's mismanagement 
of the economy -- 


Q.: Did you say oil reserves or oil sales? 


A.: I'm sorry, oil sales. His revenue has declined from 
$22 billion to about $6 billion year. So, anyway, he could 
make a lot of mistakes, mismanage the economy -- when he was 
getting in $22 billion a year. It didn't create the kind of 
problems and hardships that it does now living on $6 billion a 
year in revenues. 


Those are three main things, but I'd even break those 
down further and look at 1986 and 1987 altogether. In ‘86, we 
began with our economic sanctions which were intended to try to 
impose some price on him, make a political statement, that we 
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weren't going to do business with him following the Rome and 
Vienna een ané Egyptair the previous November. 


in’ “February of '86, Qadhafi launched an 
offensive ‘the gunt in Chad going south of the Sixteenth 
Parallel. They were quickly defeated and runned back to the 
north of the Sixteenth. Then, in March, you had the Gulf of 
Sidra. Then, in April, you had the U.S. attacks, and following 
that, I'd put in three important categories. One was the 
European reaction, the EC Declaration of April 21 last year, 
resulting in the expulsion of a lot of Libyan diplomats and 
some of the real bad apples that were in Europe in the People's 
Bureaus. 


The Europeans reduced their presence in Libya. There 
were approximately 17,000 Italians in Libya. A few months 
later, there were only about 2,000. Also, you had what I would 
consider to be very little support from the Soviet Union 
following our bombing and a lack of strong support or material 
support within the Arab world. And then to follow that on, in 
Chad, we're talking about a series of defeats here this year. 


All of that, back to your main point, is, where does 
that leave Qadhafi? Obviously, these are serious setbacks, a 
lot of repercussions. Several things offset that. 


First of all, Qadhafi has survived. We have to look 
at this as a man who has survived for 18 years. Also, we 
should bear in mind that he has a very formidable security 
apparatus in Libya. The Libyans have known for a long time the 
scourge of Qadhafi's repression. There's a lot of 
intimidation, fear. All of these things certainly weigh 
heavily in his favor. 


I would also add that the Libyan people are not being 
told about the losses in Chad. Qadhafi is denying that Libyans 
are fighting down there. As reports are starting to come out, 
they're attempting to jam BBC and Italian media coverage of 
Chad. So the full impact of the defeats in Chad is not known 
yet. 


-» When: you take all that together, I think that's an 
awesome string of events. I don't think I could go beyond that 
very well and try to draw conclusions on what that will mean 
for a man who has survived a lot of things for 18 years. But 
we are prepared to say, and pretty comfortably, is, I think he 
was more isolated than he had ever been before, at the weakest 
point of his 17 years, following the U.S. bombing. 


A year later, he's even more so. But this cat has a 
lot of lives, and I think it's more than nine. 


Q.: What about the loyalty of the armed forces? 
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A.: The armed forces -- it's fairly well known at the 
hicest levels and down all the way through -- were opposed to 
being in Chad, to fighting in Chad. Morale in Chad was 
terrible. There's been a lot of resistance to his rule. The . 
military has just been one of Qadhafi‘s many victims over his 
reign. The Revolutionary People's Committees have gained more 
power, militias have been created, but also the military is a 
major victim in Chad because of the casualties. There's 
cértainly over 3,000 Libyan casualties in the past few months. 
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I'd put that in perspective for you. The Libyan army 
is about 55,000. The total Libyan military is approximately 
72,000. So to take on at least 3,000 casualties in a 
three-month period -- there were about 14,000 Libyans in Chad 
-- over 20 percent of all Libyans in Chad have been casualties 
in a 90-day period. 


Q.: Are all those Libyans? There's the Islamic Legion -- 
A.: I'1l1 come back to that. Let me finish about the 


impact in the military because I think that's a separate issue ~* 
that's important. : 
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So we've had approximately five percent or more of the — 
total Libyan military become casualties. That‘s quite a 
number. Outside of the fighting in Iran and Iraq, between two 
much larger countries with much larger armies, I couldn't tell 
you right now but you'd have to go back quite a few years to 
when any army has taken so many losses in single battles. 


On your point about what's called the Islamic Legion, 
I'm not sure we're able to completely separate fact from myth 
in that case. There certainly have been a lot of reports of 
others fighting alongside the Libyans down in Chad, but I don't 
see this as being quite such great numbers. 


The other spin that's put on this by the Libyans and 
some of those reporting from the region is that the troops who 
have been taking the biggest beatings down there have been 
reservists. They're certainly not Libya's crack troops. My 
point would be that that's inconsequential. When you're 
talking, certainly, again, I would say about more than 3,000 
Libyan families and friends of these people who are suffering 
these losses, the impact isn‘t going to be as great one way or 
the other. 


I don't think we would put a high estimate on the 
number of other nationals that are really fighting alongside 
the Libyans. The preponderance of there casualties have been 
Libyan. 


Q.: What has this done in terms of their loyalty to 
Qadhafi? Have you any way to gauge whether -- how many 
discontents there is in the ranks? 
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A.: Noy We*te not able to look inside Libya with such 
precision as@ draw conclusions on what this is going to mean 
next for Qad@tiafi <—- where things will go. Again, as I sa‘, 
you've got te look at the history of how well he's survived. I 
think that you may see in time, as the word gets out inside 
Libya of the losses, that Qadhafi will resort to one of 
Qadhafi's favorite techniques, and that is to lay all the blame 
not on his policy but on the military and those who carried it 
out. There probably will be continued reshufflings within the 
military. 


Obviously, that has quite an effect on the already 
low, sagging morale inside the military. Beyond that, though, 
I think anything is hard to speculate. I think it's easier to 
say how hard the effect will be on the military and how hard 
this has been on the military than to say what the effect will 
be on the dynamics of Libyan politics. 


Q.: What about the Libyan opposition groups and forces? 
Are they viable to replace him, or any evaluation on them that 
you have? 


A.: I'm not sure I'm going to be able to give you a good 
answer on whether or not they're viable to replace hin. 
There's an impressive number of astute individuals, Libyans, 
who are now living in exile -- some of the country's best 
technocrats. The heart of the country's middle class, of 
course, have fled and live abroad. And, as you say, there are 
quite a few exile groups outside Libya. 


I think overall they've got a role to play ina 
possible post-Qadhafi regime, but I think I would have to 
caveat it by saying I would expect from the outside that their 
influence was generally limited, and their most effective area 
is trying to get the truth about how the outside world sees 
Qadhafi and trying to get the truth of the consequences of 
Libyan policies, get that message back into Libya -- that may 
be their forte. 


Q.: There were some news reports that the American raid on 
Qadhafi last year was not something new for him. That he was 
informed by the Maltese forty minutes before the raid, and 
there were some other speculations that the Russians might have 
also informed him. What do you assess this information about? 


A.: We've seen a lot of reports since last year's bombing 
about what may or may not have happened right before the 
bombing, what the role of other countries may have been. We've 
seen no credible evidence that the Libyans had any advanced 
warning of our strike. They were totally caught by surprise. 





I think a lot of reports, a lot of developments on the 
ground, would support that. And then, of course, as I noted 
earlier, you have to look at the support, the lack thereof, 
from the Soviet Union after the bombing. 


I see no information that supports the idea that Libya 
was forewarned about this attack. 


Q.: But it is certain that Qadhafi has sent his family in 
an airplane to Sabha inside Libya before the attack. That is 
certain. And, also, how do you assess his changing of the 
capital from Tripoli and Benghazi gcing to Jufrah to Hun oasis? 


A.: Two things on both parts here. The first is, I don't 
have the information that you say you have that he flew his 
family down to Sabha before the raid. 


Q.: Before the raid? 


A.: Before the raid. Many of the reports suggest they 
were there near him in the barracks. This is just 
speculation. Certainly, Qadhafi and his family move around the ; 
countryside a lot as security precautions. I don't think it's 
an unusual step for the family to be moved at any given time. 


As far as the capital going down to al-Jufrah, Qadhafi 
is continuously tinkering with Libyan society. He's always 
making pretty far-sweeping changes. In fact, he hardly ever 
makes a speech that he does not say something in his speech 
that, in effect, doesn't upset at least a serious portion or 
serious elements within Libya. He's always talking about how 
they're going to have to go out and all be armed on the coast 
or they're all going to have to pay more dinars to have guns, 
and that he's going to move the capital. 


He has moved the military command structure down into 
al-Jufrah. I think this reflects his feeling for what he needs 
for security purposes. I think he felt that things on the 
coastline have been too vulnerable. 





Since that time, though, he's also announced that he's 
moving the capital out of Tripoli. Frankly, there's no reason 
to believe that the infrastructure or water supplies or 
anything else could support a move like that down in the 
desert. But I think it's just one more example of Qadhafi 
always tinkering and shuffling with Libyan society. 


Q.: Getting back to the terrorism issue, there have been 
reports that a Libyan was arrested in Venezuela recently, and 
on his person was found maps and a lot of other information 
establishing him with opposition groups throughout the 
Caribbean, including French Guyana, and I just wonder whether, 
{a] you could confirm that, and [b] what is your understanding 
of the information he was found with? 
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A.: That’s right. I can tell you that we've seen that a 
Libyan agent was apprehended down there, and even in the 
President's message right after the bombing last year he 
referred to possible terrorist activities in this hemisphere, 
in Latin America. Por some time, particularly over the last 
year, we've seen a lot of signs that Qadhafi is trying to take 
subversive activity within the region, and particularly in the 
Caribbean. Some of the leftist groups down there and some of 
the more militant groups have been invited to Tripoli from time 
to time for conferences, and we see that he is in return 
providing support to some of them for their activities. 


Q.: How about terrorism? It's one thing to visit Libya. 
It's another thing to promote terrorism. 


A.: That's right. Our information suggests that this is 
both related to possible terrorism and subversion. 


Q.: How about these fellows from Chicago? Do you have 
anything on that? 


A.: No. 


Q.: The groups of these so-called gang leaders who have 
supposedly offered their services to him for a fee. 


A.: No. I'm sorry. I don't have anything on that. 


Q.: Could I follow up on that question? When you say, 
"support radical groups,* what kind of support do you mean? 


A.: Money. I mean a lot of financial support. I don't 
have anything for you on weapons or logistics. There's been a 
new dialogue, open communication, between these groups. But 
Qadhafi mostly -- I think this is true in some ways, though you 
can't say this in all cases -- the farther away something is 
from Tripoli, the more likely the support is monetary, and 
particularly for some of these small groups that don't have 
much of a financial base on their own. This is a tempting 
opportunity for Qadhafi to come in and get involved with these 
groups with just relatively smaller sums of money. 


Q.: Do you see anything of Qadhafi reorganizing in either 
Tibesti, southern Libya at all, western Sudan, or an attempt to 
take back what he's lost in northern Chad? 


A.: No. As a matter of fact, there's still some 
withdrawal going on into the Tibesti and into the Aouzou Strip 
from the forces who were defeated elsewhere in Chad. But the 
information that we have so far clearly suggests an emphasis on 
defending the Aouzou Strip, the last remaining territory there, 
and territory which is considered to be the most useful part of 
the region. Only ten percent of all Chadians live north of the 




















Lp's a desolate area, but the Aouzou Strip is 
- ith uranium. 


fF see any activity to suggest a 

Ea ind the other is that -- let me just add that 
any talk of counterattack, a counteroffensive, certainly has to 
be problematical for the Libyans in several regards. One is 
they've lost so much equipment, taken so many losses in 
manpower so far in the last few months in Chad. It's not just 
the loss of equipment, which they're not going to be able to 
replace and the manpower defeats, but they've demonstrated a 
total failure of their command structure, their inability to 
utilize weapons, their inability to integrate systems that they 
had down there. So beyond the fact of what we see appearing to 
be gearing up to defending the Aouzou Strip, if you go beyond 
that, you just have to wonder, could they even begin to think 
about pulling off a successful offensive. 


Q.: They're still bombing Ouadi Doum, trying to destroy 
the economy. 


A.: Yes. * think that points to what a sad state of 
affairs they’. in, in Libya, that probably one of the most’ ; 
effective actions they can attempt to take right now is to try 4 
to bomb their old equipment. They're not bombing it very 
successfully. It's high-altitude bombing. It hasn't been very 
effective but some of the equipment has been damaged or 
destroyed by the bombing. 





Q.: A few months ago, maybe a month or two ago, there were 
some indications that Qadhafi was trying to establish closer 
connections or close connections with Hezbollah. Do you have 
anything further on that at this point? 


A.: No. I don't have anything more, Ralph, other than 
what you said. There have been old reports. Some of them have 
gone back to some increased activity right after the time of 
our bombing to try to develop new ties with Hezbollah, 
particularly in Lebanon. There have been reports from time to 
time of Qadhafi.trying to buy into the action there, but 
nothing ’ s he's been successful. 
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Q.: BS ie, further involvement with the hostage situation 
then? « *» *** 


A.: No. Not from Qadhafi. 
Q.: What is the level of Soviet aid since the American 


bombing, and what indications do you have to suggest that the 
Russians have been cooling off? 
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A.: The relationship between Libya and the Soviet Union -- 
I think thecenterpfece of that relationship to me has been the 
approximate $10 billion worth of equipment that the Soviet 
Union has s@ld to Qadhafi over the years. 


Besides the fact that we don't feel that the Soviet 
Union provided any real material support to Qadhafi after the 
bombing, there are also indications because of the fact that 
Qadhafi owes the Soviet Union a substantial sum of money on 
some of these weapons systems, that that's slowed down the 
delivery of new weapons, and the Soviet Union is looking for 
their bills to be paid. 


Also, right after the bombing, Qadhafi sent an 
emissary to Moscow and in a public declaration that was made, a 
communique at the end of that, it said that the Soviets had 
told Libya not to give the imperialists a pretext to take 
action against Libya again. We clearly interpret that message 
as a warning to Libya to stay away from terrorism. 


Most recently you've heard Qadhafi say that if he's 
threatened and pushed, he might join the Warsaw Pact, he might 
take missiles into Libya. Again, look at that response. I 
think that evoked a very cool response from the Soviets who 
said that was a hypothetical thing; it did not reflect any type 
of an invitation. 


Given the relationship between the Soviet Union and 
Libya, I think that the Soviets clearly would have to view 
Qadhafi as an erratic and unpredictable client, and there are 
also other issues between them, including the fact that Libya 
certainly has given a lot of support to anti-PLO groups which 
would be in itself an issue between the Soviets and Libya on 
regional policy. 


Q.: The Tunisian Foreign Minister is coming here in a 
couple of weeks. What are our concerns about Tunisia, and also 
do we think that the Libyans are involved in underground 
activities there? 


A.: I think the Tunisians, on the latter point, laid that 
out very weal when they broke diplomatic relations, I believe 
in September’of ‘85, with Libya. The Libyan People's Bureau 
there had smuggled in some letter bombs, and there were a 
couple of people injured, and there were a lot of problems. 
They had expelled 32,000 Tunisians. There has been quite a 
history, of Libyan subversion, and in fact it's been made clear 
to us over the years, particularly in the 80's by the 
Tunisians, that they felt that Libya was their main threat. 


On your question about Foreign Minister Mabrouk's 
first visit here as Foreign Minister, and what are our concerns 
vis-a-vis Tunisia, we had serious concerns about the economic 
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situation in Tunisia last year, and we applaud Tunisia. We 
think they*W made @ lot of right steps and made a lot of 
progress. ey've had good progress with the IBRD and the IMP, 
and they've: just had a consultative group of donors meet in 
Paris and pledge $250 million more new money. There's hope 
that maybe they'll be able to get about an additional $50 
million from the Japanese and Saudis. 


We were worried, because the Tunisians had been hit 
with drought, falling oil prices, lost worker remittances, and 
we were very concerned. I won't say that things are completely 
out of the woods -- political problems could arise out of the 
economic problems in Tunisia -- and that was for a long time 
our opinion or probably one of our leading concerns beyond 
this, other than the Libyan threat, but they're making good 
economic progress. 


Q.: [Referred to Briefer's prepared statement] Could I 
ask you whether this is an ON-THE-RECORD statement on North 
Africa background or a statement attributable to U.S. officials 
providing background on North Africa? 


A.: We would view that also as a background statement. 
Q.: In other words, it's not a State Department statement? 
A.: It's the same as my speaking. 


Q.: Another side-bar kind of thing. Despite your comment 
tnat there's been dramatic progress on the bilateral 
relationship with Algeria, the Secretary of State has never 
reinstated the visit that was cancelled during his first year 
in office, I believe. Is there any prospect for him to go to 
Algeria? 


A.: I'm not aware of any, but we've had some high-level 
visits with Algeria, and Ambassador Walters was just in 
Algiers. Also, we're talking about other senior State 
Department officials visiting Algiers later this year, and 
Algeria is increasing its number of high-level visitors to the 
United States. 


The relationship itself is really good, and I'd look 
at it as one of the unsung diplomatic successes in this 
Administration. Of course, our budding relationship with 
Algeria goes back to the previous Administration nd the help 
they gave us with our hostages in Tehran. But our relationship 
has really moved a long way in the past six years with Algeria, 
and, of course, a lot of that's attributable to President 
Benjedid who we find very easy to work with. 


Q.: Back to Tunisia for a second, after the Israeli 
bombing of the PLO headquarters there, there was a chilling of 
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relations between the U.S. -- to some extent between the U.S. 
and Tunisia. How would you assess those relations now? 


A.: That's far behind us now, and it really is in terms of 
the way the Punisians feel about the issue. Just speaking from 
personal experience, I was there shortly after the bombing, and 
that was on everybody's mind. It's been interesting that it's 
a subject that's not even raised now, and other American 
officials find this when they visit Tunisia, that the issue is 
no longer raised. The Tunisians and Bourguiba's Government had 
made a conscious decision to put it behind us and maintain the 
longstanding friendship. 


Q.: There were reports about American, Algerian and 
Egyptian plans to try to destabilize the [inaudible] Libyan 
position, and that were in the late 1985 and early 1986. After 
that, there was a disinformation campaign, and so on. What is 
the real status of the American Government , w toward the 
Qadhafi regime, and what are -- if there is any plends with the 
Algeria and Egypt attitudes? 


A.: The status is -- I mean, the policy, to start there, 
is that we're continuing to try to put pressure on the Qadhafi 
regime, to isolate Qadhafi, and I think that's working. In 
fact, I think isolation is a policy that takes hold and can be 
more effective over time. It's sort of an erosion effect. 
That's our main policy. 


There's nothing I can tell you in terms of U.S. and 
Egypt on Libya or U.S.-Algeria on Libya. I mean, there's 
nothing I've got for you on that. ‘ 


Q.: Have the events of the past year given you any new or 
additional insights into the psychology of Qadhafi? 


A.: Qadhafi is certainly something of an -- he's both 
unique and something of an enigma, but I think we continue to 
learn by leaps and bounds, and I think the more time goes on, 
the more we can see patterns in his behavior. I think that's 
very true, and because of the fact he's had to respond to a lot 
of crises in the past year, then I think we've had a year to 
really see crisis management or non-management by Qadhafi. But 
I think we consider him to be very shrewd, very calculating, 
very cunning, a@ very capable survivor, and we wouldn't want to 
say anything that suggests that he's not very adept at the 
survival business, and, part and parcel with that, keeping 
things off balance inside Libya. 


Q.: Recently the Director General of the Israeli Poreign 
Ministry was in the United States, and during that time he met 
with the U.N. Representative of Morocco, and he had scheduled a 
meeting with the Tunisian U.N. Representative. 
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Do yo | of North African countries toward Israel? 
Could : Eporated in some way into the peace process? 
Do you". 6e@, gee th@ near future any type of relations between any 
of the aA countries and Israel? 


A.: The Moroccan Jewish community has maintained close 
ties with Israel for many years, and this is something King 
Hassan, of course, has been aware of and has endorsed and 
allowed the Moroccan Jewish community to make ties with Israel. 


The meeting he had in Ifrane last year with the Prime 
Minister was a historic meeting. We applauded the meeting. I 
think in general there's certainly room for more improvement 
and a willingness to try to see relations improve. I don't 
think I can speak to it in terms of either a whole region in 
relations with Israel or would have anything about the idea of 
North Africa fitting into the peace process for you except for 
it as part of the Arab world. 


Q.: But country-by-country, I mean, is Tunisia moving 
closer to to relations with Egypt and relations with Israel, - 
etc., with the area, etc.? 


A.: No. I can't characterize Tunisia's moving closer or 
anything with relations with Israel, or to suggest that King 
Hassan's meeting with the Prime Minister last year was a move 
towards relations. He was trying to open a new dialogue in the 
peace process. 


Q.: Did Hassan suffer in the Arab world from his meeting? 
I mean, in the long run. 


A.: No. In the long run, Ifrane also seems to be ancient 
history, I think, to many of the people in the region, and 
there was -- I mean, some of the Arab states expressed real 
surprise and disappointment at the time, but we don't see 
anything of lasting consequence. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with a joint announcement by the Department of 
State and the Defense Department. 


The Department of State and the Department of Defense 
have decided to return the six Marines stationed in Leningrad 
to the United States. This measure is precautionary in nature 
and is intended to facilitate the ongoing security 
investigation. There is no evidence that any of the returning 
Marines are implicated in any wrongdoing. They will be 
replaced by Marine Security Guards stationed in other posts of 
the world or the Marine Security Guard Headquarters in 
Quantico, Virginia. 


The switch of the Marine Security Guards will take 
place during May. This action has been under consideration for 
some time in conjunction with the rotation of the Marine 
Security Guards in Moscow. 


Jim? 


Q On the specific question of Leningrad, the 
communications from the Consulate have already been revamped. 
Is that right? 


A That's right. The Secretary mentioned during his 
press conference that the normal electronic communications of a 
classified nature have been disrupted, but that adequate 
safeguards have been introduced to ensure secure communications 
to and from Leningrad, as we did in the case of Moscow. 


Q And on this side of the Atlantic, the Soviets, as 
you probably know, held a news conference here similar to the 
one that they held in Moscow yesterday, claiming that there was 
a systematic attempt by the U.S. Government to eavesdrop on -- 
plant eavesdropping devices into their building under 
construction. Do you have any comment? 


a No. In that their presentation was similar, my 
answer is similar to yesterday. 
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Q What about the manner in which they did this? 
They not only had the press conference, but they took reporters 
and photographers on a tour of the Embassy, up ladders, into 
nooks and crannies, and even pulled a dashboard out and showed 
them some “bugging” devices, as though -- you know, this was 
all very interesting. 


What's your reaction to that? 
A I wasn't there. 


(Laughter) 


Q There are so many stories going around, it's hard 
to keep track of all of them, but I thought there were some 
questions raised also about security at the Embassy in Rome 
when this story first broke -- Leningrad and Rome. Do you have 
anything on any special problems in Rome? 


A No, I don't nave anything in the way of special 
problems, as you term it. 


Q Well, related to the Marine Guards in some way 
that raised some questions -- that questions had been raised 
about security, I thought, at the Embassy in Rome as well as 
the Consulate in Leningrad and the Embassy in Moscow. 


A I believe that that link may have come up in the 
sense that one of -- the third Marine Guard that had been 
identified had served in Rome afterwards. I can, for example, 
tell you we do have normal secure communications in and out of 
Rome, if that's of interest in response to the previous 
question. 


In more general terms, and to repeat what we've said 
in some ways before, you know that we are carrying out both 
counter-intelligence and damage assessment investigations 
wherever necessary. I can't go into specific locations for the 
obvious reasons, but T can tell you that we're ~crciucting 
careful and systematic reviews of our securit ms at all 
foreign service posts, with special emphasis posts in 
hostile environments. 
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Q Chuck, the Soviet show this morning or display of 
these listening devices raises a question whether you could 
provide information to back up your allegations regarding the 
construction of the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. I mean, they have 
provided photos; they did give a guided tour and all that. 


Not that you want to have to do the same thing, but 
wouldn't it help to lay your case out? 


A Aas far as I'm aware, I've never talked from the 
podium about the allegations that you refer to. As a 
consequence, just not in a position to help you on that one. 


Q One group of Congressmen, I think, this week saw 
slides of x-rays of the new girders or the posts and the floors 
in the Embassy compound in Moscow. Could you not make those 
available just as again to back up your own concerns about that 
building? 


A I'm not in a position to promise making anything 
available. Those kind of questions are squarely within the 
intelligence realm, and so it falls to other people to make 
those kind of determinations, but ['m sure if anyone decides to 
make those kind of things available, you'll be high on the list. 


Q Chuck, on something somewhat related, there are 
reports -- and they seem to be accurate -- that the President 
has given new instructions to the Secretary to take a stricter 
view in several areas of arms control. I wondered if these new 
instructions and the harder line that's evident in them, is a 
reflection in any way of the currently poor atmosphere in 
superpower relations? 


A The only comment I would have to make with regard 
to the stories on which your question is premised, is that the 
only authoritative instructions are those given by the 
President to the Secretary. 


Q Apparently, Secretary Gorbachev has made a 
speech, in Prague [ guess, about short-range missiles, 
including them in separate talks. Is that something that's 
encouraging? 


A I saw, I suppose, the same report that you did. 
We'll be off to Moscow, arriving there on Monday morning for 
talks on a wide range of issues. Arms control is one of those 
on the agenda; and if the Soviets have ideas, that's what we're 
there to talk about. 
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Q Chuck, does he expect to be able to nail an 
agreement to the “bugged" Embassy wall at the end of this trip, 
or -- Will he have an agreement as a result of this trip, or is 
he just going to clear the air again? 


A I'd like to refer you to the Secretary's own 
remarks which he'll be giving you on the way to Moscow. That 
will be the definitive statement. But as you know, we've said 
we're going to Moscow to address all four areas of concern on 
the agenda. The Secretary has instructions on all those areas 
from the President, so that on arms control as well as in other 
areas, the objective, as always, is to push the ball along, if 
that's possible. 


Q Chuck, on your earlier answer that the only 
authoritative instructions are those given by the President to 
the Secretary, that's another way of saying “no comment?" 
You're not commenting on whether in fact such instructions 
redefining the U.S. position on SDI have been given? 


A As you can imagine, I'm not in the practice of 
handing out negotiating positions or instructions that the 
President may give to the Secretary before he goes off to 
negotiate with someone. I think that's a reasonable position. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Chuck, do you have any response to Senator Dole 
and Senator Helms? They're -- apparently this happened this 
morning, maybe too late for you, but they're exercised over 
Ambassador Hartman's alleged refusal to emplace the proper 
security over there. 


a) I could answer that for you by referring you to 
the Secretary's remarks, in fact, during this press conference 
on Wednesday, on page 5 of the transcript, if you want to take 
a look later. But he made a number of points, and [I'll just 
hit the highlights so you know what part of the transcript I'm 
talking about. He said, “Let me say we'd never do anything 
with respect to our security, or fail to do something, because 
we think it may cause a problem with them." “Them" being the 
Soviet Union in this case. 


He said that, “There has been a continuing discussion 
about various aspects of. security at our embassies." He said, 
"The net of it has been that in early 1985, after full 
discussion and on the recommendation of our Ambassador, I 
adopted a plan that was in the process of replacing about half 
of the Soviet employees at the Embassy." 


That, in a nutshell, I think answers your question, 
but if you check the transcript, there's even more detail to 
flesh that out. 


Q Well, it doesn't answer the question in the sense 
that it does not address whether or not Ambassador Hartman took 
the action which Senator Dole suggests that he took. 


A I can only address that in indirect terms, in the 
sense that the Secretary talked about this being a subject on 
which people could have differing ideas on which there could be 
debate. He made the points that I made, but he concluded by 
saying that, “In early '85, after full discussion and on the 
recommendation of the Ambassador, a plan was adopted, and that 
was the plan which we were in the process of implementing." 


Q Chuck, do you know if the U.S. and Soviets have 
nailed down the details now of the Secretary appearing on 
television while he's in Moscow? 


q The specific answer is no. All the details have 
not been nailed down. That is something that we're discussing 
with them. The framework that's being talked about would be a 
television interview format with Soviet journalists, but beyond 
that, because the details haven't been nailed down, [ just 
can't give them to you. 
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Q But I wondered if the United States thought -- 
had some views about how this interview should be telecast? In 
other words, wouldn't you prefer that it not be edited? 


A Those are the kind of things we'll be discussing. 


Q Chuck, yesterday the Senate passed a non-binding 
resolution regarding the Secretary's trip. Aside from any 
specific comments you have in reaction to that, would you care 
to comment on this trend in Congress with regard to the 
Secretary's trip to be giving all kinds of advice? Are you 
concerned that Congress is overly up in arms or -- 


A I'll resist your latter invitation for 
commentary. On your question, a number of people with the 
President and the President himself have spoken to various 
aspects of that As you know, the President said that the 
Secretary's trip to Moscow is an important element in the 
conduct of our relations with the Soviet Union. We appreciate 
the concern expressed in the Senate resolution, but the 
Secretary will have the secure facilities that he needs during 
his trip, and, as the President said, we don't have any 
intention of being run out of town. 


Q Another Congressional action the other night, I 
think the House Armed Services Committee approved some kind of 
restriction with regard to testing of SOI components, 
restricting them to the narrow interpretation of the ABM 
Treaty. Did you have any reaction on that? 


A No. I didn't. 

Q Are you aware -- you are aware of this? 

a I'd have to check and see if there was any 
reaction prepared at the time. I just don't have it on the top 
of my head. 

Q Have you been able to authenticate yet the 
document uncovered or presented in Japan about an agreement on 
transit of nuclear materials? 


a I can help you in extensive cetail on that one. 
You ready? ' 


We have confirmed that the document obtained by the 
Japan Communist Party, identified as a 1966 State Department 
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cable, is a copy of an authentic document. The document was 
properly declassified in 1977, because it contained information 
concerning the 1966 Kosygin proposal which was considered no 
longer sensitive. 


Contrary to what has been asserted, the cable does not 
indicate that there is a secret agreement allowing the 
introduction of nuclear weapons into Japan. The reference to a 
“confidential 1960 agreement," which affords the U.S. the right 
to seek Japanese Government consent to the introduction of 
nuclear weapons into Japan, obviously refers to the 1960 Treaty 
of Mutual Cooperation and Security which provides that major 
changes in U.S. deployments in Japan shall be the subject of 
prior consultations with the Government of Japan. As I said 
the other day, that document's been in the public domain since 


1960. 


I'll go on, because this is all relevant, although a 
bit separate. The references to what are called "confidential 
arrangements" and to the confidential 1960 agreement are 
references to the same thing, the 1960 Treaty arrangements, 
which, of course, are public. As the imprecise drafting of the 
cable indicates, the immediate focus of the cable was the 
Kosygin proposal, not U.S.-Japan security relations. It was 
not intended as an authoritative statement of U.S. defense 
policy toward Japan, nor can it be considered as such. 


And then to close this off: To repeat again, that 
concerning our position concerning nuclear weapons, you know 
our consistent worldwide well-known policy neither to confirm 
nor deny the presence or absence of nuclear weapons on U.S. 
military vessels, that remains our policy. At the same time, 
we're aware of the special sentiments of the Japanese people 
with regard to nuclear weapons. We have faithfully honored our 
commitments under the Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security 
with Japan and will continue to do so. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Can we have a copy? 
They'll have to stitch that together. 


You're right, that's a lot, so I had trouble 
following it. But the part where you contend in there that 
this does not refer to a cunfidential agreement -- 


a It is because of what I refer to as imprecise 
drafting, which could leave that impression. But when you read 
the total context of the cable, you see that the so-called 
confidential arrangements referred to are, in fact, the 1960 
Treaty. 


Q But it does make reference to an agreement to 
have nuclear armaments enter into Japanese territory. 


a I'd invite you to read the words of what I said. 
It covers all of that. The Treaty itself provides that major 
changes in U.S. deployments in Japan shall be the subject of 
prior consultations with the Government of Japan. That's the 
Treaty provision. 


Q Is it your position that the cable -- I'm sorry, 
that the -- yes, the cable that's uncovered, does not provide 
for an agreement with the Japanese Government and the U.S. 
Government to bring nuclear weapons into Japan? 


A What I have said, in terms of anything referring 
to what [ referred to as confidential arrangements, 
confidential agreements, that that is a reference to the Treaty 
which is public. It's nothing more than that. 

Q So why does -- does the cable -- 


A The cable, as I said, there was some imprecise 
drafting which allowed it to be read in a different way. 


Q When was the Treaty made public? 
a I'd have to check on that. 
I don't understand why the cable would refer to 


confidential documents that you say, in fact, is the Treaty if 
the Treaty is public and not confidential? 


A The cable was referring to a 1966 Kosygin 
proposal. That was the subject of the cable itself. The 
subject was not U.S.-Japan security relations. 








-9- Friday, 4/10/87 


Q I'll try one more time. Is the cable -- 

A I've done all [I can for you on that one, but you 
can try. 

Q I know. You can respond or not, as you choose, 


of course. But does the cable not refer to an agreement 
between the two governments to allow for nuclear materials to 
enter Japan, U.S. nuclear? 


A Whatever reference there is to agreements in 
there, is no more than a reference to the Treaty of Mutual 
Cooperation and Security. That is what that reference is to 
and nothing more. 


Q And that Treaty allows for the entry of nuclear 
materials into Japan, because (inaudible) refers to the treaty 


A What that Treaty does, it provides that major 
changes in U.S. deployments in Japan shall be the subject of 
prior consultations with the Government of Japan. That's it. 


Q Could [ just Follow that quickly, Chuck. When 
you said that -- did I understand you to say that the 1960 
Treaty was, in fact, made public in 1960? 


A I don't know the year it was made public, but it 
is in the public domain. 


Q I have a question about the Embassy in Moscow. 
The Secretary said the other day that the U.S. had startea the 
process in the fall of ‘85 of presenting claims for things that 
were done in excess or insufficiently in terms of construction. 


I'm sort of curious. Could you provide the details of 
that? I mean, what sort of claims; how much? 


A There are no figures to attach to it because 
that's still in the process of being determined. What I have 
is that the construction contract that we entered into in June 
of '79 for the new office building contains an arbitration 
agreement. The Department has filed notice for arbitration 
against the Soviet contractor for claims arising out of 
construction delays after 1983 when the new office building 
project had been scheduled for completion. 
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In addition, a claim was filed against the Soviets on 
March 5, 19867, for defective workmanship at the new office 
building. We're now assessing the extent of the damage. Once 
the amount of reconstruction necessary to ensure a secure 
building is known, then we will re-examine the question of 
damages. 


Q But, now is -- the March 5 claim sounds like it's 
the insufficient, shoddy workmanship. He was suggesting also 
that in some cases we got more than we contracted for. The 
suggestion in his remark was that there had been a claim placed 
for that, but you don't seem to be saying that now? 


A I've given you the status of, in fact, what are 
two claims at two different times. 


Q Well, the first one -- is the first one in 
connection with bugging? The second one sounds like it's not. 


A I can't help you any further than that in terms 
of what's in one or the other. 


Q Chuck, given the fact that Mr. Gorbachev made his 
comments about short-range missiles so close to the time of 
this briefing, do you expect to have any more to say about that 
later today? 


A I don't expect so. As I said earlier, we'll be 
in Moscow on Monday. 


Q Sir, last night, on the television program 
"Nightline," did you happen to hear it? Mr. Eagleburger 
suggested that it is not wise that Secretary Shultz go to 
Moscow. He suggested Zurich, or some other neutral city. 


A I've answered that question in response to 
another version today. The President has spoken to the 
question, so has the Secretary. 


Q Chuck, there's a report that the Secretary may 
seek to meet with Dr. Sakharov. Do you have anything on it? 


A I don't have anything on any other items on the 
Secretary's schedule than what we've talked about. 


Q And could you provide us itinerary, in general -- 
the Secretary's itinerary, in general, since -- 
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A When you get to Moscow, there's a standard 
procedure for -- being made available to you on a guidance 
basis of the Secretary's schedule. So you'll need to stay in 
touch with the Press Center there. 


Q Do you have anything on Ne Win's visit to this 
country, the Burmese leader? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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QUESTION: There is a story kicking around in the L.A. Times 
and its been elsewhere, I quess, that in the past few years 
some six Soviets who were helping the United States have been 
uncovered in a surveillance schene and have been executed. 
Were you aware of such an event? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, 1 don't have any comment on that. 





QUESTION: Slepak's son is reporting that his father was beaten 
-- he would be one of the prominent dissidents who would be at 
the Seder, I guess -- that he had been beaten by Soviet agents 
and whatever, and packed up in a van and sent home and found in 
no condition to be with you Monday night. Have you had any 
reports of this event? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I haven't had such a report, so 1 can't 
comment on that as such. I did have a lengthy meeting with his 
two sons, and as in all these meetings, they are very moving, 
poignant, as human meetings. At the end, the two sons gave me 
a photograpt of the grandchildren who the grandparents have 
never seen, and said that their parents would be at the Seder 
and asked me to give them this photograph. 1 have the 
photograph with me, and I certainly hope that I can deliver it 
personally. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is what the President offered at 
Reykjavik on the table as far as you're concerned when you meet 
with the Russians this week? I'm talking about SUI and the ABM 
non-withdrawal proposal. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, 1 will put forward our positions when 

I get to Moscow. We have examined the negotiating record 
carefully -- what they have said, their problems with our 
proposals, and reviewed our own thinking; had a rather thorough 
review. And so we have some positions to put forward in the 
light of all these things, and ['ll do it there. [ don't want . 
to get into a kind of preview of what I'm going to say to the 
Soviets on that. 





For further information contact: 
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QUESTION: The President did say yesterday in his speech, in 
response to a question, that we have never believed in the 


linkage of those two weapons systems, INF and short-range INF, 
and now (inaudible) are separate issues and not linked? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our position has been the same, right from 
the start of the INF talks, and insofar as the short-range 
missiles are concerned, our position has been that the levels 
should be frozen at or below the Soviet levels with a right to 
match on our side, and with follow-on negotiations to take 
place within six months of the end of the INF negotiations. So 
the short-range INF missiles must be treated in an INF 
agreement. On the other hand, the follow-on negotiations, if 
our position is accepted, would take place as an independent 
negotiation. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the floor of the Senate yesterday, 
Robert Dole said that he had information to the effect that 
Arthur Hartman, as Ambassador to Moscow, blocked improvements 
in security at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow and he wants some 
kind of letter that he says Hartman wrote to the State 
Department. Are you aware of any of this? And will you 
respond to Senator Dole? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There have been requests for a cable that 
Ambassador Hartman sent me some years ago. It has been made 
available as something for Senators who want to read it, to 
read it, although I do that with reluctance since I fear that 
pretty soon no Ambassadors will ever send a cable anymore, if 
they all can be dredged up. It's a real problem. However, the 
process of the upgrading of our Moscow Embassy has been going 
on for a number of years. DOuring that time, there has been, on 
the one hand, a debate about exactly what should be done, what 
the theory of it should be, so to speak, and on the other hand, 
actions of various kinds. Art Hartman has been part of the 
debate, and he has been a person very strong in the actions 
that have been taken. Obviously, without, in any way, 
downplaying the importance of the actions that we have taken, 
we did not do enough because we have a very serious problem. 

So now we're in the process of investigating what happened, 

why it happened, and of course, most importantly, what to do 
about it. And we're taking steps as we see them. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what did you find encouraging, and/or 
discouraging, about General Secretary Gorbachev's latest 
proposals made in Czechoslovakia the other day? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: *% *hought his speech was, in general, a very 
interesting one, wi'* icts of statements about approach to 
economic affairs, re‘erences to information technology and 
biotechnology, and so on; lots of things of that kind that are 
very interesting. 1 hope that if 1 have the opportunity to 
talk with him in a broad way about important developments, I 
can explore some of those ideas. 





Insofar as arms control is concerned, I'll save my particular 
comments for our meetings, but 1 ‘id note that he identified, 
as I think he said, the root problem, the problem of reductions 
in strategic missiles. And, of course, we think that's the 
root problem, too. The President has, for a long time, been 
proposing a 50 percent reduction and we, I hope, are on the 
track of that as we discussed in Reykjavik. His speech was 
full of various things, I don't have them all in my mind to do 
that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in an interview that we had yesterday 
with Ambassador Hartman, he suggested that it would be a waste 
of time to try to redefine the ABM Treaty because it would just 
lead to more internal division within the Reagan 
Administration, that if the Soviets are prepared, he suggested 
to talk about a separate SIfART agreement, that the United 
States should be prepared to talk about the differences between 
real development and deployment. In other words, try to map 
some future set of talks that would define for the future, not 
for the past, what contributes to the difference between an SDI 
component and -- in other words that would involve testing, but 
not necessarily deployment, in other words, try to map. Is 
that an avenue that you would think fruitful to go down? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, our position is -- and I think it is 
the right position -- that there is an ABM Treaty. The things 
that we are doing in structuring the Strategic Defense 
Initiative and that research is fully consistent with the ABM 
Treaty, and we'll keep it that way. So we don't seek any 
change in the ABM Treaty. 





Now the Soviets have talked a lot about the importance of 
having some more predictability for some period of time in what 
the offense-defense regime would look like, and it's in that 
regard that we have talked at various times in conjunction with 
certain conditions about periods of non-withdrawal from the 
Treaty. So that is basically, I think, the right posture for 
us. 


























NO. 83 
ite 


QUESTION: Would a cooperative approach, such as suggested by 
Mrs. Thatcher, whereby we both inform the other of the schedule 


of tests and what tests would take place, make sense? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We'll want to talk with them. Of course 
we've been wanting to talk with them about the relationship 
between offense and defense, and it's a classic military 
matter. It's always been the case that you have these two 
elements of your strategy, and we think that that is so now. I 
think it's true that, for awhile, the U.S. kind of gave up on 
defense against ballistic missiles, although the Soviets never 
did, and our light has been turned on and I think that -- I 
know we're prepared to talk about what kind of an 
offense-defense regime and set of arrangements would be 
possible and desirable, and the President has been pushing for 
that consistently. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in his speech yesterday, the 
President said that a breakthrough in the talks on the 
intermediate-range missiles is now a distinct possibility. Do 
you expect such a breakthrough in your meetings in Moscow? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am going to Moscow with a team of super 
experts who know everything about all the different ins and 
outs of these subjects and so we go well-prepared, and we go in 
a constructive spirit. I think that the issues are of such a 
nature that if the Soviets have the same spirit, we should be 
able to move the ball along in @ very positive way. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what will be the impact, do you 
think, on American foreign policy credibility if the review 
that's presently under way results in a final and irreversible 
determination by the Administration to adopt and act on the 
broad interpretation of the ABM Ireaty, thereby effectively 
saying that, after thirteen years of one understanding, the 
government is adopting a different one? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's the question of course, what is 





the proper way or what are justified ways of interpreting that 
Treaty and we are doing a tremendous piece of work on this 
subject. Judge Sofaer, Legal Advisor in the State Department, 
has been leading that effort. He's produced one thick document 
that analyzes the negotiating record, and the conclusion you 
come to from such an examination is, I believe, fairly, that a 
broad interpretation of the Treaty is fully justified. He has 
just about completed now his study -- and it's about yea thick 
in terms of pages -- of the record at the time of ratification 
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and he will] be puiting that out. 1 don't want to pre-judge 
that, but he's studying that and he now has assembled what he 
describes to me as a virtual mountain of material about the 
pattern of behavior and commentary and so on between when the 
Treaty was ratified and the present time -- you might say the 
common law of the Treaty. 


He will be going through that laboriously and producing a legal 
analysis of it, and on the basis of that, and on the basis of 
the needs of the program, the President will then have to make 
a judgment about that. He has said that we are proceeding 
through this laborious, careful process systematically and in 
consultation with the Congress, and we are. These materials 
are available to the key Members of the Congress and we are 
also discussing them with our allies. So we'll have to see, 
but what is done will be proper. 


QUESTION: The Soviets, as I'm sure you are aware, took us on 
this grand tour of their compound in Washington yesterday. One 
of the things they said was, well, the U.S. is yet to provide 
us with the evidence that we have really been bugging their 
facility. Is there any thought given to showing us some of the 
things that have allegedly occurred in the new Embassy? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is a great deal of material at hand -- 
and I have been exposed to it myself, recently -- but it's been 
collected over quite a period of time -- that is, the 
proclivity of the Soviets to use intrusive means to get at 
buildings like this was well-recognized. [I think the level of 
sophistication that they have was perhaps not so well 
appreciated. At any rate, we have been gathering this evidence 
for some time now, but whether it is wise in the back and forth 
of things to put it all on public display is a question. But I 
can assure you there's plenty of it. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, along those lines, it's being 
reported that the President's message that you are canmrying to 
General Secretary Gorbachev makes no mention of the espionage 
episode and, in a way, on the contrary, refers to the need to 
buckle down on arms control issues and so on. Can we assume 
now that because the Soviets have come out and done their dog 
and pony show, and the Americans have done their accusations on 
that issue that you will be able to conduct your talks with 
fairly little interference, if any, from that side issue? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: This subject will be an important item on my 
agenda. I'm sure it's going to be a continuing subject. The 
President is very upset about what has happened, as 1 am and 
everybody is. We're mad. We're mad at them; we're made at 
ourselves. It's a very hostile environment that they set up, 
not only listening devices and all of that, and the other 
things that have happened, but the so-called "spy dust" and the 
microwaves and so on, it's quite an operation. 





We must make it clear to them that there are limits in 
unacceptable activities. So I will talk about this. I think 
it is also pretty clear that, in terms of our new building, 
there will be a lot of things to discuss before we get through 
with that. So the subject will be an important and a 
continuing one. 


QUESTION: May 1 just quickly -- a follow-up? Do you expect to 
seek in your talks, either with Shevardnadze or perhaps with 
Mr. Gorbachev, any kind of formal understanding on this general 
subject; to have any kind of an agreement or perhaps setting of 
some formal limits? Or do you basically expect this to be a 
discussion in that the two sides are going to argue about the 
conclusions afterwards? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know just how this will emerge. I 
don't know that if we sought an agreement, “if you don't bug us 
we don't bug you," just how that would work out. On the whole, 
it was all too verifiable, as it turned out. (Laughler) 





Let me just say on this subject, since the question has been 
raised and since it was posed, in effect, in the vote of the 
Senators the other day, that I am assured that we will have 
secure voice communications, secure cable communications and 
secure facilities for meetings. I personally feel that it is 
extremely important that the United States Government show the 
strength and determination to stay on our course and to show 
that we have a capacity to provide proper facilities for 
ourselves. 


Of course we are shocked by the developments that have taken 
place; but we discovered them, we've taken action and we are in 
business. I think the idea that we should just throw up our 
hands and drop out is totally wrong. I believe the President 
is absolutely right that we stick to our guns, we put in place 
proper facilities, and we go ahead and do our business. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) and walking out. Do you feel that you 
might be in a somewhat weakened position in going into this 
atmosphere that might make whatever agreements are reached more 
vulnerable to criticism from the right? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: My feeling is that those who wish to 
criticize whatever is agreed to, if anything is, will not be | 
inhibited by virtue of a very secure atmosphere and they don't 

need the encouragement of these recent events. But the real 

point is to be careful to reach agreements that are to the 

advantage of the United States. And when we reach agreements 

that are to our advantage, then, I think, we will be able to 

persuade people that they are a good idea. That is the essence 

of the matter. 


QUESTION: Will you discuss a summit meeting with Mr. Gorbachev? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As the President said, the invitation is on 
the table, so he knows it is there. I don't have anything 
beyond that to say. 


QUESTION: You talked before about limits to unacceptable 
activities. There is an inference there that is a certain 
amount of activity that isn't too nice but goes on all the time 
and just sort of got out of hand. Is that what you intended to 
say? Of course, we all realize that's the way the world runs, 
but we don't hear it often from an official. 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, thank you for pointing up what I 
didn't intend to say. (Laughter) 





QUESTION: You said at your news conference the other day, 
didn't you, that you believed that the limit is invading 
another country's sovereign territory, meaning the embassy? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that is something that they did, and 
it is our sovereign territory. There are presumably rules 
against that. Ina formal sense, that's a basis for protest, 
but that's just the formality of it. 





QUESTION: In a similar situation, would you think that 
American officials would think of doing the same thing? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not going to get into questions about 
these activities beyond saying that the pattern of 
intrusiveness and, in a sense, hostility as I've mentioned it 
here. Not only the electronic devises but the other methods. 
As we investigated, it wasn't carsenogenic, but the spy dust 
and the microwave, all these things go very far in creating a. 
pattern of life that is extremely difficult and can't help but 
lay some kind of a mark on our ability to do business ina 
comfortable way. 
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QUESTION: One of the things Secretary Gorbachev said in his 
speech was that the Soviet Union has stopped the production of 
chemical weapons. Do you have any evidence that they have 
stopped the production of chemical weapons? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the interesting thing about that 
remark is that it's one of the first acknowledgments that they 
were producing chemical weapons, and it's only recently that 
they suggested that they did have some although we've known 


about that. 





Fr 


QUESTION: About Mr. Gorbachev's proposal on the short-range 
INF, would you accept simultaneous negotiations on that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The subject is fairly complicated, and I 
think that [I've stated what our position is in a general way. 

I think I'll just leave it at that. We'll have to get into the 
various questions of the different weapons systems and their 
range and so on. 





QUESTION: Does the fact that they made the proposal give you 
any cause for optimism that the matter could be settled in 
Moscow? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: As I said, 1 feel that we are well prepared, 
we have good positions, we go in a constructive frame of mind; 
and I think if that is the attitude on the other side, maybe 
we'll get somewhere. But just as a matter of personal 
disposition, 1 am allergic to words like optimism and pessimism 
and so on, on negotiations. You don't have a deal until you 
have a deal, and you never know whether you are close or not. 





QUESTION: The French and others in Europe worry that what the 





Soviets are after is really the denuclearization of Europe. 
Would you accept a zero solution for short-range weapons? Are 
you worried about the denuclearization in Europe? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not worried about it, because I don't 





see much prospect of it. There is a level of nuclear weaponry 
consistent with the NATO doctrine of flexible response that we 
and our allies will want to hold onto because that is an 
important part of what it takes to preserve peace. 


Now if the atmosphere changes, if the Soviet Union stops 
occupying neighboring countries and such activity, and if the 
human rights situation in the Soviet Union changes and it 
becomes in accord with the undertakings of the Helsinki Final 
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Act and the Universal Declaration on Human Rights, and we 
manage to see effective dealings with a better balance of 
conventional forces, an effective way of dealing with chemical 
weapons and so on, then you have a different kind of world and 
you can think in a different way. 


I think a point that the President has made to Mr. Gorbachev, 
and Mr. Gorbachev has agreed, as I think he put it: We have 
weapons because of the mistrust and the tensions that are 
created, not the other way around. So I think, in the most 
profound and fundamental sense, the four-part agenda that we 
have is very important, and it's just because of this that we 
always want to discuss these other items and not have our time 
totally consumed, as it tends to be -- just, for instance, from 
the nature of your questions here -- by arms control issues. 


QUESTION: What level of nuclear weapons would have to remain 
on the European continent to preserve this flexible response? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know quite how I can answer that X, 
Y or Z, but there has to be a capacity for a flexible response. 





QUESTION: Regarding regional issues, the Soviets have been 
professing a desire recently to get out of Afghanistan. Do you 
anticipate any progress on that issue? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I intend to bring it up and to listen to 
them and to comment on it as we see it. Of course, the key is 
for them to leave Afghanistan. They invaded Afghanistan, and 
they should leave Afghanistan. The people of Afghanistan, 
those who aren't in the country, can then come back and can 
construct a form of government and people in the government 
that is basically of their chcosiiig. We have no designs to 
have an aligned Afghanistan on our part or to use Afghanistan 
in any way that should concern the Soviet Union, and we are 
certainly prepared to say that to them. 





QUESTION: There have been reports that, on human rights, you 
intend to raise the issues that have not been raised before 
such as religious prisoners. Could you elaborate on that 
agenda? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the question of political prisoners, 
which I suppose you can align with religious prisoners, has 
been very much on our agenda. We want to develop more fully 
other areas, particularly the practice of religion by the 
various religions in the Soviet Union, and other aspects of 
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what we consider human rights. for example, impairments to 
communications, the difficulties people have in sending letters 
and receiving letters and making telephone calls, or the 
practices of jamming and so on. So there is a wide array of 
things that are basically inconsistent with that Helsinki Final 


Act. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said earlier that you were well 
prepared on important issues, and yet yesterday's New York 
Times and Washington Post both had front-page stories saying 
that you had lost at least half a dozen internal policy battles 
with the President: on the ABM Treaty extension from 10 years 
to 5 years, on START from 5 years to 7 years, and on other 
issues, including nuclear testing. Are you confident that the 
positions that you will be presenting to the Soviets are ones 
that you believe in thoroughly? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course. And, of course, I am not 
answerable for what appears in a newspaper. That is your 
business. My business is to have our positions and represent 
them to the Soviets. 





QUESTION: Could you elaborate a little bit on your earlier 
response that you want to preserve the options for flexible 
response? Could you suggest what kind of direction you are 
thinking of taking in that? Preserving tactical nuclear 
weapons in Europe? Short-range? What are you thinking about? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think it is useful to try to go into 
a lot of details about it, but obviously flexible response 
assumes that you have the requisite weaponry to be flexible 
with. We recognize the importance of NATO to peace in the 
world, our own peace and security as well as European peace and 
security. We recognize that we are firmly linked to our 
European allies. We have 300,000 plus or minus troops in 
Europe. That is the most fundamental kind of linkage that goes 
with the shared values that we have, and we believe with our 
allies we have and will continue to have in the field the 
deterrent capability to maintain the peace. And we fully 
intend to keep it that way. 





QUESTION: Why does zero solution impair our flexible response? 


. 


QUESTION: Not zero solution. Short-range. 


QUESTION: No, no. I'm talking about zero solution, 
medium-range. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We had a well-linked and workable deterrent 
capability before 1983 when we started deploying the Pershings 
and GLCMs. We did that because of the Soviet deployments of 
the SS-20's, which we called upon them to take out and they 
didn't do it. We negotiated and negotiated and negotiated. 
And, as you recall, they then walked out of the negotiations 
when we started our deployment. 





Now we have reached a point where possibly we will have an 
agreement to bring those weapons down to a global ceiling of 
100. Of course, our objective is to get it down to zero and to 
get them out of Europe entirely. 


So I think that, if that comes to pass with the needed 
agreements on short-range INF missiles that I've mentioned 
here, it will be a great triumph for the Alliance and a triumph 
for what you can do if you engage in broad consultations, and 
if the Alliance has cohesion, and stands up to its obligations 
and responsibilities, which is just exactly what the Alliance 
has done. 


MR. REDOMAN (Spokesman): One last, short question. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the human rights issue, a year ago 
or a year and a half ago, when you would talk to the Soviets, 
you would say, "You've got to get Scharansky out. You've got 
to do something about Sakharov. You've got to start the flow 


of emigration going." “And if you do these things" -- I guess 
it was always phrased -- "relations can't improve if you don't 
do these things." Now they have started to do some of these 


things. Is there any carrot that you have in your bag, or are 
you just going to raise new issues, or take some of the other 
ones off the table and then bring them up? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's important to recognize that 
some things have taken place It's quite apparent that there 
are changes going on in the Soviet Union. How long-lasting 
they will be, how profound they will be, I suppose it's hard to 
say. But it is quite clear that something is taking place that 
is different, and we recognize that. And we have expressed our 
view that some of these things that have happened have been 
positive. 





But the fact of the matter is that there still remain many 
political prisoners. There still remain many Refuseniks. 
There is still great difficulty in practizing your religion. 
Emigration levels have been rising. That's good, but they are 
at very low levels. So these are the things that we will 
continue to point to. 
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Now I think, myself, that the big incentive here for the Soviet 
Union has to do with exactly the sort of atmosphere that 
General Secretary Gorbachev seems to be calling for in his 
speeches -- that is, he seems to want an atmosphere of openness 
and of motivated people. I think the way you get that is by 
having that kind of a society. So, I suppose bringing Dr. 
Sakharov back to Moscow and things of that kind, are along 
those lines. I hope, if that is the mode of power, that he 
follows it through to its logical conclusion, which is to 
complete all these things -- that is, we have some progress, 
for instance, on divided families, dual nationals and so on. 
Why does that have to remain an issue? The case should be just 
cleaned up. There is no reason why it should be an issue. 


So there are lots of things to do, and there are things that 
have happened that 1 think are quite noteworthy. And I'm not 
afraid to say so. 


MR. REDMAN: Barry says he has a teeny-tiny question. 





QUESTION: A real quick one. We touched all the main points on 
Gorbachev except one on his speech yesterday, and that was his 
proposal for a 35-nation conference on conventional forces. Do 
you have any feel for that? How do you feel about it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have a negotiation going on now for a 
so-called mandate involving negotiations between NATO and the 
Warsaw Pact countries. While, undoubtedly, it is useful to 
keep the neutral and non-aligned posted and aware of what is 
going on in such negotiations, if you are talking about the 
actual numbers and dispositions of forces and things of that 
kind, that is, in our view, something for the countries 
immediately involved to do. The transparency and 
confidence-building measures are of a different sort, and so we 
appropriately thought they could go in the CDE in the 
Stockholm-type framework. 





MR. REDMAN: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 
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Redman: Good afternoon. This is an On-The-Record 
briefing. The principal briefer will be the Assistant 
Secretary of State for European and Canadian Affairs and 
former Ambassador to Finland Rozanne Ridgway; we also have 
our current Ambassador to Finland, Ambassador Schnabel, 
who's here. So with that I'll turn it over to Ambassador 
Ridgway. She would like to start with a few remarks and 
then take your questions. 


Ridgway: Ambassador Schnabel and I have just come 
from participating in a meeting between Secretary of State 
Shultz and President Koivisto. In the course of that 
meeting there was a discussion of what has become the 
practical stop for the United States delegation, the 
Secretary of State, as he and we proceed to Moscow on 
several occasions to continue our dialogue with the Soviet 
Union, and indeed one would have to count our stop here in 
August, no, late July of 1985 on the 10th anniversary of 
the Helsinki Final Act, when the first meeting between 
Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze took 
place. So in the course of the meeting today it was noted 
that Finland and Helsinki have come to play a--to be a 
regular feature of the U.S.-Soviet dialogue. I would say 
that, first say that the meeting was divided approximately 
in half so that there was a private session between the 
President and Secretary Shultz, and I simply was not 
present and neither was Ambassador Schnabel, and so I can 
only say that I would expect--I didn't have much of an 
opportunity to debrief with the Secretary--I would expect 
that it would be safe to say they began a review, picked 
up the review they have had of East-West relations 
generally and the U.S.-Soviet relationship. And that was 
continued then ina larger session, which was a somewhat 
larger group. There was also a discussion of some things 
we have talked about with Finnish representatives in 
Washington. Particularly the presence here of the America 
Center, where a conversation between Foreign Minister 
Vayrynen and Secretary of State Shultz a few months ago 
was so convincing on the part of Foreign Minister Vayrynen 
that we were able to persuade others to help us to keep 
the America Center open. So we talked about the 
importance of foreign affairs budgets, a very popular 
theme of the Secretary of State at the present time, and 
went on from that to a discussion of the world economic 
situation, exchange rates, stock market conditions and the 
like. It was a very general review between two men who 
have become almost customary conversation partners on 
these trips. 








With that I'll take some questions. 


Q: This is a rare opportunity on the way to Moscow to 
have someone also on camera. Earlier the Secretary has 
said that if the Soviets have the same spirit we should be 
able to move the ball in a positive way. Could you 
elaborate on that? 


A: The Secretary has also talked about a process in 
which issues are moved forward and his desire not to use 
the word either optimism or pessimism. And if I put all 
of those together I think it's safe to say that we are 
still part of a process. We don't want to make 
predictions as to how far the dialogue across all of our 
agenda will move forward while we are in Moscow. We are 
well-prepared, we have a large team of experts with us, as 
you know, we are prepared to go as far as the opportunity 
permits with each of these issues. And it was in that 
context of regular work commission, negotiating fora in 
Geneva, in Vienna, in various places throughout Europe, 
where the experts are meeting. This is an opportunity to 
review the status of all those negotiations, take a look 
at where it might be possible to move things forward, and 
I find that when I come to the answer, even my 
own...(inaudible) has to be the same as Secretary's. It's 
a sense of process, a sense of motion that we have seen 
over the last two years since we first came to Helsinki in 
mid 1985 and that's what we would like to keep going, if 
we're able to. 


Q: Do you think there is a possibility, a realistic 
possibility, for a decisive step in this Euro-missile 
agreement? 


A: Well, I think that again that I would like to just 
simply say that we're well-prepared and ready to engage in 
conversations to pick these issues up where our 
negotiators have...at the point where our negotiators have 
left them as the Geneva sessions adjourned and I wouldn't 
want to make any predictions. 


Q: You said you are well-prepared. Does that include 
you have some kind of new proposals to give? 


A: Well, I'm going to, if you will permit me, take 
the same line that other spokesmen have taken ever since 
we left Washington on this, including the Secretary. That 
is that I don't want to get into the details of what we 
will be saying. I simply want to say that we are ready to 
engage and are well prepared. 


Q: Are you ready to discuss the nuclear test ban, too? 
A: We're ready to discuss the full range of the 


agenda under the four categories and I'll name them very 
quickly since we don't often have this particular 
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audience: arms control, human rights, bilateral relations 
and regional issues. Under the arms control agenda, there 
are several arms control items. Most attention is given 
to strategic systems--the INF systems, defense and space 
questions--but we will also, in specific answer to your 
question, be talking about nuclear testing, nuclear risk 
reduction centers, conventional arms stability, chemical 
weapons, that whole list of topics that are current in the 
arms control world. 


Q: Ambassador Ridgway, you're going into Moscow in an 
unusual situation this time. The whole situation is quite 
different from the way it was two years ago when you went 
on that trip with Secretary Shultz. Do you think you're 
going to be feeling comfortable in Moscow having your 
discussions within your delegation, given 
the...(inaudible) of espionage accusations over the last 
couple of weeks? 


A: Certainly the atmosphere is a complicated one. 
It's going to be a challenge for all of us. We're assured 
that we will have all that we need to conduct our business 
and I think that we're all well trained, well schooled, 
well prepared, and we will, I believe, work effectively 
within the situation that we find there. There is no 
doubt that the atmosphere is not the same as it has been 
On previous occasions, and there are particular 
difficulties about organizing ourselves and getting our 
work done, but we believe that we can overcome all of 
those difficulties. 


Q: Ambassador Ridgway, have the Soviets cancelled out 
the U.S. charges of espionage and spying by presenting 
what they say is evidence of U.S. spying against Soviet 
diplomatic facilities? 


A: I don't quite understand the question, maybe you 
could... 


Q: Have the Soviets cancelled out the American 
charges of Soviet espionage against the American 
diplomatic facilities in Moscow by presenting what the 
Soviets say is evidence of Americans spying against Soviet 
diplomatic facilities in Washington, New York, San 
Francisco? 


A: What I'm troubled by in the question, the reason I 
asked for clarification, was that it makes it sound as if 
this is some sort of charge, counter-charge challenge 
system going on. And, in fact, we have a vecy serious set 
of concerns. Our Ambassador in Moscow has only earlier 
this week, or we're in a new week, last week, protested 
this to the Soviet Union, and we have made our case, and 
it's a serious case, and something we intend to pursue in 
Moscow. 








Q: Is that what American officials suspect the 
Soviets were trying to do by presenting tit for tat 
charges? 


A: I have no way of responding to what the Soviets 
had in mind. We have presented our concerns. They were 
serious concerns. And that's what we're responsible for. 


Redman: We have time for one more question. 


Q: The Soviets in the latest short-range missile 
proposal seemed to demand that there must be a freeze 
during the negotiations. Can you agree on that? 


A: One of the central issues in this very complex set 
of questions called short-range INF goes around two words, 
I would say: the constraints or freeze. It has been the 
position of the United States and its allies that when one 
deals with short-range INF systems, there must be 
constraints and the right to match in these systems, even 
as one then subsequently proceeds to negotiations on a 
particular range of weapons, a particular category of 
weapons. The Soviet position as we have understood it 
today is that there must be a freeze at current levels on 
both sides, which, of course, in our view would fix an 
extreme imbalance in favor of the Soviet Union. And so 
that has been the difference between us on that issue and 
it is a very difficult issue, and our interests in an 
outcome that does not permit the circumvention of the 
LRINF issue is very, very important, important not only to 
us but to our allies. 


Redman: Thank you all very much. 
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MR. REDMAN: This session is ON BACKGROUND, 
attributable to senior American officials. I think both 
officials have a few remarks to start out with and then 
we'll go to questions. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Since yesterday's session 
didn't give a chance just to run down the four pieces on 
the agenda in any organized fashion, I just wanted to talk 
briefly about what we want to accomplish across the three 
non-arms control pieces of the agenda and then (second 
Senior Official) will pick up on arms control before we go 
to the questions and answers. 


Starting with human rights, which is a hard priority in 
the visit, of course we now see some signs of progress in 
a lot of the areas that we were addressing in the past. 
What this meeting brings then is a chance to go over that 
area and have some frank talk about what has to be done to 
have broad and sustained progress. 


We will, as we have in the past, be citing specific 
individuals and categories of cases that we hope will be 
resolved as soon as possible taking up the question of 
religious believers, I think the Secretary mentioned 
yesterday, taking up as well such things as postal 
services and telecommunications in and out for people 
through the Helsinki List of broad rights. 


On recional affairs, of course, Mike Armacost was in 
Moscow last month, and he had wide-ranging discussions 
with Hramtsov and others, the whole list of regional 
issues, so this really puts us in a position to focus on 
Ocher more pressing issues. An obvious candidate there is 
Atghanistan. 


On bilateral issues, you've been following the fact 
that over the last two weeks or so in Washington we've had 
this Bilateral Review Commission meeting. It was a 
two-week session that covered the whole range of things -- 
that's cultural, scientific, people-to-people exchanges, 
humanitarian cases, things of that sort. We'll have an 
Opportunity in Moscow to follow-up on those Commission 
talks, and really just to review the progress that's been 
made there. And there are no specific issues there that 
need further working in Moscow. 














We now have in place this, so to say, this process that 
includes not only day-to-day arms issues, but periodic 
systematic reviews tnat we've jusc completed. So it 
provides a differznt kind of a background to this 
discussion chat we've never had before. It's the 
Bilateral Review Commission that came out of Reykjavik. 


Do you want to pick up on arms control? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: On the arms control issues, 
of course we'll take up the entire panoply of arms control 
issues, including not only the INF and START and space 
defense but also chemical weapons, the conventional 
negotiations, risk reduction centers, you know, mainly 
this is the arms control thing. And I think you're all 
aware of the issues that are on the table with respect to 
INF. With START certainly the sub limits, things of that 
kind, are on the top of the agenda. On space defense, I 
think we've got a good position. We'll discuss that with 
the Soviets. So we hope to have some progress. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I'd like to put in a plug, by 
the way, for the Embassy in Moscow. We're traveling; 
CoDel Wright arrived in the Soviet Union, I guess today. 
It's really a heroic performance by some people who have 
been turning in nothing but heroic performances. All of 
this started last October. I just think they deserve a 


plug. 


Q: Could we ask you to start on Afghanistan a little 
better. Let's see if we can get a little concrete because 
we've been riding the President, taking up Afghanistan for 
several years now. What kind of timetable does the U.S. 
think the Soviets have for withdrawal? Do you expect to 
try to shorten that timetable here and/or what else do you 
mean by taking up Afghanistan after these talks? I know 
it's a regional item, but I can't say anything beyond 
that, so far. 


A: I don't think we're going to be offering details 
of that kind. We have just been pressing them to solve 
the problem, and solving the problem is getting out as 
expeditiously as they moved in. And with respect to what 
is the system that's left behind, I think our standard has 
always been, it is that kind of a system that encourages 
the resistance fighters to return home. That's the 
standard. They return home to participate in a regime for 
governing that they're comfortable with. 


Q: Maybe this is a good opportunity to ask -- and I 
wish lots of times I could ask. Is the United States 
comfortable with all these -- I Know obviously a number 
one objective is to get rid of the Russians. I'm sure 
that you're looking beyond that. Is the U.S. comfortable 
with the sort of fundamentalism that drive some of these 
factions. When you get the Russians out do you think you 








might face another Iran, or do you expec: democracy to 
blossom in Afghanistan? 


Q: I think looking that far into the future probably 
is something that I wouldn't be very good at. But a 
regime which -- a governmental system, that to say -- that 
all of the Afghan parties function somehow in their 
interest and get some to go home is the right regime. Now 
what that is, I certainly can't say at this time. I've 
certainly heard no formulas. We have said, I know the 
Secretary said this yesterday in Shannon as well, we're 
not seeking an Afghanistan that's aligned. A neutral, 
non-aligned Afghanistan outcome is quite acceptable. We 
don't have an agenda of our own in the region except one 
that brings an end, gets the Soviets out, brings an end to 
the conflict and an end to the conflict is that the 
resistance has gone out. 


Q: The President said in this Los Angeles thing that 
we want them out this calendar year, and I've noticed that 
the Secretary has always avoided pinning down a particular 
time-frame. Are you going to press them for this year? 


A: We're pressing them to get out; I mean, tomorrow 
would be fine. So this year, you know, soonest. 


Q: Do you see any merit in the Soviet argument that 
chaos would result if they did get out tomorrow? 


A: Well I think the answer to that is they've got 
chaos now. I'm not certain that I know what kind of chaos 
they're talking about, but they certainly do not have an 
ordered situation there at the moment. 


Q: The Paks have suggested that the Soviets have put 
down, I gather, an 1&-month timetable, their latest 
timetable, that the United States might accept something 
that is under a year, perhaps not quite as fast as the 
Original proposal, which I guess was four months, or six 
or seven months. Is that right? Does that reflect the 
U.S. position? 


A: No. What we've been saying is that we're not 
going to get involved out there in what that timetable 
is. Expeditious is expeditious, but we don't want to put 
a number on the facts, and the Soviets are negotiating 
this one. 


Q: How crucial is the Senate aid to Pakistan? Will 
the Soviets take that as such an important consideration 
that they're unlikely to give you anything? 


A: I find it difficult to predict Senate or 
Congressional actions on some of these issues, but I would 
say as a general proposition the Soviet Union watches very 
carefully on the entire range of issues that's out there, 
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watches very carefully what Congress is doing and if they 
think that they can wait and have something happen on the 
domestic scene that favors the direction in which they 
want to go, or they think it favors the direction, why 
they always take that into account. I think I can say 
that on every issue that we've touched on here. I 
certainly Know we think that's the case on the arms 
control area as well. 


Q: On another matter, can you tell us whether the 
Space Agreement exchange of information will be signed? 


A: No, I can't. In fact I can tell you that no 
decision has been made. 


Q: What's the hang up on that? 


A: We've got all kinds of things. Languages -- 
timing alone. It's just a question of when would it be 
most appropriate to sign. 


Q: Atmosphere? 


A: We just haven't decided. So I can't tell you one 
way or the other. When we've made a decision I could 
share it with you. But it's there. They're still 
cleaning up language comparisons and things of that sort, 
you know, the equal standing of the two texts, but no 
decision has been made on whether it will be signed. 


Q: Can you say -- this was asked in a different way 
yesterday of the Secretary -- but can you say when the 
point comes when in human rights you want to begin to 
encourage the Soviets to continue this broad and sustained 
progress you're talking about. What kinds of concessions 
you're thinking of? What kinds of signs to encourage a 
more positive view? 


A: No, I can't. But I can use the opportunity of 
your question to say that some of the things that are out 
there we just simply are not considering. I've heard all 
kinds of talk about if they do this then you get Stevenson 
Amendment changed, or if you do that you get Jackson-Vanik 
changed, and that just simply is not what we're talking 
about at all. 


We have said from the outset that the whole of the 
relationship for the American people is in large part 
measured by Soviet progress on these important human 
rights principles in any specific categories. And it's 
only in the atmosphere of better Soviet performance that 
you get a developing relationship including one on the 
economic side, but there have been no quid pro quos put 
out there and it's just not our view that you link it in 
that way. You can't do it on principle questions 





Q: Outside of that context, what is the status of 
Most-Favored-Nation status for? 


A: They don‘t have it. 


Q: I know that, but are they thinking about moving in 
that direction? 


A: No, that's Jackson-Vanik, and Jackson-Vanik is on 


Q: Can we focus a little bit on arms control for a 
moment. Do you see anything at all promising in 
Gorbachev's formulation for handling concurrently the 
SRINF issue along with completion of the INF pact? 


A: That's been worked out in greater detail than just 
saying concurrently. Certainly we believe that, if we 
work out an LRINF deal, there should concurrently be 
constraints on SRINF. You don't have to work out all the 
constraints, but there certainly should be constraints. 
There certainly shouldn't be an increase in SRINF 
permitted. And secondly, whatever ceilings there are 
should be equal between the two sides in the constraints. 
But then he suggests as continuing negotiation on the 
reduction of whatever emerges from a, of entering into an 
LRINF agreement, and that we wiil look at with interest 
and see how it should be formulated. We wish to talk to 
our allies about it. 


Q: Can I follow up on that for just a second? The 
Secretary and other officials keep using the phrase that 
the SRINF's have to be “treated in” or “dealt with” in the 
initial INF agreement. Is it enough to say in an initial 
agreement that there is a freeze or a reduction with equal 
constraints on both sides and that negotiations either 
will begin or must be underway at the same time, but 
without coming to a conclusion on the SRINF results at the 
time of an INF agreement? Or is it the U.S. view that a 
result must occur on SRINF before the result occurs on 
removing LRINF missiles? 


A: Well, the first rather than the second. We are 
not insisting that there be an explicit agreement as to 
how low the reductions in, the ceilings on SRINF must go 
at the time we enter into another INF agreement. We do 
want there to be negotiations, we want it to be clear that 
there will be some limits upon some agreed framework for 
the negotiations on reductions. 


Q: OK, but refine that one more step which is: You 
said we are not insisting on that before we enter into an 
agreement on INF. My question is... 


A: Insisting on a firm agreement as to the exact end 
number of reductions. 











Q: But do we insist that before the INF agreement is 
carried out to its ultimate, before the undeployment of 
the INF missiles occurs, there must be a result, a 
conclusion, a specific number on the SRINF's? 


A: Well that's a refinement that we haven't really 
taken a position on. 


Q: Does the fact that Gorbachev made this offer give 
you reason to believe that there is some movement on the 
other side, that if that's probed that you might be able 
to get somewhere, or do you see it as essentially a 
repackaging of their standing position? 


a4: I think it is some degree of movement, yes. Some 
degree of movement, but somewhat different. But certainly 
we haven't achieved closure, and there's a lot of work, to 
be sure, to be done before one can be sure that there is 
something that one can really buy and put forward. 


Q: Does the U.S. side plan to show that sort of 
movement on its part of the outset? 


A: We propose to seriously discuss this, try to work 
Out an agreement, try to achieve closure on something 
which could be acceptable to us and to our allies. This 
is a matter of very great importance for our allies. 


Q: Can you clarify the German position on this? 
Seventy-two Pershing I-As persumably are going to be 
removed. Do the Germans want to replace the Pershing IIs 
with I-B's? 


A: I don't understand that. 


Q: What will be the end result? I Know you cannot 
predict what the end result will be, but could you 
describe - 


A: As it was stated clearly: we are not negotiating 
about the German systems; we are negotiating on bilateral 
U.S.-USSR systems. 


Q: But do we want to have the right to replace the 
Pershing II with the I-B's if we get a long-range 
agreement? 


A: That is our position that we have taken in Geneva 
that we want the right to convert, yes.. 


Q: Are we really comfortable with the idea of 
concurrent negotiations starting with things as they are, 
rather than first having to build-up? You keep talking 
about to a position where you can negotiate down. This 
idea of concurrent negotiations, along with the LRINF, 
seems to me that you start at a disadvantage. 











A: Well we do. It requires greater reductions on 
their side than it does on the U.S. side; that is 
perfectly true. But that has always been the essence of 
the problem in negotiating with Soviets. We ran into that 
with the INF. When we began on the INF negotiations we 
had none and the Soviets had a large panoply and an 
expanding panoply. What we were insisting upon was not 
the comparability between the reductions, but upon the 
comparability and equality between the end result. And we 
are still taking that position with respect to SRINF, that 
the end result is what really counts. 


A: Could I come back and make a further comment on 
John's question on the question of the right to match. 
There are two ways you can match: You have the principle 
of the right to match and the alliance is going to have to 
ask itself, how do we match if we choose to match? And 
you can either have new systems or you can convert old. 
All of that is for alliance discussion. 


We, as (my colleague) said earlier, we have discussed 
general principles regarding constraints on the right to 
match in the context of INF and we want those nailed down 
in the INF agreement as we look forward both to the 
conclusion of the INF agreement and follow-on negotiations 
on SRINF. But the details and the whethers and the hows 
and the timing of the exercise of some of these things of 
principle would be part of the follow-on discussion within 
the alliance as well. 


Q: About three questions back you were asked if 
Gorbachev is moving and you suggested he is and whether we 
would reciprocate. And I wondered if I just heard two 
reciprocal moves, or if what you've always said -- I don't 
think that's what you've always said. The first is that 
you would negotiate afterward, you just want the principle 
established of equality. I think that is giving ground. 
And I thought I had heard for weeks now the emphasis on 
building up to the 130. Now I hear if as long as we have 
equality we'd be happy to come way down from 130. But 
your course realistically means fewer missiles in Europe, 
which I thought was the whole idea of this exercise that 
began in 1979. Have I heard some movement from the U.S. 
here, or is that what you have been saying all along? 


A: It's more or less what we have been saying all 
along. One point I would like to emphasize, though, is 
how deep the cuts would be is something that we would have 
to discuss and discuss with our allies -- whether or not, 
for instance, some people have said that the Soviets might 
suggest zero in the SRINF. Whether or not we would be 
prepared to go to that, whether our allies would want to 
go to that level, is not certain by any means. 


A: The Secretary said yesterday in Shannon, you may 
recall, that all of this will have to be examined in the 
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context of the follow-on alliance consultations on SRINF, 
examined in the context of NATO's flexible response. 


Q: What about the other half of this -- putting off 
the real negotiations -- well not real, but putting off 
the specifics for 6 months just to establish equality at 
the start? I mean, it strikes me you are meeting 
Gorbachev half way and you really want an agreement. 


A: If I could answer this one because I did so much 
of the briefing in Reykjavik. I invite you to go back to 
the Reykjavik texts. This is the U.S. Reykjavik position, 
and I would argue that Gorbachev in Prague gave the Soviet 
Reykjavik position. 


Q: I don’t want to extend this, but I would argue 
that in several respects the U.S. has got off its 
Reykjavik position in several parts of arms control, like 
stretching 5 out to 7. So if you'd back up Reykjavik, it 
might represent conciliation. 


A: But SRINF, which is what you are questioning, is 
the immediate question. Our position is as it was in 
Reykjavik, and I think that the Soviet position is as it 
was in Reykjavik and the question between the two of us is 
constraints with the right to match, and theirs is freeze 
at current levels. 


Q: I thought it was interesting what you said about 
going to zero on SRINF, and I am wondering if we are 
rethinking at all the doctrine of flexible responses. And 
if not, has anyone done any study on what is needed on the 
ground in Europe to ensure that? 


A: We are not rethinking the doctrine of flexitie 
reponse. That is a very fundamental point in our allied 
agreement, and we agree with that and therefore there is 


only the question as to what would be consistent therewith. 


Q: Has there been any study done going into these 
negotiations on how a zero solution in LRINF would affect 
that and how a zero solution in SRINF would affect that? 


A: There have been some. 

Q: Can you tell us anything about that? 

A: I think everybody has agreed that the zero 
sOlution in Europe -- in other words, the hundred RVs 
globally -- is acceptable tothe U.S., is acceptable to 
all parts of the U.S., is acceptable to all the allies. 


Q: Would one need still some nuclear weapons on 
European territory to ensure flexible response? 
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A: I think the consensus is you probably would want 


Q: Exactly what levels? 
Q: Are you speaking of American or European forces? 


A: That is something we would want to discuss with 
our allies depending upon what the level is. 


Q: The Secretary has said a number of times and 
yesterday as well that the Administration would be 
“justified,” is the word he used, in pursuing the broad 
interpretation of the ABM treaty. But he has not said or 
the Administration has not said, that it would be pursuing 
necessarily that interpretation. 


A: I think the Secretary was repeating the 
determination by the President in 1985 that a broad 
interpretation was fully justified. That was the phrase 
the President used. 


Q: That's right, but my question is: is there 
something that the Soviets could give you that you would 
like to see them tell you on this trip, particularly with 
regard to SDI testing, that might encourage you to pursue 
a narrower interpretation? 


A: It is a hypothetical question, and I am not going 
to answer it. 


Q: Could you walk us through where you think 
Gorbachev in his speech in Prague made any progress or 
moved things forward on this SRINF thing? I'm not quite 
clear on that. 


A: Frankly I just read the speech a few minutes ago, 
and I haven't really had a chance to digest it or to 
discuss it with the others so I really can't comment on it. 


Q: But did I misunderstand you when I thought you 
said it did represent movement? 


A: I said the Soviet position I thought represented 
movement as it is evolved since Reykjavik. 


Q: The question was: Did Gorbachev's speech 
represent movement? 


A: No. He's made several speeches. But I 
misunderstood. If it was «\° Prague speech that was 
talked about, that I did ict ean to intend to suggest. 


Q: So you could mear »sachev's delinking - 








A: I had in mind the February 28 speech, as well as 
the Prague speech. 


Q: Oh, so that is an important clarification. 


Q: Do you have any feeling on that whether 
Gorbachev's Prague speech represented any movements 
forward? 


A: You always hope, and I've read it and reread it 
because it is a speech that seems to have a great deal in 
it. My own impression is as I've said, that it is at last 
taking combination of February 28 speech delinking and 
this speech that it is the Reykjavik position. That is, 
there was agreement in Reykjavik that within the framework 
of an INF agreement you would address the question of what 
were you going to do about SRINF, that you would address 
the question levels and you would address the question of 
follow-on negotiations. 


In Reykjavik we said that in addressing the question of 
levels on principles there had to be constraints and the 
right to match. And they said a freeze at current 
levels. That is perpetuating t’1e imbalance and no right 
for the West to match. I read the Prague speech of 
General Secretary Gorbachev to be the Soviet Reykjavik 
position. Still, consideration of SRINF principles within 
the INF agreement, still follow-on negotiations on this 
essential question of what is happening on SAINF levels, 
as you negotiate the difference between right to match and 
reeze at current levels. 


Q: The concurrency was not a new idea -- the notion 
of starting to negotiate on SRINF while you are still 
concluding INF was not a new idea? 


A: Certainly the Reykjavik position was follow-on 
negotiations. I think we used the phrase immediately in 
Reykjavik that we never in some respects, that is an 
elaboration, we never talked about immediately. There was 
some timeframes out there within six months and the like 
so I guess I would have to say is concurrently is a new 
word. 


Q: Doesn't this leave you free to conclude an LNRINF 
agreement without having the other? 


A: How, if you still have this difference on what 
happens to SRINF levels while you are talking? 


Q: Isn't Gorbachev suggesting that you can have the 
follow-on negotiations without having to reach an 
agreement on them being preconditioned on an agreement on 
LRINF? 














A: Well they had said that previously in other 
contexts, and the trouble we were having with that is that 
you have got to know what is happening to the numbers of 
SRINF while you are talking. You are talking here about 
non-circumvention of an LRINF agreement through the 
right--or using the opportunity--of just something like 
follow-on negotiations to increase your levels of SRINF 
and to extend the differences that are already there. 
Within LRINF you have got to know as a part of the LRINF 
agreement what's going to happen there. So the minute you 
take that question--what's going to happen on 
SRINF--totally outside of LRINF, you've run into the 
question of circumventing the LRINF agreement, which is 
why we say it's an essential part inthe... 


Q: As (inaudible) suggested if you got an agreement 
in principle as to what the aim of an SRINF negotiation 
is, that would be sufficient? 


A: Of constraints--so that we would have the right to 
come up to any level of the Soviets, which is an important 
disagreement between us. So in essence in the event that 
the Soviets would buy our position, of course when they 
could then perhaps forego follow-on negotiations if we 
could get everything worked out right now. 


Q: You said we would Like to achieve closure on that 
issue here in Moscow. 


A: No. We hope to achieve closure on the constraints 
that are right now -- the INF treaty would include 
constraints which would be equal for both sides. in 
Other words the level would not be higher than the current 
Soviet level and we'd have an agreement on the reduction 
of those levels and we would be specific as to what the 
objective of those reductions might be. 


Q: Gorbachev in his speech repeated that he was 
opposei to build up--to any U.S. build-up. So you are 
basically still stuck on the same points you were before 
the speech? 


A: Wasn't his opposition to the build-up in more 
general terms in that part of the speech? He introduced it 
by talking of asymmetries in Europe and that led into a 
discussion of conventional and then said yes, there are 
asymmetries and they reflect geography, tradition, history 
and then things started getting put together ina 
different way, but it said where there are asymmetries 
they should be addressed, not by building-up but by 
reductions, and it was not in a part of the speech that 
would allow you to say whether he was attaching that to 
conventional or to SRINF or to anything else but he did 
say asymmetries. Let me put it this way, asymmetries in 
force postures of any kind ought to be addressed, that's 
how I would read it by coming down on (inaudible) 











Q: Is it likely that he may propose a zero option on 
LRINF? 





A: I don't like to estimate the likelihoods as to 
what Mr. Gorbachev might say. I've always been wrong 
about it in the past. 


Q: I hear you saying that there has been progress 
movement in the Soviet position since Reykjavik. I hear 
you also saying that Gorbachev's Prague speech was a 
restatement of the Soviet position in Reykjavik. 


A: Well you are missing a piece in between where SDI 
got linked to INF since Reykjavik and has been delinked 
and that's progress. 


Q: What you are saying is that the progress since 
Reykjavik plus February 28th, not anything that's happened 
since. That's what I had in mind. 


A: And we agree. The way the negotiations go, you 
know things float around on the scene and sometimes they 
are attached to one thing and attached to another. When 
they're delinked its progress of a sort. 


Q: What in a general sense are the prospects of 
coming out of the trip to Moscow with something meaningful 
on INF. 


A: As you Know I am born an optimist but I can't 
estimate what's going to happen. You heard the Secretary 
say yesterday, there are two words he didn't like, one was 
optimist and the other was pessimist. 


Q: Is the Secretary going to follow-up on nuclear 
testing with the Soviet's informal offer? 


A: There will be a discussion of nuclear testing, yes. 


Q: What was your assessment on the reported informal 
Soviet offer? 


A: Well, we will be prepared to discuss testing and, 
our position on testing is essentially the same in that we 
want to start off with verification and ratification of 
the PNET and the TTST and so, there, I think, there is 
some room in there to negotiate, but essentially we're 
talking about the same position. 


Q: Could we try the Secretary's last question 
yesterday about it, would we say anything new, or anything 
you know, anything to act on, on what Gorbachev said about 











conventional forces in a 35-nation conference. I won't 
torture you through it unless you want to, unless you see 
something there that is promising or that somehow this _ 
will be a big issue in Moscow. Because it struck me that 
the Secretary was just restating the U.S. position, 
apparently did not see anything promising or provocative. 


Q: No, it's not going to be a big issue and the 
Secretary's answer was to point to the fact that the 23, 
you know, the 16 members of NATO and the 7 members of the 
Warsaw Pact, already are talking in Vienna on a mandate 
for such negotiations. 


Q: Right, it sounded like Gorbachev wanted to move it 
off there, bring it into a 35-nation conference, and I 
didn't think the Secretary thought that was a hot idea. 


A: We have held from the start of this that the, that 
when you're talking conventional forces and conventional 
Stabi):: in Europe, you are talking about the arrangement 
of forces represented by NATO and the Warsaw Pact. 

They're the countries that ought to be at the table. 


Q: Could we talk for a moment about your assessment 
of the espionage situation at the Embassy? What shape is 
the Embassy in, and how do you feel we could best present 
American concerns to the Soviets? 


A: Well, the Embassy is, to the first question, the 
Embassy is operating in a secure mode now, and of course 
will--the appropriate facilities will be available to the 
Secretary during his visit. How best to present our 
concerns to the Soviets, that's another question, and 
obviously that will be up to the Secretary. As we 
announced, I delivered a protest last week, and it's very 
clear that this sort of activity, particularly of the 
violation of our immunity of our premises, and attempts to 
deprive us of our right to confidential communications 
with our capital is clearly incompatible with normal, 
international norms and it has a political price. But, I 
think that this is clearly something that we have to make 
clear to then. 


Q: Have you found physical evidence at the old 
Embassy of listening devices planted during the sojourns. 


A: I'm really not in a position to go into the 
details of what was found and not found and so on. 


Q: When you say it has a political price, do you mean 
that there might be, this could lead to some deterioration 
in more substantive issues, or that this undermines public 
confidence in the United States in such things as 
maintaining agreements like arms control and will that 
point be made with the Soviets? 
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A: Well, again ! don't think it's appropriate to be 
more explicit. I think you all are as aware as we of the 
sort of political price to be paid, when we are faced with 
sort of, you might say the scale of Soviet intelligence 
efforts. The sort of thing I'm thinking about is that, of 
the Soviet Union, over the years because of, you might 
say, the scale and the type of their intelligence 
activities has run into political problems with country 
after country, with Great Britain, with France and with 
us, and, therefore, there is a political price to pay. 
That's what I meant. I don't think one can advance to 
define precisely how, and I was not attempting to say that 
anything was particularly concrete, but only what I think 
is obvious and I'm sure that it is obvious to all of you, 
that this does have an effect on American attitudes, and 
therefore it has an effect on the relationship 


Q: Did you say the Embassy is operating on the 
secure mode now? 


A: That's right. Well, as soon as we heard there 
might be a problem we took steps to make sure that 
communications that are sensitive and other things would 
be protected. 


Q: Does that mean...is it still carrier pigeon you 
consider to be a secure mode or is the Embassy operating 
under... 


A: Our pouches are secure. 


Q: Are you still operating with magic slates and that 
sort of thing? 


A: I'm not going to go into precisely what techniques 
we use, except that as soon as we heard we had a problem, 
we took care of the problem in terms of our current 
operations so that we are confident that we have the means 
to secure communications to Washington and we also have 
facilities that we can discuss things securely. 


Q: Can I ask you about morale? How is it at the 
Embassy? 


A: You Know, I think that revelations that we were 
betrayed, when I say we, obviously I mean American people 
as a whole, even specifically people at the Embassy may 
have been betrayed by individuals who were there, hit us 
very hard. I don't want to get into investigations and 
prosecutions that may be forthcoming, or prejudge those , 
except to say that my feeling was that the problems that 
we have faced in manning the Embassy following October of 
last year when the local employees were withdrawn, were 
rapidly on the road to a solution. In fact, in that 
respect I found the Embassy in better conditions than I 
might have expected to find. I think people are quickly 




















finding as we got support people recruited and sending 
them out, and these are excellent people, by the way, I'm 
very pleased, the ones that are coming, that we are almost 
over that hump. Spring was coming, the weather was 
improving and then we were hit with the revelations that, 
it seemed that those among us, that had been some who had 
betrayed us, and this has hit people hard. And, obviously, 
it has meant a lot of extra work, a lot of extra 
pressures. I would just say that I have been really 
impressed with the , I can only use the word heroic way 
that our people have rises to, have done the necessary 
work, have shifted the mode of operation to the degree 
that it was necessary, and have done it in a good spirit, 
obviously hearts are heavy when you realize what seems to 
have happened. There is no way to avoid that. And 
everybody is determined that we are going to get to the 
bottom of it, and make sure that it's clear what happened, 
and that we will do everything we can to make sure that 
this sort of thing does not happen again. So, that 
certainly hasn't helped morale, and never can, but having 
said all of that, what has impressed me overall in the 
nine days I had there at the Embasy is how well everybody 
is working and how, in the final analysis, how little it 
affected our ability really to say what we needed to say. 
I guess people in Washington would have to rule on that, 
but my feeling was that nothing really important, really 
was left out, that we really were keeping people informed, 
and we were doing our work, and we were doing it pretty 
well 


Q: You were in on the original negotiations over the 
two new embassies, in fact you were instrumental. I 
wonder if you can take us back then and tell me whether 
you foresaw any of the problems that you are now having 
with the new Embassy, and if so, and if not, why not? 


A: I don't think this is the time to go through it 
blow-by-blow. I would simply say that I think we 
recognized, and I was sort of in and out in various phases 
of it, not from the beginning. I was not involved in the 
initial exchange of the properties, for example, that 
occured in 1969, and I was in Africa at that time and not 
working on Soviet affairs. It was my office that was 
involved in the negotiation of the conditions of 
construction agreement. It was our assumption that we 
would take over the building, had to take it over before 
it was finished, examine it, do what was necessary, and 
finish it ourselves. So in that sense there are no 
Surprises, that you've got to look it over and examine 
it. Now, if you're asking did we foresee everything up 
and down the line, of course we didn't. Hindsight is 
always more accurate than foresight, but in a general 
sense, I don't think we were totally naive, as some people 
seem to think. This is a whole area that is still very 
much under investigation. As you know, there are several 
committees and people looking at it, and as far as I'm 











concerned, I'm going to wait until Jim Schlesinger makes 
his report to the Secretary and I have great confidence in 
his ability to look at the whole thing and, certainly he 
has the full support of the Embassy in doing so. I think 
that the answers will have to wait until we have the 
benefit of these studies that are in progress. 
Schlesinger's is one of them, there of course are others. 


Q: Has this controversy thrown off the timing of the 
planning for the Kiev consulate or is it... 


A: Well, that is still under negotiations. It's hard 
to say whether it's thrown off the timing because we 
dind't have a firm date when all of this broke. So I 
don't know whether we would have a firm date if it hadn't 
broken, that is really a hypothetical question. 


Q: Various Ambassadors have had different rules, 
guidelines about Embassy people having contact with Soviet 
citizens. Have you made any adjustments to the guidelines 
and rules on this? 


A: We are looking at them to see if they are 
adequate. My initital impression is that the problem was 
not with the guidelines but the fact that some people 
ignored then. 


Q: One last question, if I may. Are you having 
difficulty getting visas for the new marines that will be 
rotated in Leningrad and Moscow? 


A: I don't think there has -- it would be premature 
to say we're having difficulties. It's taking a little 
while given the existence of quotas on each side, you 
can't just walk in and get, you know, 28 visas. Now, at 
this point I have no reason to anticipate that we are 
going to have a major problem there, but in fact I think 
that all of them have not been issued visas, but I think 
that within a couple of weeks, and I don't remember the 
exact date, that the transition will be complete. I don't 
anticipate that getting visas will be a major reason for 
delay, but again we're not totally there yet . 


Q: Any problems with visas for the other personnel 
that you need to be bringing in to deal with counter 
espionage, sweeps, and so on, any of that sort? 


A: Well, I was, in connection with the Secretary's 
visit, we have had very good cooperation on visas. Ina 
broader sense we have ongoing discussions as to how we 
count who falls into what category, and I don't know, 
sometimes some individuals probably have been held up, at 
least a few days. As yet, as I say, I am not anticipating 
any major problems in this area and there has not been a 
major visa problem at all in connection with what we've 
needed to prepare for the Secretary's visit. 


Thank you all. 
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MR. FITZWATER: Senator Howard Beker will brief. Horaal 
briefing rules apply. We'll try to limit this to 1§8 of 20 sinutes. 
Ané with thet <-- 


Q Matlin, whet does “normal oriefing rules* sean? te 
that no sound? 


MR. FITEWATER: Wo sound, right. Cameras first five 
minutes, then its on the record. Standard briefing rules. 


SENATOR BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, I'am gled to be here 
ané I guess all I can tell you is, firet of ell, the -- 3 talked to 

the President thie sorning at the Ranch. Se try | wee sajayien 
himself ané getting ready to go out for one of hie daily rides. 


Be has euthcrised se to confire, whieh aany of you 
elready know, that -~ of have written -- + 4 he So cond « letter 
with Secretary Shults to General re | It wee « 
personal letter, end Secretery Shults wil Geliver ¢ thet letter in 
person if and when he seets, a6 we expect his to meet, with the 
Generel Secretary in Moscow. 


The President will eign hie tes return and file it 
tomorrow, I guess, Marlin, and we @ t to be in Geily contect with 
the President. We have not yet heard any temarke <- hed eny 
communication from Secretary Shults in Moscow, But it's the firet 
Gay, of course, and with « ten-hour time change << 1 it's ten 
hours -- I would not expect anything for « little while. Sut the 
President hee ae Zs to secure communications at the Ranch, bach by 
cable -- Telex and er Wt Sut I say egein, be bas not yet 
eee Se eee ae far ae I know, bee not yet hed any 
_— ce A et ot. o-oo - . 


I quees that's ebout what I bad. 
Q@ Will you put out the taz return? 


GEMATOR BAKER: Yes, the tax return will be put out, «nd 
I underetend Marlin hes sade arrangements te have adequate copies 
eveileble tomorrow. 


Q Sonatas, if the seosidens is, 00 we hove been tens 
for eo long, so interested in arms control egreesents wre eoccer ding 
to the ¢ so errereiey Se Sorts Se Sut beet fren 
eoee of jevir poestiens. going beck Bie July letter of 
leet B > feally shor the time frame on ast ing with the 
queotenes atestios 











GEMATOR BAKER: I think it's fair to say, Andrea, thet 
the President ie as interested -- maybe sore interested < in trying 
to get en appropriate ares control agreement with the Soviets than 
anybo@y -- an in the country or anyplace elee. 1f ceive that 
thet ie an ition -- a primary ambition of this Pres ct. But ft 
eleo perceive thet thie President is not going to give away the 
store. Se is not going to take just any areas control egreenent. 


At Rey&zjevik hed the General Goosetery of the Soviet 
Union and the President the United States dealing Girectly, and 
the give-and take of conversation between « President and a head of 
government in the Soviet Union is « Giftferent thing, it seens to 
ge, than the negotiating instructions © are ceceived by the 
Secretary of State from the President. Thies is not a summit meeting. 


Now I am not prepered to confira for you that the 
inetructions to Secretary Shults that you have reed in the 7 
are verbatia correct. t I am peepareé to tell you is that 
Secretary has from the President detailed, important instructions 
thet I think can lead to the construction of a framework for 
meaningful negotiations between the United States and the Soviet 
Union. I em optimietic about that. f am not certain by ang means 
thet thet will be the result, but 2 think based on ay knowledge of 
the conversations with the Secretary of State and the nature of the 
instructions that he carried that re is good reason to think that 
progress can be made on this front. 


Q On START as well ee on INP? 


SEMATOR BAKER: Well, a8 I say, I's not going to confira 
whet the instructions are. Whet I am going te tell you is that I 
think that instructions were important inetructions. They covered « 
broad range of issues and I think they can lead << If they will 
lead to important negotiations then, net only between Gecretary 
of State and the Poreign Minister, But alec perhaps between the 
President and the Generel Secretary hinself. 


MA. CARLUCCI: Could I make @ comment? 
GBMATOR BAKER: Yes, Prank, go ahead. 


MA. CARLUCCI: Let me just sake @ comment, once segain 
without confirming thet what you've ceed in the newspapers ere the 
Secretary's inetructions. But when you look at the ABN Treaty, it's 
important to bear in mind that the ten-year period that was 4 
et Reykjavik was in connection with reducing ballistic sissiles to 
sero. Soviets did not take well to that, and while that is of 
course still « long-term goal, the focus of the discussions in Noscow 
will be on what was then the firet phase of that negotiation, the 50 

recent reduction. 80 when people are talking about periods of 
ling with the ABM Treaty, you have to be very careful what the 
predicate is here. 


Q Senator, it seems as though we have saintained on 
the 0.8. side it was quite importent for « “one tise to leeve the 
neta- © tt wan an the tahle at jevik. age 1° emmenace 
without confireire «- Aanyine. the you ‘ee whenned te ded ce 
there, and you're giving with one hand, taking away with the other. 


GBMATOR BARBARA: Bill, = don't believe that's right. 1 
think thet et Reytjevik, ee Prank Carivesi pointed out, you were 
talking about one range of options. You were talking about reduction 
to sero of strategic oe = in thie one, 08 alleged in the 
newepapers -- 88 repor 8, you're talking about 6 
4itferent sort of arr t. 1 esnner teil you et thie senent - 1 
have no sutherity to you what the seeponse of the United States 
woulé be if there wee @ proposes] by the Soviet Onion on same other 
configuration euch a6 that which wae Giseussed at Reykjavin. 


Q Senator, 41¢ in feet the constrvetion emerge from « 
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heated Giscuasion or argument within the administration, 88 we have 
all reeé? Did different forces in the Defense Department ané the 
ie Stete Department and other agencies of the government -- how 
fractious was it to arrive et the instructions Shults now carries 
with hig to Moscow? 
me A ate om, SEMATOR BAKER: 1 Gon‘t think it was frectious et ell. 1 
<a at ot think thet the system worked extremely well. Ané i'l) leave it to 
Raa > See Carlucci to give you the ezect details on how we went abort it. adut 
ee a Gihah aad > it was Gone in an orderly fashion, it was Gone with ran 


ané the President, National Security Planning Group meetings, ané 
course meetings with the PresiGent, with the Secretary of state, and 
the Secretary of Defense. 


In the final enalysis, these competing views ené 

= positions were reduced to writing, and it was an extensive list of 

iad options that was presented to the President for his final 
Getermination. Ané the President made the decisions himself. Ané 
when the Gecisions on the several options were made by the Presiégent 
ané discussed with the Secretary of Defense ané the Secretary of 
State and the National Security Advisor, there was simply no dissent. 
These were Presidential decisions. There was no ecrigony, there was 
no dissent, there was no appeal, and thet is the way in which the 
Presidential decisionmaking process operseted. 


Do you want to a66 to that, Prank? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Let me just emphasise that there were no 
winners or losers in this process. MNobody’s position, nobody's 
recommenéetions in toto prevailed. The President, as Senator Baker 
has said, selecteé from a range of options. This woulé be « very 
peculiar edministretion indeed if everybody egreed on issues of major 
import. The Secretery of Defense presented his positions, the 
Secretary of State, the Director of ACTA, Rowny -- everybody wes 
involved in a step-by-step process in the arms control working group 
which escalated to the NSPG and finally to an NSC meeting chaired by 
the Presigent. And while the debetes were what I would charecterise 
as stimuleting, there was certainly no acrimony, 

‘s pert over the decisions that were made. indeed, everybody 
feels thet the position that George Shults is car to 
, — forthcoming position -- one that carefully desi to push the 
) process forward. 


| 


Q Bes the Secretary been given 
the Secretary able to judge on the soment per 
PresiGent's instructions could be changed? 
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SEMATOR BAKER: Let me say thet the Secretary is the 
Secretary of State anéd he will eprise -- appraise the situation es he 
finds it in Mesco~. Ané, es I said et the beginning, he is 
equipped to discuss any developeent, any eventuality, with the 
Presiéent ané with Frank Carlucci, ané I thet es the matter 
4 progresses, if there are other astters to é » the Presiégent will 














@iecussed the budget matter extensively with the President, and 
repeatediy, ané let me make the general statement before I enswer you 
specifically on the Darman piece in the paper. 


I don't think this President wants to be confrontational 
with the Congress on the budget. What I do think is this President 
wants to make sure thet he stays within the frasework of his 
commitment to not reise tazes, and to reduce the level of the budget 
4eficit, ané to stay within the Gramm-Rudman numbers. 


How, I ‘hink thet two points need to be sade, though. 
The firet is, ‘ve got to have somebody that you can deal with. 
You've got to an authority point in the pry er you've 
G08 00 Gate Case nt eaters ot « Ie would 
not be wise, for instance, for this Presiégent 
with the budgeteers, as en exemple, and then to deal 
the authorising committees ané then have to deal again with the 
appropriating committees. And you never 
been erouné thet treck, I know how 


But the President wants a not 
confrontation. 1 think that the President would be willing to 
consider any serious proposal that might be discussed wi 
leadership of the Congress, but I éo not th 
agree to increase eny taxes at this point. 


Ané I sust also tell you that having served 
Congress for 18 years, there's one azicm that I obser 

the Congress will always spend everything it collects pi 
Ané until we can find out how we'll get the spending unéer control, { 
have an ifea this President is strongly opposed to 
revenue. 


any 
Q SS oe ee oe, Se oe SD ing 
would the appropriate group, et the appropr at “the 
ef. ropriete miz of spending cuts, he aight be willing 
increase in excise taz? 


GBMATOR BAKER: Wo, what I'm saying is that at the 
appropriate time and with the eppropriate group and within the 
framework of an appropriete structure. you can read thet to mean 
budget reform, that he would be willing to talk about trying to work 
Out an arrangement. 


Q I'ma going to go with that. (Leughter.) 
Q Senator? Senator? 


Q@ Senator, why did the President feel thie need to 
sené a personal letter to Gorbachev? Ané Goes it include sore than 
just areas control? 


SENATOR BAKER: Well, the President, I think, neeéed@ no 
reason except that he wanted to sené that letter. It was @ sone, 
letter ané I don't think 1 — to characterise it beyond ct. ft 
Vee wee © euresse oupes veUEU Sectecdty sabtructions. It was es 
peswues iecies w the Genecas ewiereczs we « acve Of no particulier 
reason why he needs justification for doing that. 


Q Dees it incluée sore than eras control? 
GEMATOR BAKER: I's sorry? 
Q Moce then ares control -- éces it include — 


GBMATOR BAKER: 3 Ge @ that either. Ail 
t's going to say is it's a pereonal to General Secretary. 


Q Senator, all weekend Senior Adninistretion Officials 
have been privately blaming Mr. Sartman for the esbesey security 
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lepees. I'm wondering why the President of the United States is not 
culpable for not taking ection sconer, and what your view is about 
who's responsible for that. 


GEMATOR BAKER: Oh, I think Test iT ener ocmeee of te 
that there's enough blame to go eround. Sut I think that the 
important thing is that we've got to address the causes and reasons 
for the problem, and we've got to sake sure that it doesn't 

ain. have not heard the President directly Dlame anyone for it. 

1 I have heard him say is that we've got to address the issue, find 
out whet happened, anéd take precautions for the future. 


Q Well, the question is why didn't he ect sconer? 
MR. CARLOCCI: Senator, let se just point cut ap cae 


are three investigatory groups looking into this. There is J 
Schlesinger going over to look into the construction of the embassy. 


There's Melvin Laird who's going to head a qroup look into the 
specific problem in Moscow. then there's the President's Foreign 
Iatelli Aévieory Board headed by Ambassedor Anne Armstrong who 


is leoking into security issues worldwide. Se it would be 

inegpeene 1000 for anybody to “blame* until these commissions have 
made their finds and sade their cecommendations to the President. 

Ané he has directed that such recoamendations be made through the NSC 
within a 90-day period. 


Q The question is, why didn't he act two years ago 
when he was first informed of this? 


MR. CARLUCCI: When he was first informed of what? There 
was @ PFIAB study on the general issue and, subsequent dy. the 
President did make a decision to start phasing down Soviet nationale 
in the embassy in Moscow. But that is not a particularly easy thing 
to do and that -- in the event was overtaken by the Soviet decision, 
after we hed expelled some of their people from thie country, to 
withérew all Soviet nationals from the embassy. 


Q@ In the end, Mr. Carlucci, did all this make any 
éifference for the Shults mission? Is it, in fact, going to be any 


Gifferent because of this? tie Mr. Shults, in any a wor or 
inhibited in his discussions or activities in Moscow? ané if so, 
how? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, obviously, ee I've said before to 
thie group, he is not going under optimal circumstances. There is a 
certain 4ifficulty in communicating which we have managed to overcome 
by temporery measures. And he, of course, is going to raise this 
ieesve with the Soviets because, eas the President said, it is en 
outrageous violation of our sovereignty. On the other band, ve have 
@ lot of other issues of enormous moment for him to deal with -— 


ional iseves, human righte issues, aras reductions issues, 
bi aterel issues, and he's going to eéérese all of thes. And I do 
not think that this incident will “aiiow any of these issues to veail 
of some kiné of progess. ‘. 


a te Wr. Ghulte coming to herp to report to the 
Benetdant? ANG if 87 ~S-s7 Bat 16 be Anne. will we 902 his too? 


SBMATOR BAKER: I Gon't know that. The President will be 
telking to the Secretary from tise to tine, 5 capone @uring the 
trip. And Gepending on the ciroumstences end the need for a eonal 
brief, that éecision will be mage. As to whether or not be'l)] be 
evaileble if he Goes come, %‘11 bave bim talk to the Secretary about 
that 200. Sus 2 could quoce she Coccotesy seetabiy weulé cane 0 
Califerniea, But I don't know thet. It depends on other 
eircounstances. 


Q Senator, can I bring you beck on the Imp question? 
Ie e sero base now out objective rather then the 1008 so as to avoid 
the problea of verification? 
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GEMATOR BAKER: You're talking ebout on Inv? 
Q On Jar. 


MR. CARLUCCI: We have always taken the ition that 
there ought to be sero INF globally. It was the Soviets et Reykjavik 
who insisted on the 100. Our iators have consistently had 
instructions to try and get rid of those 100 in Asia and the United 
States and, indeed, it does make verification easier. 


Q Yes, but is thet now se sore immediate objective? 
Mave we taken a different perspective than the 100 that was worked 
out in Reykjavik or is this Mr. Shults going to -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, the perspective and the position has 
always been to try and get those 100 down. The President, at 
Reykjavik, 41d eccept the 100. If the Soviets show some flexibility 
on that, we'd be delighted because it does make verification easier. 


Q And the Secretary will actively seek that in Moscow? 


MR. CARLUCCI: The negotiations et Geneva have been ia 
that direction and the Secretary would like to make some progress in 
this area in Moscow, yes. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, is there linkage between the 
short-range and the medium-range issues? I'm a little confused ebout 
the iesues that -- 


MR. CARLOCCI: There's not -- we don't use the word 
*linkage® as such. Now, what we have said is that an INP agreement 
has to deal with the short-range issue. And the way in which we have 
envisioned dealing with it in the a is on a global 
ceiling with our right to build up. e generally, that bee taken 
the forma of a freeze on the Soviet level, 133 launchers, with our 
right to builé up to that level of launcher; then with follow-en 
negotiations to try and reduce the overell level. 


Now, what Mr. Gorbachev, &ecretary-General Gorbechev said 
in Czechoslovakia is that there ought to be a freese without the 
tight to build up. Of course, that is not our itien end he has 
suggested parallel negotiations. We don't particularly care whether 
they're parallel or follow-on negotiations, but we do think that this 
issue hes to be dealt with in some way in conjunction with IuP. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, can you comment et all on the ceports 
over the weekend about -- that there were about a half ae dosen 
Russian informers, whatever you want to call them, that were executed 
because of our -- Because of the compromising of communications at 


the embassy? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Wo, I'm not going to comment on ge 
like that for obvious reasons -- where human dives ere at stake, I's 
not going to comment. . . 

> tu. e-oo+* 2+ chet 10 bagrenine in South Korea? 
Can you give us some sense of your reading of it? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, thie argument, as you know, bes been 
ing on between Chum Doo Bwan and the ition end { Cow 
Bwan reached the point where he dec that elections had to go 
forwaré unéer current procedures. This is basically en internal 
matter end it would not be appropriate for the 0.8. government to 
make @ comment. 


Q Senator Baker, say I ask you how 
envision, if you envision, getting out from tg F. trade etaritt 


oblem with the Japanese by the time Prime Minister Bekasone visits 
ro during that vieit, or immediately efter, in tine frame at a11? ’ 
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. SEMATOR BAKER: The day for a decision On & Presidential 
proclamation is Priday and that's coming at us pretty fast, 
Obviously. And I expect that it will be a major issue for discussion 
between Prime Minister Wakasone and the President when the Prine 
Minister arrives in this country. 1 éon‘’t know that there will be e 
final Presidential proclamation on Priday, but I don't know of 
y= begen | that argues against it sight now. So I's assuming that 
there will be. 


Q Well, why woulén't there be? Aren't you -— 


SENATOR BAKER: Well, that's what I'm saying. I don't 
know of any reason why there wouldn't be, so I assume that there will 
be e proclamation on Friday. If that is the case, I's suse that will 
be a matter of great sensitivity with the Prise Minister when he 
arrives and a matter of extensive conversation. I don't know what 
the President aight require in exchange for a revocation of that 
proclamation, but I think that it focuses the trade issue in @ very 
yt oe way and I think thet you're going to see more developments 

A that <-- 


Q Can you say if there has been any progress to date 
on those negotiations and just how you envision this protectionias 
and os Raa Gifficult issue playing into the summit in Venice 
upooming 


SEMATOR BAKER: Let me say that I don't know of any new 
Gevelopments in that field. I do think that it is likely the whole 
trade issue is likely to be a major item on the Venice egendsa. But 
the more immediate problem is the conversations between the United 
States ané Japan. I expect it will have a bearing in the immediate 
future on the éirection of legislation in the Congress ané that will 
also be maturing at about the same time the Prime Minister is here. 
So we're likely tc have a very lively season on the whole issue in 
the nezt few -- 


Q What is the 0.8. government knowledge on the extent 
of nuclear weapon development by Iran? 


SEWATOR BAKER: You'd better do that. I don't know 
anything about nuclear weapons development by Iran. 


MR. CARLUCCI: I'm not aware of any. Ie this -- 


Q You're not aware that they have a program to develop 
& avelear weapon? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, I don't know where your information 
ie coming from,.but this has not been an issue under consideration. 


Let me comment on the Japanese for just « sinute, going 
beck. As you're probably aware, the discussions concluded on Friday 
night. There are two issues at stake here. One is tho charge of 
éuaping in the overseas market, thicé country market. And there, the 
impression ie that the evidenae ie fairiv canaiuaien. The erhar ia 
CAE priser “H+ (Sab AS <KNHe o-3- “yp erocricss inte the Japenese 
semiconéuctor market. Ané there, there are differences between us. 


fhe J presented some statistics indicating that 
gmerket eccees bes increased. Our statistics Go not confira this. 
Indeed, they tené to go in the other direction. And we are curreatly 
stuéying Loth sete of statistics, but it does, as Senator Saker hes 
eaid, look like a very 4ifficult situation at this poiat. 


MR. PITSWATER: Let's go beck to the beck for a couple of 
questions ané then we'll have to go. Beck there -— David ané Peter. 


Q We've heard sany seniors officiels at this podiun 
tell us ebout how optinistic they are about eras control for siz 
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years. Thies President doesn't have a single agreement yet to his 
name. You told us sgain today you're optimistic. On t basis? 


GBMATOR BAKER: I's optimistic principally Because, as I 
eeaid earlier, t's convinced this PresigGent wants an ares control 
agreement; I'm convinced that the proposals he's sade are realistic 
ané forthcoming; I's convinced based on the information we have et 
hand thet the Soviet Union appears to be moving in the Girection, a 
more favorable direction in that field. 1 think there's an historic 
opportunity for an arms control agreement between the United States 

the Soviet Union and I's optimistic ebout that. 


But once again, I don't think the President is going to 
jump at any arms control agreement that might be offered by the 
Soviets. I think not only must it be verifiable and Balanced, but { 
think it gust teke eccount of other systeas other than nuclear 
systems, and that depends on a lot of hard dating. But 3 thiak 
the atmosphere is right; I think the Leaderenip ie eight; I think the 
iesues ace right; I think that the progress that's been aade so far 
at Reykjavik and in other contacts and conversations bas been 
favorable; and I think that, barring unforeseen difficulties, there's 
a og A even chance that we can get some sort of progress in 
this field. 


MR. CARLOCCI: Can I just edd on that -- this ise the 
first time in the history of aras control that we and the Soviet 
Union are talking ebout massive reductions in weapons. We're talking 
about a 50 percent cut in strategic missiles. We're talking about 
going down to sero in intermediate nuclear forces. And never bas the 
Soviet Union been brought to that position. As Senator Baker says, 
it's very easy to get an agreement, but to get this kind of an 
agreement, which would be very worthwhile, has taken some tough 
negotiating and it's taken -- it's required cohesion on the part of 
the Alliance. So we think good progress is being made. 


Q Do you think thie is the last chance, is this Shults 
vieit ceally the last chance to get an egreement, a summit, and 
something t could be submitted for ratification for this 
President, given the time frane? 


GENATOR BAKER: WO, I don't think eo. If think that 
there's an opportunity for the next several gonths and I think thet, 
at some point, obviously, it will be too late to get an agreement and 
get a ratification, but we're fer from that point y now. 

I don't think you have to get an agreement with the retary of 

State and the Soviet Poreign Minister. Indeed, I would be greatiy 

surprised if you did get an agreement. The President and the General 

Secretary finally will make such agreements. I think that there is 

certainly some reason to hope that there*1l be other meetings beyond 

this one. And, ee the President has pointed out, the invitation for 
, sx Pgs Secretary to vieit the United States is still on the 


e abe Besse Cows ONE HOU wisuwsuen. + -: 


So there is a distinct possibility that you'll see 8 
eummit meeting eat some point in this edministration. 


Q ao would expect some sort of commitment on 6 
summit to come cut this meeting, at least? 


SENATOR BARBR: Wo, not necessarily. 1 woulén't be 
surprised to see that, But I would sot expect te either. 


Q Genater -- 
MR. PITSWATBR: Let's have @ final question. Peter? 
That's what I wented to ask you ebout. te Shults <-<- 


CG 
ie one of the goale of the Shults sission to get some sort of 
coumitgent from them on s summit here? 
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GBMATOR BAKER: I's not going to deal in what the 
inetructions are beyond what has already been said. 1: think I'é 
better stick with ay earlier remark, that is, I would not be 
surprised to see & conversation about ea summit, but I would also act 
think this is the last opportunity to discuss that, and to point out 
that the invitation is still outstanding and that I think there is a 
good prospect thet it may occur. 


Q A conversation or @ commitment, Senator? I think 
you said ‘commitment’ first and “conversation® the second tine. 


Q Yes. 
SBMATOR BAKER: A commitment to -- 
Q A sunait. 





Q A conversation. (Laughter.) 
Q Be's got two possibilities. Dont’ give him three. 
Q It's sort of like acié rain. (Laughter.) 


SENATOR BAKER: Let me go back and do it again. f think 
that without commenting on whether the Secretary of State has 
inetructions with respect to a summit, I would remind that there 
ie an invitation to the General Secretary to come to United 
States, and that has not been withdrawn. I would not be surprised to 
see that subject discussed by the yareey re | of State and the Soviet 
Poreign Minister. I would not be surpri to see some sort of 
Gecision result from those conversations. But this is aot the last 
opportunity for that sort of conversation nor that sort of 
arrangement. I am -- I guess that's as far as I'll go. 


Q Genator Baker, is there uncertainty es to whether 
Shults is going to see Secretary Gorbachev? There seemed to be some 
eaclier? Is that set up -- 

GBMATOR BAKER: I would think -- 

Q -- with firmnese or is it uncertain? 


SENATOR BAKER: I would think he would, but I bave not 
seen -- I don't know of any formal arrangements thet he bas. 





Q What's holding up the FBI appointment? 
GBNATOR BAKER: Holding up what? 
Q An PBI appointment. 


SBMATOR BAKER: Nothing is holding it up. The President 
waente to be very deliberate in his choice of an PBI nominee. After 
all, it's a ten-year term, ané a list has been compiled. The 
Attorney General has primary re sibility for compiling that list. 
Phe Psesiecnt Si= 4222uscel So Sb tm Oho Cee, céccde eee wown 
wemee unten eomce Wt BOSE iunen Gee COCASION, and I we'aa 
a Gecision by the President before 2 But nothing is holding it 
up. It hae been a cela, deliberate collection of possible candidates 
and the weeding-cout process has begun, né I don't think it be such 
lenger before the President makes up hie sind. 


Q Ase you waiting until Webster is confirmed before 
you sake en appointaent? 


GBMATOR BAKER: There ae Be od a 7 
on that. ft is purely coincidental, and it is held up, if it's 
up at all, Because the President wants to meke a care eholce and 


he wants te go over @ rather extensive list of names that have been 
submitted from many sources. 
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Senator, it sounded to me like in answer to Chris's 
stion on Darman you were saying that the President was ruling out 
isoussion of new taxes et this time. Does that sean you're not 
ruling it out altogether for the rest of the tera? 


SBHATOR BAKER: I don't think the President is going to 
agree to discuss new taxes et all, but what I am say ie that it 
seems to me that there is no reslistic poesibility of fruitful 
negotiations with the Congress unless we can have essurance that 
those negotiations will be <-- those agreements will be fulfilled. 


Q Are you ruling out new tazes -- discussions on new 
tases? 


SENATOR BAKER: I'd have to leave it to the President to 
Gecide that, but I know of no plans the President has to consider any 
new tazes. Indeed, he has sai times before that he is opposed 
to new taxzes,and I accept that as undoubted position of this 
aéministration. 

Q When does it <-- 

Q -- any position at all, Senator, on the -- 

Q -—— does this become fruitful in the process? 


SENATOR BAKER: The only way that I think you can have 
fruitful negotiations with the Congress is if it takes account not 


. Only of the budget resolution, but the authorising process and the 


appropriating process as a peckage. Wow that seans ecome sechanisa 
hae to be figured out that will let all of those functions be brough: 
together for the purpose of negotiating @ workable package and not 
the pieces of that package. 


In the past, what has too often is that the 
President, in By wer eng was the President would negotiate with the 
budgeteers or the authorising committees or the conferees and the 
appropriating committees and then when it wee ail over — would 
sey, you know, it's too bad, yes, we did agree but the parts didn't 
fit. We've got to get all the parts put together. 


And in addition to that, I think the President ought to 
have -- he, indeed, in view, must have some revision of bis 
euthority to deal with the et. Whether that is line-iten veto, 
or whether it's enhanced recision authority, or whether it's a 
two-year budget cycle or many other devices that sight be used in 
Stone to improve the ability to control thet budget remains to be 

ecussed. 


But ay hope would be that we can have « meeting, if we 
have a seeting, that involves every element of the ing process 
that will teks. int+ canarne oho anne bility of budestery cefara and. 
acta ».-+ aeniaue gucrestces that, whatever agreement the Presicent 
might enter into, has a chance to survive. 


Q Any ition at ell, Senator, on the recent 
erackéown on dissent in South Africa? 


GBMATOR BARBER: 1'11 leave that up to Prank. 
Q uc. Carlueci, you said -— 


ase Q Bobody's going to -- nobody has « comment on that at 
a 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, we've commented extensively on the 
tectics that the South Africen government hes used to poe 
internal dissent. We go not, in any way, condone those ies, 
indeed, we conéean thea, as we condemn the entire systes of 
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apartheid. 
Q Mr. Carlusci, Gunster pees ann suggested -- 
to call it 2, PITAVATER: Thank you, We a, ) — oo 
Q Marlin, I've been rahe ‘ta.eat this question — 


MR. PITSWATER: We'll try ‘ get ten beck again end do 
it gore often, but I think we'd better go shead and break. Thank 


you. 


Q Marlin, will you go it wismcthey do have sone 
reporting from Moscow as opposed to besese? = 


MR. FITSWATER: We'll do it ‘wnenaees we oan. 


Thank you, all. z a; 
TRE PRESS: ‘Thank you. : 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have no announcements, so I'll be happy to begin with questions. 


Q Do you know anything about this cable sent by 
Ambassador Hartman several years ago, in effect, opposing a 
drawdown of the U.S. Embassy and a reciprocal drawdown of the 
Soviet Embassy for security reasons? 


A I do know about the cable. [ can't comment on it 
because it is classified. As the Secretary said at his press 
briefing in Shannon, the Department is making arrangements to 
share the contents of the classified telegram in question with 
Senator Dole and members of the appropriate Congressional 
committees under the established procedures. 


Q Yesterday, on the talk shows, Representatives 
Snowe and Mica talked about going through the Moscow Embassy 
and seeing posted on the wall blueprints for either a secure 
area or the secure van the Secretary was to use during his 
trip. What can you tell us about that? 


A I'm not going to comment on any of those specific 
references or charges about aspects of the security situation 
in Moscow. We have, as you know, several groups and panels now 
meeting on that. They're conducting a thorough investigation 
of the whole process, and I think it would be inappropriate to 
comment on one or two charges or implications taken out of 
context. 


Q Phyllis, Hartman said that there was a plan in 
'84 to reduce the size of the Soviet presence in Washington to 
half of what it is at the present time, which is about -- to 
make it down to about a 110 or so. Is that correct? 
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) Again, I'm not going to get in on the specifics 
of internal policy decisions. I think it's too much to call it 
-a plan. I think that there were several ideas under 
discussion, but I'm not going to go any further than that. 


Q Phyllis, as long as you're at it -- maybe this 
was asked over the weekend -~- there's a story in the Los 
Angeles Times quoting American officials. The effect is that 
the apparent -- the alleged collaboration, defection, of the 
Marines with Soviet intelligence services resulted in the death 
of several Soviet citizens. Can you tell us anything about 
that? 





fs) I'm sorry. I just can't comment on that. 


Q In a comment made by Mr. Spiers, reported in the 
press today, he termed the action of the young men who were in 
the Marine Corps guarding the Embassy as treason. That's the 
word he uses. Now treason is a very specific offense in the 
Constitution, as you know. It either means waging war against 
the United States --— they certainly didn't do that -- or giving 
aid and comfort to the enemies of the United States. 


Now, is Mr. Spiers indicating the Soviet Union is an 
enemy of the United States? 


4 I don't think that it would be correct to read 
into those comments that were reported in the press about his 
views on the Soviet Union. I think he was referring to how he 
felt about the actions of the Marines. And, again, let me say 
that I'm not going to go any further with that. That's before 
the Marine legal system and procedures -- 


Q Mr. Shultz has already claimed responsibility for 
this matter. Does that mean he's taken responsibility from the 
shoulders of the Marines, and, more specifically, from people 
under his own command like the security officer and the 
Ambassador? 


A I think Secretary Shultz's words speak for 
themselves. He was talking about a clear chain of command in 
the Embassy, and he said ultimately he was responsible, and I'm 
not going to go any further than that. 


Q English is my native language, too, and I don't 
understand the implications of those words. What does it mean 











-3- Monday, 4/13/87 


for a man like the Secretary of State to say I'm in charge? Is 
that an attempt to absolve the Ambassador and the security 
officer of any blame whatsoever? 


A Again, it's, I think, inappropriate for me. I 
think the Secretary's words were very clear on that matter. He 
accepted, in a chain of command, the ultimate responsibility 
for what happened there. He's obviously instigated several 
panels, groups looking into it to take the appropriate actions. 


Q Does that mean he's willing to take the legal 
repercussions of the problem? In other words, he's guilty 
since he's in charge and responsible of the espionage acts? 


a Your questions now have a Jot of built-in 
assumptions and underlying thoughts, but [I'm going to stick 
with the Secretary's words on the chain of command and his 
assumption of responsibility. 


Q Can you comment on an article that was published 
in the Saturday's Post regarding a proposed visit of President 
Reagan to Venezuela that was cancelled? 


A No such meeting or visit was definitely 
scheduled. We have been exploring the possibility of a summit 
with the Andean leaders and President Reagan to discuss the 
challenges facing those democracies, especially from the danger 
of the drug scourge. 


Clearly, it's difficult to arrange scheduling for all 
six chiefs of state, and the arrangements have simply not 
worked. 


Q Why is it so difficult? 


A It's simply the coordination with six very busy, 
responsible chiefs of state. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Do you have any update on the Gulf war? 


A No. I don't have any update on that today. 


Q Phyllis, going back to the Venezuelan question, 
does it mean that the summit is off completely? 

” No. We are still working and continuing 
discussions. 

Q Do you have anything on the new South African 


regulations on demonstrating support for detainees? 


A A prayer service for detainees was held at St. 
George's Cathedral in Cape Town today. Ambassador Perkins 
attended this service, and on its occasion, issued the 
following statement which speaks for the United States 
Government. 


"The United States Government has repeatedly deplored 
the jailing of South Africans without charge and without 
trial. We have also specifically expressed our shock and 
outrage at the continued detention of large numbers of 
children. We will continue to use the resources at our command 
to protest these actions. 


"It's sad that a government which claims to uphold the 
values of human dignity, and which portrays itself as secure 
and strong, should be so intimidated by the peaceful 
protestations of its citizens that it declares those 
protestations to be illegal. The new regulations banning any 
public appeal for the release of detainees simply point to the 
erosion of fundamental liberties in this country. Freedom of 
assembly, the freedom to speak out, and the freedom to give and 
receive information which are deemed vital to the community are 
in serious jeopardy." 


Q In relation to this, the Commission on South 
Africa has made a report that has really severely condemned the 
Administration's policy, and one of the things they said, they 
have found no evidence that there is an attempt for a Communist 
takeover, even though they said they found that some of these 
people were getting money from Communists. And they quoted 
from Nelson Mandela's speech at his trial when he said that, 
"We do have some Communists helping us, because we are against 
white supremacy. We have no intention of becoming Communists, 
just as the United States and Great Britain did during World 
War II when they worked with the Communists to get rid of 
Hitler, not because they became Communists." 
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So I have two questions: One, why this Administration 
does not allow -- does not grant those blacks in South Africa 
and southern Africa the same privilege that they took for 
themselves during the War, and why is it this report has not 
been made public? 


fi I'm sorry. I just don't have anything for you. 
I'm concerned that I didn't understand correctly the report to 
which you referred. 


Q The Report for the Commission on Southern Africa 
that Shultz appointed. 


G It had been my understanding that that report had 
been made available, and if you'd like to check in the Press 
Office afterwards -- 


Q I asked when they'll make it public. I was able 
through some means to get a copy of it, but you're here to make 
things public. Why don't you make that public? Is it because 
it is a condemnation of this Administration's actions? 


A I'm -- again, I want to go back. It had been mv 
understanding that it had been made public, and 'T'd like to 
check on th®+ for you. 


Q When I called down and didn't -- I was able to 
get a report through some kind of means. But it has not been 
made public, like you all make other things public. 


A Well, I don't want to argue with you, but let's 
check afterwards, and if you'll check in the Press Office, I'm 
sure we can clear that up. 


Q Phyllis, on the regulation on detainees, have we 
filed a formal protest? 


ia I simply don't know whether we have done anything 
beyond this statement of Ambassador Perkins. 


Q Also on southern Africa, there's a report that 
the Soviets may have sold MiG-29s to Zimbabwe. Do you have 
anything? 


ia We cannot confirm these reports. If they are 
true, then we would certainly have concerns about the military, 
political, and financial implications for Zimbabwe and for the 
southern African region as a whole. 
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Q Was the Ambassador's statement released there to 
the press in South Africa? 


H He issued the statement. Whether it was picked 
up by the press, I just can't tell you. 


Q Do you know if that would be subject to the 
censorship there? 


A I don't know, but I think we'll be able to see. 


Q What do you mean by -- in your statement about 
Zimbabwe -- the financial problems these would create? What 
does that -- I don't understand what that means. 


a) Well, I think it means the terms of payment. 
Isn't that what it means to you? The price and how they'd pay 
for it? 


Q But ism c« that vetweei, the Zimbavweans and the 
Soviets? 


8 I think so. 
Q What's the current status of this? 


A I think that there are other implications for 


Q What are the implications for U.S. aid, and what 


6 I'm not prepared to discuss that. 

Q What is the current aid situation? Is it still 
frozen or -- 

A I don't know. I think we can check that for you. 

Q Phyllis, I have a question on this Andean summit 


you mentioned earlier. You said that the planning is still 
going on. Does it include also having it in Caracas, or is 
there a site chosen for the summit? 


A I just have no further details on that - of how 
the conference would be worked out. 
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Q Phyllis, on Libya, do you have any comment on 
Qadhafi in the last couple of days, saying that he's seeking 
rapprochement with the United States? Do you have any comment 
on that? 


A In regard to Qadhafi's offer to meet the U.S. 
halfway, in our view actions speak louder than words, 
particularly with Qadhafi where many countries have experienced 
to their regret, Qadhafi's promise of one thing and delivery of 
another. 


Regarding Qadhafi's offer to stay inside his borders, 
we note Libyan troops continue to occupy part of northern Chad, 
and Libyan agents operate in other parts of the world. Even 
today, Qadhafi continues to deny the facts available to all the 
world except to Libyans, that Libyan soldiers are fighting and 
dying in Chad. 


Qadhafi knows what he must do to improve relations 
with the United States. We are waiting for concrete, durable 
evidence of change in his policies of aggression and support 
for terrorism. 


-~ MORE -- 
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There were reports that about 200 Americans are 
traveling to Libya to attend a conference as made by Qadhafi on 
the anniversary of the American raid there. Do you have any 
comments on that? 


a I don't have any information on that. 


Q President Chun has said that there will not be 
any constitutional reform in South Korea. Anything on that? 


Aa As we have said many times before, the U.S. 
consistently and steadfastly supports the development of 
democracy in Korea. Assistant Secretary Sigur, in his speech 
of February 6, made our views clear. As Dr. Sigur said, we 
have no position on Korean constitutional reform. That is a 
decision that the Korean people must make. He called, however, 
for dialogue between the parties, a willingness to compromise 
and sacrifice, and free and fair elections toward a broadened 
democratic, political process. 


We believe it's important that the next government of 
Korea be open and broadly based. We hope both sides will 
reflect on the various actions of this past week. 


Q Phyllis, do you have a copy on the thing 
pertaining to Libya? And second, how do you determine a change 
of policy on the Libyan part? 


A I think that was clear in the statement, that we 
are looking for concrete examples of change in his policies. 


Q But some officials do acknowledge for the past 
eight months or a year, that there hasn't been any attack 
linked to Libya. Isn't that a change for itself? 


A I'm not prepared to comment on that today. 


Q Do you have anything on an Afghan attack against 
Soviet Central Asia, a guerrilla attack? 


a We have seen the press reports of those attacks, 
but we just have no confirmation on the details of it. 


Q Any reaction to accusations by Soviet officials 
that the U.S. is obstructing a settlement in Afghanistan? 











-9- Monday, 4/13/87 


a In regard to the charges that the United States 
is blocking a settlement in Afghanistan, let me respond with 
the word no. The only thing blocking a settlement is the 
presence of Soviet troops. As long as the Soviets remain, 
fighting will continue. As the Secretary said on Saturday in 
Shannon, "They" -- meaning the Soviets -- “invaded 
Afghanistan, and they should leave Afghanistan." our goal is a 
negotiated political settlement predicated on the rrompt and 
complete withdrawal of Soviet troops and self-determination for 
the Afghan people. 


We have repeatedly communicated to the Soviets that we 
seek no advantage in Afghanistan, nor are we trying to prolong 
the war or "bleed" them. We want their forces to withdraw 
promptly and completely back beyond their own borders. 


I might also note that the Secretary addressed that 
point as well in Shannon. He said, “We have no designs to have 
an aligned Afghanistan on our part, or to use Afghanistan in 
any way that should concern the Soviet Union, and we are 
certainly prepared to say that to them." 


Q Phyllis, in the list of things that they should 
do, you didn't mention one condition which the United States 
previously always did, which is the safe return of the refugees. 


A Refugees. I think that's implicit in there, that 
certainly this would allow for self-determination when the 
refugees would go back. The four points of our position on 
Afghanistan -- the withdrawal of the Soviet forces, 
self—determination for the Afghan people, a non-aligned 
Afghanistan, and the return of the refugees to Afghanistan 
remain the foundation of our policy. 


Q Your colleague, the Department Spokesinan, 
informed us a few weeks ago that the Soviets continue to 
bombard our personnel in Moscow with high-energy microwaves, 
presumably which aren't calculated to be healthy for 
individuals. 


Is the Secretary going to take up that issue, or is he 
going to sit down and negotiate with the Soviets and talk to 
his colleagues in his Winnebago while he's still being 
bombarded with high-energy microwaves by the Soviets? 
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A I would refer you again to the exact wording of 
the Spokesman's statement on the continuation of the low-level 
microwaves. And further, I think we made it abundantly clear 
here, that the details of the agenda that the Secretary took 
with him to Moscow and has begun to discuss, is something that 
we're not going to discuss from the podium. 


Q Well, does that mean that certain levels of 
microwave interference and zapping of the personnel is either 
dismissed as harmless, or is considered healthy by the 
Department of State? 


A I will again refer you to the exact wording that 
he used on that, because I think those points are very clearly 
and carefully covered in the statement that we made. 


Q But he never did state just what were those low 
levels. Is the Department of State Spokesman now prepared to 
give us exactly what are those levels of radiation? 


A I'm not prepared to do that, and once again, I 
refer you to the record. 


Q Why do you want to cover up the level of 
radiation that's used bombarding our personnel in Moscow, even 
as we're negotiating with them? 


A I'm not covering it up. 


Q I want to go back because I think it seems to be 
a very weak statement that you read from wiiat Perkins said, 
something that he said over there to the people there. 


When anything else happens, like the dissidents in 
Russia and all, there's an outcry from the President, an outcry 
From the State Department. And what is happening in South 
Africa is worse than anywhere in the world. And this little 
mild statement from Perkins really doesn't mean anything. Why 
isn't there a firm denunciation and an outcry from the State 
Department, and from the President like he does on other things? 


A I simply can't he » you on that one. We think 
that Ambassador Perkins' statement is for the United States 
Government, and it speaks for itself. 


Q Why don't they leave it to the Ambassadors in the 
other countries then -- just let them read a little weak 
statement? 
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A I just can't help you with that. 





Q Over the weekend the Turkish Government expressed 
its dissatisfaction with the implementing of DECA, and as you 
know, if any disagreement arises from implementation or 
interpretation of agreement, that both sides will immediately 
start consultations. And do you think it will be necessary, 
such kind of consultations at this stage? 


q I just have nothing on the Turkish DECA. I just 
can't help you with that today. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 














YNED 1 TE’ 


L 


Transcript ofABriefing by Gy); 


Moscow, USSR, April 13, 1987 


Following is a transcript of remarks made on the record, and on 


background, by Gm in Moscow, April 13, 1987. 


Gm: Thank you all for waiting around. This is 


basically going to be on background but I suppose it might serve 
some purpose if I give you maybe a sentence or — on the record 
just to characterize the meetings. Let me say that on the 
record that the meetings today were serious, businesslike, there 
is a lot of work on the agenda, the two sides worked . 
energetically to work through that agenda. Let me leave it at 
that on the record and let's go into background. Let me do 
quickly, I suppose just to set the scene for what kind of 
meetings there were today, so we know where we are starting 
from. Is that all right with everyone? You know when we got 
there this morning, there was a very short one-on-one - five 
minutes or so - between the Secretary and Mr. Shevardnadze, and 
then there was again a brief plenary session that lasted maybe 
ten or fifteen minutes in which basically they talked about the 
agenda that they were going to follow during the talks. Then, 
from about 11:25 to 1:25 - so two hours - the two ministers 
again went into a one-on-one session. That was with the 
presence of interpreters and notetakers. Then, there was the 


luncheon which was in the same building, and the afternoon, the 











plenary session started about 2:55. This was basically on our 
side, the Secretary and those on his delegation crew concerned 
with arms control. And I can give you, do you want those 
names? Just a second, that is why I have all these papers 
here. On our side, at the table which you saw - those of you 
who were in the photo op - we had the Secretary, of course, 
Ambassador Matlock, Ambassador Nitze, Ambassador Ridgway, Mr. 
Perle, Mr. Adelman, Colonel Linhard from the NSC, notetaker and 
interpreter. And then, (Q) Linhard. And then, also in the 
room, but not room at the table, Ambassadors Lehman, Glitman, 
Cooper, Rowny, Holmes, Gen. Moellering from the JCS, and Mr. 
Timbie from the State Department. And - (Q unintelligible). 
They were in the room but not at the table. The table only had 
seats for the first people, and they were in the second 
echelon. And on the Soviet side - you want those as well - 
besides Mr. Shevardnadze, there was Deputy Minister 
Bessmertnykh, Ambassador Dobrynin, (you want me to spell 
Bessmertnykh), Ambassador Karpov, Ambassador-at-large Obukov, 
the assistant to the Foreign Minister - Mr. Tarasenko, and 


Deputy Head of the United States Department of Foreign Ministry 











- Mr. Mikolchak. (Q. Repeat the name, please) (Mikolcha 
k). So, the afternoon session - as I said - started a 2:55, 
went to 6:10, there was a break of about fifteen minutes perhaps 
for the obvious reasons. Then the Secretary, as you know, when 
to the Seder over at Spaso House. The two sides had agreed 
because there was still a lot of the agenda to work through, and 
because tomorrow, because of the Secretary's meeting with 
Premier Ryzhkov and Secretary General Gorbachev, there really is 
very little time tomorrow until after the Gorbachev meeting to 
get back into these kind of plenary sessions. The two ministers 
decided that they would go back again tonight, at 8:30, which 
they did, in order to continue working through the agenda. They 
worked then from 8:30 until 10:00, and then the two ministers 
had another half hour, until 10:30, one-on-one again, with the 
presence of an interpreter and notetakers. And that basically 
Wrapped up the day as far as the..... (Q. At the 8:30 to 10:00, 
was that the arms control group again or another) It was the 
Same group except that as I tell you we already at this point 
begun to establish some working groups and, as a consequence, 
there weren't all the same people in the room any longer. Okay, 
now to -- (Q. How was the luncheon?) The luncheon was basically 
all that time between the end of the morning session, between 
about 11:30 until about - I think it has been a long day today, 
(unintelligible question), 1:30 to 2:50. Okay, 1:30 to whatever 
is left there. No, I would not call it substantive 
conversation. There were wives present at the lunch. The 
luncheon attendees, in addition to the two ministers on the 


Soviet side I just noted, I noticed a couple of people there, 











Mr. Dobrynin was there, Mr. Vodosov was there, and a deputy 
premier - Mr. Komosev, among others. There was a much iarger 
attendee list, but those I think were the senior Soviets in 
addition to the many others who were there. I can give you a 
menu if you are interested. Now, going back to what was talked 
about and what I am qoing to do - I am not in a position to go 
into what decisions were made, what proposals were presented - 
let me say that at the offset, but what I can do is give you a 
pretty good idea of the agenda as it was covered today. Going 
back to the morning session, the one-on-one, then I said, began 
the morning session. The first idea on the Secretary's agenda 
was the question of the problems that have been created by 
Soviet espionage. The other topic during those two hours was 
the question of human rights and humanitarian concerns, and on 
that subject there was full and extensive exchange including 
both specific cases as well as the principles. So basically, 
those two hours were on those two subjects. (Q. Can you name 
specific cases the Secretary brought up?) No, at this point, I 
don't have any cases to offer. Then in the afternoon, in the 
plenary session, we had the arms controllers there, as I have 


said, so they started working their way through the arms control 














agenda which - let me go back just a second - that the question 
on the issue of human rights, for e imple, it was agreed that 
Ambassador Schifter who is our assistant secretary for human 
rights, who is along, would then proceed on and have additional 
talks with his counterparts which he will be doing tomorrow. 
And as I understand it now, he will be seeing Deputy Foreign 
Minister Adamisha and a Mr. (I will find it in a second, but it 
is a fellow who is the head of their human rights office.) Is 
that it - Kashnir. Likewise on bilateral relations, which as 
you know is another one of our four parts on the agenda, Tom 
Simons, deputy secretary for our side, will be continuing his 
talks >» those subjects with his counterpart, Mr. Mikolchak. 
(Q. Specifically, on the espionage business or the human 
rights?) No, the bilateral agenda is a wide-ranging one that 
covers all kind of very technical details concerning the 
functions of our two embassies anc things like that. We have 
just finished up - for those of you here, maybe you did not 
follow - but we just finished up two weeks of talks in 
Washington, bilateral review commission talks. It will be a 
continuation of those. (Q. When you say a full exchange on 
human rights, does that suggest the Soviets will be bringing up 
issues with Mr. Schifter or merely with the delegation? pid 
they want to raise or was it the U.S. delegation?) With this 
Giscussion today it was the Secretary and Shevardnadze. Mr. 
Schifter's talks, in essence, begins tomorrow.(Q. Did 
Shevardnadze bring up concerns he has about human rights in the 
United States?) He has some points to make in the realm of what 


they call humanitarian affairs, but I will not go into the 











details on our side for the time being anyway. So then in the 
afternoon, they started working their way through a very long 
arms control agenda. The afternoon session, in essence, covered 
the three areas of the Geneva talks which you are all familiar 
with, INF, Start, Space and Defense. There was chey guided INF 
to the point where they decided to begin a working group in that 
area this evening which did meet from about 8:15 to about 

10:40. That was headed by Ambassador Glitman on our side and by 
Ambassador Obukov on their side. They also agreed at the end of 
the plenary session tonight that we would start working groups 


and Start as well as Space and Defense - offense-defense 





relationship - tomorrow. So those are two more working groups 
that will be working tomorrow, (Q. unintelligible) Start, 
basically the three areas of Geneva. (Q. unintelligible) There 


will be another working group on Start, another working on what 





we call Space and Defense in Geneva, which is the relationship 

of offense-defense. (Q. Who will head that?) Nitze will head 

that latter group on our side. Ambassador Lehman will head the 
Start group. Now it is going to be a little less than totally 

formal because we have a number of experts who really have 


several areas of concerns. You are going to see that there are 











some other people who are going to be meeting as well. So there 
will be some floating on personnel. Certainly on our side, and 
I am sure there wili be on their side as well. (Q. Where will 
those talks be held?) I assume that most of those will be held 
in the other meeting rooms in the same house, in the same guest 
house where we work. (Q. All three tomorrow?) All three will 
be underway tomorrow. INF had one session already tonight. 

Then in the evening session tonight, they continued working 
their way through this very long agenda. They covered nuclear 
testing, they covered nuclear risk reduction centers, they 
covered the non-proliferation talks we have had - that is with 
Ambassador Kennedy on our side and Ambassador on their 
side. They covered the CW Treaty negotiations that are on-going 
in Geneva. They covered the question of public proliferation. 
(Q. unintelligible) CW - Chemical. They covered conventional 
arms control, and finally, the CSCE follow-up meeting including 
both the confidence building measures that are being discussed 
there as well as the mandate negotiations for us and follow on 
conventional negotiations. (Q. Kennedy is working on which 
group?) Basically, nuclear non-proliferation. Now, among 

those items I just listed, there will be some other experts 
getting together tomorrow on the question of nuclear testing. 
Ken Adelman will be working that one on our side on the question 
of nuclear risk reduction centers. Perle and Linhard will be 
the co-chairs of our delegation of those nuclear risk reduction 
center talks, and there is a good case of where there will be 
some floating. Obviously Adelman, Perle and Linhard will all be 


involved in some of the other talks as well. (Q. Just all of 





these croups you mentioned, all of these other (unintelligible) 
negotiations are going to have separate talks?) The ones I 
mentioned are the ones for which there will be talks. I am not 
(Q. unintelligible) - nuclear risk reduction centers. Not on 
proliferation, No. And then the three Geneva groups as well as 
bilateral as well as human rights. Let me just - I was asked 


about the lunch - I should have mentioned one more antedote you 


might find interesting. There was a normal exchange of toasts, 


of course. The Secretary recalled that he and Shevardnadze had 
met many times now. The Secretary frequently says “you are a 
Georgian in Moscow, and I am a Californian in Washington." So, 
in recognition of Mr. Shevardnadze's Georgian heritage, the 
Secretary presented him with the lyrics, the tape, and a Russian 
translation of Georgia on My Mind. For whatever that is worth. 
(Q. unintelligible - did he sing?) The Secretary is not known 
for his vocal skills. He recited the lyrics. He did not. It is 
not what I would call singing. (Q. He did not sing?) That's 
off the record. (Q. Was this after he drank the wine or 


before?) That was not a contributing factor. 














I just wanted to see here if there is anything else I could 


offer to see if there are any questions I can help you with. 


am not sure I can do too much more. (Q. unintelligible). There 


was no exchange of gifts, just toasts. 


Q. Did you mention (unintelligible) there are INF working 
groups on both sides? 

A. Mark Glitman on our side. (Q. Glitman?) Glitman, who is our 
head negotiator in Geneva. And, on their side, Ambassador 
Obukov, and I think Ambassador Masterkov (phon) who is there. 


He is head of the INF group in Geneva. 


Q. (unintelligible)... any specifications the Secretary 


mentioned and how the State Department corrected this list. 


Q. Can you characterize the espionage discussion at all? The 
U.S. presented its case. Did Shevardnadze just sit there and 


Say yes or -? 


A. I do not want to characterize the exchange. You heard the 
Secretary himself speak about how he feels about it. I just 
leave it with what I said and the fact that the Soviets are well 


aware of our concerns. 


Q. Was it a lengthy exchange on the subject or (unintelligible) 


brief? 

















A. 1 do not care to break down that two hour period. I will 


leave it the way I did. 


Q. Did you say you refrain from using the word fruitful? Does 
that mean they didn't make any progress? Or should we not be 


(unintelligible)? 


A. You are talking about the whole day now? 


Q.- Well, we - by progress, as several issues that have been 


(unintelligible)? 


A. I will stay basically with how I characterized the 

meetings. I tried to tell you that they are serious, they are 
businesslike, there has been an enercetic effort on both sides 
to work their way through this very long agenda. We got through 
a goodly portion of that today. A number of working groups will 
be going at this, in some of these areas, in more detail 
tomorrow. We still have regional issues which we have not yet 


gotten to which we expect the two ministers to take up 











tomorrow. I would like for those of you who haven't gotten all 
the details - I don't think that is anyone by this time - the 
Secretary will be seeing the Premier, Bereshkov, tomorrow 
morning at ten o'clock and the Secretary General at three 


o'clock. 


Q. Can you explain why he sent Rick Cole. Is he interested in 


the (unintelligible) or what? 


A. He certainly is, of course. He is interested in the 


economy. He and Breshkov met, you may recall, at the Palme 


funeral a year or so ago. But, the fact that Breshkov holds the 


position he does in the Soviet hierarchy is important in and of 
itself but I would expect those discussions would have a heavy 


economic cast to them. 


Did Shultz ask for this meeting - with Bereshkov? 


Mutual agreement. 


Is Shultz meeting with Shevardnadze tomorrow? 


A. The meeting with Shevardnadze - Shevardnadze, of course, 


will be in - certainly with Gorbachev, I presume, but I will let 


the Soviets speak to that. Now our plans for the two ministers 


then to continue their discussions following the Gorbachev 


meeting tomorrow evening. 


Q. Will discussions with Gustov deal with trade and economic 








issues such as 


(unintelligible)...? 


Q. Are they more than general? Will they deal with specific 


topics? 


A. I do not want to go into more detail, but I would leave it 


with more than the general category. 


Q. Does the setting up of working groups suggest that there is 
perhaps agreement in principle or are the technical details have 


to be worked out? 


A. I= do not want to lead you one way or the other in terms of 
progress, agreement in principle. What I tried to do, and I 


think it is a fair characterization, is to say they are serious, 


businesslike, a big agenda, and we are working through these 


issues. 














Q. What does it say (unintelligible)...working groups...? 


A. It means we have got some experts along. People who are 
very knowledgeable and precarious and, tomorrow in particular, 
Since the Secretary and Shevardnadze are tied up in these other 
meetings for the most part, it is a particularly good way for 


these people to continue their work. 


Q. (unintelligible)...report back to the principals at the end 


of the day or something like that? 


A. I do not know that there is any established mechanism for 
them to report back together. Our groups will clearly be 
reporting back to the Secretary so that he will know what they 


have done during the day before he goes back into his. 


Q. Does the fact that you have (unintelligible) session on the 
agenda mean that there was more disagreement than expected on 


what the topics would be? 


A. I would not characterize it that way. All I would 
characterize it as a very long agenda. I have gone through the 
items that they did manage to get through and the recommendation 
that because of these other meetings tomorrow, that in order to 
get these things going, in order to find out where working 
groups can get to work, that the two of them did go back 


(unintelligible). 














Q. Can the Secretary and Foreign Minister have an exchange 
between the two on medium range missiles or a back-and-forth on 
che barriers on agreement or is that what the working groups are 


about? 


A. Well, the two ministers had a couple of other sessions 
together so I can't rule in or rule out other issues during 
those particular sessions. That is all. I know in essence the 
substance of the long two hour one, but the others I can't tell 


you exactly what items they touched on. 


Q. (unintelligible)...how very long the agenda is and you have 
told us about how many working groups there are. Is there any 


chance of extending the Secretary's stay? 


A. I really couldn't speculate on that at this point. We have 
brought experts along. They are here to do a job. That is the 
Secretary's approach as well, but as far as I know there has not 


been any discussion of that. 














Q. [zi I think you may have answered this just a moment ago, 
but the one meeting that you haven't told us anything about is 
the five minute meeting. Now do we assume that that was just 
greetings or assume that was on espionage. Can you tell us 


anything at all? 


A. I wasn't there but given the nature of the meeting I think 
it would be fair to say that it was greetings, the two of them, 
quickly deciding among themselves how they wanted to address the 
question of the agenda then adjourning into plenary session in 
order to do that with their advisors and let everybody know 


which way they were going to be going. 


Q. Can I ask whether you were (unintelligible) serious and 
businesslike to the discussion on the espionage matter in that 


first two-hours long? 
A. I am not going to try to break that down subject by subject. 


Q. Can you tell (unintelligible). (Unintelligible). It is 
easy for us to see how it applies to a lot of the other topics. 
Much easier to see how you got a businesslike discussion on 


espionage or I think it is difficult for me to see how that. 


Q. Can you tell us about the Gorbachev meeting tomorrow? Does 
he bring a letter from President Reagan, and is this just a 


reading or will there be hard going? 


A. On the subject of the letter, the White House has announced 











in California that the Secretary is carrying a letter from the 
President to the General Secretary. No details have been 
released on its contents. Concerning the meeting itself, it 
would be our expectation as with all these meetings that these 


will be again serious, businesslike, meetings. 


Q. (Unintelligible) 


A. (Unintelligible) 


Q. (Unintelligible) 


A. It is likely to be again late because given the fact the two 
ministers are tied up into - well into - the late afternoon, 
they are going to want to go back and have another plenary 
session. The Secretary has obviously a break in the evening for 
the social he is hosting for Embassy personnel. Still he is 
open to possibility whether the two of them would want to meet 


after that again. So, I will just have to wait and see how it 


plays out. 























Q. Why was only three persons pooled for Gorbachev? 


A. That is a Soviet meeting. They determine the size of the 


pool. 


Q. GQ, what are the problems with that social event on? 


A. My understanding was, and let me confirm this, that everyone 


is invited including the press. I have just spoken with the 


secretary - the traveling press, I am sorry. 


Q. Ga, working groups seemed to have been established on 


every item on the agenda with the exception of the one in the 
first session, two hours in the first session when human rights 
and espionage, you did not set up a working group on to discuss 


espionage - is that correct? 


A. I don't know that there is any working group on that issue. 


Q. Could you consider giving us a briefing before -- 


A. That does not mean that it is not an issue to continue of 


concern. It is just not an issue to (unintelligible) working 


group. 


Q. (Unintelligible)...businesslike and serious matter. Is that 


correct? 











(unintelligible) 


A. I am not going to rule in or out any other issues. The 


Minister is always free to bring them up again. 


Q. Could you consider (unintelligible) a briefing after a 


meeting with Gorbachev rather than waiting for a late night 


session like this? 


A. Okay, I will see what I can do. 


Q. (unintelligible) 


A. I think the place to stay in touch with is what - the 


Ukraina press center, or what? Okay, we will try to get the 


word there as the day goes along. I will shoot for doing 


something, 


Q. After Gorbachev and (unintelligible). 


A. Okay, it is just a question of the Gorbachev meeting is 


likely to stretch - you just don't know when it is going to 


end. So-- 


End of tape. 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
have one announcement. 


A press symposium entitled "The Environmental Agenda 
and Foreign Policy" will take place Thursday, April 16, 9:00 
a.m. to 12:30 p.m. in the Loy Henderson Conference Room. 
Co-sponsored by the Bureau of Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs and the Bureau of Public 
Affairs, this symposium will feature addresses by Assistant 
Secretary John Negroponte and Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Environment, Health and Natural Resources Richard Benedict. 


Panels on pollution issues and conservation issues 
will complete the program. This symposium is ON THE RECORD. 
For further information you may contact Mary Catherine Kirk in 
the Office of Public Programs. Her telephone number is 
647-1645. 


And now I'll be happy to answer your questions. 


Q Phyllis, can you tell us what the situation is 
with the Marines around the world? There's a report that some 
are being recalled from -- some in Vienna have been suspected 
of having unreported contacts with foreigners. 


A {[ would refer you today to the Marine Corps and 
the Defense Department. I understand that. they have made an 
announcement at noon about the recall of further Marines from 
Vienna. 


Q What about from other places? 
A That's all [I have at the moment. There are 


certainly numbers of Marines who served in Moscow at the same 
time as Sergeant Lonetree and Bracy, and these are being 


I 
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questioned, but I don't have any specifics on how those 
interviews are being handled. 


Q What about civilians -- State Department 
officials and other civilians in the security chain of 
command? Is the one recalled from Moscow the only one so far? 


A I don't really have any specifics further than 
that on the return of Mr. Mecke. We have said that lots of 
people will be interviewed; that we're looking at everyone, and 
that still stands. 


Q When are the reviews of Embassy security supposed 
to be completed -- the ones involving Vienna, others in Eastern 
Europe, and so forth? 


A I don't have specific dates. I don't think we've 
set time limits of when it has to be done. People are trying 
to be certainly as thorough as they can be, and, on the other 
hand, certainly not to dally. But I don't have any dates of 
when those reports are due. We did talk about the due date of 
the report of Mr. Schlesinger on the security situation in the 
new office building, and 1 think that was slated for early June. 


Q Do you have any idea when Schlesinger is going to 
Moscow? 


A I have understood that members of his staff may 
be going fairly early, and that his trip was expected in May. 
But let me check on that, and, if there's any difference in 
that, ['ll be happy to get back to you. 


Q When you said “fairly early," does that mean they 
could be there now, or they're going shortly? 


A Well, I think we talked about the -- that they 
wouldn't be there at the same time the Secretary was there, 
just because it was very difficult for the Embassy to manage 
all that. But what I meant is that I think -- or it has been 
my understanding that they'll be going out fairly soon after 
the Secretary leaves, but let me look into that and see if I 
can give any dates on their visit to you. 


Q Another subject? 


o Any more on Marines? Moscow? (No response) 
Good. 


Q Do you have any comment or reaction to the West 
Bank violence where Palestinian students were shot and wounded 
and property was damaged and homes were vandalized? 
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A The United States condemns in the strongest terms 
attacks against Israeli and Palestinian civilians in Israel and 
the occupied West Bank and Gaza. 


We are saddened by the death of an Israeli woman in a 
senseless and brutal attack and offer our deepest condolences 
to her family. This tragedy has been compounded by 
vigilante-style reaction which can only increase resentment and 
mistrust and lead to further violence. 


We are also deeply disturbed by the shooting death of 
a Palestinian student and wounding of others at Bir Zeit 
University. 


It is imperative that both Israelis, who we realize 
are responsible for maintaining order in the occupied 
territories, and Palestinians exercise maximum restraint to end 
this new violence. It does not serve the interests of either 
side. In addition, these incidents demonstrate, once again, 
the need for progress toward reconciliation and peace in the 
region, and take a human toll which cannot be justified on any 
grounds. 


Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q Phyllis, you offered your condolences to the 
Israeli woman. Are you offering also your condolences to the 
family of the Palestinian kid who was shot to death? 


A Yes, certainly, we would. You know, again, I 
think our statement covers the feelings, and I'll just stand by 
that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the report that 
the Kuwaitis will allow the Russians to escort their ships? 


A I really don't have anything specific on those 
reports about Kuwait's arrangements with the Soviet Union. I 
would only add that our talks with the Government of Kuwait are 
continuing. 


Q And are you talking with them about the Soviet 
cooperation with Kuwait, or are you discussing the United 
States' and Kuwait's cooperation only? 


A I'm not going to get into the details of our 
diplomatic exchanges. 
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Q Phyilis, this morning, Yasser Arafat abrogated 
the agreement between Jordan and the PLO of February 1985. Do 
you have any comment on such abrogation? 


a No, I don't have any comment. We've only seen 
preliminary press reports that the agreement has been abrogated 
so I just have no official comment on it. 


Q On the same token, there is talk here that the 
intention of the Administration is going about reviving or 
reactivating the September 1, 1982 peace initiative by 
President Reagan. Is this in the process? Have you been 
reactivating what used to be, now sleeping for a while, or what 
are you doing about the peace process after the visit of the 
Jordanian delegation last week in Washington? 


A I just have nothing on that today for you. 


Q Yes, Phyllis. In the interest of justice, in the 
forthcoming court martial of Sergeant Lonetree, the State 
Department will certainly cooperate if they issue subpoenas to 
the people that were in charge and in command of Sergeant 
Lonetree, won't you? 


A Well, again, I think our record on this is 
perfectly clear. We've stated that the investigation and the 
legal process is being handled by the military authorities. We 
certainly cooperate fully with the Department of Defense, and 
I'm going to leave it at that. 


Q Well, that means that you won't pull executive 
privilege, that Mecke, for instance, will be subject to 
. subpoena because he was in command of those Marines, wasn't he, 
Phyllis? 


‘ aA I will repeat what I said. I'm not going to get 
into any of the specifics of that. We -- 


Q A follow-up and away from the court martial. Has 
the Secretary given serious consideration to following what I 
understand is the British procedure, and that is they generally 
employ retired and happily married military as their security 
guards? And who was the person in the State Department who 
presumed that young unmarried Marines would not fraternize with 
the opposite sex? 


a I'm a little confused because I thought we had 
finished with all the Moscow security questions for today. 
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Let me repeat that what we have said before, we are 
looking into several possibilities about how our Marines, how 
our security program might be enhanced, and ['m not going to go 
into the specifics of that. That's on the record. On the 
other questions, I simply have no comment. 


Q Phyllis, this is the anniversary of the bombing 
raid on Libya. Have you got for us any evaluation of the 
effects on this on Qadhafi? 


a I don't really have any specific evaluations. I 
would refer you to the background briefing that was given last 
week. I think that that covered the issue. 


Q Nothing for us on camera on the subject? 
A No, I don't. 


Q Phyllis, the South African Foreign Minister was a 
tad upset this morning by Ambassador Perkins' comments in 
church yesterday. One, have you any reply to Mr. Botha? And, 
two, is it normal diplomatic practice -- could it not be 
translated as interference in internal affairs for an 
Ambassador to make that kind of statement in those kind of 
circumstances? 


a I'm not going to get into the question of 
interference. Let me simply repeat that the U.S. Government 
has repeatedly condemned human rights violations in South 
Africa both in public and in private. We will continue to do 
so. 


The Ambassador's statement yesterday reflects our deep 
concern over the serious erosion of Fundamental liberties in 
South Africa. 


Q On a non-Marine question. Since the new Soviet 
Embassy on Mount Alto reportedly has clear views of the 
Pentagon, the CIA, and the White House, does the Secretary 
believe it would be wise for us to demolish our bug-infested 
new Embassy in Moscow? Or does he believe we could save many 
millions by simply giving our Embassy to the KGB, who have 
bugged it so extensively, and moving our defense intelligence 
agency into their Embassy on Mount Alto? 


A Sorry, I just can't help you with that. 


Q That must have crossed their mind. I mean, why 
demolish a big building like that, Phyllis? 
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a Let me repeat again, I simply can't help you with 
that question. 


Q The South Koreans have taken additional steps 
against Kim Dae Jung. Do you have anything on that? 


a) In regard to the very strict restrictions that 
have been placed on Kim Dae Jung, let me say that, certainly, 
as we have stated many times in the past, we regret actions by 
the Korean Government to limit the political rights of any 
individual, including Kim Dae Jung. 


Thank you. 
Q Okay, thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements, so I will be happy to answer questions 
immediately. 


Q Just for planning purposes, do you know where and 
when the Administration's stateme about the Moscow talks is 
coming out? 


A It's my understanding -- and I think it was clear 
today from the Secretary's press conference -- that he's flying 
to Brussels this afternoon. He will brief our NATO Allies 
tomorrow morning. He then flies on to California to consult 
with the President, and I don't have his schedule yet of when 
they will do a briefing after that meeting, but ['ll try and 
have that for you tomorrow. 


Q On another subject, does the State Department 
know anything about yet another Marine who has been accused of 
actual crimes? 


a I really don't have anything on the reported 
detention of another Marine. I think that man referred to is 
from Brasilia, I think the Marine Corps is handling all those 
details. But I think there has been some confusion about 
terminology of arrests and charges, so let me just recap what 
our understanding is. 


Sergeant Lonetree has been arrested and charged with 
espionage; "Colonel Bracy is under arrest and charged with 
espionage; Sergeant Weirick has been arrested under suspicion 
of espionage and related offenses -- he has not been charged. 
Sergeant Stufflebeam is not under arrest, but is restricted to 
base under suspicion of reported contacts with Soviet women. 
No other Marines are under arrest for espionage. Interviews 
with others do continue. 


Q That would seem to eliminate the possibility of 
another arrest. 


* The military rank of Bracy is Corporal 
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A Well, I'm giving you a status report as of now, 
and simply saying that the interviews are continuing. Where 
that will lead, I can't predict. 


Q But in any case, the man being brought back from 
Brasilia, is he a suspect? Has he been notified that he is 
suspected? 


a I can't go into that. I don't know the exact 
terminology. What I am saying is that he is being interviewed 


Q Phyllis, I want to ask you if anybody at the 
State Department will be taking polygraph tests in connection 
with these investigations, or is the policy still no polygraph 
tests? 


3) Well, I think our policy, as I talked about it 
the other day, is that a polygraph test is voluntary. There is 
no obligation to take it. Whether anyone has been asked, or 
has volunteered to take a polygraph test, [I simply don't know. 
I'll see if we can give you an update on that. 


Q Phyllis, on another subject? 
& Yes. 


Q Do you have now any reaction to the announcement 
that Kuwait will lease, or whatever, a tanker, Soviet tankers, 
in the Persian Gulf which will facilitate Soviets accompanying 
these tankers? 


Aa I would refer you to the Kuwaitis and to the 
Soviets on the question of those arrangements between Kuwait 
and the Soviet Union 


Q So you have no concern about the Soviet military 
or naval power in the Arab Gulf? 


a I just have nothing for you on that. 


Q How about the talks that have been going on with 
the United States on possible U.S. convoying of Kuwaiti tankers? 


a As we have said before, we are engaged in 
discussions with Kuwait and other Gulf States on the threat 
posed by [ranian attacks on neutral shipping. The possible 
reflagging of Kuwaiti-owned ships is one of the subjects being 
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discussed. Any reflagged ship would be treated as any other 
U.S. flag vessel, but I can't go any farther into the details, 
or discuss at what stage these various discussions are. 


Q When you say “treated as any other U.S. flag 
vessel," how are they treated? Can you specify? 


a Let me review what we have stated about the 
importance we attach to the principle of freedom of navigation 
in international waters, and our determination to maintain open 
access through the Strait of Hormuz. We have also stated our 
concern that U.S. flag vessels be able to proceed in all 
international waters, in accordance with international law. 


Q But Phyllis, can any Kuwaiti tankers raise the 
American flag without being gestured or whatever it is, under 
American ownership? 


A I think that we have given out some guidance on 
that before, but because there are certain requirements that 
have to be met, one has to meet certain standards of safety. 


Q On that same area, only one question. Over the 
weekend, the New York Times published a list of 41 nations 
which sell arms to Iran. Can you confirm this list? Is that 
an official American list, or does it contradict with the 
Staunch list? 





a I just don't have anything on that today for you. 


Q Can a Kuwaiti ship rented from the Soviets carry 
a U.S. flag? 


a I can't answer that question. 
Q Can you take that question? 


a Let me see. I think that gets into intricacies 
of international registration. 


Q How about U.S. flagships being escorted by Soviet 
warships? 


A I can't help you with that either. 


Q Phyllis, when the [ranians put those missiles on 
the Strait of Hormuz, as I recall, we sent a message to the 
Swiss advising them of the seriousness. Has there been any 
more communication with them about this? 


a I just have nothing on that. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the Turkish 
Government's decision to defer the ratification of the bases 
agreement? 


a We understand that the Turkish Government decided 
on April 11 to suspend implementation of the DECA Extension 
Agreement, which had come into effect upon the exchange of 
letters between Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Halefoglu 
on March 16. 


It is our understanding that this action represents a 
deferral of ratification of the agreement by the Turkish 
Cabinet. 


Q And what do you think about it? 


A We've just said that it is a deferral, and I just 
have no further comment beyond that. 


Q So whom do you blame on that? I mean, is it 
because the Congress (cut) half their aid, or what? 


A Well, you'd have to ask the Turkish Government 
for their reasons for doing that. 


Q They protest about halving their military and the 


economic aid. 


a I'm just not going to comment on that, on the 
Turkish reasons. 


Q Does deferral, as you put it, have any practical 
implications for the U.S. bases there, or for the Turkish armed 
forces? 


A It is our understanding that this action does not 
involve any curtailing of U.S. military activities in Turkey. 


Q What steps is the State Department taking now to 
reverse this deferral decision by the Turks? 


a I just have no details on that. 


Q Have the Turks formally notified the U.S. 
Government of this decision? 


A Again, I would have to look into that and see 
what the exact status is. 
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Q Is the State Department trying to reverse the cut 
in U.S. aid to Turkey ordered by the Congress? 


) Well, I think our whole approach to obtaining the 
resources that we need to carry out our job in foreign policy 
with Congress has been amply detailed by the Secretary of State 
and others who have spoken repeatedly on that subject. 


Certainly, we are making a major effort across the 
board, and that would include Turkey. 


Q Ma'am, I understand that there will be a Good 
Friday service here in the State Department, and I hope to have 
the privilege of attending. I certainly think it is 
wonderful. But my question is, is there any conflict between 
the separation of church and state? 


a I'm sorry, I just can't help on that. I was not 
aware that there was going to be a church service. I would 
have to check and see who had organized it. 


Q I understand that the Chaplin of the Senate, the 
Reverend Halverson, will officiate. 


A Well, again, [ just don't have any details on. 
that. Let me look into the specifics of that service. 


Q Do you have anything on the decision of Alfonso 
Robelo to drop out of the Contra leadership role? 

Q What was the question? 

A He asked for any comments about the decision of 


Alfonso Robelo who is leaving the Nicaraguan Resistance 
Directorate. 


The composition of the Resistance Directorate is the 
subject of debate and negotiation at this time. Regardless of 
whether Robelo wishes to serve on a future Directorate, we 
understand that he plans to remain active in the Resistance and 
to play a leadership role. He specifically indicated that he 
plans to remain in the Assembly. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Phyllis, I don't want to harp on this Kuwaiti 
thing, but let me. Do you have an overall policy view on 
Soviet influence in the Persian Guif? Do you have a view of 
how wide their influence should be there? 


a I just don't have anything further than what 
we've said before on that. 


Q On that also, with the Soviet announcement about 
leasing the ships to Kuwait, does that affect the U.S. 
discussions? Would the U.S. go ahead and make arrangements 
with Kuwait? 





aA I said that our discussions are continuing with 
Kuwait and with a number of other Gulf states, and I'll stick 
with that. 


Q Well, would the reflagging entail American crew 
members on these ships or a captain? 


A I don't have those details that I can help you 
with today. Let me look for a more precise answer of what 
“reflagging" means. 


Q What about countries? Do you include Saudi 
Arabia in one of them? 


i) I just will stick with what I've said on other 
Gulf States. 








Q We asked yesterday about the PLO's decision to 
scrap its agreement with Jordan. You had nothing for us then. 
Do you have something today? 


a We would -- again, we have seen those reports, 
but we have no confirmation on any of the statements that the 
PLO has made, and so I'm not going to have any comment on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Syria entering the Sidon 
area in Lebanon? 


A We have seen press reports that a small number of 
Syrian troops may have deployed along the coast road south of 
Beirut and may have reached the outskirts of Sidon. We have no 
confirmation nor any further details. 


Q Back on the PLO. 
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Do you have any consultation on that with the 
Israelis? 


A I don't have -- I can't help you with that. 


Q Because Israel said there is a red line the 
Syrians could not cross. I mean, are you in consultation? 


a I just can't help you with that. 


Back on the PLO, you said you have not received 
any confirmation. Are you waiting for confirmation from the 
PLO directly, or from whom? 


i) I can't answer that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the Iran-Iraq 
war? 


a) No. I really don't have an update on that 
situation. 


Q Tu get back to the question of Mr. Robelo's 
resignation, when Mr. Cruz resigned, he also said he would stay 
active in the Resistance. But the response of various State 
Department officials was that it was a blow to the Nicaraguan 
Resistance. Is the resignation of Mr. Robelo being interpreted 
in the same way? Is it indeed a blow to UNO? 


A I don't think we're interpreting it any one way 
or the other. We have said that, obviously, the composition of 
the Resistance Directorate is a subject right now of a lot of 
debate and negotiation. This is for the Nicaraguans, 
themselves, to work out, and we're not taking any position on 
it. ¢ 


Q The New York Times' Sunday lead editorial was on 
the situation in Nicaragua's rather tough saying, that the 
Administration is sort of out of gas in terms of a policy. Do 
you have any -- 





f I don't. 
4 y. Thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 








Posted: April 15, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 15, 198? 


REFLAGGING OF VESSELS 





@: What is reflagging and what are the requirements that must 
be met? 


A: --REFLAGGING REFERS TO THE TRANSFER OF THE REGISTRATION OF 


A NON-U.S FLAG VESSEL TO THE U.S. FLAG. 


--THERE ARE A NUMBER OF REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR THE 
REGISTRATION OF SHIPS UNDER THE U.S. FLAG. FOR THE DETAILS 
ON THESE CRITERIA WE REFER YOU TO THE COAST GUARD WHICH HAS 


RESPONSIBILITY OVER THIS AREA. 
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Q - Can you go over in some detail the exact missiles, the numbers 
involved, that the Soviets are proposing to eliminate and what would be 
left in the way of SS-2ls, 22s, 23s, SS-l2s and so forth if their 
proposal were accepted. What would be left on the United States side 
and the NATO side if their proposal were accepted. 


A - Let us begin with the long cop oe LRINE and those ise the Soviets 
which include primarily the SS-20. Theyadiedy They have had SS-4s and 5s 
as well as the $S-20s but that entire category of weapons in Europe 
would be eliminated. 


fori ete © Leww- 7 rn 
0 - derrererenthing-emoue qo warheads in Europe 


> 

A - I think it is something like that in Europe. Eight to nine hundred 
warhendesind soe 500 plus warheads in the Far East. In the Far East 
they would be able to maintain 100, or in Asia they would be able to 
maintain 100 warheads. And we in the United States would be able to 
maintain 100 warheads, aww cn our side have Pershing-2's and 
ground-launched cruise missiles, GLCMs. 


Q - Those are 108 deployed. 


A --We haveal08 Pecshing-2's deployed in Germany and we have some 150 
aw 

odd GLCM missiles - that is fewer than eet launchers because there are 

four missiles to a launcher in other countries in Europe. That covers 


the rane Mee with respect to the SRINF the Soviets have what we now 











ca]l the SS-12B which we used to call the-22 but in any case it has a 
range of about 900 kms. And they have maybe 130 to 140 of those. And 
of those 130 or 140, about I should think 80 were in the European 


theatre and 60 were in Asia. 


Q - How many of those are the missiles that they put in East Germany and 


> 
Czechoslovakia. 


A - I think about a third of those in Europe are in Czechoslovakia and 
East Germany. 


Ss 
\ Q - Those are launchers. 


A - Those are launchers. 
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re-fires than have the SS-L2s. ~ They: are a “ar 7 crime to, bare we 
recollection. 











A - Ten re-fires for each launcher. 
Q - And what is the range on that? 


A - Of the 23s is -- we have in the past generally assessed it to be a 
maximum of 500 kms,which may be too high. The Soviets Say that it has a 
range of 350. My own guess is that it is around 400 kms. _—~ 
+ +- Because of the range uncertainty we have always have identified them 
< by systems..u= S. 


<i> Rather than by ranges 


¥ Q- So when Gorbachev talks about eliminating short-range INF missiles 


f in Europe he is not talking about eliminating the 23s7 


A - This was clarified in the discussions. Secretary Shultz made-et 


y cleas=— asked h.ii ne are you including the 23s as well as the 
 12-Bs,and he said yes we are. This has been true in our draft treaties 


) 


r all the way back to ‘82 or ‘83, that we have insisted upon the system and 


7 


identified the system rather than the range because of uncertainty as to 


the precise way in which you define range for a missile. 


Q - Could you give us some idea whether you think this is going to 


create any problems, any misgivings for the West European allies or 


WW 











= ether this is something that because we have never chosen to deploy in 
**:S short-range of 350 to 600 miles, that the allies will welcome, and 
».1] see as a positive step forward. 
_ 

t - I consulted with our NATO alliesfbefore we went to Moscow and it was 
t«rfectly clear that they do have questions in their minds about this. 
And we did assure them that wesmmmid if the Soviets suggested zero in 
this range we would consult with them before taking action, and the 

retary will consult with our NATO allies tomorrow on the subject. 


Q - What was the nature of their misgivings about that? You said they 
did have questions about going to zero. 


A - I think their basic question is that they feel there is a danger and 
a trend toward de-nuclearization of Sarepe, iat with the very large 
conventional imbalance between the conventional forces of the Warsaw 
Pact, primarily of the USSR — these are the European NATO -- that they 
feel they would be under considerable danger and insecurity if one 
eliminated nuclear weapons in Europe. 


Q - Do you share their concerns? 
A - I think it is a very understandable concern. 
___, But is it an American concern? 


A - In part because it is an European concern. In part because we think 


of 











there is a basis for the concern. There are a lot offoff-setting 
considerations of course. Some people are concerned about the linkage 
question but there are a number of answers to the linkage question. 
After all the main thing that links the security of Europe to the 
security of the United ee . is the presence of some 300 thousand J.S. 
men in Europe. Sut there are many other factors to the linkage. Our 
commitment “fo NATO 1s also part of the linkage. We have committed 
submarine SLBM‘s to the support of NATO. We have dual-capable aircraft 
in Europe. There are many parts to the linkage and so it is not true to 
say that Europe depends wholly upon ballistic missiles, nuclear 


ballistic missiles, for its nuclear defense. 


Q - May we turn it around slightly? The original idea was that if we 
could get the Soviets to eliminate their SS-20s we would not deploy or 
fo 
pull back our Pershing ané CruisesMiesrT@8S. Is it not fair to cenetder 
that that commitment, which is a NATO commitment, is held hostage to 
European concerns? In other words, a deal is a deal. You put the 
missiles in at their behest to get out the Soviet missiles. The Soviets 
say they are willing to pull out, and we say Oh no, we can't pull out, 
the Europeans are concerned about a nuclear umbrella or something, when 
you yourself — meaning the U.S. -— knows there are various parts of 


that umbrella that remain intact. 


A - I think that is a mistatement of the problem, because with respect 
to LRINF, with respect to those systems which we did put ‘1, the 
Pershing-2s and the G.CMs, pursuant to the two-track decision, those, ~@ 
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made it clear way back in 1981, that we would be prepared to take those 
out if the Soviets would agree to an equal globe! reduction down to 
zero. Hopefully all the way to zero. And that we repeated at Reykjavik 
and that we didn't quite attain at Reykjavik, but we almost attained it 
at Reykjavik. What we attained at Reykjavik sas an agreement with them 
on LRINF that both sides would get down to zero in Europe. But they did 
not accept the other part, and that was zero in Asia. We very much 
would have preferred to have it zero/zero in Europe and in Asia, 
globally in other words, and we failed to get that at Reykjavik. But we 
Still agreed to it because it is close enough to what we have been 
asking for so that we could agree to it. All I am saying is that we are 
not backing away from that. The problem now is that there is another 
thing added and that is that at the next level down the proposal is to 


go to zero. 


A - But it hasn't been just added. It was a part of the 1981 proposal. 
Q - Was it part of the 1979 deal that the NATO allies would be able to 
veto an intermediate range missile agreement making Europe missile free 
or aaanty, if you think globally, with a 100 warheads, that sometime in 
the future if the allies find themselves concerned about one particular 
Soviet system or another that the United States and the Soviet Union 

would not follow through with this agreement that would remove hundreds 


of missiles from Europe? 


A - You are mistating the proposition. The two systems have always been 











on the table and with respect to SRINF we have been seeking within the 
LRINF negotiations for the simple proposition of not being able to 
circumvent LRINF by loading up on short-range. We have always been 


seeking a ceiling, a right to match, at least equality. 


A - We used to call theny in 1982 when we first put a draft treaty on 
the table, we had a clause in there calling for what -e called 
collateral constraints with respect to SRINF missiles. And by 
collateral constraints we did not mean the same thing that we meant by 
the limitations that were on the LRINF. But in order to prevent 
circumvention we wanted to be sure that the number was frozen at a given 
level, and that they were not MIRVed and that their range was not 
extended. So we had specific constraints that we were trying to get in 
"81 and '82 and ‘83 and we have been trying to get that ever since, but 


that is not the same thing as the total elimination of them. 


Q - Do you believe you are delivering a good deal to the Europeans, one 
that they should take a close look at and then accept? Are you pleased 


with the deal that you are bringing to them tomorrow? 


A - I don't want to answer that because what we agreed with them is that 
we would not settle that issue prior to consultations, and we do propose 


to make this serious consultations. 


Q - Do you have something that can be modified or worked with? Do you 


have the germ of something that you can use? 











’ - There are all kinds of things you can use, certainly, but this is 
»*.at we want to talk to them about and we are going to talk to them 


Glen. 


¢ - Wouldn't you give up the right,if you accepted this zero proposal, to 
replace the Pershing-2 with the 1B in Germany? 


I don't want to get into things that are not — I am here to brief , 
ws 
you aS to what was discussed with the Soviets, Gud Gm mot hare bt 
Q - To what extent is it nailed down, to what extent had the Soviets 
agreed during the Moscow visit that they would undertake to dismantle or 





Gestroy all of their missiles in this particular category of short-range 
INF upon the ratification of a treaty? Is this clear? Secretary Shultz 
says that the principle seems to have been accepted. But how clear is 
it and where is their position as we understand it now? 


A - I will not quarantee the clarity of any of their positions. I have 
dealt with them too long. And I know that these things wiggle and 
wobble. And what you think you have gotten clearly down, you don’t know 
until you have it buttoned up and all the i's dotted and all the 
sentences with periods after them. And we are not at that stage yet. 
Z that they have said and the way I have heard then say it was that they 
teve agreed to the principle of, with respect SRINF, equal levels 
globally. And that level could be—and they wish it to be--zero. And 











that they would be prepared to get down to zero within one year, and 


they would destroy the excess missiles. 


Q - What about the shorter rance, the battlefield missiles? There was a 
reference in the Tass statement to eliminating battlefield missiles as 


well, and getting down to zero in all ballistic missiles in Europe. 


A - They did not propose that we negotiate on that. They proposed that 
that might be a subject matter for the new forum which is to take its 


place — the MBFR negotiations were before. 


Q - Could I just ask :2.u about SDI? It looked from the Tass report as 
if the Soviets had made, finally put on the table their broader 
definition of laboratory that they have been talking about informally 
here and there. How do you see this? Was this a helpful concession do 


you think, or was it something that does not really move us along? 


A = It was about half way between the various definitions of laboratory 
they have given us before. At one time, at Reykjavik, they talked about 
a laboratory, and Mr. Shevardnadze put up his hands like this indicating 
the walls of the laboratory. Immediately after Reykjavik they said we 
had misunderstood them entirely and they did not have in mind the walls 
of a laboratory at all; any kind of a range on earth or any kind of 
experimental test facility on earth that you might have, that might be 
Gefined as a laboratory. Then during the negotiations in Geneva, they 
never changed their view that a laboratory was in fact a building. This 











* = | think he talked, presented it a little bit differently. He said 
would include test ranges, institutes, laboratories on earth, which 
» ../ be included in the term laboratory. Because there also have been 


c+**a.n Soviets who, not officially, have said that a laboratory could 


.1. space. But he did not say that this time. 
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Q. In some reports it is being portrayed as a softening 
of the Soviet hardline on SDI. Do any of you see it as 


that? 


A. I don't see it that way, no. 


A. I'd like to add a point, or two. One, that there 
are many people who think that we are negotiating about 
the broad and the narrow interpretation in Geneva with 
the Soviets, because that is the centerpiece of the 
debate in Washington and often in our discussions with 
the allies and the press. The fact of the matter is 
that the Soviet side objects to SDI in principle because 
the research and experimental work going on there is 
directed at developing what they refer to as a 
territorial defense. And that is the odject, 
ultimately. They claim that that research is a 
violation of Article I of the Treaty, not Article V. 
Article I prohibits the development of a base for a 
territorial defense. This is a phony argument. 
Nevertheless, it is their position. When they talk 
about laboratories, they are expressing that in the 
context of a concession. They say all of the research 
is really a violation of the Treaty in principle, but 
because we recognize that you insist upon doing it, we 
will make a concession to you and say that it is ok in 
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_} and wanted to come up with their own counter proposals. 


~ 


t'. |.» ratory, but there can be no testing in space. 
tT’  .° fundamentally their position. We object to 

t! . That is a mischaracterization of what was 

n-. -. sted in the treaty, very much entirely. And when 


we = "© an Moscow in our discussions with our 

co."**rparts, or at least one of our counterparts from 
Ge- >a, we quite directly put the question to him as to 
’ 5 or not there was any fundamental change in what 


was being said in Moscow from what was being said in 
Geneva, and he said, "No." 


So, my impression is that there is no fundamental change 
in their definition of laboratories and it means what it 
always meant, which is more or less the concept of four 
walls. It is associated with whether or not you can 
monitor activities by national technical means. Whether 
or not you can see such activities... 


Q. To what extent was ne that Gorbachev 
talked about in his Tass qpeaeh, aasting halfway the 
proposal that you had tabled at Geneva, for an actual 
treaty on INF. Were they circumventing, were they 

t° to get round the fact, maybe they didn’t want to 
F qgularly respond to the US proposals straight off 
» 


What was the tactic there? 








A. I don't know. I guess we don't have an INF'er 
here. My view of it is that they wanted to delay 

/ presenting their own draft treaty, Secause they didn’t 
want to get down into the nitty-gritty and be completely 
clear about their position. The moment you put a treaty 
down on the table, and spell out all the details, you 
give the other side an opportunity to criticize it, to 
ask questions about it, to point out the anomalies and 

(the imperfections there of. And so, unless you are 
pretty clear about something, you don't want to put down 
a draft treaty. We put down a draft treaty some time 
ago, because we were clear in our mind about what it was 
we wanted, and how. And even with respect to the 
verification provisions, we'd had a very hard time 
working those out. It had taken us maybe three years, 
more than that, I guess, to work out the verification 
provisions, but we had finally done so. The Soviets 
have now pretty well agreed with the principles that we 
have espoused with respect to verification, but they 
have not yet put down their details. 


You don't really know whether you've got an agreement 
until you can work out and be sure that all the 
procedures or all, well, if you have the commas and the 
periods in the right place, and both sides agree to 
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nem. ‘nerwise you find yourself deceived. 


1 w Jer if you could tell us what sort of military 
ald ~ 
‘Obler.; #+4+ be caused by zero solution of short-range 
»apons. Also what sort of political problems West 
iropeans would have in rejecting that sort of proposal 


‘om *** Soviets? 


The principle military doctrine of NATO is, of 

wrse, Piexible x€sponse. Flexible response does 

ssume that you will have a hierarchy of military 

pabilities—going from conventional up through nuclear 
various levele--so that you could be flexible in your 

‘sponse and adequately respond to any kind of an 

tack. You don't have to cover all rungs in the 

ssible ladders. But in order to have a policy of 

exible response, it is wise to be reasonably covered 
each one of the major rungs. 

Ye 

‘ff doesn't have those weapons in the SRINF 

tegory. The Soviets have an overwhelming 

periority. How can you describe that as leading to 

' cour” qo ee the 

‘ape si’: we don't. 


ave 
Nokes does have some of these weapons. After all the 














Germans still have the Pershing-lA's, which are in fact 
in the same range as the SRINF forces. We don't have 


any because we have converted all of ours into P-2's. 


2. Is the fear then that the Germans will have to 
remove those because public pressures will grow and they 


can't hold on to then. 


4. Not necessarily, because our negotiations with the 
Soviets are with respect to their weapons and our 


#eapons, not with respect to German weapons. 


). Can you tell us, it looks like we are going 
inevitably to an agreement that may be against some 
Zuropean interests. Can West Europeans actually 
»litically reject what the Soviets are offering? What 
ire the difficulties in that? 


\. I don't expect West Europeans to make decisions that 

ire against their interests. There are some decisions 

smut there now that are going to be tough. There was an 

»arlier question: is this an easy set of choiges. [t is X 
jot. an easy set of choiffes. Never has been since the x 
sollateral constraints started being discussed. They 


ire going to have to think this one through as between 


some level of systems, or no systems in this particular 
, aw 
/%> 














a3: ne have had since Reykjavik, you all know -- 


‘ve t+ +.eled all these miles with us — from the day 


2r +. + avak there has been a new world out there of 
ace: ear weapons ~*=ther than increases. 

Mma'.::.:2 reduction is turning out to be a particular 
e ge of our times. And it raises “how fast?" 


> Pe. .© are saying, let's slow this process down, so 
tan atsorb this new experience of reduction. Others 
S@yin7c this iS an opportunity we can't pass up, 
2t al] we don't have these systems. Some are saying, 
| we have faced this before, we have to look at the 
il picture of our posture, and maybe we'll want to 
some systems here. 
go from there to “How do you do that?" Does the 
-ance again go through difficult decisions such as it 
»d at the two-track talk. All of these are on the 
le and need discussing, and they have been being 
sussed, and there is simply no easy path. I think at 
end of it, I'm confident, at the end of it you will 
2 ar alliance that will make a decision that serves 


in s. 
How long do you think it will take? 


Well, the machinery is in place. We have a high io 





level group, we have a special consultative group. The 
question is not new, it has been around since 1981, the 
information is there. This offer is now on the table, I 

should think you would see it timelyg,I am not going to A 
say it is a long long timey I don't want to say how many 
weeks or whether it runs into months. But the pieces 

are there to be dealt with expeditiously, and I would 

expect you will start seeing those meetings taking place 


within a couple of weeks. 


Q. Can you take a practical question. In practice, 
does it mean only that the missile systems in East 
Germany and in Czecholvakia would be removed. There is as 
a global ceiling, the Soviets would be able to keep 


systems in the Soviet Union. 


A. We very carefully pointed out the pitfalls in 
describing the Soviet position, because it changes, and 
you don't know. When we left Moscow — it could have 
changed by the time the plane landed from what I have 


seen of all the tape and stuff coming in — when we left 


x 


sb 
Moscow it read this way: that upon,signing of an INF 
ad 
agreement, the SRINF systems in{!GOR and Czecholvokia ~~ 
would be removed and destroyed. Looking at that future 


commitment, the two sides will negotiate the future of 


the remaining systems. The Soviets say for them the 


a, 











fut-:+ of that set of remaining systems is a zero 
fut.:e. We have said this is an issue of extreme 
im~«rtance to the Alliance, and it must be consulted and 
worred out here. That's what it was when we left 


Moscow, and Lord knows what it is three hours later. 


¢ ; there any discussion of the Soviet idea that 
time may be running against the Administration on the 
Strategic weapons and on space defense, it may be 

running out and we won't have time to finish it. Did 


they develop that at all? 


A. No. Clearly, their focus was primarily at this this 
meeting on INF. But there was some progress in the 
START area, although it was overshadowed by our 
disappointment that they did not come to this meeting 
prepared to resolve our differences on the vital issue 
of ballistic missiles sub-limits. But Secretary Shultz 
made it clear to them that we intend to put down a draft 
START treaty during the next round. Foreign Minister 
Shevprfiaz@i said they would be prepared to work on that 
Graft language during the next round. The Secretary 

m / clear that our objective was to get a START 
treaty as soon as possible, he said by the end of this 
year or early next year. He pointed out that in his 
speech in Prague, General Secretary Gorbachev had said 




















that this was the root problem and we agreed on that. 
And there were some positive developments in these 
meetings, but as I say we are going to have to resolve 
this question of sub-limits, and they were clearly not 
prepared to do that (@MMDU) at Go mi-y- 


Q. Did they give you any idea what the key provisions 


of these two sets of negotiations are? 


A. You mean Start and DNS? Well, you know we came with 
the new DNS proposal arc we came with a deal on START. 
They weren't quite as prepared to des!. There were some 
developments. As we pointed out, we put aside our 
proposal for elimination of offensive ballistic 
missiles. The Soviets put aside their requirement that 
to achieve 50 percent reduction in eae, that we had to 
agree to the elimination of strategic offensive arms in 


ten years. So both sides have agreed now. 


The focus in Geneva 4 a 50 percent reductions 
agreement. We reconfirmed the 1,600 number, the 6,000 
number, the bomber counting rule, the 50 percent 
reduction in heavies. We made some progress in some 
technical areas. For example they gave us some positive 


indications that they can work on our concept of the 


distinction between deployed and nor-deployed missiles. 
19 
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An **+ rte were other more technical developments aiong 
t!  S 
Bo. . the end, we spent a great deal of time talking 


ab. the question of sub-limits. They made this charge 

aca =, that somehow we agreed to drop our rules for 

t “tS at Reykjavik. We have commented on this many 

times. That is absurd. We did not. And this 

withdrawal) of these two sub-limits, where we were so 

Close, after the Vienna meeting last year, which they 

did formally in Geneva on November 7, was a step 

backward. And we have made it clear that we had come 

very close at that time, and their withdrawal had taken 

steps back and they're going to simply have to step up *% » 


this issue. 


Q. Was there any exploration or greater definition of 
Secretary Gorbachev's statements in Prague about 

4 chemical weapons, conventional weapons, and the concept 
of the side that has superior forces in any categories 


2 rosomtng Nebatens? x 


A. conventional, there was the reiteration of their 


position like that, and we are looking at various forums 


on conventional weapons, to try to reinvigorate the 
wos 
-weretd BFR proposals -ed MBFR forun. lad 
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On chemical weapons they say that they want to move 
ahesty speedly on the issue, but the fact is that they 
are unwilling to buy the ver ificationl/ provisions, even 
though they keep telling us how much they like 
verification in general. We had a long conversation 
yesterday about how they have to go from these grand 
statements about the importance of verification to agree 
to particular provisions that allow you to verify 
something. And the discussion on chemical weapons was 
basically that — that they are not willing to buy our 


verification provisions. 
Q. What are they objecting to in the provisions? 
A. Mandetory challange inspections. 


Q. Schevardnadze said today that he thinks there is a 
rather good prospect of going to Washington this year, 
and other and other things — I'm sure you are aware of 


that. What is your reading on that? 


A. Well, there was the exchange — it was in public — 
on the question of -she- summit, we confirmed the 
invitation was still there. I know the Secretary said, 


well you know when you speak of summits you ave to talk 
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rmething that is well prepared, has content. It was 
' of left at that. And we did not in our dialogue 
‘eotly with them take it to the point that 
“ vernandad\ has. In fact the conclusion at the end of So 
t's meeting was, well we seem to be making good progress 
e, but it was with respect to this discussion on the 
.sf10uS arms control items and we never again tied it 
back to whether this was the basis for a oummnit, At wt hadnt —@ 
. ae wt nt ptem—any m o- x 
Q. How do you define content in that sense? Could 
content in your political judgment be an agreement on 
INF with nothing about SRINF? 


A. You have got to handle the ceiling problem. I hate 
to speculate on this, because it has been such a very 
carefuly forged position. You would have to know where 
you were going on SRINF before you could sign up to 


LRINF. 
Q. So it's tied in. 
Yes, it really is, because of the circumvention 


ousiness. You've got to know where you are going and 
what your rights are along the way in case it's one of 


those negotiations that spins out forever. 














Q. I*ve heard that, but I'm asking about now. 
A. No, its still there. 


Q. You talked about the concern of the Western European fal 
Owe we , 
Communtey—abeut the large Warsaw Pact advantage in 
tom y~ . 
convent ional torcesg! fas There any ake during the | ad 
talks in Moscow of conventional forces, reductions? 


Anything along those lines. 


A. There was some discussion of it, yes. Sut the main 
problem ke issue of the moment is the forum in which 
the negotiations with respect to conventional forces is 
to take place. And there is a difference of view as to 
the relationship of those negotiations to the SCSE. Now 
how close that will be and what the roles of the 
neutrals will be and the nora {igned, and how muchyt 
roles of should really be carried by the real 
participants — the Warsaw Pact ~embers and the NATO 


members. 


Q. In summing up, there have been a number of 

optimistic overviews about these meetings which were 

given by the Secretary and some cther people. But in 

dealing with the issues, it seems to me,“gand I hope >>? K 
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a“ 
»~"1] correct me if I am wrong} that there was no 


rerious progress on START, you got further apart on SDI, 
tnere are as many problems on INF as there were, if not 
more, than there were before you started. So where is 
the optimigm coming from? There was no serious talk 

ut @ summit. Where was the ball moved forward? What 
have I missed? 


A. One that immediately comes to mind, we have on the 
table at Geneva a text of a drafta— 


ead 


Q. AThat was wun Snes 890 a 

7 
A. No but the Soviets said in this meeting/ well, we 
said what about the verification regime that you keep 
saying has got to be real and intrusive and get the job 
done. And they said well, we'll get you a text at 
Geneva, we'll reapond. Well, that is progress. It's a 
slow, slow process. 


Q. 8 COGS am eS wwe es 
. Ww 
}s meeting, @ that they said they would put an sge on 


“Setetratersr: (he hw? 


“A. Mo, no, Daw took ot Poe, bce 
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respect to the INF part of the thing, we are very close 
to a deal. It all depends on how the discussions cone 
out tomorrow and thereafter as to how exactly to handle 
the SRINF problem. We made a lot of progress on that. 
Now, as I said earlier, you never have a deal until 
everything is buttoned up, and Cea you can't say 
you have a deal now because you don't. There are still 
things to be buttoned up. But we are way ahead of where 
we were. Now, with respect to START, we described the 
various points in ne Ch deaYs Tf you want to get in 
greater detail, we will talk your ear off about the 
things that are actually different now than where they 


were before we went to Moscow. 
A. We'll bore you, but we have made a lot of progress. 


A. And even with the strategic space defense, there 
things are different than they were before we went to 
Moscow — far from being from where you can smell a deal 
around the corner, but they're just different. 


aw 


hy. 
A. Agfearly not. worse, Ay “4 a wow Aareslirnyl 


A. They're different and better. 
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A. Let me give you a conceptual way to look at it. 

















«o've had a problea in these negotiations, that while we 
*end to make progress in a certain range of areas of 

¢: sputes, we also found that we keep adding on more and 
more challenging questions. I think now what this 
meeting showed in all of the areas is that it is going 
lek the other way. We are getting down to the types of 
questions that can be resolved sooner rather than later, 
and positiorShave been moving gradually closer and 
closer together. We are drafting a treaty in INF, this 
next round we will be drafting a treaty in START. That 
is the type of real work you have got to get down to if 
you are going to conclude agreements. 


A. One of the difficult problems being worked on is 
Chemical warfare, Wow there, we did get to some 
agreement with respect to how they're going to get 
together on a couple of difficult problems. 


Q. Why did you (INAUDIBLE) with seven years on the ABM 
treaty. And what version of the treaty were you talking 


cs” 


A. We are talking about the 50 percent reductions 


package along the lines we agreed to at Reykjavik. And 
let me be very candidg it is easier for both sides to 
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themselves very challenging, if they have a little bit 
more time to do that. And to the Soviet side, they have 
said that they find our proposals on sub-limits onorous 
because of the type of restructuring they say they would 
have to undertake. We have suggested to them that the 
additional time would make any restructuring just that 


much easier. 


I should point out that we don't share their view that 
our sub-limits impose upon their forces an onorous 
restructuring, because our sub-limit proposals are 
essentially the same as their sub-limit proposals that 
they withdrew. For example, our 4,800 number is the 80 
percent of 6,005) fhey proposed the 80 percent number — 
they said that was what they could live with. Why can't 


they live with it now? They could live with it before. 


Q. Did they accept that as an sensible way to do, or 
did they think going to seven is backing away from 
Reykjavik? 


x 


A. a sed preferred the five. 


A. They will package it as a regression from Reykjavik. UL den BL * 
277 
I think when you look at the overall context the object 











of all of this is trying to meet a staced Soviet concern 
which they have characterized as a regime of 
predictability. The Secretary spoke about that this 
afternoon. The conditions that we suggested in 

ykjavik to meet the 10 year demand on the Soviet side, 
_— same that the Soviets rejected. We came back 
with a different proposal. When they rejected the 
particular — the elimination of the offensive ballistic 
missiles — they did in their own way focus onthe 50 
percent reductions. We redrafted a proposal in that 
context and we included within it certain confidence 
building measures if you will, to lend predictability to 
the regime. Now, in the context of moving further 
apart, as you characterize it, I want to point out 
something, which I wouldn't want to suggest is a great 
move on the Soviet part necessarily, but it is notable 
to me that they changed their proposal for a three to 
five year periodpegotiations afte’. the ten year pericd, 
which was their prior walk-away ‘rom the agreement in 
Reykjavik, to a two to three year period within the 10 

ar period within their proposal. So I think if you 

“back off and look objectively at what the two sides are 

saying, it is really a mischaracterization to say that 
they have moved apart. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've had three full, productive days of work 
here in the Soviet Union, and I want to thank my hosts for 
their hospitality. 





No sooner had I arrived than we were immediately in meetings 
with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze that went through the full 
day on Monday. I had the great privilege of attending a Seder 
at the American Ambassador's residence Monday night, and then 
further negotiations with Mr. Schevardnadze. 


On Tuesday [ had a most interesting session with Premier 
Ryzhkov, at which we discussed economic matters in a very 
interesting way, and then in the afternvon a lengthy session 
with General Secretary Gorbachev where we ranged over the full 
scope of issues and, [ believe, moved the ball along somewhat 
on some important matters. 


Foreign Minister Shevardnadze and I met again last night where 
we concentrated on regional issues. This morning [ had the 
privilege, in Peredelkino, of visiting an extraordinary 
Orthodox church and being able to take part for a moment in 
services connected with Holy Week. And I was able to visit the 
gravesite of Mr. Pasternak and have a couple of hours of very 
interesting discussion with six individuals -- poets, writers, 
a sculptor -- with the hospitality of Mrs. Boguslovskaya. That 
was an extraordinarily interesting discussion for me, as it 
gave some immediate reality to the concept of Glasnost. 


Then, we have finished up with some summary meetings this 
afternoon with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, and ended our 
meetings with the signing of an agreement on space 
cooperation. This was an agreement that had been worked out 
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some morths ago, and we took the occasion of these meetings to 
sign it. 


Throughout these meetings, we have touched on practically all 
of the issues and potential opportunities that our countries 
face together. We discussed the very troubling intelligence 
issues that have been given so much publicity lately and on 
which we have strong feelings that I expressed. 


As I said, [I had some good discussions of economic matters and 
some of the new thinking that I was told about -- “perestroyka, " 
I guess, is the word that goes with this. We had a good review 
of many of the bilateral issues that we have discussed, and on 
the whole, quite successfully. 


I've had good, strong discussions on subjects involving human 
rights and of course have had an opportunity to meet a number 
of people who are, in one way or another, affected directly by 
Soviet policies in this regard. [ was pleased to receive 
information this afternoon from Mr. Shevardnadze about a number 
of cases that have been favorably resolved. We discussed 
regional issues, as I mentioned, and of course a variety of 
matters having to do with arms control. 


Let me review very briefly where we stand on some of the 
leading issues of arms control. 


First, on the subject that we call INF negotiations -- the 
Soviets refer to it as medium-range missiles -- [I think we made 
Quite a lot of progress; and perhaps we can see the prospect, 
with some hard negotiations ahead, but nevertheless the 
prospect close to hand of reaching an agreement in that area. 
The basic structure of that agreement would be, first, the 
Reykjavik formula of 100 long-range warheads on each side, to 
be deployed on the Soviet side in Asia and on the U.S. side in 
the United States. I might say that we continue to advocate 
the complete elimination of these weapons; but if the Soviet 
side doesn't agree to their elimination, we will still agree to 
100. 


We have narrowed down the time frame for this reduction as 
somewhere in the four-to-five-year range. We both agreed that 
these agreements must contain provisions for very strict and 
intrusive verification. The U.S. side has tabled, in the form 
of a draft treaty, our ideas on this subject in Geneva, and we 
were told here that the Soviets agree on the importance of 
strict verification and that they will bring us their ideas 
when we return to Geneva, which will be April 23, for the INF 
negotiations. . 


An issue of importance, as yet unresolved but on which we made 
considerable progress in my opinion, inuvclves what we refer to 
as short-range INF missiles -- the two weapons systems that are 
involved there. We agreed that there will be Limits on the 
numbers of these weapons. We agreed that whatever limits there 
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are, the only workable concept is a global concept, since these 
weapons are very mobile -- can be transported easily -- so you 
have to put it in global terms. 


The principle of equality is one that governs our relationship, 
and we believe it must govern in this field as well. If we can 
settle all of the issues in the present negotiations, well and 

good; and we intend to give this matter a first priority as we 

return on April 23 to the discussions in Geneva. 


The Soviet side has told us that they intend, upon the signing 
of an INF agreement, to take the missiles they now have 
stationed in the GDR and Czechoslovakia out and destroy them, 
and that in the negotiations over the remaining missiles, they 
will take the position that the right equal number should be 
zero. This is a new proposal, and this afternoon they added to 
it "zero to be accomplished within a year." 


We are a member of a strong alliance; and on matters of this 
importance, of course, we don't respond immediately -- we 
consult carefully with our Allies -- and [I will start that 
process tomorrow in Brussels. But I think, in summary, I can 
say that very considerable headway has been made, and it should 
be possible to work out an agreement in this field with hard 
work and creative effort. 


I can't say the same insofar as headway in the fields of 
strategic arms and space, but it nevertheless is worth 
recording where we do stand insofar as basic ideas are 
concerned. We agree on the general idea of a 50 percent 
reduction in strategic arms. That in itself would be a 
magnificent accomplishment. We agree on the fundamental 
numbers involved in that -- this is the Reykjavik formula -- 
no more than 6,000 warheads and 1,600 launchers. 


We agree that we will look for some mutually satisfactory means 
to cover sea-launched cruise missiles. We agree ona 
heavy-bomber counting rule. We agree that the verification 
regime must be a very strong and intrusive one. ['m sure our 
experience in negotiating in the INF area will be an important 
guide in looking at verification in the strategic field. And 
we agree on a cutting in half, a reduction to 1500, of the 
so-called heavy ICBMs. So there are many areas left to agree 
on. 


The U.S. side believes that there are certain incremental 
numbers beneath these totals that, in one way or another, bear 
resemblance to the way these four structures should come down 
-— we've called them sub-limits -- and we have had them under 
discussion continuously, and we will continue to push various 
sub-limits as these are needed to give real meaning to this 
treaty. There are many other items that could be talked about, 
but [ think those are the principal ones. 
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the field of space, we have not made very much progress. On 
the other hand, we have very strong and forthcoming 
negotiations taking place. I suppose the one vasic idea that 
is in play is the general notion of 4 period of non-withdrawal 
from the ABM Treaty. As far as the United States is concerned, 
President Reagan's view is that the research on strategic 
defense which we are undertaking 1S, of course, being done in 
accordance with the ABM Treaty and we don't seek to have that 
Treaty changed in any way. We think the research can be 
conducted in a fully consistent manner with it. 


we had some jnteresting discussion in the field of nuclear 
testing about various means by which the existence and size of 
a test might be better estimated and verified. We have put 
forward the method known as the CORRTEX method. The Soviets, 
Mr. Shevardnadze, said that they thought a method known as the 
"seismic" method might be better. 


As you may know, we have had discussions of experts going on in 
the field of nuclear testing. we've agreed to continue those 
talks and to instruct the experts to pick up on the discussion 
that Mr. Shevardnadze and I had about these yarious possible 
ways of improving verification and to work out some means of 
developing additional yerification measures. We think that 
yould be a constructive thing to do. 


We've also had some discussion in the field of chemical 
weapons. We agree on the importance of reaching a verifiable. 
comprehensive ban on chemical weapons. We have some 
differences of view on the matter of verification, which must 
be a strong one. We did have discussion of the fact that the 
United States has @ chemical weapons destruction facility, and 
we noticed in General Secretary Gorbachev's speech last Friday 
a mention of such a facility in the Soviet Union. And so 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze and I agreed that we would have 
experts visit each other's respective sites and observe the 
destruction process as one step in the direction of moving 


forward on this matter. 


One other area I might mention is the area of nuclear-risk 
reduction centers. This is a subject that has been under 
discussion for some time. It involves arrangements whereby we 
can collaborate to reduce risk in this important field. we've 
made real headway on it. We will have another © -und of 
discussions shortly, and we think it is altogevcher probable 
that agreement can be reached in that meeting. 


So you can see that our discussions were quite wide-ranging: 
that progress was made in some important areas, although not 


all, and of course we will continue to push these areas and 
work on them in the various fora where we meet regularly. 


Now, if there are any questions, f would be glad to entertain 
them. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you tell us what -- (inaudible). 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have to nail down the short-range 
subject, and I described where we are on that. We made quite a 
lot of progress, but we still have to do chat. We have tabled 
a strong verification regime in detail in the form of a draft 
treaty, and the Soviets have yet to respond to that, beyond 
Saying that they agree that it must be a strong regime. But 
they have promised us their reactions when our negotiations 
start in Geneva. So whether that will turn out to be an area 
of difference or not, [ can't say. 


There are a variety of issues that are in some ways somewhat 
technical -- that is, if you're going to reduce from unequal 
levels over a period of a certain limit of time, what is the 
phasing and way that's worked out. But I don't want to try to 
go into that here. That's for the negotiators to work out. 


Of course, we continue to think that for a great variety of 
reasons, it would be better to go all the way to zero on 
long-range INF missiles -- just eliminate this class of missile 
entirely -- and the Soviets prefer to stay at 100, which is 
where we'll be if that's where we end up. 


QUESTION: But we do want to negotiate (inaudible) -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. Ambassador Nitze reminds me that, of 
course, as I said earlier, on the subject of short-range INF 
issues, the Soviets tabled a new proposal during my meeting, 
and it is of such a nature that obviously I will want to 
consult with our allies about that, and [ will be in Brussels 
tomorrow morning. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, when Mrs. Thatcher was here and 
certainly since then, she had made very explicit, both publicly 
and privately, that the British do not want a de-nuclearized 
Europe, that the British do not want the zero option extended 
to shorter-range INF. The French agree with her both publicly 
and privately. 





Do you expect some leeway as you talk to your NATO allies on 
this topic, or have you found some flexibility in your 
discussions with the Soviets and your proposal that they might 
be willing to agree to limits that are not zero on SRINF? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, the Soviets will speak for 
themselves -- ['m reporting to you the results of our meeting 
-- and I will consult with allies, and we will have to consider 
this new offer. I can't tell you the outcome of that because 
we haven't had the consultation yet. It's clear that there are 
a variety of viewpoints, but we will consult and, ['m sure, 


come to a good conclusion. 





QUESTION: Did the Soviet Union elaborate on the reasons to 
stick to 100 warheads in the Asian part of the Soviet Union? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's a question that you have to ask 
them. Why do they want to keep them? We'd like to see them 
eliminated, and we think that there are a variety of reasons to 
do that, including the concerns of the countries at whom 
they're pointed and including the very considerable impact on 
the quality of verification that comes from dealing with zero 
as compared with 100. So there are some strong arguments that 
can be made. 


Nevertheless, we struggled with these issues at Reykjavik, and 
we came to an agreement, and we'll stick with that, aithough 
our view is that we would be better off at zero. 


QUESTION: (Through interpreter) Did you discuss the 
possibility of an establishment of a nucler-free zone in 
Central Europe? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The subject of a nuclear-free zone in 
Central Europe, which was your question, was not brought up or 
discussed. From our standpoint, we think that the subject to 
work on is reductions in these nuclear weapons and getting the 
right kind of balance. The problem, of course, is not where 
they're stationed; it's where they hit. In the President's 
view -- and I judge in the General Secretary's view -- the 
basic point is there are too many of them, and we should get 
ourselves engaged in the process of reducing the numbers of 
nuclear weepons, and that is what we're doing. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are there circumstances under which, 
under the new Soviet proposal that you saw today and yesterday, 
you can foresee the continuation of a flexible response in 
Europe while the Soviet Union reduces its short-range INF 
missiles to zero without the NATO Alliance converting any of 
its medium-range LRINF missiles into short-range missiles? Can 
you see any such circumstances? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, the NATO doctrine of flexible 
response has been around a long time, before there was 
deployment of the so-called [INF missiles, so it will stay. 
It's a good doctrine and important. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, apart from handing Mr. Gorbachev a 
letter from the President, did you discuss the prospects of a 
summit, or is your position still the welcome mat is out, and 
it's up to the Soviets to act on it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there was more discussion of that 
subject between you and the General Secretary than elsewhere, 
as you followed the Washington convention of shouting questions 
at him. I told him he didn't need to answer you, but he did 
anyway. 





QUESTION: Well, he gave us a story for one day. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The subject was discussed a little bit; but, 
as you can see, our discussion focused on substance rather than 
on that meeting. I think it's fair to say that both we and the 
Soviets have the similar view that such a meeting ought to be 
associated with some important content and that it ought to be 
a well-prepared meeting. And so that is the way we approach it. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Tass statement of Mr. Gorbachev's 
comments to you yesterday suggested that there was a rather 
clear Soviet view, or a more detailed Soviet view, upon what 
would be acceptable research for the SDI program. Do you find 
that a hopeful restatement of the Soviet position, and do you 
think that the Soviet position on SOI has changed at all in the 
course of your three days of talks? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We discussed it some. I[ can't say that our 
positions changed very much as a result of the discussion. 





It is our view that the ABM Treaty sets up certain kinds of 
activities that the sides can do, and we see no need to change 
the ABM Treaty. Our program is designed in a way that is fully 
consistent with it. Of course, we are examining the Treaty 
carefully as to precisely what i* does permit. But, in any 
case, we are satisfied to stay with the ABM Treaty. 


[I did come here with some new rroposals in the field of space, 
but, as 1 say, we dasn't qet into them in any particular detail. 


As you know, in Reykjavik, the President proposed a ten-year 
non-withdrawal period from the ABM Treaty during which time all 
ballistic missiles would be eliminated so that at the end of 
the ten-year period, what it is you're seeking to defend 
against would have been eliminated and therefore what you would 
need to do would be essentially something much less, an 
insurance policy. 


That proposal was rejected So we have tried again and come up 
with another proposal, this time in conjunction with the 50 
percent reductions that we are striving for in START, in 
strategic arms; and we've combined that with a number of other 
matters to provide a predictable environment I think that is 
what the Soviet Union said they wish to have So we have 
proposed a non-withdrawal period of seven years -- that is, to 
1994 -- and we have put forward a number of other things. 


We proposed to have an annual exchange of data and plans on 
what the research plans are for the coming year. We have 
reiterated our proposal that there be open laboratories so we 
each know what is going on in a general way. We also 
reiterated our proposal that any tests to be made in 
conjunction with research on strategic defense be tests that we 
each could observe in the other country. 


So we have struggled with the Soviet notion that they would 
like a predictable environment, and those are some of the 
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ingredients of it that we suggested. But, as I say, we didn't 
really get very far in discussing these subjects. 


We have agreed, of course, they are very important subjects. 
We have extremely competent negotiators in Geneva, and we will 
pursue the matter very energetically. 


I have to say that my Spokesman says [ should take a question 
from the left. (Laughter) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you discuss the trade 
restrictions on U.S.-Soviet Union trade? And is the present 
Administration willing to lift any of those restrictions in the 
future as hopefully relations will improve? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question of trade restrictions was 
referred to, although not discussed in any great detail. As 
you know, those restrictions have in them provisions about 
emigration, and so that is the way in which the subject emerged 
into our legislation. 





Obviously, we're looking very carefully at the interesting 
developments taking place across the board in various aspects 
of restructuring Soviet society that Mr. Gorbachev has 
initiated and described. And we see evidence of increases in 
immigration they have decided to make. We welcome those moves, 
and we will be observing tem. 


The discussions I had with Mr. Ryzhkov dwelled more on the 
nature of the changes in their manner here -- your manner here 
-- of organizing your econumy, and I found those very 
interesting to hear about. We discussed a little bit some 
thoughts we could share on sort of the world economic outlook, 
but we didn't have a chance to dig into that in as much detail 
as either of us would have liked 


QUESTION: (Through interpreter) Vladimir Nikonorov, Krasnaya 
Zvezda. Mr. Secretary of State, the United States claims that 
the elimination of medium-range Soviet and American missiles in 
Europe is impossible without simultaneously limiting the Soviet 
short-range missiles because the Soviet Union would retain a 
great superiority in tactical missiles Now, the Soviet Union 
is proposing to radically Limit this class of missiles up to 
their complete elimination 





Why can't the United States give an unequivocal yes as an 
answer to all the Soviet proposals which entirely correspond to 
preceding proposals to the United States and its Allies? 


And then another question 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Do you have a question or a speech? 





QUESTION: (Through interpreter) No, this 1s a question May 
[I ask another question? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: What's the question? 





QUESTION: (Through interpreter) How can you explain ‘with 
the readiness expressed by the Soviet Union to eliminace 
unilaterally and rapidly its tactical missiles in Europe, the 
United States is insisting on increasing the number of missiles 
of this class on the European continent? Thank you. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The answer is very easy and very important. 
The United States is part of an alliance with a number of 
countries who are close friends of ours, who share our values, 
and with whom we work to deter any aggression against us. 





We take very seriously this alliance. And so whenever a 
proposal is made, a new proposal -- this is a new proposal -- 
we don't just react to it. We try to understand it, and then 
we go back and we consult with our allies and we develop a view 
together of what we should do. 


We think that is the right way for allies to behave, and that 
is why we don't jump at some answer. There are deep issues 
involved here, and we want to consider them carefully with our 
allies. We're talking about matters of extraordinary 
importance And when we make an undertaking, we will have 
thought it through and we will stick with it 


MR. REDMAN: We have time for one more question. I'd like to 
turn to the right in order to balance this 





QUESTION: You said that you presented your views forcefully 
on the subject of espionage Can you tell us about that 
discussion? Was there agreement by either side *o perhaps not 
be quite so aggressive by the US... by the Soviets -- either 
way? What was the discussion like? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There was a strong discussion both ways I 
presented our views which the President has stated They 
presented some views. [here is no agreement of any kind 





Of course it is quite clear, as the President has stated, that 
in the new building that we are in the process of constructing, 
in which the Soviet-—provided materials, we now find, have a 
honeycomb of listening devices in them, have to be dealt with 
before we can finish the building and occupy it, and we're 
considering just how to deal with it But it's quite obvious 
that this will take time and it may be that there will have to 
be some major structural changes in the building. [ don't know 
the answer to that 


Of course, it will remain the case that until we are able to 
move into secure quarters, we will not permit the Soviet side 
to move into their new building in Washington There has to be 
equality and reciprocity in this as in all matters. 
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Let me say, since that is the final question, just one furtrer 
general observation. It's been a very interesting trip for 

me. It's quite clear that there are some important changes 
taking place in the Soviet Union. All of the leaders with whom 
I spoke described them to me, as did others, and I was glad to 
have this direct information. 


We have many difficulties, our two countries, but we have great 
responsibilities. And, of course ‘it is our responsibility to 
deal in a realistic and direct way with the difficulties, but 
also to have in mind the importance of continuously seeking a 
more constructive, a more stable relationship in the interests 


of peace in the world. 


Thank you. 


*- + © & & 
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1. FOLLOWING IS THE VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT OF AN 
ON-THE-RECORD PRESS CONFERENCE HELO BY SECRETARY OF 
STATE SHULTZ AT NATO HEADQUARTERS AT 1050 LOCAL TIME 
APRIL 16, 1987 


2. BEGIN TEXT: 
OPENING STATEMENT BY SECRETARY SHULTZ: 


THE DETERMINATION ANO COHESION OF THE NATO ALLIANCE OVER 
A LONG PERIOO, AND PARTICULARLY IN THE SETTING OF OUR 
NEGOTIATIONS ABOUT INTERMEDIATE RANGE MISSILES, HAS NOW 
CREATED A GREAT OPPORTUNITY FOR THE ALLIANCE. WE HAVE 
BEFORE US A PROSPECT FOR A GOOD INF AGREEMENT. WE HAVE 
THE BASIC ELEMENTS IN PLACE, ANO WE NOW HAVE TO MAKE A 
DECISION ABOUT OUR POSITI WHETHER IT SHOULD CHANGE, 
ON THE SO-CALLED SHORT- INF MISSILES. 


AS ALWAYS, WE APPROACH THIS DECISION ON A CAREFUL AND 
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ALLIES, AT THE LEVEL OF HEADS OF STATE, FOREIGN 
MINI AND SITTING IN PERMANENT SESSION HERE IN 
NATO. ORE MY VISIT IN MOSCOW EARLIER THIS WEEK WE 
WERE IN CLOSE TOUCH WITH OUR ALLIES: AMBASSADOR NITZE 
AND RIOGWAY VISITED HERE: ANO OF COURSE THIS IS MY FIRST 
STOP ON RETURN FROM MOSCOW. I HAVE GIVEN A FULL REPORT 
TO MY COLLE AND WE HAVE EXAMINED ALTERNATIVES. WE 
HAVE SET IN PLACE A SYSTEMATIC ANO CAREFUL PROCESS 
THROUGH WHICH WE WILL MAKE A DECISION PROMPTLY ABOUT OUR 


IT IS THIS CLOSE CONSULTATIVE APPROACH THAT EXPRESSES 
THE FULL MEANING OF THIS ALLIANCE, AND UNDOUBTEOLY 
ACCOUNTS IN CONSIDERABLE PART FOR ITS COHESION ANO 
VITALITY. WE te HAD A GOOD otros ion TODAY ANO WE 
WILL CONTINUE TO WORK THROUGH THESE I S ON A PROMPT 
BASIS, HAVING IN MIND ALWAYS THAT WHAT WE ARE TALKING 
ABOUT IS OUR MUTUAL SECURITY, ANO WE ARE GOING TO 
CONSIDER THAT SECURITY IN A CAREFUL ANO PROPER WAY. 


©. YOU HAVE ALLUDEO TO A GREAT OPPORTUNITY. HAVE YOU 
INDEED ASKEO THE ALLIES TO ENDORSE THIS PROPOSITION AS 
PRESENTED TO YOU BY THE SOVIET UNION? 


A. THE OPPORTUNITY IS TO REACH A GOOD INF AGREEMENT. 
ANO IT HAS BEEN CREATEO IN CONSIDERABLE PART BY THE 
COHESION OF THE ALLIANCE, AS I HAVE JUST EXPLAINED. THE 
SOVIET UNION, WHEN I WAS IN MOSCOW, PUT FORWARD A NEW 
PROPOSAL ON THE SRINF MISSILES. FOR SOME REASON THEY 
SEEM TO THINK og THERE SHOULD re AN INSTANT RESPONSE 
FROM iE. IF SO Y DON'T QUITE COMPREHEND THE NATI'RE 
OF AN ALLIANCE BETWEEN FREE COUNTRIES. WE CONSULT. 
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THAT IS WHAT WE ARE DOING. WE HAVE 8 BEEN DEVELOPING ANDO 
EXAMINING ALTERNATIVES wit WORK OUR WAY THROUGH 
THEM AND NOT JUMP AT Rhy’ PR ARTICULAR CONCLUSION. 


Q. [| WONDER IF YOU COULO ANSWER TWO QUESTIONS. THE 
FIRST IS, O00 YOU BELIEVE THAT YOU HAVE IN FACT BEEN 
OUT-MANEUVERED BY THE SOVIETS IN THE WAY IN WHICH THEY 
HAVE ANNOUNCED THEIR VERSION OF THESE TALKS BEFORE yOu 
HAD A CHANCE TO CONSULT? AND SECONDLY, CAN YOU GIVE US 
ANY DETAILS OF THE PRICE ATTACHED TO THE PACKAGE WHICH 
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MR. GORBACHEV PUT FORWARD? 


A. MY EXPERIENCE IN GOVERNMENT, WHICH INCLUOES ABOUT 
TEN YEARS IN THE U.S. CABINET IN VARIOUS POSITIONS, IS 
THAT YOU SHOULO MAKE UP YOUR MINO AT THE BEGINNING THAT 
YOU LIVE IN A GOLOFISH BOW, ANO THINGS ARE GOING TO BE 
PUBLIC. | HAVE NOT MADE ANY SECRET OF OUR POSITIONS AS 
WE HAVE GONE ALONG, ANO I EXPLAINEO IN MOSCOW OUR 
POSITION. THE SOVIETS SOMETIMES HAVE THE HABIT OF 
ANNOUNCING THEIR POSITIONS IN PUBLIC BEFORE THEY 
ANNOUNCE THEM IN PRIVATE. THAT IS THEIR PRIVILEGE TO 00 
THAT. I THINK ON THE WHOLE, NEGOTIATIONS GO BETTER IF 
THEY CAN BE CONOUCTED SOMETIMES IN PRIVATE. BUT AT ANY 
RATE, I THINK THE PUBLIC RELATIONS ASPECTS OF IT ARE 
WELL UNDER CONTROL FROM OUR STANDPOINT. 


AS FAR AS THE PRICE IS CONCERNED, OF COURSE THE SOVIET 
PROPOSAL TO ELIMINATE THEIR SHORT-RANGE INF MISSILES 
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WOULO MEAN THAT THEY WOULO TAKE OUT OF DEPLOYMENT THE 
MISSILES THAT THEY HAVE. ANO WHAT WOULD WE HAVE TO 007 


Q. THAT DOESN'T ANSWER MY QUESTION. 


A. WE DON'T HAVE ANY OF THAT CLASS OF MISSILES DEPLOYED 
RIGHT NOW. 


Q. YOU SAID THAT YOU WOULD HAVE A RESPONSE PROMPTLY. 
CAN YOU GIVE US MORE IDEA OF TIMING, AND ALSO CAN YOU 
TELL US WHAT IMPACT A ZERO SOLUTION ON SRINF WOULD HAVE 
ON THE NATO DOCTRINE OF FLEXIBLE RESPONSE? 


A, 3 CAN'T DEFINE THE TIMING BETTER THAN JUST TO SAY 
THAT WE WILL WORK HARD ANO ENERGETICALLY ON THIS 
Sentt aeha mate WILL COME TO A CONCLUSION PROMPTLY. | 
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DON'T LIMIT YOURSELF TO A LIGHT-SWITCH APPROACH. EITHER 
YOU HAVE STRATEGIC DETERRENCE OR YOU DON'T. YOU HAVE A 
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FLEXIBLE CAPABILITY. I°M SURE ALL OF US IN THE ALLIANCE 
INTEND FULLY TO SEE THAT THAT FLEXIBLE RESPONSE, HICH 
IS BASED IN PART ON CERTAIN ELEMENTS OF NUCLEAR 
CAPABILITY IN EUROPE, IS MAINTAINED. AWD OF COURSE THAT 
WILL BE MAINTAINED WHETHER WE ACCEPT THE SOVIET SRINF 
OFFER OR WOT. SO IT°S THERE AND IT WILL STAY THERE. 


@. IS IT YOUR UNDERSTANDING THAT THE SOVIET OFFER ON 
SHORT INTERMEDIATE RANGE MISSILES IN THEIR VIEw DOES 
HAVE IMPLICATIONS FOR PERSHING-1, AND DOES ALSO HAVE 
IMPLICATIONS FOR THE ALLIANCE DECISIONS ON MODERN] ZATION 
OF CERTAIN CATEGORIES OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS TAKEN AT 
MONTEBELLO, I THINK IN 198637 


A. &S FAR AS THE PERSHING 1-8 IS CONCERNED, THAT IS A 
CATEGORY OF WEAPON THAT FALLS IN THE SRINF FIELD. IF 
THERE WERE AGREEMENT WOT TO HAVE ANY SUCH WEAPONS, THAT 
WOULD, OF COURSE, IMPLY THAT THAT WEAPON WOULD BE DONE 
AWAY WITH. AT PRESENT, THE WAY YOU WOULD GET A PERSHING 
1-B WOULD BE TO TAME THE PERSHING 2S AND CONVERT THEM BY 
TRKING OUT OF THE PERSHING 2 SYSTEM THE COMPONENT THAT 
GIVES I7 THE RANGE. THAT MAKES A PERSKING 2 (SIC) OUT 
OF IT. AS FAR AS THE MONTEBELLO DECISIONS ARE 
CONCERNED, THEY, OF COURSE, STAND. THEY'RE VERY 
IMPORTANT. THEY HAVE TO OO WITH THE MODERNIZATION OF 
THE FORCES THAT ARE BELOW THE RANGE LEVEL, OR ARE NOT 
COVERED BY THE SRINF FIELD. AND I THINK THAT, IF 
ANYTHING, THE PROSPECT OF CONCLUDING AN AGREEMENT 
BROADLY ALONS THE LINES THAT THE ALLIANCE HAS LONG 
SOUGHT IS ALL WE HAVE BEEN AFTER EVER SINCE THE 1979 
DECIEION. WE FINALLY HAVE THE PROSPECT OF GETTING 
UNCLASS iF LED 
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SOMEWHERE, BUT THAT PROSPECT HIGHLIGHTS THE IMPORTANCE 
OF FOLLOWING THROUGH ON THE MONTEBELLO DECISION. 


QO. I WAS WONDERING WHETHER IN THE SOVIET VIEW, AS A 
RESULT OF YOUR DISCUSSIONS #ITH MR. GORBACHEV, THEY SAw 
A FREEZE ON THE MONTEBELLO DECISIONS AS PART OF THE 
TOTAL PACKAGE OF WHICH THE INF SHORT AND INTERMEDIATE 
RANGE ARE OBVIOUSLY THE MOST VISIBLE PARTS? 


A. WHAT THEY WILL SAY ABOUT OTHER PIECES OF THE PICTURE 
OF SECURITY, ABOUT CONVENTIONAL ARMS, ABOUT CHEMICAL 
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ARMS, ABOUT OTHER NUCLEAR SYSTEMS OF ONE KIND OR 

ANOTHER. THEY ARE TALKING ABOUT IT, BUT THAT'S WOT A 

PART OF THE INF NEGOTIATIONS. THE INF NEGOTIATIONS HAS 

CERTAIN BOUNDARIES ON IT. WE ARE TALKING ABOUT A 

algo SET OF ISSUES, AND WE SEEK TO GET THOSE ISSUES 
TTLED. 


G. WHAT RESPONSE DIO YOU GET THIS MORNING FROM YOUR 
PRESENTATION TO THE ALLIES? 


A. I THINK SECRETARY GENERAL PETER CARRINGTON WILL 
ISSUE A STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF THE ALLIANCE. BUT IN THE 
DISCUSSION THERE WAS A UNIVERSAL WELCOMING OF THE 
RESULTS OF MY MOSCOW VISIT: WHICH REALLY AREN'T THE 
RESULTS OF MY VISIT: THEY WERE THE-RESULTS OF THIS LONG 
EFFORT THAT WE HAVE MADE TOGETHER. ALSO, A REINFORCED 
WELCOMING OF THIS EXTENSIVE CONSULTATIVE PROCESS THAT we 
HAVE ENGAGED IN CONSISTENTLY: SO PEOPLE RECOGNIZE THE 
IMPORTANCE OF THE CONSULTATION, BUT ALSO THE 
RESPONSIBILITIES THAT IT IMPOSES. THE RESPONSIBILITY IN 
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WOULD MEAN THAT THEY WOULD TAKE OUT OF DEPLOYMENT THE 
THIS CASE IS TO HAVE A DECISION PROMPTLY. WE HAVE 
LOOKEO AT THE VARIOUS POSSIBILITIES. I'M SURE THERE ARE 
OTHERS. WE'LL HAVE TO EXAMINE THEM CAREFULLY AND 
PROMPTLY AND COME TO A CONCLUSION. 


Q@. WILL YOU BE ABLE TO TELL PRESIDENT REAGAN ON YOUR 
RETURN THAT YOU HAVE ACHIEVED ON BEHALF OF NATO AS MUCH 
OR MORE THAN YOU HAD FIRST SET OUT TO ACHIEVE? 


A. I WOULON'T WANT TO SHOW ALL MY HOLE CARDS HERE: BUT 
WHAT HAS NATO SOUGHT TO ACHIEVE? GO BACK TO THE LATE 
1970°S. THE SOVIETS ARE DEPLOYING THE SS-20. THEY'VE 
CONTINUED THOSE DEPLOYMENTS. THE SOVIETS HAVE DEPLOYED 
OVER A PERIOD OF TIME THESE VARIOUS WEAPONS SYSTEMS, THE 
SS-12 AND SS-25, KNOWN AS SHORT-RANGED INF MISSILES. 
THEY ARE NOW UP TO AROUND 1400 WARHEADS ON THE 
LONG-RANGE INF MISSILES GLOBALLY. 
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IT'S A LITTLE HARD TO PUT A NUMBER ON THE WARHEADS OF 
THE SHORT-RANGE SYSTEMS -- AS YOU KNOW, THEY'RE 
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RELOADABLE -- BUT IT'S CERTAINLY WAY UP IN THE 
MULTI-HUNDREDS. FOR A WHILE, WE HAD NO DEPLOYMENT 
OPPOSITE THAT. WE MADE THE DUAL TRACK DECISION, AND WE 
HAVE NEGOTIATED, AND WE HAVE SHOWN THE DETERMINATION TO 
DEPLOY. WE HAVE A SUBSEQUENT NEGOTIATION, AND NOW WE 
HAVE THE PROSPECT OF AN AGREEMENT THAT BRINGS THIS WHOLE 
PATTERN OF SOVIET DEPLOYMENT, WHICH WE OBJECTED TO, BACK 
UNDER CONTROL. WE THINK THAT FROM OUR STANDPOINT THAT T'S 
GOOD. THAT'S WHAT WE'VE BEEN TRYING TO GET TO. THAT'S 
WHY NOW WE HAVE A HARD DECISION TD MAKE, BUT IT'S THE 
KIND OF DECISION THAT WE'VE BEEN WANTING TO MAKE, 
WANTING TO HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY FOR. 


Q@. YOU MENTIONED AWHILE AGO THAT THE UNITED STATES HAS 
NO EQUIVALENT OF THE SOVIETS SHORTER-RANGE INF MISSILES. 


A. WE HAVE THE PERSHING 1-8. ANO WE CAN PRODUCE SUCH A 
SYSTEM, BUT WE DON’T HAVE ANY SYSTEMS DEPLOYED NOW. 


Q@. ODIO SECRETARY GORBACHEV THEN OFFER TO ELIMINATE THE 
SOVIET SHORTER-RANGE INF WITHOUT ANY RECIPROCAL ACTION 
BY UNITED STATES IN THAT OR ANY OTHER CATEGORY OF 
ARMS? 


A. WE, OF COURSE, HAVE TO AGREE NOT TO DEPLOY SUCH 
WEAPONS OURSELVES, IF THEY ARE GOING TO TAKE OUT OF 
DEPLOYMENT THEIR WEAPONS. THAT'S WHAT ZERO WOULD MEAN. 
OF COURSE THE TAKING OUT OF DEPLOYMENT WOULD HAVE TO BE 
VERY PROMPT AND WE ALWAYS INSIST ON THE PRINCIPLE OF 
EQUALITY. THAT IS, WE HAVE TO HAVE THE RIGHT TO 00 
WHATEVER THEY HAVE THE RIGHT TO D0. THAT'S A 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPAL HERE. IT'S ALSO THE CASE IN THE 
SRINF FIELD THAT THE RESTRICTIONS, WHATEVER THEY MAY 

MUST BE GLOBAL IN NATURE. THAT IS BECAUSE THESE 
SYSTEMS ARE HIGHLY MOBILE: YOU COULD PUT THEM IN AN 
AIRPLANE AND FLY THEM FROM ONE PLACE TO ANOTHER. SO YOu 
HAVE TO HAVE A GLOBAL CONCEPT, WHETHER YOU'RE TALKING 
ABOUT ZERO OR TALKING ABOUT ABOLISHING THAT. 


Q@. YOU SAIO EARLIER THAT THE NATO POLICY OF FLEXIBLE 
RESPONSE WOULD REMAIN, BECAUSE THERE WOULD BE SOME 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS STILL ABLE TO BE BROUGHT INTO EFFEC’. 
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CAN YOU BE MORE SPECIFIC ABOUT WHY EUROPE SHOULD NOT 
FEAR THAT A DECISION LIKE THIS REPRESENTS THE FOLDING, 
IN EFFECT, OF THE NUCLEAR UMBRELLA OF THE UNITED STATES 
OVER EUROPE? 


A. LET'S BE CLEAR WHAT THESE NEGOTIATIONS ARE ABOUT. 
THEY INVOLVE THE INF NEGOTIATIONS. THEY INVOLVE US ANDO 
SOVIET SYSTEMS DNLY. WE CONSULT WITH OUR ALLIES, 
ESPECIALLY ON THE INF, BECAUSE THESE DEPLOYMENTS ARE IN 
EUROPE. THERE'S A VITAL NATO ELEMENT HERE, BUT OF 
COURSE OUR ALLIES ALSO HAVE AN INTEREST IN ALL OTHER 
ASPECTS. BUT THIS NEGOTIATION DOES NOT HAVE A CONNECTION 
WITH STRATEGIC ARMS. THAT'S A SEPARATE MATTER. NOP 
DOES THIS NEGOTIATION COVER WEAPONS SYSTEMS OTHER THAN 
THOSE WE’VE SPECIFIEO HERE. FROM THE STANOPOINT OF THE 
NATO BASIC STRATEGY OF FLEXIBLE RESPONSE, THAT IMPLIES 
THE CAPABILITY OF BRINGING INTO PLAY A VARIETY OF 
POSSIBLE RESPONSES TO ANY ATTACK THAT MIGHT BE LAUNCHED 
AGAINST US. WE ARE PURELY A DEFENSIVE ALLIANCE. THAT 
CAPACITY CONTINUES TO EXIST ANO WILL CONTINUE TO EXIST. 
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WOULD MEAN THAT THEY WOULD TAKE OUT OF DEPLOYMENT THE 


Q@. WEST GERMANY HAS PERSHING 1-A’S RIGHT NOW, ANO THE 
WARHEADS ARE CONTROLLED BY THE UNITED STATES. THIS IS 
ALSO IN THE SRINF FIELO. WHAT IS YOUR FEELING ABOUT THE 
FUTURE OF THE PERSHING 1-A'S? ARE THEY LIKELY TO BE 
REMOVED BY WEST GERMANY? DID THE SOVIETS EXPRESS THEIR 
VIEw TO YOU? 


A. THIS WAS NOT A QUESTION THAT WAS DISCUSSED, 

COURSE THERE WERE LENGTHY DISCUSSIONS ABOUT BRITISH ANO 
FRENCH SYSTEMS WHICH ARE NOT PART OF THIS DISCUSSION, 
ANO WHICH WE HAVE BEEN UNWILLING TO INCLUDE IN ANY WAY 
IN THIS OISCUSSION. 

3. END TEXT. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
MISSILE TECHNOLOGY CONTROL REGIME 
THURSDAY, APRIL 16, 1987, 2:00 P.M. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Gocd afternoon. Earlier today, the 
White House announced a new policy to limit the proliferation 
of nuclear capable missiles. [ believe you have a copy of that 
announcement. We have a number of documents available for you 
this afternoon. 


The U.S. Government is adopting this policy today in 
common with the governments of Canada, France, the Federal 
Republic of Germany, Italy, Japan, and the United Kingdom. We 
are here to provide you with a detailed briefing, as Pete said, 
ON BACKGROUND so that you can better understand the Missile 
Technology Control Regime. 


First, I would like to introduce the members of our 
briefing team, which is also the delegation which has 
negotiated this regime over the past two years. I am from the 
Department of State. Other members are from the Department of 
Commerce, the Department of Defense. 


We have, of course, worked under the guidance of 
senior levels of our government. The Secretaries of State, 
Defense, Commerce, as well as other senior Administration 
officials, have been personally involved. 


I will begin the briefing by describing for you the 
genesis and the fundamental nature of the new regime which was 
announced today. [ shall briefly mention the interest of our 
seven governments in expanding the regime to include additional 
countries. 


The Missile Technoiogy Control Regime, which was 
finalized via an exchange of diplomatic notes among the seven 
nations, which I mentioned at the outset, is a result of the 
deep concern of which our seven governments have longed felt 
with regard to the dangers of nuclear proliferation. 


The concern in the United States Government dates from 
at least the Kennedy-Johnson Administration, a long-standing 
U.S. concern and long-standing U.S. policy. However, it was 
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not until November 1982 that a presidential instruction made it 
the policy of the United States to hinder the proliferation of 
nuclear capable missiles and to work with other supplier 
nations in this effort. 


Our initial negotiations have been with those of our 
Allies who are also major suppliers of missile technology, and 
you see the list in front of you on the screen. After over 
four years of negotiations, our seven governments have just 
recently completed the formulation of guidelines to control the 
transfer of equipment and technology that could contribute to 
nuclear-capable missiles. 


The fact that all seven governments have agreed to 
common guidelines and to a common annex of items to be 
controlled serves to prevent commercial advantage or 
disadvantage for any of us. 


I would point out that starting in early 1985, our 
seven governments began an informal, interim implementation of 
the regime, as you see mentioned on the chart. 


I believe you should each now have a Fact Sheet on the 
Missile Technology Regime documents. If you'd just quickly 
look at that Fact Sheet, the block of language at the top of 
the first page is the substantive paragraph of the diplomatic 
note which our seven governments recently exchanged. I[t says, 
in simplest terms, that beginning on April 16, that is today, 
the government will act in accordance with the attached 
guidelines. 


The second item you see before you in the Fact Sheet 
is the full text of the guidelines. This is the document which 
describes in detail how the regime will function. 


The third item in the Fact Sheet is a summary of the 
Annex of items to be controlled under this regime. We prepared 
this summary for ease of comprehension by the public at large. 
We are also providing for you today the complete text of the 
Annex. It's available on the table in front of you. As you 
can see, it's a somewhat longer, more technical document. 


Please note that these three documents, these regime 
documents -- the diplomatic note, the Guidelines, and the Annex 
-- do not constitute an international agreement. Rather, the 
regime is a set of identical national policies announced by the 
seven governments on the same day. That is, today. 


I would now like to ask my colleague to discuss this 
regime and the regime documents in greater detail. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Thirty years ago, in the 1950's, the 
nuclear weapon was imarried up to the long-range missile. The 
result was a shock to the world because, suddenly, everyone 
felt less secure. For the first time, no place on earth was 
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safe from attack. The attack, if it came, could be 
annihilating. 


During the intervening thirty years, the major nations 
have developed international policies and institutions to 
control the spread of one of these threats, nuclear weapons. 

In less than five years the nations negotiating the new regime 
have done this with respect to the other threat, long-range 
missiles. The new regime is in a completely different 
technical area but for a fully complementary non-proliferation 
purpose. 


Clearly, the Missile Technology Control Regime is an 
important international initiative to prevent proliferation. 


What is a nuclear-capable missile? For the purposes 
of this regime, it is a device capable of the unmanned delivery 
of a 500-kilogram payload to a distance of 300 kilometers. 

That is a payload of about 1,100 pounds to a distance of about 
190 miles. These parameters correspond to the weight of a 
relatively unsophisticated nuclear weapon to the strategic 
distances in the most compact theaters where nuclear-armed 
missiles might be used and to realistic points at which control 
lines can be drawn without interfering with well-established 
international commerce. 


The regime aims at the control of all devices of this 
capability even if they are called "peaceful" or are alleged to 
be for military purposes other than weapons delivery. Space 
launch vehicles, for instance, are virtually interchangeable 
with ballistic missiles. When President Kennedy was asked the 
difference between the Atlas Rocket that put John Glenn into 
orbit and an Atlas Rocket armed with a nuclear warhead and 
aimed at the Soviet Union, he replied with one word -- 
"attitude." 


The drafters of the regime were careful to focus its 
controls on large missiles and rockets but to permit continued 
international cooperation in the peaceful benefits of space and 
in tactical defense projects. 


It is important to understand that this is not an arms 
control regime designed to contain highly sophisticated 
military forces. Instead, it is directed against relatively 
unsophisticated nuclear forces. 


Consequently, we are concerned with lower levels of 
technology than we have been in other arms control areas. We 
are concerned with technology that, in some cases, is 30 years 
old or older. After all, the United States possessed 
intercontinental ballistic missiles 30 years ago. 


Most of all, we are in many cases concerned with the 
activities of our friends. It is therefore essential that we 
distinguish between projects in which we can cooperate and 
projects of concern. 























What is a project of concern? 


Let me give you some examples of projects, of possible 
projects of concern. There is exceedingly limited commerce in 
Military ballistic missiles of the size defined in our regime. 
However, some space launch vehicles are built from intermediate 
range or intercontinental range ballistic missiles. Their sale 
on world markets would be a major cause for concern. 


If ballistic missiles can be used as space launch 
vehicles, the opposite is also the case. The newer space 
launch vehicles being developed as part of emerging space 
programs rely much more than existing space launch vehicles on 
solid fuel rocket stages. This makes them disturbing 
candidates for use in medium range, intermediate range, or 
intercontinental ballistic missiles. 


Sounding rockets are used by many nations for 
scientific meteorological studies. Some sounding rockets have 
been adapted as ballistic missiles and put on the world market; 
and there is a trend toward larger sounaing rockets that exceed 
the threshold of the Missile Technology Control Regime. 


We are as concerned with cruise missiles as with 
ballistic missiles. However, the threat of the proliferation 
of cruise missiles is developing more slowly. One reason is 
that the unmanned air vehicles that could be used as the basis 
for cruise missiles, and that are available on the world 
market, have, in the past, been relatively small with little or 
no payload. Target drones and reconnaissance drones do not 
need to carry more than relatively light packages. However, 
there is a recent trend toward larger drones and remotely 
piloted vehicles, some of which are intended to provide the 
option of munitions delivery. This may be a route to cruise 
missile proliferation. 


Since 1985, we have focussed our concerns on specific 
projects. Most of the projects of concern are still in the 
design or development phase, so export controls can affect 
their schedule and, indeed, their very coming into being. We 
have evidence that export controls in this area have already 
begun to bite. Please noie that our export controls are aimed 
not at nations but at specific projects of concern. 


The list of systems of concern is now being revised. 
It now includes both ballistic and cruise missiles. The list 
is growing. 


Most of these projects would be severely slowed or 
entirely crippled if foreign exporters did not assist them. 
Our missile technology control regime begins today with seven 
nations. We will seek the adherence of all nations, especially 
those capable of exporting this technology. 
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How does one form an export policy to deal with the 
projects we have just described? 


First, one defines in technical detail the items to be 
controlled. The technical annex is summarized in your Fact 
Sheet and is available on request, and it may indeed have been 
distributed today. 


There are two categories of items controlled. The 
first, the category [ list, is shown here. It consists of 
complete rockets and missiles, major subsystems, and production 
equipment and technology. [t is a very short list of very 
lethal items. 


There is a strong presumption of denial with respect 
to export applications for these items. This presumption of 
denial is an extraordinary provision. There is no precedent 
for it in the nuclear non-proliferation regime except with 
respect to nuclear explosives themselves. 


[f a proliferator cannot buy complete missile 
factories or major missile components, it must assemble bits 
and pieces with much greater time and effort. This is where 
the Category II list comes in. 


This is a much longer list, but all of the items on 
this list as well as those on the Category [ list are already 
subject to export control. The new element of the Missile 
Technology Control policy is that the U.S. can now deny exports 
of these items even to friendly nations for reasons of their 


potential use in strategic delivery vehicles. 


The Category II List is not a denial list. Almost all 
of the Category [I items have uses other than for projects of 
concern. For that reason, there is a great deal of flexibility 
in the treatment of Category [I exports. The procedure is to 
Give such export applications a case-by-case review in order to 
examine the end use. 


Now you see the key rules that every adherent to the 
regime will be asked to apply. fhe Category [ rules are 
tough. They almost always mean no export. In those rare cases 
where a Category [ item is to be transferred, the supplier must 
take extraordinary measures. He is responsible for 
“undertaking all steps necessary to ensure that the item will 
be put only to its stated ena use." This provision, which puts 
the burden on the supplier and not just on the recipient, has 
no precedent in the nuclear non-proliferation regime. 


As we said, the Category [I list must necessarily be 
subject to greater flexibility. Items on that list will 
generally be approved. However, if they are destined for a 
project of concern, they are likely to be denied. If they 
could contribute to a project of concern, their transfer will 
require government-to-government assurances. 




















Under international law a policy cannot supersede a 
treaty. Where there is a conflict between the Missile 
Technology Control Regime and such treaty arrangements as NATO 
or the European Space Agency, the treaty prevails. 


These are the main rules to which all adherents would 
agree. Implementation is left up to the individual nation. 
Every nation faces its own specific circumstances. The seven 
nations originating this policy have designed it so that a 
nation's specific circumstances will not weaken that policy. 
The seven want an effective regime that avoids empty gestures. 
They want to avoid any arrangements that give one nation a 
commercial advantage. 


By announcing identical policies at the same time, our 
nations have multiplied the effectiveness of their individual 
actions by a factor of seven. If even more nations will adopt 
these policies, its effectiveness will be that much greater. 


One aspect of this regime that deserves emphasis is 
that it fully permits continued international sharing of the 
benefits of modern technology. The regime embodies a strong 
presumption of denial against the export of space launch 
vehicles. However, it permits the provision of launch services 
and cooperation in tiie development of space satellites. The 
eegime is directed against the spread of large military 
missiles. However, it permits cooperation on tactical missiles 
that are essential to international security arrangements. 


Next, my colleague will discuss how the regime will be 
administered and the implications for the private sector. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. The missile 
technology regime will be administered under the authority of 
two separate acts. First, the Arms Export Control Act, which 
is administered by the Department of State; second, the Export 
Adininistration Act, which is administered by the Department of 
Commerce. 


The Arms Control Export Act is rather broad, and the 
regulations involved in administering that Act already cover 
the missile technology regime, so they require no change. 


The Export Administration Act, under whose authority 
dual-use commodities are licensed for export, is more limited 
in scope. Commodities under Commerce's jurisdiction are 
licensed for national security, foreign policy or nuclear 
non-proliferation reasons. This regime is being administered 
by Commerce under foreign policy controls. 


In order to adopt those foreign policy controls, 
Commerce must make several requirements under our Act. They 
include consulting with specitried committees in the House and 
the Senate. They also include consulting with U.S. industry, 
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providing a written report to Congress, indicating how the 
controls would further U.S. policy, assessing the foreign 
availability of probable goods, and determining the economic 
impact on U.S. industry. I will devote more time in a little 
while to discussing that last impact. 


The Export Administration Act is administered by 
applying applicable guidelines to export license applications 
for proposed exports of commodities on the Commodity Control 
List. This list is made up of goods identified for control, as 
I may have said earlier, for national security, foreign policy 
and nuclear non-proliferation purposes. 


Now, pursuant to its responsibilities, Commerce has 
reviewed the scope of the control on missile-related technology 
and equipment and made the determinations required of it under 
the EAA. 


For the purpose of the report which has been sent to 
the Hill and for this briefing, all determinations required by 
statute and made by the Secretary of Commerce are limited to 
those dual-use items under the jurisdiction of the Commerce 
Department pursuant to the Export Administration Act. 


Commerce will send final export administration 
regulations to the Federal Register in a few weeks. The 
regulations will change some Commerce Departinent criteria for 
granting export licenses for U.S. origin missile-related 
equipment and technology. The regulations will be in effect 
when published. 


Our action follows a recommendation and request by the 
Department of State to establish foreign policy export controls 
on certain types of missile-related equipment and tech data. 


Earlier [ referred to the economic impact on U.S. 
exporters. Based on our review, we have determined that the 
economic impact will not outweigh the foreign policy benefit. 
Now, that's virtually what the statute says. But, more 
precisely, in fact the economic impact on U.S. exporters of 
dual-use commodities should be minimal in our estimate. Said 
still another way, the adoption of the guidelines will have 
little effect on our commercial competitiveness and are not 
aimed at preventing exports for peaceful purposes. 


Now, we based this determination on several factors: 


(1) The focus of the control is limited to only those 
goods and technology that would directly and significantly 
contribute to the development of a missile delivery program. 


(2) The Annex, a copy of which is available to you at 
the table, which forms the basis for controlling transfers, is 
the list of nuclear-capable missile equipment and technology. 
This list encompasses only about 23 of about 200 commodity 














control list items. The 23 CCL entries constitute about 30 
percent of the items in the-Annex. The rest of the Annex items 
are covered by the export controls administered by the 
Department of State's Office of Munitions Control. 


(3) The implementation of the missile regime will not 
require the addition of any new items to the commodity control 
list. All commodities on the Regime Annex are already on our 
list, and a license is already required for them for national 
security purposes. The same is true for the Office of 
Munitions Control. However, under the Export Administration 
Regulations, a small set of technical data, now eligible for 
shipment under a restricted General License, which would 
ordinarily only require a letter of assurance, will now require 
an individual validated license for free world destinations. 
For example, an individual validated license will be required 
for technical data for the development and production of 
specific chemicals used as propellants. 


(4) Now, because the parameters set forth in the 
Missile Annex are narrower than the broad categories of the 
commodity control list, it has been estimated that only a small 
number of items within each of the 23 CCL entries will fall 
within the scope of the Annex. In other words, we will simply 
be applying the Missile Technology Guidelines to a limited set 
of items within the 23 entries. 


A good example of this can be found in Item No. 11 of 
the Annex which lists avionics equipment. These items will not 
be subject to the regime if they are used in manned aircraft. 
Therefore, in the area of aircraft and/or satellites, the 
majority of Commerce-controlled items will be exempt from the 
controls if they are exported as part of a manned aircraft or 
satellite, or for replacement parts for the same things. 


This exemption and others like it mean that there will 
be little or no adverse impact on international sales to 
commercial and/or military aircraft operations. 


The same kind of statement can be made for computers 
and software which will be exempt from the regime unless they 
have certain characteristics listed in the Annex. For example, 
being especially designed for use in missiles or possessing 
certain hardening charicteristics. 


In general, then, our licensing policy will be to 
review on a case-by-case basis those applications for the 23 
dual-use commodity control list entries destined for projects 
of concern. 


Now under the regime licenses for a limited set of 
commodities and tech data will be subject to an additional 
Commerce review with the assistance of the Department of State 
for Foreign policy reasons, such as nuclear proliferation 
concerns, capabilities and objectives of the missile and space 
programs of the recipient states, and so forth. 











Under the Missile Technology Control Regime, we will 
generally deny applications meeting specific criteria: If the 
commodity is covered by the Annex; the commodity is destined to 
a project of concern; the end-use indicates a use that would be 
contrary to the purpose of the control. Now, all other 
appl* cations will be generally approved. 


Now, foreign availability is, of course, a factor, and 
you heave already heard that in the main we have addressed the 
foreign availability aspect of this in that six other nations 
are cooperating with us. You will now hear more from my 
colleague about owr activities to expand the scope and thereby 
further reduce whatever foreign availability there may be. 
Thank you. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Just briefly, before taking any 
questions that you'd like to put to us, I would like to draw 
your attention to paragraph 7 of the Guidelines and the fact 
that it says that all nations of the world are invited to join 
this Missile Technology Control Regime in the interests of 
international peace and security. 


We and our Economic Summit-7 partners have already had 
an opportunity through our normal diplomatic channels to 
approach a very, very large number of countries of this world 
in the last couple of days. We have briefed them on the 
regime, and we have invited them to join it, and we shall be 
continuing this effort in the days and weeks and months ahead. 


The effectiveness of the regime, obviously, will be 
enhanced through the adherence of additional countries. As my 
colleague said, especially if they are suppliers of the 
technology, but I might stress that even if they're not, 
obviously, the political strengths of this regime will be 
greater if they are in it with us. 


I don't want to carry this out any longer before 
opening it up for questions. We would, obviously, be very 
happy at this point to take your questions. If you would 
articulete each one clearly, and then we will decide among 
ourselves which one of us is best placed to answer each one. 


Q has the Soviet Union approached to join? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The Soviet Union has been approached 
in recent days. As we made clear, we turned in the first 
instance to those of our closest allies who in fact are major 
suppliers of this technology. B8ut in recent days we have 
approached, as I said, a great many nations of the world, 
including the Soviet Union. 


Q Why wasn't the Soviet Union approached earlier? 
It seems to be a gaping hole in this whole regime, since they 
are a principal supplier of this sort of things to other parts 
of the world? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: Our nations recognized -- the seven 
nations recognized very early that this was going to be a 
complex endeavor, even among the seven of us. It took almost 
five years -- well over four years -- among ourselves, and we 
reached the decision that it was logical, first of all, among 
the closest of friends and allies to sit down -- and we are, 
after all major suppliers -- to sit down and work out a regime 
which we felt was appropriate, effective and one which could 
be, we thought, quite easily joined by nations like the Soviet 
Union and others. 


Q And was no thought ever given to including manned 
aircraft which probably are the most likely candidates for 
carrying any nuclear weapons? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's a very interesting and good 
question. I'd like to turn that over to my colleague. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Admittedly there is some overlap 
between the range and payload of a manned aircraft, and the 
shorter ranges of the missile systems we are trying to 
control. However, there is no feasible way to introduce 
controls comparable in effectiveness to those of the Missile 
Technology Control Regime into the world aircraft market, which 
has existed for decades, and has annual trade in the tens of 
billions of dollars. Indeed, the Missile Technology Control 
Regime explicitly exempts manned aircraft. 


Finally, we should note that the speed and surprise 
that can be achieved with missiles is far greater than that 
achievable with manned aircraft. 


Q How many projects of concern have you identified, 
and where are they? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We are not here to talk about 
countries. We are here to talk about a regime which is 
designed to achieve certain objectives, namely strengthening of 
international peace and security through limiting the 
proliferation of these nuclear-capable missiles and related 
technology. As you can understand, we are not in a position 
here to describe projects in individual countries or mention 
individual countries by name. 


There are, I think, from Dr. Speier's presentation -- 
conceptually it was clear enough -- the kind of situations in 
the world that we're talking about, the kinds of situations 
that could ultimately result in a catastrophic marriage in the 
future between 2 nuclear-capable missile and a recently 
acquired nuclear weapon in some countries which do not now have 
them. But I would like to appeal to your understanding or 
inability to discuss individual nations. 


Q Okay. But can you give me an idea of how many 
projects there are that are of specific immediate concern -- if 


any? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: I can't give you an exact number, but 
it's more than the fingers on one hand. I can tell you that. 
There are a number in the world. 


Q Would this agreement -- Or I should say agreement 
- would these guidelines, what effect will they have on those 
projects? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, I think you will need to look 
at precisely what the Annex, well, more precisely, the 
guidelines read with the Annex say. There are certain things -- 


Well, let me backtrack slightly There's only one 
absolute prohibition in this whole regime, and that is the 
export of Catecory I production facilities; as you will see 
until further notice will be no exports of Category I 
production facilities. 


As we made clear, there's a strong presumption to deny 
the export of all other Category I items, and you have the list 
of them in front of you. 


I'd like to stress, though, as the statement issued in 
the President's name points out, of which I think you all have 
a copy, that it is the continuing aim of the United States 
Government to encourage international cooperation in the 
peaceful use of modern technology, including in the field of 
space. And there is an area of activity in the field of space 
where we can continue very easily to cooperate, and I might, if 
you think it useful, ask Or.- Speier to articulate the list of 
those areas where we see no difficulty. 


Q I'd like to ask you whether any of the seven 
countries are now currently exporting production facilities 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Absolutely not 


Q I'm confused You started out by saying all the 
items which are outlined in this policy are already under 
controls, and then one of your speakers said that some of the 
technical data is now not controlled but will be controlled 
under this Is this an expansion of controls or is this not an 
expansion of controls? 


FIRST OFFICIAL Let me ask my colleague to precisely 
speak to what is new, as far as the Department of Commerce 
controls are concerned? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: There is a little confusion in the 
use of the words. What [ said is that there are no items -- 
I'm sorry, forget items -- there are no commodities which have 
been added to the Missile Tech Regime Annex, no new 
commodities. All of the commodities on the Annex have been 
controlled for national security purposes, some for as many as 
20 or 30 years. 














cits 


Q So, they're all under the CCL? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: Yes. Every commodity that you see on 
the Annex is already controlled on the CCL. [ did also say 
there is some tech data which now, under our regulations, 
requires only a Letter of Assurance prior to transfer, for 
example, the exporter must request the importer for a Letter of 
Assurance indicating that the tech data will not be 
re-transferred to a controlled destination. 


There are about 12 of those items -- ['m sorry. 
About 12 of those items? 


Yes, about twelve of those items which will now 
require a license, and that's a change and an added requirement 
for export control purposes. 


Q So you have simultaneous common policies. What 
happens if one country, one of these seven, disagrees with a 
specific sale made by another country? Is there any mechanism 
for consultation? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: There is a provision -- I believe 
it's in Para 6 of the Guidelines that you have there -- for an 
exchange of information. We, obviously, will be remaining in 
very close touch with our friends regarding cases. We have, 
obviously. over four years of discussions, very intimate 
discussions with them, arrive at what we feel -- those of us 
who have negotiated this feel -- is a very, very good 
understanding of the kinds of things that will be approved and 
the kinds of things that will be disapproved. And if there is 
@ questionable case, it's always there for discussion. 


But I'd like to stress that as the Missile Tech Regime 
documents make clear, in the final analysis, it is the 
sovereign right of a government to make its own national 
decision. This, as I say, is not an international agreement, 
but there will be discussions of cases. 


Q In four years you must have chosen your words 
rather carefully. Why did you, then, on page 2 of paragraph 3, 
sub-paragraph €, elect to say “the applicability of relevant 
multilateral agreements"? Is this meant to exclude bilateral 
agreements? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'd like to just point out that in 
the Note Verbale, it says that “this will be implemented 
subject to international treaty obligations." They can 
obviously be either bilateral or multilateral. 


Q So that could be broader than just multilateral? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right. 
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Q In the beginning of this -- actually it's not 
the beginning; it's page 3 -- it says “Only the full text of 
the Annex is authoritative." Does that mean there is something 


more authoritative than this general guidelines that you've 
given us? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. Let me explain that. We turned 
out that summary simply for the convenience of the public at 
large, and frankly, for your own convenience. It's a bit 
easier to grasp at a glance the fundamental nature of the 
Annex, and that has no status. All we were trying to say is 
that that has no status. One cannot operate on the basis of 
that summary: one should operate on the basis of the full text 
of the Annex, which you have before you there on the table. 


Q Could you give us some examples of missiles which 
would have been prevented From their being exported in the past 
had this regime been in effect, say, five years ago. For 
example, would the French Exocet be included with the Pershings? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Let me take this in two parts. I'll 
turn to Dr. Speier in a minute on the specific systems that you 
mentioned. But, I'm sorry -- the first part of your question 
again? 


Q Which existing missile systems which have in the 
past been exported, would have been forbidden to have been 
exported had this been in effect? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: This, as reported out on our screen 
at the outset, certainly in the United States, and I think to a 
large extert in the other countries, there's been a 
longstanding policy to not approve exports of this nature. And 
[I believe we mentioned the interim implementation of this 
Regime since 1985. So it's certainly been a longstanding 
policy of all of us, certainly of our country ~-- and all of us 
since early 1985 -- to simply not export these missiles. So 
nothing magic -- 


I guess the point I'm trying to make is that nothing 
is magically different today from yesterday. This has been an 
interim implementation for some time. 


Q Would that apply to all countries or just the 
United States? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: In all the countries, it's been 
interim implementation since March of ‘85. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: You mentioned two missile systems, 
Exocet and Pershing. 


Q Yes. 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: The Exocet Missile is below the 
threshold of the regime. It does not carry a 500 kilogram 
payload to a distance of 300 kilometers -- it's much less. The 
Pershing Missile is maintained under U.S. control and is not a 
true export. 


Are there any internationally traded weaponry 
like the Exocet that does, in fact, go over the top of this, 
that will no longer be sold or hasn't been sold since ‘85? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: We believe there is little or no 
international commerce that exceeds the threshold. That's one 
of the reasons we chose the line where we did. There is a 
large amount of commerce in lower-range or lower-payload 
missiles, but this is a good place to set the limit. 


Can you address, while we're on the subject of 
individual missiles, the French sale several years ago of 
Jericho technology to Israel, the United States sale of Nike 
Hercules technology to South Korea, and the Soviet Union's sale 
of SCUD missiles to several countries? How would each of those 
be treated under this regime? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Will you take it? 
SECOND OFFICIAL: Yes. 


I should note that the reported sales that you've 
referred to all pre-dated this Regime by a great amount. You 
can do your own research and decide whether they would exceed 
the parameters that I described. 


The Soviet Union, of course, is not yet an adherent to 
this regime, and we hope that they and every other country will 
be. 


Q Did the Soviet Union give any indication of their 
attitude toward this initiative? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I'll turn that over to First 
Official. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Wr have met with the Soviet Union in 
several ways in recent day. and at quite senior levels. We 
have described the Regime to them in a reasonable degree of 
detail; we will describe it to them in greater detail, as we 
will to other countries of the world in the days and weeks 
ahead. 


Obviously, I cannot comment on the confidential 
discussions which have taken place between us at this point 
except to say that it is obviously very early in the game. We 
told them about it only a couple of days ago, and they very 
politely, very thoroughly took note of it, and will be 
considering it. 
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Q Did Mr. Shultz discuss this in Moscow? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I believe he did, yes. 
I believe he did. 


Q Looking at the list of maybe five or six nations 
that are close to, or perhaps have attained the ability to make 
nuclear weapons, whether or not they have done so -- say 
there's about a half-a-dozen of those or so -- would any of 
those nations, and I realize you don't want to get into 
individual nations - 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Uh—huh. 


Q - but it would just seem that all those nations 
would certainly have the technological base, knowledge, etc. to 
be able to build systems of this kind. Is that not true, or -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: And the question is exactly what? 


Q The question -- [I would like to know, isn't it 
true that any nation that has anywhere near the ability to make 
a nuclear weapon could also make a system of the kind that you 
are trying to (inaudible) -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Without mentioning specific 
countries, of course, let me ask my colleague to address that. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: A missile of this size and 
capability is a very complicated machine. It consists of tens 
of thousands of pieces, perhaps hundreds of thousands that need 
to work right the first time under very difficult 
circumstances. [t's not easy to acquire the industrial base to 
produce these items. It almost always requires a great deal of 
external assistance. This is where our Regime comes in. 


If external assistance can be subject to restraint, it 
will be much more difficult to produce these systems. And as [ 
mentioned before, we do believe that even with our interim 
implementation of these controls, the export limitations have 
begun to bite. 


You can imagine the five or six countries I would 
be thinking about -- and ['m not purely talking about a system 
that would be an accurate ICBM or something, but just something 
to lob something into another country -- [I don't have the 
technology for expertise, but it would just seem that they 
could certainly do this. Are you just saying that isn't true? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It's very difficult to make a 
reliable missile of this capability, much less an accurate one. 


Q Somewhat of a follow-up on that, are you saying, 
then, that it's almost easier to make the nuclear device itself 
than the missile than the missile to deliver it? 














SECOND OFFICIAL: In many ways, yes. It is not an 
easy yes or no question. But, of course, we acquired the 
nuclear weapon before we acquired the missile -~ many, many 
years before. 


a) Have you contacted China on this, Communist China? 
SECOND OFFICIAL: ['ll turn that over to my colleague. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: As I said before, we have contacted 
really a very great many countries of the world, almost all of 
them, in fact, and we're going to be contacting the rest of 
them. China was certainly one of them. 


Q And what was the response? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: There, again, [ wouldn't obviously, 
be free to comment on the content of that confidential 
discussion except to say essentially what [I did in the case of 
the Soviets, that it was very early; it was an initial 
presentation to them, and they took note of it with great 
courtesy, and they will be in touch with us, and we with them. 


This may have been subsumed in an earlier 
question, but I take it this is a sort of self-policing 
agreement. There's no external agency? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right. There will be no 
international bureaucracy created. The institutions for the 
implementation of this Regime will be the institutions that 
already exist in each of each of the individual countries. 


Q Do you expect this Regime to noticeably slow the 
development of this class of missile by countries who are now 
on the verge of conducting space launches, say, in the next 
five or ten years? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The general answer is yes. I'd like 
to ask my colleague to elaborate on it. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It's very much a function of some 
variables that haven't been completely defined at this point. 
The more suppliers that adhere to the Regime, the more 
difficult it will be to get this technology. [ fully concur 
that the short answer is yes, and the “how much?" has yet to be 
fully answered. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:44 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, APRIL 16, 1987, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have two announcements. 


On April 22, the Secretary of State will host a 
luncheon in the Benjamin Franklin Room for approximately 75 
members and guests of the American Academy of Diplomacy. 


Former U.S. Ambassador to the Philippines, Stephen 
Bosworth, will receive the Academy's inaugural distinguished 
diplomatic achievement award for extraordinary performance by 
an American diplomat in a time of stress and danger. The 
Secretary will make ON-THE-RECORD remarks followed by questions 
and answers at 12:15. Prior to his remarks, Ambassador 
Linowitz, Chairman of the Academy, and Senator Claiborne Pell, 
Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Conmittee, will 
present the award to Ambassador Bosworth. 


The luncheon is open to pool coverage. for further 
information, call Mrs. Nancy Gordon of the Academy at 338-3506, 
or the Public Affairs Coordinator, Ilmar Heinaru at 647-1710. 

Q Question, Phyllis? 

p Yes. 


Q I may have misheard. I thought you said former 
Ambassador Bosworth? 


a) I believe he's left his post. 
Q He has. Has he been replaced? 
i) Not yet. 


Q When did he leave the post? 
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A I think he's just left within the last week or 
so, but he's been on several TV appearances. 


Q Can you give us a synopsis of the citation for 
service in time of extraordinary danger? 


a No, [I don't have that. You'd have to contact the 
Academy for that. 


This morning, the White House announced a new policy 
to limit the proliferation of missiles capable of delivering 
nuclear weapons. The White House pointed out that the U.S. 
Government is adopting this policy today in common with the 
governments of Canada, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, 
Italy, Japan and the United Kingdom. Our nations have long 
been deeply concerned over the dangers of nuclear proliferation. 


Acting on this concern, our seven governments have 
formulated guidelines to control the transfer of equipment and 
technology that could contribute to nuclear capable missiles. 
This initiative was completed only recently following several 
years of diplomatic discussions among our governments. 


Copies of both the guidelines and its annex are 
available to you in the Press Office. And at 2:00 p.m. this 
afternoon a BACKGROUND briefing will be held in this room to 
describe the missile technology control regime in detail and to 
answer your questions. 


Q Just a technical question. Is that literally 
true, that the White House has announced it? [ haven't seen it. 


4 It has just happened. They have just put it out 
within the last few minutes. [t's three hours earlier, so it 
gets a little complicated. 

Q It's a BACKGROUNDER at 2:00? 

a Yes. 

Q Who's giving it? 

a It will be an interagency team. 


Now, ['ll be happy to answer other questions. 


Q The Libyans celebrated the first anniversary of 
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the U.S. bombing, and some 200 Americans were reported to have 
been present. 


Do you know anything about it? Does the State 
Department intend to do anything about it? 


A There have been reports of a number of Americans 
who are in Libya and who may be in violation of the sanctions 
imposed by the U.S. Government. 


Let me review those briefly for you. “Since 981, it 
has been against the law to use a U.S. passport to travel to, 
through or in Libya without specific validation of a passport 
for travel to Libya. 


When the USG imposed a ban on economic trancactions 
with Libya on Januar’: 7, 1986, it included any transaction 
relating to travel by any U.S. citizen or per anent 
resident-alien to Libya or to activities by any U.S. citizen or 
permanent resident-alien within Libya. Hence, the use of an 
American passport, or purchase of items incident to travel to 
or inside Libya, is an offense punishable by law. Any person 


who uses an American passport for such travel could be subject 
to imprisonment of up to five years and/or a fine of up to 
$2,000. Unauthorized expenditure of funds relating to travel 
to Libya is punishable by imprisonment of up to ten years and a 
Fine of $50,000. 


Let me also point out that, as you know, we don't have 
an Embassy there. [t's been closed since 1980. Although the 
Belgian Embassy protects U.S. interests, it can provide only 
limited assistance. U.S. persons who are in Libya in defiance 
of our laws should depart. 


Q And what about those people who are there? Does 
the U.S. Government have any intention to do anything about it? 


a The prosecution rests with the Department of 
Justice, and we don't comment on specific cases. But, 
certainly, we intend to comply with U.S. law. 


Q But in the past, didn't you, for example, punish 
Louis Faraakhan when he visited Libya? 


A I would refer you to the Department of Justice on 
those questions. 


Aren't there some Americans married to Libyans 
who would not be affected by this? 
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A Yes, that's true. Most U.S. citizens -- persons 
-- complied fully with the January 1986 economic sanctions 
calling for their departure from Libya. A small number of 
Americans who were immediate family members of Libyan nationals 
remain in Libya and have been granted licenses by the Treasury 
Department to carry out activities normal to their daily 
livelihood there. [I think that would cover those people that 
you mentioned. 


Q You said, “we intend to comply with the U.S. 
law." But you cannot say if action is going to be taken to 
oblige them to comply with U.S. law. I'm confused. 


A The U.S. law and the regulations are carefully 
drawn. And let me just say again that we will press to ensure 
that the laws are enforced. [ can't tell you how specifically 
that's going to be done. 
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Q Has anyone been prosecuted under that? 

S Not -— I don't have anything on that, whether 
they have been or not. 

Q Isn't there an analogous situation in Lebanon? 

A Yes. That's correct. But on there, it's simply 


that the use of the U.S. passport is illegal, and I don't think 
that there are the regulations on Financial transactions. 


Q There are some Americans left there too. 


a) Yes. As [I understand it, there are. Many of 
these people are dual nationals. 


Q On the situation in Moscow, would you tell us 
about the pollution by the KGB of the Embassy water system with 
raw sewage, and what the tmbassy staff are doing for drinking 
water? 


. 4 I'm sorry. I just don't have anything on that 
question. 
Q Do you -- 
a Excuse me. Let me take another from here. 
Q No, no. He has a follow-up. 
fs) Yes. Follow-up? 


Q Well, yes. On the general subject of 
harassment. You have acknowledged that microwave bombardment 
against the Embassy continues. What was the level of the 
KGB-induced microwave bombardment directed at places the 
Secretary himself was in Moscow, either in his Winnebago or in 
his sleeping quarters? 


os I'm sorry. J just don't have the details on that 
question. 


Q Do you have the general opinion of our experts 
whether the level exceeded those levels that caused, allegedly, 
cancer for Ambassador Thompson, Ambassador Boland, Ambassador 
Stoessel and a whole series of other personnel with the State 
Department that served two or more tours in Moscow? Did it 
exceed that level? 
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I don't have any answers to that question. 
Could you inquire? 


a I will stick by the statement that we gave -- the 
latest one we gave on the low levels of radiation I'll stick 
by the record 


you never said what those levels were 


T 


I didn't 


Q Are you prepared to ask what the levels were in 
response to this question? 


A I'm not prepared to do that 


Q Phyllis, the National Bureau of Standards is 
releasing a report today, and it was in the wires yesterday, I 
guess, on the physical construction of the new Embassy, and 
they have found it to be substandard in a number of ways, and I 
was just wondering whether you have a comment on that And we 
are supervising the construction, so I wonder how such a thing 
could happen 


f Let me give you our views on the National Bureau 
of Standards report. We are pleased that the National Bureau 
of Standards report confirms that the new office building in 
Moscow is structurally sound, with defects which are easily 
correctible The recommendations of the National Bureau of 
Standards in terms of completion of this building involved two 
general areas of concern 


First of all, workmanship flaws and incomplete work by 
the Soviet contractor. Ihe Soviets were placed on notice that 
this work was unacceptable and had to be corrected Due to 
evidence of additional defects, further Soviet work was stopped 
and Soviet laborers were expelled from the Chancery in August 
1985. The cost of correction is being included in our claim 
against the Soviet contractor 


Second of all, modest structural work to provide 
additional resistance to extraordinary loading conditions 
beyond those which are normally considered by U.S. building 
codes The Department will carefully review these 
recommendations for implementation 
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I would also note that there are sufficient funds 
remaining in the Moscow office building account -- project 
account to accomplish the work recommended by the National 
Bureau of Standards They estimated that the Washington, DC., 
cost for this work to be roughly $1.5 million Our preliminary 
estimate of Moscow cost is that it would be double what the 
Washington, D.C., cost is 


Q You say there's a claim against 
contractor 


state? 


- l am not wei. enough n Soviet 
understand how that works, and how s that 
think we've covered that, that there are claims 
been submitted to arbitration, and I'< er you to 
on that 


Q Well, since it is a Cx 
major users of capital under the 


state enterprises? 


Again, let me repeat 


law to give you an answer 
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Q Who will have the jurisdiction of the case, a 
Soviet court? 


= Well. I would refer you to Soviet Embassy on that 
question 


Q Why should you refer me to the Soviet Embassy 
when it's a question of a contract in which the U.S. Government 
has participated, and you are ‘the US. Department of State 
Spokesman? Shouldn't you be able to tell us, or inquire of the 
Legal Adviser what court has jurisdiction? 


a) Well, ['ll see if [I can get a report -- 
+ Thank you 
- but it is a Soviet problem in their legal 


system because the work was done there 


Q What would be the point of doing this repair work 
if, as it appears possible, the building itself is going to be 
torn down?’ 


A Well, I think you're jumping ¢ a conclusion 
What we have said is that Mr. Schlesinger is looking at all of 
these reports, and then he will make his final recommendations 
to the Secretary And certainly, when we announced his 
appointment, we said that all these studies that were already 
in progress or had been done would factor into his 
recommendations, and I'm sure the recommendations of the 
National Bureau of Standards will be important to him as he 
concludes, from all the evidence, what ought to be done about 
the Embassy 


Q Phyllis, there was a photograph released 
yesterday which undoubtedly you have seen either in the 
newspapers or on television, which shows various reportedly 
Soviet women, plus a Marine, plus another gentleman in a 
tuxedo, who Sergeant Lonetree's attorneys claim is a US 
diplomat 


Can you identify who these people were, including the 
U.S. diplomat in the photo, and also tell us the circumstances 
of this social occasion of this picture?’ 


” [I don't have those details here [ saw the 
photo Let me see if we are going to be able to identify who 
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those people were But let me just point out, as we have 
before, that the investigations are continuing on the Marines, 
and we have to tread a very careful line of not infringing upon 
that investigation 


Q I understand that, But this is a -- 

a This is a photo 

Q -- eye-witness 

a All right et me see what I can find out 
Q % you have any comment on reports that the 


investigations are ina bit of disarray? 


A We have seen those press reports, but let me 
point out that there is certainly wide inter-agency interest in 
what happened in Moscow and in working out the details of 
responsibility and also of making recommendations for 
correction 


Certainly, though, the State Department doesn't 
believe that there is any conflict between the various 
agencies We think that cooperation is good. and that we're 
proceeding in a proper fashion to deal with all of these 


Let me say also that although we're not able to 
cowment on the current investigation, we would note that the 
Naval Investigative Service under the Department of the Navy 
and the Department of Defense is the lead federal agency in 
conducting the criminal investigation of the Marines charged in 
the Moscow espionage case Ihe Department of State is 
assisting the NIS in this investigation certainly to the best 
of our ability 


Q I need a little help in understanding what the 
position of the State Department is -- and I ask it especially 
of you today because I understand you're close to some real 
expertise on how to deal with terrorists in the world We've 
seen indications of spying. bugging of the building, micro-wave 
bombardment, poisoning of the water, all of this stuff 


Now, the question is -- and what I need some help with 
-- isn't the Department of State or the Secretary of State 
somewhat concerned over a certain whiff of Munich or Neville 
Chamberlain, to go to Moscow under these circumstances and 
negotiate treaties that, obviously, have world-shaking 
importance? 
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= Let me refer you to the Secretary's press 
conference here when he talked about this problem, and 
certainly I think he made his views clearly known on why he was 
going to Moscow, and I have nothing further to add to his words. 


Q I don't believe, though, that he made it clear 
why it wasn't equally suitable to have these same talks in some 
other locus, some other environment? 


2) Well, again, let me refer you to his words on 
that 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements by the 
Turkish Ambassador yesterday saying that the United States 
Government has not lived up to its commitments in that side 
letter signed last month by the Secretary? 


A I don't have anything further to what we said 
yesterday. I[ think it's on the public record that the Turkish 
Ambassador is due to see Under Secretary Armacost this 
afternoon. Perhaps we'll be able to give you a readout later 
on their meeting. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MR. FITZWATER: The President met with the Secretary of 
State and the Chief of Staff and his Netional Security Aévisor for 
approximately an hour and fifteen minutes. You hearé their comments 
Outside the Ranch House. There say have been a sentence or two not 
on the PA, and your pool will report thet. 


The Secretary will heave a brief opening statement. The 
grouné rules are on-the-record, for souné and camere. 


Secretary Shults. 


SECRETARY SHULT2: I've just head @ very good visit with 
the President, giving him @ report on ay conversations in Moscow and 
on the reactions of our allies stemming from our seeting in Srusseis. 


I was gleé to be able tc make @ very positive report, and 
of course the President was full of questions and we hed a good 
thorough discussion of what toon place. 


Let me try to put in into some broader perspective. Siz 
yeers ago the President determined that through strength and 
readiness for responsible and creative progress we could bring sbout 
an opportunity for a more stable, sefe and open world. We've come 
far along that roeé in area efter area, and I think the developments 
that we've seen in this pest weer give fresh hope that we say be 
getting closer in our relations with the Soviet Onion to thet sefer, 
better future. 


America's aim is for «@ world where human rights ere nct 
only cherisned, Dut protected, where aggression such as we see in 
Afghanisten has ended, and in which humanity can emerge from under 
the shadow of nuclear wer. 


In Moscow this weex our iceas ene our resolve on ass 
these issues were set forth with es suce cierity and firaness and I 
coulé suster, and with @ benefit of @ very thorough preperetory 
process over which the President presided. 


I wes edle to spend many hours with Generel Secretary 
Gorbechev, with Premier Ryshkov and of course a number of seetings 
with the Poreign Minister, Mr. Sheverdneése. And the iseves we 
covered went across the full range of things that you would expect to 
telk about. 


thet, while there, I met with members of the 
Givided families seeking reunion in America, attended a Passover 
Seder with Soviet Jews seeking to emigrate to the West. I set with 
Soviet writers and heard about their aspirations and I sust say their 
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joy at Being able to publish the things thet they had written. It 
was really an interesting time for @e to mest with them. I went to a 
Mass in e emall Ruesien Orthodox church in the village where { also 
had the opportunity to put se flower on the grave of Mr. Pasternar. 


In @ll these meetings I think I felt I could pay « 
tribute to the Soviet people and the hopes for the future thet they 
shere with us. 


On the cruciel issves of arms reduction, our reediness 
for new ideas have opened up new vistas for progress in the lest year 
Or sc. The Reykjavik meeting between the President and General 
Secretery Gorbachev was a dramatic one in thet it set some important 
new positions up on the table end agreed in « general way between the 
two sides. 80 we've been trying to follow up on Reykjavik and 
consolidate and take advantage of the ground that wes gained there. 





In the meetings thet I had in Moscow we discussed the 
subject of strategic erms -- made a little progress, but not such. 
We discussed the space area. Again, it was useful. But I think it 
can fairly be said that on the subject of intermediate-range nuclear 
weapons, we can now see clear signs of progress as gaps have Geen 
narrowed, end the possibility of an agreement for significant 
reductions in nuclear ares is in view. 


We hed some interesting developments in the area of 
nuclear testing, and perhaps we will find our way to improvements in 
verification procedures there. And we also probably will be able to 
work out an arrangement whereby Soviets visit our chemical weapons 
destruction facilities ané our experts do likewise with theirs. 


60 overall it wes a trip with a wide range of contecte -- 
@ great vaciety. It was an interesting experience to be interviewed 
on Soviet television for «a half an hour. 


This morning I hed the opportunity to epend time with our 
@llies in Brussels, and they were uniform in welcoming the results of 
the Moscow trip, end in welcoming the approach we took as Mr. 
Gorbachev tabled, during my meeting with him, @ new proposal on 
short-cange INF missiles which was further developed as a result of 
our discussions in the meeting with Sheverdénadse. 


Bo it now stands as @ Soviet offer to eliminate globdelly 
thie class of weapons within one year of the time an INF agreement is 
signed. But et any rate, we discussed that and loosed at various 

’ possible alternatives and options, and I believe our sllies felt very 
t interested in the proposals ané very positive about the approach of 
consulting carefully with them, both before the meetings in Moscow 
and immediately afterwards. And of course we will be doing thet 
consultation intensively and I's sure we'll be prepared to give our 
4 reeponse -- the President will -- very shortly. 


Q Mc. Secretary, considering -- 


SECRETARY GHULTIZ: Weit « minute now. I don't know ell 
you people and I tnow the tredition is wires first, so who are the 
Wii eet * 7 _ 


Q If there ere recriginations -- 
SECRETARY SHULTE: Who are the wires? You? 


Q Considering recriminations between the two sides in 
edvance of the seeting over the issue of espi @, it seemed not to 
neve hindered the talke in any way. Whet kind @ statement is that 
with =: of the ebility of the Gnited Stetes and yourself 
personally to deel with oe counterparts in en etmosphere in which 


there ie this high tension 
SECRETARY SHULT2: Well, it's a good statement. It shows 
MORB 
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thet we can tack nh issue head-on, end we did in my meetings 
with mr. Thovnednatee cal in sy meeting with General Secretary 
Gorbachev, and at the same time, not have it destroy any chance of 
Boving forward on things that ere in Our interest to move forward on. 
I think it's e mark of saturity, and while the incident was entirely 
different, it hes ite comperebility to the way the President handled 
the question of arms control @8 we were expressing our outrage at the 
shoot-down of the Korean airliner. And contrary to the way sany 
typically reacted, the President was relentless in his Grive to bring 
them to account on the Korean airliner. But, at the height of thet 
time, he called in our erms negotiators and, with a considerable 
fanfare, sent them back to Geneva to see if we could find an areas 
control agreement that was in our interest. 


Wow I think thet is maturity. It's immaturity to say 
every time something happens that you don't like, you throw up your 
hands ané say nothing can be done. 


So I think the President handleé it very well. 
Now where is the other wire? 


Q Right over here. Is it your understanding, sir, of 
the Soviet position that what Mr. Gorbachev wants to do is put «a 
Gefinite linkage between zero on medium-range and sero on 
short-range, and also did you find the Soviete any more flexible in 
their previous position that the U.S. ligit on short-range systems in 
Burope be sero? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Let me remind you of the history of 
this negotiation. It goes Deck to 1981, and in the U.S. approach and 
in the concept of this negotiation there has from the beginning been 
the so-called SRINP sissiles as well as the long-range INP sisesiles. 
They've always been there on the table. And we have always insisted 
that in some manner they ere going to have to be dealt with. 680 it's 
not @ new subject. It has come into prominence in the last few weeks 
because people have seen thet the long-range subject is being 
settled, that the very difficult verification issues seem to be 
moving well, and go this is the remaining area. And suddenly peopie 
ere starting -- what is it? And there is a lot of sisinformation 
around. 


But basically, as we see it, there are two weapons 
Systems thet fall in a certein range -- roughly $00 to 1,000 
kilometers, although we define them by the weapon systems -~- the 
$S-12 and the 88-23. Those are the ones that we're talking about. 
And we've always hed our eye on the necessity to come to grips with 
those. And that is happening, and I'm very gled it's happening. And 
T's sure that in one way or another, we're going to find our way to 
qgoos results. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the President seemed to be endorsing 
it when -- the last comment that was related to us by the pool was 
“hat he saié thet this is the direction in ~hic® *- ~-*** ee =* Is 
he. the conclusion of thie government, that this is the sights 
—_— Tt would be too politically risky for one thing to reject 

t. 


SECRETARY SHULTS: It ie the right direction to get 
control of these systems and lisit them. Sow, whether or not the 
right limit is sero or some finite number -- and how to baergein that 
Out with the Soviet Union is the question and we're consulting with 
our allies ebout thet. And we're thinking about it ourselves. 


There is @¢ new proposal put on the table and I think it 
is the cight thing to do since, in effect, we're talking ebout 
people's security. Ané we're talking about the security of our 
friends in Burope eané ourselves and Canada -- 

Q But, Mr. Secretary -- 


MORE ’ 

















SECRETAPY SHULT2: -- to think it over carefully and 
consult with them. And that's whet we're Going. And we haven't -~ 
the President hasn't made @ Gecision about it as yet. 


Q But is there some concern by the Suropeane that 
tectical weapons would then get swept into this net? And if there is 
sero SRINF that the battlefield weapons would then also be -- 


SECRETARY SHCLTZ: The weapons systems below the range of 
the systems we're talking ebout are not on the table. They're not « 
part of this negotiation. The so-called INF negotiation deals with « 
finite group of weapon systems and that doesn't include the class of 
weapons that you're talking about. 


Q Wr. Secretary, didn't you find the allies concerned 
about the position of which the General Secretary's offer pleces the 
alliance? And secondly, what did the President sean when he said 
thet he would consult personally with the leaders of the Alliance? 


SECRETARY SHULT2: Well, the President consults 
personally « great Geal, to some extent as people are here, and then 
the cable traffic is very heavy and cccasional phone crlle. And I 
Gon't know precisely whet he will Go. But he has « grect rapport 
with these leaders, he knows them a1] well, hes met with tuem sany 
times -- in various ways we will consult. 


There will be ea high level group meeting next week. 
There will be en SCG meeting the following week and all of these are 
Gone at the technically very proficient level. And I expect that we 
will -- the Alliance will have a conclusion here very soon. 


If we are placed in a box, it's @ wonderful Boz to be in. 
Tt's the box we've been trying to get into. That is, we heve deen 
working from day one to bring sbout radical reductions in these 
weapons systems. 


So that doesn't sean that anything goes. But it seans 
that the ides of reductions that the President campaigned for, ee far 
beck es when he wae Governor of California, and which was presented 
by his proposals in 1961 and 19862, he's getting somewhere. 


And the allies aren't diecomforted? Didn't you find 
any concern? 


SECRETARY GHULTZ: Anytime that you find the situation 
changing, people like to think it over carefully. Ané so you think 
it over because you want to check this out, and check that out, end 
check something elee out. Ané there are variations in the way people 
look et things, built largely on their geographic location. Ané so, 
ee with so sany other areas, we want to work it through carefully. 
Ané we'll go thet. And that is wheat sakes the Alliance strong -- our 
=. to a thet. 


» 7 S Set. me. Secretary -- 


GBCRETARY SHULTE: -- to the beck. Sow I'll go to the 
beck. 


Mr. Secretary, given thie chenge in sood in Moscow 
oie. reed te over the last weet, what do you think has caused this 
that hee pro@uceé thie new environment that you -- as you have 

in Moscow? What's behind the Russians change of attitude? 


SECRETARY SHULTS: I could speculate, but I don't think 
thet thie is the right sogent to (o thet. Sut I do obeerve that in 
the process of so-called glesnost -- of speness -- and in the 
restructuring, thet it's clear, @ lot is Being said, and there is 
follow-on ection. Just how far it will » ané how lasting it will 
turn out to be, obviously, we have to wait and see. But there's no 
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question about the fact that somethings are happening. and it very 
interesting. 


Now as far as arme control is concerned, it has been 
certainly dramatically illustrated at Reykjavik, that the idea saking 
reductions, which has been an idee that the President has advocated 
ell along in hie Presidency, has really come into its own. And now 
we have to get it pinned down, and have it take place in a way that 
will ensure our security ané enhance the stability of the situation. 
Ané that's what we're doing. And why the Boviets are doing this? 1 
Gon't Know. They say they're doing it because they want a less 
threatening, and less nuclear world. And maybe you should take thea 
at fece value. 


Q Mr. Secretary, with regaré to the tactical weapons, 
you say they are not on the table? Ie it not, in fect, part of Mr. 
Gorbachev's proposel, as he has made public, to deal with tactical 
weapons? And how and where will that be done? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The INF negotiation deals with certain 
classes of weapon systems. So when we're talking about the INP 
negotiation, we're talking about those and not a lot of other things. 
Now es far as other negotiations are concerned, of course, we in the 
Alliance are concerned about the predominant strength, the 
asymmetrical strength of the Goviet Union in conventional weapons. 

It was interesting to me -- I don't know whether you reed General 
Secretary Gorbachev's speech in Prague. It was a very interesting 
speech and he referred to the asymmetry. That's about an early-on 
time for him to do that. 6&0 we do have a negotiation going on right 
now to set a mandate for talks on conventional weapons -- not nuclear 
-- conventional forces, with the concept of the Atlantic to the 
Urals. That's a broader concept than we have been using in the 
Vienna talks that have been going on for some time. 


But the shorter-rcange nuclear forces are not included in 
that concept. Now, Mr. Gorbachev may be advocating that, dut the 
Alliance nas a ficm dedication to a oe, | of flexible response. And 
in order to have the ability to respond flexibly to any eggression 
thet we may find ourselves in from the Warsaw Pact forces of the 
Soviet Union we have to have the different forces to be flexible 
with, and we will keep thes. 


Q So tactical weapons are not on any table? 
SECRETARY SHULTi: No. 


Q Did he not inject that into the issue in this letest 
propoeal? > 


SECRETARY SHULT2Z: He hae made a -- lots of different 
proposals. And so what we're doing is pursuing thie in an orderly 
way. We have three sets of negotiations goine on in Geneva; we've 
made some headway in ell of them, « lot of headway in the IMP. I 
shins swe «= & ceié, there 4€ @ reasonable prospect thet. ‘+ ~i!! he 
possible to complete that agreement. 


Wow, there will be some new, probably some new 
conventionel erms talks stert. And then there are things going on in 
various other areas, es I've detailed here. 


Q Mt. Secretary, is there something that the United 
States can Go to essure the allies thet there will not be an 
wneetisfectory balence, either through the protection provided by air 
, ané subserine-leunched sissiles or anything else that provides an 
umbrella should this Soviet proposel be sccepted? 


GBCRETARY GHULTE: I think the aseurance comes from the 
fact that we're there, from the fact that we have troops there, from 
the fect that we behave like an ally -- thet is we consult with thea, 
their views count, our views count, it's « joint enterprise, we shere 




















the same velues, and so we have the same security concerns. That's 
what gives -- that process gives cohesion. And, of course, we 
Struggle to improve our military capabilities, but MATO is & 
formideble force and that's what keeps the peace. 


Q But, Mr. Secretary, have the allies indicated in any 
way that there are any Circumstances under which they could agree to 
sero limits, 88 Opposed to what happened in the last U.8. offer to 
build up to at least some level of sissiles on our side? 


SECRET/.AY SHULTS: You people are all instent 
decision-makers. 


Q Instant questioners. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We like to think it over carefully, 
particularly when we're talking adout your security and ay security. 
Ané so we have an important new proposal. We just got it yesterday. 


Q But sero -- 


SECRETARY SHCLTZ: And we are discussing it carefully and 
people will think about it carefully ané we'll make «a decision. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is the right way to go about it. 


Q Doesn't flexible response require Building up rather 
than everyone going down to sero? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have hed successfully in place the 
doctrine of flexible cesponse that hes kept the peace for quite «a 
number of years, long before we were furce¢ to deploy our INP weapons 
in response to the Soviet system's. Wow ‘t looks as though the 
effort that we've been making to get thoew sy«*ems out may succeed. 
So we'll still have those systems that gave us tro ability to have « 
policy of flexible response and implement ic. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the President said that he wanted to 
consult personally with the ellies so, yy § that time would be 
included in the thinking-over period. when Go you think there 
will be a cesponse? Is this something now that is postponed, for 
instence, until after the Venice summit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, no. We'll have @ responre long 
before then. But I don't want to put @ time down on it because, as I 
told you, we have these two important seetings, we have the permanent 
council in Brussels that's there all the time, and there are 
innumerable contacts going on conetantly -- foreign sinisters, 
among defense ministers and, most important of all, between the heads 
of stete. And this process has worked well. We have a lot of 
experience with it. There was an immense consultative process as we 
went throveh the 1981 neriod and ar people know each other well »~ 
ana ‘tt wil) ne Anne properly 


Q Mc. Secretary -- 


AR. PITSMATER: Let's take a couple sore questions. 
Gerry in the beck and then Peter. 


Q Were you surprised to get thie offer from the Soviet 
Union? 


SECRETARY SEULTS: They had kind of signaled in advance 
that something like thie would come forward in statements of one kind 
Or another, and then the General Secretary sade some comments 
somewhat a1 these lines in his Prague speech. They hed it 
Structured differently and it evolved a little bit during ay 
Giscussions in Moscow. But we had an idea that something like this 
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sight come forward. 


But they have a practice of floating ideas around. They 
have somebody whisper to @ journalist who writes an inside dope story 
and then you're supposed to -- (laughter) -- then you're supposed to 
react to it. And we take the view that that's all interesting, but 
the only thing that counts is what they put on the table in Geneve or 
whet they put on the table in an official meeting such as my meeting. 
Then we pay attention to it, 


Nevertheless, we listen to all this chafe and it's 
useful. (Laughter.) 


Q flow optimistic are you about e summit? 
SECRETARY GHULTZ: Gay that it again. I couldn't hear. 
Q How optimistic are you about « summit this year? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't believe in words like 
optimism and pessimism. I'm more a believer in operational things. 
And the operational facts are these: 


Both the President and the General Secretary have seid 
that @ summit should have some real content to it, work to be done, 
and it should be carefully prepared so that it hes the saxzisum chance 
to be a worthwhile and successful meeting. And they both seid that 
under those circumstances, a meeting would be useful. 


Now, what is taking place? What is taking place is that 
we ate seeing some things that we've been struggling on with the 
Soviet Union come together @ little bit. And ma; >de they will jell, 
and if they do, then probably an operational proposition that's 
laying the ground work for a worthwhile meeting. 


I don't know whether the word optimism, or pessimism, or 
what applies to that, Dut as -- in sy role, what I try to do is help 
this process along and try to do, under the President's direction, 
all the thinge that I can to help move this relationship so thet it 
decomes a more predictable, & more constructive, @ less threatening 
situation in the world. That's what we want to have and, in doing 
sO, we must represent, not only in what we say but what we do, the 
values that characterise our society. And that ie why I wae so 
pleased to have the opportunities for meeting with diverse groups 
when I was in Moscow. 


Q Me. Secretery, you've told us about your visite with 
humen rights ectiviste and so forth, but there's been little 
elaboration om potential progress in that area derived from your 
talks. Are we going to see any progress on emigration, divided 
families, and those issues? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think you see progress as a 
result of # particular talk. tt's @ process. And it's important to 
K@G@P WOrinainmy ec it. There are various measures Of progress, There 
hav. Lees geny political prisoners released, but there are still many 
more in jail. Smigrcation figures have increased. The sonthly level 
is now cunning up eround -- getting up toward $00. It's not anywhere 
near oe @uch a8 it once wes; it's a lot more than it has been 
recently. 


Dr. Sakharov is now in Moscow, not in Gorky, although he 
was beck in Gorky on a visit, es it turned out, when I wae there. I 
was Gisappointed I couldn't see his. And so on. So there are 
various others, 


They geve me « list of cases as I left that they seid, 
here ie @ list of cases that have been resolved. Ané we're reviewing 
thet list to see just what is rew in it and we want to do that very 
carefully because people's hope ride on these things and you beve to 














be very cereful in how you handle this humanity. 


So there are -- there is progress, but there is also a 
huge amount left to be done. That's a descriptive statement. 


MAR. PITZWATER: Thank you very such. 

. Mr. Secretary, when you were talking ebout -- 
Q When do you see Shevardnadse again? 

i:R. PITZWATER: How tired are you? (Laughter.) 


What did you mean when you were talking about 
immaturity? 


Q When do you see Shevardnadze again? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm all through. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 6:20 P.M. POT 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon I have one announcement 


In regard to the situation in argentina where some 
members of the military are defying an order to appear in 
court, I would like to make note of the United States 
Government's firm and unequivocal support for the 
democratically elected Government of Argentina The United 
States has admired and supported the political and economic 
progress which Argentina has made since its return to democracy 
in 1983 Under President Alfonsin's able leadership, 
argentina's democratically elected government has pursued the 
path of reconciliation and adhered to the rule of law 


I'll be happy to answer questions 


Q On that situation, what does the State Department 
hear? Is it -- is the insurrection under control? 
A To the best of our knowledge, only one cashiered 


army major, supported by about 16 other army officers, have 
refused to leave their barracks in response to a legal summons 
from a civilian court investigating alleged human rights abuses 
during the 1976-'83 period of military government 


We have no information that any other military units 
have supported this group We strongly support efforts by the 
democratically elected government of President Aalfonsin to 
resolve this incident 


Q So, in other words, you think it is not terribly 
widespread? 


a Well, that's from the last report that we have 
heard, and also that we have heard that the Argentine people 
have demonstrated their strong support for the President and 
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the constitutional democracy yestercay dy rticipating 
peacefully in massive demonstrations througnho country 


In addition, nearly all elements of the politi 
spectrum, including the opposition parties, have public 
expressed their support for the democratically elected civilian 
government 


Cc 
} 
a 
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Q Is that it on that subject? 
a) Yes Welcome back (To Mr. Schweid, AP) 


Q Thank you Does the State Department have some 
appraisal now, if you can have some consensus, judgments. on 
how the allies are responding to the missile idea? 


a I don't have anything specific on that today I 
think the Secretary addressed some of those points in his press 
conference following the meeting in Brussels and after his 
meeting with the President, and I just don't have anything 
further to add on that today 


Q Mr. Perle was on TV this morning and said 
something to the effect that we have -- there are 4600 nuclear 
weapons -- 1 don't know what the number was. I think it's -- in 
Europe now, and I think he means tactical and cruise and, ° 
mean, submarines, and all that -- 


a Yes 


Q And we can still have that number after this 
agreement Do you have anything -- 
I don't have anything or 
morning 


Q Is there a build-up i O . categories 
contemplated? 


- I just can't help you with that now 


Q Do you have a schedule of consulta 
where they'll take place. where the groups wil] 


~ I think that's all being worked out 
people were a little tired when they returned, and I think it's 
taking a while to develop those We'll certainly give them to 
you as soon as they're ready 











Q On the Moscow negotiations, General Rowny is 
quoted in Beijing today as saying that the United States is not 
happy with the outcome of the talks because it still leaves 100 
launchers, SS-20s. in &Asia. and that in that sense. the outcome 
was unsatisfactory Was he expressing an Administration point 
of view?’ 


= I just don't have anythi 
seen that report 


Yes 


Q Do you Nave any comment on the meeting between 
the Under Secretary of State, Mr Aarmacost, and the Turkish 
Ambassador, Sukru Elekdag. that the Turkish Government has 
formally notified its decision concerning the bases agreement? 


A Ambassador Elekdag provided formal notification 
to the United States Government yesterday of the Turkish 
Government decision to suspend ratification of the DECA 
extension agreement. pending t final outcome of Congressional 
deliberations on issues of conc to Turkey The meeting was 
marked by the cordial openness nonesty which characterize 
discussions dDetween Turkey and the United States 

the l[ragi 
complaint to t t atic Securi c cil that the 
Iranians used 


~ oO 

Q Do you have any further 1formation on what 
action the US. Government might take t those Americans 
who went to Libya for the so-called “Quadhafi Day?" And [ ask 
that question because some of them are ret ng today 


- No I will simply ic we said about 
that yesterday I think it's on the record, the provisions and 
what the situation is in regarc ¢t 


Q Thank you 


Q Has the Department cted anyone 
at the airport? 


- Excuse me?’ 


Q Has the Department 
at the airport? 
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a It's not really for the State Department to do 
that As I think we explained yesterday, that's part of the 
process of U.S. law with the Department of Justice 


Q Do you have anything on a report of Mr. Hamadei, 
who is being held prisoner in Germany, writing a letter to his 
family in Lebanon saying he doesn’t expect to be extradited’ 


Do you have anything 
a No, 1 just don't have anything on that 
Q Nothing of whether it's authoritative or -- okay 


a I've not heard of it I just haven't seen 
anything on that 


One other question 


Q Several black African leaders recently have been 
meeting and have announced their hopes to reopen the Benguela 
Railroad in Angola for light traffic within six months Does 
the Department think that's feasible? And do you have any 
comment on that? 


a We have no details on what was decided at the 
Luanda summit meeting with representatives of Zaire, Zambia, 
Angola and Mozambique which we understand did concern the 
Benguela Railroad We would be delighteo if progress has been 
made on this African initiative 


If such progress has been made, it could offer 
Significant benefit to the nations and peoples of southern 
Africa whose transport systems have been the subject of much 
recent concern 


We note also that the constructive initiative of UNITA 
through its March 29 proposal was no doubt a key step on the 
road to these discussions In that proposal, UNITA offered to 
reopen the Benguela Railroad for non-military purposes under 
acceptable international supervision 


Clearly. this assumes some form of consultation with 
UNITA 


Q Same subject Do you have any comment on reports 
that the Soviet Union provided Angola with a billion dollars 
worth of military aid in 1986? 

















-5- Friday, 4/17/87 


A I just have nothing on that today on the aid 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of the Minister 
of Foreign Affairs of India -- the Minister of State? 


A I think we'll announce that for the schedule for 
next week. 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. [ 
don't have any announcements Jim? 


Q Do you have any comment on the events in 
Argentina? 
a We are very pleased that the incidents were 


resolved peacefully and that the principles of democracy, 
Civilian authority over the military, and the rule of law were 
upheld. The massive outpouring of public support for democracy 
in Argentina was impressive and an important declaration of 
support for President Alfonsin 


We hope that this popular support manifested across 
the political spectrum will also serve to assist in drawing 
together all sectors of Argentine society in a spirit of 
national reconciliation. 


In addition to that, | would just draw your attention 
to statements that [I'm sure you may already have seen of our 
position in support of the democratic government of President 
Alfonsin, declarations made by both the Department and the 
White House on Friday and the White House on Sunday 


Q Chuck, on another subject? 

Q No Can we stick to this one’ 

” Sure. 

Q Are you not concerned that Alfonsin couldn't get 


enough military support together, which was perfectly obvious 
over the last couple of days. before he intervened personally?’ 


” I don't have any way to take that on directly 


Q Doesn't it reflect a certain fragility of 
democracy in Argentina? 


a The important thing in all of this is that the 
democratic government was successful in resolving the problem 
peacefully and, as far as we can see, emerged strengthened from 
the events of the weekend. 
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Q Chuck, PLO infiltrators and, by the account I 
read, Fatah mainstream, which often 1s described as the 
moderate element of the PLO, infiltrated [srael, and two young 
Israeli soldiers are now dead They are dead, too 


Does the State Department have any comment on that? 
And does the State Department have any feeling about whether 
it's wise to have Hussein broker a delegation with the PLO as 
people you can make peace with?’ 


a By way of answering your last question I don't 
have any analysis to offer you on that particular as; ct. 
Concerning the attack itself, the Palestinian querrilla raid 
into northern [srael, we condemn this act of violence and all 
those who support it Terrorism does nothing to advance the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinian people 


Q Is it the State Department's impression that it 
is Fatah, and not some offshoot? 


a We don't have any way to confirm that We've 
seen the same press reports that you make reference to 


Q Do you think maybe this was arranged by Arafat in 
time for his council meeting to demonstrate what a tough guy he 
is? 


” Once again, not being able to confirm the origins 
of the report, thereby [ can't go on and make the analysis that 
you're inviting me to do 


Q A question about the Moscow trip - the 
follow-up What is the follow-up now? [ gather there's a 
meeting going on today Do you expect to have some kind of 
readout? And if so, when? 


First, there is no meeting going on today that I 
know of 


I thought there was an HLG group 


fs) The HLG meeting is at Kirtland Air Force Base, 
New Mexico, April 22-23 That's the High-Level Group which is 
a subordinate body of the Alliance's Nuclear Planning Group 
That meeting, as I just said, will occur the 22nd and 23rd It 
has, of course, a full agenda because that meeting had been 
established before this current proposal came out of our Moscow 
trip But as various people have said, that, [I'm sure, will be 
one of the things that that group will be looking at from its 
particular perspective 
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The perspective of the HLG is more on NATO's nuclear 
policy and posture on the force component side Then, we have 
the Special Consultative Group which is on the arms control 
side; that meeting has been set for April 28. So we have those 
two groups of experts that will be coming together, and which 
this issue of shorter-range INF will be one of the items on the 
agenda. 


Beyond that, I don't have any way of pinpointing a 
specific date for an Allied response to this latest proposal 
other than to say. as the Secretary said when we were in 
Brussels and elsewhere, that the Alliance does recognize the 
need to respond promptly to the Soviet proposals 


Q But do you have location yet for the meeting on 
the 28th? 


I'll check on that, but I believe that's in 
Brussels The SCG almost always meets in Brussels. 


Q Do you expect that the Foreign Ministers will 
have to get together again or that you'll have to have some 


sort of a meeting at that level or the Defense Ministers before 
you can have a NATO response? 


I don't have any way of predicting that, in 
response to your specific question { could only point out 
that there is, of course, the NATO Counc] in permanent session 
which is there in Brussels, so there is that forum that's 
available But as of now, I just couldn't predict what form 
that final decision might take 


Q Chuck, 1 understand how you describe the two 
groups, but so far as the meeting on the 22nd-23rd, will there 
be State Department people there to try to make a case fo: the 
agreement, or are you depending on the Pentagon to make the 
case? 


A First of all, these are consultations, so in 
whatever forum these consultations take place, there are 
representatives of the United States Government They will 
represent the United States in what is essentially an exchange 
of views 


" 


You used the words, “make the case for I would 
simply say it is more accurate to say these are 


consultations,exchanges, and that's the way we approach them 


Richard Perle is the chairman of the HLG He was part 
of our delegation in Moscow He understands fully, as you 
might expect, what the United States position is And whether 
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or not there is State Department participation, ['ll have to 
see There is frequently participation from our diplomatic 
mission in NATO, for example 


Q In the same area Yesterday on the television 
talk shows, two Soviet officials, or at least one of them, 
Giscussed the Soviet interest in discussions on conventional 
arms -- namely, the Vienna talks And in this connection Sam 
Nunn made a speech last week in Brussels that caused a stir 
there if not here. He talked about the possibility of NATO 
adopting a no-first-use strategy for nuclear arms, and he also 
suggested in conventional arms that NATO might withdraw a 
couple of divisions from the front, or back from the front, if 
the Soviets withdrew a disproportionate number -- 13 or 
something 


Do you have any comment on this whole area? Where do 
you see the conventional discussions going now? 


i Your question, as I see it, in the end is 
divorced from any specific proposals that Senator Nunn made, 
and I'm not trying to respond to those particular questions in 
answering your more general proposition of what's happening in 
the conventional arms field 


The Secretary, other people representing the Alliance, 
have made it clear on a number of occasions that we continue to 
have concerns about asymmetries, imbalances, in the 
conventional field, as well as in other fields, such as 
chemical, for example, that those are going to continue to be 
items that are high on our agenda 


In conventional talks, the MBFR talks, i. fact, are 
still in existence The West still has a December 1985 
proposal on the table which has not been responded to by the 
other side. So, in the first instance, we would hope there's 
still some possibility for the East to come back on that 
outstanding proposal. 


Secondly, there are mandate discussions going on in 
Vienna for another conventional arms format [ can't specify 
what that format will be since that's exactly the reason we are 
having these mandate talks in Vienna 


But both of those discussions indicate, in more 
concrete terms, that we have not forgotten about conventional 
arms and that we're going to be working on correcting that 
imbalance. And, in the meantime, [ think it's worthwhile 
pointing out, as the Secretary has done on a numver of 
occasions, that our doctrine of flexible response is based on 
three legs -- conventional, tactical nuclear, and strategic 
nuclear 
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All three legs will continue to be intact regardless 
of what decisions we come to on the question of long-range, or 
in the INF field, so that we shouldn't lose sight of that. 


Q Well, yesterday, I think it was Aarbatov who said 
that, yes, he favors the denuclearization of Europe. and, 
certainly they're making proposals on the tactical weapons, or 
they're suggesting there's going to be one pretty soon You 
have to counter that in some way on the conventional side. I 
think. 


a I'd invite you to look again more closely at what 
the Secretary has said on a number of occasions Flexible 
response is a strategy which is predicated not only on 
conventional defense but on tactical nuclear as well as on 
strategic nuclear It is a policy to which we in the United 
States and we as an Alliance -- NATO -- remain committed to 
The short-range -- the SNF systems -- short-range nuclear 
forces are not on the table, are not being discussed And, as 
a consequence, that aspect of our nuclear deterrence and our 
strategy of flexible response is not really being negotiated 
about. 


Q Well, again, back to Nunn, he's basically saying 
that the NATO proposals that are on the table and the Western 
approach, in general, has been sterile and empty I'm not sure 
whether that accounts for all the things that NATO has done 
So he has a couple of new ideas, and they did create some stir 
in Europe Do you have any reaction to those proposals, or 
could you check and see if there is a reaction on it 


Qa Let me check and see if there's any reaction 


Q Chuck, before we go into the Middle East, by 
saying that the shortest range stuff is not on the table and 
not being negotiated, are you ruling out negotiations on such 
arms? 


a The Secretary has made clear in every press 
conference he's had that we are committed to our strategy of 
flexible response, and that includes for the foreseeable future 
-- [ don't want to put words in his mouth again, and [I'd invite 
you to read the transcripts -- but that includes a tactical 
nuclear component And the reason that tactical nuclear 
component is important is precisely because of some of the 
questions we've just talked about here, which are disparities 
in terms of conventional capabilities, in terms of chemical 
capabilities, but also ir, terms of trust and conf .dence 


We would have to look at other aspects of Soviet 
behavior, for example, in such areas as Afghanistan, Cambodia. 
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Sir, is the United States satisfied with the 
effort that our European Allies are making vis-a-vis 
conventional forces? 


a That's a very broad question There have been a 
lot of things that have been discussed over the years 
concerning conventional forces We've got a number of 
conventional force improvement programs that have been 
initiated. I think the short answer is that we think we can do 
more, we think the Allies can do more. At the same time, we 
think there has been progress made in a number of areas, and 
we're going to continue to work on that 


We've had improvements, for example, in armaments 
research cooperation. That has been the Nunn Amendment, for 


example, that has brought that about -- put some money into 
that pot for cooperative R&D in terms of future Alliance 
armaments 


Let me go back just to make sure that, in all of this 
discussion we've been having now, there's no confusion when I'm 
talking about SNF and SRINF Everyone here understands that, I 
hope. 


Q Chuck, one more on that Do you have anything on 
the possibility of the United States and the Soviet Union 
conducting nuclear tests in each other's country? 


9) There have been a number of statements to that 
effect, so let me recap where things stand 


In Moscow, both sides agreed that accurate measurement 
and verification of nuclear test yields is an important matter 
to be resolved. A variety of possibilities was discussed, 
including the possibility of cross-testing, which is what 
you're referrir: - hut specific details remain to be worked 
out 


It was agreed that in the next round of nuclear 
testing experts meetings, scheduled for next month in Geneva, 
experts would focus their work on various practical means for 
resolving verification questions, including the proposal for 
cross-testing. 


The U.S. position remains that effective verification 
of the unratified TT8T and and PNET requires direct on-site 
hydrodynamic yield measurement of all nuclear explosions which, 
in the absence of such measurement, might appear to be above 
150 kilotons. 


If you understand that last part, Norm, you can 
explain it to everyone else after the briefing. (Laughter) 
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Q Anything on the initial talks between Mr. Shultz 
and the Tunisian Foreign Minister? 


A No. [ don't have any readout. That visit just 
began today. Concerning the visit itself, Foreign Minister 
Mabrouk of Tunisia is here at Secretary Shultz's invitation. 
It's his first visit to Washington since becoming Foreign 
Minister of Tunisia. He will also meet with Vice President 
Bush, Secretaries Weinberger and Baker, AID Administrator 
McPherson, Under Secretary of Commerce Smart, and a number of 
Members of Congress. 


Q Nothing on the topics? 


a No, other than to say in advance it will be a 
full discussion of bilateral and regional developments. 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of -- 
a) On which? 


Q The visit of the Minister of State for Foreign 
Affairs of India. 


- No. I don't have anything on that 
Q He's here. 
4 He's here. That's tomorrow 


Q South Asia. Anything on the civil strive in Sri 
Lanka? 


a The most recent incident is the reported massacre 
of 122 Sri Lankans in northeast Sri Lanka We condemn this 
latest act of terrorism. This unacceptable resort to violence 
further underlines the urgent need for a negotiated settlement 
to restore peace to Sri Lanka We call on all parties, 
especially the Tamil militants, to enter into meaningful 
negotiations without delay. 


Jim, did you have a question? 


Q Yeah. I wanted to ask about South Korea There 
was a fairly violent clash between some police and some 
demonstrators yesterday, I think it was Do you have any 
reaction? 


- Only to reiterate what we have said repeatedly, 
which is that we believe that confrontation and violence are in 
no one's interest. 
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Q Chuck, has a date been fixed yet for a visit to 
Iraq by Mr. Whitehead? 

a I don't have anything on that one. 

Q Just to go back to South Korea, the different 


tactics that the government has adopted in the last few days, 
does that give rise to any concern in Washington? 


“ I don't have any comment on what you refer to as 
"different tactics." 


Q Chuck, there's a story in one of the papers today 
that one of the things the State Department is looking into in 
the Moscow Embassy investigation is whether Department officers 
enforced the fraternization rule 


Do you have any comment on that, on how well they 
enforced those rules, and whether that's a key part of the 
investigation or not? 


A The answer is multifaceted and covers many of the 
same things you've heard already. First of all, we're looking 
into all aspects of Embassy security. I've said from the very 
beginning that the performance of all involved -- Marines, 
Embassy personnel and all others -- is being looked at as part 
of this inquiry. 


I'm not prepared to make any sweeping judgments as to 
whether or not in a more general sense they were or were not 
adhered to The record does show, of course, that any number 
of people were asked to leave the Embassy in Moscow for 
specifically violating that particular policy of 
fraternization. So your question as to whether or not it was 
adequately enforced, I'd leave that to the people who are 
looking at this. In answer to specific questions, was it ever 
enforced, the answer is certainly yes 


Q Have you released figures on the number of prople 
asked to leave because of this? 


A I don't know that ther» nave been any figures 
released, no. 


Q You just said the record reflects that a number 
of people have been sent back 


I'm speaking about the record in the sense of 
knowing what happened, not in the sense it's a public record on 
a piece of paper. 
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Q Chuck, will trade be an issue at the 4:45 meeting 
this afternoon with the Japanese Foreign Minister? 

Q Former Foreign Minister 

Q Former -- I'm sorry -- Foreign Minister 

A I think you're aware of the reason Mr. Abe is 


here, but beyond that I don't have any preview of specific 
subjects on the agenda. 


Q There have been some reports that some other 
embassies -- people have come home from some other embassies -- 
Marines, or whatever, I think two European and one Middle 
Eastern, or something. Have you heard about that? 


A No I don't have anything specifically on that. 
Q Could you check that? 
+ You've talked to the Marine Corps? 
Q I have not 
A We'll keep an eye on it 
Another INF question Is it clear whether the 


SRINF issue will be handled as part of an INF treaty, or 
whether separate negotiations and a separate agreement are 
required? 


. We're getting a bit into the realm of the 
hypothetical and speculative, but I really can't answer that 
It depends on what agreement we're looking at 


Let me just give you one hypothetical case If the 
Alliance should, for example, decide that zero SRINF is a 
position that would be agreeable to the Alliance, that that 
should be pursued as the initial constraint, for example, in an 
initial INF treaty, then a large part of the SRINF question 
would have been taken care of immediately That still might 
not eliminate all requirements for further negotiation in 
nailing down some of the details, withdrawal, timetables, that 
king of thing So I just can't answer the question in specific 
terms It depends on what kind of positions we end up with. 


Q Chuck, last week there was no comment on the 
report that the Soviets have agreed to rent ships to the 
Kuwéaitis Do you now have something on that? 
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“ On the question of the Kuwaitis renting the 
ships, we understand that the Soviet-—Kuwaiti arrangement is to 
be solely a commercial charter undertaking, with Kuwait leasing 
three Soviet tankers 


*) Do you have more? 
> That's all I have on that particular aspect 
Concerning our own -- 
Q Do you have any reaction to it? 
- No. I don't have any reaction. Concerning our 


own discussions, I see others asking about, we are having 
continuous discussions with Gulf States on the threat posed to 
neutral Gulf shipping by Iranian attack As part of these 
discussions, we're consulting with the Kuwaitis about 
registering some of their fleet as US. flag vessels with 
these ships flying the U.S. flag, they would be entitled to the 
same protective status afforded other US. ships transiting the 
Gulf. We and the Kuwaitis are currently working out the 
details of the registration procedure 


Q Would such an arrangement be more than solely 
commercial, as you called it, with the Kuwaiti-Soviet 
ar rangement? 

- In the one case I referred to, you're talking 
about leasing some vessels. In this case we're talking about 
reflagging Kuwaiti vessels as American flag vessels, thereby 
affording them the same protection as other U.S. ships 

Q Okay Thank you 

- Wait. Here's one more 

Q I'm sorry if this question has already been 
asked, but there's a report out of Algiers that the PLO has 
renounced the Amman Accord with Jordan Any reaction? 

- No. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements 


Jim? 


Q Can you tell us about the session that the 
Secretary and Mr. Baker had with Mr. Abe yesterday? 


a You refer to Mr. Baker? 

Q Yeah. He arrived at 5:15 

4 I can't comment on whatever Mr. Baker may have 
said here or there. I can give you a little readout on the 


meeting the Secretary had As you know, Mr. Abe is here as 
Prime Minister Nakasone's special envoy to help prepare for the 
upcoming visit of the Prime Minister 


Mr. Abe explained Japanese thinking on trade and 
economic issues as the Japanese prepare for the visit The 
Secretary welcomed Japanese efforts to address trade 
imbalances, but said he would prefer not to comment on details 
without furtner study 


The Secretary and Mr. Abe agreed that the U.S .-Japan 
relationship was extremely important, and that it's essential 
to deal expeditiously with economic problems so that our 
broader cooperation is not adversely affected 


Q They didn't come up with any specific plans or 
cures for the current problems facing the relationship. 


a The closest I can get to that is the remark I 
made halfway through there 


Q Another subject? I wondered if the State 
Department has any evaluation of the latest development in the 
PLO view of peace talks? Now evidently Arafat doesn't want to 
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work with Hussein on a delegation. Does that set back 
anything? Do you have any feeling about it? 


a I don't have any analysis to offer today. The 
meeting is still ongoing in Algiers. That's one of the reasons 
why I can't offer anything further, but I'll keep that question 
under review if we do have something for you in the future. 


Q Has the State Department discerned yet which 
faction of the PLO or who indeed is responsible for the 
resumption of attacks on Israeli settlements and for the 
infiltration which reports said was conducted by Arafat's 
central group Fatah? 


No. I don't nave anything new on that 


Q Do you think there will be any point where the 
State Department will figure out who's attacking Israel, or is 
it something that's beyond the State Department's scope of 
analysis? 


- It may or may not be. It depends on what 
evidence becomes available. 


Q Are you waiting for evidence, or does the State 
Department or the U.S. Government try to find out what's 
happening? 


4 I'm not sure what the thrust of all the 
questioning is, Barry. 


Q Well, the thrust is -- 


A I simply can't, nor can the State Department, 
Pinpoint responsibility for that attack 


Q Well, the thrust of the questioning is the State 
Department has a hope of starting -- seeing peace talks 
started. That hope seems to rest on some arrangement between 
the PLO and Jordan working out a delegation, and the delegation 
itself being acceptable to the U.S. and to Israel. So if the 
PLO is bombing Israel, it might have an impact on whether the 
State Department -- you know, maybe the State Department might 
have some judgment to make on whether that's good or bad. 


a As [ said, I can't make any judgment for you. 
Q Has the State Department got any comment on the 


Algerians deciding to host this conference that includes people 
like Abu Abbas? Apparently, Abu Nidal was there for a while. 
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- Concerning their decision to host it, that's a 
broader question which is for the Algerians to decide 


Concerning the presence of Abu Abbas, we have made the 
Algerian Government well aware of our position regarding Abu 
Abbas We are protesting to the Government of Algeria for 
allowing this notorious terrorist into their country 


To review, there is an outstanding Federal arrest 
warrant for Abbas in connection with his role in the hijacking 
of the Achille Lauro. An Italian court has since convicted 
Abbas in absentia for his role in the taking of the Achille 
Lauro. There is also an outstanding $250,000 reward offered 
for information leading to the apprehension, arrest, 
prosecution, and conviction of anyone involved in the taking of 
the Achille Lauro 








Concernirg Abu Nidal, there, I'd have to start by 
saying that we can't confirm that Abu Nidal is now in Algiers. 
But the Government of Algeria is, there again, fully aware of 
our position regarding Abu Nidal He's one of the most vicious 
terrorists operating today He 1s responsible for many heinous 
atrocities committed against a wide range of innocent victims 
of many nationalities 


Our position is that no country should provide support 
or sanctuary of any kind for him or for his organization 


Q Does the invitation amount - is that tantamount 
to support which qualifies Algeria to join your list of 
terrorist-—supporting countries, unless they do other things, to 
make that list? 


A I can't comment on that That list is arrived at 
through a process of which you're aware That's all [ could 
say 

Q Where was the protest delivered and when? 

A [I can't pinpoint exactly what time, or if it has 


been done yet; but it will be done, if it has not already been 
done, in Algiers by our Ambassador 


Q You're saying you're not sure whether he's still 
in Algiers. Are you giving the impression that he could have 
left Algiers as a result of the protest? 
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A Who are we talking about now? 
Q Abu Abbas. 


a) I don't have any information on his whereabouts 
as of this moment. 


Q Is Algeria a member of Interpol, or do we have 
extradition agreements with them? 


A Concerning membership in Interpol, you'll have to 
go to Justice or people who deal with tiuose kind of 
organizations. There is no extradition treaty with Algeria. 


Chuck, another question. Do you know, or are you 
able to tell us if you do, whether the State Department had a 
position on the additional computer sales to [ran? 


A We did have a position which I addressed publicly 
on or about March 12. 

Q There's been another one, so. 

fs No. It is the same sale. [ addressed that, in 


fact, in some detail, so that's on the record 


Q Also, on Iran. What is the State Department's 
view of the Mojahedin organization operating in this country? 


4 Once again, Jim, I don't want to bore all your 
colleagues, but I went through in exquisite detail our position 
on that particular organization maybe two weeks ago, so the 
Press Office could help you dig that out. 


Q Chuck, there were a number of stories over the 
weekend on Cuba -- U.S. relations with Cuba Has any guidance 
been prepared for you on that subject? 


Qa No. 


Q Chuck, is the Administration planning a 
high-level drug meeting with Latin American countries? 
Congressman Rangel had a press conference in which he said, he 
was praising the Administration for holding it. I wonder if 
you have any details on it 


4 Your question apparently refers to what has been 
called the Andean Summit -- 
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Q The Andean Summit? 


= -- which has been discussed It's an idea that 
originally came last August from Bolivian President Paz 
Estenssoro. We believed then, and continue to believe, that 
such a meeting to discuss our common concerns, especially about 
narcotics trafficking would be useful. As you can imagine, 
setting a date convenient for six presidents is difficult, so 
the most I could say is that discussions continue. 


Q Can you tell us which six countries will be 
involved? 


” I can't. In fact, they are the Andean 
countries. We can see if we can work on that. 


Q By any chance -- today might be the White House's 
day to respond to such things, but does the State Department 
have its reaction or impression of the human rights situation 
in the Soviet Union. Jim Wright came back and found things 
really picking up Does the State Department agree or is 
Wright's view too rosy? 


A I'd have to refer you to the commentary the 
Secretary made in his various press conferences on the human 
rights situation. I1 don't have anything in more detail than 
that. 


Q Anything on any other comments by Wright on arms 
control prospects? fhe State Department chooses to say nothing 


a I don't know that we are choosing to say 
nothing. [ would think that given a press conference in 
Moscow, a press conference in Brussels, a press conference in 
Santa Barbara, that the Secretary has in fact had quite a bit 
to say about arms control in recent days, so that I think we're 
pretty much on the record on almost every question before us 


Q The Soviets said today they would like to put 
down a treaty text on the table in Geneva when the talks reopen 
this week. Does that help any? 


a We've said for some time that it would be useful 
if the Soviets would respond with their own detailed 
proposals Apparently, that's what this treaty will do. There 
are some particular areas of concern that have been pointed out 
in the past such as verification, where we've had some detailed 
proposals down now for some weeks. I[t will be interesting to 
see if the Soviets, in putting their proposals in writing, are 
coming to the same kind of procedures and the same kind of 
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metnodology that we're interested in getting at in terms of the 
question of verification -- that by way of pinpointing just one 
area. So I think, to the extent that these negotiations become 
concrete, that people get their ideas on the table, that that's 
helpful. 


Q On Sri Lanka, do you have any idea who did the 
dirty deed? And would you like to read us the condemnation of 
the violence that you must have ready? More interested in who 
done it, if you know. 


Aa Our Embassy in Colombo reports that a powerful 
bomb exploded at Colombo's main bus station Tuesday afternoon. 
We have no confirmed information on the death toll, but 
casualties reportedly are high since the blast occurred during 
the evening rush hour. We have no information on what group is 
responsible for the bombing. 


This terrorist attack, along with the bus massacre on 
April 18, indicate that there are groups in Sri Lanka who 
refuse to negotiate and who wish to see the government's peace 
efforts fail. 


We reiterate our condemnation of those vicious attacks 
Q Anything on the visit of the Indian Minister? 


” Mr. Natwar Singh is visiting Washington April 
20-21 for meetings on Indo-U.S. bilateral relations and on 
other matters of common interest 


Yesterday, Deputy Secretary of State Whitehead hosted 
a lunch for him Today he will call on Secretary Shultz He 
also has appointments scheduled with other senior officials of 
the Administration and of the Congress The meetings so far 
have been serious and wide-ranging, reflecting the breadth and 
openness of the relationship between our countries 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:21 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements. 


Jim? 


Q The Poles have announced that an American has -- 
an American diplomat has left the country and accused him of 
being caught red-handed in spying. Do you have any comment? 


a ['d have to start by saying that, as you know, as 
a matter of policy we don't comment on such charges of 
espionage made by a foreign country. I can confirm that Second 
Secretary Al Mueller is on the staff of the U.S. Embassy in 
Warsaw, and that he was detainec by police on Friday evening 
and held for approximately six hours. We have protested 
vigorously this violation of his diplomatic status. He left 
Poland on Sunday, the 19th, and currently remains outside of 
Poland. 


Q He left under his own steam, or he was ejected? 


A As far as [ know, he left under his own steam. 
There has been no formal action taken, as I am informed, by the 
Polish authorities. 


Q Do you have any idea or do you have any 
speculation about why the Poles did this and how? 


aq I don't. I might, in commenting on some of the 
commentary [ saw coming out of a press conference in Poland, 
that we reject any suggestion that the U.S. seeks to disrupt 
the step-by-step process in the U.S.-Polish dialogue. We also 
regret that the Polish Government has sought to make such spy 
allej;utions an important issue in U.S.-Polish relations. That 
would only serve to make more difficult the sort of meaningful 
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progress in the dialogue that the Polish Government claims it 
seeks. 


Q Does this incident in itself, however, serve to 
disrupt the resumption of the dialogue? 


a) I think I've covered that for the most part by 
saying it could make it more difficult, but that our intent is, 
assuming the Polish authorities share that, to pursue that 
dialogue -- that step-by-step process, [I should say. 


Q Do you have anything new on the appointment of an 
Ambassador to Poland? 


4 No, I don't. 


Q Chuck, I mean, you do expect Mr. Mueller to go 
back to Poland? Is that the intention? 


A I don't have anything on his future intentions. 


Tass reported today that two Soviet journalists 
were denied visas to come to the United States. Do you have 
any reaction or explanation of that? 


A Yes. Vladimir Simonov was denied a visa for a 
visit to the United States on an American Express tour with 21 
other Soviet visitors under Section 212(a)(29) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act. 


Boris Korolev, applying separately for a visa to visit 
the U.S. at the invitation of the Black Press [Institute with 
two other journalists, was also denied a visa under Section 
212(a)(29). 


I can't give you the specific details of the denials, 
but [ can tell you that this section of the law is generally 
invoked for internal security reasons. Aliens are ineligible 
under this section -- and here's the quote -- “the Consular 
Officer of the Attorney General knows or has reasonable ground 
to believe probably would, after entry, engage in activities 
which would be prohibited by the laws of the United States 
relating to espionage, sabotage, public disorder or in other 
activities subversive to the national security." That's 
212(a)(29). 


I might just mention that many other Scviet members of 
these same groups with which Mr. Simonov and Mr. Korolev 
proposed to visit the U.S. were granted visas. 
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Q Chuck, since they're journalists, the question 
arises whether this is meant as reciprocal action for some 
denial by the Soviets of applications by American journalists 
Is that the case? 


- No It's made on the grounds that I've just 


Q Chuck, how do you account for the policy 
flip-flop in dealing with the Mojahedin when Assistant 
Secretary Murphy at one time almost condemned them or did 
condemn them as terrorists who should not be dealt with, 
particularly when they went around lobbying on the Hill, and 
then yesterday almost welcomed them with open arms and said 
they should deal with them? What exactly is the policy towards 
the Mojahedin? 


4 Your question is in reference to Ambassador 
Murphy's remarks that we have had some contacts While we do 
have occasioval contact at the working level with the 
Mojahedin, we wish to make it clear that such contact by no 
means implies any change in our policy toward terrorism or any 
group such as the PMOI which engages in acts of terrorism and 


violence 


We condemn terrorism no matter what its source and 


deplore the cycle of violence that terrorist activities 

inauce As Assistant Secretary Murphy saiag yesterday, our 
contact with the PMOI is limited to learning as much as 
possible about all factors which affect the situation in Iran 
[t's a normal and necessary part of our jobs to listen to 
diverse views, and meetings with spokesmen from a wide variety 


of Iranian groups are a common occurrence 


act, in our contact with the Mojahecin, we have 
ear that we strongly oppose acts of violence and 


Q How long have these contacts been going on, on 


- At the working level? 


7 
~ 


- 1 con't know the duration 


Jh=—-huh 
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Q Could you look into that? 


“4 I'll take a look, but, as I say, there are a 
number of various kinds of Iranian groups -- vyu're probably 
more aware of them than I am -- with which our working level 


people do have this kind of contact. 


Q Chuck, these are new contacts. I mean, for a 
long, long time the Department was sot having any contacts with 
this group. What accounts for this shift to dealing with them 
now, or to talking with them now? 


A I can't give you any fix on the duration, but, in 
any case, the reason for the contacts is part of this effort to 
keep a tab on what's going on inside Iran to the best we can. 


Q Was policy toward them before in any way affected 
or influenced by these various covert dealings with Iran that 
were being undertaken at roughly the same time period? 


“ I don't have any way to address that 


Q Chuck, in that general area as well, do you have 
any comment on the GAO report on security flaws at some 
embassies, including some in the Middle East, and why is it 
that most of the engineering firms contracted to do the work 
there did not have the necessary security clearances? 


ia The short answer to that question is to take a 
look at the GAO report. There is, as you know, I think, a 
State Department response already included in that report which 
points out some of the changes that have been made, for 
example, since November of ‘86, with the State Department 
becoming part of the Industrial Security Program, a DOD program 
to address those kind of questions 


All I would do is reiterate the various points that 
are already made in our response, which is contained in the GAO 
report itself. 


Q Chuck, the Iranian news agency announced today 
that an American citizen was convicted and sentenced to ten 
years in prison on espionage Do you know anything about that? 
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a) We've seen the reports, but we don't have any 
independent confirmation of them. We've asked the Swiss 
Embassy, which protects our interests in Iran, to look into 
it. As you may remember, Jon Pattis has been detained in [ran 


since June of 1986 The Swiss Embassy in Tehran has repeatedly 
requested access to him and information as to what the formal 
charges against him are. Despite their obligations under the 


Vienna Convention, to which [ran remains a party, these 
requests have not been honored to date by Iranian authorities 


Q This is the guy who worked for a Bethesda firm? 
Q I believe you're right I don't know the -- or I 
don't remember any longer the exact name of the firm for which 


he worked We have said before that he is not a U.S 
Government employee 


Q And there's -- can you refresh our memory? 
There's, I think, one or two other Americans still being held? 


a) I'll have to refresh my memory as well I 
believe there is one other? 


(Staff indicated in affirmative) 


MR. REDOMAN There is one other 

Q And he has never been identified publicly? 

A We have never identified him by name, but we have 
Said something about the nature of the charges, I believe, on 
which he is held, which I believe had to do with currency But 


we could look into that for you 


Q He was not a U.S. Government employee at any time 
during his stay in Iran? 


A I've just given you the statement that L've had 
and ['yve used in the past 


Q I mean, there's a big loophole there He's not a 
U.S. Government employee I mean, he may have been eight or 
nine months ago 


“ No The intention of saying that is not to say 
that we suddenly fired him one day 
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Q All right. He is alleged to have confessed Are 
you suggesting that this was a coerced confession? 


m I don't have any information on it. We've never 
had access to him We don't know what the charges are 


Q Do you have anything on a trip by General Vessey 
to Vietnam? 


“ The question here is the President's decision 
last fall when he approved in principle a Presidential emissary 
to go to Hanoi on the POW-MIA issue, and he asked General 
Vessey to be prepared to undertaking that mission 


This decision at the time was based upon prior 
Vietnamese cooperation on the POW-MIA issue, and it was to be 
aimed at exploring ways that progress could be accelerated 


Since that time, however, the Vietnamese have not 
agreed to any meetings, technical or policy They've informed 
us that this delay is due to internal political reasons we 
hope that that's true and not an indication that they intend to 
attempt linkage to other political matters which they have 
previously agreed were separate from these humanitarian issues 


General Vessey could only go to Hanoi if a realistic 
agenda were set, and we have received confirmation that our 
original agreement defining the issue as separate and 
humanitarian is intact Until that's determined this 
initiative could not go forward 


Q What about Mr. Childress? Is he going for a 
technical meeting, or has that still not been scheduled? 


A There's nothing scheduled That would be the 
next step An advance delegation would go to Hanoi for 
discussions to define the foundation as I have described it 
previously, and that delegation would consist, as you say, of 
NSC Director of Asian Affairs Childress, as well as some other 
people who have routinely participated 


Q Chuck, could I go back to Poland for a moment? 
One cf the accusations that the Poles level against Mueller was 
that he had contact with various Solidarity leaders What's 
the State Department's policy about contact between Embassy 
officials and Solidarity officials? 
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i) You refer to it as a “policy." I don't have 
anything that would fit that description. As you're aware, our 
Embassy in Poland, as in other countries in the world, has a 
general mandate to stay in touch with broad segments of Polish 
society or local society -- in this case Polish society. 
Solidarity is a part of that spectrum, and our people, as far 
as I know, have had and do have contact with Solidarity. 


Q Was the Polish move, do you think, in any way an 
effort to discourage such contacts? 


A I just couldn't speculate on that. 


Q Anything on the schedule today ~-- Deputy 
Secretary of State is receiving the new Ambassador from 
Brunei? I was wondering if he was able to shed any more light 
on the whereabouts of the $10 million solicited by the State 
Department from Brunei? (Laughter) 


4 I don't have any readout on that. 
Q Anything on the situation in Argentina today? 
a) I don't have very much that's new. It appears 


that the difficulties in the army following the appointment of 
the new Chief of Staff have thus far been resolved peacefully 
It's important that discipline be restored and civilian control 
of the army reaffirmed We have strongly supported the 
Argentine Government's efforts to consolidate democratic 
institutions and promote national reconciliation through the 
rule of law 


Q Chuck, another question on the issue of 
shorter-range intermediate-nuclear forces, and noting 
Gorbachev's statement yesterday in Moscow Do you see this as 


a retreat from your understanding of his commitment to do away 
with all short-range intermediate-nuclear forces, thereby 
meeting our requirement that any movement on this be global? 
Do you see this as -- is it dividing us up? Is this a step 
back? Does it contradict your understanding? 


A I can't make that kind of determination based on 
the public references that we've seen You know, as you've 
just reiterated to some extent, what our conditions are, what 
our criteria are for the treatment of SRINF in an INF 
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agreement -- equal, global, concurrent constraints 
shorthand form for that -- bilateral as well 


All I could say is that we do have the INF 
negotiations resuming tomorrow in Geneva 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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IRAN: CONTACTS WITH MOJAHEDIN 
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MEANS IMPLIES ANY CHANGE IN OUR POLICY TOWARD TERRORISM OR 
ANY GROUP WHICH ENGAGES IN ACTS OF TERRORISM. IN OUR 
CONTACT WITH THE MOJAHEDIN WE HAVE MADE IT CLEAR THAT WE 


STRONGLY OPPOSE ACTS OF VIOLENCE AND TERRORISM. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good day, and 


welcome to the noon briefing. I don't have any announcements 
Jim? 
Q I'd like to compliment you on your punctuality 


I hope this is a precedent 
I hope so. 


Q Where do we stand on that arrangement with the 
Kuwaitis on the shipping? Are they still interested in 
reflagging their ships? 


- There is no change in what you've heard said a 
number of times recently, which is that we've been discussing 
the question of reflagging a number of Kuwaiti tankers That's 
where things stand. 


Q One thing that appears to have changed is that 
the [ranians now say that they will board and, if necessary, 
inspect Soviet-flag ships in the Gulf That is, I gather, the 
sort of thing that the United States considers to be infringing 
freedom of navigation Is that right? 


4 I'd have to see the details of what you're 
talking about We've talked about this general question of 
search under certain circumstances before But I don't have 
anything new in response to what you describe as that situation 


Q I wasn't here, [ guess, when you talked about 
reflagging before What exactly do you mean by that? 


3) Well, ['d like to refer to the Press Office [t 
is basically putting Kuwaiti tankers under U.S. flag, and while 
they're under U.S. flag, they would then be entitled to the 
same protection that any U.S.-flag vessel would be entitled to 

Q What's the difference? 


A What's the difference? 
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Q Yes, I mean, we've said that we would protect 
freedom of navigation in the Gulf. Why do they have to be 
reflagged? What is the technicality on that? 


A There is protection that we provide for U.S.-flag 
vessels because they are U.S. that we don't provide for ships 
of other nations That protection basically amounts to 
deterrence, first and foremost, the fact that we have ships in 
the area; and secondly, if deterrence fails, and attacks occur, 
to take whatever measures we can to prevent those attacks from 
being successful. 


Q Is that potentially provocative? Does that raise 
the level of danger for the Kuwaiti ships in some way, or raise 
the level of danger of U.S. ships being involved in a fire 
Fight? 


4 I think the answer to both is no. That's the 
same kind of protection we've been providing to U.S.-flag 
vessels for some time in the region, and there I think the 
record speaks for itself. It has neither resulted in 
escalation nor danger to those ships; to the contrary, as I 
say, it's a deterrent. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Japanese proposal 
to provide large-scale loans to debtor countries? 


a I do have some comment. Mr. Abe, who is the 
Japanese special envoy visiting Washington this week, has 
outlined to the President and other Administration officials a 
wide-ranging set of measures which Japan will undertake to help 
relieve global economic imbalances. 


We welcome the Japanese effort to address pressing 
economic problems in a comprehensive fashion The impact of 
the measures will, of course, depend on the detailed actions 
proposed as well as their implementation We expect to learn 
more about these measures during the Prime Minister's visit. 


It is important for Japan to take steps to further 
open its markets and assume a role of leadership commensurate 
with its economic strength. It is particularly important and 
appropriate for Japan, as a surplus country, to strengthen 
domestic growth and increase imports from the U.S. and other 
countries 


We also welcome untied lcans from Japan that will 
permit debtor nations to fund imports necessary to increase 
Gomestic production and exports. 


Q Copy of that? 
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A Yes. 


Q South Africa --— there was a fair out-sized mess 
there yesterday, with stringent measures by the authorities 
against unions. Does the United States have any comment on 
that? 


4 No one inquired yesterday, first of all, about a 
bombing of Soweto that occurred on the 2lst, so let me cover 
both yesterday's incident to which you refer, which was the 
killing of at least six demonstrators by police in 
Johannesburg, with a comment on the bombing of a police 
training academy in Soweto on the 2lst. 


The bombing in Soweto was reprehensible We extend 
our condolences to the victims and their families. As we've 
said before, violence will not solve anything in South Africa, 
and can only lead to further tragedy there. 


Likewise in the case of yesterday's event, we are 
extremely disturbed by the loss of life and again offer our 
condolences to the victims' families We call on the South 
African Government to establish an independent commission to 
inquire into the reason why the police opened fire on the 
demonstrators. 


Q When Mr. Tambo was here, I think the State 
Department or Secretary Shultz said the dialogue with the ANC 
would continue. Can you give us an update on that? 


2) I don't have any particular update to offer. 
We've indicated that those contacts take place, for the most 
part, in Lusaka, or in the region. I don't know, for example, 


when the last meeting specifically was, but I think it's fair 
to say that, as before the meeting with Mr. Tambo, we have 
continued to have these contacts in the region 


Q [ wasn't aware of the bombing you referred you 
I don't know who was responsible. But would vtolent acts by 
the ANC modify in any way that resolve to continue contacts 
with them? 


i) We've made very clear throughout our contacts 
with the ANC, including in the visit of Mr. Tambo, tre fact 
that we abhor violence and that we don't believe that that's a 
policy that the ANC or anyone else should be following. So 
that position concerning our opposition to violence has been 
part of our position in dealing with the ANC from the start and 
continues to be 
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Q Also on South Africa, I saw recently a reference 
to Herman Nickel as Ambassador-at-Large. Is he still on the 
payroll? 


A I'm not aware of that. I could take a look at 
it. I believe he retired, but ['ll take a look, Jim, to see if 
there's anything further. 


Q Do you have anything on the opening round in 
Geneva? 

4 No 

Q Do you have any reaction to the apparent 


expulsion of Abu Abbas from the PNC executive body? 


4 On that action, no, I don't have any commentary. 
As you know, I did speak to the question of his presence in 
Algeria 


Q Yes, but you don't see the expulsion as a 
recognition of what you were saying the other day? 


i) The reasons for which it was done are best known 
to those who did it. You'll have to talk to them concerning 
their motivation. Our position on Mr. Abbas -- his reputation 


and well-earned recognition as a terrorist is what I[ was 
referring to. 


Q Has the Algerian Government reacted to the U.S. 
protest? 

a) I don't have any reaction 

Q The [Israeli Foreign Minister was quoted today to 


have said that he believes Jordan will enter into direct 
negotiations with [srael under an international conference 
umbrella without the PLO and with the concurrence of Syria Do 
you share this assessment? 


a) I'm not prepared to offer any analysis on remarks 
that [ haven't seen. Those are very detailed and, as you know, 
delicate questions. You know what our position has been on 
both the necessity for direct negotiations, and on the role 
that an international conference might play. So all I would do 
at this point would be to reiterate what you know to be our 
standard position on those issues without trying to address 
some new element. 


Q Anything on the PLO meeting in Algiers? Any 


analysis? 
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A No. 


Q Do you have anything today on the Pattis case? 
Have you heard from the [ranians? 


A I've been keeping up to date with it, and we have 
not had any access nor have we heard anything. 


Q Chuck, the Turkish Ambassador has been called 
home to Ankara. First, do you have any definition of how he's 
been called home? Has he been called home for consultations? 
Has he been withdrawn, whatever? 


a I don't. You'd have to talk to the Turkish 
authorities to find out. 


Q Have they told you? Have they told the State 
Department what's going on here? 


“ I just don't know what they've told us, but in 
any case that's their decision to make, and ['d leave it to 
them to characterize it. 


Q Do you see any problems here for U.S.-Turkish 
relations? 
We've addressed a number of issues in the past. 


We know what their concerns are, for example, concerning aid 
levels. Those are concerns which we've said as an 
Administration we strongly share, and the Secretary has spoken 
many times to this issue. 


Concerning the so-called Armenian Genocide Resolution, 
which is on the Hill, again you know that the Administration 
strongly opposed and will continue to oppose this Resolution. 


That's about what [I have by way of summary. 


Q Several embassies in the Philippines have 
received extortion letters, apparently from Communist rebels 
Did the U.S. Embassy receive one? 


A I don't know. We can take a look at that. 


Q There was a curious story from The Hague, I 
believe, which says the British have told the French that their 
space station in French Guyana is likely to be attacked by 
Libya or Libyan agents. Do you have any knowledge of that? 


A No, I don't. You might talk to the British, the 
French, the Dutch, the Surinamese or the Libyans. (Laugh er) 
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Q Given that relatively recently you and others on 
background have said that Africa's post-—Chad French targets are 
obviously more juicy as far as Qadhafi is concerned than 
American targets, I wondered whether you might have had some 
knowledge or some commentary on such -- 


) I just can't help you with that one. 


Q Chuck, as long as we're in that category, has 
Secretary of Defense Weinberger -- 


4 Is this in the category of curious questions? 


Q Well, kind of like, yeah. Has Secretary of 
Defense Weinberger communicated with the Secretary concerning 
Defense use or no interest in use of the space station, the 
proposed U.S. space station? 


A Particular communications between our Secretary 
and other Secretaries is a subject that I don't normally go 
into, and I won't this time either. 


Concerning the question of the space station, I can 
Give you a very general reaction, which is that over the past 
few weeks the State Department, NASA, and other agencies have 
been engaged in preparations for the next round of space 
station negotiations with Europe, Japan and Canada. 


Late last week the various interested U.S. agencies 
reached agreement on U.S. negotiating drafts for the next round 
of talks. We're now looking forward to resuming discussions 
with our partners, beginning with Canada in Ottawa, April 30 to 
May 1. 


Q Has there been any discussion about a United 
States military interest in the station? 


4 Concerning the nature of our position in the 
inter-agency discussions, that's not something [I can help you 
with 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:14 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 24, 1987, 12:20 Noon 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Let me begin with a few announcements 


First, Secretary Shultz will visit Arlington Hall 
Station - that's Route 50 and George Mason Drive - on Monday, 
April 27, 3:30 p.m. to receive a briefing on the proposed new 
Foreign Service Institute Campus There's no formal program 
The Secretary will only be viewing the site There will be, 
however, a photo opportunity for those who desire to come 
over If you want to participate, please use the Route 50 gate 
of Arlington Hall Station A Department representative will be 
at this location at 3:00 p.m. to authorize entrance of 
accredited media Any equipment has to be in place by 3 15, 
and if you have questions, please contact Eileen McCormick, 
647-1710 


Q What is the picture of him - speaking, or 
walking, viewing the site? 


4 Viewing the site There's a knoll Inere mav be 
afew easels there wich artist conceptions of what the campus 
complex may look like 


Q He's not going to turn the first spade full of 
girt? 

A No, he's not turning the spade 

Q Plant a tree or anything? 

o No, not even that 


Q Will he rail about cuts in Congressional -- 
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f If you ask, he might 
Q I'li bet he will. (Laughter) 
A Alright, you got this out of your system? Okay. 
Q Have you got anything of lesser importance there? 
A Moving right along The OAS Interamerican Drug 
Abuse Control Commission concludes its inaugural session 
today Established by the OAS to carry out the recommendations 


of the Conference on Narcotics held in Rio de Janeiro last 
year, the new Commission is the hemisphere's first 
intergovernmental agency to focus on drua abuse and trafficking 


The U.S. is contributing $250,000 to help finance 
projects in the initial phase of the Commission's program of 
action loday, the Commission will approve specific guidance 


for implementation of the OAS Secretariat of the Commission's 
program of action for ‘87 and for the next several years 


e OAS has gotten off to a very good start 
content to the recommendations adopted 


We be ] 1evué t 
in providing practica 
in 1986 at Rio 


b 
] 


Ar:a finally iet me aga one further Dit oO} 
intormation which [ didn't have at the time cr ncerning the 
proposed Presidential emissary to Hanoi on the POW/MIA 
question You recall, I said that last fall the President had 
approved, in principle a Presidential emissary and asked that 
General Vessey be prepared for that missior I ould add today 
that on April 17 in New York, wi proposed that to the 
Vietnamese the fact that General Vés ssey coul Q as a 
President 2] emissary We hope they'll respond favorably and 
we're prepared to move forward promptly 

And then, of course, to reiterate what I said 


however, that in order for that to happen, we would have to 
have an advance policy-level delegation which would go there to 
Hanoi to confirm the prior understanding that both governments 
consider the POW/MIA issue to be humanitarian in nature and not 
appropriately linked to broader political concerns 
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Q On that, do you have anything on Secretary of 
State Perot's mission to Hanoi? (Laughter) 


A What I have is essentially what he said, I 
believe, that he went on a private visit That is true It's 
a private visit We were aware that he was considering a trip 


prior to his departure, but he did travel on his own initiative 
and he was, after his trip, kind enough to give us a complete 
debriefing which we found informative 


Q What you were aware but -- I mean, there's the 
Logan Act that prohibits private citizens in engaging in 
diplomacy [ mean, if you let him get away with it, why can't 


every Tom, Dick and Harry just go off to Lebanon or Tehran? 
You're not upset about what he said about the State Department 
or - 


A) ]'ve given you some specific reaction concerning 
the nature of the trip and the like Concerning various other 
thinas that 1 noted that he had said l believe that I'm on the 
recore on a number of those questions, which I'd be happy to 
reiterate l just did in fact in one case Saying that both 
the U.S ang Vietnam have agreed that the POW/MIA issue is a 
humanitarian one and should not be linked t« political] matter: 
and we believe niet any such linkage would only slow progress 
on resolving thi difficult 3 

Q » you have any response to Mr Perot's comment 
that ne pe lieve Lonere Stiii May be Ome Americat MIA: aijive in 
Vietnam? 

is J 201 t nave anything new or that particular 
question We've bdDeen asked that question routinely over the 
past mont! Our response | always beer that wi ntinue to 
operate or the assumption that could be the case, and that we 
pursue every leac that omes in 

Q Apart from saying that he was kind enough to 
brief you did he advance the issue in any way and clearly, 
he went there telling them that Vessey was going [ mean, 
accorcaing t< nim ne alt ? there to sav that Vesse y would like 
to come, so he had official information 

A 1 don't know, in fact, that he said that I'm 
not sure wnere you're drawing that from What I'm saying is 


that wie informed the Vietname e ourselves in New York on Apr) ] 


i / 
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Q Were they already apprised of that by Perot? 

H Not that I know of 

Q Chuck, why did it take from last fall, when the 
President agreed in principle that a Presidential envoy should 
go to Hanoi, until September - until April 17 when you 
formally, I presume for the first time, informed Vietnam that 
the United States was willing to send such an envoy That's 
what? Five, six months, of a gap between a decision and 
informing the Vietnamese Can you explain why it took so long? 

" l explained on Wednesday, when I gave you the 


first bit of information, our difficulties in moving ahead with 
that, which essentially came back to the fact that the 
Vietnamese had not been willing to engage in any technical or 
policy level talks in order to reconfirm our understanding of 


the nature of the POW-MIA issue between our two countries 


What we've done April 17 1S again, and hopefully to 
accelerate this proces: ’ let them know that there is the 
possibility of the Vessey mi 10 


Q was it Trustration with the lack of progress in 
‘amet r . ‘ - nmr : ’ ' } a © 

the etid 4 pt LVUU wnat } { pted VOU ft Apr id i/ to Say 
Or ay 

be { tr y ? 4 ave TT c ‘ 

- is Lt i rere , | r > ¥ all a7 y 4 : apout 
Vesse y mi‘ j ; {nat at la ‘ } 4 + r ‘ y ; pe 
about tne MIA ] 5 ‘ at (j rig)? ’ r ’ | 1e7 | | 
‘rhe ur Teg Tate 

{ a ‘ 4 } ’ | Ww Vig 

@ 

VJ ‘ That mea ‘nat re lait pea 3° i Tne 
Oc { uUpat ] r oft Lame goia for exaMnpit 

A ] iS? ade: rioeac tne nat r’é »f ] mi ] 

Ww Yeat 

a) a‘ a Pre ljacentia emi * ary T f POW-—MIA 
,S « 
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5 ] just gave you another answer to that, saying 
that linking this to political matters would only slow progress 
on the POW-MIA issue, and, therefore, it's not what we're 
proposing to do. 


Q That doesn't answer the question, though 


A Well, that's the best I can answer [It seems to 
me to be a fairly clear policy statement concerning his mission 


Q You're declining to say whether he would be able 
to talk about the other things, though 


is) ['m saying his mission is the POW-MIA issue I 
can't be any clearer than that 


Q But if the Vietnamese raise the other issues, 
does that mean he has to walk out and can't talk about them? 


A [ Cal) t Say whether Or not ne walks out of a roo#t 
or not wnen Peopit railset 1ssue with hin Bul his mission 1S 
POW-—-MIA 

Q ick is ther agreement on the advance policy 


level delegation 


( i 0 | qa / i at i Tnat t iat + per 
agreec 

Q N A tha ‘ 1] Tre t ula 3 military 
grout that wanted to go a pit r wW tl ago that Was denied 
havinae 

' | ' 1 ’ ai ¢ 11 * 

Q by } 4 

A ine policy levee team that m talking abdout i! 
another ar up of peopie heade Dy Mr 1 | ress trom the NSf 
ana Nil: Griffith: wh) S pari ’ that and Ome re fron tne 
State Department 

Y) ] « there someone e } from the (,overnment 
wno is authorized ti r wi ] 70 ) ; to ul ertar some 
on E: tu i t la t! the lietnanme ’ a wrod ture otner tna 
tne Mia ] ‘ at i? Tne otier Sus lf re iat] r nic or 
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A I don't have anything on that 


Q There used to be meetings in Paris Are they 
still going on? 


A I don't have any information on that either 


Q In January '86, Wolfowitz and Armitage went to 
Hanoi, and they discussed the POW-MIA issue What is the need 
for sending another high-level visitor, or what difference does 
it make? 


a I think 1 addressed that by saying the effort 
here would be to accelerate progress on this difficult issue 


Q Is there any signalling involved to the 
Vietnamese? 


f Tne signalling is that we would like to address 
this important humanitarian issue We've been trying to do 
that No more than that Ihat’'s the only signel 

Q You have been trying to Go that but why send a 


Presidential envoy? 


fi wi re not sencina a Pre lagential envoy unless a 
" . 

poiicy ie@vei acvance aqeiegatiort goes to nar} rirst to 
recontir Lhe Das j tne Toundgatiot ‘ r acoressina the issue 
of POW MIA 

wy ijt yi j he Jt at ‘ ’ ‘ } xj _. T¢é ’ y 
tne Senate toreian Relatior { ' 

YW r * ‘ t . TT rs j | POW 
+? ‘ y ; ; +} ; y taik 4 Ne P y rk al suld 
na . r are ’ ‘ / ‘ ‘ ’ ‘ ’ re ;ay 

(2) na r ten 

ew ad )t tne run J ‘ Mr rer | ay ' at Tne 
\ Le? rame (a r save rea +o : very str naly > y , tatemer made 


tre otner gay anc ne Of riboe 17 a a piate nina pliate 
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A [ don't have any readout on that question I 
just don't have anythine 


Q Well, could their lack of response to your 
proposal in fact be a response? The non-answer is a response 


A You're talking about sin tpril 17 


Q Yes 


6 I really couldn't speculate That's a very short 
period of time [I don't have any indication to indicate that 
there is a definitive response, as you say - a lack of 
response being the response [ don't have any way to make that 
reading, no AS 1 say ] have words that say we hope they']]1 


respond promptly so that we can move ahead on this 
& Pakistan’ 


A Pakista Ihis Concerns the Senate Foreian 


Relations Lf mittee, tne action they took on the Pakistan 


nut lé ar issu 1 he aepate im the enate fs r¢ ign Re lat LOT 
Committee made ciear the deep concern of tne enate and 
indeed oO} ihe wno le Lonar's Overt t he threat ? nuclear 
proliferat Lot 7 i Asia 

re 20 ‘ j ohare t he t ‘ t N iePaft 
nor} ProiiTreratLiof}t ] ) ! ur mie t 1 iN} rtarit policy and 
natior j ecurity } AT 1 ' wi uli j f ntLanue { Pur ‘ 
vigoroi iy our pr era j ot ‘ j { j ui’ . rogue 
wi tt Pakista 

\ ; j ask whethne the admit rat] Oo¢r jnaeea 
have aft agreetl i r aft ri r ranging wit! rakistan that tney 
all | t } he fjve per ‘ ‘ 

4 af t nels y ! that me if } que tio} He y < G 
tne ‘ icy ’ that wt ye put torwar any number of 
> Ti<g ’ . , " > at 3( . 

\ vw ’ : Pak aré jaar Tina that that 
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a ’ shnether 
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Q Chuck, on something else Do you have ar ep] y 
from the Soviets to the invitation to see a chemical weapons 
facility in Utah? 


Q I don't know that there's any reply yet I 
haven't seen it. 


Q Is there a response on the table in Geneva to the 
verification proposal -- the U.S verification proposal? 
ms I don't believe there's anything yet on the 


table, but the round just started yesterday 


Q I missed one day this week, but have you had any 
readout on the high level group meet ing in Kirtland Air Force 
Base? ls that over or wnat 


A The meeting as 1 announced it, wa for the 22nd 
anc 23rd 

Q And what 

iz ] aon t nave a reac 137 or 17 lha meet ing il‘ 
chaired by Depar tment ct Det er ce 

\ RiQ 

y 7 ; ‘ re k ‘ners ; ir : 

« T hy neetina of thé Fe is tiili of for when? ic 
that the nex Ler 1! t+ he ‘ ' ultatj 

a a that that t t he Pat! 

; ’ 4 

. . . ‘ i ' ' eia } ‘ | 
tne [a 

i t nave any pe ] j * ature 

YQ tnere a timetrame rhat you can rTrer ror a 
1? i 














Q Chuck, do you 
at the Hill for involving it 
specifically on the arms con 
SALT thing, I presume you're 
down your words if you - 


A Of course, on 
long been on record against 
undertaken, and for reasons 
times as to why the nuclear 
necessary as long as we rely 


seems to be a reasonable pos 

]1 might comment on 

Q Foreign aid 

f Supplementa 
in that case u ieeply regre 
from the SUP} ental Ther 
$300 , 000 , 000 conomic sup 
million in grant military as 
another $50 million for sout 
multi-lateral development ba 
expenses 

The fail ir’¢ to appr 
ser lously Gamage etftort: ro 
demo: rac ie* q focter ‘ ononw 
Philippines to meet importan 

lt shouia als te rn 
represente a iopbstantial cu 
oT 4 ,jnal h} }e me a] reque 

ipplemental a‘ una t eptable 

the items vou referre t ; 
adherence to the SALT II Tre 
The elimination of Foreian A 

Q Can we have a 

A l can't becaus 
out of my Memory 

Q Could you put 


Would you 


ay 
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have any fresh ammunition to fire 
self in foreign policy, 


trol measures? The 
exercised about it 


testing and the 
We'll take 


issue, the Administration has 
those two measures that are being 
which we've explained any number of 
testing will continue to be 

on a nuclear deterrent This 
ition 


that 


action that was taken on the 


1] spending bill on Foreign Aid, and 
t the imination of Foreign Aid 

e were deletions, for example, of 
for Central America; $50 
the Philippines 

some money for 


AID operat ional 


e | 
port funds 
sistance for 
Afr ica, 


for 


nern 


ni ana 


wil L] 
Amer ican 
| he 


ove supplemental assistance 


rhe (entral 


eftftort<« 


nents 


r by 


and 


ePxahipie 


by 


if 


t 


*. OVeT 
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security requir 
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the Admin 
Administr 
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contro] 
limiting 


reinforces 
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regaras 

things 
mandating 
tests 

assessment 


He 
arms 


among 
pPprovisiot 

nuclear 

this 


ana 
‘ unas 


aty 
id 


copy of that? 


7 
i 


e ebout half of that st drew 


}u 


a figure on the original request? 











+ 


A 
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In the supplemental? 
Yes 
Check with the Press Office afterwards We can 


hose details 


Q Chuck, the actions on arms control - 

A The supplemental, as I recall, was in the area of 
$1.3 billion, was the total supplemental request 

Excuse me The actions on arms control seem to 

have a philosophical thrust to then but the actions on fForelian 
Aid simply seem to be economic measures they're trying to 
keep the budget as low as they can 

Has the State Department which has taken this 
position many times before has it any suagestions to the Hill 
what to do? Would Mr Shultz have them cut domestic programs 
or simpiy come up with more cash 

3) ihe Secretary has been asked that question, as 
you're well awar: on any numbe of occasions He's responded 
to it He's made the poir that the Pr sident has put forward 
a bucget that meet Gramm Rudma target and has said simply 
that, on speaking on behalf of the Foreign Aid request as part 
f the overal] Foreign Affairs Budget that there are good and 
sufficient reasons, in fact crucial issues in the interest of 
U.S national security for which that money 18 destined; and 
that it's in the irterest of the United States, the 
Administration the Conare and all of us, that we provide 
the necessary resources to continue to fund America's front 
line of defense which is represented by uur foreian affair 
agencie: And included in that of ¢ rse is Foreign Aad 

Q One jiast thing this isn’t @qood news at least 
it's tentative but it still not good news for Mrs Aquino 
Where Gor a top in Manila now stand so far as the Secretary's 
Asian travel plans after the Economic Summit? 

" 1 don't have anythina to announce concerning 
stops aguring those trips 

#) Would he be influenced by what Conaress does so 
far a whether he af ; i Manila again and bring more bad 
neu 1 Mr; Aa a re nad last year? 
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A Again, by commenting on that, I would be 
implicitly confirming or denying that that's a stop that could 
be considered We have a wide and varied relationship with the 
Philippine Government The Secretary and the President have a 
strong relationship with President Aquino, and as a 
consequence, I think there are many important items on the 
agenda 


Q In light of the last Congressional action, has it 
now reached a point where the State Department, the 
Administration, would prefer to see the method that has been 
used for the last five years or so, that you just go ahead with 
a continuing resolution rather than take this new Foreign Aid 
bill with these large cuts in it? 


a This bill we're talking about now, Jim, is a 
supplemental 


Q Right But I'm talking about the whole budget 
package Has it now come to the point where the State 
Department would prefer to see a continuing resolution rather 
than a Foreign Aid bill? 


n Our position was that we've put forward a Budget 
that pruposes levels of funding that are, in essence, the 
minimum required to continue to do the job that the foreian 


affairs agencies are being asked to do 


Q Right But if the levels that are finally voted 
out by both Houses of Congress would be below the level of what 
you wouid get in a cont inuing resolution based on previous 
years’ budget: would you not rather, then, have a continuing 
resolution’: 


A I'm not going to speculate on various scenarios 
that might be created All I can do is emphasize that what is 
before the Congress now 18 still a request at a carefully 
worked out, defined level it's got a good rationale behind 


it, the Secretary has defended it on a number of occasions 
and that's what we think is necessary 


Q Chuck did the supplemental contain any security 
funds, embassy security funds As I recall, I think it did, 
Dut you didn't mention that And do you have any comment on it? 
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6 Again, I'd have to look into that particular 
issue That money, as I understand it, would not have been 
money included in this part that was eliminated what happened 
to embassy security money in the budget, I'll have to take a 
look at. 


Q Chuck, for the last several years there have been 
resolutions in Congress calling for April 24th to be a national 
Day of Remembrance for Armenian genocide As I understand it, 
the Department has opposed these resolutions What is the 
Department's view? 


& Did you check the bulletin board yesterday? 
Q Please tell me 
a I made a brief reference to it during the 


briefing and afterwards got a hold of a much longer response on 
the question which, in short form, was that the Administration 
opposes, and will continue to oppose, this particular Armenian 
resolution 


Q And why is that -- briefly? 
‘ Very briefly. There is no brief answer, 
unfortunately, to that question If someone wants to run out 


that particular piece of paper, I'd be happy to take a look at 
it, but it has a number of elements 


Q Chuck, on another subject, The Washington Times 
is reporting that the Sandinista government has sent $3 million 
through its diplomatic pouch to the Embassy in Washington to 
fund these protests that are coming up against contra aid Do 
you have anything on that? 





a) I don't 


Q Do you have anything on @ visit by Ambassador 
Matlock to the Soviet Foreign Ministry earlier this week? 


‘ Is there something wnusual that would have our 
ambassador visiting the Foreign Ministry? 


Q Yes; I wnderstand to pursue some of the human 
rights issues that were raised during the Secretary's trip. 
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MONDAY, APRIL 27, 1987, 12:30 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two announcements, to begin with: 


First, Secretary Shultz will address the Newspaper 
Farm Editors of America on Tuesday, April 28, from 3:30 to 4:00 
p.m. in the Loy Henderson Conference Room. Or. Duane Acker, 
Director of the Directorate for Food and Agriculture in AID, 
will also address the group from 2:45 to 3:30. The event is 
open for press coverage. For further information, please 
contact Eileen McCormick in Public Programs on 647-1710. 


Q What's the date of that, Chuck? 


5 That's Tuesday, tomorrow. 
Q It's “farm," not "foreign" editors? 
A That's Newspaper Farm Editors of America. 


Q Will there be Q&A on that? 


- Whether or not the Secretary has time for Q&A, 
we'll] just have to see. He's going to be speaking 
extemporaneously on economic-related issues. 


Secondly, this is a joint Department of 
Justice/Department of State announcement. The Department of 
Justice has determined that a prima facie case of excludability 
exists with respect to Kurt Waldheim as an individual, and his 
name is being placed on the watch list. 





This determination was based on United States law 
prohibiting entry to any foreign national who assisted or 
otherwise participated in activities amounting to persecution 
during World War IIL. 


The Department of State, therefore, has also ordered 
that his name be added to the Automated Visa Lookout System to 
alert consular officers as to his prima facie ineligibility for 
a visa to enter the United States. 














Monday, 4/27/87 


Both Justice and State emphasize that this decision 
deals with Mr. Waldheim as an individual and his past 
activities. Relations between the people and the Government of 
the United States and the people and the Government of Austria 
have traditionally been close and friendly. We share a 
fundamental commitment to democracy, human rights and the rule 
of law. We value our relationship with Austria highly and will 
work to strengthen our friendship. 


That's all I have. 


Q You say, “as an individual." He's a head of 
state. What if he wanted to come to this country or to the 
United Nations as a head of state to perform an official 
Function? 


A First, we're not aware of any plans by President 
Waldheim to visit the U.S. and, again, on some of the technical 
questions, I'd refer you to Justice. I find, in some of the 
legal background that I think Justice has already used, they 
point out that these determinations are without prejudice to 
any consideration of an application to enter the United States 
based on special authority. What I understand that to mean is 
that if he were to request permission to do so, then that 
request would be considered by the President and the Secretary 
of State. 


Q If he wanted to go to the United Nations, say, is 
there any -- that would have to be done? 


A That's all I have by way of legal or technical 
background. 


Q Is there some precedent, or have similar actions 
been taken against individuals who also happen to be heads of 
state or heads of government? 


- I just don't know the answer to that question. 
As [ said in the statement, this is taken with respect to Mr 
Waldheim as an individual and his past activities. 


Q That's not precisely what ['m asking. ['m 
asking, is the State Department aware of similar actions having 
been taken in the past against individuals who also happen to 
be heads of government or heads of state? 


A [ just don't know the historical record. 


Q Chuck, you talk about an individual, and that's 
clear; but he is the President. Should he want to come for 
meetings of an international organization here or the United 
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Nations, can you be more specific about what would happen under 
those circumstances? 


a) Again, I'd invite you to talk to Justice. I'd 
only be speculating to some degree, based on what you and I 
probably both know about heads of state and other people who 
come to the U.N., for example, is one set of circumstances. 
But, as I say, the best I can do in terms of legal rationale is 
to say that these determinations today are without prejudice to 
any consideration of an application to enter the U.S. based on 
special authority. 


Q Isn't that the Stace Department's bailiwick, not 
the Justice Department, to decide on somebody coming to the 
United Nations, say, a head of state? 


fs) Part of is our bailiwick, part of it is their 
bailiwick. 

Q You can't address that question? 

4 I've addressed it. [I've told you what [ know 
about it. 

Q No. But you didn't really answer. 

4 ['m not going to enter into at this point 


hypothetical situations. When we get to one of those 
Situations, we'll address it. 


Q You phrased it by saying, "without prejudice to 
special" -- what does that mean? 
f\ It means that these determinations are made 


without prejudice to any consideration of special authority. 


Q Has the Government of Austria been informed about 
this, and have they made any representation to the U.S. 
Government? 


“ They have been informed. Representations, I 
don't know about. 


Q Chuck, this is not speculative; this is the 
past. The United States supported Mr. Waldheim to be Secretary 
General. When did the United States first determine there's a 
prima facie case that he's a Nazi? 





4 All Il can say is that the Justice Department made 
the announcement today, which is effectively the determination. 


Q Yeah. But you're saying that the State 
Department agrees that there is such a case against him. 
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a And we made our determination likewise today. 
Q All right. But was your determina 
things you didn't know when you were supporting 
of the U.N.? Did you just learn about his past last year, or 
did you sort of forget about it for 25 years? 


A You're aware that this case has been under 
investigation -- 


Q I'm aware of government files. 


a) - for any number of months now. 


Q I'm aware of government files. 


A When all of this started, Barry, and who knew 
what when -- 


Q I'm asking if you if you're aware, if the 
Government isn't aware of its own files, or had to have the 
World Jewish Congress read it to them? 


4 I just don't know the background on that, Barry. 


Q Is there any special guidance for American 
diplomats overseas in Austria for dealing with Waldheim as a 
result of this, or were there special instructions prior to 
this decision? 


A I can't help you in terms of what you term 
"special instructions." I can tell you something about our 
relations with Austria, which are essentially that we, as I 
said before, desire good relations with the government and 
people of Austria and will continue to work toward that goal. 
Chancellor Vranitzky is the head of the Austrian Government. 
Our normal day-to-day contacts are with the Chancellor and his 
ministers. We hope that this decision would not affect those 
contacts or the friendly, cooperative relationship we enjoy 
with the people and Government of Austria. 


Q Can our Ambassador in Austria talk to Waldheim? 
Are there restrictions on what our Ambassador there can do? 


4 I just don't have anything on those kinds of 
restrictions. 


Q Would you take that question, Chuck, since there 
is a similar situation, sr had been a similar situation in 
Korea where diplomats, North Korea diplomats, were instructed 
to do certain things? 








-5- Monday, 4/27/87 


4 I'll see if [L can help you. 


Q Chuck, when Secretary of State Shultz was in 


= wuriweis wow Vue ¥ wi vtutweo wtttsa LZ 


Austria last November, he did not pay a call on the Austrian 
President. Can you tell us now if that was because he was 
aware of his background? And could you tell us if the 
Secretary should ever be in Vienna again -- and Vienna is a 
neutral place where the U.S. often meets with Russians -- 
whether he would avoid Waldheim? 


A [In the first instance, [ don't have anything 
concerning that visit beyond what was said at the time in 
response to similar questions. And concerning the second part 


of your question, that's a future tense question, and I'm just 
not going to get into it. 


Q Chuck, you've been asked, but let me try again: 
According to this automated visa lookout list system, Waldheim 
is now on a list that he cannot get a visa to come to the U.S., 
so if he shows up at the U.S. Consulate in Vienna -- [ mean, is 
he Waldheim, the citizen or the President? I don't quite see 
how you can make a difference right now between separating him 
from being the President of Austria or being an Austrian 
citizen who has a very questionable past, to say the least. 


a) All I can say is that this visa lookout list is 
out there in the hands of consular officers. When people who 
are on that list appear requesting visas, then those officers 
are required to follow specific procedures concerning people on 
that list. 


Q Who decides whether the person should or 
shouldn't get a visa? I mean, is there a rule or does he have 
the power of waiver, or does he have to ask the State 
Department? 


A As I understand it -- and we'll look into this in 
more detail if there is considerable interest --— the consular 
officer could not issue a visa without coming back to 
Washington for further authority. So if your question is, 
could that officer in the field make a decision on his own, I 
think there the answer is clearly, no, he could not make a 
decision. 


Q Does a Head of State require a visa to com to 
the United Nations? 


is) TO STAFF: Does anyone know? 


A STAFF: Yes. 


4 Yes. 
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He does? 


= Apparently heads of State coming to the U.N. have 
visas in their passports. 


Q Does the lookout list include diplomatic 
passports? 


4 The lookout list -- again, you'd have to talk to 
Justice, because that's their list, the watch list. That 
applies at ports of entry and is administered not by the State 
Department, but by federal officials here. But my presumption 
is that it applies to any person coming into the country. 


Q If the U.S. were to do this with another country, 
even one where the President is ceremonial or holds a largely 
ceremonial position such as Israel, the people of that country 
would consider it a great insult. What steps, if any, can the 
U.S. take now to prevent the people of Austria from being 
insulted by this diplomatic and legal action taken by the 
United States against an elected official of their government? 


a) First, I've expleined the nature of this action 
concerning Mr. Waldheim as an individual and based on his past 
activities. Secondly, at some length I've described our 
continuing desire for continued good relations with the 
Austrian people and their government. 


Q Chuck, I know these are mostly legal questions 
and maybe we should go to Justice, but perhaps somebody could 
tell us later on if other people have come in ina 
special-entry way -- for instance, I think if Aratat came in to 
the U.N., and he's not a Head of State, so there must have been 
some mechanism for him to come in. Has this vehicle been 
used? And does it then require, as I suspect it might, an 
investigation into the person's background, which is something 
possibly Mr. Waldheim would not appreciate? 


4 I'll take a look, and if that's a question that 
falls in our domain, then we'll see what we can do. 


Q May I come back one more time to Ann's question, 
please? You said that the decision was taken without 
prejudice, and then you had some other language about the 
President, I think, and the Secretary of State having the 
ability to review the decision on a case-by-case basis. 

Correct me if my restatement is wrong about that. But does 
that mean essentially that this decision has been made and it's 
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public, but that the President could decide at any time to 
grant Waldheim permission to come to the United States, 
regardless of this decision? 


” What it says is that there is a so-called 
“special authority," and this decision today is taken without 
prejudice to that. 


Q But who --— could you go back again. 
3) The President and the Secretary of State. 


Q The President and the Secretary of State. So 
they could make a decision to let him in regardless of this 
decision announced today? 


Ms They have the special authority. 


Q Does the decision today, eiths issued here or at 
Justice, list the particular charges that support our 
conclusion, or is it just what you have there? I mean, does it 
have any of the references to the charges of what he did in 
World War II -- which ones we accept as true or not? 


A [ don't beiieve that it contains those kind of 
details. In any case, Justice, I'm informed, did put out more 
extensive guidance and background material on the case. 


Q To add something to Ralph's question, if you'd 
take it, Chuck, whether or not the full range of American 
diplomats stationed in Vienna would be under orders to 
ostracize Waldheim socially and, say, not to accept 
invitations,not to give invitations? 


2) [I still think that falls under a general rubric 
of any special guidance or instructions. Would you agree? 


Q Yes. 


Q New question. I don't know if the Russians have 
put their treaty on the table. If they have, what do you think 
of it? 


a Aas far as I know, they have not, and I saw their 
Spokesman referring to their intention to do it tomorrow. 


Q Do you have a feel for it yet? Do you have any 
opinion on something you haven't seen yet? 


Ms No. 
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Q Do you have any guidance as to the report of an 
American shot down in Angola? 


5 The information we have comes from our Embassy in 
Pretoria. They've informed us that the National Airway 
Corporation has reported that one of its airplanes is overdue 
on a flight from Abidjan in the Cote D'Ivoire to Johannesburg. 


The aircraft, which is a Beechcraft F33A Bonanza, 
American registration N7240U, is owned and operated by 
Specialized Service Incorporated and was being flown in from 
the United States on a ferry flight. National Airway 
Corporation has confirmed that the pilot was Joseph Longo, an 
American citizen from Pennsylvania. 

Q Spell that? 

n L-O-—N-G-O. 

Q Do you have the town? 


A I don't have the town. I saw the town reported 
in reports out of Angola. I can't confirm that that -- 


Q Longo? 
A Longo is the name. 
Q Concerning what we can do about it, we're working 


through a number of friendly governments to see if we can 
ascertain the facts of the situation. 


Q Can you say whether he was or is an employee of 
the U.S. Government? 


a I don't have anything on that question at this 
point, only because [I didn't ask that question, Ralph. 


Q You can look into that for us? 
A I can look into it. 


Q Is he related by marriage to Colonel North? 
Never mind. (Laughter) 


Q Wait a minute, I have one. I've got to remember 
it. I may have missed this over the weekend, Chuck, but did 
you ever determine who was responsible for the bombing in 
Greece? And do you have any further comment on how that will 
be dealt with? 
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4 I don't have any further comment on how it will 
be dealt with. In the interim, you've seen the same reports, 
I'm sure, that I have in which an organization calied 
"17-November" had taken credit for it. I don't know of any 
information beyond that claim of credit by that group. 


Q Okay. But the U.S. hasn't determined 
independently of any sense of responsibility? 


o No. 


Q Has it received any sort of communication from 
the Greek Government on this matter? 


4 I can only say we've been in close touch with the 
Greek Government since it occurred. Let me look quickly to see 
if there was any specific information. 


I would note that Greek authorities quickly condemned 
this attack, and Greek officials both here and in Athens have 
extended their regrets. And, as I said before, the Greek 
Government and the U.S. military have begun an investigation. 


Q There was a grenade attack on the Joint U.S. 
Military Advisory Group in the Philippines this morning, and 
supposedly a group called the "Jihad Brigade" claimed 
responsibility for that and said it was connected to the 
bombing in Greece. Do you have anything on that situation? 


I have only very sketchy details. Since that's a 
military organization, these come to me indirectly. As a 
consequence, the Pentagon may have more details. 


But what [I have is that the incident occurred at about 
7:00 p.m. local time in Manila at support buildings of the 
Joint U.S. Military Assistance Group. There were reports of a 
varying number of explosions. There were no injuries. We 
don't know who was responsible. Manila police are 
investigation, and following up some leads. 


Q Back on that Greek thing just for a second. Do 
you have any travelers advice for Greece? 


A If we perceive a clear and present threat to the 
safety of American travelers to any country, we issue a travel 
advisory. There is no such advisory for Greece. 


Q What about Sri Lanka. Have you got one out on 
Sri Lanka? 


o I don't have anything new on Sri Lanka. You 
mean, talking about a travel advisory? 
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Q Yes. 


a I don't have that information with me. We'll 
have to check and see what might be outstanding on Sri Lanka. 


Q Have you got any comment yet on the conclusions 
of the PLO meeting -- the PNC? 
“ I have a very brief reaction which starts by 


saying that the search for peace in the Middle East will go 
forward. From what we know thus far of the results of the 
recent PNC meeting, they are not encouraging. 


As the forgotten victims of the violence and turmoil 
in the region, the Palestinian people would be among the prime 
beneficiaries of a peace settlement. 


Q The PLO has announced intentions of moving its 
headquarters to Algeria. Have we got any reaction to that? 
Have we said anything to the Algerian Government? 

fs) I don't have any reaction to that. 8i11? 


Q [t's a new subject. 


No. Did you get any reaction from the Algerians 
on Abu Abbas? 


q I don't have any specific reaction, no. 

Q He apparently has now got a seat on the PNC 
Executive Committee. Anything to say about that? 

A [ don't have any commentary. 

Q While we're at it, have you determined whether 


Abu Nidal was visiting Algiers, too? You weren't sure last 
week. 


4 I don't have anything beyond that. 

Q Do you have anything, Chuck, on the published 
reports today that the government's case against the Moscow 
Embassy Marines is falling apart or is in difficulty? 


4 No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the letter from Duarte to 
the President in which he said the State Department supports 


his plea? 
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i) No, I don't have anything on that. 


And Senator Simpson said it was bizarre? 


4) 


) Just don't have anything. 


On that, can you say if the State Department now 
formally supports granting EVD status to Salvadoran refugees? 
And, secondly, can you give us a general statement of our 
policy now on the EVD? 


4 I just don't have anything to date to offer on 
that particular subject. 

Q Chuck, the Iranians are claiming some victories 
in the war. Do you have a situation report or any comment on 


their claims? 


A The latest claims appear to deal] with Kurdistan, 
and there this latest Iranian offensive in Kurdistan, announced 
April 26, is similar to other initiatives in the area. It's a 
small-scale action on mountains of relatively insignificant 
Strategic value In addition, I would note that Iraq has 
announced that it is blunting the attacks. 


Q Thank you. 

Q Just one last question, Chuck. There are some 
reports floating around I[srael of two assassination attempts on 
Assad. Do you have anything to back them up? 


A No. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the April 27 daily press briefing: 
ANGOLA: STATUS OF AMCIT PILOT JOSEPH LONGO 
0: Has Joseph Longo, the American pilot shot down over Angola, 
ever been employed by the U.S. Government? 
A: MR. LONGO IS NOT AT PRESENT AN EMPLOYEE OF THE U.S. 


GOVERNMENT, AND WE HAVE NO INFORMATION INDICATING THAT HE 


HAS EVER BEEN EMPLOYED BY THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. IT IS OUR 


— “-. 


UNDERSTANDING THAT HE IS EMPLOYED BY A PRIVATE AIRCRAFT 


COMPANY TO FERRY THE AIRCRAFT TO JOHANNESBURG. 








TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the April 27 daily press briefing: 


SRI LANKA: TRAVEL ADVISORY 


Is there a Travel Advisory for Sri Lanka? 
WE HAVE HAD A TRAVEL ADVISORY IN EFFECT FOR SRI LANKA FOR A 
LONG TIME. THE MOST RECENT UPDATE WAS ISSUED ON JANUARY 
31, 1987. THE ADVISORY ADDRESSES THE PROBLEM OF COMMUNAL 
STRIFE IN THE NORTHERN AND EASTERN PROVINCES AND IT STATES 
THAT PUBLIC BUSES AND TRAINS HAVE BEEN THE TARCETS OF 
ISOLATED TERRORIST ATTACKS IN THE PAST. THE TRAVEL 


ADVISORY ALSO EMPHASIZES THAT THE SECURITY SITUATION AROUND 





THE ISLAND COULD CHANGE RAPIDLY AND URGES ALL AMERICAN 
TRAVELERS TO REGISTER UPON ARRIVAL AT THE CONSULAR SECTION 


OF THE U.S. EMBASSY. 


A COPY OF “HE TRAVEL ADVISORY FOR SRI LANKA IS AVAILABLE IN 


THE PRESS OFFICE. 
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TUESDAY, APRIL 28, 1987, 12:26 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. [I 
have quite a few announcements, so bear with me as I run 
through these. 


On April 28, that's tonight, the James Monroe Memorial 
Foundation will honor Euaenia Charles, Prime Minister of 
Dominica, and seven other individuals with the first annual 
James Monroe Freedom Awards at a black-tie dinner in the Ben 
Franklin Room. The recipients are being honored for their 
contributions to the cause of freedom in the Western Hemisphere. 


The Secretary of State will deliver brief 
ON-THE-RECORD remarks at 7:45 p.m. during a ceremony to unveil 
a portrait of former President James Monroe. This dinner marks 
the 229th birthday of the former President. No questions and 
answers are planned. Then the keynote address will be given by 


Assistant Secretary Elliott Abrams at 9:00 o'clock. Prime 
Minister Herbert Blaize of Grenada is also scheduled to speak. 


Q For the record, it's Dominica (pronounciation). 
= Dominica. Okay. 


Q Is Abrams ON THE RECORD also? I mean, available 
for coverage on - 


a I believe that all of those remarks are ON THE 
RECORD, and pool arrangements have been set up so you can be in 
touch with the Press Department if you're interested. 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the official 
visit of Prime Minister Nakasone of Japan at 11:45 a.m., 
tomorrow, April 29, at the White House. 
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Prime Minister Gro Harlem Brundtland of Norway will be 
in Washington, April 28 and 29, in her capacity as the Chairman 
of the U.N.'s World Commission on Environment and Development. 
On April 28, she will meet with Mr. Alan Hill, Chairman of the 
Council on Environmental Quality to present a copy of the 
Commission's final report to the United States. In her 
Capacity as Prime Minister, she is taking the opportunity of 
the visit to meet with the President and Secretary Shultz. 


Foreign Service Day, an annual reunion of retired 
Foreign Service employees, will be held in the Department on 
Friday, May 1. The Secretary will address participants at 5:30 
p.m. in a ceremony honoring employees who have died in 
service. The press is welcome at this ceremony, which will be 
held in the C Street lobby at the Memorial Plaque No new 
names will be added to the plaque this year. All other aspects 
of the day's events will be OFF THE RECORD. 


Yang Shangkun, Vice Chairman of the Central Military 
Commission of the People's Republic of China, will lead a 
Chinese Government delegation on an official visit to the 
United States, May 15-27, at the invitation of the U.S. 
Government. His principal host will be the Vice President. He 
will meet with senior U.S. Government leaders in Washington, 
May 18-20, following a brief stop in Hawaii. Vice Chairman 
Yang, State Counsellor Fang Yi, the Deputy Head of the 
Delegation, and other members will also visit New York, St. 
Louis, Omaha, Los Angeles and San Diego from May 21-26 and 
depart for Canada on May 27. 


Last Thursday -- 
Q Can you give me the spelling of Yang - 
a Yang -- Y-a-n-g. Shangkun -- S-h-a-n-g-k-u-n. 


Last Thursday in Palm Bay, Florida, two Kuwaiti 
students were among the victims of the cruel sniper attack at a 
shopping mall. Those students will be buried in Kuwait 
tomorrow, April 29. Our sympathy goes out to their families as 
it does to all others killed in this senseless episode. 


You will find in e Press Office a statement 
concerning the appointment of the United States Commissioner on 
the International Boundary and Water Commission between the 
United States and Mexico, Dr. Narendra N. Gunaji. 


Still have a couple more. 
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LA 


The United States Agency for International Development 
recently approved an emergency $8.4 million grant food 
assistance program to Lebanon. Through this program the United 
States will provide the Lebanese people with 15,683 metric tons 
of basic food commodities valued at $5.5 million. This food 
will be distributed to approximately 100,000 needy, displaced 
and war affected families in all parts of Lebanon regardless of 
confessional affiliation. 


Nutritionally vulnerable groups, such as children and 
the elderly, are target beneficiaries. Under this grant, food 
rations will be distributed to families registered by Save the 
Children Federation, the SCF, during a period of six months. 
The food commodities are scheduled to arrive in Lebanon in July 
1987. An additional $1.9 million grant will cover ocean 
freight costs of the program. 


In consultation with the Government of the Republic of 
Lebanon, this program will be implemented, as I said, through 
SCF and, under SCF's supervision, will also involve 
distribution through other local private voluntary 
organizations. USAID is making a separate grant of $1 million 
for the cost of distribucion of the food and other relief aid. 
We hope that this special food program, which augments other 
relief and rehabilitation assistance from the American people, 
will help alleviate hardships of those Lebanese most 
economically deprived due to prevailing economic and security 
conditions 


Questions? 
Q Yes. Do we understand that to mean that there 
will be no American personnel on the ground in Lebanon 


connected with that program? 


4 That's right. This is being done through Save 
the Children Federation. 


Q Can we get a copy of that statement, please? 

A Yes. 

Q Are you finished? 

a No, ['m not. 

And, finally, you may have seen some accusations that 
appeared in Tass against Embassy officers in Moscow, carrying 


out their duties. This attack is unfounded Our posts in the 
Soviet Union, as elsewhere, are charged with obtaining accurate 
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and reliable information about the host country. [In carrying 
out this task, our diplomats in Moscow and Leningrad, as in 
other U.S. Missions around the world, maintain contacts with as 
wide a spectrum of people as possible, both official and 
unofficial. All the U.S. diplomats named in the April 27 
article have carried out their assigned duties ina 
professioral manner and within the accepted norms of diplomatic 
practice. 


We reject the implication that any Embassy officer has 
gathered false information, or that Embassy contacts with 
refuseniks and dissidents are intended to impede U.S.-Soviet 
relations. On the contrary, accurate and reliable reports on 
how the Soviet Union respects fundamental human rights play a 
key role in U.S.-Soviet relations. We will continue to carry 
out this important and legitimate task. 


Q Copy of that? 
a Yes. 
Jim? 


Q A House subcommittee voted today a subpoena. 
Apparently they're not content with the documents which were 
turned over by the State Department. 


One, has the subpoena been served? Second, do you 
agree that the State Department has not performed according to 
the promise made by Deputy Secretary Whitehead? 


a) I don't have any information on the status of the 
subpoena. Concerning what we have done in response to this 
request which came from Congressman Mica's Committee, which 
asked for all cables on Moscow-related security issues, we 
began with a computer search that produced the documents. A 
Task Force was then established to review them to determine 
which are relevant to the committee's request. 


Cables began to be delivered on Friday. The Task 
Force continued to work even yesterday, completed the review 
process, and provided additional materials yesterday and 
finally again this morning to the Mica Committee. 


As a consequence, ['m not really sure what's involved 
here. There are some highly classified cables that have not 
been provided, and we have said that that's something that 
we're willing to try to work out between the Committee and the 
Department. 
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Q Well, among his complaints -- Mr. Mica's 
complaints -- are that according to the index in some of the 
files, the documents listed, which would be germane to his 
investigation, are not present. In other words, apparently 
somebody stripped some of the information. 


A As I said, you can look at various criteria for 
selecting or picking out documents. I don't want to go through 
the technicalities but telegrams have various little key words 
that allow you to have some idea that they may deal with a 
particular subject. The reason we established this review 
committee was to go through these thousands of documents to see 
which, in fact, do bear on the subject at hand and which may 
have had, for example, the particular key word tagged on as 
perhaps relevant but really not central. 


Q Just let me -- as far as you're concerned, then, 
the State Department believes that it has satisfied the earlier 
request? 


4 As far as I can determine, Jim, at this point, we 
provided large numbers of cables to the committee, as late as 
this morning. There have been some, as I said, identified in 


particularly highly classified categories, and we've indicated 
that we're willing to work on that problem as well with the 
committee. Beyond that, I just don't know what this particular 
action is trying to get at. 


Q So on the highly classified cables that -- you 
have not been able to turn them over but you are willing to 
negotiate on those; is that what -- 


A That's right. We've been willing to talk about 
38. 

Q He says that "I'm shocked to be treated in this 
way." This morning, he said that, after the committee vote. 
Is this -- 

a I just have no idea on what basis he could make 


such a statement. 


Q Is the subpoena vote a surprise to you? I mean, 
will you cooperate more fully, or is the subpoena irrelevant as 
far as you're concerned? 


A I don't want to comment on the relevance of the 
subpoena. That's not for me to do. All [ can say is that 
having followed this since Friday when this process got 
underway and knowing what people did to try to screen, as I 
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say, thousands of documents, that there was major effort 
undertaken, that it has produced substantial numbers of 
documents that have already gone to the committee. 


Q Chuck, several of us yesterday, when the 
situation wasn't quite clear, throw a lot of questions at you 
about the Waldheim case. Maybe we can keep it shorter this 
time, but there are still questions. 


One is whether, indeed, he would be free, despite 
being on this list, to attend the U.N. function, visit other 
parts of the United States? Presumably, there's a procedure to 
do, and could you get into it at all today? 


A Alright. I'll try to do this as briefly as I 
can. The first point is that every alien has to have a visa to 
enter the United States unless the visa requir ant is waived. 
An example of waiving a visa requirement could oe emergency 
travel, but I say that as an aside. 


Now, the particular ineligibility which would apply in 
this case is what's called Section 212(a)(33). If that were 
applicable, it could not be waived as there is no provision in 
the law for a waiver of this ground of ineligibility. What I'm 
saying is that there are certain ineligibilities that can be 
waived. There are others that cannot. This particular one is 
one that cannot. 


Heads of state, however, are only considered for A-1 
visas for which 212(a)(33) does not apply. [hese A-l1 visas are 
issued to, and I quote from the regulations here, "Public 
ministers who have been accredited by a foreign government 
recognized de jure by the United States and who are accepted by 
the President or the Secretary of State." 


So you see there, in the end, is what I referred to as 
a special authority of the President or the Secretary of State 
in my comments yesterday. 


Q Let me take it, if I may, one step further -- 

Q Barry, G-l visas for the United Nations under the 
Headquarters Agreement, my understanding is that you cannot -- 
the United States cannot -- turn him down. There's a phrase in 


there that says, "Thou shalt not impede passage to and from the 
headquarters." 


4 That heads of state and other categories can only 
have A-1 visas. 
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Q Can I go back to A-l -- 


Q So you can, in fact, forbid him from (inaudible) 
United Nations? 


S There is the provision that they're accredited 
and accepted by the President or the Secretary of State, and 
all of this is without reference to any particular application 
because there is none, of course. 


Q Back to the 4-1 procedure --— I want to just take 
you one step past where you stopped. These visas are issued 
for heads of state. Okay? 


A And other ministers. 


Q Are they issued, in this case, or in a general 
sense, after some sort of investigation or is it something that 
routinely the Secretary of State or the President, using their 
statutory authority would simply grant? Do they do any -- 


o As in almost every case of visa law, most things 
are done in what you would call I[ suppose a routine fashion, in 
the sense that diplomats accredited to the United States, for 
example, get A-1l visas, and [ don't suppose the President 
reviews every A-1l visa for every diplomat accredited to the 
United States. So, in that sense, that is the normal routine. 


Q The Libyans come here this way to the U.N., and, 
of course, Libya is on the terrorism list, to use one example. 
Waldheim has another sort of a problem here. 


In those cases ~-- call it controversial, call it 
contested, call it whatever -- would be routinely, as we've 
described it, routinely granted or will there be some inquiry, 
do you suppose? 


a) I don't see any way I can speculate on all of 
these various cases you might put forward. Each one has 
slightly different variations, slightly different set of facts. 


Q Has the Administration ever denied a head of 
state permission to go to the United Nations? 


a I don't know that. 


Q Could I just ask you on that, Chuck, does the 
United States, as the host country, though, have discretionary 
powers, that it can block visas to the U.N.? 
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4 I just went through the fact that a head of 
state, for whatever purpose he comes to this country, comes on 
an A-1l visa, and then I've cited the law as it applies to A-l 
visas. 


Q Let me see if I've understood this, Chuck. 
You're saying A-l visas, fine. Under the particular 
ineligibility President Waldheim now suffers, there can be no 
waiver of the requirements for a visa; right? But, on the 
other hand, there is the Headquarters Agreement which states 
that -- 


a I'm not sure what you said is totally correct, 
but give us -- whether it was reasonably a close approximation, 
I don't know We can check on it. 


Q Okay. But, on the other hand, the Headquarters 
Agreement says that the United States shall not impede the 
passage to and from the United Nations Headquarters. All I'm 
trying to get at is, if Waldheim wishes to visit the United 
Nations Headquarters, is the United States in a position to 
Say, no, he cannot have a visa? 


S All I can do is reiterate what I've said. That 
as a head of state, he would only be considered for an A-1 visa 
even if he were applying for a visit to the United Nations, and 


that comes from 22CFR-41.20(b). We probably could see if we 
could get some slots in the consular course for some of you. 
[It runs for two weeks over at Rosslyn. 


Q Do you agree that the Administration doesn't have 
a right to prevent a head of state from going to the United 
Nations? 


I've just cited in great -- 
Michael just said ~- 


-- and exquisite detail the visa regulations that 
apply. 


Q Do you agree that -- does the Headquarters 
Agreement say what Michael said it says? 


) I'm not in any position to determine what various 
peoples' interpretations may or may not be. What I['m telling 
you is what the visa regulations say and the way that that 
operates. 


Q Can you take the question on the Headquarters 
Agreement? 
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2) I've answered the question. 
Q But there seems to be a -- 
3) Very clearly. 


Q There seems to be a conflict between two 
different laws here, Chuck, which I would like resolved. 


Q There are two ways to come into this country. 


Q Does the U.S. have any response to the statements 
by the Austrian Foreign Minister or to the recall of the 
Austrian Ambassador? 


A I don't have any response. I could only 
reiterate again what I said, that we hope to continue to have 
good relations with the government and the people of Austria. 


Q You said the case wasn't proven and - 


a The Justice Department went through in great 
detail yesterday the nature of the determination that was made 
under the law. That was included in my announcement as well. 


Q New subject. Chuck, are you prepared to deal 
with the question raised in Geneva today by the Soviet Union of 
American warheads on Pershing I missile rockets which are West 
German missile launchers? 


A You want to go right to the details’? 
Q Yeah. 
A You don't want any general reaction, etc. You 


just want to go right to the details? 

Q Well, I mean, if you want -- 

Q Give us your general reaction. 

A I like people who start at the bottom and work 
up. (Laughter) [I think maybe in the overall context it's 
better to start over. 

Q The way you like. Do you ‘ave any reaction to 


the Soviet statement in Geneva today on arms control? No, no, 
not on arms control -- on anything? (Laughter) 
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. Right. As you know, the Soviets yesterday tabled 
a draft INF Treaty. It's a detailed and substantive draft. 
The draft seems to reflect the basic agreements on LRINF issues 
made by the President and Secretary General Gorbachev at 
Reykjavik last October. 


We're now undertaking a careful review of it. We want 
to study it thoroughly and expect to be posing a number of 
questions to the Soviets to clarify the draft text. We 
anticipate that we will be negotiating intensively on the basis 
of the U.S. draft treaty and the Soviet response. 


So let me leave it at that by way of general 
reaction. Your question concerning the Soviet indication that 
the FRG Pershing [-A's should be eliminated is part of this 
deal. Now I'll go to the warhead question. 


Q Let me phrase the question, if you don't mind. 
As I understand the Soviet issue, it is not with the FRG 
Pershing [I-A missiles but with the American warheads which are 
placed on those German missiles? 

A My answer is going to be the same. 


Q Well, fine, I just want to -- 


2) The agreements that we are negotiating call for 
the destruction of missiles and launchers and not the warheads 
themselves. 


And, secondly, the U.S. has, from the beginnina, 
excluded third country systems from the negotiations. The 
Soviets have not previously raised the question of FRG 
Pershings, and for them to raise this issue now suggests a lack 
of serious intent. 


Q So you're going to deal with -- you want to 
exclude the warheads from discussion, is that correct? 


4 I'm not saying we want to. They've never been 
part of the discussion. 


Q Well, do you want to exclude the warheads from 
discussion, or does the fact that they've never been raised 
till now mean you don't want to deal with them, or you won't 
deal with them, or you're glad to deal with them? 


A I think I've given you commentary that covers the 
waterfront there. 
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Q Comments on the - 


Q (inaudible) short-range, intermediate range 
missiles, the Soviets say that they've proposed eliminating 
them in Europe, but then having a world-wide equal level. 


- Right 

Q The Secretary had said that the Soviets had 
proposed eliminating that class of weapons entirely. This 
would seem to be a regression from that Is that the case? 

- Only to ask you to take a close look at what the 
Secretary said in Moscow, where he said that in the 

, negotiations the Soviets had said that they would take the 

position that that level should be zero -- something to that 
effect, so, first of all, check his exact words But on the 


guestion of their position on SRINF, first you know that they 
did not address that in their draft INF Treaty text, but 
instead they deal with these missile systems separately 


As an initial reaction, I would note that we welcome 
Soviet acceptance of the principle of global equality between 
the two parties in regard to SRINF missile systems I would 
add, however, that the United States opposes retention of SRINF 
in Asia, while eliminating them in Europe SRINF in Soviet 
Asia would continue to threaten allies and friends, and because 
of their mobility could quickly pose a threat elsewhere 


We will continue to vigorously present to the Soviets 
our criteria for an acceptable SRINF proposal, inter alia, 
bilateral in nature, global in scope, concurrent with the INF 
Treaty and effectively verifiable 





And finally, we are consulting with our allies on our 
response to the Soviet SRINF proposal That includes meetinas 
this week in Brussels 


Q May we have copies of your statements, various 
statements on this, the ones you've given? 


a They're scribbled up 


Q Chuck, if I asked you about the Asian warheads on 
long-range INF, and why you could live with that and can't live 
with short-range, you would probably tell me ultimately you 
want to eliminate them entirely But indeed, how can you live 
with one set of warheads in Asia and find so reprehensible 
shorter-range weapons? 
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A In essense, it's a question of mobility 

Q Aren't they both mobile? 

fe) The problem is posed, as you say, to some degree 
for LRINF -- they are mobile It's posed even more pointedly 
in the case of SRINF, which are even more mobile And as you 


correctly say, our preference would be for zero in Asia 


Q fhe Secretary has used the phrase “transportable” 
instead of mobile, and I guess that gets to your point You 
mean those short-range missiles can be what, warheads I mean, 
can just be put on a truck and taken -- 


Missiles -- or put into an airplane 
Q And you can't do that with a long-range warhead? 
- I don't want to go into the technicalities 


because I'm not -- 
Q I just wanted to know what makes more mobile -- 


“ I think that's difficult to do with an SS-20, but 
we can ask some of the experts 


Q I just wondered what makes them more mobile? 

Q They are more mobile 

Q We'll take it on faith 

Q Obukhov made some statements on verification of 

- Working right through this 

Q They accept the idea of intrusive verification 
whatever that is What is the response to their proposal on 


verification? 


= As we have made clear on previous occasions, of 
the issues remaining before an INF agreement can be concluded, 
none 1s more important than verification Our draft treaty, 
therefore, includes a comprehensive verification regime to 
insure compliance with the Treaty In their draft text, the 
Soviets have noted that they will be seeking verification 
agreement in some of the basic areas which we require, for 


example, data exchange, on-site inspection of destruction The 
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devil is in the details, however, and we need extended exchange 
of specific Soviet positions 

Additionally, the Soviets have not met our 
requirements for inspection of sites suspected of violations 
an INF agreement 

Q So you think it’s general - there 1 some 
positive movement there, but not enough? he devi S in the 
details 

- I said we expect to have an extended exchange on 
these kind of issues 

Q Chuck, can I come back for a second to the 
question you were discussing with Barry a minute ago when you 
were talking about putting the warheads on trucks and stuff? 
Could you explain the distinction for me maybe it went by 
Quickly that I but could you explain the 


Gidn’'t catch it - 
Gistinction DdDetween putting Sov 


o TT : 
oviet SR INF 
putting 


warheads 


on trucks and 


in 


so 





having them be a threat and American SRINF warheads in 
West Germany on trucks, and they are not a threat and they 
shouldn't be dealt with in the negotiation? 

” I haven't talked about that at all 

Q Well, you have said that those American warheads 
ought not to be an issue 

- That's not the question that 8 posed 

Q Sut it > a goog one augnter 

- I'm not sure becaus 

~ Lal cw i j ry > _ 

A - in this system we haven't in this range and 
category of systems we have no systems 

Q But there are warheads 

Q Wait a minute et's first divorce - [| mean, I 
don't want to tie my question -- if it's a problem for you 
dealing with it as it relates to Barry's quest n let's not 
tie it 

5 Because it has absolutely nothing to do with 


Barry's 


Question 
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Q Well, the question was, SRINF warheads in Asia -- 
- You can talk to him about that. 
Q -- SRINF warheads in Asia owned by the Soviet 


Union you consider to be a threat because they are mobile and 
could be moved easily to another place in the Soviet Union and 
perhaps elsewhere 


A Let's not phrase it as saying, “We consider them 
to be a threat." What ['m saying is, iooking at a solution to 
this question of SRINF, that we oppose the retention of them in 
Asia while eliminating them in Europe. That's our basic 
position 


Q Okay So my question is, can you explain the 
distinction between the U.S. opposing their elimination in 
Europe and their retention in Asia? What's the difference 
between that and the Soviet Union opposing American warhead 
retention in West Germany and elimination elsewhere in Europe? 


a I don't know why you're talking about warheads 
again We're talking about missiles and launchers. 


Q Well, you used the phrase -- the transcript will 
show that you used the phrase “warheads” a few moments ago when 
you discussed putting them on trucks and they could be moved 
The word “warhead” was used, but in any case, regardless of 
whether you're talking about missiles or warheads, they're 
equally transportable 


2) There's a difference 

Q They're equaily transportable, however And as 
you -- I think you said could put them out by plane. 

Qq I think this is getting a little esoteric for the 
rest of the audience. I could try to help you ina lot more 
detail I think I've given as good an answer as I can to this 


question of how we feel about some SRINF in Asia and none in 
Europe That's the basic principle here 


Q And you don't want to explore the other question 
at all, the one -- 


a) I don't understand what the question is, and I'm 
afraid it's going to take us some time to get to it. 
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) Well, it was raised by the Soviet Union in Geneva 
today. It's not something I'm raising out of the blue here. 


“ You're talking about the Pershing [A warheads. 

Q Right. 

a) But I answered that question separately, saying 
first of all, the negotiations are only dealing with missiles 
and launchers, not warheads; and secondly, that we have, from 


the beginning, excluded third-country systems from the 
negotiations, and that the Soviets had never previously raised 
that question. 


Q Okay. So the fact that you say they are only 
dealing with missiles and launchers means that the U.S. is not 
willing to deal with warheads, not prepared to deal with 
warheads on that score, only with missiles and launchers, is 
that correct? 


A Neither side has ever talked about warheads 
We've been talking about agreements dealing with missiles and 
launchers. 


Q On the general subject of an agreement, potential 
agreement, General Rowny apparently has some opinions at 
variance with those of the Secretary Have you anything on 
that? 

- No. 

Q Are you just going to leave him out with his 
disagreement? 

a Well, you all know what the Secretary's position 
is. That's what [I'm here, basically, to talk about, and [ just 


don't feel capable of trying to reconcile other people's 
particular perspectives with the Secretary's or someone else's 


Q Is there an agreement now, or a disagreement, on 
where in the United States those 100 warheads should be based, 
that would be left? 


Q Only missiles and launchers -- there is not 
discussion of warheads 


Q Long-range, INF warheads, -- 


A Missiles (Laughter) 
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Q -—- that both sides agree should retain 100 in the 
national territory. Do the two sides agree now on where in the 
United States those warheads should be? 


A I can only deal with the question in terms of 
missiles; if you want to make it theological -—- 


Q It's warheads on that, Chuck, the long-range INF. 
Q The 100 warheads on 33-1/3 missiles. 

“ That's right 

Q Those are warheads 

f Those are warheads 

Q That's what he's asking about 

a In any case, your question is, does the question 


of basing still remain; as I understand it, there's been no 
change in the respective positions 


Q New topic? 
” New topic 


Q Two on South Africa. Anything on the latest 
clash of students in Capetown on the police reaction to that? 
And anything on this series --— there have now been two legal 
rulings that have shot down some of the press censorship 
restrictions? 


A No, nothing on either one 

Q Could you look into it, because the press ones 
are q e significant and seem to show some -- 

” Concerning the lifting of restrictions? 

Q Yes, there are two rulings 

is) I don't really want to get into the position of 
having to look into every move that's taken. You know our 


basic position in terms of freedom of the press and openness, 
and how we feel about that with respect to South Africa and 
elsewhere. That hasn't changed 
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Q Carn i try again on Arens - had no luck on 
Is the State Department saying anything today on last 
meetings between fArens and the Secretary? 


a No 


Q Has the State Department become involved in the 
negotiations with the [Israelis on what documentation is to be 
turned over by the Israeli Government on Iran arms money trail? 


A The information I[ have now, Jim, is that the 
discussions are still going on between the committees and the 
Israelis and between the independent counsel and the I[sraelis, 
that we still stand ready to offer or to provide our good 
offices, but at this point, it's between those parties 


Q And the State Department, at this point, is not 
involved? 


- That's my understanding 


Q Chuck, do you have any information on meetings 
between King Hussein and Peres and Rabin? 


a No 


Q I'd like to go back to the Waldheim case The 
Austrian Cabinet, in a statement read by Chancellor Vranitzky, 
issued a four-point statement which, in fact, rejects the 
accusations and the action yesterday Do you have any -- Can 
you comment on that, any reaction to that I mean, this is an 
official statement of the Austrian Government 


Aa No, I don't 

Q reports that a Mr Peter 
Voss, I think his name was, was set to be named as Ambassador 
to the Netherlands at one point Is that true? 

a I don't have anything on that 

Q Any reaction to Egypt closing the PLO offices? 

A very brief one First, no We've long 
supported Egypt's commitment to practical efforts to achieve 


peace in the region, but as to the Egyptian reaction to the PNC 
resolution, that's an internal Egyptian matter 
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Q Chuck, the New York Times reported this morning 
that President Zia-ul-Haq had sent a letter to President 
Reagan, which I understand is now at the State Department, 
asking them to release airborne radar. Can you confirm that? 
Tell us what stage the negotiations are at and how the State 
Department feels about the idea? 


s Without reference to various exchanges of 
correspondence, which [ won't comment on, the Administration 
has agreed in principle to facilitate Pakistan's acquisition ot 
some sort of airborne, early-warning capability. Our 
discussions have included the possibility of leasing 
arrangements, but no decision has been made on any particular 
method of transfer, nor on any particular system. 


Q Is it true that if the airborne radar were leased 
that U.S. personnel would have to fly the planes or operate the 
systems, or are there other modalities? 


A I don't know about those kind of modalities. In 
any case, since no decision has been made, ['m not prepared to 
go further 


Q Do you have anything on reports that Australia is 
set to deport the U.S. naval deserter, Edward Lamont? 


i) No, I don't. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:57 p.m.) 
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MR. HOWARD: Good morning. We will start our BACKGROUND 
briefing now -- pre-brief on the Nakasone visit. For your 
information and not for publication, our briefer is 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. It might be 
helpful to you if I began with a quick summary of Mr. Nakasone's 
schedule. The Prime Minister arrives at 5:30 p.m. this afternoon. 
Secretary Shultz will greet him at Andrews Air Force Base and escort 
him to the Madison Hotel. 


The official events on Mr. Nakasone's schedule, including 
his first meeting with the President, begin tomorrow. At 10:00 a.m., 
there will be an arrival ceremony at the White House followed by a 
meeting between the Prime Minister and President Reagan. 


Secretary Shultz will then host a luncheon for the Prime 
Minister at the State Department. 


In the afternoon, Mr. Nakasone will go to the Capitol 
Building to meet with Senate Majority Leader Byrd, Minority Leader 
Dole, and a few other Senators whom they may invite. The State 
Dinner takes place at the White House tomorrow evening. 


Mr. Nakasone will meet again with the President on Friday 
morning. He will then return to the Capitol Building, this time to 
meet with Speaker Wright and other House leaders. He will make a 
major address at the invitation of the National Press Club at 
luncheon. 


Next, he will go to Arlington National Cemetery where he 
will lay a wreath at the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier. I understand 
that the Prime Minister also intends to lay a wreath at the 
Challenger Memorial in tribute to the sacrifice of our astronauts in 
the cause of advancing the world's knowledge of space and technology. 


He ends the day with a return banquet at the Japanese 
Embassy. 


Mr. Nakasone will have a final meeting over breakfast 
with Secretary Shultz on Saturday morning. With his departure 
ceremony at 10:45 a.m. at Fort McNair, his official visit concludes. 
It's my understanding that he intends to make a private stop for some 
well-earned rest in Hawaii before he returns to Japan. 


I might just add a few words about how we regard this 
visit. The President and this administration are looking forward to 
welcoming Prime Minister Nakasone on his first official visit to the 
United States. His previous visits, including his visit to Camp 
David, were simply working visits. The last official visit by a 
Japanese Prime Minister was by Prime Minister Suzuki in 1981. 
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We wish to welcome Mr. Nakasone as a good friend, and a 
leader of an allied country with which we have a close, 
collaborative, and mutually beneficial relationship. We intend to 
prepare for the Venice Summit and discuss a whole range of 
international issues, including developments in our relationship with 
the Soviet Union and arms control, and reaffirm our cooperation on 
political, strategic defense, and foreign assistance matters. 


Obviously, we will discuss our bilateral economic 
relations as well. In that context, we expect to state our views 
clearly once again. We will urge the Japanese government to promote 
macroeconomic coordination, particularly greater domestic demand 
growth in Japan; to support structural economic changes; to take 
expeditious action to resolve important outstanding issues; and to 
remove remaining import impediments. 


Mr. Nakasone has indicated to us that he takes the 
problem in U.S.-Japanese economic relations most seriously. He sent 
a special envoy, as you Know, former Foreign Minister Abe to 
Washington last week to sketch out for us a comprehensive program of 
measures to address these problems. The thrust of the measures he 
outlined is positive. But obviously, their impact will depend on the 
details and on implementation. We are looking forward from -- 
hearing from the Prime Minister further details of his program. 


It goes without saying that we don't expect to resolve 
all our problems in a single visit. But the process of regular 
consultations at the top is important, and we want to make as much 
progress as we can while the Prime Minister is here. 


In closing, let me reemphasize that Mr. Nakasone comes 
here as a friend, and is the leader of a country that shares the 
value we place on democratic principles, a country which is coming to 
recognize the responsibility it bears as a leader among the 
industrialized democracies. That responsibility embraces not only 
the maintenance of the free trade system that has benefitted us all 
so much, but also the growth of the still-developing nations of the 
world. We are going to discuss current issues and problems as 
friends, and take this opportunity to address the challenge of 
putting our economies in capacity for innovation to work for the 
common good in the future. 


I now invite your questions. 
Sir? 


Q There are reports that Mr. Nakasone is having some 
domestic political problems at home. Do you feel that this is going 
to have an inhibiting effect on his ability to make any changes that 
the United States would like to see? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't really think 
so. I think that the -- that the Prime Minister after all is the 
Prime Minister, and he still holds in his hands the powers of that 
office and all that that entails. He's the head of the Liberal 
Democratic Party. He has political difficulties, as you've pointed 
out, at home, but I think there's a real coming together behind hin, 
certainly in terms of this trip, and of his meeting with the 
President. I think the Japanese want this to be a success. I think 
that's true of the leadership of the Liberal Democratic Party and the 
government leadership generally, and I think that's true of the 
Japanese people. 


Andrea. 
Q As a follow-up on that, will it in any way, and has 


it already affected our approach to the Japanese -- to him, in that 
Yeutter seemed to have softened his tone somewhat -- I mean, is the 
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President walking a tightrope in this case where he's caught between 
the Hill on one side and pressure for him to be tougher, and concern 
about further undermining Nakasone's political position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't put it 
that way. I don't really think we are seeing -- we're having any 
particular concern about the Prime Minister's position. I mean, the 
Japanese, the internal Japanese political scene is for him and his 
government and his party to sort out, and they're doing that. But, 
at the same time, as I say, he bears the responsibility of the Prime 
Minister and all the power that that holds. And I think he's going 
to be able to act with that. 


We're not looking particularly at his position as 
something that has to concern us during this visit. We're trying to 
deal with the issues as we see them and as we understand them. And 
there are a lot of issues between us, in many areas of the world -- 
some in which we're very cooperative and others in which we are 
competitive. In the trade area, of course, is one that we've got to 
deal with. We're dealing with the Prime Minister and I don't think 
his political problems at home are affecting us particularly. 


Q How much of a cloud does the trade bill and the 
Gephardt amendment put over Mr. Nakasone's visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i'm not -=- I wouldn't 
Say that much of a cloud. I mean, this is not unexpected. It's 
something that we anticipated and I don't think it's something that 
bothers either one of us, particularly. I mean, we knew the Congress 
was going to do this; we've known that for some time. The timing of 
it was something that was not specifically known, but I con't think 
that there's a particular cloud as a result of that at all. 


Q Doesn't that increase friction, though, particularly; 
for Mr. Nakasone at home? 


SONIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. I 
think, again, that the -- I think there's a very good understancin 
in Japan of the attituce that exists in this country and the seabie ems 
that they face here in terms of the trade relationship. So I don't 
really think this comes as any Surprise to anybody. 

Chris. 

Q You were saying before that there has been a history 


where the Japanese make various problems and then there's a problem 
with follow-through and the details of the packages they offer. And, 
yet, only a few days after you've put these sanctions in, we're 
already saying, well, there seems to be a big attitudinal change anc 
we're talking about lifting them. Why is the administration in such 
a rush to lift these sanctions? And doesn't that speak just to 
exactly what your critics say, which is that the administration isn't 
willing to get tough with the Japanese and make it clear to them that 
they have to clean up their act? 


SENIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think that 
we're rushing to lift the sanctions. I don't believe that is the 
case. We are waiting to find out what the figures will show. Once 
we are able to determine that there is something happening, that 
there is a change taking place as far as the ability to compete in 
the Japanese domestic market and the dumping cases in other areas of 
the world -=- once we've seen that a change has taken place, then we 
will consider liftino those sanctions. But we're in no great hurry 
to do that. 


Q Yes, but, if I may follow up, that isn't, in fact, 
what the administration is doing. Both Mr. Yeutter and Mr. Baldrige 
have already begun to talk about there's a change in just these few 
days and Yeutter said yesterday it's only a matter of time. I mean, 
he seems to have already prejudged the case. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we do expect that 
the Japanese will take actions which will allow us to lift those 
sanctions. We do see an attitude which moves in that direction. And 
that's fine. But we've got to see the facts and we haven't seen 
those yet. We're waiting. 


Q Sir, do you expect Mr. Nakasone to raise the issue 
of the yen-dollar level, and in that context, will the United States 
be urging the Japanese to reduce their short-term interest rates? 


SENIOR ADIMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I expect the 
yen-dollar relationship, of course, to be discussed. I think we have 
to do that. I would not try to prejudge about what we will press 
them for. I mean, we're just going to have to see how the 
discussions go. 


I'm not sure quite how we -- let me get somebody back 
there. 

Q Could I follow up on Chris's question? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, all right. 

Q Because exactly this point of previous promises made 
that have not been implemented -- how can Nakasone's political 
Strength at home not be an important part of these discussions? How 
can his ability to put -- to push through whatever promises or 


approaches he discusses here not be an important part of the whole -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: S3ecause I think he is 
coming here as the leader of his party and the leader of his 
government. He presents the view of the top leadership of the party, 
including the people who may become prime minister following him at 
some future date -- I would not want to speculate on that at all. I 
have no idea when that may be. But he is presenting a unified view. 
He's the leader, he's the Prime Minister, but he's expressing a 
unified view of his top government and top party officials. So lI see 
no problem with that. 


Q On the question of promises, Prime Minister Nakasone. 
was here in April of last year, and at that time, the main thing that 
he was saying with regard to U.S. concerns on trade was that Japan 
had adopted this big report, the Maekawa report, which was described 
as giving an historic change in trend of the Japanese economy. One 
year has passed. How do you evaluate what Japan has done in this 
past year along the line that he set out last year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I woule say that 
there has been some movement, but not nearly as much as we would like 
to have seen. There is, as you probably know, Don, a second Maekawa 
report which has recently been issued and which is stating again 
things that have to be done that were not done. So we would want to 
see more progress. We do think there has been some. 


We do think that Japan has taken steps for structural 
changes in her economy. There are some things that have been done; 
there are things that have been done to open her markets. We've had 
certain success in our MOSS negotations. You know, we've had 
negotiations in four sectors there, which has been in the 
telecommunications, electronics, wood products, and pharmeceutical 
and medical supplies. And those have produced some good results. So 
~- and cther discussions that we're having on various market-opening 
things. 


But we have -- we are witnessing, I think, Japan moving 
toward the implementation of a number of the Maekawa report 
recommendations -- not, as I Say, 
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nearly as much as we would like to see. But Japan is moving in the 
direction of assuming, I think, the role of a leading -- one of the 
great leading economic powers in the world. 


Yes? 


Q As you know, this meeting comes at a time where 
there are great political pressures and economic turmoil in both 
countries over the trade issue and the result and effect on 
currencies. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
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two leaders announce as a result of their meeting that might abate 
some of these pressures and relieve some of the turmoil that's now 
occurring? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think what we 
have to do fundamentally is to show that we are capable of managing 
this very complex relationship -- wide and broad relationship that we 
have between us -- two countries. 


I think we've got to see this relationship in its 
broadest sense. We've got to talk and discuss the ways in which we 
cooperate and work together, and then we have to talk about the ways 
in which we are competitive and the problems that exist in the trade 
area. And I think we do have to talk about things that we, 
ourselves, are doing on our side, trying to bring our budget deficit 
into some kind of control, and -- under some control. And, at the 
same time, trying to improve American competitiveness, an export 
enhancement program, and things of that sort -- ways in which private 
industry and the U.S. government are working together on this. 


But those are things that we can talk about from our 
side. But from the Japanese side, we have -- I think -=- have got to 
talk very candidly between the two of us about things we feel are 
necessary for Japan to do to assume her responsibilities in the trade 
area. And we believe that Mr. Abe's visit here last week indicated 
the direction in which Japan was trying to move. He brought along 
with him some very interesting proposals of things that Japan would 
do, and ways in which Japan could move to try to ease these 
difficulties that exist and the problems that we have -- the very 
serious, serious problems that we have. 


We hope that in the discussions with the Prime Minister 
-- and since Mr. Abe's been back in Tokyo, there have been, of 
course, continuing meetings and discussions in Tokyo between him and 
the other economic leaders of the country about these proposals that 
he made -- about how to implement them -- how to put them into 
effect, the specificity of them, the timeliness involved. We hone to 
discuss all of this with the Prime Minister and see what comes -- and 
look for the ways in which the packages that Mr. Abe talked at 
which we believe are pretty good, if they're implemented properly and 
if they're done so in a reasonable period of time. So, we're looking 
for that kind of thing. 


Q Do you think the President might make a statement of 
endorsement of the proposals -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends on what we 
hear and how our discussions gc here. 


Q To get back to this question of Mr. Nakasone's 
political underpinnings -- you say he comes as a unified -- heading a 
unified government. But isn't that a bit disingenuous? After ali, 
the President is -- if the Japanese were analyzing our situation, 
they wouldn't simply say, well, the President can do anything he 
wants because he's heading the government, because he's got political 
limitations here. I mean, can't you give us some sense of your 


MORE 











analysis of what the political situation will mean for this meeting? 
It's a central point in this whole -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't see it 
quite as central as that and I don't think it's being disingenuous. 
I really believe that the propositions that he's coming with and what 
he's coming to propose are the result of consensus in Tokyo -- that 
there is a consensus insice the Liberal Democratic Party at the top, 
and in the government, what has to be done and what can be done. I 
believe that he comes as the head of that consensus, which is what 
the Prime Minister is. And he is going to present the case and talk 
about it as to what he feels his government and his party can do. 


Q What abcut his ability ts implement? Last week we 
saw that he had to back off on a major proposal within his own 
country. Aren't you analyzing his ability to make good on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but I think that's 
a particularly unique case, in a way -- that particular thing in 
which he backed off of -- the sales tax, and his proposition for tax 
reform. I think that's quite different from the issues that we're 
talking about here. I don't think it's the same at all. I think you 
did not have any consensus there for that. I mean, one can go into 
the whole question of how that thing ever was proposed, and all that, 
but the point is this is different. This is not the same. I think 
he does come, as I say, aS a consensus leader and the Prime Minister 
and he has the authority as a Prime Minsiter to deal with this. 


Q As you know, that $165 million in tariffs supposedly 
are because of lack of market access for U.S. chip makers. And 
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I have two questions in that regard. Ome, does the statement on Mr 
Abe last week that the government of Japan is going to promote the 
purchase by some government agencies of a couple supercomputers help 
address that market access question so far as you're concerned? And 
secondly, do you think that Mr. Nakasone, given the State Department 
cable reflecting Mr. Kuroda's remarks, has the clout to carry out the 
intention to buy supercomputers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think on the 
supercomputer case -- i mean, we, of course, were heartened by Mr. 
Abe‘s remarks. We see a movement toward super -- toward an opening 
of that market to the Japanese goverment which will be very helpful 
if it*s followed through on and if it actually takes place. So we're 
very pleased with that, if that goes forward. 


I don't know if that has any particular relationship to 
the cable that you're referring to and the Kuroda statement. I think 
one has to be very careful about using that sort of document in terms 
of determining what policy is or isn't or how it's going to develop. 
I mean, after all, these were things which were said in 
confidentiality and thought would be held that way. 


Q Maybe that means that they are more accurate than 
the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not necessarily. Not 
necessarily. I think you have to look at, you know -- you know how 
people can be. Sometimes they overstate, and so forth, they don't 
expect that they‘re going be held to that forever. 


Q Well, is the Japanese government now united that 
they‘re willing to begin buying supercomputers? Are you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there's a 
general -- I think so and I hope that we‘ll get some specificity on 
that while the Prime Minister is here. 


Q You said earlier that the Japanese want this visit 
to be a success. How do you measure the success of this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would measure it 
on the basis of the way in which we reaffirm the alliance between our 
two countries, the closeness in which we collaborate in defense 
matters, security matters, and in the broad, general sense of the 
international political scene, and of the ways in which we can show 
that we are able to handle and to manage this -- the economic and 
trade problems between us. 


Q Is it not true that if the Nakasone government 
falls, and there are rumors circulating that Nakasone is going to 
resign after the Venice summit, that he would be replaced by a 
government that would be much more anti-American? That like it or 
not, the sales tax proposal and other statistics in Japan concerning 
unemployment, and so forth, are being attributed by larger and larger 
sections of the Japanese population as a result of being too 
conciliatory toward the United States‘ demands on the Japanese 
ecomony? And wouldn't that be a national security and economic 
disaster for the United States if a more anti-American government 
succeeded Nakasone? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't see any chance 
of that. I think if you look at the candidates who are possible 
successors, none of those three can conceivably be thought of as 
anti-American. 
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And, as far as the sales tax proposal -- this sort of 
thing, I think you have to remember that this was all -- these things 
were all supported by the top leadership of the party and of the 
government. i mean, we can‘t assume that we're making -- may be 
making an assumption here that somehow the Prime Minister soes 
rushing off on his own in doing -- taking this step, taking that 
step. That's not so, and he doesn't do that, and has to have this 
consensus before he moves. 


Q But there is a grass-roots ferment in Japan -- 
that's the point -- that could force a change in government. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think, again, 
there is obviously some concern among -- in the grass roots. You're 
right about that. I don‘t doubt -- deny that. That's so. But I 
think we do have to be very careful about how we assess it in terms 
of any anti-American attitude of any.hing of that sort. I don't 
really see that as being part of it at this time. I don't know what 
could develop. 


Q One other question is why is this administration 
being so imprecise about the kind of data that it would require to -- 
that would satisfy us on the sanctions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To lift the sanctions? 
Well, I don't know as we're being imprecise. I think you'd have to 
Girect that probably more to Commerce than to me, but I think we're 
trying to get the data which is accurate. We're trying to use the 
Gata that we gather and that the Japanese gather in trying to put 
this stuff together and be sure that we've got a trend or we've got 
something that is really happening. That's all we're trying to do. 
Q On the ti 
estimate if they are in ¢€ 
said? When would you hav 
to lift the sanctions? 


iming on that, can you -- what's your best 
act showing a change in attitude, as Yeutter 
a month's data, or however much you need, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think we really 
can say. I think we've got to -- 


Q Before the summit in Venice? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really wouldn't -- I'd 
rather not speculate on that because I do think we've got to get this 
stuff and we've got to see how it goes, and it has to be looked at by 
analysts and people who know and understand it, and it's awfully hard 
to make a judgment on that. 


9 There's no rush to do this or to give Nakasone some 
promise of the eventuality of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the process is 
in movement, and I think he knows that and he knows that we are going 
to do everything we can to try to lift those things as soon as 
possible, as the President has said. But we've got to get the stuff 
before we can do it. 


Q Is one month's data sufficient, or must you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends upon how it 
goes. As I said, we've got to get the specialists to advise us on 
this. 


Q Sort of a logistical question. In the meetings 
tomorrow and Friday, what subjects are going to be taken up in which 
sessions and when do you expect departing statements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The departing statements 
will probably come -- or we expect them to come after the breakfast 
meeting on Friday. ' 
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Q What are they going to take up in -- tomorrow, what 
are they going to take up Friday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIC.:AL: Well, we haven't really 
-- obviously they will talk a lot about the trade and economic 
Situation, but of course they will, as I say, talk about all other 
aspects of our relationship. They will talk about U.S.-Soviet 
relations and Japanese-Soviet relations and how we look on those and 
how we see those. They'll talk about cooperation -- defense 
cooperation, SDI, and things of that sort. 


Q Are they going to start with trade and economics 
tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be talking about 
that tomorrow, yes. 


Q Did you mean -- 
Q Could I follow up with another logistical -- 
Q Do you mean after the breakfast Friday or after the 


dDreakfast Saturday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIC 
n 


AL: No, I'm talking about 
Friday. I'm talking about the President's 
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breakfast. There's a President's breakfast on Friday. 


Q With Nakasone? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is a 
breakfast, isn't it? 


Q What time? 
Q Well, it’s not quite the same -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, meeting -- let me 
put it, a meeting. I shouldn't say breakfast. I should say a 
meeting on Friday. There will be a meeting on Friday and it -- the 
President -- the statements -- the departure statements will be after 
that. 


Q Could I ask you about the Abe proposal? What is it, 
specifically, that gives you any sense of enthusiasm in the Abe 
propos<l1? You've only addressed it very generally. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we are 
encouraged Dy the supplementary budget proposal that he's talked 
about -- of 5 trillion yen -- $34 billion. We want to see how that's 
actually going to be handled and how it's going to be done, but we're 
encouraged by it. we're encouraged by the -- Sy proposals to further 
open the market -- some of the things that he talked about. We're 
encouraged by the $20 billion tc $30 billion assistance to less 
developed countries in Latin America. Well, it's -=- the figure is 
not that clear. But, in any event, it's somewhere between $20 
billion to $30 billion. So we are encouraged by these things, but 
we've got to -- we want to have more data. We want to know more 
about how they intend to do it and as far as the aid thing is 
concerned, for instance, I mean tied aid as opposed to untied aid. 
These are things that we want to talk about and find out just how 
their thinking goes. 


MR. HOWARD: we've got to eat lunch sometime today. 
Q Yes 
Q Oh, can I just -- 


MR. HOWARD: So why don't we try to wrap up here? 

°| Yes, can I -- 

MR. HOWARD: Leo? 

Q Is there any concern that the talks may prove less 


fruitful because the Prime Minister will find the President 
politically weakened by loss of the Republican Senate -- 


Q Yes, that's right, yes. 
Q You had to do that, Dan. 
Q -- and the Iran affair, override of his vetoes and a 


few other things? 


Q What about -- 

Q Whe is the weaker lame duck in the next few days? 
(Laughter. ) 

2 Quack, quack. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, Sir. We're not 
concerned about that. The President is the President and he has all 


MORE 











the powers of the Presidency at his disposal and he will use them. 
(Laughter.) And the Prime Minister has the same thing as Prime 


Minister. 
MR. HOWARD: Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 12:15 P.M. CDT 


MORE 





sf >. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
3 DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


I NODE X 


Wednesday, April 29, 1987 





BRIEFER Charles Redman 


Subject Page 
NICARAGUA 
Reports of American Citizen Killed ..1-7 
Number of Americans in Nicaragua +a ocnee eee 
Travel Advisory 2 


ARMS CONTROL 


ABM Treaty Review sw Qe 
USSR 
Department's Reaction to Congressman Mica's Subpoena 
for Documents on Moscow tmbassy .. 10-14 
Legislation to Abrogate Mt. Alto Agreement rit 14 
Status of Schlesinger eat ' 7? rer 
Status of RSO Mecke 15-16 


NORTH KOREA 
Reports of Meeting between Under Secretary Armacost 


and a North Korean Official | ' 15,16-17 
LIBYA 
Reports of Libyan Weapons/Terrorist Incidents 
in Europe 17 
INDIA 


Review of Nuclear Policy 18 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC 70 
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 29, 1987, 12:20 PM 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Unlike yesterday, I have no announcements today 
Q What can you tell us about the death of Mr 
Linder in Nicaragua? 
A At this point, I really can't tell you anything 
at all We don't have any independent confirmation of the 
individual involved I could only say that from everything 


we've seen, which is in essence what you've seen, it appears 
that an American citizen has been killed, and that's of course, 
a tragic event whenever an American loses his life overseas. 


Q What about a reported message to the Secretary of 
State from Mr. D'Escoto? Is that -- 


a We've received no communications from the 
Nicaraguans 


Q Are you seeking an explanation of what happened’ 


4 Our Embassy, as you've seen from statements 
originating from Managua, has been attempting to be in touch 
with the Nicaraguan Government, but we don't have any 
independent information 


Q Do you have an estimate for the number of 
Americans who work or live in Nicaragua as volunteers or 
otherwise? 


A I have an estimate - and I stress the word 
estimate -- that there are approximately 1500 Americans 
resident in Nicaragua and 500-1,000 visitors at any given 
time. We encourage Americans to register with the Embassy, but 
they are under no obligation to do so That's why this is very 
much an estimate, and on the number of volunteers, [ don't even 
have an estimate 
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Q Is there any sort of travel advisory or anything 
like that for Nicaragua or parts of Nicaragua? 


A There has been a travel advisory in effect for 
Nicaragua for some time advising U.S. citizens to exercise 
extreme caution when traveling there because of the ongving 
hostilities between the Sandinista Government and the armed 
resistance. The most recent update was issued on April 25, and 
as always, you can get a copy of that if you want it 


Q Is there anything wrong, or is it legal for an 
American to work as a volunteer for the Nicaraguan Government? 
[ know there are some sanctions Is there any reason why -- 

2) I don't know that there's anything illegal 

Q Do you know what prompted the update just four 


days ago? 


A These kind of security advisories are routinely 
updated, particularly where there are ongoing hostilities 


Q Chuck, Vice President Bush was asked whether the 
U.S. encourages volunteers or discourages volunteers working 
for the Nicaraguan Government, and his answer was, "No, no," 


meaning no, no, we don't discourage them And then he talked 
about democracies 


Do you have any idea whether he meant to imply that 
the Nicaraguan Government was a democracy, or that you don't 
discourage the volunteers from working in Nicaragua? Can you 
help us sort out what is the Administration's position on 
volunteers working for the Sandinista Government? 


A [f you're inquiring about the Vice President's 
remarks, you might talk to his office I can't help on that 
Q What is the Administration's position on 


volunteers working for the Nicaraguan Government? 


H I don't know that we have a position on that 
Q You said that we were trying to get information 
through our Embassy Are we also trying to get information 


through the Contras? Have we been in touch with their leaders, 
in order to find out what they know? 
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A At this point, all of the information concerning 
this event has come through Nicaraguan radio and television 
sources, so it appears fairly clear that they are the ones who 
have the body, and that's what we're trying to ascertain; is 
what's involved. 


Q But the Contras might know something about the 
circumstances of the death? 


a I suppose that if the Contras know something, 
we'll find out 


Friends of his have accused the Americans 
essentially of colluding in his murder, accusing the American 
Government of being murderers, because it was the Contras who 
did attack him. Do you have any reaction to that? 


a I started by saying I don't know anything about 
the circumstances. As a consequence, ['m not passing judgment 
on any particular group 


Q Is the U.S. Government seeking an explanation 
from the Contras for that? 


a) I really don't have any information on what kind 
of contacts are under way with the Contras All [I'm saying is 
that we're looking into the circumstances the best we can. 


Q You have some information on what, as far as 
communications with the Nicaraguan Government? You don't have 
any information -- 


A I don't have anything 


Q The U.S. has a little bit more of a pull with -- 
more relationship with the Contras, doesn't it? 


“ We have an Embassy in Managua We have ways to 
be in touch with the Nicaraguan Government 


Q You have a continuing relationship with the 
Contras, too? 


is) I've covered it the best I can. 
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Some of Linder's friends have also told reporters 
down there that he was sometimes, or maybe this time not, but 
he was sometimes armed when he went to work at this project 
Would that change the circumstances of his death, if it's a war 
zone? 


a) Again, those are the kind of things I've seen in 
press reports, but [I don't know the circumstances. We've 
talked about it being a war zone, talked about there being a 
travel advisory. You raise the point that he may have been 
armed. I don't know the circumstances As a consequence, 
there's just no way that [I can make any of this commentary 


Q Chuck, in the past you've, in addressing the 
questions of other foreigners, other non-Nicaraguans who have 
been working in Nicaragua -- I remember the German case 
particularly -- and you've talked about the problem of people 
volunteering to work in combat areas But I take it your 
specifically declining to deal with that kind of question today. 


A That doesn't mean that that's any less of a 
problem. ['m just saying because [ don't know the 
circumstances in this case, I really can't give you any 
definitive commentary. 


It's always a problem, as I've just pointed out, when 
you have civilians going into a war zone. [That's why we've 
issued our travel advisories; that's why we've been in touch 
with the Nicaraguans on previous occasions, suggesting that 
it's not proper for them to be taking Americans or others into 
war zones. That's just a basic, and [ would call logical, 
position. 


Q Have you been able to confirm anything? Were you 
able to confirm that he's American, that he was killed by the 
Contras? Anything? 


a Nothing. The Nicaraguans have not provided any 
information. 


Q Chuck, earlier in the saga there, there were 
allegations that the Contras had engaged in violations of human 
rights; they had selected targets of farmers and other people 
in non-combat roles; and the Administration said that they 
would scrutinize that aspect of it 


Is an effort being made to find out, you know, if this 
was a legitimate combat operation or if it was simply -- 
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4 Once again, all the things that you refer to are 
things that are on the record. We've talked about them in 
other circumstances. And as you know, to reiterate them today, 
will put them into a new circumstance, on which [I'm not 
prepared to comment, because I don't know the circumstances, 
and I think you just have to understand that. 


Q Do you have any idea whether the area in which 
Mr. Linder was killed was an area that the Contras are heavily 
involved in militarily, or which they had targeted for one 
reason or another? 


i) I can't answer that. 


Q Has any member of the mission attempted to reach 
Matagalpa, where I understand, according to the wire reports, 
the body has been taken so far? 


4 As 1 said, the Embassy has been in touch with the 
government 


Q Chuck, you seem to have said several times that 
the Nicaraguan Government hasn't provided any information, and 
yet you seem reluctant to say that the U.S. is asking its 
allies in Nicaragua for information about a case in which they 
were allegedly involved 


a) Our concern is, if there is an American citizen 
who has been killed, then we'd like to know about it so that we 
could do the necessary things, as we always do in the case of 
Americans who die overseas. That's our basic responsibility as 
a government 


The Nicaraguan Government makes broadcasts, makes 
other statements that it has the body of an American We think 
the proper thing to do would be to inform the Embassy so that 
we can make these kind of determinations These are serious 
affairs for the people involved 


Q Do you also consider it your responsibility, 
Since the Contras are being funded by the U.S., to find out 
under what circumstances they were in that area, and under what 
circumstances -- 


fs) Again, this is all in the realm of speculation 


Q { understand -- 
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a We have no information on the circumstances under 
which this individual was killed. I can't even confirm that he 
is an American citizen. 


Q But if he indeed is an American citizen, are you 
investigating the circumstances under which he was killed? 


A When we find out the kind of facts I've talked 
about, then ['ll be in a position to talk about what we can do. 


Q But in the meantime, why not contact the Contras 
and ask what happened, ask for an explanation if you have a 
day-to-day relationship? 


A Matt, first we have to establish that there is an 
American citizen involved. 


Q You could do that through the Contras, couldn't 
you? 

4 There is a body, which the Nicaraguans -- the 
only information we have on this situation comes from the 
Nicaraguan Government. That's all we know. 

Q Yes -- 

A That's all you know, and that's all I know, so 


we're talking to the Nicaraguan Government who are the only 
ones to say that there's a body, that there's been a death. 
We'd like to find out if it's an American citizen involved, and 
then we'll take it from there. 


Q You haven't even asked the Contras did anything 
happen, even a general question about it? 


a) , if you want to ask the question ten times, 
[ can give answer ten times, but ['ve answered it to 
the effect - e best I can 

Q If there is a body, and it turns out to be an 


American body, would the U.S. Embassy in Manaqua like to 
receive that body? Are we in a position to be asking for it? 


4 What our Embassy tries to do in this case, as in 
others, is to provide the necessary services for deceased 
Americans abroad 
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Q We expect the body to be delivered to us? 


a) I don't want to speculate what the circumstances 
might be in each case, because these things take different 
forms. The first responsibility should be to notify the United 
States Government that one of its citizens has been killed. 


Q His parents perhaps would have seen already the 
body on television. What you're saying today may seem a little 
silly. 


a I tried to say that from what we've seen, it 
appears that an American citizen was killed. [ said that in my 
opening statement, if you'll recall. But we in the government 
have to operate on the basis of what we know, what we can 
confirm. We are not in the position of saying, "We have seen 
or heard a radio report and informing people of such-and-such." 


We have done the responsible thing, which is to 
contact the source of the story, the Nicaraguan Government, and 
ask them to please inform us expeditiously as to what the 
circumstances are. Is there one of our citizens involved? 
That's our role as a government, to get confirmation. That 
doesn't seem to be so unreasonable. 


Q As you recall, Chuck, that the last time where 
there were American bodies involved, the actual delivery of the 
bodies involved a little bit of a hoopla and propaganda. How 
concerned are we right now that this death, and possible U.S. 
body, will serve as a tool for propaganda? 


“4 Once again, [ just don't know what's going to 
happen in this particular case. The case you refer to was, 
again [I would call, a tragic incident where bodies, caskets 
were dumped off of a truck unceremoniously in front of the 
American Embassy. I don't have any reason to say that will 
happen again. 


Q Chuck, two Senate Democrats say that Thomas 
Graham, General Counsel for ACDA, was supposed to testify this 
morning before a joint hearing of the Foreign Relations and 
Judiciary Committees, and that the Administration, at the last 
minute, yanked him, apparently fearful that he would give an 
interpretation of the ABM Treaty which is not consistent with 
what the Administration wants. 


A I haven't heard of that at all. 
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Q Apropos of that, can you tell us what the plans 
are, if any, for tomorrow's presumably making decisions known, 
or perhaps not making them known, but making them known 
non-publicly on the review of the other two sections of the 
record on the ABM Treaty? 


2) I'll see what I can do to have a little status 
report tomorrow. I would just say in general terms that the 
reason April 30th was talked about was a projected date for 
those studies ~-- target date for those studies to be 
completed. That was never billed as a publication date or as a 
decision date, as you put it. 


Q Would Mr. Sofaer's news conference in 
Philadelphia be a place where the Administration would want to 
discuss his interpretation of those records? 


A I don't think that's -- In fact, [I'm not sure 
he's having a press conference. He's having a debate that has 
been long-scheduled, even before -- 


Q Tnat's in fact -- 


A Whether or not there's a press conference, I say 
I can't confirm that. A long-scheduled debate, I understand, 
is scheduled on the subject of the ABM Treaty, but that has not 
been scheduled as a forum through which some new results or 
some new decisions would be put out. 


Q If he's talking about the ABM Treaty, if he 
handed in this interpretation, maybe he might talk about, it 
might not end up as the first public comment on it? 


A I don't know whether it might or not, Matt. 


Q But Chuck, might we have some way of knowing 
whether Sofaer's study by the end of this week has resulted in 
a change of thinking on the Administration's part about the ABM 
Treaty or not? 


A I'll say again that I'll try to get you a little 
status report tomorrow, but i discourage you from thinking that 
this is being structured in such a way that a report is due one 
day, a decision is due the next ‘ay, that it's going to be made 
public the next day, transmitted to Congress the next day. 
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April 30th was a target date for completion of the 
studies. What happens beyond April 30th in terms of those 
studies, the Administration's actions, consultations with 
Congress, that's something which is a bit broader, and I'll see 
what I can do to try to explain that. 


-— MORE -- 
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Q Will you take my question about Mr. Graham having 
not been permitted to testify? 


S I'll take a look at it, but you might check with 
ACDA, too, if he's from ACDA. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the subpoena the 
Department has received from the Hill on the Embassy in Moscow? 


a Let me start by saying that there is absolutely 
no justification for a subpoena 

Q There is none? 

a There is no justification for a subpoena. It 


really is an outrageous act. Nothing has been denied to the 
Congress. We have been fully cooperative in this matter, and 
let me give you a little idea about why [I say this is 
outrageous. 


I said yesterday that in response to the Committee 
request -- which [I might say was never written down, never 
Given to us in writing, it was an oral request -- in any case, 
in the response to that request, we made an effort to go 
through all of the documents, to retrieve those which might be 
relevant. That was an extensive job, involving literally 
thousands of documents. 


On April 24th and 27th, we delivered thousands of 
pages of documents which were relevant to the Subcommittee's 
request. We informed the Subcommittee that a small number of 
perhaps 100, 150 to 160 of highly sensitive documents would be 
made available for representatives of the Subcommittee to 
review here in the State Department, and, in addition, we said 
that the irrelevant documents that had been culled from the 
original computer run were also available for review by the 
Subcommittee. 


I might add that on the night before the subpoena was 
voted, that is on Monday night, our task force, which had 
worked through the weekend in response to this request going 
through these thousands of documents, contacted the 
Congressional staff on Monday night to say that, yes, we had 
another batch ready for delivery, but were informed that the 
Committee staff had to go home and could not stay in order to 
receive those documents on Monday night. 


Those were the documents which someone termed “were 
dumped" on Tuesday morning. 


So that by way a little history of this affair, as a 
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consequence the bottom line is that some documents have -- many 
thousands of documents have been turned over, and in the cases 
of those which haven't, they are available for review by the 
Subcommittee. 


Q So everything is -- so there's nothing that will 
be withheld. Those that haven't been turned over can be 
reviewed? 

= That's right 

Q That's every single one of them. 

= That's right 

Q There's nothing that you would deny access to. 

No. 


So they are subpoenaing essentially what you have 
already made available to them. 


A I really, as far as I can tell, the subpoena 
request is in line with their original request, with which we 
have complied. 


Q So they have to come here to see some of those. 

a In some cases. 

Q Have they come yet, Chuck, or do you expect them? 
“ As far as [ know, they have not contacted us 


concerning proceeding on that particular question of coming 
here. 


Q Is there any meeting scheduled between Committee 
members, Subcommittee members, and State Department officials 
to talk about this -- 


= I don't know of any meeting scheduled 

Q Or hearing? 

= I don't know of any. 

Q I don't suppose you'd want to venture any ideas 


about why you think Members of Congress might be subpoenaing 
stuff they've already got? 


- I really couldn't As I said yesterday, I saw no 
basis for the charge even then. Having looked into it in more 
detail, I am even more convinced that there is no basis. 
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Mr. Mica contends that the documents that were 
withheld temporarily, you say now, or must be viewed here, that 
he was never informed that there would be a procedure for him 
to see them here at the time he issued his subpoena. 


Could you clarify that, please? 


2) [I don't really know how to clarify that. The 
arrangements I have talked about were not unknown to the 
Subcommittee. Whether Congressman Mica knew about them, I 
can't answer that. 


Q These were your references yesterday to negotiate 
about seeing them, you mean, they were known to them. 


= There is no question of negotiating. 
Q That's the term you used yesterday. 
5 I did not use the word “negotiate” yesterday. I 


saw that reported by someone, and [ did not use that term. [ 
Said yesterday that we were prepared to discuss how they might 
take a look at these other documents, and that they are 
available here for them to take a look at them. 


Q Were the instructions -- 


Q "It is something we are willing to try to work 
out" is the way you put it 


A Okay, to work out. 
Q [Isn't that a negotiation -- 


A It is just a question of deciding when they are 
going to come over, who is going to come over. [I mean, there 
is no question of seeing the documents. “Negotiation” to me 
implies that we have to work out some sort of modality, you 
know, some elaborate -- 


Q You registered some complaint here, implied 
complaint, that the Committee hadn't made their request in 
writing. Did you make, in writing, your conditions that they 
come here to look at the documents that were highly sensitive? 


A We passed that to the Committee I doubt if that 
was done in writing.* But we were responding to their request. 


Q Chuck, what was the basis for selecting 150 or so 


*Clarification: [t was done in writing 
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documents and saying they had to come here to see them? Why do 
they have to come here? 


A There are various reasons. The reason we culled 
through these documents, to start with, again [ think those of 
you who deal with national security and diplomacy can 
understand that to be responsible in this, you have to look 
through the documents You don't just load up a wheelbarrow 
and dump them in their lap. 


As a consequence, we established a task force, quick 
natice, to go through the documents to see exactly what was 
there, what we would be turning over There are some of those 
documents, very few in number, because of their classification, 
that are highly sensitive and are not ones that were chosen to 
be delivered, but rather to which access could be had. 


Q Does that mean that the Subcommittee is free to 
release all the other documents that it received over there? 


A No, it does not. 


Q Well, »f they are able to read the documents that 
are being held here, why didn't you just send them over there? 
Are you afraid the Congressmen would leave them lying around 
the hallways and people could pick them up, or -- 


S Weli, I don't want to talk about any particular 
Congressman or any particular Subcommittee, but there was 
another case just this week in which a classified document that 
had been sent to the Congress on the grounds that it would be 
appropriately controlled was released without any consultation. 


[t is our responsibility to control the material that 
comes into our hands, and we are responsible for that material, 
and we are simply -- 


Q What --— can you please explain what incident you 
are referring to? 


o This was a document that was released by 
Representative Dingel concerning Japan 


Q Concerning what? 

os Japan. 

Q But, Chuck, you've been proceeding on the 
assumption that these documents are compromised already, that 
the Soviet agents had perused them in the Embassy. 
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A I'm sorry, that's not the case, Max. 
Q No. 
a These documents don't just come from Moscow, to 


start with. 


Q Oh. 

- I guess that's the simplest point to make in 
starting. 

Q Chuck, a semantic question, trying to distinguish 


between you're denying or you're seconding or segregating 
classified, highly classified, documents. You mentioned the 
word “sensitive.” "Sensitive" has a more general meaning, 
meaning possibly embarrassing. 


- Let me stay with "sensitive" in the sense that we 
also have to be concerned about personnel actions, privacy 
questions 


Q Apropos of Embassy, do you have any comment on 
the Congressman and Senator --more than one of each --who have 
renewed their efforts to get the Soviets out of the Mt. Alto 
Embassy, or get the State Department to force the Soviets out 
of the Mt. Alto Embassy site? 


2) [I would only say that we, of course, would 
provide detailed comments to the Congress on this kind of 
issue. These are complex international agreements that should 


not be unilaterally voided without careful consideration of the 
impact on our operations and on our right to legal remedies, 
and also since you are talking about the Soviet Embassy here, I 
could reiterate that the President has stressed that we won't 
occupy our Embassy in Moscow unless or until it is secure, and 
the Soviets will not be able to occupy their Embassy at Mt 

Alto until we can occupy our Embassy in Moscow 


| Q May [I go back to your answer to me on sensitive 
meaning covering personnel actions and privacy protections 


“ In addition to security concerns; ['m not 
eliminating security concerns. 


Q Has any member of the Embassy staff in the past 
few months been relieved, discharged, reprimanded because of 
any dereliction of duty regarding security at the Embassy? 


A Not that [I'm aware of. 
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Q Well, is there someone in the Bureau whom you 
could make available to us to give us an answer on that? 


2) I'll take a look at it, if it is other than what 
I said. 

Q Right 

Q When is -- the Schlesinger report, is that 
slipping? [Is that going to be delayed beyond when it was first 
-- ? 

s Again, those are target dates There's no way 


you can always pin a precise date on a report, but I have no 
indication that the target date is slipping? 


Q What is the target date? 
a Some time in June, I believe is what we said 
Q Chuck, have you got any update on Mr. Mueller who 


left on his own volition out of Poland? Are you going to send 
him back? 


a I don't have any update 


Q What about the Polish Government apparently 
questioning people that he had been in contact with or 
arresting them or detaining them, whatever? Do you have 
anything on that? 


A No, [ don't 
Q Chuck, there are reports that Mr. Armacost in 


Moscow in March met with a North Korean official Can you 
confirm that? 


M No I don't have anything on that one 
Q Just one on this Embassy thing, Mr. Mecke, he's 
back -- is he going to go back to the Soviet Union? Has he 


been fully questioned? Has he been subjected to a lie detector 
test? What's on the program for him? 


2) He is fully participating in the investigation of 
all of this, and it's my understanding that to the extent that 
there have been any charges made against him in particular, 
that he has volunteered to take a lie detector test 
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Q Do you intend to send him back tc his post? 


3) At this point, I just don't know what his future 
dispcsition is. I don't know that there is anything that says 
he won't go back. 


Q You don't know if he has taken the lie detector 
test. 

- I don't know if he has 

Q Can you tell us what those charges are? 

a I don't think that's my job, really, to go into 
all of those. In some cases, they've been made public. But, 


in any case -- 

Q What does he - 

Q Wait a minute, charges by the U.S. Government? 

A No, not by the U.S. Government. No, no. These 
are charges in an abstract sense by other people talking about 


performance and things that were done or not done. I'm sorry, 
I didn't mean to imply that, no 


Q Do jou mean by Members of Congress? 
“ No, nor by Members of Congress neither 
Q We've sent someone else over to Moscow, I 


presume, to assume his duties, have we, on a temporary basis? 


A There are several assistant regional security 
officers who are already there As I said earlier, we have 
reinforced with various people our security apparatus 


Q Is Ambassador Brown there or has he returned? 
4 He's here 
Q Could you take the question about Armacost and 


the North Koreans, and if he did meet with them, could you tell 
us whether it was before or after the ground rules governing 
contacts with North Koreans were relaxed? 


2) I'll take -- in the most general sense, I'll look 
at the question. Simply because of the old adage about not 
commenting on diplomatic contacts, I don't want to box myself 
in, so ['ll leave it at that. 
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Q What about the question that we have asked a 
number of times that you have answered as to whether there have 
been any contacts since that ruling that there could be -- 


a Again, I'm not going to go into the in's and 
out's of daily -- of diplomatic contacts. 
Q Because before you were saying, you would answer 


that question, you said, "No, there haven't been." 


os It was interesting in the short term afterwards, 
but as we go into a more routine mode, [I'm going to put that in 
the category of other diplomatic contacts and I'm not going to 
give you a day-by-day account of,"Yes or no we have been in 
contact with such a government." 


Q You don't know whether there has ever been any 
contact under this new ruling? You won't look into that, 
either? 


ms No. 


Q Speaking of contacts, do you have anything on the 
Secretary's meeting with the Costa Rican Foreign Minister this 
morning? 


I don't have anything. 


Q Anything on Costa Rica's concerns about the 
repatriation of Central Americans in the United States 
illegally who might wind up in Costa Rica? 


A No. 


Q Do you have an answer yet from the Vietnamese on 
the delegation? 


a No answer there. 


Q There have been several reports linking Libyan 
weapons to terrorist incidents in Europe, specifically weapons 
that were found in Chad when they fled, seemed to be the same 
lot numbers and things that were used in other places? 


A All I would say in response to that kind of a 
question is that, as you know, we are convinced that Libya has 
been involved in a number of terrorist attacks, but how we 
arrive at that, the intelligence sources and methods by which 
those conclusions are made, are things that I can't talk about. 
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Q India has said that in the light of nuclear 
development in Pakistan, it was reviewing its own nuclear 
policy, with the clear implication of nuclear weapons. 


Is that at all a concern for the United States? 

A That's a story that is now several days old, so 
if you would check with the Press Office, they can probably 
help you on that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 














Posted: April 29, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the April 29, 1987 daily press briefing: 


USSR: EMBASSY SECURITY 





Have any U.S. Embassy Civilian employees in Moscow 
been removed, reprimanded or disciplined since the 
revelations of the espionage case? 


NO. 


FREDERICK MECKE, THE REGIONAL SECURITY OFFICER, HAS 


RETURNED TO WASHINGTON TO AID IN THIS INVESTIGATION. 





THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY ' 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


April 30, 1987 


The Briefing Room 
11:53 A.M. EDT 


MR. HOWARD: Ladies and gentlemen, if you can take your 
seats we'll begin our BACKGROUND briefing. This will be the readout 
on the session with Prime Minister Nakasone this morning. For your 
information and not for publication, our briefer is Assistant 
Secretary of State for 

. We stress again, this is ON BACKGROUND for all of our 
visitors. Okay? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. I've just 
come out of the meetings between the Prime Minister and President 
Reagan. The meetings were conducted in a very cordial manner. First 
of all, there was a tete-a-tete -- small meeting between the 
President and the Prime Minister. This did not -- was not very 
lengthy and we went into a plenary meeting and spent a great deal of 
time, in fact most of the time discussing economic and trade 
questions. There was a touching, of course, on a couple of other 
things. The President and Prime Minister spoke of the coming visit 
Oo. the Crown Prince and Crown Princess in October. The Prime 
Minister, of course, brought regards and best wishes from the Emporer 
and they spoke briefly about East-West negotiations and so forth. 

But there will be two further meetings tomorrow morning. There will 
be a private breakfast -- family breakfast -- the -- Nakasone and the 
Reagans. And then that will be followed later in the morning by a 
larger neeting. And then following that larger meeting, there will 
be departure statements or final statements made by the President and 
by the Prime Minister. 


Q Is that highly unusual to have breakfast? And is it 
in the residence or is it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It'll be right in the 
residence, yes. 


Q Do you know what time the departure statements are 
Since it's not been announced? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They'll be probably 
about 11:30 a.m. or 11:00 -- the meeting in the morning will be 11:00 
a.m. So it will be -- whenever that is over. I can't be exact about 
it, but it'll be sometime thereabouts. I would like to -- 


Q Yes, you -- I didn't quite catch your response to 
Ira's question. Is this fairly unusual? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, to have the 
breakfast? Well it was -- there was a private breakfast once before 


Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINTSTRATION OFFICIAL: <-=- that -- it was held a 
few years ago. I can't remember exactly when, but it did happen 
before. 


Q With Nakasone? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With Mr. Nakasone, yes, 
and his wife and -- but then we had -- I don't think we had another 
meeting after that. But this time we will. There will be a further 
meeting following that. As I say, much of the conversation involved 
economic and trade questions. We talked about these at some length 
and various things which -- what Japan is trying -- is doing and so 
forth. And the Prime Minister said, on a point of considerable 
interest to all of us, that he had instructed the Bank of Japan and 
the Finance Ministry to start operations to lower short-term interest 
rates. Those operations have begun. 


We were very pleased with the -- the President was very 
pleased with the Prime Minister's remark about this. This we 
considered to be of great significance. 


Q Can you explain why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, because it has to 
do with the financial balance and stabilization that we will see. We 
think it's a good idea and that it will have a positive effect on 
trade and on the whole domestic stimulus package in Japan and so 


forth -- that it's an important step. 
Yes. 
Q What is the target -- what is their target to get 


interest rates down to? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 
Q How will that -- how would -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't go into the 
exact target on that. 


Yes. 


Q Some of us are not economists. Could you explain 
just why that happens? 


Q Yes. 

Q Why that would cause the effect -- cause an effect. 

Q Well, what are the -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You've got to <= you 
should go to the Treasury Department for that. 

Q Aww, come on. 

Q Well, you've got to help us out please, would you? 

Q But, but -- well, will it happen automatically? Is 


this a commitment that he can keep? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We expect so. 
Q I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We wouldn't have said it 
if he couldn't keep it and I believe -- 


Q No, I mean what is the -- well, there've been otwer 
commitments where the democracy is not responding. What is the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, but this was a 
very positive one. We felt this was a very positive one -- a very 
positive statement. And we've been talking about that for some time. 
And we feel it was a very positive remark. 
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Yes. 


Q Well, we wanted them to do that. Why did we want 
them to do that and what do we expect it to accomplish? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I say, I think 
it will have a positive effect in the financial markets -- that Japan 
is taking steps which will allow her to then take other steps for 
domestic stimulation and for her proper role as a major player in the 
international economic scene. And this is what we feel was something 
that had to be done. This is certainly something that Secretary 
Baker's been talking about for some time. There's nothing -- 


2 Will this decrease the size of the trade imbalance 
of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't know 
immediately how this thing is going to work. We have no -- 


Q You don't have any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- we can't make any 
promise of that sort at all. 


Q Would you have any expectation that it would make 
Japanese markets more open to American goods? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether 
that, specifically, is involved here. Again, we don't -- we've got 
to see. But, basically, the financial people feel that this is a 
very good and positive development. Let's see what happens. We've 
got -- 


Q What's it do to the yen? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But we've got to wait 
and see. 

Q What's that do to the dollar? 

Q That makes investment -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we think it <-=- 


Q Does that have an effect on -- 
Q Why is it a positive development? 
Q That's your answer. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because it's something 
we've been asking for for some time. 


2 It makes investment in the dollar more competitive. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, that's 


right. 

Q Explain, why were we asking for it? 

Q It makes investment for the dollar more competitive. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, that's 
right. 

Q -- isn't that just about it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's about -- that's 
just about it -- what you say there, that’s right. 
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Q Do you think it will centralize -- 

What? 

Q Could you go thro:gh the rest of the readout and 
tell us all what happened in the -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, well we talked 


about a lot of other things. And we talked, of course, about the 
semiconductor question. This was a matter of considerable interest 
to the Prime Minister, as you know. Of course, we stick by the 
statement that the President has made -- that we will try to lift the 

anctions on the -- caused by this semiconductor issue just as soon 
as we can. 











But we have to have positive figures, figures which will indicate 
that there's going to be some movement here. 


Yes. 

Q Did the President say that and -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he did. 
Q And what did the Prime Minister say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Prime Minister 
would like to see it done as quickly as possible and, of course, he 
would like to see as positive a statement as we can make in terms of 
time and so forth. But as I say, we are looking right now at the 
next figures that will come out. That will be -- I don't know when 
we actually get those figures. I think in a couple of weeks or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mid-May. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mid-May. So about two 
weeks or so when we'll have those figures and then we'll have to look 
at them and see what they mean. 


Q Was there any discussion of how -- the earliest that 
the U.S. might be able to lift the sanctions? Was there any 
discussion of time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was 
discussion of time, but again, we come back to the question, Chris, 
it's -- how are the figures going to look? We don't know and we've 
got to see that. 


QO Was there any discussion of what the figures will 
have to look like? Did Prime Minister Nakasone ask what kind of 
targets they would have to have? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. We did not get 
that specific. 


Q Was there any mention of the trade bill in the House 
of Representatives? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes, we talked about 
that and the President expressed his firm opposition to the 
protectionist legislation that is swirling around on the Hill -- he 
Goesn't like it, as you know -- and we talked, of course, about the 
Gephardt amendment which passed yesterday. And there wasn't anything 
different. I think what was said was to be expected. 


Q Did the Prime Minister express any opinion on the 
trade legislation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specifically, no. 


) Did Reagan tell the Prime Minister he would veto the 
bill if it comes here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know as 
the Prime Minister -- the President spoke necessarily about vetoing 
Or not vetoing, but it's clear that if a bad bill -- and the Gephardt 
amendment, I can't imagine how the President could swallow the 
Gephardt amendment. 


Q What did the Prime Minister say about the 
semiconductor issue and what Japan hopes the numbers to be? What did 
he say about it? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't say anythinc 
about numbers as such. He simply wanted, of course, to have the 
Sanctions lifted. 


QO Did he say that he hoped to give us verification for 
lifting them? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. Well, he said 
he hoped that the figures would justify our lifting them, yes. I 
think -- I mean, I'm not sure that he put that quite that way, but 
that clearly was what he was saying, sure. 

Q But was there -- did you detect from this meeting 
any sence on the Prime Minister's part that Japan is willing to take 
any greater additional steps other than the interest rate, if you 
make it, to open up its markets? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, sure, we talked 
about all kinds of things. We talked about the domestic stimulus 
package that Japan is putting out, the five trillion yen package that 
you all have seen anc looked at. As far as -- that came from Abe 
when he was here -- 35 billion yen. And so he talked about that. He 
talked about -- I mean $34 billion, excuse me. Five trillion yen, 
$34 billion. 
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Q Well, sir, could you tell us who was in this 
meeting, first of all? And secondly, are there any things from your 
notes that were accomplished or done here that might add to the whole 
situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in the meeting was 
the President, the Vice President, Secretary of State, Secretary of 
Defense, Secretary of Commerce, Secretary of the Treasury, 
Agriculture, USTR, and, of course, Mr. Carlucci, Mr. Baker from the 
White House. Anybody else? 


Q Ambassador Mansfield. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And Ambassador 
Mansfield. 

Q Sir, what is the United States going to do? 

Q And what about anything else that was accomplished 


by this meeting other than what you've mentioned so far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think -=- we 
talked about, as I say, spent a lot of time talking about these trade 
and economic issues. And remember now, we're talking about an hour 


meeting and -- with translation and interpretation, so you don't have 
all that much time. But we are going to have continuing -- no -- yes 
-- consecutive -- we are going to have, as I say, other meetings. 


But here we spent a great deal of time on the economic trade issue. 
And, of course, there will be a lot of discussion that'll take place 
outside of these meetings between the people who were here. 


Q Sir, were you satisfied with the package that he 
brought up or not -- particularly given the fact that they've made 
lots of promises before and they're not delivered? And secondly, can 
you tell us what you expect to happen tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're going to 
continue to talk to the Japanese side 
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in the meetings that will be held tomorrow to try to get as much 
specifics as we can about these various packages. The domestic 
stimulus package and the five trillion yen thing and then the $20 to 
$30 billion up there -- there is quite a little bit of detail on 
those things, I think, that will be coming out but we didn't get into 
all that too much today. 


Q Are you -- you didn't anwer my first question. Are 
you satisfied with the pa¢€kage that they outlined? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're satisfied with it 
in its broad outlines. We want to, again, try to see just how much 
it's going to be carried forward. But we were delighted again to 
have the Prime Minister talk about the $20 billion -- $20 billion, 
$30 billion aid package of being untied and we think that's terribly 
important that that's -- 


Q Is that for Latin America, though? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's Latin America, but 
there also will be some in Asia and there's some, I think, involving 
Africa as well. 


Q What new details did he give you about the domestic 
Stimulus package that you didn't know going into this meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't get into very 
specific details, but we are talking with the Japanese outside of 
this meeting on that. And, as I say, there will be another meeting 
tomorrow in which we will talk again about specifics. 


Q Well, does it appear from all of that -- does it 
appear from all of that as if there is something ready to implement, 
Or is it still in the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think there's 
something moving ahead and the idea, of course, as I think Mr. Abe 
said when he was here and the Prime Minister reiterated, that they 
would hope, again depending upon the Diet situation in Japan, to try 
to get these things through the Ciet by the end of the summer. 


Q Sir, did the United States make any pledges to help 
Stabilize the dollar? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, not specifically. 
We talked about the steps that we, ourselves, have to take in terms 
of the whole economic relationship and the trade relationship. 


Q What are they? 

Q What steps? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, just basically the 
overall things of pulling down our budget deficit -- trying to get 
that down -- and increasing our competitiveness -- things of that 
sort. 

Q Did Mr. Reagan make any specific promises, though, 
in terms of how much he would pull -- aim for -- budget targets, or 


interest rates -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we didn't <-- 


Q -- or intervention -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We dian't -- he didn't 
get specific on that. He didn't get specific on that. 

Q So, the only new thing you got today was the 
commitment to tell the Bank of Japan to lower interest -- short-term 
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interest rates -- because the rest had all been presented previously 
by Mr. Abe. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specifically. I 
think on that -- on the development -- I mean, on the aid front, the 
untied credit and the untied aid is very good -- it was very 
positive and very strongly stated by the Prime Minister about how 
they're going to do that, which will be done through -- a lot through 
international organizations, such as the Asian Development Bank and 
other organizations. 


Q It's still unclear to me in the Japanese system 
whether the Prime Minister can order the Bank of Japan to lower 
rates? What is the procedure there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that 
procedure. 


Q On the aid -- to follow that -- does the Prime 
Minister have the authority to do that without some consultation or 
approval by the Diet? And what would the timeframe, do you think, 
be on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer the 
timeframe. We'll be talking further with the Japanese on that, but 
right now we don‘t have that. 


Q Does he have the authority to do it without approval 
from the Diet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer that. 
Ask him that question. Ye said he instructed them. 


Q On the question of sanctions, the Japanese say that 
there are already two meetings scheduled in May to review the 
agreement and the figures. Can you verify that? Is that where you'd 
expect decisions to come from in terms of lifting the sanctions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's -- 
we're going to be having meetings, yes. I don't Know when the next 
one is, but there will be one in a week or so -=- something like that. 
So, whether a decision will come out of that, I don't know. It's 
going to be, again, the question of how those figures are interpreted 
by our specialists, and so forth. 


Q But you will have those figures at this mid-May 
meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Presumably. We'll have 
figures in mid-May. 


2 Did the Prime Minister tell the President he thought 
the sanctions were unjustified? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't use those 
words specifically, I don't recall. All he said was he wanted them 
lifted. 


Q No, but what might he have said about the sanctions 
in characterizing them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't 
characterize them at this meeting. We've had them characterized 
before by the Japanese government. 


Q No, but Nakasone telling the President himself, did 
he say -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't say that. 
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Q The London Times says that what's really going on 
here is an attempt by the U.S. to get the Japanese to help bail out 
some money centered banks whose debts aren't going to be repaid 
otherwise in Brazil and places like that. Do you think there's any 
kernel of truth to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Doesn't sound right to 
me. 


Q I would like to try to get some specifics on this. 
Exactly how did the Prime Minister ask the President to lift the 
Sanctions? How did he characterize it? What did he say he wanted 
and how did the President respond? Can you give us the words? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that that 
particularly matters what they said. He said that he'd like to have 
the sanctions lifted. 

Q -- what we do for a living. 

Q Excuse me, but -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't see how you -- 
look -- he said he wanted the sanctions Lifted as soon as possible. 


We said we would do so. 


Q Did he maintain they have not violated the 
agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not say that. 
9 Was it in the nature of a demand? 


ENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This has all been said 
idn't go into all that stuff. 


9 Well, what did the President say -- 
9 But today is -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thi 


S was 
confrontational meeting They both -- they're going to try -- if 
that's what you're after, it wasn't that. 


Q No. I'm after the words, sir. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, come on. You don't 
have to have the exact words -- 


) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- what was said here. 
I don't even remember. 


MR. FITZWATER: Let's take a final question. 
Bob? 
Q Did the Prime Minister mention anything at all about 


the increased use by the government of American computers or an 
opening up of the Osaka airport to American goods? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't talk about 
those issues. They were briefly touched on, but will be discussed 
further later -- at later meetings. 


MR. FITZWATER: Robert, final question. 


® Did the two leaders discuss opening the Japanese 
markets to American goods? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure, they discussed it. 
But just talked about it -- we will talk about that further in 
detaiis. But they touched on it -- sure -- of course they did. 


Q What did they say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They talked about the 
need to have that happen. 


Q Do you expect any announcements tomorrow of any 
sort? I mean, there will be statements, but do you expect any 
announcements of any action or agreements for anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether 
there will be any specific announcements. They will probably be made 
in the statements. And, of course, the Prime Minister will be having 
a -- going to be delivering a speech tomorrow night at the National 


Press Club. He may have some things to say in that -- specific 
announcements -- Dut we'll see. 
Q Is the U.S. side satisfied with -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're satisfied with the 
meeting today. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:11 P.M. EDT 








°- DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


t INDE XK 


Thursday, April 30, 1987 





BRIEFER Charles Redman 


Subject Page 
NICARAGUA 
Death of AmCit Linder i-5 


MIOOLE EAST 


Possible movement on peace process 6,7 
Possible trip by Secretary to Middle East.. 7 
Israeli treatment of Arab Americans 7,8 
ARMS CONTROL 
Status report on ABM treaty review 8,9,13 
USSR 
EMBASSY SPY CASE 
Senate Intelligence Committee vote to demolish 
new Moscow embassy 10 
Reported Gorbachev assurance to Secretary that 
embassy was not physically penetrated 10,12 
Secretary returns subpoena to subcommittee 11,12 
AUSTRIA 
U.S. Ambassador summoned to Foreign Ministry 11 
Austrian request to see evidence on Waldheim 11 
Possible cutoff of U.S. contribution to Waldheim's 


U.N pension ll 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #71 


THURSDAY, APRIL 30, 1987, 12:05 p.m 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, the few that there 
are, good afternoon Matt? 


Q On the Linder case, do you have anything on what 
contacts there may have been, what explanations may have been 
gotten from the Nicaraguan Government? And a spokesman for the 
FON is acknowledging that contra troops did kill this 
American What inquiries have been made to that group or any 
other contra groups? 





A First of all, I'm not sure that I read that last 
report that you said 


Q I've got it here 

A As [ saw it, it was -- that particular report 
indicates that he was killed in some sort of a gun battle, or 
an exchange between forces [It doesn't say which side killed 
him But, in any case, I won't arque with that 

Q The FON spokesman that we quote, UPI, denies that 
he was assassinated as the Nicaraguan Government - 

A Right But was killed -- 

Q -—- but said he was killed by their forces -- I 
have it right here 

os But in any case - 

Q But, whatever 

ms -- starting with what we know from the 


Nicaraguans, 
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we've received received a note from the government of Nicaragua 
confirming the death of Benjamin Ernest Linder. The note was 
dated April 29, and was received by our Embassy last night. 

The content of that note, very simply, just says that between 
7:00 a.m. and 8:00 a.m., the North American citizen, Benjamin 
Ernest Linder, was violently murdered, and that's all. 


Q That's all? 


A That's all it says Concerning what you saw 
reproduced yesterday, a somewhat much longer protest note or 
letter, we've received no such communication or protest note. 
What ['ve given you is the only information we've received. 


Q There was a face-to-face meeting in Managua where 
that note . 

A No, the note was received by the Embassy. It's 
written. 

Q There was no meeting? There was no exchange? 

a [ don't know of any meeting We have no other 


information from the Nicaraguan Government other than that bit 
of information that I just referred to 


Q Since -- 
a Now, you had a question about the Resistance We 
are in contact with the Resistance about the case. It may take 


some time before Resistance leaders can get a detailed report 
from forces operating in the area However, the Resistance, in 
a preliminary statement, to which you made reference, has said 
that Mr. Linder was killed when Resistance forces engaged a 
group of armed military or paramilitary personnel 


The Nicaraguan Association for Human Rights, an 
independent organization composed of exiled Nicaraguans is 
requesting permission of the government of Nicaragua to travel 
to the area to investigate That's a group, for your 
information, that's not affiliated with the Resistance. It 
receives U.S. funding appropriated by the Congress for the 
purpose of human rights education and investigating charges of 
abuses lodged against contra forces, or resistance forces 


Q Is the -- sorry 


a Concerning what the U.S. 1s doing, just to 
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pre-empt your question, as I said yesterday, we began to look 
into this case immediately. Even now, unfortunately, the 
Nicaraguan Government has not cooperated in attempts to 
determine the facts. 


We're going to continue to press the Nicaraguan 
Government on this case. We would like to send a team to the 
area but the Embassy has determined that in the absence of 
assistance from the Nicaraguan Government, the area is 
currently too dangerous to permit travel by Embassy personnel. 


Q The family says that Mr. Linder will be buried 
there; is that your understanding? 


2) We are ready to help the family in whatever way 
we can. Our embassy has informed us that the family is enroute 
to Nicaragua and that it may be considering burial there. 
That's the latest information I have 


Q Can I just clarify something you said about the 
team? Do I understand you to be saying that the United States 
Government is asking the Nicaraguan Government for protection 
against forces, because it's too dangerous to go into an area 
where forces financed by the United States are operating 
because it's too dangerous? Are you asking for protection from 
the Nicaraguan Government against forces you are supporting? 

Is that -- 


a This is Nicaragua we're talking about. As you 
all know, there's a conflict underway in that country This 
incident occurred in the most hotly contested area of Nicaragua 
between the Sandinistas and the Democratic Resistance And, as 
a consequence, to go into that area, we can't do that with 
sufficient safety, according to the Embassy's evaluation, 
unless we have Nicaraguan assistance 


Q Chuck, can [ just follow that for one second? 
Has the U.S. also asked the contra leadership for assistance in 
safety in getting to the area? I[ mean, for example, have you 
asked the contra leadership to stop the fighting in that area 
while you go and investigate, or anything like that? Or are 
you just asking Nicaragua to do that? 


is) I can't tell you beyond that what kind of 
specific preparations would have to be made But, in the first 
instance, since this is Nicaragua, and it is their 
responsibility because it's their country, we're approaching 
the government of Nicaragua for their help 
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Q Chuck, the Reagan Administration has ordered 
Americans out of Lebanon and out of Libya because of the 
dangers there. Is there any thought being given to ordering 
Americans out of Nicaragua? 


a I don't know of any thought along those lines 
Q Or any -- 


” We believe that the current travel advisory 
stands as a warning to potential travelers to Nicaragua. We 
don't have any desire to forbid American travel to Nicaragua. 
Those of you who have read it know that that's a very strong 
travel advisory. 


As I say, this particular incident occurred in the 
most hotly contested area of Nicaragua, so we urge Americans to 
register at the Embassy and learn what areas of the country to 
avoid just as we warn Americans about travel in other countries 
in armed conflict. And, again, as I said, we've repeatedly 
warned U.S. citizens about the dangers of travelling to combat 
areas in Nicaragua. 


Q Chuck, just for the record, the note received by 
the Embassy, was it literally just like a sentence long, the 
paraphrase that you give? Why don't you just give us -- just 


read us what that note was? Do you have it? 


A I don't have the whole text. We'll see if that 
can be arranged 


Q Are you holding the Sandinistas responsible in 
any way for this because they, in effect, allowed Americans and 
others to work in an area which, as you described it, is hotly 
contested? 


A We spoke about some of our general concerns 
yesterday. I['ve made reference to them again today That has 
been a general concern, that the Sandinistas allow or actually 
encourage people to go into these hotly contested areas 


In this particular case, as we've just said, it's 
difficult to determine with any certainly the facts As you 
know, there have been a number of conflicting reports 


As a basic premise, without knowing with certainty the 
facts, we hope that neither the Sandinista Government nor the 
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Resistance is targeting or killing American citizens or 
civilians of any nationality 


Q You don't have any words at all for the 
Resistance or the contras who apparently killed this guy? I 
mean, do you have any word - 


- I just said, we hope that neither the Sandinista 
Government nor the Resistance is targeting or killing American 
citizens or civilians of any nationality But I have to say 


that once again, in the absence of knowing what the facts are, 
and in the presence of at least three if not more conflicting 


reports, as to what happened. 


Q New subject? 


A Sure 
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Q There have been a spate of reports, Chuck, over 
the last couple of days on breakthroughs in the Middle East 
peace conference -- Middle East peace process, particularly on 


the conference idea, secret meetings in London, etc., etc 
including Pickering in Israel the ocher day. Has anything 
changed as far as Washington's concerned? 


A First, I'm not going to react to any specific 
stories that are coming out of the region or elsewhere. Our 
position on the peace process has been clear. Our objective is 
a comprehensive peace, and to that end we have been working 
with the parties in the region for many months We are 
convinced that peace can only be achieved through bilateral, 
direct negotiations. As reiterated by the President and the 
Secretary of State recently, we have been exploring with the 
parties in the region whether an international conference might 
contribute to that end 


It remains unclear whether an international conference 
can in fact be arranged that leads promptly to direct 
negotiations and peace, and that meets the needs of all 
parties, but there has clearly been significant progress in 
that direction 


Q So the reports are not a new initiative, 
something that fits under the ongoing U.S. attempts to find a 
way to get the parties together Is that it? 


A I can't get at that particular question any 
better, I think, than with the answer I've just given 


Q What are you referring to when you said clearly 
there has been significant progress? What are you referring to? 


A ['ll just leave it at that There clearly has 
been significant progress 


Q What is clear? Where is it clear? 
Q It's unclear to me I would appreciate your -- 
A I'm giving you an analysis -- 


Q Well, it's a statement, not an analysis 
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= --— but there's no more specificity that I can put 
into that analysis. 


Q That's not an analysis without the facts to go 
with it. Do you have any -- a list of anything that you can 
tick of f? 

Q Give us a treat Just point to one thing in 
there. Give concrete evidence of progress 

A I'll leave the statement right where it is 

Q Are you referring to countries that may now be 


willing to participate, or are you referring to movement on tie 
terms for such a conference, or what? 


~ Again, I'd refer you to the overall context of 
the statement. That's what it refers to 


Q Okay. New subject? 
Q Could [I ask -- 


Q What is the status of the Secretary's travel 
plans for the Middle East? 


a) This may sound familiar As the Secretary has 
said in the past -- 


Q So far it all has sounded familiar 

A -~ he woule be willing to travel to the Middle 
East if such a trip cculd be constructive and help move the 
peace process forward There are no specific plans for such a 


trip at this time 
Q Do you mean there's no significant progress? 


Q Chuck, as long as you're on the Middle East, is 
the U.S. Government satisfied with Israeli policies as far as 
the people with American passports gaining entry to Israel, and 


speaking of a few cases of some Palestinians witht American 
passports. Is the U.S. happy with that? 


A We have had difficulties in the past on that kind 
of question, and we've made our position clear to the Israeli 
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government; and, if you will check with the Press Office, 
there's a much more detailed readout of the kind of problems 
we've had, and the kind of approaches that we have made to the 
Israeli government in that regard 


Q Is there anything going on with that right now? 
Any kind of -- 

A I can't help you further without taking a look at 
what we had. The reason [ believe it had come to my attention 


again is because we had information that there had been some 
discrimination of some sort 


Q Do you know -- on this subject, Chuck, Secretary 
Murphy seemed to have -- I don't want to say promised -- but 
told some Arab-American organizations that he would look into 
this issue very seriously and would try to do something about 
it with the Israelis in light of what I understand -- lately a 
woman with her four children was simply turned back because 
"she had too many luggage with her." 


A Let me again refer you to the Press Office, but 
the summary answer is that we have taken a very hard look at 
it, and not just in the present tense but in the past, and that 
we have made our concerns known 


Q Can you give us that status report on the ABM 
Treaty review? 


a To begin, you know that Judge Sofaer has been 
working for several months to complete his studies on the ABM 
Treaty ratification process and the subsequent practice of the 
parties The study on the ratification process has been 
completed and has been provided to other agencies for comment 
[t will be put into final form as soon as possible 


With respect to the study on the subsequent practice 
of the parties, additional time will be necessary to deal with 
the large amount of material that must be covered l can't set 
a deadline, but it will be completed within about a month 


The studies will be reviewed by the White House as 
each is completed The Administration will be working with the 
Senate to determine how further consultations on the subjects 
will be conducted, and again in that regard no deadline has 
been set 
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Q Is any part of this study at the White House yet? 

- No. 

Q So the report is going to be a month late 

A You didn't listen closely enough, Matt 

Q Do you have any reaction, Chuck, to the testimony 
by Mr. Sims on the State Department being cut out -- or State 


Department experts, I should say, being cut out? 


- Jery briefly, Judge Sofaer circulated drafts of 
his studies to all the interested parties within the Executive 
Branch, invited their comments No one who works on these 
issues was muzzled, either then or now Mr. Sims, of course, 
has always been free to state his views, and in particular he, 
while working here, had full access co Judge Sofaer and to 
other senior officials 
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Q Do you have any comment on the Senate 
Intelligence Committee unaminous vote to bulldoze the new 
chancery in Moscow? 


a I gave a reaction to what I think is essentially 
the same question that was asked yesterday, which is that we 
would be in touch with the Senate, talking to them about this 
issue, but that there were some complicated concerns that had 
to be addressed before making such a decision 


Q Can I come back -- 


In any case, you know that we are currently 
involved in a number of efforts, particularly that of DOr 
Schlesinger, to address particularly that problem So I think 
what we are looking to is, first and foremost, Or 
Schlesinger's report, which should be due -- 


Q June. 

Q -~- June sometime 

“ Also on security, was the Secretary, as reported 
today sured during his visit to Moscow that there had been 


no Soviet penetration, physical penetration of the Embassy? 


Hn [I can't go into diplomatic contacts 

Q You could tell us if the Secretary raised | 
issue, that he was angry, that he was going to raise the ie 
witn doth Shevardnadze and Gorbachev We're now told that he 
received assurances that, in fact, there had been no Soviet 
penetration at least the assurance that that hadn't happened 

a [I can't get at it that way 

Q Chuck President Pinochet of Chile has told a 
delegation of visiting Americans that the CIA may Nave been 
behind an assassination attempt against him las September 


Any comment form your end’ 


a I just have no information on that at all 
Q [If this question wasn't asked dDefore I ame if 
a you omment on the report that the United States 18 puttinea 


pressure on [srae] ana jordan to engage in bilateral talks? 
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A It was raised 

Q Huh? 

- It was raised We discussed it at some length 

Q Chuck, there are reports that the U.S. Ambassador 
to Austria has been summoned to the Foreign Ministry Have the 
Qustrians delivered a protest to us about Waldheim, or can you 


tell us the subject that was discussed? 


A I don't know of any protest Concerning the 
Ambassador talking to Austrian officials, that again is a 
routine occurrence, but I can't go into details of specific 
conversations 


Q Same subject The Austrian Foreign Minister is 
asking for the information which led to the decision to bar 
President Waldheim from visiting the United States Do you 


have any reaction to that? 


QA I dor | I belie e that Ss more in tne domain oT 
the Justice Department They went at some length into the 
Question of what kind of Material they used to whom they 
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Q 
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from the Committee that 


those documenis that you 


haven't looked at? 
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~ Because I have no comment 

Q And the other one is, since the study on the ABM 
ratification record is complete, can you te]l us what it 
-oncludes? 

- I can't Aas I indicated in the statement, the 


next step is, first of all, to receive the comments from other 
agencies to put it in final form, and then to send it over for 
review at the White House That's where we stand in the 
process now 


Q Thank you 


You're welcome 


(The briefing concluded at 12:22 p.m 
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12:05 P.M. EDT 
MR. HOWARD: Good afternoon. 
Q Good afternoon, Mr. Howard. 
MR. HOWARD: It is afternoon. 
Q It is afternoon, yes. 


MR. HOWARD: We're ready to start the backgrounder, 
readout, on meetings this morning. For your information, and not for 
publication, our briefer is 


ee. it is ON BACKGROUND. 


Q Why can't we have it on the record? 


MR. HOWARD: This will be followed by the regular, 
on-the-record briefing by Marlin Fitzwater. 


Q What is the problem? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


Q I know we can't spell your name, but other than that 
-- (laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's probably it, 
Helen. (Laughter.) 


Well, I think you've -- at least, I hope you've had a 
chance to look at the joint statment by the President and the Prime 
Minister and you've had the departure statement of Prime Minister 
Nakasone and the President's remarks. They basically, I think, give 
a pretty good readout on the discussions that have been held here 
over the last couple of days. (Laughter-) 


Let me make a few comments about the meeting this 


~~ - 7) 1, } ’ ~J uJ Lal 
morning, which -=- and the way that the talks went. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very friendly. 
(Laughter. ) 


They discussed East-West negotiations and the Japanese 
position. The ultimate objective should be global zero. The Prime 
Minister was very strong on that and the President affirmed that that 
also was our objective. Touched on our mutual concern over the 
Philippines, the need for the stongest support for the Aquino 
government, and the Prime Minister stated firmly that Japan would try 
to increase its aid. 


We raised Central America, the Caribbean -- in fact, the 
Prime Minister raised that, and again spoke of Japan's determination 


MORE 








to expand its assistance there in consultation with the United 
States. 


There was brief discussion of the Middle East, Korea, 
including the Olympics, but this was quite brief. 


There was, of course, discussion on the Venice summit, 
and the need for unity there, and the Uruguay round, briefly. 


On issues between -- bilaterial issues betweeen our two 
countries, the Kansai International Airport was raised with the Prime 
Minister stating that he is going to do everything he can to ensure 
that the -- and in Kansai, there will be full nondiscriminatory and 
full transparency procedures. These, afterall, had been announced 
earlier on the 24th of May -- of April, in Japan. That means that 
everybody will have a chance to get in there and put forward their 
proposals. 


Q Why did you say that? (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 
Q You weren't here yesterday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. And -=- so, 
we're going to see if those things can be worked. They also talked 
about other issues like the second KDD, international telephone 
company, private sector working to consolidate in Japan, and the 
Prime Minister promised that the Japanese would welcome interest in 
laying any new cables, allow 33 percent foreign stock holding, and 
foreign directors into the new company. Those were basically the 
points that were raised this morning. 
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I might just -- in an overall summary of the meetings -- to state 
that there was a reaffirmation of the personal friendship and respect 
between the two leaders and the vital importance of the relationship. 
That, I think, was the underlying feature of these meetings. In the 
joint statement on economic issues and other statements, there was an 
acknowledgment by Japan that the trade imbalance is unsustainable -- 
cannot be continued. Its reduction is an absolutely key objective 
for the -- for Japan as well as for the United States. There was a 
commitment on the part of the Japanese for the Japanese government to 
set examples through expanded government procurement of imports. 

This includes earmarking certain sums of money out of the 
supplementary budget that the Prime Minister talked about earlier for 
purchase of supercomputers. There was a pledge by the Prime Minister 
to stimulate growth. You've read about that -- the endorsement of 
the Liberal Democratic Party's stimulus program of $34 billion, the 
commitment by the Prime Minister, the Bank of Japan, the Mininstry of 
Finance to the reduction of short-term interest rates, the commitment 
to work together to foster stability of exchange rates. There was a 
strong statement on agriculture. Affirmation by the President and 
the Prime Minister that all the agricultural policies of the two 
countries are subject for discussion in the new GATT round. And then 
the statement of the Japanese government commitment on additional aid 
including more than $20 billion in new, untied funding particularly 
for the debtor nations of Latin America and Asia. 


So with that, I'll end my comments and ask you if you 
have any questions. 


Q Was there any discussion of the trade surplus 
figures that were released in Japan today and what is the U.S. 
reaction to the numbers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no discussion 
of those figures, but -- specifically, but of course we're not happy 
with those figures. 


Q Was the size of that surplus surprising or -- the 
Size of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know as it was 
particularly surprising. It was perhaps a little higher than we 
anticipated. But, anyway -- 


Q But you‘re not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there they are. 


2 You indicated yesterday that there would be ample 
time today in the second session to discuss the specifics of the 
Sanctions. And yet, from what you tell us today, it does not appear 


that they were much discussed, if at all. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was a great 
deal of discussion among the delegations about the sanctions. And 
you've seen, I think, the words that have come up by the President on 
that. I don't think we can say any more. I mean, we had -- it was 
discussed. Obviously, it was discussed -- not specifically in the 
meeting itself, but certainly it was discussed. 


Q Well, is the point of major contention <-- the 
Japanese, we know, were hoping for more. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Japanese 
understand that we can't do any more than what we said in our 
Statement. “It is my hope that with the Venice summit coming up,” 
and that was the way it started. I think you've got that. So we're 
going to try to remove those things as soon as we can, but we've got 
to see the figures. 
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Q Before the Venice summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't say that. We 
just said it's a hope chat with the Venice summit coming up. So, 
we're going to try to do everything we can as soon as possible. 


Q Some of us were told the procedure would be worked 
out today to culminate in the ending of the sanctions. Did that 
occur? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There was nothing 
of that kind that took place. 


Q How about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Actually you had -- 
there were meetings that were -- when Mr. Yeutter was in Japan, 
recently, he and the Minister of International Trade and Industry, 

r. Tamura, talked at great length about ways in which we can 
continue to meet and work together to get our figures and see if we 
can have those things come together, but that's all it was. There 
was no agreement as such. 


Q So, there was no timetable -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. No, no. 


Q On that point, sir, the idea that there's going to 
be a review in the middle of -- in a couple of weeks, in the middle 
of May, suggests that the decision would be made about lifting the 
sanctions on the basis of what has happened between the imposition of 
the sanctions, which is the middle of April, and the middle of May. 
Whereas, Congress and Senator Byrd and others are saying you have to 
let this thing run for quite a few months before you see the effect. 
Is the administration in any way committed to taking any kind of 
action on the basis of those few weeks of experience -- between 
mid-April and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q -- whenever the review is? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Now, the 
administration is not committed. But a lot of this is very 
technical, I mean, in terms of just exactly what has happened in 
terms of dumping and market access in Japan, itself -- and we've got 
to rely on the recommendations of our technical people who can give 
us an idea, really, of what has happened and what is happening, and 
that's what we're going to be looking at. 


New policy decisions, but we have to have the stuff 
in our hands in order to make the policy decisions. 


Q To follow that up, have you promised the Japanese if 
the figures are promising in mid-May, you then will remove the 
sanctions? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We made no such promise. 

Q But what is the point of emphasizing the mid-May -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Simply that that's going 
to be the first time we really have a chance to look at the figures. 


Q Will, the President -- 


Q But have you -- will you lift the sanctions then if 
the figures are -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, these are very 
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technical questions. We have to look at it in terms of what does it 
look like and what do our technical people advise. 


Q Well, what standards will you be looking at? What 
do they have to do to satisfy you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that's set 
in terms of how you look at that, but again, these are technical 
problems. 


Helen? 
@) How about the sale of jets to Japan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean the -- what? 
The FSX question? 


Q F-l16s, or -- you heard anything about that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we‘ve been talking 
about this new fighter that the Japanese are interested in moving 
ahead with and the purchase of American jets, or the question of 
joint production, co-production. Or, of course, there’s also the 
gustion of their possibly selling their own. But our position is 
guite clear on that. We would like them to -- 


) Is it your estimate now that the Nakasone government 
will survive, at least through the summit in Venice? 


Q Could I just finish it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q You said we -- our position is clear. What's our 
position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position is that we 
would either like them to buy ours or we'd have a co-production 
arrangement and so forth. 

Q Well, what about -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We believe -- 

Q I‘m sorry. Go ahead. 


) Well, what‘s our response on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're still 
discussing this -- we‘re still talking about this. 


Q -- out of this meeting yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say we're 
moving along, but there was no decision taken. 


Q All right. Now, what is -- is it your estimate that 
the Nakasone government will survive at least through the Venice 
summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no reason to 
think otherwise. 
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2 The President was asked after the ceremony today tif 
he hoped to lift the sanctions by the Venice summit and he said, 
"This is what we're working on.“ What did he mean by that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that's not 
a bad way to put it -- we‘re working on it. But we can't say any 
more than that. We simply don't have any information. There'‘s no 
way we can say anything about it. 


9 Where in the one level with those mid-May talks take 
place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I*m not sure about the 
level. Have we got any level on that in terms of -- I'm not sure 
there'll be -- from our commerce people the MITI industry and STR. 


°) is it possible that -- 
Q The Japanese funds to the developing sector -- will 


that go strictly for development purposes or will that also be used 
for 


Q Debt -- 

Q -- debt refinancing? 

Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure of that, 
Tom. 

SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Both. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both, all right. 

MR. FITZWATER: Let‘s take a final question. Andrea? 

Q Was it helpful that he turned Bobby Byrd down on 
coal? I mean, was that a smart move -- to say that they can get coal 


cheaper from three other countries, so they're not going to buy more 
from us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't quite know 
how he put that. I mean, we discussed the coal question as well -- 
he did with the President. And the -- I mean, they do get it 
cheaper, obviously, from -- apparently, so they say, from Australia 
and China. And that, of course, does not ease our situation at all 
and we made it very plain that we would hope that they would be some 
kind of a -- 


Q But that was a flat no from him as far we understood 
from the Hill. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t know what he 
said to Senator Byrd. But the discussion between him and the 
President was not quite that flat ano. I mean, it -- he was hoping 
-- he said he hoped that the American producers and exporters would 
be willing -- would be -- try to be a little more competitive. That 
was the way he put it. So, we‘ll see what happens on that. 

MR. FITZWATER: Thank you. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:18 P.M. EDT 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with a few announcements 


First, to remind you of an announcement we made on 
Tuesday that the Secretary will address today's Foreign Service 
Day participants at 5:30 p.m. in a ceremony honoring employees 
who have died in service That's in the C Street Lobby at the 
Memorial Plaque and, of course, the press is welcome. 


Vice President Bush will be the keynote speaker at the 
Bureau of International Narcotics Matters Coordinators 
Conference on May 4th at 10:00 a.m The conference is being 
held in the Loy Henderson Room here in the Department. 
Secretary Shultz will deliver opening remarks and will 
introduce the Vice President. Only this portion of the 
conference is open to the press for coverage. 


And, finally, Secretary Shultz will receive the David 
Ben-Gurion Peace Award from the David Ben-Gurion Centennial 
Committee and deliver acceptance remarks at a black-tie dinner 
on Saturday, May 16th, 9:30 p.m., at the Parker Meridian Hotel, 
West 56th Street, New York City. Prime Minister of Israel 
Shimon Peres will deliver the principal address. If you plan 
to cover this event, please contact Mrs. Iris Raylesberg at 
Area 212/489-6900. 


That's all I have. 

Q Can you go in any more detail, or has there been 
any more progress since yesterday, on an international peace 
conference? There's a report from Israel that Israel has 
agreed to such a thing. Can you tell us any more? 


a I don't have anything beyond yesterday. 
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Q Can you explain the disparity, then, between all 
the information that's coming out of Israel clearly from Peres' 
office -- it would seem, anyway -- with great support and 
enthusiasm for an agreement that's been reached with Jordan? 

o Discrepancy between that and -- ? 

Q And your absolute silence on all of this. 

- I don't know that it's the first time L've been 


silent on issues on which other people have been taiking a 
lot. I just don't have anything else. 


Q Wouldn't you say all this public discussion of it 
is an example of what you yesterday said was clear evidence of 
progress? 


6) I gave you what 1 could yesterday on the 
question. That's exactly what I have today. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the meeting of any 
Arab leader with any Israelis? 


J No, I don't. 
Q They confirmed today in Israel. 
- (No response. ) 


Can you tell us some more about Mr. Peres' 
visit? 


A Again, I didn't bring the papers with me today, 
but that's a private visit that's been scheduled for some time. 


You might dig that out (to staff). 


In the course of that visit, in addition to some of 
these public events such as the one 1 just mentioned, I believe 
he will be in Washington on a particular day and will be seeing 
some people here. I have that date; we'll try to get that. 


Q Do you have any comment on apparently increased 
levels of Jewish emigration from the Soviet Union -- yet a new 
five-year record, apparently, in April? 


- Since the beginning of the year, increasing 
numbers of Soviet Jews have received permission to emigrate. 
We welcome this development. 
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As we've repeatedly stressed to the Soviets, however, 
all those who wish to leave the Soviet Union should be allowed 


to do so. 


In the month of April, 717 Soviet Jews arrived in the 
West. This gives a total of 1,431 for the first four months of 
1987. The April emigration figures are the highest for any 
month since July 1981 when 779 Jews emigrated. 


The figures for the first four months of 1987 are the 
largest number in any single year since 1982 when 2,688 Jews 
departed. We note, however, that this remains well below the 
Jewish emigration rate in the 1970s, which peaked at 51,320 in 
1979. 


Q Copy of that? 


Q Do you have any - 

“ Yes. 

Q ~ explanations or anything why the United States 
feels that more are being allowed to leave? 

A I couldn't give you any explanation. Soviet 
authorities would be in a better position to speak to that than 
1 would be. As I say, we welcome the trend. 


(Staff hands Mr. Redman a paper) Concerning the visit 
of Mr. Peres, his visit begins May 14th. As 1 said, it's a 
private visit. He will meet with the Secretary on May 19th, as 
well as some other U.S. officials. 


Q Two hundred people, activists ~- Solidarity 
people - were arrested in Poland today in May Day 
demonstrations. The demonstrations were broken up by police. 
Do you have any conment on that, and might that have any impact 
on the lifting of the sanctions -- I mean if this were to 
continue, would you say? 


A The step you refer to, the lifting of the 
remaining sanctions, has already been taken. 


Q 1 know, but could they be reimposed -- ? 


f What we're engaged in now is what we have 
referred to as a step-by-step process. I have not had a chance 
to take a detailed look at the reports you're referring to, so 
let me reserve judgment on that until we've had occasion to do 
that. 
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Q Do you have anything on President Duarte's 
request for special consideration concerning the immigration 
law? 


A) I don't have any comment other than to say that 
it's under consideration. 


Q Will a decision be made before the law goes into 
effect on Tuesday? 


i I'm not in a position to make a prediction. 


Q Any comment on the arrest of an ABC camera crew 
in South Africa? Any progress in getting them out? 


A I've seen reports that they have since been 
released -- on bail, I believe -- but 1 don't have any 
particular details. But we are deeply concerned about the 


matter. We're looking into it both here and in South Africa. 
The incident adds to our continuing concern over the 
restrictions placed on the legitimate access to news and the 
free flow of information in that country. 


Q On the other hand, Chuck, since the court action 
-- last week, [ believe -- in which some of the emergency 
regulations were overruled -—- there has been a renewed state of 


graphic eyewitness reports which we haven't had for some time 
on incidents in South African. Is that something that the 
United States welcomes? 


6 I think my statement today and in the past covers 
that. We have said that we believe that there should be a free 
flow of information and the news media should have access. 


To the extent that happens and whether it involves the 
kind of incidents you refer to or reporting of other kinds, 
that's something we think is a step in the right direction. 


Q Now, a second Committee on the Hill has urged the 
State Department -- or, I guess, actually demanded -- that the 
State Department tear down the Chancery in Moscow. Do you see 
a difficult trend to deal with as Congress gets ahead of the 
Schlesinger report? 


6 You're correct in referring to the Schlesinger 
report as a very important milestone in making this decision. 
There had been a lot of time, effort, and energy invested in 
that study. Or. Schlesinger is well along in his work in 
looking at the problem from his perspective. He has integrated 
into his considerations the other reports that have been done 
-~- such as that of the National Bureau of Standards -- and 
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others, so that we look to his report in a month or so as 
really the next step in addressing this issue of what to do 
with that complex. 


Q Or ith at Conares:< may have car id 41 fae you 
Q They cut off money for anything but the -- or 


they voted to do so -- for anything but the destruction of the 
building. 


\ I can't comment on what rationale they may have 
in mind. As we've said before, it's a complicated question. 
There are a lot of implications of various kinds. That's what 


Dr. Schlesinger is taking a look at, and we believe it's the 
kind of careful study that should be done. 


Q [ know, but the Congress could end up just 
cutting off your money -- and then that'd be it. 


- MORE - 
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Q Does the sale of 4 million metric tons of wheat, 
subsidized sale of 4 million metric tons of wheat, to the 
Soviet Union mean that the Secretary has dropped his opposition 
to these subsidies? 


A I refer you to several times in which the 
Secretary has spoken in recent times. He said several weeks 
ago, for example, before a gathering of the National 
Association of Wheat Growers that whenever possible U.S. grain 
should be competitive on world markets, including the USSR. 


Q But L think he said Tuesday before the National 
Association of Farm Editors that he was opposed to subsidizing 
sales to the Soviet Union because he didn't think Soviet 
housewives should be able to buy food cheaper than American 
housewives. 


) I think you will also find that in addressing the 
question that he talked about the need to be competitive. 


Q Well, will this cause problems with our other 
customers like the Japanese, and -- 


A) I think that's the kind of question that USDA is 
really in a position to comment on. They are the experts in 
those kinds of questions. 


Q Have you heard recently on this issue from the 
Canadians and Australians? 


I don't know of anything we have heard. 


It is becoming increasingly apparent that key 
NATO allies are resisting a quick decision on the INF 
agreement. Are you ~- what's your reaction to this, and are 
you concerned that the NATO Ambassadors' meeting for Monday 
apparently has been postponed? 


a) First of all, those are your conclusions, not 
mine. I don't share them. 


There is a consultative process that has been going 
forward in quite some depth and detail. There has been a 
meeting of the SCG, Special Consultative Group, as you know, on 
Tuesday. The high level group chaired by Richard Perle met 
Wednesday. The Council will meet next week, probably on 
Wednesday, to hear a report from Mike Glitman on the Soviet 
proposal that has been put on the table in Geneva. So 1 think 
what we have ongoing now is a good example of the consultative 
process that really is at the core of NATO, and I think 
everyone is proceeding on a very open and constructive basis. 
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Q When are you now expecting a final Alliance 
decision on it? 


A i‘ve never tried to set a Geadiine, and 1 won't 
now. 


Q Now that you've had some more time to look at the 
Soviet proposal, how great a problem are you considering the 
P-1, the Pershing I's, to be? 


~ I don't have any further commentary on those kind 
of questions beyond what I gave you on Tuesday. 


Q Chuck, any read-out on the talks with the French 
Foreign Minister yesterday? Was this topic explored? 


f\ That was one of the topics explored. I don't 
have any specific read-out. 


Q Do you have a reaction to the vote in the House 
about the Most Favored Nation clause for Romania? 


f\ Well, we regret that the House has not given this 
issue the very careful consideration it deserves. The 
Jackson-Vanik Amendment to the 1974 Trade Act already provides 
for annual review of MFN by the President and the Congress. 


The President's recommendation on MFN for Romania for 
this year will be delivered to the Congress on June 3, after 
which the Congress may, under the law, vote to terminate MIN. 


This MIEN review process has worked well in previous 
years, providing an opportunity for us to press our concerns 
about emigration and human rights directly to the Romanian 
Government with important and concrete results. 


[t's our view that a decision on MFN should only be 
reached after careful consideration of these issues. 


Q Is there any movement on U.S.—Kuwaiti talks on 
reflagging their vessels? 


ia The status on that is the same as you have known 
it previously. 


Q Chuck, also in the region, what do you make of 
stepped up Soviet diplomatic activities in the Arabian Gulf and 
the Middle East in general? You know, they are trying to get a 
piece of the action again and are encouraging a conference. 
What does that mean for the U.S.? 
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A I'm not in a position to give you any analysis on 
that. 

Q Are you still expecting the extradition of Mr. 
Hamadei? 

f\ As I've said before, there's a German legal 


process that's underway. The German Government is fully aware 
of our desire with regard to extradition, so that's essentially 
where it's stood now for -- 


Q But you have -- 


A That's essentially where it's stood now for some 
weeks. 

Q But you have been told it would take X-—amount of 
time. How many months, now? 

A Certainly months. 

Q The original estimate was two months. It has now 


been three months. 


A The estimates I've seen have never been as sure 
as either one of those, and that's been months ago that I've 
seen those estimates. 


Q The Secretary gave an estimate, didn't he, up on 
the Hill? 


iz I don't know, but in any case, they are 
estimates, so that the answer is essentially what I've given 
you. 


Q Has any progress been made on it yet? 


A You'll have to talk to the Germans. It's moving 
through a German legal process. 


Q Is there any further evidence that has come to 
light on the Linder death in Nicaragua? 


A No. There is, in fact, no further information. 
We don't have any further details on what actually occurred. 
You continue to see, as I have, [I suppose, various reports by 
reporters who have gotten onto the scene. 


As you already know, members of Mr. Linder's family 
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arrived in Nicaragua yesterday for his burial. Two officers 
from our Embassy in Managua attended the funeral in Matagalpa, 
and they were there to pay their respects and they extended an 
offer of Embassy assistance. 


Q Have you had any cooperation from the Nicaraguan 
Government yet on the U.S. investigation of the event? 


a) No, we haven't, really. We've had some 
discussions with the Nicaraguans. We've received only that 
brief confirmation of his death. The protest note, which has 
been widely rublished, has yet to appear. 


We'd like to have some details on the circumstances of 
his death, things such as the police or the autopsy reports, 
for example. 


Q The Attorney General said yesterday that they are 
looking into the possibility of an investigation of State 
Department civilian personnel in the Embassy, in the Moscow 
Embassy. 


f\ We're not aware of any criminal negligence 
investigation by Justice of any State Department employees in 
connection with the events in Moscow. And to that 1 would only 
add that from the beginning, as I have said any number of 
times, the Department has been cooperating in a complete 
investigation of every aspect of the espionage incidents, and 
in that connection, there have been hundreds of people who have 
been questioned in connection with this investigation, both 
Marine Guard as well as civilian employees; those people who 
have served in Moscow, Leningrad, Vienna, during the time 
periods in question, and that continues. 


Q But the Justice Department hasn't been 
questioning them, have they? 


f\ 1 don't believe that they have been involved in 
that, no, nor are they now. The Justice Department has been 
helping where they have resources -- 

Q You're aware of what he said yesterday ~~ 


A That's right. That's what I was -- 


Q -- that they were looking into the possibility of 
getting involved, or something like that. 


A And, as I say, we're not aware of any new 
investigation. 
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Q Chuck, the Justice Department makes a distinction 
A 1 think they'll tell you the same thing. 
Q The Justice Department makes -- 
C Wait a minute. What was John's question? I 


didn't get it. 


Q The question was, did anybody ask the Justice 
Department what they're getting at? 


“ I've been in touch with Justice. 

Q Okay. 

Q And they say there is no inquiry. 

A No new investigation. 

Q So what was the point of that statement? 

A I don't know quite what that was in reference 


to. As I saw it, it was perhaps a reference to what we've 
referred to as an ongoing investigation, which includes 
everyone, both civilian and military. And, of course, Justice 
assets, technical or otherwise, to the extent they can be of 
use to the investigators, are certainly being called on. 


Q Chuck, the word “investigation" over at the 
Justice Department has always meant something. Have there been 
any inquiries from the Justice Department, anybody over here 
related to any possible activity? 


A Not beyond what [ have just described. 

Q I was just going to say the Justice Department 
makes a distinction between the word “investigation" and 
"inquiry." And you seemed to have carefully used the word "no 
new investigation" in your response. An inquiry does not 
involve a grand jury or a prosecutor. 


i) IT was not trying to be precise in that respect. 
I'm willing to use "inquiry" as well as “investigation." 


Q Loose words from the podium! 


Q So your answer about being in touch with Justice 
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and them saying there is no inquiry is also what you mean, as 
opposed to there being no investigation 

fF, That's right 
Q Thank you. 


f (The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Let me begin with one brief announcement: 


As published in the Federal Register on April 23, the 
Assessment Review Panel under former Secretary of Defense 
Melvin R. Laird will hold a brief open session Wednesday, May 
6, at 10:00 a.m. in the Dean Acheson Auditorium. Immediately 
efter this brief session, Secretary Laird and his panel will go 
into closed deliberations. For those of you who are interested 
in some background, copies of the charter for the panel and 
informal biographic sketches of the panel members are available 
in the Press Office. 


Jim? 


Q A couple of things. Do you have any information 
of an American Marine who was shot and killed inside the U.S 
Embassy in Bogota? 


a I have very little information other than to say 
that the U.S. Marine Corps has confirmed that Marine Corporal 
Shawn Sprouse was killed at the Marine Guard house in Bogota, 
Colombia, on Saturday, May 2, by a gunshot wound that was 
apparently accidental The incident is under investigation, 
and I'm told that the Marine Corps Headquarters Public affairs 
Office is the place to go for further details 


Q The reports from down there say that a security 
man from Shell Oil has been named Do you know if that's true 
-- John Stabler? 


ia Again, because the Marine Corps are the people 
responsible for this, i'd like to refer questions to them. 
They know the exact details 


Q Can we turn to the Middle East? Do you know 
anything about, first of all, a meeting held in Jordan between 
Syria and Iraq? 


£ I can't help you on that one 
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Q Which means that you know about it but you can't 
talk about it? 


a No. It simply means I don't have any commentary 
to offer. 


Q Do you have anything on the international 
conference, Jordan and the international conference? Any new 
dimension on it? 


oa I don't have anything new to offer beyond what I 
gave you last Thursday, I believe. 


Q So you don't see any Jordanian offer, new offer? 
You don't see any? 


- As I say, I'm not commenting on those kind of 
questions. I'm simply saying [I don't have anything new to 
offer beyond what I gave you last week 


Q Chuck, can we get a policy appraisal, though, a 
statement of U.S. policy? Would the United States like to see 
these two rival regimes work out some sort of a 
reconciliation? And might that help your concern over the 
Persian Gulf war, for instance, or maybe advance Mideast peace 
prospects, or whatever? 


< In the broadest terms, as you know, Barry, our 
goal in the Middle East is peace. It has been our goal. It 
continues to be our goal 


As you know, we've been engaged in the region for 
Guite some time; we continue to be engaged there in that 
search Beyond that, I'm not sure what I could do to get at 
your question. 


Q Well, Syria and Iraq have been backing opposite 
sides. They have been helping, [I guess, to keep a war going. 
Do you think they might agree on, at least, a joint approach to 
end that war, or would you like to see something like that? 


‘ I don't have any way to speculate on that 
question 


Q Are we sending any emissaries to the region in 
the near future? 


A There are plans -- and I don't have the details 
to give you a formal announcement today -- for Assistant 
Secretary Murphy to pay a visit to the Gulf Cooperation Council 
States and to Iraq, and [I should have something by way of a 
formal announcement, perhaps even this afternoon 
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Q The purpose of that trip? 


. It's basically to consult on our policy toward 
the Persian Gulf, toward the Iran-Iraq war. But in the 
announcement that I'm promising you, there will be some more 
definition as to what the purpose is to be. 


Q You said in the coming week or what? 
- It will be very shortly. 


Q Will he be ma 
I € 


king any stops in the other part of 
the region -- Jordan, 1? 


i! 
Q No. The visit is to the GCC states and to Iraq. 


Q And can you tell us anything about the other U.S. 
emissary who is in the Middle East, or who was there on Friday, 
I believe -- I don't know whether he still is there -- Watt 
Cluverius, his movements to and from Jordan and Israel? 


a Watt Cluverius has been in the Middle East since 
1985. He's been involved in lots of talks with, I would say, 
all of the parties in the region for quite some period of 
time. So I don't have any new definition of his mission out 
there other than he is our emissary out there for the Middle 
East peace process and has been for some months 


Q And can you relate his movements in the last week 
to the developments that you cited as being clearly indicative 
of substantial progress and the announcements by both Jordan 
and Israel on the possibility of direct peace negotiations 
beginning? 


A No, I don't have any way to tie that altogether 
for you. 


Q Chuck, just on Cluverius a minute Is he the man 
in East Jerusalem, the U.S. man in East Jerusalem? Is he your 
contact to the West Bank” And, if so, when you say he spoke to 
the parties, can you tell us if he's been in touch with 
Palestinians, either appointed by Israel or PLO Palestinians? 
You used the word “parties,” not governments. 


4 He is our emissary for the Middle East peace 
process, so as a consequence his mandate is a broad one 
involving any number of parties in the region That's what he 
does. 


I'm not going to comment on specific contacts. 
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Q But is he allowed to have contacts, permitted to 
have contacts with the Palestine Liberation Organization? 


A You know what our policy is on that. 


Q I just like to hear it every now and then to know 
if it's changed. That's the only way we'd know. 


“ [It still applies. 


Q Chuck, have the Israelis told you anything about 
the ten points which they are discussing with the Jordanians? 
Do you have any idea about these ten points? 


is) I just can't help you on that one. 


Q Shamir is now saying that the international 
conference idea should be examined or looked into. This is a 
radical departure from his outright rejection of weeks past. 
Any comment? 


= No, I don't have any comment on that, in 
particular. Concerning our own views on that subject, the 
Secretary has addressed that on a number of occasions. You 
might take a look at what he said at the time of the Shamir 
visit, for example. 


Q Out of this, Chuck, out of these reports in the 
media and the convening of the PNC in Algiers, do you see any 
hope that something could be worked out and reconciliation 
between the different positions of Jordan, [srael, and now the 
positions of the PLO and other factions there? 


A No, I don't have any way to draw all that 
together for you. I'd go back to what I said in response to 
Barry's earlier question, that what we have been seeking in the 
Middle East is peace. That's our objective. You know our 
position as to how we believe that could best come about -- 
1.e., through direct bilateral negotiations between the parties 


In addition to that, I[ just referred to the 
Secretary's comments on an international conference at the time 
of the Shamir visit and the possible role that that could 
play So you know all those elements of our position. That's 
the framework in which we coritinue to operate. 


Q Are you encouraged by the reports about -- if 
they were only press reports, you cannot comment on it. But if 
we're encouraged by what is in the media about meetings between 
Israelis and the Jordanians, all the reports coming out from 
Jerusalem and Amman in the last few days? 
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A On those kind of stories, I don't have anything 
beyond what I referred to earlier, a statement I made last week. 


Let's go back. Bill had a question next. 


Q New subject 
A Barry? 
Q I'd like to know if it's still the State 


Department's belief or position that it would be best if Jordan 
had a mixed delegation with Palestinians, that Jordan should 


not go into this alone -- the peace conference is attached to 
that notion -- but also so far as the Palestinian element. 
A I'm not in a position to offer anything new on 


those kind of questions today beyond what you've heard said in 
the past. Just can't do it. 


Q Okay. While we're all obviously fishing around 
on a story that's just breaking basically, you know there is 
the possibility, I suppose, that Jordan would now get support 
from other Arab countries that didn't support them, and they 
might not need the PLO. That's one possibility. 


All right. Those Palestinians whose legitimate rights 
you all worry about, would they be best represented by a 
Palestinian place at the table, or can they be represented by 
Hussein? 


a I'm not prepared to go into those kind of 
technical questions. You've just reiterated in most part our 
position concerning the Palestinian role, the legitimate rights 
of the Palestinian people. Again, that comes from our 
consistent policy on that question. 





Q Chuck, how is the State Department explaining to 
foreign countries the Reagan policy on AIDS when Secretary 
Bennett comes out for massive testing one day and Surgeon 
General Koop comes out on the other. I ask this because it's a 
very important international question, as you know. And I have 
one follow-up. 


a I don't have anything by way of specific 
response. We are engaged -- 


Q What is the policy? Do you know what the policy 
is? 


a We are engaged in diplomatic dialogue on this 
question with any number of countries, because it is an issue 











-—6- Monday, 5/4/87 


which touches not only the United States but many other 
countries. But in terms of the specifics that you're inquiring 
about, I just don't have anything on that. 


Q You don't know what the Reagan policy is, then? 


2) First of all, that's not my particular field of 
expertise. 


Q Okay. My follow-up is this: Since it's my 
understanding .- and [I know you'll correct me if I'm wrong --- 
my understanding is that the State Department does everything 
possible to assist foreign embassy personnel, and especially to 
see that they are protected What is the State Department 
doing to insure that young female embassy personnel are 
protected from what both of Washington's daily newspapers have 
reported in great detail as the unwelcome attentions and 
continued pursuit of another, yet another, attractive young 
lady by the Sl-year-old married Mayor of Washington, who 
appears to be afflicted with satyriasis? 


a) [I just can't help you on that one. 

Q Well, you certainly are concerned that they be 
protected, aren't you, Chuck? The State Department -- you 
wouldn't deny that, would you? 

Q Chuck, I've got one. I'll jump in. Thank you. 

“ Connie, first. And then Roy 

Q Thank you On Australia, on the wheat sales. Do 
you have any readout on the visit of the Australian Ambassador 


to Mr. Sigur. Did he protest the wheat sales to Russia? 


a I don't have any readout. I can answer that 
quickly. 


Q Could you look into it? Would you see if there 
was a protest lodged? 


A In very general terms, but I think that falls 
under the content of diplomat contacts. 


Q Do you have any comment on the criticism of the 
sales, though, particularly this Washington Post editorial 
entitled "Selling Wheat on our Knees?" 





A No, [ don't have anything further. [I was asked 
the question by someone at the end of last week That's all I 
have to offer on that. 
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Bill, I'm sorry. Bill never had a chance when we 
changed subjects here. 


Q Do you have anything there on the tabling of a 
draft treaty on strategic nuclear weapons in Geneva? 


A I don't have anything in particular. The White 
House has put out a relatively long statement by the President 
on the subject now on the resumption of the round in Geneva 
today. So I would first invite you to take a look at that. 
Secondly, as we have said, it is our intention to put forward a 
draft treaty. That will be done shortly, but I doen't have any 
way to predict the exact time. 


Q Chuck, on that White House statement, the package 
at Reykjavik, a 50 percent cut over five years, somehow has 
evolved into a 50 percent over a seven-year package. At what 
point did those extra two years go into it? 


Q That is a position that has developed as a result 
of discussions in the aftermath of Reykjavik. The reason that 
it's gone to seven years is that the Soviet side has expressed 
a concern that the stabilizing sublimits we have proposed would 
require a substantial restructuring of their forces. So to 
take account of this Soviet concern, we proposed that the 50 
percent cut be implemented over seven years instead of five. 
This would allow the Soviet side more time to make any 
necessary adjustments to meet the proposed limits and sublimits 
and would make the achievement of such reductions easier for 
both sides. 


Q Was that agreed in the Moscow talks? 
f That's not something that's been agreed. 
Q I see. So this is a position we're putting 


forward to accommodate Soviet anguish? 


a I've given you the reason that we put that idea 
forward. 


Q Chuck, in his speech yesterday, the President put 
a new emphasis on the diplomatic approach to dealing with 
Nicaragua. Is there any practical component that you could 
describe here at the State Department? Is anything going to 
happen on the diplomatic front? 


a You call it a new emphasis. I would draw your 
attention to the many times that the President, the Secretary, 
and other Administration spokesmen have pointed to the fact 
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that we have a two-track policy in Nicaragua, and that we have 
continued to pursue the diplomatic track of that effort 
consistently and with vigor. 


We have Ambassador Phil Habib, who is one of our top 
negotiators, who has been working actively on that. He paid 
another visit to the region, I believe, at the beginning of 
last week where he visited again with all the Central American 
democracies. 


So to sum up, I would say that we've really repeatedly 
sought to engage the Sandinistas in serious negotiations aimed 
at achieving a diplomatic solution. 


Q One thing that has been missing is direct talks 
with the Sandinistas, and that hasn't been held since ‘84. The 
President, I gather, said something to the effect that we've 
had face-to-face talks, and he referred to that in a positive 
note. 


Is that prospect for sometime in the near future? 
A I don't have any reason to lead you specifically 


in that direction. You know that the most notable of these 
face-to-face efforts occurred in '84 when Secretary Shultz went 


to Managua and initiated nine rounds of bilateral talks. 
Unfortunately, the Sandinistas failed to negotiate in earnest 
and sought to use the talks to undermine Contadora. 


The Sandinistas have tried to portray their problem as 
a bilateral conflict with the United States. Their real 
problem is with their democratic neighbors and with their own 
people. To repeat what we've said many times before, we're 
prepared to resume bilateral negotiations with Nicaragua when 
the Sandinistas engage in a dialogue with representatives of 
the democratic resistance. 


Q Now, does that have to be the armed democratic 
resistance, or can it be the internal opposition? 


A Once again, the crucial question here -- and the 
core question -- is that the Sandinistas show themselves ready 
to negotiate. The kind of tactical questions that you pose are 
the kind that we hire negotiators to work on, the so-called 
modalities of the kind of things about which one can get 
serious when we see that there is a serious effort on the part 
of the Sandinistas to engage 


Q But is it really tactical, the difference between 
the external armed and supported opposition and the internal 
people who are living in the country who are engaged in 
politics? It seems to me there is a fundamental difference in 
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that, and I'm not sure that this comes down to tactics. I 
mean, I don't understand your position. 


A What I'm trying to say is that, first and 
foremost, you have to have a willingness on the part of the 
Sandinistas to engage in negotiations. Until you have that 
kind of willingness, that's not a willingness that I think 
anyone would say has been readily evident over months and years 
now. 


Q But negotiations with whom? 

With the democratic resistance. 

Q Okay. Now what is the democratic resistance? 
is) That's up to the democratic resistance to 


determine, as to how those negotiations would take place. 


When you say “democratic resistance," do you mean 
the armed external resistance? 


a That's certainly part of it. 

Q And do you also mean the internal resistance? 

A That's part of it, too. 

Q The internal opposition. Now, if they don't see 


eye-to-eye, which is often the case, can the Sandinistas pick 
one or the other and negotiate with one? Does that fulfill 
your requirement? 


a) Now you're moving into what I really do call 
tactics and how one might decide to approach problems under 
various scenarios. I can't do that. 


Q Chuck, anti-Sandinista forces, or groups in this 
country, are complaining that roughly 90 percent of all 
Nicaraguans who apply for political refugee status in this 
country are turned down. Do you have anything on that? And if 
you don't, would you mind taking that? 


A I'll have to take a look at that. 


Q Chuck, what was the Secretary's reaction to the 
marching in that pro-Managua, pro-Luanda parade, you remember 
last weekend, the marching in that parade of the Chairman of 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee? And was he surprised 
with that huge army of media out there, nobody reported this? 


4 I don't have any reaction. 
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Q You mean, it doesn't bother you at all? 
“ I just don't have any reaction. 
Q May I have one follow-up? Has the Secretary, as 


a former Marine officer, resolved that if those unmarried young 
Marines from the Moscow Embassy are court-martialed, that some 
similar punishment will be meted out to Ambassador Hartman and 
the other State Department personnel who were in charge of 
those Marines? 


a I'm not in the business, nor is the Secretary, of 
resolving to do things before the fact. The answer to your 
question is very simply what I've said from the beginning, that 
in looking at this situation, all personnel involved, civilian 
as well as military, are being examined, that we've had 
hundreds and hundreds of interviews with all of these people. 
There are many, many more yet to go, and that's where things 
stand. 


Q Can they be sued or indicted? 
m [I just don't know about that. 
Q You don't know. Okay. 


Any response to former Ambassador Tambs' 
allegations that he was taking orders from Elliott Abrams and 
others? 


a No, I don't. 


Q There have been two stories, one in the 
Washington Times and one in the Washington Post over the past 
few days concerning supposed indiscretions committed by the 
wife of an American Ambassador in Eastern Europe ten years 
ago. Do you have any comment on those reports? 








A Only in the most shorthand fashion, to say that 
this does refer to incidents that occurred nearly ten years 
ago, or over ten years ago, that there was a thorough 
investigation that involved not only the State Department but 
also CIA and FBI, and shat the investigation concluded that 
there was no effort to take advantage of the situation and that 
no compromise or breach of security took place. 


Q Chuck, could I go back to the Ambassador Tambs 
thing, you said “no comment." But what he, a man who was 
directly concerned in the operation, has to say, if true, would 
be a serious charge involving the highest levels of this 
building. 
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4 Jim, the reason I hesitate to get into it is 
because, in this whole affair as we've gone through the months, 
there have been a lot of charges levied by all kinds of people, 
lots of which have shown to have no substance to them; and I'm 
just going to follow the same pattern that I have consistently 
now, which is to let those people who are charged with these 
kind of efforts to pursue them to the extent that they think 
they're worth pursuing. I'm not going to try to become yet 
another investigator to look into his specific allegations and 
try to prove them or disprove them. You know, it's just too 
complicated a question for me to get into. 


Q I'd just like to point out that the effect of 
your not commenting at all on something which is verifiable or 
disprovable is to give them partial currency. 


A I'm not in any way attempting to give them any 
currency whatsoever. From what little bit I do know about 
them, there seem to be some obvious differences in his 
perspective as to what these various groups can do and cannot 
do. To that extent, I can see that there are certain things in 
his story which don't seem to match the facts, but I have to go 
back to what [ said earlier, which is that it's not my job to 
try to do this kind of investigation. As you know, there are 
many people looking into these things. If they're warranted, 
people can look into them, and I have absolutely no intention 
of passing any kind of approval of his remarks or his charges 
in any way whatsoever. 


I would only note that some of the people involved 
have had spokesman respond to some of those charges. That's on 
the record 


Q But has anyone been looking into the charges 
since the Ambassador made them to the Tower Commission? 


A I don't know. 


Q Same area: The Costa Rican allegation of some 
months ago that came out of the Tower Report was that that 
airstrip was used improperly and without permission, and this 
goes right to the heart of also what Tambs did and what Abrams 
may or may not have ordered him to do. 


Have you now sorted out what happened at that 
airstrip, whether it was used? 


i) [I don't have any further details. 


Q Well, what is the state of your investigation 
into that? 
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a I've just gone through a rather lengthy answer, 
going to the point that there are a lot of people looking at 
these kind of questions. [I'm not one of them. 


Q Well, is the State Department looking at this? 


A We're cooperating fully, as [I've said before, 
with any and all investigations, of which there are many. 


Q It relates to State Department -- it relates to 
command and control, you know, your chain of command, with your 
people in the field. [It relates to your relations with another 
country. It relates to your reputation -- you know, the 
reputation of the State Department -- 


a Do you have a question, or is this a speech? 


Q No. I['m asking you why you haven't investigated 
or why you -- 


a And I've answered to the point that there are 
lots of people looking into it, and we're being fully 
cooperative in any way we can. 


Chuck, let me ask that question. It's the 
difference, I think, between being the object of an 
investigation by others and being a passive or even active and 
cooperative witness, and instituting an investigation for the 
benefit of the institution -- that is to say, the State 
Department -~ all the factors that Roy mentioned. 


How about the Inspector General's office here? Is 
that not something -- 


ms My answer is exactly the same. There are lots of 
people looking at all of these aspects. To the extent that any 
Department agencies, offices, personnel can be helpful, 
including the ones you've mentioned, I suppose, they will be 
and are being. 


Q Chuck -- 

4 Let someone else who hasn't had a question. 

Q With the immigration law going into effect 
tomorrow, have you given President Duarte any formal answer to 


his request about refuge for Salvadorans in this country? 


fe) The latest information I have is that that's 
still under consideration. 
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Q Will there be a response before tomorrow? 
4 I can't predict. 
Q Chuck, do you have any comment on Mrs. Aquino's 


latest assertions that she isn't getting as much external aid 
as she needs to fight the rebellion? 


A I can't give you a detailed accounting of exactly 
what is needed or what is not needed; but I could say, as I've 
said before, that it has been our position that there is more 
money needed in general in our foreign assistance accounts. 
That includes the military assistance program for the 
Philippines for which the Administration had proposed some 
additional money even in the supplemental for FY '87, and thus 
far there doesn't seem to have been any favorable action for 
moving ahead with that money. 


So I think by virtue of our stand on that supplemental 
request, it's obvious that we think some more money needs to be 
made available, particularly for this question of helping her 
beef up the military's capability to combat the insurgency. 


Q Do you have any new situation report on the 
fighting? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Chuck, can I come hack with two questions on the 
arms control subject? The President says in his statement that 
he's convinced that an agreement on START could be reached by 
the end of this year. “It's within our grasp even this year," 
the President says. 


I was not aware the U.S. was quite that optimistic 
about having an agreement. What is it thac leads the U.S. to 
believe that that's possible? 


o Once again, taking the President at his very 
words, he says, “I'm firmly convinced that a START agreement is 
within our grasp even this year if the Soviets are prepared to 
resolve the remaining outstanding issues." 


We have made some progress. We have identified, for 
example, 50 percent reductions as a mutually agreeable goal 
between the two sides. We did that at Reykjavik. We've 
continued to press hard on these strategic reductions, as you 
know. That does remain perhaps our top priority among all 
these arms control issues. 





So I think the President is reflecting the reality of 
the situation, that if the Soviets are prepared to move 
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seriously on some of the outstanding issues -- first and 
foremost among them I would place the question of sub-limits -- 
then it's possible that we could move to an agreement in this 
area 


Q Okay Another somewhat related question Are 
you prepared to react to [TASS's account of Anatoliy Dobrynin's 
analysis of how the West is handling the Soviet INF proposals? 


A For the benefit of your colleagues, do you have a 
one-word characterization of what I'm reacting to? 


Q Well, Dobrynin is reported by TASS to have said 
that the U.S. and the West in general was caught unprepared by 
the proposals made in Moscow to Secretary Shultz a couple of 
weeks ago 


A I don't have anything by way of specific 
commentary I would just point out that in advance of those 
meetings, we had continued the very intensive consultations 
with our NATO allies Ambassador Nitze, for example, had been 
at NATO Headquarters just days before we showed up in Moscow 
They had discussed many options and many possibilities, among 
them in fact some of the ones that showed up when we arrived in 
Moscow 


Q Chuck, there are reports -- I just wanted to 
verify -- that the State Department gave a $5,000 bonus as the 
Security Officer of the Year to the man that supervised the 
building of our Moscow Embassy Is this true? 

- You've got it just a little bit skewed 

Q Oh, yeah, sure I want you to clarify it 

- The man in question is the fellow who worked very 


hard in the program that was set up to detect, to analyze, to 
do the best we could to find out exactly what was in the 


building 

-) Right 

A So what he was rewarded for - 

® Is finding that all those bugs were there, is 
that -- I'm just - 

In short, yes 


Q Right 
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Q Chuck, Judge Sofaer's report is out, I gather, or 
circulating, or something like that It's being written 
about What is the plan with regard to making it public so 
that we can see what his analysis is this time? 


+ I don't have anything by way of updated status 
report beyond what I gave you on the 30th, and in that 
conjunction I said that no decisions had been made in terms of 
what would become public nere are some other steps that have 
to occur before that decision comes forward 


Q Chuck, there's a report today in UPI that Turkey 
and Pakistan delivered a message from Secretary Shultz to 
Iranian Government concerning the hostages in Lebanon Do you 


have anything on that? 


a No I don't 

Q Anything on the reflagging of Kuwaiti ships? 
a Nothing other than that discussions continue 
Q Okay. Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, MAY 5, 1987, 12:14 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement. , 

The Department of State is releasing today Foreign 
Relations of the United States, 1955-1957, Volume VI, American 
Republics; Multilateral; Mexico; Caribbean. The press release 
and a summary prepared by the Office of the Historian are 
available in the Press Office. There's ordering information 
also included there in the press release. Copies of the volume 
are available for reading and consultation in both the Office 
of Press Relations and the Office of the Historian. 





George (Gedda), I know you'll want to go read that 
right away, so don't let me hold you. 


Jim? 


Q There's a report out of Havana that two people 
have been arrested and been charged with being agents of the 
United States Government. Do you know anything about this? 


A No, I don't. I saw the reports, but I just don't 
have anything on them. 


Q And have you seen the names? Are they -- do they 
have any connection with the U.S. Government? 


a As of now, I have absolutely nothing on them. 


Q One other report -- the Washington Times carries 
a report quoting State Department officials as saying that the 
young American who was killed in Nicaragua last week was armed 
and carrying an AK-47. Is that what the State Department's 
information is? 
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aq You have basically what [ have, which is 
essentially that ail the information we have on this is coming 
from the press. And, as I read deeper into that story, I found 
that those officials -- for whom I am not taking credit -- say 
in fact that that information comes from a press report, if you 
read to abceut the third or the fourth column. So that what we 
have is coming from the press report. We haven't been able to 
go to the site where he was killed or talk to people. Much of 
the information, as I say, does come from these various 
reports, some of which are conflicting, and as a consequence 
I'd leave it where I left it earlier, which is that we've asked 
for autopsy and police reports, for example, and for additional 
information concerning the death, but as of now we've not 
received that information. 


Q What about your investigation -- 


Q Have you had any luck getting information from 
the Contras? 


A I don't know of any other more detailed 
information than what I[ had to offer before, which was that a 
particular human rights group had made a request to go into 
this area and to take a look at the case. 

Q But I thought we were trying to make contact -- 


A And that the Contras themselves had said it would 
take some time to get information from field commanders and the 
like. 


Q Well, they've had some time now. 

A I don't have anything new as far as that. 

Q Chuck, another topic. Do you have any comment on 
the Chairman »>r the PLO offering to meet Shamir in the United 


Nations? 


iS] No, I don't. 


Q You always encourage Arab leaders to meet 
Israelis. Why don't you have any reaction to that? I thought 
that's a positive -- you have no comment? 


a I'm happy to hear your commentary, but, no, I 
don't have any reaction 


Q Well, can you take the question and -- 


- No. 
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Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the reported 
meeting between Moroccan King Hassan and the Algerian President 
over the Polisario issue? 


A Over the -- 
Q Polisario conflict. 
Q What's the question? 


A The report concerns a meeting between King Hassan 
of Morocco and President Benjadid of Algeria, joined by King 
Fahd of Saudi Arabia. The men met yesterday at a small village 
on the Moroccan-Algerian border. Obviously, we're not privy to 
the substance of their conversations, although it's likely that 
they did focus on the Western Sahara conflict. 


The United States Government has repeatedly encouraged 
these two North African leaders to continue their dialogue on 
the Western Sahara and other issues of concern. Accordingly, 
we applaud this meeting, which is their first since 1983. 


Q By now do you have any comment or you want to 
make a comment on the reported meeting between President Hafiz 
Assad and President Saddam Hussein of [raq? 

‘ No. I don't have anything. 


Q How about Peres and Hussein? Has the U.S. 
Government been informed about that meeting? 


A Again, I don't have any commentary on specific 
meetings. While you're in the region, let me just reiterate 
what I said the other day, or I guess it's last week now -- 
time flies -- that there has been significant progress in the 
effort to arrange an international conference that will lead 
promptly to direct peace negotiations and will not interfere 
with those negotiations. 


We're continuing to work with the parties in the 
region and hope that the remaining issues can be dealt with in 
a positive way. And I might just add as a note that there have 
been a lot of source stories of various kinds, particularly 
coming out of the region, and that I could only caution you 
that, as far as we're concerned, the only authoritative 
comments on this subject are those that are being made here at 
this podium or at the White House, and that anything else I'd 
have to place in the category of uninformed speculation. 








Q While you are talking on this subject, they 
report today in the paper that Jordan accepted the idea of Mr. 
Shultz's thoughts about an international conference; do you 
have anything to offer on that? 


(2) No. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the 
Soviet-American agreement on Nuclear Risk Reduction Centers? 


A The second round of negotiations on establishing 
Nuclear Risk Reduction Centers in Washington and Moscow 
concluded Monday in Geneva. Agreement ad referendum for the 
establishment of such centers was reached during these 
negotiations. This tentative agreement will now be reviewed in 
the respective capitals. 





Q Do you have anything on the substance of the 
agreements? 


a) No. You know that we believe that these Risk 
Reduction Centers could help reduce the risk of miscalculation 
or misunderstanding, and would thus strengthen international 
security. They could, for instance, provide a channel for 
exchanging notifications required by certain existing arms 
control agreements. 


Q What about when the treaties would begin their 
operation? Is there any kind of a target date? 


a) I don't have any target date to offer. I'd just 
reiterate that they're ad ref, and that they'll now be reviewed 
in capitals. 


Q Is this the plan where the Soviets will have some 
people stationed here and we will have some people stationed in 
Moscow? 


o I don't believe the plan calls for that kind of 
exchange. I believe it calls for Americans to be stationed 
here in a center and for Soviets to be stationed there ina 
center, and that we would then have the ability to communicate 
on certain kinds of issues. These are not crisis management 
centers, for example. For crisis management, we have existing 
procedures --— hotline and others -- to handle those kind of 
questions. 


As I say, this would be to reduce miscalculation, 
misunderstanding, exchange notifications, the kind of things 
that could be involved depending on agreements in existence. 
It could be ICBM launches, it could be nuclear tests. 








Q Do you have any further status report on either 
the American plan to provide additional air defense for 
Pakistan, or have we reached agreement with the Kuwaitis on 
tanker protection? 


4 I don't have anything on the question of air 
defense for Pakistan that would take that beyond what we've had 
occasion to say a number of times now. 


On the Kuwaiti issue, as you know, we've been 
consulting with the Kuwaitis on a number of issues, including 
the registration of some of their fleet as U.S. flag vessels. 
Procedural discussions took place last week between the Coast 
Guard and the Kuwait Oil Tanker Corporation. We're in the 
process of examining those ships to make sure they would meet 
U.S. requirements for reflagging. The Coast Guard might be 
able to provide some further information on the technical 
aspects of what's involved in transferring registration. 


Q Has a decision been made yet, if that all goes 
through, exactly how far up in the Gulf the U.S. is willing to 
escort those vessels? I understand our policy has been not to 
venture into the northern third of the Gulf. 


a I don't have anything to offer by way of 
operational plans of the kind you're referring to. I would 


only say, as I've said before, that with these ships flying the 
American flag, that they would be entitled to the same 
protective status afforded other U.S. ships transiting the Gulf. 


Q How many ships are we talking about? 


a I don't know that I've ever specified a number, 
and I'm not yet in a position to do that. As I say, we're 
still in discussions with the Kuwaitis That's where I'd have 
to leave it right now. 


Q Chuck, the Kuwaitis have an agreement with the 
Soviet Union about the same thing, the same arrangements. Do 
you think that this will create tension or, rather, cooperation 
in trying to protect the free passage of oil tankers in the 
Gulf between the Soviet Union and the United States? 


A I don't have any way to make that analysis. I've 
commented on what protection we would be prepared to afford 
should these ships be reflagged. I'd just have to leave it at 
that. 


I can comment on what we would be expected to do, but 
that's all. 








Tuesday, 5/5/87 


Q Wouldn't this be a plus to have protection of the 
maritime and the free, you know, vessels and ships of oil 
tankers, that the Soviet Union and the United States will be 
working together in that area without competition, or something? 


aq Those are your conclusions. I'm not necessarily 
prepared to make that conclusion. 


Q Chuck, there's a report out of The Hague that the 
Tribunal there has ordered the U.S. to pay Iran a sum of 
money. I think it's $451 million, something like that. Do you 
have any comment on that report? 


A I do have just a bit. Do I have it? Could I 
have that piece of paper? We'll come back to that in a second. 


Q A follow up on the ships. [ran threatened Kuwait 
not to resort to United States protection. So do you have any 
reaction to that? 

4 Who threatened whom? 


Q Iran Government. 


a Threatened -- 


Q Iran radio threatened Kuwait not to -- 
ms 


I don't really have any comment on those 
threats. You know what our position has been on freedom of 
navigation, free flow of oil through the Strait of Hormuz, our 
concern for regional security. Those have been concerns that 
have been reiterated for some time. Those are the kind of 
concerns that Ambassador Murphy will be undertaking to discuss 
when he goes out to meet with GCC States in the near future 


Q Do you have a time period for that? 
A I can only say in the near future. 


Q Chuck, on another kind of ship, do you have 
anything on American tuna boats being seized by Kiribati’ 


a Yes, I do. The U.S.-flag tuna boat "Tradition" 
was seized by Kiribati on May 4 for fishing within its 200-mile 
exclusive economic zone. The vessel is being taken to the port 
of Tarawa. The Department is working actively to secure the 
release of the crew and the vessel. 
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The Department is also holding urgent consultations 
with U.S. tuna industry representatives and is in contact with 
the Government of Kiribati to avoid further incidents until the 
recently-signed South Pacific Regional Fisheries Treaty comes 
into force. An official from our Embassy in Suva, Fiji, is 
enroute to Tarawa. 


Q When does that treaty come into effect, Chuck? 


a I don't know that there's a date that has been 
set. It has to be ratified, and as a consequence, I don't 
think, in fact, I could fix a date. 


Is Kiribati within its rights in seizing the ship 
until the treaty is ratified? 


a As I say, until the treaty is ratified, I don't 
know what interim provisions have been set up, so at this 
point, I'm not capable of making the judgments you've asked 
for. I could only say that we're in touch with both Kiribati, 
with the U.S. tuna-fishing industry, and that we have someone 
enroute to Suva, or from Suva, excuse me, to Tarawa. 


Coing back to the Claims Tribunal, the reason I wanted 
this was to briefly review the nature of the funds that we're 
talking about here. They amount to something on the order of 
$500 million, which is the residue of a $3.7 billion transfer 
to the Federal Reserve Bank of New York in 1981 for payment of 
Iran's syndicated bank indebtedness, and they've been held by 
the New York Fed since ‘81. These are Iranian runds. 


You're aware that we've had, then, these various 
technical discussions going on at The Hague. The Tribunal hes 
now issued an order. We have received it. We're studyine it, 
and I hope to have some further comment in the not-too-distant 
future. 


Q What does it say? 


is) As I say, those are the only details I have now 
on the content of the order itself. 


Q Well, the Tribunal's order is final. There is no 
appeal, is that not right? 


a A legal question, Jim; I just don't know the 
technical answer to that. I'm not indicating that we're 
attempting to appeal it or not, I'm just saying we've just 
gotten the order and now we're in the process of studying it. 
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Q Chuck, before this order came out, wasn't the 
American position that it would not return this money if there 
was any linkage on the Iranian side, linking the return of the 
money to the release of hostages? 


Could you repeat that policy and tell us whether that 
still holds true? 


4 It certainly still holds. 


One of our concerns had been some of the statements 
being made by some Iranian authorities that seemed to link 
these funds with the hostage issue, and we had asked the 
Tribunal to make clear that there was no such linkage and that 
we would not accept any such linkage. 


Q Have they done that? 


m As I say, I don't have any further comment right 
now on the content of the order. 


Q Why was the money held back? Why was it held by 
the New York Fed? 


a I've gone over that in previous briefings. I'd 
be happy to look into all of that for you. As I say, it was a 
residue; it had been held there for some time. I'll have to go 
back into the files to find out exactly the history of all 
that, Jim. 


Q Chuck, I was wondering if I could go back to an 
earlier question. You said that there has been significant 
progress made on the international conference. Several 
impediments have arisen in the past, and [ was wondering if 
this significant progress indicates that some of these 
impediments have been overcome, for example, the question of 
representation of the Palestinians. Jordan, in the past, has 
said that they would only go with the PLO delegation. 


Do you have any indication that the Jordanians now are 
saying not necessarily the PLO? 


A As in the past, I'm not prepared to offer 
commentary on any of those kind of specific questions. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 














ASSESSMENT REVIEW PANEL 
FOR U.S. MISSIONS IN THE SOVIET UNION 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
MAY 6, 1987 


MR. KRYS: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. My 
name is Sheldon Krys, and [ will be serving as Executive 
Secretary of the Moscow Assessment Review Panel. And now may I 
introduce the Chairman of the Panel, former Secretary of 
Defense, Melvin Laird. 


MR. LAIRD: Thank you very much, Sheldon. 


Ladies and gentlemen, this morning [I would like to 
make a brief statement about the work of the panel and our 
charter. [ think all of you have received a copy of the 
charter of the panel. If not, one will be distributed to you; 
they are available for you. But if there are any of you that 
do not have a copy of our charter -- if anybody doesn't have 
one, we'll see that they are distributed to you. 


I'm Mel Laird and I'm glad to be here this morning 
with members of the State Department and national security 
press corps. I appreciate your interest in the task this group 
is undertaking today. 


As you know, at the President's request, Secretary 
Shultz has established an Assessment Review Panel concerning 
our mission in the Soviet Union. Our panel will investigate 
the recently-reported breaches of security in the Soviet 
Union. We'll report our findings to the President and to the 
Secretary of State. 


The panel members who have agreed to undertake this 
special effort with me are known to each of you, but let me 
introduce them formally because ‘hey are distinguished 
Americans and respected former public servants who bring both 
wisdom and integrity to this important task. You have some 
short biographies which have been distributed and are available 
for you. But first, I would like to introduce former 
Ambassador Dick Helms, who also is a former Director of the 
Central Intelligence Agency. 


AMBASSADOR HELMS: Good morning. 


MR. LAIRD: Former Ambassador Diego Asencio, a 
diplomat's diplomat. 


AMBASSADOR ASENCIO: Good morning. 











MR. LAIRD: General Jack Vessey, former Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 


GENERAL VESSEY: Good morning. 


MR. LAIRD: [t's a real privilege for me to have been 
asked to chair this group. Perhaps I should explain just a bit 


more about our panel's mission. In looking at reported 
security breaches in the Soviet Union, this panel has been 
asked to make findings in four specific areas: First, whether 


the security systems and security procedures were adequate; 
secondly, whether security systems and security procedures were 
properly implemented in the Soviet Union; third, whether 
intelligence and information were available that could have 
forewarned of the security problems in the Soviet Union; 
fourth, such other facts and circumstances that are relevant to 
the appropriate security management at the United States 
missions within the Soviet Union. 


As the charter says, the charter gives, in addition to 

the panel's purpose, somewhat more detail about some of the 
other areas that we'll be looking at, but these four are the 
main areas of our responsibility as we proceed with our work. 
I can assure you we will do our work diligently and finish it 
as quickly as possible. [t is our hope -- in fact, it is our 
charge -- to have the assessment completed within ninety days. 
We will meet or beat that deadline. 


As I have said, we will report our findings and any 
recommendations to the President and to the Secretary of 
State. In the meantime, we will meet in accordance with the 
schedule which was published in the Federal Register on April 
23. This is our first meeting, and it is an open one so that 
we can introduce our group to you and to take a few questions. 
Right after this, we will move upstairs and continue our 
deliberations in a closed session. 


Much of the material which we will be dealing with is 
of a classified nature, and I am sure that you understand the 
precise security that is needed for the panel's session. It is 
needed and necessary because of the type of classified material 
that the panel will be dealing with. And of course, since 
we'll be dealing on a tight timetable with classified data 
almost exclusively, we have decided it would be proper not to 
attempt interim public reports. 


Now for a few moments, or as long as you have a few 
questions, we would be glad to answer them, or attempt to 
answer them before we head upstairs. Do you have any 
questions? 


Q Ralph Begleiter with CNN: May I ask Ambassador 
Helms a question and Mr. Laird, as well, a second question? 
Ambassador Helms, ore of the aspx cts of the charge that Mr. 
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Laird just mentioned was the question of whether you had 
intelligence information that could have forewarned you of 
problems in security in the Moscow Embassy. As former Director 
of the CIA, isn't it almost a given, isn't it a given that you 
must take the utmost security precautions at the U.S. Embassy 
in Moscow against known attempts at surveillance and attempts 
to obtain secret information from the United States? 


And the question for Mr. Laird, please, if I could, 
Congress has already moved several steps along the way to 
effectively demolish the new Embassy chancery in Moscow. 
Hasn't this commission and other investigations into this whole 
matter been sort of put on the back burner, put aside, in 
effect, by the actions already taken by Congress? 


MR. LAIRD: First, Dick, would you answer the first 
question? 


AMBASSADOR HELMS: Yes, of course Ever since that 
Embassy in Moscow was established, the Ambassadors and the 
Department of State have known that it was going to be an area 
where the utmost security should be observed; and as far as I'm 
aware, efforts have been made to do this But along the line, 
there has been some kind of a breakdown, and in this case, for 
the first time apparently, Marines became involved in the 
security issues But this is not to say that anyone has been 
necessarily lax in their duty or hasn't been sufficiently aware 
that the KGB obviously works very hard to penetrate the 
American Embassy We've seen evidences of that over the years 


MR. LAIRD In response to the second question, I 
would like to say that we are not charged with the 
responsibility of what to do with the new embassy in the Soviet 
Union in Moscow Our responsibility is to find out what went 
wrong and how to improve security in the Soviet Union, and to 
take a look at what is the best manner in which to operate, 
what went wrong 


And that is not the charge of this panel to look at 
the new embassy It is true that some Congressional committees 
have looked at that And here in the Department of State, the 
Secretary of State has a special adviser looking into that -- 
that is Jim Schlesinger, also a former Secretary of Defense -- 
and I can assure you that we will work closely with Secretary 
Schlesinger, but our roles and our missions in this particular 
study are really quite different. And I think the charter iin 
tries to make that very clear There is no conflict; there is 
no overlap between that particular study, the studies going on 
by several of the Congressional committees, and our overall 
role as far as security in the Soviet Union is concerned and 
the practices followed by the State Department, by the 
military, the foreign service, and by other agencies of our 
government as they operate in the Soviet Union 
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Q Mr. Laird, Anne Garreis from NBC Is your panel 
not at some disadvantage at this point since the Navy 
investigation into the Marine case has not yet been completed 
and there seem to be some questions still about what actually 
took place as what the participants say is contradicted 
backwards and forwards and they withdraw what they've said, how 
do you deal with this in your investigation since there's -- 
the criminal investigation is still going on and has not been 
completed? 


MR. LAIRD The question of the Marine investigation, 
as far as wrongdoing is concerned, alleged wrongdoing, on the 
part of Marine security personnel in Moscow is an ongoing 
investigation that is being carried out by the Naval Criminal 
Intelligence Division and by the Navy Investigative Force 
That is not a matter in which we are taking part That is 
handled under the regular Code of Military Justice, and that 
will proceed under the law as it relates to military 
personnel 


We will be looking at the overall problem -- this is 
not just a Marine problem -- and I just hope that ~-- the recent 
flow of publicity throughout the United States gives the 
impression that this is just a Marine problem in the Soviet 
Union -- it is not It is a national problem, and one that we 
are dealing with in the deliberations of this panel 


As far as the criminal investigations are concerned, 
that is not a matter that this panel should become directly 
involved in, because the Military Code of Justice must be 
Followed in all those cases 


Q But in order to establish in your four criteria 
-- I mean, if intelligence had been available and not been 
picked up -~- not been followed up on --~ if the security system 
had been adequate If you don't know, indeed, exactly what 
happened as a result of the criminal investigation, how can you 
know what your panel is truly investigating at this juncture? 


MR. LAIRD: Well, we will have access to all of that 
material, and we will certainly consider all the material 
that's available in the Pentagon, in the Marine Corps and the 
Navy Department, and that will all be considered by the Panel 


Q You say it's not just a Marine problem. What 
other specifics will you be looking at? 


MR. LAIRD Well, we'll be looking at all of the 
agencies of our government that operate in an Embassy What is 
needed and necessary to perform the functions of an Embassy, 
particularly operating in a closed society as the Soviet Union 
is; what precautions need to be taken; what would be the 
so-called “model“ type of Embassy under those circumstances; 
and what went wrong 
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Q Mr. Laird, Jeanne Meserve, ABC News Will you 
also be assigning responsibility for what went wrong at the 
Embassy? 


MR. LAIRD If we find that there are individuals that 
did not perform adequately or agencies that did not perform in 
accordance with the high standards expected by our government 
and by our people, certainly we will point that out in our 
report to the President and Secretary of State 


Q Will you recommend action be taken against those 
people? 


MR. LAIRD Well, if there's flagrant violations, 
certainly we will point that out in our report I don't want 
to prejudge anything that will be considered by this Panel - 
we're just starting our work -- but [I can assure you that if we 
find examples of acts that should be called to the attention of 
the President and the Secretary of State on the part of 
individuals, we certainly will point that out in our report 


Q i'd like to ask Ambassador Helms, were you in 
your post at the CIA during the time when some of the decisions 
that might have led to some of this were made? 


MR. HELMS I'm sorry I don't hear you 


Q Were you at the CIA as Director during the period 
when some of the decisions that may have contributed to the 
Situation in Moscow were made, and, if so, will any effort be 
made to take yourself out of deliberations that might pertain 
to that? 


MR. HELMS Are you referring to decisions about the 
placement of the new Embassy? 


Q Yes Well, that and any others 


MR. HELMS Well, I[ was at the -- [I was Director of 
the Agency from 1966 to February 1973 


Q That would cover that placement? 


MR. HELMS And during that period, there were certain 
committee meetings among agencies of government about these 
embassies, but I don't recall being there at the time that the 
final decision was made about the relationship between the 
embassies If I was, I don't recall the details 


Q Trere may be other decisions 


MR. LALRD I think the decision was finally made in 
1972 I happened to be serving as Secretary of Defense at the 
time, and I believe the decision was made by President Nixon as 
far as the locations were concerned [t was at a time when 
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Brezhnev was visiting him out in San Clemente { believe that 
the President and the Secretary, the then National Security 
Advisor -- and later Secretary of State -- did direct the State 
Department to go forward with the locations that are involved 
now 


That decision was announced, I believe, in 1972, when 
Brezhnev was in San Clemente It seems that that's about the 
right date I can give you that date if you'd like it, but I 
think that was the decision date; but that had nothing to do 
with the construction contracts 


We are not dealing with that problem We are not 
dealing with the new embassy We are dealing with what went 
wrong and how do you fix it 


Q I realize that That's why I asked a general 
question because [ wondered whether there might have been some 
policy decisions made during that period about security that 
may have been the cause of some of this -- not just the new 
embassy but just general? 


Q General Vessey, I'd like to ask you, if I may, 
how you feel about the way the State Department management has 
handled the security situation at the Moscow Embassy? As Mr 
laird pointed out, there's been a lot of attention -- and Mr 
Helms, as well, has pointed out -- there's been a lot of 
attention given to the Marines in this episode [It doesn't 
seem as though there's been as much attention given to the 
State Department's handling of the matter 


GENERAL VESSEY Well, that will be the job of the 
Panel to look into that, so it would be premature for me to 
expose any views on who did what to whom until the facts have 
been brought up 


Q That's true But it wouldn't be premature for 
you to expose some views on how vigorously you think the 
investigation ought to be conducted into the non-military 
aspects of the situation? 


GENERAL VESSEY Well, I think that will come out as 
the Panel pursues its work I can assure you that my own -- 
I'll start from the point of view of looking at the mission of 
the Embassy in Moscow in its overall context and wnat sort of 
security should be provided to permit that Missivn to be 
carried out while maintaining security So we'l! look at the 
responsibilities of all the people involved 


Q And if [ may just follow that up, do you think 
that any steps ought to be taken in the interim while this 
investigation is going on that would put a stop to any leak of 
information from the U.S. Embassy in the Soviet Union? 
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GENERAL VESSEY: Well, we know that the Department of 
State, and in conjunction with the Marine Corps, for example, 
are looking at that aspect of security. We know that all 
aspects of security are being looked at by the agencies 
involved But, in the meantime, we have to answer the charge 
Given to the Panel. So I'm sure that if we find something that 
needs to be done immediately, we'll make that known to the 
President and the Secretary of State. 


Q I have one question Is this essentially a 
full-time job for the four of you now for the next 90 days? 
And where are you going to be working out of? 


MR. LALRO: We have offices here in the State 
Department and each of us has an office here. We will give as 
much time with this job as needed and necessary to meet or beat 
the 90-day deadline, and I think we'll be able to beat it. 


I don't want to spend the rest of the summer on this 
job, I can assure you that, and I don't think the Panel does. 
We'll do a good job, and we'll get our report to the Secretary 
of State and to the President and we'll work as long and as 
hard as needed to be to beat or meet that deadline. 


How about one or two more questions, and then we'll go 
back and go to work so we can meet or beat that deadline. 


Q I'm sorry to do this to you, General Vessey, but 
[I did want to ask you a question, not directly related to the 
Commission work 


There's been a lot of publicity lately about you going 
to Vietnam as a special Presidential envoy on the MIA/POW 
issue Does your work on this Panel preclude that kind of 
visit over the next three months? 


GENERAL VESSEY So far it hasn't 
Q You haven't begun yet so now you're beginning 
GENERAL VESSEY: I know that it won't interfere with 


it today. It may interfere with it tomorrow, and if it does, 
we'll have to deal with it tomorrow. 


MR. LAIRD: tadies and gentlemen, thank you very 
much I appreciate your coming out, and we'll look forward to 
seeing you at the end of our work. Thank you. 


(Press conference concluded at 10:20 a.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Let me begin with some announcements 


First, a personal statement from the Secretary, which 
I'll read to you "I am saddened by the death of Bill Casey 
Through his patriotism, energy, and determination, he made real 
contributions to his country at every stage of his career His 
stewardship of the Central Intelligence Agency played a key 
part in President Reagan's restoration of America's security 
and strength. Bill Casey was a fighter whose heart was always 
in the service of his country, and I salute him." 


Secondly, [ would like to say just a few words about 
the nomination of Melissa Wells as our Ambassador to 
Mozambique. This is a nomination that's been pending on the 
Hill since last October She's the President's nominee, as I 


said, for the post of U.S. Ambassador to Mozambique. The 
Administration strongly supports her speedy confirmation She 
is exceptionally qualified for this challenging assignment 
through experience in three continents over two decades, 
mastery of several languages, and distinguished service as 
Ambassagor in two previous Administrations 


we've been nearly three months without an Ambassador 
to Mozambique at a time when many pressing issues, including a 
growing food emergency, require urgent attention The 
Administration believes that this nomination should be acted 
upon without further delay. 


Q So what is the reaction to Jesse Helms' massive 
number of questions as reported in the Washington Post this 
morning? Was it 247 questions she has to answer? 

















Wednesday, 5/6/87 


A I don't have any particularly reaction My 
understanding is that she has answered those questions 


Q What's his next move? Are you aware of -- 
A I don't know. 


Q Why is the State Department taking this occasion 
to make a pitch, an unsolicited pitch for this nominee? Are 
you trying to persuade Congress through the press, or do you 
fear that she will never be approved? What is your point? 


a) Simply because, as your colleague points out, 
there has been attention to this issue in the press today. 
It's a nomination that's been pending since October She's 
exceptionally well qualified. There are reasor why we need a 
U.S. Ambassador in Mozambique, and it's simply to make that 
point 


Q Do you feel Congress, or at least some Members of 
Congress, or even one Member of Congress, have overused 
Congress' constitutional authority to advise and consent, or 
what? 


A No, I'm not going to speculate on such questions 


Q There is another nomination that's been held up 
almost that long in the Senate, Mr. Viets for Portugal Do you 
feel the same way about his nomination? 


A I don't have anything specific to offer But his 
nomination is still in a different stage, whereas hers is on 
the floor; his is still in committee 


But [ could say, in general terms, yes, we feel that 
there is requirement for speedy action, but I chose to say 
these few words on Melissa Wells because of the particular case 
of Mozambique 


Q In her particular case, one of the beefs that the 
Helms people have against her is her alleged comparison of the 
two sides in the Mozambique civil war as both committing 
banditry Do you know -- did she say anything like that? [s 
that reflective of U.S. policy? 


4 I don't have any indication myself, Jim, of what 
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Q Chuck, is this coordinated with Secretary 
Murphy's trip? Is it touching on some of the same subjects? 


fs) To the extent that regional security in the 
Iran-Iraq war are on Assistant Secretary Murphy's agenda, as 
they are, this is a similar subject. But to the extent that 
you say there's coordination between the two, I think there the 
answer is no. As [I said, this effort has been under way on the 
part of the Arab League for some time now But it is a 
problem. I think it's obvious from this that a number of other 
countries believe it's important, just as we do 


Q Will Murphy be there? 
a Murphy will be -- 

Q Has he gone? 

Murphy has departed 

Q Where is he, Chuck? 


2) I can't give you itineraries until he actually 
arrives in various places So the best [I can say is he's 
departed 


Q He hasn't arrived anywhere? 


4 He has not arrived anywhere that [I can tell you 
about yet 


Q Chuck, there was an understanding during this 
meeting of the Foreign Ministers which you mentioned, the Arab 
League Foreign Ministers, that the United States should exert 
more pressure through the United Nations Security Council. Are 
you willing now to go along with this and to, for example, put 
sanctions against any country refusing to stop the war? 


a I don't want to get into any specifics of 
proposals or resolutions that might be put forward Let me say 
just in a general sense that the United States has long 
supported all constructive diplomatic efforts, including those 
at the U.N., to help bring about a negotiated settlement of the 
Gulf war and will continue to do so. 


Q Chuck, Go you have any guidance on the May Day 
riots in West Berlin over the weekend? There are reports that 
these were provoked by the West Berlin branch of the ruling 
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party in East Berlin, and that it may involve the Soviets' 
attempt to have a new Berlin crisis? 

a No. I just don't have any information. 


Chuck -- 


Q 
Q 


I think Jim's up. 
A Jim's up? 


Q Yeah. On the Hill today before a committee an 
FBI witness, John Glover, was asked by Senator Hollings about 
the Moscow Embassy business, and in response to several 
questions said that the FBI is investigating breaches of 
security by civilian personnel in Moscow. Does the State 
Department know of anything like that? 


A The answer is essentially what I mentioned to you 
the other day. To the extent that Justice Department and FBI 
assets are useful and can be brought into play in these 
investigations that have been going on for some time, they will 
be. As I said again, I don't know of any new investigations, 
if that's what's implied by what you said. 


Q You don't know of a separate FBI investigation 
into any diplomatic or other U.S. personnel stationed in Moscow? 


2) As far as I know, and I've looked into this in 
rather specific terms, the FBI role would be that of assisting 
in the investigation, and we'll certainly --~- and have made 
appeal to them for assets which they have and which would be 
useful. 


Q What? Lie detectors and such? 


a That's one of the things, for example. They have 
that capacity which other people don't. 


Q Other subject? 


4 Yes 


Q Do you know and, if you do, please tell us, does 
the Secretary of State have a position on whether there should 
be a home established, a tax-supported house or, I suppose, 
apartment would do too, for the Secretary of State, as the 
President and Vice President have a government-—paid-for 

















-3- Wednesday, 5/6/87 


those comments may have been As a consequence, I just don't 
feel qualified to comment on them. You know what our policy is 
concerning our contacts with the government of Mozambique and 
its policies and our lack of contacts with RENAMO. 


Q While we're on the subject, Chuck, what's the 
status now of Arnie fRaphel's confirmation hearings? 


A He's been voted out. He's been confirmed 


Going on with some announcements. Secretary Shultz 
will deliver On-the-Record remarks at the Council of the 
Americas' 18th Washington Conference for Corporate Executives 
on Monday, May 11, Loy Henderson Conference Room, 9:00 a.m 
This year's conference theme is “Turnaround: Increasing 
Competitiveness and Continuing Problems in Latin America For 
further information, call Nellis Criegler at the Council, (202) 
659-1547, or you could contact ARA Public Affairs 


Q Will they be brief welcoming remarks or 
substantive? 


A How long they'll be, I don't yet know. In 
addition to some welcoming remarks, he will also, I[ believe, 
take some questions from the conference participants. 


And, finally, on Thursday, May 7, at 9:45 a.m., the 
Arab League Delegation, led by Abd al-Karim al-Iryani, the 
Yemen Arab Republic's Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign 
Minister, will meet with Secretary Shultz The delegation will 
meet with the Vice President later in the day 


A little review as to what this delegation is doing 
here At last month's Arab League Foreign Ministers Meeting in 
Tunis, the League passed a unanimous resolution calling for an 
end to the [ran-Iraq war and condemning Iran as the 
intransigent party As a result of this meeting in Tunis, 
follow-up delegations have been dispatched to the capitals of 
the five permanent members of the U.N. Security Council to urge 
strong U.N. action to end the war 


We welcome the Arab League Delegation and look forward 
to sharing assessments of regional security and efforts to 
bring about a negotiated settlement to the Iran-Iraq war. 


Q Chuck, the PLO is a member of the Arab League 
Can you tell us if a PLO -- if the State Department knows 
whether a PLO representative will be included in the delegation? 
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Q The delegation is comprised of, first, the 
Chairman that I just mentioned from the Yemen Arab Republic; 
Sheikh Mohamed al-Khalifa, the Foreign Minister of Bahrain; and 
Iraq's Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, Wissam Zahawi 


In addition, I believe there will be some 
representation from some of the embassies here in Washington. 
That's the extent of the delegation. 


Q So the PLO will not be in the delegation so far 
as you know? 


4 It is not in this delegation. 
Q Did you say South Yemen? 
This is North Yemen 


~-MORE -- 
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residence? Apparently it's come up on the Hill today. I 
wondered if he had a position? 


A The Secretary has spoken to that issue at length 
Q Oh, I'm sorry. 

i) -- on a number of occasions on the Hill. 

Q Does he -- 


a I was a little -- 


Q No, I'm sorry. 


4 -— befuddled that you should be asking that 
question because [ thought everyone -- 


Q Well, there also apparently -— I wondered if he 
had a position on whether it had to be in a racially mixed 
neighborhood, because evidently there's some attempt of 
Congress to, or at least some Members of Congress, or maybe one 
Member of Congress, to situate the residence in an area that 
reflects the racial balance of the Capital. 


ms The kind of questions you pose go beyond the 
current state of affairs as I understand them. The Secretary 
has made his argument for why such a proposition ought to be 
considered. He's made it clear that he has no intention of 
going ahead with this, of course, if the Congress doesn't think 
it's a good idea. 


That being the state of affairs, it just hasn't gone 
any further than that. 


Q He hasn't asked about Adams-Morgan as against 
Chevy Chase? 


A I don't know that any studies, decisions, have 
been made. 


Q In his testimony yesterday before the Select 
Committees, Mr. Secord indicated that the idea for a $10 
million solicitation from a foreign government came from Mr. 
Casey, and then Mr. Casey told him at one point that he would 
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ask the Secretary of State to do this, or that the Secretary of 
State would be able to do it, or something. Do you have any -- 
can you flesh out at all what he said about the Secretary of 
State yesterday? 


a) No, I can't really. The Secretary has spoken to 
that in open testimony -- December 8th, for example -- and as a 
consequence that basically is an on the record response to the 
question of that particular solicitation. 


Q I don't believe he got into whether Casey -- the 
idea originated with Mr. Casey or not. Can you look into that? 


” If you take a look at the testimony, you'll see 


that the Secretary addressed the discussions, where they 
occurred. That's the best I can do on that. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Chuck, on that, you once addressed this issue and 
Said that money couldn't be found, but that you were making an 
effort to try and track it down. Were you ever able to locate 
that money? 


a Again, those kind of questions have gone into the 
hands of various people investigating aspects of this and -- 


Q Do you drop -- 


- -- $0 aS a consequence -- yes, that's right -- 
they are the ones who are in a position to know better than we 
are 


Q Chuck, coming back to the embassy thing for a 
second, have you ever finished your conclusion -- you were 
operating on an assumption of worst-case scenario at the Moscow 
Embassy. Has that changed at all? 


a) That hasn't changed 


Q You're still operating under that assumption that 
all that information was lost? 


A The worst-case scenario doesn't mean that it was 
lost It means you have to presume that it could have been 
lost, and that is what damage assessments are based on, that is 
what investigations are based on. As I say, that's an 
assumption one works on 


Q Have you concluded your damage assessment at this 
point? 

é No 

Q How long will it be before that damage assessment 


is concluded, do you think? 


. I don't know, but you can imagine it's a fairly 
lengthy process 


Q As you know, there was an indictment handed down 
today of Rich Miller, a former contract employee of the State 
Department Can you tell us again what he did and why his 
contract was secret at the State Department? What his job for 
the State Department was? 
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a I don't know what his job for the State 
Department was. We've talked about this contract before. It's 
something that, at least in certain aspects, that our own 
Inspector General is looking into to see how the monies were 
handled, as far as what we paid out on that particular contract 


How he ties in with that, I just don't know. 
Q Or why -- 


ra And how these charges tie in with any of that, I 
really don't know either. 


Q Or why it was necessary for his consulting 
contract for PR to be secret? That has never been answered, as 
far as I know 


ia Again -- this is sort of off the top of my head, 
but it had to do with the fact that there were defector 
debriefings involved, and that people had to have security 
clearances, and that in fact, no monies were paid until those 
security clearances were achieved, which happened to be more 
toward the end of the contractual period. 


Q That wouldn't -- to get him a security clearance, 
his contract has to be secret? 


fa) As I say, I don't know all the details on that, 
and there is an IG investigation which is taking a look at how 
that contract was handled 


Q Do you have anything more on the Iran assets case 
today? 

- No 

Q The decision yesterday in The Hague --— nothing 
more? 

QA The status is where I had to leave it yesterday 

Q How about those Cubans who were claimed to have 


been CIA agents? 


- All we have is that we have learned of the arrest 
in Cuba of a naturalized American citizen, Gladys Oliva Garcia 
Hernandez We learned of this through a communique issued by 
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the Cuban Ministry of Interior, which was read to the media 
That communique stated -- and I believe this is the report 
you're referring to --— Miss Hernandez and her Cuban brother 
were arrested while “carrying out espianage activities.” 


As we do whenever we learn of the arrest of an 
American citizen abroad, we seek consular access to the 
citizen In this case, the U.S. Interests Section in Havana is 
requesting consular access to Ms. Garcia 


Q Are they U.S. Government employees, have they 
been? 


a I don't have any indication of that at all All 
I know is that they are naturalized American citizens * 


Q I think you were asked yesterday that question 
I'm not sure -- 


is I was not asked that question yesterday 


Q All right. Would you take the question of 
whether either of them has been or is a U.S. Government 
employee? 


a) I'll take a look at it, Ralph, but as always, any 
time people start talking about alleged espionage or 
intelligence activities, that always throws things into a 
different category, so I don't promise any response. 


Q Do you have anything on abductions in the 
Philippines? 


~ No, I don't I've seen the reports, but I just 
don't have any information on it 


Q Do you know anything about an employee of Mr 
Mecke, the Regional Security Officer in Moscow, being detained 
by the Soviets? 


4 The Embassy in Moscow, as you've probably seen, 
has already responded to that. It was the Austrian citizen 
baby-sitter of the family detained by Soviet police on May 2, 
and I'm repeating in essence what the Embassy has said [t was 
a blatant provocation The charges of so-called “anti-Soviet 
conspiracy” are absurd. We have made a formal protest to the 
Soviets 


*Spokesman meant to say Ms. Garcia is a naturalized American 
citizen 
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Q Anything at ail from the Contras on Mr. Linder's 
death? 

a No, nothing new 

Q Can you fix dates on a visit by the Foreign 


Minister of Israel? 


a) By the Foreign Minister of Israel? Beyond what I 
said last week? You may have missed that as well 


Q There is some, you know, speculation that the 
plans might be altered because of an internal Israeli political 
problem. 

A I don't know of any altered plans. 

Q Have you heard of any change in the status of the 
cruise missiles that the Iranians have near the Strait of 
Hormuz? 


- Change in status meaning what? 


Q Yes. Are there more of them? Are they now 
permanently bunkered? Is there any change? 


- I don't have any way to help you on the question 
of, “Is there a change?" Our concern would remain the same, 
whether or not the numbers had increased, or whether or not 
they were bunkered 


Q Any change in the status of the Kuwaiti 
re-flacging question? 


4 Nothing beyond yesterday 

Q King Hussein was quoted yesterday in the Boston 
Globe being very critical of the Administration's position in 
the Arab-Israeli conflict. Do you have anything to say about 
that? 

- No, I don't 

) Okay. Thank you. 


Q (The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DPC #76 


THURSDAY, MAY 7, 1987, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement, to begin with. Secretary Shultz will travel 
to Stanford University to participate in the University's 
Cornerstone Centennial Celebration on Thursday, May 14. The 
Secretary of Foreign Relations of Mexico, Bernardo Sepulveda, 
and Secretary of State for External Affairs of Canada, Joseph 
Clark, will join Secretary Shultz in addressing an academic 
convocation at the inner Quadrangle beginning at 2:00 p.m. 
That's May 14. They will discuss the future of the Americas 
and the Pacific Rim. TV coverage is on a pool basis. If you 
wish to cover this event, or have questions, please contact Bob 
Byers of the University at (415) 725-1930. There are some 
additional photo-ofs during the day, including, early in the 
morning, one among the three Ministers And if you're 
interested in that particular photo-op, then you should get in 
touch with Janice Settle of Public Affairs who will be at Hyatt 
Ricky's in Palo Alto beginning at 7:30 a.m. on that day 


That's all I have 


Q Can you tell us about the Secretary's meeting 
with the Arad League Delegation this morning? 


A The meeting that's referred to is with the Arab 
League follow-up committee on the [Iran-Iraq war The meeting 
was held in a very positive and productive atmosphere The 
long-standing U.S. position on the [ran-I[raq war is well 
known. It's very close to that adopted by the Arab League at 
its most recent meeting in Tunis in April. 


The U.S. favors the earliest possible negotiated end 
to the war with the territorial integrity and independence of 
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both Iraq and Iran intact To that end, the United States has 
supported all appropriate international efforts to bring an end 
to this tragic war. 


As the Secretary said in his welcoming remarks to the 
delegation today, "We have long called on Iran's leaders to 
join Iraq in negotiations “ We reiterate that call today. 


The U.S. firmly believes, as the President stated 
February 25, that, “The time to act on this dangerous and 
destructive war is now." In addition to the human suffering in 
Iraq and Iran, the war is the root cause of regional 
instability and tension Thus, action to end the war will have 
an immediate and beneficial impact on Gulf stability, a matter 
of utmost importance to U.S. interests 


As 1s well known, we have an active policy which we 
call Operation Staunch which is aimed at inhibiting arms 
resupply to Iran, the recalcitrant party in the war. It's our 
hope, which we shall actively work for with other governments, 
that the international community can take concrete and 
practical steps to expand the scope of such efforts in order to 
persuade Iran to make peace 


In light of the history of many international efforts, 
including those of the United Nations Security Council, to find 
a comprehensive solution to the war in all of its aspects, the 
U.S. is ready in principle to support the application of 
appropriate enforcement measures against either party which 
refuses to cooperate with formal Security Council efforts to 
end the war 


Q What does that last mean? 


Q Copy of that? 


” Yes 
Q What does that last sentence mean?’ 
a [I think it means exactly what it says. ['ll read 


it to you again 


Q No 


is) I'm not prepared to provide any further 
definition of what that means in advance of various resolutions 
and propositions that may come forward I'm not going to 
prejudge the actual substance of things that may come forward 
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Q But the United States is already doing everything 
that the Security Council would have called for, which is a 
total embargo, right? 


4 In the case of the United States, we have taken a 
certain number of measures [I've just referred to Operation 
Staunch, for example, concerning Iran You know that we don't, 
ourselves, sell weapons to either party. But here [I'm talking 
about this international effort that's underway, and beyond 
that ['d refer you to the words which [I think are pretty clear 


Q Chuck, when you say, “appropriate enforcement 
measures," does that mean also a mechanism through the United 
Nations Security Council to enforce their resolutions? 


” In terms of operative details or mechanisms or 
questions of that sort, I said just a moment ago that I'm not 
ready to go into those kind of questions. It's premature. But 
what the statement says is that we would be ready to support in 
principle the application of appropriate enforcement measures 
against either party which refuses to cooperate with formal 
Security Council efforts to end the war 


Q But the Arab League ambassadors had a statement 
saying that they discussed with you the mechanism to enforce 
these measures 


a In terms of what was discussed and what people 
presented as their positions, their ideas, or otherwise , [I'm 
not prepared to go into any further readout of the exchange 


Q Chuck, would you consider these appropriate 
enforcement measures a departure or are they in line with what 
you said before? 


a) I'm not sure what you're getting at, “in line 
with what you said before." In what context? 


I mean in the official policy, trying to pin down 
what exactly enforcement measures, efforts, are 


a I think I just did a rather full job of reviewing 
our policy in its many aspects and in the context of our 
discussions today, and in the context of the kinds of things 
that are being pursued by this Arab League group and in the 
United Nations. I just have to leave it at that. 
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Q I have two questions on Iran One is, have you 
anything on reports that they are building what look like 
missile sites near the Strait of Hormuz for these Chinese naval 
or anti-naval missiles? And secondly, do you have an answer to 
the Claims Tribunal decision on paying that money? 


a On the question of the Claims Tribunal, it's 
still under study, so there's no change in essence 


The question you asked about the Silkworm missiles is 
one that someone had posed the day before yesterday. I said I 
wasn't prepared to give any readout on any new developments, 
but I did say it's the presence of those missiles which are the 
cause for our concern and which have led to the actions which I 
have told you about before. 


Q Was anything else discussed with the Arab League 
Delegation, for example, the international conference? 


- I don't have any other readout on the meeting. 
The focus of the delegation and the reason for their visit here 
was to discuss the issue here that I've just described, the 
[ran-[raq war. 


Q Where is Mr. Murphy? 


” He's in Oman 
Q What's he doing in Oman? 
3) On that score, [I'd go back to whac [ said in 


announcing his visit earlier in the week when I gave you 
several sentences, in fact, as to the objectives of this visit 
Those objectives apply to each stop 


Q Why did not Mr. Murphy meet with that group? My 
understanding is he didn't Was there any provision made to 
try to meet at any point? 


I don't know whether there was or not. 
Ambassador Murphy had a trip to the Gulf; the group was meeting 
here with the Secretary. So I think our interests are well 
covered in both cases. 


Q Chuck, I'm curious why it takes the State 
Department so much time to study this Hague Tribunal decision 
since the language about no link with the hostages was put in 
at the U.S. insistance. It is there because the United States 
took part in the long deliberations leading to this decision. 
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What is the element that requires such study? 


a I'd only answer that in a general way in the 
sense that this is something that's been in litigation since 
1982, I believe; and as a consequence, the fact, that lawyers 
should take a couple of days to take a very close look at this 
current order, [I don't see anything out of the ordinary. 


Q New subject Do you have anything on reports of 
a changed U.S. attitude towards the War Crimes Commission 
dating back to World War II? 


i) These are the U.N. War Crimes files that are 
being referred to. I will give you what [ have, which is that 
we've been studying this question, and a decision has been made 
that the United States will support broader access to the 
files. Now, what that means in more practical terms, I'm not 
yet in a position to tell you We do believe that governments 
should continue to play a role in determining who should have 
access to the files. 


We are now reviewing the appropriate modalities that 
would be employed in that process. We need to review the 
technical details involved, and once that's concluded, we'll 
present our position on wider access to the Secretary General 
of the United Nations 


Q How is this decided, majority vote, the 17 
members or --? 
4 My understanding is that there is no vote, there 


is no formal voting procedure, that the Secretary General will 
take into account the views of all the Commission members in 
making any decisions in this regard So that as one of the 
members of the former U.N. War Crimes Commission, we will 
inform the Secretary General of our position, and we'll 
discuss with others, as appropriate, why we think the approach 
we are developing should be adopted 


Q What prompted the change in the U.S. attitude? 


“ I don't have any specific reason to offer [t's 
been a subject of continuing concern and simply worked its way 
through the process. 


Q Two questions on West Germany: First of all, 
there nave been aliegations that there is an attempt to put a 
i1d on or restrict the coverage of the rioting that occurred 
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starting on May Day in West Berlin, because it would have a 
negative impact on U.S.-Soviet negotiations. Do you have 
anything today on the situation? 


a No. I hayen't even heard that concern expressed 


Q The second concerns the statement by Chancellor 
Kohl with regard to the INF talks where he stated an intent to 
delay the talks until certain elements of them have met his 
satisfaction. 


It's my understanding that we have agreed to go into 
the talks with a consolidated NATO position, vis-a-vis the 
Soviet proposal on short-range INF. If that's the case, how 
long do you think Kohl's statements might delay progress on 
those talks? 


Aa Again, I'm not prepared to predict any date. 
There is no deadline by which a particular decision has to be 
made. We're engaged in consultations with the Allies on an 
issue which is, of course, of serious import for all of us. It 
has to do with security. The Germans, as are the other allies, 
are taking a close look at what these possibilities might mean 
to them, to their security, and to the security of the Alliance. 


You know, we've had a number of exchanges, 
consultations at NATO Headquarters and elsewhere. That process 
is continuing. So again, the bottom line is, in specific 
response to your question, I'm not going to predict an end 
point. 
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Q Is this somewhat unprecedented to go in with -- 
to make it a stated policy that we're going to go in witha 
consolidated position, and that is that we're not going to 
discuss this with the Soviets until we get an agreement from 
all the NATO participants? 


A First of all, let me say we're having very active 
discussions with the Soviets every day now. 


Q I know, but on the specific Soviet 
counter-proposal -- 


4 But we're investigating as much as we can, 
drawing out more information, trying to get more clarity in all 
aspects of the Soviet proposal. At the same time, NATO is 
consulting, as [I've said before. To me that is not new or 
different in any way. 


On many important arms control decisions -- for 
example, the zero option, the dual-track decision on LRINF -- 
we have had the goal of arriving at a consolidated allied 
position. 


Q Chuck -- 
a Who said that? 


Can you tell us if you think the landslide 
election victory for President Botha in South Africa is going 
to help or hinder U.S. efforts to bring peace and an end to 
apartheid there? 


A I'm not prepared to make that kind of analysis, 
but I would like to give you a more general reaction to say 
that in the wake of yesterday's election, that we urge the 
government to proceed now to address the country's real 
problems. 


The future of South Africa will be determined in large 
measure by whether the South African Government now opens the 
country's political and economic life to the large majority of 
South Africans who have been excluded from their rightful place 
in it. 


In this regard, we must also draw attention to the 
inescapable fact that the majority of South Africa's population 
was not permitted to vote. This remains the most significant 
political reality and problem in the country. Whatever the 














-8- Thursday, 5/7/87 


results of this whites-only election, U.S. diplomatic 
objectives remain unchanged We shall continue to press for an 
urgent end to apartheid and the establishment of a truly 
democratic system based on constitutional guarantees for 
majorities, minorities and individuals. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
Yes. 
Q Has Hanoi responded to the U.S. proposal for a 


preparatory meeting for a possible Vessey visit? 


a I don't have any official confirmation. I should 
say, we don't have any, the government does not have any, 
official confirmation of what we've seen in some wire reports. 
The wire reports in essence describe a Vietnamese agreement to 
receive a delegation led by Dick Childress from the National 
Security Council staff. 


If that report is true, we are encouraged that Hanoi 
will agree to a policy-level deleaation led by NSC Director for 
Asian Affairs Dick Childress to lay the groundwork for a 
possible visit by General John Vessey as a special Presidential 
emissary. 


You know the background on that. We've met with the 
Vietnamese U.N. officials in New York on April 17 to propose 
the visit of General Vessey, to discuss ways to accelerate 
progress on the POW-MIA issue. 


Q Chuck, I have a question on your South Africa 
statement. Will you make that, or will the Embassy make that, 
public in South Africa too, beyond just giving it to the 
government -- that statement? 


re Almost everything I say from this podium gets a 
certain public distribution. [ don't know of any particular 
plans for that statement, but I'm sure it will not be unknown 


Q Like Ambassador Perkins including it in a speech, 
or something? 


a I don't know what the plans are along those lines 


Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to the decision 
of the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate about the 
Consulates in Europe? 
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“ Yes. 

Q What's the question? 

Q I said U.S. Consulates. 

4 The question concerns the Senate's opposition to 
closing certain of our posts My reacticn is very brief and 


very concise and reflects in a couple of sentences what you 
know to be the Secretary's position. 


We oppose the closing of posts, but we see no 
preferable alternative under our current budget restrictions. 
The answer is that funds should be authorized to enable us to 
keep these important and desirable posts open. 


Q Chuck, have you agreed to the Israeli demands to 
extradite the U.S. citizen of Palestinian origin to Israel in 
that alleged allegation that he committed some various acts in 
Israel? 


2) I don't have anything further on that beyond what 
was put out last night by the FBL. 


Q Chuck, CBS reported last night that he was in 
fact a member of Abu Nidal's group Can you at least confirm 
that? 


4 No I can't help you on that kind of affiliation 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Apparent refusal 
by Vanuatu to open a Libyan Embassy there? 


A [I don't have any specific reaction I could only 
refer you to the kind of concerns that we've expressed in 
general fashion in the past about the dangers that are always 
inherent in a Libyan presence 


Q Chuck, in principal, [ mean, does the United 
States extradite a U.S. citizen to Israel? I1 mean, you have 
extradition treaty with them and -- 


A Let me sce if I can provide any detail In any 
case, the status is that, as you've said, he's being held ona 
Federal arrest warrant based on an official request from the 
Government of Israel for his provisional arrest pending a 
formal extradition request Details, as I said, or should have 
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Q The Soviets evidently earlier today delivered a 
protest in Moscow about what they claim were some -- was some 
venting of radioactivity from a couple of American nuclear 
tests Do you have any reaction to that? 

- I saw those reports, and I don't have any 
reaction 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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A u talking about the bill in general or 
specific part 


q Well, the comment was made at the State 
Department today that this is going to force the closure of a 
number of our outposts, especially in Africa and other parts of 
the thira World How specific can you be in terms of what you 
would project the effect of the figures that they voted up 
would be? 


f Well, just let me comment in general that we 
oppose closing posts. This is part of, certainly, what the 
Secretary has discussed at great length in supporting the 
foreign affairs budget and in urging that the United States not 
be seen in retreat throughout the world Bul we see no 
preferable alternative under current budget restrictions 


The answer, basically, is that funds should be 
authorized to enable us to keep these important and desirable 
posts open We have already made significant reductions in 
other areas txcluding security, we have reduced employment by 
cutting the intake of both civil service and foreign service 
and foreign service ational employees We have cut operating 
expenses by $1275 million That cut alone involved reductions 
of $30 million in equipment, $8 million in contractual 
services, and $6 million in travel and transportation 


Given the cuts already taken, we have very little 
resiliency left We believe that further budget restrictions 
in 1986 will require further reductions in programs and 
employment, in addition to post closings 


Have you sper ified which posts? 


ha Well, we had identified certain posts that we 
plan to close in 1988, and [ don't have the list of those 
available hers As ] understand it in the legislation that's 
beainninae 1 the Senate, there have been, certainly 
indications that certain of these posis if not all of them, 
should not be closed So I think the situation at this moment 
is unclear 


Q Phyllis this delegation that called on the U.S 
yesterday and the Secretary, they were going to send groups to 
all of the members of the U.N. Security Council 


Do you know if they sent one to Moscow? and 
what kind of a response did they get there? 
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' ] Ju aot t ' al { Lal on t he ] suggest 
that yr C 1k to Lhe f aU i wat { ite cil out ihat 

yYec / 

Q Do you have anything over the Soviet protest 
yesterday on what they allege was a venting of radioactivity 
from Americal nuclear tests? 

¢ Gilad you asked These charges, in our view, are 
without any ba: whatsoever In fact, according to the 
Depariment of Energy, VOL, and EPA radiation monitoring 
operations at the Nevada tes'| ite and in the immediate 
vicinity detected no radioactivity over background Jevels 
during and subsequent to these tests The U.S. has made a 
concerted and success! effort to resolve the problems of 
containing the radioactive debris from underground nuclear 
explosions 

For more than a decade there have been absolutely no 
ventings of radioactive devris Ihere were two incidents of 
local seepage of radioactive gases at the Nevada test site in 
1980 and 1984, which were detected at levels barely above 
natural level: lhese seepaa: were detected only within the 
immediate vicinity of the Nevada test site and certainly did 
not Violate 1 he | 1B] 

Durin {his same timef rani there have been numerous 
Soviet venting incidents which did violate the LIBI fhe most 
recent occasion was the Soviet test of February 25, 1987 The 
United States raised this issue with the Soviets through 
diplomat } ‘ chant eis 

A Lopy ? 

t vi 

Q Thank you 

f\ lhank you 


(ihe briefing 


concluded at 


1:00 ni 
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MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
I'll begin with several announcements: 


First, Secretary Shultz will travel to Reykjavic, 
Iceland, from the Venice economic summit to participate in the 
June 11-12 spring Ministerial session of the North Atlantic 
Council. Time permitting, as always, the Secretary will also 
hold a limited number of bilateral meetings with other Foreign 
Ministers 


A sign-up sheet has been posted in the main Press 
Office for those wishing to apply for a seat on the Secretary's 
plane. Note that the sheet will be taken down and applications 
closed at 12:00 noon on Wednesday, May 20. 


Your options there are to do either 
YVenice—Reykjavic-Washington or Reykjavic-Washington, depending 
on where you're going to start the trip 


Q Are you providing a flight from Washington to 
Reykjavic? 


A No. We have transportation from Venice to 
Reykjavic to Washington 


Q Does that mean he's not going on from Reykjavic 
to Singapore for the ASEAN meeting? 


A There will be transportation from Reykjavic back 
to Washington The rest of the details on further travels 
we']] get to in due time 


Q Chuck, on that, for those who might be just 
covering Reykjavic and going commercially, should one specify 
that on the sheet in terms of having the Embassy do the hotel, 
your know, accreditation and all that? 


n Stay in touch with the Press Office, and I think 
they can help work out all of those things. 


Q Okay 
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Secretary Shultz will address the Business 
Leaders Conference sponsored by the India-U.S. business Council 
on Tuesday, May 12. He will have on-the-record remarks of 
about ten minutes duration beginning at 1:30 p.m. The event 
will be held at the U.S. Chamber of Commerce building at 1615 H 
Street in the Hall of Flags. Anyone wishing to cover the event 
should contact Carolyn Beeson at the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
at 463-5492. 


And on Sunday evening, May 17, Secretary Shultz will 
address the 28th Annual Policy Conference of the American 
Israel Public Affairs Committee. The Secretary will make 
on-the-record remarks, followed by questions from the 
conference attendees, beginning at 8:00 p.m. in the ballroom of 
the Washington Hilton Hotel. The theme of the conference is 
"America and Israel Exploring the Partnership." For further 
information, call Brenda Pearson of ALIPAC at 638-2256. 


That's all 1 have. 


Q Chuck, just for the record, this morning Mr. 
McFarlane, in testimony before the Investigating Committee, 
said that Secretary of State Shultz was fully informed of the 
contra funding in June 1986 Is that the recollection of the 
Secretary of State as we]]? 


Ms Jim, I have no way of answering all of the 
various questions that may come out of these hearings and 
various people's testimony ] just can't do it The Secretary 
has testified on most of these questions, including that one, I 
believe, but 1 jusc can't help you any further than that. 


Q Has he been asked to testify by the Joint 
Committee on the Hill? 


is ] don't know that he has yet been asked to 
You've heard him say in the past, of course, that he's prepared 
to do whatever they ask him v.90 do. 


Q How are we doing on the Kuwaiti tanker 
situation? 


is] The technica. discussions with the Government of 
Kuwait continue. As I said last week, we are in the process of 
inspecting Kuwaiti vessels -- that's being done by the Coast 
Guard -- to ensure that they meet U.S. registration 
requirements The specific number of ships that might be 
registered under the U.S. flag has not yet been determined. 


Q That seems a little less than what Harrington 


said 
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fe [I've seen, [ suppose, the same reports that 
you've seen l'm not sure how accurate those reports were with 
respect to what Se .retary Harrington actually said, but I 
believe we are all in agreement that the total] number of ships 
in the Kuwaiti fleet is something on the order of 20 to 25. 
Again, there has been no agreement on exactly which of these 
ships will be registered under the U.S. flag, but the Coast 
Guard's inspection of Kuwaiti vessels will be limited by mutual 
agreement to pelroleum-related vessels. 


Q Chuck, since we're in the area, do you have 
anything on the mechanism which the Arab League suggested to 
put into action, to put the United Nations Security Council 
into action, about the Iraq-Iran war? 


A I don't know that I have anything specific beyond 
what I offered on Thursday at the time of the visit by the Arab 
League delegation 


Q They said there is something additional 

A I don't really have anything that would go to 
that question 

Q On the Kuwaiti vessels, would having the U.S 
flag require American crewmen to be aboard those ships? 

6) The Coast Guard can answer those kinds of 
technical questions. Rather than speculate, perhaps 


inaccurately, I'll let them answer those 


Q Chuck, do you have any kind of a readout to offer 
us the Secretary's visit this morning with Foreign Minister 
Genscher, specifically on the subject of Intermediate Nuclear 
Forces in turope? 


A As is always the case in their bilateral 
meetings, the Secretary and Minister Genscher reviewed a 
variety of issues of mutual concern. These included nuclear 
and conventional arms control, the CSCE review conference in 
Vienna, and the Venice Economic Summit. 


The central focus of their discussions was the status 
of the INF negotiations in Geneva and particularly the issue of 
shorter-range INF missiles. 


The Secretary and Mr. Genscher had a useful exchange 
on SRINF, with both indicating that consideration of this issue 
will continue in the U.S. and German Governments 








~J 


q The U.S. has expressec an interest in having a 
speedy response from its NAIO Allies to the INF questior Any 
indication thai we're ccine to cet a speedy response from the 
Germans aor tTMnji q 

- Again, I don't want to set any deadlines As I 
just said, both sides agreed that this is something that 

- cr - - ‘ ' 
continues to be under discussior As you know, it's been under 
=f _ 4 c c 71r 2 t ~ - = 1} 77 
active discussion in almost ali, if not all, Allied capitals. 
That's where I'd leave it 
c = Ar £ - - - - : 

Q Was the extraditi of Hamadei discussed in this 
bilateral meeting’ 

‘ That's the readout I was able to get at this 
point I con't have anything eise to give you 

Q How is that coming aiong’ Are we at the outside 
envelope of talk betweer the aris qaovernme te? 


, = 7 a « 7 | 
“ Acair I don't think l've ever set any deadline 
or outside envelope We've indicated that there is a judicial 
? 


process int ederal Republic that this case is working its 
way throusch that proces and that the Federal Republic is 
obviously fully aware of our desire and request that he be 
triec hnere 
C Chuck, do you have anything on the meeting tha 
the Secretary had with Bessmertnykh? Why is he here and what 
we want C pring wu J 1 him’? Will it ais be SRINF? 
a t is tne Soviet Der y Foreign Minister Mr 
Bessmer’ Kt He is in this country for routine consultations 
Witt tne 3 Viet iPpiofn ic i>d ior if New Yor .« anc in 
Washing He will be in the Department today and will meet 
with the Secretar He'll a eet with other Department 
e¢ . C et reijiatil 5 . 
We expect to discuss the overall state of the 
reiationship, and in that context it will cover issues on our 
four-part agenda, of which you are well aware human rights, 
regional issue arr ontrol, and bilateral affairs 
Q chuck, getting back to Genscher, you say there 
are no ceadlines, but is there some target that you'd like to 
get for some kind of decision? Any meetings that are coming up 
tnet would Me Ke Cc goecisior ripe? 
_ 


f Nc I don't have any target dates, if that's a 
Geadline by another name, to offer here have been, as you 
Is 


on in the Alliance 
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last week, reviewing this particular question, that it's an 
important issue, so I think it's a sign that there are active 
considerations We've had a number of Foreign Ministers visit 
here We've had consultations in Europe It's a process that 
has been actively worked 


Q Are you encouraging the Europeans to make some 
kind of a -- to give their views? 

‘£ I don't know what further encouragement you might 
be referring to We've talked from the first -- and the Allies 


have agreed from the start of our first consultations at NATO 
-- that this was an issue that we needed to try to come to 
Grips with, and I think that's what the Alliance is in the 
process of doing 


Q Well, is the U.S., for example, proposing or 
offering, or have the Allies asked the U.S. to propose or 
offer, to place additional airborne or submarine-launched 
nuclear weapons closer to, or based in, Europe, depending on 
their type, if all of the land-based missiles are removed? 


ra) Those are the kind of operational scenarios I 
just can’t go intc 


Q Can you say anything about whether the U.S 
expects a decision to be enunciated by the Alliance as of the 
meeting you just announced in Reykjavic, for example? 


i Again, I'll fall back on what I've said two times 
now, that I'm just not going to set target dates or deadlines. 


Q Would you have any comment on Jaruzelski's 
proposal on disarmament and on the fact that the Polish 
Government notified you two days before it was presented 
publicly? 


& This is in reference to Mr Jaruzelski's proposal 
to negotiate the removal of nuclear and conventional arms in 
Europe? 

Q That's right 

A That dates back a few days The United States 


supports efforts to achieve greater stability through the 
establishment of a stable balance of forces at lower levels in 
Europe The principal obstacle to that objective is the 
enormous conventional superiority of the Warsaw Pact in Central 
Europe 


As you nere know, tne U.S ana its NATO Allies have 
presented a comprehensive program for European arms control. 
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We have the Mutual and Balanced Force Reduction ‘wegotiations 
that began as the result of a NATO initiative in 1973 They 
treat ground and air forces based in Central Europe The East 


has not responded there nm MBFR to our major compromise 


i 
proposal of December 5, 1985 


Then, in the Conference on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe, the CSCE, there is discussion of possible continuation 
of work on confidence and security-building measures ina 
follow-on to the Stockholm Conference; and thirdly, again at 
NATO initiative, representatives of the 23 countries of NATO 
and the Warsaw Pact are mecting in Vienna to establish a new 
conventional arms control forum covering the whole of Europe. 


Concerning the Polish proposal per se, it does not 
appear that it would add anything to our efforts It ignores 
geographical asymmetries and existing imbalances 
Nevertheless, we will, of course, study the Polish proposal 
together with our NATO Allies 


Q In light of the crash of the Polish Airline 
Flight 5055 last week, is the State Department doing anything 
to expedite the visas of surviving family members or to bring 
back the remains of Americans? 


a I don't have any specific details other than to 
say that in this case, as is always the case, I feel that the 
authorities here in Washington and in the Embassy will do their 
utmost to make sure that everything that can be done and needs 
to be done will be done @nd done quickly 1 haven't heard of 
any difficulties concerning visa requirenents or otherwise 


I might say that President Reagan, on Saturday, sent a 
message to the Polish leader, General Jaruzelski, asking him to 
convey our deep sympathy and condolences to the people of 
Poland over the tragic loss of life caused by this crash, and 
we extended an offer of whatever assistance the Polish 
Government might require in identifying American citizens and 
crash victims 


To this point, we have confirmed that 24 passengers 
aboard the flight were American citizens. We hee contacted 
the majority of the next of kin of those passe ers, and we 
continue to attempt making contact with families of the 
remaining U.S. citizens to offer assistance 


And then finally, I might add that the Polish 
Government has been effective and cooperative in providing 
current information both to U.S. diplomats in Poland and to the 
Polish Embassy and Consulates here in the United States 


Ralph? 
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Q I ask you to turn to the Middle East for just a 
second and ask whether you can confirm that Secretary of State 
Shultz sent a letter to Foreign Minister Peres which Peres 
presented to the lsraeli Cabinet today, the contents of which 
reportedly endorsed Peres' attempts to secure direct 
negotiations betueen Israel and Jordan in the context of an 
international peace conference? 


£ N 1 can't make any direct comment on that I 
could only reiterate in a more general sense what Phyllis said 
at the end of the week, that we're consulting continuously and 
closely with both Prime Minister Shamir and Foreign Minister 
Peres on a wide range of regional] issues That includes the 
peace process And if you're interested in our position on the 
peace process, the role an international conference might play, 
I'd be happy to reiterate those words 


q That makes it sound like we're mediating between 
Peres and Shamir, is that right? 


- Il said that was ina very general sense, and I 
don't think that's read into it at all 


Q Is there a representative of Prime Minister 
Shamir here in Washinaton this week to talk with Administration 
officials on this subject’? 


f 1] don't have any information on anyone who is 
here at this very moment I have heard that the Director 
General of the Prime Minister's office is in the United States 
on a private visit and I presume in those situations that he 
could come to Washington and meet with people But I don't 
have anything on his schedul 


(- 


Q You won't even confirm that Shultz sent this 
€lleged letter? You'll just let it stand? 

- As with all of these alleged diplomatic 
communications -- and there have been many over recent weeks -- 


I'm just not going to confirm or deny 


Q Let's just leave the letter out of it The 
reports from Israel say that Foreign Minister Peres has the 
support of the U.S. in his efforts to bring about an 
international peace conference We all know Secretary of State 
Shultz's heavy reservations about a peace conference, but he 

nerally comes down on the side of a peace conference 


Are those reports correct, that Peres has Shultz's 
pport? 
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A | don't know where you saw those reports, first 
of all 1 haven't seen them The only report to that effect 
that I saw was one that transposed a question in place of an 
answer in the middle of last week But our position on an 


international conference and the peace process, and that of the 
Secretary, is as it has been explained a number of times by 
myself and by the Secretary in recent weeks. 


Well, let's see, Peres wants a peace conference 
of a certain kind and Shultz wants a peace conference of a 
certain kind, so why -- 


& Barry, once again I] have to object to your 
phraseology You say, “wants a peace conference." What we 
want 1S peace That is the objective Peace can be arrived at 
through direct bilateral negotiations -- that we're convinced 


of What we are willing to explore is the role that an 
international conference might play in bringing about those 
Girect, face-to-face bilateral] negotiations, and which will not 
interfere with those negotiations 


Q Exactly That's the way I understood it, too 
Anc isn't that what Peres wants? 


a You']] have to speak to him 
Q Doesn't it sourd a lot like what Peres wants? 
a Whether or not it does, you'l] have to speak to 


him What I'm talking about is our position and what we've 
been trying t or 


© Chuck the Israeli Government may fall over the 
issues of a peace conference It's torn apart between a Prime 
Minister who is very suspicious of a peace conference and a 
Foreign Minister who thinks it may be the solution Can you 
stand there and sav that the U.S really is neutral between 


these two position: 


a What I'm telling you, as best I can, is 
explaining our position, wha! we've been trying to do in this 
search for peace in the Mic ie East; and I believe there are a 
lot of people in the region, throughout the Israeli Government 
and other countries as well, who share that desire to continue 
to seek progress in the search for peace 


Q All right, let me try one other You have 
Cluverius there, and you said the U.S. is in touch with the 
Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister All I'm aware of is 
the U.S. sounding out the parties about the possibility of a 


Peres-type peace conference 
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What 1 your contact with Shamir over? I'm not aware 
that there is much contact with Shamir I thought you were 
working with Per«s 


4 As I've said, and I']1] say it again, and Ph) llis 
said it on Frida,, we've been in touch in the case of the 
Israelis continuously and closely with both the Prime Minister 
and the Foreign ‘iinister on a wide range of regional issues, 
including the peace process We have also, as you yourself 


point out, continue to be in contact through various ways with 
other parties in the region 


Q Chuck, has the Secretary of State made a 
decision, either as a recommendation to the Attorney General or 
otherwise, concerning President Duarte's request that the 


Salvadorean refugees be given refugee status? 

A I don't have anything to offer on that question 
Again, as you point out, that's a decision that is made by the 
Attorney General, so I'd refer you to Justice * 

Q Have y< j heard anything yet ran theo contras 
about the circumstances surrounding Mr Linder's death? 

fe N« I don't have anything new 

Q Back on the international peace conference what 
coes the U-' envision the Soviet role being in such a 


conteren< e* 


A Once aqgair I'm not prepared to speculate r to 
set up scenarios tor how a conf rence mignt ope structured I 
nave, in essence, give you our position on the generail 


Question of the role the conference might play 


As far as a Soviet role is concerned our position on 
Soviet participation in t 
changed In short that has always been if the Soviet’s want 
to play a role, then their actions should be constructive and 


they should help advance the cause of peace 


ate Vij ile ta ; pea e por ( S Nast t 


Q Do you have anything - 
f Ralph had a question 
Q Just a quick one apropos the Middle East Can 


you say that anything has changed on Shultz's travel plans to 
the region? 


f Nothing has changed 
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Q Are arrangements being made here for a visit by 
the former President of the Dominican Republic who apparently 
suffered a heart attack after fleeing into the Venezuelan 
Embassy seeking asylum’ 


" Don't have anything on that 
Q It's election day in the Philippines, the first 
parliamentary election since ‘71 Have we any words or comment 


about the winds of democracy, or anything? 


is No [ don't have anything by way of reaction 
The polls closed not all that many hours ago, so I think, in 
the first instance, we should let the Filipino democracy do its 
thing 


Q Any comments on instances of fraud or violence 
that the Embassy might have observed? 


f I just don't have any reports 


Q Chuck, the Justice Department is sending a team 
soon to Austria to consult with the Austrian Government on 
Waldheim and the files it has What would the State 
Department's role be in that if any? 


A I'll have to take a look to see what role we do 
nave to play Oe yUnCa he rt aps Set naing someone from the 
Department to accompany the team 


Q Ok 3 Vv 

is But basically a‘ you knot the study ano 
investigatior was adone by the Justice Department They have 
the Pape rc t hie Tile ‘ + he ++ ina thai are at issue here 

) i ; ‘ thea Wa | neil im =) and Tne IN 7 i] P 
the cilosec file in light of Klaus Barbie and the U.S. role in 


the initial cover-up there has the State Department or the 
Administration changed its view of whether or not the UN files 
should be openec 


ms Did you hear what I had to say on that last week? 

Q No 

6 Then 1 think that's the up-to-date word on that 
particular question I won't try to reiterate it, but it's in 


the briefing pernar Thursday maybe Wednesday 
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Q Chuck, the Pentagon is reportedly dropping som. 
of the charges against Colonel Bracy in the Embassy espionage 
-- Corporal, I'm sorry; 1 gave him a promotion here -- in the 


Embassy espionage case Does the U.S. still believe the damage 
to the U.S. national security was as bad at the Embassy as it 
had previously thought? 


a Again, and this may sound a bit repetitive, we've 
been operating on the assumption of a so-called worst case 
scenario that many things could have been compromised. The 
damage assessment, which is the effort to do an in-depth look 
at the situation to see if we can determine what in fact was 
jeopardized, compromised, or otherwise, is something that is 
still underway 


Q Well, if at least one part of the government has 
determined that some of the charges which led to the worst-case 
assumption are no longer supportable, are you continuing on the 
worst-case assumption? 


A I think we have to continue on the worst case 
assumption 


Q On that subject, last week when I asked about the 
FBI investigation, you said it consisted of logistical support 
for the State Department's internal investigation The letter 
that Mr. Webster sent to Senator Hollings appears to go beyond 
that, saying that in fact some State Department civilian 
employees are targets of investigation by the F#I 


r Basically what's happened here from the beginning 
of this process From the start of this investigation and even 
before is that whenever we turn up leads which could be of 
interest to the FBI, we turn them over to them That's what 
we've been coing in present circumstances 


My information is that in the recent period, predating 
even to some extent the Moscow incident, there were something 
on the order of half a dozen leads that have been turned over. 
Whether or not the FBI decides to exercise their jurisdiction 
is obviously a call for them to make 


I do know that in several of these leads that have 
been turned over, thevw have decided that there is no basis at 
this time for them to exercise jurisdiction None of these 
leads, by the way, involve espionage activity 


Q Well, the point of Mr Webster's letter to 
Senator Hollings appears to be that several civilian employees 
of the State Department are actively being investigated by the 
FRI Is the State Department aware of such investigations? 
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fe The information that goes to the FBI comes from 
leads which have been developed through this inter-agency 
investigation, so we are certainly aware of the leads which we 
have turned over to then Whether or not the FBI then 


determines that it is appropriate for them, or how they 
determine to pursue them, is totally their call 


Q Well, the FBI doesn't use the word 
“investigation” lightly It appears to have a formal meaning 
of someone who is targetted for possible indictment Is the 


State Department aware of any such formal investigation of any 
State Department civilian? 


fs You've set up some terms of reference and some 
other things to which I have to sign on in order to answer your 
question l've described the current status as I] know it 


That's where it stands 


Q And you say none of the leads that you gave to 
the FBI involve espionaace’ 


A That's right 
Q What do they involve? 
re wel] beyond that l'm not going to go into the 


specifics 


Q Well, dereliction of duty or what’ 

A ['m not prepared to give you the specifics 

Y You saic they were given before the Moscow 

A lhnere were a couple of Case that actually 
predated Tre irreni intere 

Q but were they situations in Moscow or were they 


other pla 


A I'm not prepared to say whether or not they were 
limited t>% Moscow or whether they were elsewhere in the world 


Q On the Moscow Embassy, Chuck, do you have any 
reaction to some Congressional objections to the granting of 
bonuses to Hartman, Spiers and Lamb? 


"i [ have only seen one person who has raised that, 
in fact 1 think that these peor le that you refer to have very 
important, very wide-ranging jobs; and I think not only around 


the Administration here and in other agencies but on Capito] 
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Hill as well, you are very likely to find lots of people who 
think that these individuals have been doing a very fine job, 
and particularly given the wide-ranging and important 
responsibilities that they have 


Q Chuck, the Special Prosecutor in the Iran matter 
has said that he': looking back to see whether Elliott Abrams 
and other Administration officials testified fully and 
truthfully in their original testimonies on the Iran matter. 


Is the State Department confident that its employees 
have testified completely and truthfully on this matter, and 
particularly in the case of Mr. Abrams? Does the Secretary of 
State still have full confidence in him as the Assistant 
Secretary? 


A On your question concerning the investigation, 
again, that's not an issue that I'm going to get into in any 
way, shape or form It's not for me to make those kinds of 
calls There are investigations on-going. People are being 
asked to testify Department people are being cooperative 
They are going forward They are providing documents and 
testimony So that's where those kinds of questions should and 
will be asked 


The Secretary, obviously, has full confidence in 


Elliott Abrams, who is at Lhe core of our Central American 
policy and, in fact, our hemispheric policy as it relates to 
Central and Southern American 

Q Chuck, Reuter is quoting Assistant Secretary 
Murphy, and those of us who come here often frequently can't 
even find out where he is What is the reason for him going 


] 


public in this way on the peace efforts’? 


A Concerning the Iran-Iraq war? 

Q Ye: 

i Again, I'm not sure quite what you are getting 
at He has just visited Baghdad He met with Iraqi 
authorities The war was surely one of the top issues on the 


agenda 


We ourselves has expressed any number of times our 
concerns about that war and our desire that it should be ended 
promptly under certain conditions of which you are aware So I 
don't see anything in what Assistant Secretary Murphy said that 
is not consistent with what I have just said 


Q Did he raise with them the allegations of their 
violation of international] accords by the use of poison gas? 














-14- Monday, 5/11/87 


~ Beyond what he said in that interview, I don't 
know what was on the agenda This particular case of the use 
of chemical weapons in that war is something that we have 
expressed concern about on both sides over the months 


There is a UN investigative team which recently 
visited Iran and Iraq to investigate charges by both sides of 
chemical warfare We expect that report to be issued some time 
this week, so we'd like to see what that has to say 


Q Have you anything on the Iran claims tribunal. 
Has the U.S. made up its mind to pay the money? 


A I still don't have a result 


Q On another subject, on Soviet-American relations, 
do you have any specific information on the Brazinkas case? 


i) You can check with the Press Office They have 
an update on thet 


(The briefing concluded at. 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. HOWARD: We'll now go right into the background 
briefing, pre-brief, for President Cerezo's visit -- President Cerezo 
of Guatemala. For your information, and not for publication, our 
briefer is the Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American 
Affairs, Elliott Abrams. I'll point out that this briefing is on the 
visit of President Cerezo, and that's the only thing that Assistant 
Secretary Abrams will take questions on. 

Q Are you going to be sworn before you brief here? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good try. 

Q Let's talk about Brunei -- 

Q Are you -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hold it, guys. 

Q How did you get the account number wrong? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hold it, guys. 

Q Stupidity. (Laughter.) 

Q -- found the $10 million? (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can give you 30 
seconds to get this out of your system and then we'll talk about the 
visit. 


2 It's going to take a lot longer -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Know that. I Know 
that. I was being optimistic. 


Q Trials will be held. 
SENIOR ADMINIST rION OFFICIAL: President Cerezo arrives 
this afternoon. His is the first visit of a Guatemalan Chief of 


State since 1882, when Chester Arthur was President. Just. trying to 
give you these helpful facts and details. 


Guatemala is, in a way, the most important country in 
Central America. It is the largest -- it has the largest population, 
and it has the largest economy. It's about split, the population, 
between, what you might call, Latinos and descendants of Mayan 
Indians. The GDP is about $9 billion, which I said is significantly 
larger than any other in the region. Coffee remains, with cotton and 
Sugar, the key products. 


As you know, Guatemala was ruled from 1970 to 1986 by the 
Army -- succession of military rulers -- but the process of 
democratization began in 1983; culminated in the inauguration in 
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January of '86 of President Cerezo. 


Cerezo is 44. He's a lawyer, and he has been since 1974 
the Secretary General of the Christian Democratic Party. He was 
elected in December '85 and, as I say, Sworn in in January for a 
five-year term that goes from Januaray ‘86 to Januar¥ ‘91 -- won a 
tremendous victory -- got about 70 percent of the popular vote. This 
is an official working visit. 


He has had long ties to this country. President Cerezo 
lived in Bethesda for extensive periods of time during the 1980s when 
he was in, what I would call, forced exile. There were a number of 
attempts on his life and for some significant periods of time he had 
to be outside the country for security ceasons. He also studied in 
the late 60s at Loyola in New Orleans, and speaks very good English. 


He'll be here today through Friday. He'll be meeting 
with the President, the Vice President, the Attorney General, 
Secretary Shultz, Secretary Baker. Let me give you a better sense of 
the schedule: Arrives this afternoon, will be met by Secretary 
Shultz; goes to the OAS today, a reception for the Guatemalan 
community; meets tomorrow with President of the World Bank, Barbara 
Conable, and then the President of the Inter-American Development 
Bank; comes to the White House at 11:30 a.m., and has a meeting and 
then lunch with the President; will be meeting with the Acting 
Secretary of Defense -- this is all Wednesday -- Mr. Taft -- then 
with Commissioner Nelson, the Immigration Commissioner, then with the 
acting head of AID, then with the Vice President. 


On Thursday, a meeting at The Washington Post; a meeting 
at the House Foreign Affairs Committee; an interview with the Spanish 
International Network; National Press Club lunch on Thursday with a 
speech and Q and A; meeting with the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee; and dinner at the home of Senator Kennedy on Thursday 
night. 


Meeting with Secretary Baker on Friday, and they will 
depart on Friday. 


The major problems facing Guatemala right now -- the 
economic problem, the problem of poverty, human rights problems and 
problems of violence, crime, and the insurgency, which continues. Of 
course, they're linked because the insurgency and regional turmoil 
impede investment and economic development in Guatemala. 


President Cerezo has made great strides on a number of 
areas in the -=- what -- 16 months he's been in office. Certainly, 
the image of Guatemala has changed enormously from the years when ‘? 
was a kind of byword for human rights violations -- recently, really, 


in the early 80s. He has made -- this trip to Washington certainly 
is not his first important trip outside of Guatemala. Last year, he 
made a significant swing through Europe <-- again, the first that a 


Guatemalan president had done in many, many years. And it is an 
index in the change in Guatemala status that he will be hosting the 
Esquipulas summit -- the summit meeting of Central American 
presidents on June 24th and 25th. 

We have tried to assist, over the past £::; years, the 
process of democratization, helping, for example, during the 
elections themselves -- sending observers <-- trying to help the 
economic reforms that he's undertaken, which have been quite 
Significant. Aid levels have increased substantially since 1984. We 
provided $27 million in economic assistance in 1984; $79 million in 
1985; FY '86, $105 million; FY'87, $150 million; and we are hoping 
that FY '88 will brino $135 million in economic aid. We're also 
providing a variety of other kinds of aid, for example, aid to the -- 
under the Administration of Justice program to improve the criminal 
justice system. 


There remains an insurgency in Guatemala. We calculate 
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about 2,000 insurgents who continue to get logistical supp 
Cuba and Nicaragua, but seem to have a very greatly dimini 
of support among the population -- if any at all at this p 
since the advent of democracy and a change in government p: 
toward the Indian population. he insurgency has not grow! 
last few years and has not been able to operate successful 
areas. President Cerezo has offered to talk with the insw 
about their reincorporation into political life in Guatema 
following their decision to lay down their arms, and they 
been willing to make that decision. 


We‘re also providing limited amounts of milita 
Guatemala -- non-lethal military aid -- at the request of 
Cerezo -- $5 million in MAP last year, and we have current 
programmed $2 million in MAP -- military assisitance -- fo 
this year. 


ks you know, we recently responded to a Guatem 
request -- I guess it was the weekend before last -- so whi 
days ago -- to lift a couple hundred troops from 
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Guatemala City to a location to the north, where there was insurgent 
activity underway. And which was very hard -- a base which was very 
hard to reach by road. I guess I*1l stop there and just open it for 
guestions. 


e) You don‘t have any advisers there or any other 
military presence other than this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That‘s correct. Well, 
we've got a small military group in the capital, but we don't have 
any military advisers in the sense that we have 55 in Ed Salvador? 

Q Exactly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It's a much smaller 
insurgency. 


9 Any reason to attempt a repeat of that area? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q President Cerezo has said that he'd ask President 
Reagan for Central Americans to be exempted from the new immigration 
law. What is your position on that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said he would ask it? 

e) Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The administration's 
position is that there really cannot be a series of exemptions from 


the new law, or the new law will be -- will have no impact. In fact, 
the law is just beginning to go into effect -- as you know, I think, 
on May Sth. And we don‘t know if -- no one knows yet what the impact 


of that date will be. How many people wilt, for example, and what 
percentage of Guatemalans? What percentage of Salvadorans, 

of Nicaraguans are -- were here before 1982 and are therefore 
entitled to come in permanently under the amnesty provisions. What 
proportion are likely to go home? No one knows. And our view is 
that at the very least, we will wish to wait and see what the impact 
of the law is before making any assumptions about it. 


Q Well, he was talking about not just about 
Guatemalans, but about all Central Americans -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that would be an 
-- you know, from this point of view, that would be an even more -- 
an even less likely thing for us to do because immigration -- illegal 
immigration from Latin America is a very substantial part of illegal 
immigration to this country. And to begin to accept significant 
sending countries from Latin America would begin to take apart the 
statute. 


Yes. 


Q What is the agenda for this meeting from the White 
House view and do you expect the issue of contributions to the 
Contras to come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that issue I do not 
expect to come up. The agenda: bilateral relations, the regional 
Situation including the peace process, Esquipulas, the upcoming 
summit meeting, the consolidation of democracy in Guatemala, U.S. 
economic assistance to Guatemala -- I think that's about it. And I'm 
Sure you‘re right -- that the immigration question will also arise. 


Q Well, if the peace process is coming up, and I -- 
presumably Contadora, how could the contributions to the Contras to 
be a relevant part of that discussion? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we discussed the 
question of diplomatic efforts to find peace in Central America with 
countries in Contadora and the core four countries in Central America 
and the European countries without discussing questions of 
contributions to the Contras. 


Q Well, don't -- do many of those countries have 
concerns about our continued military support? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, some agree and 
some disagree. 


Q But, you're -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a different 
guestion -- that is, U.S. policy in Central America. Now, that will 
certainly be discussed, yes. 


9 So, the Contra issue and military aid to the Contras 
will be in it -- will be part of the discussions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we will certainly 
discuss what our policy is. I don't know what President Cerezo will 
Say about that, but I'm sure he will asked about it at the National 
Press Club and in other appearances. 


Q Isn‘t that off the record on that? 
Q Well, when he sits down -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to 
speak for him. I mean, he will have his own -- 


9 I mean, isn't it more difficult for the President to 
sit down with these foreign leaders and discuss the issue of Central 
American policy at a time when there is testimony about how this 
White House -- this administration was circumventing its own policy 
and covertly doing things that it was claiming it was not doing 
publicly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without commenting on 
your description, the business of the world goes on. The U.S. has 
political and national security interests and the administration is 
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actively attempting to protect and advance those interests. We don‘t 
suspend operations because there are hearings. 


Q But you don't think that the credibility of the 
President's statements on these issues is undermined by the 
revelations on the Hill? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Yes? 


Q What is your estimation of the Esquipulas 
conference? What do you really expect out of it at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Out of -- 


Q The -- is it Esquipulas -- the conference there in 
June? I mean, aren't your expectations greatly diminished -- you 
don't expect much out of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think that's too 
pessimistic a view. 


Q How pessimistic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This -- the Contadora 
process had slowed down considerably after the visit of the eight 
foreign ministers to each of the five Central American countries in 
January, if I remember right. And it was then that President Arias 
decided to seize the ball and move ahead. And he arranged this 
meeting of the four presidents in San Jose which led to the 
Esquipulas meeting, which President Cerezo agreed to host in an 
effort to get things moving again on the diplomatic track. There is 
certainly reason to hope that things will get moving. One of the 
reasons has been, I think reported in many of the newspapers and 
stations that you represent, and that is that there is a 
Significantly increased amount of pressure on the Sandinistas coming 
from the resistance. The hope is that that kind of pressure will 
lead to opportunities at Esquipulas. We will -- that's a -- 


Q Wnen you say you hope things will get moving -- what 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, these are -- I 
don't want to get too far off the subject. Those are questions that 
you might put to the host of the meeting. No, the subject is 
President Cerezo's visit. Those are questions that you might put to 
him as he is the host of the meeting, and in a sense responsible for 
trying to -- one of the people most responsible for trying to make it 
successful. 


Q But I asked for the administration's assessment of 
that meeting. What do you expect it to do -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're just -- really, 
one can only guess. The question is as it has been in the. past 
whether the Sandinistas are willing to make significant concessions. 
You will recall that President Arias has heen I would say the leading 
champion of the necessity for democracy as a goal of the peace 
process. And the initiative that he undertook at that meeting in San 
Jose is built around democracy. So the question really becomes 
whether the Sandinistas are willing to move at all on that question 
Or not. If they are willing to move, then there is hope for some 
progress at Esquipulas. 


Q What's a meaningful concession? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to 


define those, because I don't want to negotiate with you. We're not 
party to that negotiation. That's a negotiation between the four 
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democracies 2andNicaragua. And I think it would be unhelpful to the 
negotiating process for us to state publicly what we think good 
negotiating positions are. We're not even at the tabie. 


Yes. 


Q But the administration has been saying that it has 
some serious problems with the Costa Rican initiative. What are 
these? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have nothing to add to 
the comments that the President made in his Ellis Island speech, in 
which he said that we were concerned about some participation for the 
resistance which is obviously there and must have some kind of role 
in the peace process, and noted that he was concerned about the 
sequencing of events within the Arias initiative. That's all we've 
said publicly, and I'll just stand on that. 


Q Would you talk about these reservatrons cf yours at 
Esqguipulas. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I would think so. 
Sure, I'm sure we'll talk about Esquipulas and about the Arias 
initiative. 


Yes? 


Q But -- President Cerezo has said that he will also 
be asking for some increased milita-y aid when he comes here. And 
privately, some Guatemalan officials have said that if Honduras gets 
-- they're going to want parity. What is the administration's 
position on giving Guatemala more military aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would look favorably 
on Guatemalan requests for military aid as we have in the past. 
There's a problem in finding it, because we're working with very 
limited resources. If you want to give $1 million to Guatemala, you 
have to literally identify the country from which you are taking it. 
There isn't much excess MAP money floating around in the system. But 
that's something that we would -- if it is a request from the 
President himself, then obviously we'll entertain it very seriously. 
I don't think the question of parity arises because each country has 
a different threat. El Salvador has a very large internal conflict, 
Honduras has a very large and indefensible border with Nicaragua, 
Guatemala fortunately has a very small and well under control 
insurgency and does not have a border with Nicaragua. So its 
military needs are different. 


Yes. 


Q First of all, tell us why you think Cerezo is coming 
here at this time, and secondly, since this is on background for our 
benefit, what has his on-the-record statement been concerning U.S. 
aid to the Contras and so forth -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think he's 
coming here now because, you know, I don't mean this to be a flip 
answer, because he was invited now. That is, he received an 
invitation. Perhaps if he had received one six months ago or six 
months from now, in essence it was we who, months ago, ‘chose the date 
of the visit -- thank you -- who chose the date of the visit. He has 
made -- he has done, as I said, an extensive trip to Europe. He's 
also traveled in South America. So this is far from his first 
Significant foreign trip. 


What has he said publicly on the question? I don't have 
any quotes in front of me. I think that he has generally said that 
he thinks that the -- that the negotiations rather than the use of 
force provide the road to peace. But I don't recall any particular 
quotes. You'll have to get that from him. 


MORE 








Q Could you define his policy of active neutrality? 
What does he mean by that? He says it over and over and over again. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: The policy, as you say, 
is defined as active neutrality. He, I think, and again, I don't 
like to put words in his mouth -- and in a day or two, you can ask 
him that. But the neutralicy portion is to say that Guatemala will 
not be involved in a military fashion in the military struggle which 
is underway between the Sandinistas and the resistance forces. 
However, what he means by the active part is that Guatemala is not 
indifferent to the reestablishment of democracy in Nicaragua. In 
fact, the -- President Cerezo on visits to -- on a visit to Nicaragua 
has met with opposition figures from the internal opposition, and I 
believe it is true that the Christian Democratic Party of Guatemala 
has given assistance to the Social Christian Party, its fraternal 
party inside Nicaragua. 


, So I think what he means by the active part is that 
they're not just standing back with a hands-off policy about 
democracy in Nicaragua. They're deeply interested in that. They 
just want to pursue it in a different way. 


Q Would we like them to be more accepting of a 
military solution, or the need for military pressure, given -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, we always like more 
Support from everybody. 


Q -- make that appeal. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I doubt it. 
Q -- active neutrality is being too passive. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think -- you 
know, each of the four democracies has now a well-established 
position. And they're not going to change it on the basis of 
additional conversations. 


Q You don't see that as a point of contention between 
the two leaders? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. They have a 
position and we have one, and I -- certainly we will explain why it 
is that our position is ours. They'll explain why theirs is theirs. 
But these are questions on which positions are really pretty well 
solidified by now. 


Yes, sir? 
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Q I wonder if you are aware that Amnesty International 
has made a request for the thorough investigation of the civil rights 
violations in Guatemala. And I really think -- it was my 
understanding that the -- of Guatemala -- can you clarify me about 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I can't, but we'll 
certainly be glad to check that very quickly. Human rights -- there 
are human rights violations continuing in Guatemala. It was not 
possible to go from a very high level of violations down to zero. I 
would say that there is no -- really I think it's fair to say there 
is no Guatemalan alive today who has spent more energy and taken 
greater risks for the restoration of democracy and human rights in 
this country than Vinicio Cerezo, who time after time literally 
risked his life. When I was Assistant Secretary for Human Rights, I 
recall getting phone calls, directly and indirectly, from his wife 
about threats that were being made against him on the day she was 
calling. So, he was a man who really risked everything. And he is 
obviously going to be doing everything he can and is doing everything 
he can, I would say, to reduce and then eliminate human rights 
violations in Guatemala. That he has not been able to do say, I 
think he would be the first to admit. It's a struggle and the 
struggle continues. " 


Q And how did you get the bank account numbers wrong? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q Yes, yesterday in McFarlane's testimony, the subject 
of Guatemala came up and McFarlane said that he had discussed with 
one of his aides the possibility of a Guatemalan contribution to the 
Contras. Can you tell us whether Guatemala did make such a 
contribution to the Contras? And also, Mr. McFarlane discussed a 
conversation with North in which North wanted to compensate Guatemala 
for the extraordinary help that it's provided to the Contras, 
including the provision of false users or certificates that would 
indicate that Guatemala was getting military arms and not the 
Contras. Can you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have -- no, I 
don't have any information on that. First, just a reminder, 
President Cerezo was sworn in January 1986 and prior to that time, 
was not only not part of the Guatemalan government, but was often 
being hunted by the Guatemalan government. So, he would have no 
knowledge of that. I don't have -- 


Q But it's the same country. I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but he -- I don't 
Suspect he would have any knowledge of that. I don't have any 
knowledce of it. I would say -- it's just -- permit me for this one 
personal note, but in those days when people were sometimes proposing 
an increase in military aid for Guatemala, I recall that the 
Assistant Secretary for Human Rights was often leading the fight 
against military aid for Guatemala because of the.level of human 
rights violations. The fact is that -- you remember the way the 
budget process goes. The fiscal year 1985 -- sorry, fiscal year 1986 
began in October 1986. The Congressional Budget Presentation, known 
as the CPD, for the FY 1986 budget went up to the Hill in February of 
1985. And that means that the numbers were fixed somewhat before 
that in negotiations between State, OMB, AID and so forth. The 
numbers in the CPD that went -forward at that time were never changed. 
They went forward and they stayed the same with respect to aid to 
Guatemala. So those decisions about aid to Guatemala were made -- 
were public in February in the CPD and 
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were made probably January or December -- whenever they got through 
the internal bargaining process within the administration. 


Q Could I just ask a followup question? I'm sorry, I 
don't have -- I'm just not clear on something. When you say you had 
no knowledge of it, what did you not have knowledge of -- whether or 
not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no knowledge of 
contributions by Guatemala. 


Q To the Contras? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q And what about the false users -- 
Q What about the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any 
knowledge of that except what has been testified to. 


Q You made a comment yesterday that there is still a 
great deal of marijuana coming in from Latin American countries to 
the United States. That doesn't square with Ann Wrobleski, who has 
actually said that the United States is self-sufficient in marijuana 
and that really we're getting nothing but cocaine and heroin. How do 
you square these two? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are getting from 
Jamaica and Beliz, I believe, substantial amounts of marijuana. We 
may be self-sufficient, and perhaps all this does is create an excess 
supply which lowers the market price. 


Q Can I just clarify your previous answer. When you 
said you had no knowledge of aid by Guatemala to the Contras, are you 
Saying that you had no knowledge of any requests to Guatemala or any 
conversations with Guatemala about aiding the Contras? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm just saying that -- 

Q You're just saying that you didn't know of any -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, maybe -- to be 
more specific, the period which was under discussion I was Assistant 
Secretary of State for Human Rights and would in any event not have 
known about it. 

Q You would not? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:12 P.M. EDT 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good day. 


Let me begin with one very short announcement in 
response to a question I've been asked daily for a number of 
days now concerning the order from the Iran U.S. Claims 
Tribunal in the Hague, which involved some [Iranian funds that 
had been overpaid, as you recall, back in 1981. The President 
has decided that the U.S. will comply with this decision to 
return these Iranian overpayments. 


I might note in that context that the U.S. had asked 
the Tribunal to take action to deal with statements of Iranian 
political leaders linking the willingness of Iran to assist in 
the release of American hostages in Lebanon to the return of 
the [ranian assets. In response, the Tribunal's order declares 
that, "There can be no room for any doubt that this case has no 
relation or link whatsoever to the issue of hostages held in 
Lebanon or any other political matter." 


Jim. 


Q Do you comply in totality with all the $541.4 
million? 


a The money that is currently in the account as of 
today would be just under $520 million because it's been 
accumulating interest. If the money were returned today -- I 
don't think it will be; [I think it's likely to actually 
physically take place tomorrow -- the amount would be just over 


$454 million that would be returned. So what we are returning 
are the remaining funds less the amounts needed to cover 
outstanding claims. 


Q Sorry. The difference between 454 and 520 is 
already claimed by outstanding claims against the [Iranian 
Government. 
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A That's right. Those are retained for pending 
claims. That was included in the Tribunal order, that we 
should in fact have the right to retain this amount of money. 


Q Why did it take from 1982 until the present to 
work this out? 


A There was a long litigation process. The 
Iranians had filed; I think originally we had filed our 
arguments; the court had those arguments before them until the 
summer of 1986 when the Tribunal made its first finding. 


Are the pending claims U.S. Government claims or 
are those all private? 


A The exact nature -- these are not private 
claims. This money had to do with repaying bank syndicate 
loans. There is another fund, separate from this, that has 
always been used to take care of, [ think, what you're 
referring to as U.S. claimants, and that process continues, of 
course. 


Q Chuck, while we're on Iran, could you say whether 
the State Department or the Secretary of State knew of [ranians 
visiting the White House on a secret tour, a late-night tour of 
the White House? 


o I just don't have any information on that story 
at all. 

Q Well, do you know if the Secretary knew about it 
at all? 

4 I don't know if anyone knew about it, Barry. 

Q Should I ask the Visa Office in the -- [I mean, I 


don't know how they could come here just without -- 


a The story did not involve this building. You 
might check —- 


Q Oh, I know. 


a -- with those who are alleged to have made the 


tour. 
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Q But there's been a lot going on with Iran, you 
know. Henry Kissinger is wondering how you can ship eleven 
elaneloads to Iran without the Secretary of State knowing about 
it. So I'm wondering if Iranians can come into the White House 
without the State Department knowing about it. I guess 
anything is possible in this Administration. 


I just don't have any information on the story, 
Barry. 


Q Chuck, while we're on Iran, do you have any 
comment on the threats, [ranian threats against Kuwait? 


4 Iranian threats against Kuwait. 
Q For using American flag ships? 
I don't have any specific comment. You know how 


we feel about the importance of protecting the free flow of oil 
in the Gulf and access to the Gulf through the Straits of 
Hormuz. That's been a longstanding policy of the United States 
along with our concern to work in coordination with our friends 
in the Gulf on the question of regional security. That's our 
policy. Those are our concerns in the region, so I can tell 
you where we're coming from on that question. 


Q Is there any indication that the Iranian threats 
are giving the Kuwaitis cold feet on the re-flagging of ships? 


4 No. Those discussions are continuing. In fact, 
this whole thing originated from Kuwaiti concerns about the 
threat to their shipping in the Gulf. It's exactly those kind 
of concerns and threats to which the Kuwaitis are reacting. 


Q Chuck, on a related subject, can I ask you 
whether the State Department has discovered where the Brunei 
$10 million has gone? 


i) I think Chairman Inouye addressed that this 
morning, and he noted that there -- 


Q He doesn't speak for the State Department, I 
believe. 


4 But -- just let me finish -- he said that what 
they had done had been in full coordination, or with the 
cooperation of particularly the Legal Advisor's Office here in 
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the State Department, so that the people who, in the end, are 
looking into this and who, from what I gather from what he 
said, are in Switzerland today, are people from the Committees, 
and I would look to them to give you the final results. 


Q But the question was, did the State Department 
discover the error? Can you answer that question? 


a I don't have anything on that beyond what Mr. 
Inouye said today. 


Q Chuck, going back to Iran and the Gulf, do you 
have a readout on Mr. Murphy's visit to the area and his 
meetings with Iraqi officials? 


- No. Mr. Murphy himself gave a press conference 
when he left. I couldn't take it beyond that. 


Q Chuck, I'm sorry, can I stick on this for a 
minute more? [t will be quick. Iraq: poison gas, chemical 
gas, mustard gas, new charges again today by an analyst, a 
private analyst who has written a book. 


I looked at yesterday's briefing, and I don't know 
whether you have said -- or maybe you can say now -- whether 
Mr. Murphy took up with Iraq the accusations that the Iraqis 
used mustard gas against [ranian forces. Can you tell us if he 


did? 


a I just don't know whether he took up any specific 
questions along those lines. [I would only reiterate, however, 
that from this podium and elsewhere we have expressed our 
concerns to both sides in this war over the use of chemical 
weapons. And also in that connection, we are interested in 
seeing the report that the United Nations is to be forthcoming 
with this week, we understand. 


Q Right. Now, the last point on it: Do you know 
if these reports -- there have been various reports -- are 
credible? Does the U.S. believe, as it once did when you took 
issue with Iraq, whether [raq is using mustard gas, chemical 
weapons? 


a I don't have any new commentary on these latest 
reports, but we have expressed our concern in the past, and 
that concern has obviously not been simply in the abstract, but 
based on certain information which led to those concerns. 
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Q Chuck, on that point, you say you have expressed 
concern to both sides. Do you have evidence that the Iranians 
have used it? 


o Again, I'm not here to present evidence on both 
sides, on either side; only to say that our concern applies to 
both sides. 


Q Well, do you have any indications that the 
Iranians have used it or are contemplating using it? 


- I don't have anything further by way of a direct 


answer. 

Q I mean, you said the Iranians are using it? I 
mean are you sure it isn't [raqi poison gas that came back with 
the air currents -- brought back to the Iraq side -- which 


evidently is a feeling ~-- That's a feeling held by some people 
in this building. Are you saying Iran is using poison gas, too? 


fe Let me leave it at just what I've said. 


Q On the Brunei bank account issue one more time, 
is there a reaction from the Secretary of State that the State 
Department provided the Sultan of Brunei with the wrong bank 
account number, and the State Department was operating on, I 
mean, trying to get this secret, hush money into the wrong 
account the whole time? I mean, do you have anything to say -- 


” I don't know what leads you to that result. All 
I can say is that Chairman [nouye made it clear that he doesn't 
know at this point exactly why the money got into whatever 
account it got into. 


Q The State Department provided the Sultan of 
Brunei with the wrong bank account. 


A All I can do is repeat what Inouye said. He 
mentioned himself that certain people had given other people 
the account, in the first instance. The number was then passed 
on from that person to another person, or to a bank or to 
another person. Then, there's the bank involved. So I see 
many possibilities for numbers to have gotten interchanged or 
whatever may have happened, but I just don't know what 
happened. So it's really fruitless for me to argue. 














Tuesday, 5/12/87 


Q (inaudible) the problem was the traffic from the 
State Department, the wrong bank account number is on it every 
single time. The State Department is where the mistake was 
made . 


You should direct your questions to -- 
To the State Department. 
- -- to the Senate where this investigation is 
ongoing. They are the people who are doing detailed 


investigation to find out what happened. 


Q You don't know about your own cable traffic? 


Q The State Department did the detailed 
investigation. 


- We have provided everything we have, as Mr. 
Inouye made very clear, to the people on the Hill. Our people 
have been, I think, of great assistance to them, but 
nonetheless, it is their investigation, and I will wait to hear 
their results. 


Q But it's not. I mean the investigation was, 
basically, into what countries you solicited. Fine. That can 
-- but now that we know that Brunei -- that's all come out -- 
it's a State Department problem as to why the money went to the 
wrong one, and how you're going to find it 


i) I appreciate your unilateral declarations of what 
is or is not someone's business, but the fact remains that this 
Committee on the Hill is looking into this particular problem 
in great detail, and I'll leave it right there. 


Q Do the Secretary of State's comments on this 
matter, the ones that are on the record, still stand? 


& Of course. 


Q Chuck, given the fact that this demarche was made 
by the State Department long before any investigation began, 
had to do with a third country, or a second country in this 
case, is the State Department making any effort, or will it 
make any effort to assure the Government of Brunei that it will 
do the best it can to return the money that it solicited? 
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A First of all, I've never talked about countries 
specifically, nor has the Secretary, and as a consequence -- 


Q Country “zed." 


‘ Country “zed" (laughter) should be a proper term 
of reference. But, no, I don't have any information as to what 
next steps could be or might be. 


Q Has Brunei asked that the money be returned to 
it? Oh, excuse me, has Country zed asked that the money -- 
(laughter) 


t I just don't have any more information on it. 


Q Chuck, same subject for a second? Has the U.S. 
referred any countries with whom it deals to the Committee for 
information about this money? 


a I don't know, Ralph. Any country is free to -- 
Q Could you take that question? 


a -- address any Senator or any Committee any time 
they want. I don't have to refer them there, nor does the 
State Department. 


Q So are we, though, but you do refer us to the 
Chairman of the Senate Committee to discuss State Department 
matters, apparently. So my question is, have you done this 
with other governments such as Brunei? 


‘ Can‘t help you, Ralph. 


Q Chuck, The Washington Times reports this morning 
that the defense moved to have Ambassador Harry Barnes and his 
wife, Elizabeth, brought before the hearing officer to show 
that a Marine having a sexual affair -- 





+ We've read the stories, Lester. Do you have a 
question or do you -- 


Q Yes. I'm citing what my question is. 


t We've read the newspapers ourselves, so if you 
have a question, I'll entertain your question. 








-8- Tuesday, 5/12/87 


Q All right. -- to show that a Marine having a 
sexual affair was accused of espicnage, but an Ambassador's 
wife who allegedly committed a similar offense in a Soviet-bloc 
country was not charged with a crime. 


Will they cooperate with this prosecution and bring 
Ambassador Harry Barnes and his wife back, if subpoenaed, or 
not? What do they do? What is the procedure in this case? 


+ First, I have no idea what the legal procedures 
are. You should talk to the Marine Corps or others conducting 
the investigation, if that's your question. 


Concerning the story itself, I responded a week or so 
ago by saying that, first of all, these questions relate to 
things that are more than a decade old. Secondly, that it was 
all thoroughly investigated by the State Department. the FBI, 
the CIA at the time. The investigation concluded that there 
was no attempt to take advantage of the situation, and that no 
compromise or breach of security took place. So that's been on 
the record for sometime now, but perhaps you weren't here that 
day. 


Q Right. I wasn't. And what I'm asking is this: 
As I remember, some time ago, the State Department noted that 
it does not automatically rule out people for appointment to 
the Foreign Service on the basis of sexual preference. 


Do we have any guarantee that Mrs. Barnes will not 
have any more affairs with chauffeurs, in Chile for instance, 
where she is now? 


- I'm sorry -- 
Q We con't have any -- 
- -- I really don't quite consider this the 


appropriate context. 
Anne had a question? 
Q Yes, I have @ question on the F 5s, please. 
A Right. Ann. 


What is the State Department's reasoning for 
requesting the sale of F-5s to Honduras? 
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A This question of selling these aircraft to 
Honduras is one that we have addressed over time now for any 
number of months, so what I'm going to say is probably what 
will sound familiar to you. These aircraft are proposed to 
come from existing U.S. Air Force inventory to allow the 
Honduran Air Force to replace its aging force of French-built, 
Super Mystere fighters. The Honduran Government historically 
has relied on air superiority for its defense. Honduras has 
the smallest army in the region, approximately 15,000 men. The 
Honduran Air Force's capabilities have been fundamental to the 
regional balance in Central America. The replacement of its 
aging aircraft is necessary to enable Honduras to preserve its 
defensive capability. 


The Super-Mystere aircraft, on which the Honduran Air 
Force relies, dates back to the 1950s, and like any other 
vehicle or weapons system, at a certain point, they simply need 
to be replaced. The F-5 is the logical choice to replace the 
Super-—Mysteres because it's available for sale through our 
Security Assistance Program and because it's a reliable, 
easy-to-maintain, short-range, defensive fighter and which is 
designed for export. 


Q Can I ask a follow-up, please? Is this not an 
escalation, though? The Nicaraguans have said that if the 
Hondurans get F-5 they will feel justified in getting Migs. 


4 Again, I've addressed that before: no, it's not 
an escalation. The Hondurans have Super-—Mysteres, jet aircraft 
at present. As I've tried to make clear, this is the backbone 
of a defensive capability in the absence of a land army and in 
the face of what we all know to be a much larger threat from 
other countries in the region. So what we're talking about 
here are, basically, 12, short-range defensive fighter aircraft. 


Q Does this mean that the Hondurans have chosen not 
to pursue the Kafir, or that the United States has vetoed that? 


' r- We certainly did not veto it; this was a Honduran 
choice. They decided and requested the F-5. 


Q What would be the terms? They would buy them, 
lease them? 


a They are going to purchase the aircraft and other 
parts of the total package, such as spare parts and training, 
using Military Assistance Program funds. The total package 
including training, spares, and support is approximately $75 
million. 
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Q Chuck, there are reports that the United States 
is discussing the formation of a western force to protect 
shipping in the Straits of Hormuz -- in other words, the United 


States and other western countries. 


A I don't know quite what you're getting at. We 
have had a certain number of ships deployed in that region for 
years now. 


Q American ships. I'm talking about more than just 
the United States. There are some reports out in the Gulf 
apparently over recent days that that's under discussion. 


4 I haven't heard of any such discussion. In any 
case, we've had our ships there. There are other countries 
that have had ships there off and on, more or less permanently 
in some cases. 


~~ MORE -- 
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Q Chuck, can you s.ve us what you have on 
Ambassador Eagleton remaining in Washington, please, instead of 
going back to Syria; and what you want from the Syrians in 
order to restore normal relations? 


A First, on the question of Syria, we've said on 
Many occasions that we're prepared to resume normal relations 
with Syria if its policy for support for terrorism changes. 


U.S. policy remains that we are prepared to reconsider 
the steps we've taken if Syria takes concrete steps to end its 
support for terrorism. 


Ambassador Eagleton, who was withdrawn from Damascus 
as part of a sanctions policy designed to send a clear and 
unequivocal signal -- message -- to Syria, that its support of 
terrorism is unacceptable to the civilized world. Ambassador 
Eagleton remains in Washington. 


Our policy towards Syria has not changed. As we said 
on November 14th when our sanctions policy was announced, we 
believe that Syria can play an important role in the Middle 
East. However, as [I've already stated, Syria cannot expect to 
be accepted as a responsible power or treated as one as long as 
it uses terrorism as an instrument of its foreign policy. 


Q Except lately I haven't heard, you know, any 
denunciation of Syria as we used to hear. Has their support 
subsided? Is it that you want the camps closed down; you want 
Abu Nidal put out of business in Damascus? Are they less 
actively supporting terrorism now than they were last year? 


a I don't have a scorecard to offer you that would 
fit your questions. You're aware of the kinds of things, 
concerns, that we talked about on November 14th when we 
announced our sanctions. And as you can see from what I've 
just said, we continue to have concerns. 


Q Chuck, what about -- 


Can I follow that up? Specifically, Chuck, on 
Abu Nidal, how seriously do you take the threats issued in the 
name of the Abu Nidal group against U.S. citizens and interests 
if the United States extradites Mohammed Atta -- I guess his 
name is --— to Israel? 


o I'd only say in a general fashion, as we always 
say, we take all threats seriously. That goes without saying. 
But concerning this particular linkage of threats to 
extradition, I would say that the United States is a country of 
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laws, that Mr. Ahmad's case will be decided in accordance with 
U.S. laws and treaty obligations without regard to terrorist 
threats. 


Q Chuck, does this threat indicate to you that 
Ahmad or Akim, whichever his name is -- is indeed a member of 
the Abu Nidal group -- or how big a fish is he for the Abu 
Nidal group in the Middle East to get this exacerbated? 


3 Again, I can't offer you that kind of analysis as 
to how big a fish he is. As the FBI report or statement made 
clear at the time of his arrest, he is wanted on certain very 
specific charges which have to do with terrorism in Israel. 

But beyond that I don't have any way of defining his exact role. 


Q Chuck, to go back to Ambassador Eagleton for a 
moment, do I take it from your comments that he is now 
available for another assignment -- that he will not, in fact, 
be going back to Damascus? 


a All I said was that he remains in Washington. 


Q Chuck, on U.S. sanctions -- 


Q One of the sanctions on Syria was prohibiting -- 
I don't know down to what level -- diplomatic contacts between 
the U.S. and Syria. And now you have new hopes of a Middle 
East operation going. Is the United States not in touch with 
Syria now about these burgeoning hopes of a Jordanian-Israeli 
peace necotiation? 


i) Without any comment on your specific question 
concerning various reported talks or conversation, we do have a 
limited dialogue with Syria. As you know, we have a Charge 
there. But we have not been involved in any significant 
substantive discussions of the peace process. 


It's also true that obviously peace between Israel and 
Syria is a necessary component of a comprehensive peace in the 
Middle East, and we hope that Syria will decide to engage 
constructively in the peace process. Any comprehensive peace 
based on Resolutions 242 and 338 must eventually involve peace 
between Israel and Syria. 


Q Chuck, have you taken into consideration the 
change in the intelligence services lately in Syria? They 
allege that Assad expelled the one who is responsible for the 
whole operation in London. 


P) I'm not in a position to evaluate various 
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specific stories that you may put forward. I would simply 
invite you to take a look again at what I've said concerning 
how we feel about Syrian support for terrorism today. 


Q Chuck, have you got anything for us on Mr. 
Shamir's envoy to this country -- whether he's here, if he has 
any meetings set up here at the State Department? 


4a All I have further is that he is expected to come 
to Washington later in the week, but as of now I still don't 
have anything to offer by way of appointments or schedule. 


Q Is the Peres meeting still on, as far as you know? 
A As far as I know, yes. 
Do you have any comment on the report that the 
United States has put together a tentative agreement with 


Jordan which would guarantee only a limited Soviet role in any 
international conference? 


A No, I don't. 
Q But do you happen to know that? 
Q You don't have any comment either to deny it or 


to confirm it? I guess -- 


4 I ‘think "No comment" generally means neither to 
confirm or deny. It means I have nothing to offer you on it. 


Q Then you prefer to let it stand. 

“ I prefer to have no comment on it. 

Q All right. Would you -- 

fs) I've commented on the peace process any number of 


times in recent days. You're certainly free to draw on all of 
that. I have no -- 


Q All right. And -- 
a -- alterations to make to previous comments. 


Q —— more generally then, how does the United 
States see a potential Soviet role in such a conference? 


a Again, I've said that I'm not going to speak to 
any of the details or modalities concerning various stories 
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that have come out of the region. What I've talked about is 
our goals in the region -- peace process, desire for direct 
bilateral face-to-face negotiations -- and our willingness to 
look at the role that an international conference might play -- 


Q Chuck —- 
a -~- in that process. 


But that's basically our policy position, Jim; and 
that's what I've limited myself to in commenting on these 
stories in past days, and that's where I am today. 


Q Right, but the question I just asked you had to 
do with the extent of a Soviet role. Does the United States 
wish to see the Soviet role limited? 


a I said yesterday what I had to say concerning the 
Soviet Union and the peace process, and you're free to take a 
look at that. But that's all I have. 


Q Chuck, but there's a story from Washington in The 
New York Times, last page, about Jordan -- it's not from the 
Middle East -- about meetings between Jordan an? Shimon Peres 
or others. Can you confirm that or what? 





a I think I was asked a question very close to that. 
Q No, but today there is a headline. 

a I don't have anything on that. 

Q Chuck -- 

A Let's try someone else for just a second. 
Q Thank you. 


Do you have something on Angola and the reports about 
deliveries of Soviet weapons; a possible offensive? 


a What I have is a very general wrap-up. 


Over the past few years, there has been a steady 
military buildup of Angolan Government forces supported by 
Cuban troops and over $4 billion in Soviet arms assistance. 
This buildup has been largely directed against UNITA-held 
territory in the southeastern quarter of Angola. The MPLA 
traditionally carries out major operations against UNITA 
positions during the dry season -- that's April to October -- 
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with tactical and logistical support from the Soviet Union and 
Cuba. 


For its part, UNITA gives every indication of being in 
the position to repel any attempt to seize its bases in the 
southeast. 


We continue to believe, however, that there are no 
military solutions to the problems of southern Africa. And in 
this context, Assistant Secretary Crocker met with an Angolan 
delegation in Brazzaville in April to renew the negotiations 
for agreement on the implementation of Namibian independence 
under UNSCR 435 and Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola. 


With the withdrawal of foreign troops -- Cubans from 
Angola, South Africans from Namibia -—-- the Angolans could 
settle their differences without outside interference and the 
people of Namibia could take full charge of their own affairs. 


Q On this subject -- 


Q Can we have a copy? 
4 Yes. 
Q On this subject, 28 Republican Senators signed a 


letter -- I haven't seen the full text yet -- but in effect 
criticizing in general terms the U.S. policy on Angola, but 
specifically linking it to the confirmation of Mrs. Wells. Do 
you have any comment on that letter? Have you seen it? 


Q I haven't seen it. I don't have any comment. 


Q Chuck, going back to the peace process and an 
international conference, do you have anything to offer on 
ongoing differences in the Israeli Cabinet over the idea of a 
peace conference? 





A No, I don't. 


Q And a follow-up: What do you expect that the 
visit of Shimon Peres will do here in Washington, in the light 
of what you have at the present time -- an envoy for Mr. 
Shamir, who is trying to give you a different message from Mr. 
Peres? 


4 I'm not going to speculate, as you are doing, on 
what messages people may or may not be carrying. LI've said 
several times now that, as with other parties in the region, 
we're in continuing consultations with both Prime Minister 
Shamir, Foreign Minister Peres, others in the region. 


That's where it stands. There have been people here 
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in the past; there are going to be people here this week and 
next week. 

Q Do you have any comment on the inner Cabinet -- 
between the members inner Cabinet decision not to make a 
decision until Wednesday on the conflict between Mr. Shamir and 
Mr. Peres, or whatever? 

A That's clearly an Israeli concern, not mine. 

Q Chuck, can you clarify your $4 billion number 
please? Is that over the last year, the last ten years, for 
aid to Angola? It's a general number with no clarification 
whatsoever. 

a I'll see what we can do. 

Was it in the last two months. 
(inaudible) 
I don't have any other characterization. 

Q Chuck, have you got any further readout, now that 
the meeting is over, of the talks yesterday with Mr. 
Bessmertnykh? 

4 No. 

Q Back on Angola, Chuck -- 

A Back on Angola before we move away? 


Q Sure. 


Q It's been almost a month and a half since Crocker 
met with the Angolans in Brazzaville, and at the time it was 
said there would be additional meetings. Have any been 
scheduled? 


a I don't know of any that have been scheduled. 


Q Has the United States resumed -- 


A I also am not saying that our expectation of 
further meetings has changed either. 


Have there been any pieces of paper exchanged 
along the lines of an Angolan proposal for resolving the 
Namibia-—Cuban issue? 
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=) I just don't have anything on that. 

Q Chuck, there's a -- 

Q Do you want to let stand with a "No comment" or 
disagree with the Secretary of the Navy who has charged that 
the Marine Corps is being focused on, the State Department 
isn't? Ambassador Hartman had a complete -— 

A You need -- 

Q -- arrogance to counter-intelligence and is -- 

a You need to follow the briefings more closely. 

Q ~~ partially to blame -- 

a The question was asked last week and answered. 

If you could just take the time to check with the 


Press Office, and then you could probably save yourself a 
little time and effort. 


Q Chuck, could I go back to the Honduran F-5 deal? 
You haven't made clear at what state we are in a transaction. 
Have they requested it and it is now up to the Congress, or is 


it up to the State Department or the White House -- or what? 


A They have requested it. The next step is for us 
-- or for the Department of Defense, I should say -- to notify 
the Congress; and there I understand the Department of Defense 
will provide the Congress with formal notification of the 
proposed sale of twelve F-5 aircraft to Honduras very shortly. 


Q And because it involves more than -- what's the 
magic figure? -- $24 million, the Congress would have the 
right to disapprove it by a majority vote? 


aq I just don't know the technicalities involved in 
it. 

Q Chuck, has there been -- 

Q But if the Sandinistas have said they'd see the 


purchase of F-5s as an absolute justification for getting MiGs, 
what would your response be to that? 


A You know our position concerning the introduction 
of advanced fighter aircraft into Nicaragua. I think its 
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fairly clear why the Sandinistas might take such a position 
publicly. The Hondurans, as I've tried to point out, have 
virtually no army -- 15,000 men. They're faced wit‘ 
overwhelming superiority on the ground. We've seen in the past 
a number of incursions into neighboring territory on the part 
of the Sandinistas. 


And, finally, what we're seeing here is the 
replacement of aircraft which are already in the region -- 
which are aging -- with short-range defensive fighters, which 
anyone who examines the track record of the Honduran military 
will see are essentially deterrent and defensive. 


Q Could you restate the U.S. policy on the 
introduction of more advanced fighter planes in Nicaragua as 
opposed to their introduction in Honduras? 


a We said it's something we would regard with the 
utmost seriousness. 


Q Chuck, is there anything in the book which gives 
the State Department on the Sikhs and whether they have 
legitimate rights, such as the right to a homeland? 


a) No, I don't have anything. 


Q Has there been any decision on what kind of air 
defense we're going to provide to Pakistan? 


A Nothing new on that one either. 


Chuck, anything on the Philippine election; on 
Malta? Anybody's election. (Laughter. ) 


fs) In the Philippines, I would just say that the 
conduct of the election was a convincing demonstration of the 
Filipino peoples' commitment to and belief in democratic 
processes. It was also a major accomplishment of the 
government of President Aquino in its efforts to reestablish 
democratic institutions in the Philippines. Only a small 
fraction of the vote has been counted, and as a consequence 
it's still too early to identify any winners. 


And in Malta, I would only say that we look forward to 
working with the new Nationalist Government. 


Q Back on the Philippines, there were reports -- 
some reports of fraud and violence. Have you got any reaction 
to those? 
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4 Now, once again, it's still early going for any 
kind of definitive analysis of any kind. There have been some 
commentators in the Philippines who have called this election 
the fairest and most peaceful since the congressional elections 
of 1946. In addition, the administration of the vote was 
generally orderly and efficient. 


That's what [I have by way of preliminary readout. 


Q On South Korea, anything on the demonstrations 
there? 


o No. 


Q Or the handling -- the government handling of 
those demonstrations? 


“ No. 
Q Can you tell us whether Secretary Shultz was in 


communication with Senator Inouye on the subject of the $10 
million contribution? 





4 I don't know. 
Could you take the question, please? 


a No; and the Secretary has lots of communications, 
and I'd put those in the private category. 


Some of them you tell us about and some of them 
you don't. I'm asking you whether you can tell us about these. 


i) I just don't choose to look into every one. 


Q O.K., thank you. 


(The briefing adjourned at 12:33 p.m.) 
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- Again, all the reports I have seen don't do 
anything to really clarify the various conflicting stories that 
we've seen, both from Sandinista sources, from witnesses, from 


r 


the Contras I just can't clarify them 


Q But are you -- do you think, though, that you 
will be able to clarify it? 


a I just don't really know It's a tough subject 
to really s@y you can ever have a definitive answer to 


Q Before you were blaming communications with 
Contras in the field, saying they were hard to get hold of 
It's been almost two weeks now Communications can no longer 
be the holdup, can it? 


- l know what particular factors are 
> 


involved At [ simply don't have anything else 
Q But are you looking into a pathology report? Are 
-- his body is now buried, correct? 


Q Right 


Q So, I mear jid you prior to the burial enlist 
the help of a pathologist?’ 


= I had earlier talked about the inquiries we had 
made to the Nicaraguan Government to have access to these kind 
of reports To the best of my knowledge, we never got that 
access, and I have no indication at all we were ever able to dco 
an independent autopsy or pathology report 


Q D o do that? 








['d have ¢ 
Could you 
a Sure 


Q Chuck, on another subject, I gather Israeli 
Foreign Minister Peres is changing his plans as a result of the 
Gispute inside the Israeli Government What does that do to 
any scheduled meetings he might nave had with Secretary of 
State Shultz? 


a We have been informed that Foreign Minister Peres 
won't be able to visit Washington during his trip to the United 
States But, as you know and as I announced, the Secretary 
will attend and deliver remarks at the Ben-Gurion Centennial 
Dinner in New York on Saturday night where Foreign Minister 
Peres will deliver a speech, and. therefore, the Secretary will 
meet with Foreign Minister Peres at that time 


Q On that -- o c is itself, the Israeli 
Government apparently a -- or the inner Cabinet 
did not take a position o 1 international conference Does 
that change anything as the United States' plans are 
concerned? 


= I've expressed many times what our policy is 
toward the Middle East where an international conference might 
fit in That continues to be our policy 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on reports from 
Israel that the Secretary of State wrote to both the Prime 
Minister and the Foreign Minister concerning an international 
conference? It's been liberally leaked in Jerusalem lt would 
be nice to know if the leaking is an accurate quotation of the 
latter 


a I've been asked any number of times, and 1 don't 
have anything further 


Q Chuck, several Republicans on the Hill, includ: 
Senator Dole this morning initiating action to have the PLO 
offices in the U.S. closed on the grounds that it's a terroris 


organization Do you have a position on that or a statement 
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A Only to say that we've received letters from 
Members of Congress concerning the status of these two offices 
the one in New York and the one in Washington under U.S. law 
we're reviewing whether the U S Government has any legal 
authority to close the offices 


Q Chuck, on Jordan and Israel, can you confirm 
these persistent reports that there was some agreement between 
Shimon Peres and the Jordanians, and what's the role of the 
Americans in that agreement’ [t's persisting for the last two 
weeks, and -- 


A The only thing I've been persistent about is 
persistently refusing to be drawn into those kind of questions, 
and I will continue with my perseverance 


Q Chuck, going back to the issue of the attempt to 
close the PLO offices in the United States, I think the State 
Department -- didn't the State Department have a position 


saying that these offices are manned or operated by U.S. 
citizens or permanent residents, and you are still standing 
with that position that you issued before? 


Qa I'm not familiar with all of the things that may 
have been said in the past - various legal viewpoints that 
have been put forward The current status is as [ have just 
stated it That's about al] I could help you with today on any 
kind of legal question 


Q Chuck, do you have any schedule for the 
Secretary's meeting with Mr. Ben Aharon? 


a Why do you say the Secretary's meeting with him’ 
Q [ believe he was supposed to see the Secretary 

- No He wiil not 

Q He will not 

a He'll be meeting in the next couple of days with 


Mr. Armacost, with Ed Djerejian who's the Acting Assistant 
Secretary in the Near East Asian Bureau, and with other people 
in that Bureau. 


Q Any elaboration on the purpose of it? 
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The Secretary, by the way, won't be here the next 
two Gays 


*) Do you have any elaboration on the purpose of 
those meetings? 


= No 
Q Where is Dick Murphy today? 


2) Saudi Arabia 


Any comment on that incident in New York, that 
took place between a Bangladesh diplomat and his maid, whether 
the State Department 1s going to expel him, or what action 
you're going to take against him? 


6, I don't have any response to your particular 
question as to what actions could or might be taken We're 
aware of the incident We've been in touch with the 
Bangladeshi Mission, but that's about all [I could help you with 
right now 


q There's a report that the - that American 
forensic experts will be going to Poland to assist with the 
investigation of the Polish airliner crash ls that true, and 
if so, who will be going, when, those sorts of things? 


- I don't have any information on that particular 
report As [ said, the first day we had offered whatever 
assistance the Polish authorities might think necessary 


Q Have they responded at all? 


2) I was not aware of anything, but I just really 
can't confirm or deny that particular report 


Q In light of yesterday's announcement by Senator 
Inouye about the Brunei funding, has the State Department found 
out how it got the wrong number, or did the State Department 
transmit the wrong number’ 





Wednesday §/13/87 


a As far as [ know, and [ have not done a thorough, 
independent investigation, but 1t seemed clear from everything 
[ heard that the number as it was passed from Colonel North to 
Mr. Abrams was wrong; that the number tnat was typed on the 
card that was passed to Mr Abrams was in fact in error we 
then duly transmitted on that number, but it was not in fact 
the right number which we had been given 


Q I may be thinking of parallel incident, but 
wasn't one number given to Abrams by Charlie Hill? 


4 No 
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Q Well, yeah One Swiss Dank account number: was 
Given to Elliott Abrams, according to the Tower Commission 
Report 

= I'd invite you to read the Tower Commission 


Report again 


Q Are we in contact with the authorities in Brunei 
concerning the disposition of that money? 


A We've been in contact throughout, both before and 
after this most current information, with the authorities in 
Brunel, yes 


Q You don’t Nave any idea -- 


A But concerning the exact content of any of those 
conversations, I can't go into it 


Q All right, you don't have any idea what's going 
to happen to the money now’ 

a No, [ don't 

Q Does Brunel want the money back? 

- Those are the kind of questions [ can't answer 

Q Would the US be willing to return the money? 

A There are a lot of, ['m told, very complicated 


technical, legal banking questions involved here, and I'm just 
not the one who can answer those 


Q As I recall ina statement that Phyllis made 
back, I think, in January, she said that the State Department 
had first become concerned about where the money was back in 
September Why wasn't this ever caught if you've been checking 
it out since September and it was something so simple as a 
wrong number? Have you got any explanation for why that wasn't 
immediately investigated’ 


“ Again, I can't answer those questions You can 
talk to the people who have been intimately involved on the 
Hill But we basically had two phases in this operation 
Throughout, of course, we have sought to assist the Independent 
Counsel and the Congressional investigators, particularly on 
the international aspects 














ce 


In early December, we became aware of the possibility 
of diversions of funds from the Iran arms sales And after 
Brunei officials confirmed that the donation had been made, the 
Department, with the swift cooperation of the Swiss Government, 
managed to have the Lake Resources Account frozen The 
procedures to gain access to the relevant account records were 
then initiated pursuant to our mutual Legal Assistance Treaty 
with Switzerland 


The second phase commenced recently when Senate 
investigators came to us with their evidence that the money had 
never been deposited in the Lake Resources Accounts. So at 
that point, we went back to the Government of Brunei and 
offered cooperation assisting that government in trying to 
trace the funds through its banks in the U.S. and in 
Switzerland And, again, we had the full cooperation of Swiss 
authorities 


Our Embassy in Bern, our Mission in Geneva, assisted 
the Senate investigators and the [ndependent Counsel in their 
endeavors in Switzerland 


Q But aren't I correct that in September you 
realized the money should have been in a certain account and it 
wasn't, and you began making inquiries then as to where it was?’ 


f\ [ believe that -- again, ['d have to refer to the 
record I'm not the world's leading expert on this, but I 
believe there is testimony to the fact that people inquired of 
Brunei at that point -- had you sent any money, etc 


Q The evidence, Chuck -- the evidence for the 
number being wrongly transmitted in the first place, is a card 
with the typewritten -- 

4 That's right 


Q --— account number on it Where was this card 
kept in the interim? 


a I don't know where it was kept 

Q Was it in the Department? 

In the Department somewhere 

Q Was it in the Assistant Secretary's office? 

4 I just don't know I presume, but I just don't 


know 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Where is it now? 
4 It's in the Department still, as far as I know 
Q In dealing with the problem, Chuck, did the 


Department continue to refer to that card as its only reference 
to Lake Resources Account? 


4 I just don't have that kind of information I 
don't know. 


Q In terms of the resolution of what happens to 
this money, is our government in touch with Brunei about 
whether they want it back? Does our government have a position? 


fs) All [ can say on that score is what I've already 
said It's a very complicated, legal, technical banking 
issue. As one of the international aspects, we have been and 


will continue to be in communication with Brunei That's where 
I'll have to leave it 


Q As far as you know, it's not now going to -- if 
we get it back, it will be funneled to the Contras? 


a l have no idea 
Q Do you know what's intended? 
A As I've just tried to say, I have no idea 


Well has the State Department told the Sultan of 
Brunei that he can have the money back if he wants it? 


a Jim, what [ have on the disposition of the money 
I've given you two times over, and that's all I car say 


Q Chuck, when the money was given, wasn t it given 
irrevocably? It was given to this account, right? 


4 I don't know, Jim As ['ve tried to say, [I'm not 
the investigator I don't know what the legal, technical 
banking laws are There are experts looking into that [I'll 
leave it to them 


Q Cnuck, this kind of stuff, which obviously, you 
know, offers opportunities for other governments to say, "Okay. 
we did this for you Now, you do this for us." Is there any 


intention on the part of the State Department to say that 
henceforward, it is our policy not to take these kinds of cash 
grants from other governments? 
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4 I don't see what you're getting at The nature 
of this solicitation is provided for under the law itself It 
was handled in that context 


Q Chuck, did Fawn Hall type up this card? 
(Laughter) 


A You'll have to check with others 
(Laughter) 


Q What are the other steps, or the next step that 
the United States is going to undertake to bring about a 
negotiated settlement of the lran-Iraq war, according to the 
promises of President Reagan to the Arab League Delegation 
which met recently? 


a I don't have anything by way of a specific 
reaction You know our continuing concern about that war. You 
know that Assistant Secretary Murphy 15 in the region, has been 
to Iraq, has been to many states in the Gulf That's been high 
on his list of topics to be discussed 


We've seen the Arab League Delegation last week. 
We're interested in what the United Nations Security Council is 
trying to do, and so you know the various actions that are 
underway We'll see how those turn out 


Q Do you have a status report on the war or any 
more on the potential use of gas, or the alleged use of gas? 


a On the status of the war, [ don't have anything 
On the use of chemical weapons, the United Nations' report, 
I've been told, has been made available sometime mid-morning, 
and as a consequence, we'll have a chance to take a look at 
that shortly, but it is quite extensive, and so as of now, [I 
don't have any comment 


Q Okay. Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 pm ) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
This is an on-the-record briefing. The briefers, as I said 
this morning, are Judge Abraham Sofaer, the Department's Legal 
Adviser, and Ambassador Paul Nitze, Special Adviser to the 
President on Arms Control 


Both Abe Sofaer and Ambassador Nitze will start with 
some short statements. The statement by the Judge we will have 
available right now to pass «=... We will try to make 
Ambassador Nitze's statement available later on when we can put 
it ina final form. After the briefing, if you go to the Press 
Room, you can pick up the unclassified copies now of Parts I 
and II, the Part I being the “Treaty Language and Negotiating 
History" and Part [I being the “Ratification Process." So 
there are two volumes, and as you know, there is a third study 
on "Subsequent Practice” which is still underway with -- 
hopefully, sometime early next month. 


So, with that, let me turn it over to - 


Q Could somebody hand it out to us now so we can be 
looking at it, in case we've got some questions on it? 


MR. REDMAN: Well, if you want to page through that 
while -- these people have a limited amount of time, but - 


Q We won't have any chance at them after - 


MR. REOMAN: Is there a consensus that everybody wants 
to look at it while we're going through the briefing? 


(Answers in the affirmative. ) 














MR. REOMAN: Okay. I have to reserve some copies for 
some of the Department regulars who don't happen to be here 
right now, but [I think we have enough to handle most of the 
people here. I might ask a few of you to share them. If you 
don't really have any real, burning desire to have a copy of 
this, please say so, because for the time being we have a 
limited number of copies available. 


Abe. 


MR. SOFAER: Ladies and gentlemen, we have three parts 
to this briefing, and then questions. We'll try to keep it 
short, but it is a technical subject 


First, [I'm going to give you sort of an overview of 
the Administration's position on the release of these two 
documents. Then Paul Nitze is going to discuss the negotiating 
record issue, and then I will once again come back and discuss 
with you the ratification process issue. 


The President today authorized the public release of 
two parts of the State Department Legal Adviser's study of the 
ABM Treaty's application to types of ABM systems and components 
based on other physical principles. The portions released 
concern the Treaty text and its negotiating history, and the 


process by which the Senate gave the Treaty its advice and 
consent. A third part of the study -- dealing with subsequent 
practice and agreements of the parties -- is expected to be 
completed by about June 1. The relevant portions of all 
documents referred to in the study will be supplied to the 
Senate. 


The President has taken this action as part of our 
effort to make as much background material as possible on these 
complex issues available to the Congress and the public. At 
the same time, we are making additional, classified materials 
available to appropriate Members of Congress today on these 
issues. 


We are continuing our close consultations with the 
Congress and our Allies on the question of whether we should 
restructure the SOI program to take advantage of the broad 
interpretation. The parts of the study released today 
demonstrate, in our view, that the broad interpretation of the 
Treaty is Fully justified by the Treaty text and its 
negotiating history, and that no actions or statements made 
during the ratification process effectively limited the 
flexibility retained by the Soviets for themselves during the 








ABM and SALT I negotiations. As the records show, the Soviets 
adamantly oppesed the regulation of unknown devices based on 
future technologies and ultimately agreed only to limit their 
deployment. 


The study also concludes that the ABM Treaty 
ratification process does not restrict the President to the 
narrow interpretation as a matter of law The President will, 
of course, nevertheless give appropriate weight to the views 
expressed by Executive Branch officials and Senators during the 
ratification process and thereafter As we have noted, we wiil 
continue to consult closely with Congress and our Allies on 
these matters before making a decision on the restructuring of 
the SDI program 


I'll turn it over to Paul now to speak about the 
negotiating record 


MR. NITZE I have some brief comments on the Legal 
Adviser's study of the negotiating record Some of you have 
read my speech of April 1 at the Johns Hopkins School of 
Advanced International Studies. We have additional copies of 
that speech here for those who may need it 


I can now point out in the study the ample support for 
the proposition that the Soviets did not bind themselves to the 


narrow view, when judged by the standards they apply in 
determining their own legal obligations 


First, we have said repeatedly that the U.S. proposed 
language to the Soviets that would unambiguously have bound 
them to the narrow view. 


We proposed that Article V(1) of the Treaty apply not 
only to the three components listed in article II(1) -- ABM 
missiles, launchers, and radars -- but also to all “other 
devices" that could perform the functions of such components 
You can now read the specific language on page 19 of the Legal 
Adviser's study 


Q This is study number -- You've got two of them 
here Is this Part I? 


MR. NITZE Part I 


The Soviets rejected this language, and accepted 
instead the general phrase "ABM systems and components." 


We also proposed a definition of "ABM systems" in 
Article [I(1) which would clearly have bound the Soviets to the 














narrow view. The purely functional language we proposed is on 

page 38 of this study The Soviets rejected this language, and 
accepted it only with a phrase connecting it to the components 

they wanted to regulate 


Second I said in my speech that a Soviet negotiator 
had said orally on September 15, 1971, that Article V(1) would 
apply to any type of “future component." You can now read 
about that alleged concession The study shows, as I said, 


that on the same day this occurred the Soviets defined 
“components” as being limited to ABM missiles, launchers, and 
radars The study also demonstrates how the Soviets argued 
both before and after September 15 against the regulation of 
futuristic systems; and that we never claimed in post-September 
15 discussions that they had agreed to regulate future systems 
in Article V(1) 


Third The study also provides the record with 
respect to Article II(1), and shows that the Soviets regarded 
it as limiting the Treaty's concerns to ABM systems consisting 
of ABM missiles, launchers, and radars I said in my speech 
that Garthoff had assured the Soviets when they accepted the 
language of Article I[I(1) that the future systems problem would 
not be settled in that Article You can find Garthoff's 


statement at page 44 of the study Ambassador Smith had 
invited just such a result on September 17, in a statement 
referred to on the same page -- a definition of ABM systems 


that would prejudice neither side's position on future systems 


And fourth, I said in my speech that the Soviets 
agreed to deal with the problem of future systems only outside 


the Treaty proper, in Agreed Statement D The study has 
numerous references to this point, for example, Grinevusky's 
statement on page 47 The suggestion that the Soviets agreed 


to the U.S. position on future systems as presented by Garthoff 
does not have @ basis in the record, but Garthoff's points are 
limited to a prohibition on deployment only, as pages 60-61 of 
the study established 


The negotiating record shows that a strong case exists 
for the broad interpretation The President is considering the 
issue fully The President has committed himself not to 
implement the broad interpretation before all our studies are 
complete and the matter has been fully discussed with the 
Congress and with our Allies 

Abe, do you want to go on? 


, 


MR. SOFAER I just wanted to note that Ambassador 
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With respect to the domestic legal obligations of the 
President, the ratification record, likewise, provides no basis 
for a conclusion that the President is bound to the narrow view 
as a matter of domestic law, because of the ambiguities in the 
Executive Branch statements and testimony, and because of the 
absence of any indication that this issue was a significant 
factor in the Senate's adoption of the Treaty 


Considering the Senate's of ten-utilized practice of 
recording its intention to bind the Executive, the record fails 
to reflect a generally held understanding that would bind the 
President on this specific matter Governing standards for 
interpreting legislative intent in connection with domestic 
legislation would not give such a record binding force, and the 
President should we given at least the same latitude in 
interpreting treaties 


The President should, however, give appropriate weight 
to any understandings reflected in the ratification record even 
if not binding as a legal matter The record does contain 
Executive representations to the Senate which support the 
restrictive interpretation, upon which Senators could 
justifiably have relied in granting advice and consent. The 
legal issue is one which requires the President to consider all 
such relevant factors in exercising his judgment 


And as I noted to you in my first statement, the 
President has agreed to give appropriate weight to the views 
expressed by Executive Branch officials and Senators during the 
ratification process and thereafter 


That ends my statement Ambassador Nitze and I would 
be happy to take questions 


Q Can I ask you, please, an application question? 
[f your construction is adopted, could you tell us, please, 
which of the weapons systems that are being researched now 
could be tested in space and which can't? Or, if you can't do 
that -- don't want to be that specific -- most of them, some of 
them, all of them, or what? How does this apply to the things 
the Administration, the Pentagon in particular, would like to 
test? 


MR. SOFAER The Legal Adviser's Office - 
Q It's not a legal question 
MR. SOFAER - has reached no conclusions on any of 


those weapons systems We are, aS you might imagine, busy 
working on the issue of principle, and we still have to finish 





the final study. We are looking at those questions, but we 
have reached no final conclusion. 


Q I would imagine, if you're looking at the phrase, 
“other principles"" and devoting all the time you did on it, 
that you might be able to venture an opinion as to which 
weapons are permissible under this broad construction and which 
remain prohibited, or severely limited, by that provision or 
other provisions? 


Q Generically - 


Generically, if you can't speak of laser beams, 
kinetic kill vehicles, and et cetera 


MR. NITZE Clearly, during the days of the 
negotiation of the Treaty, it was agreed by both sides that 
lasers capable of dealing with ABM missiles or their elements 
in flight trajectory would, in fact, be another physical 
principle Secondly, other types of directed energy weapons, I 
think, are clearly in the class of systems based upon the other 
physical principles 


Also, I think it is clear that sensory systems other 
than radars, such as infra-red, or ultra-violet, or any kind of 
sensors other than radars, are in fact based upon other 
physical principles than the radars that are defined in Article 
1] So that I think many things are clearly in the category of 
“based upon other physical principles." 


There are certain matters that have not been 
definitively resolved, particularly with respect to kinetic 
kill vehicles, because it depends upon the nature of those 
kinetic kill vehicles and their guidance systems This matter 
was discussed with the Soviets in '77-'78, and there they were 
the ones who thought that there were not constraints upon them, 
and we thought there were And that was finally traded out 
that we would discuss the matter if either side developed 
such So it is a complicated issue, but I think l've answered 
as best [ can 


Q The inference, of course --— the inference is, 
isn't it, that there are no other provisions that would change 
what you just said? In other words, that's not oni. the 
physical principles provision, which you are refer: ‘) very, 
you know, repeatedly in all these weapons cases; tir .s 
nothing else —- none of the other provisions would .sntradict 


what “other principles" permits the U.S. to do? 


[Is your answer based on the reading of the provision 





regarding other principles, or based on a reading of the Treaty 
as a whole? 


MR. NITZE I thought your question was what do we 
consider to be systems and components based upon “other 
physical principles." That's what I was trying to answer 


Q Yes, sir, and [ understand your answer 

MR. NITZE Now you're asking me a different question 
Q Well, I tried originally to ask both, but - 

MR. NITZE: -—- and that is the question as to whether 


or not we consider that the only place in which “systems and 

components based upon other physical principles" is governed is 
Agreed Statement D. And there are those who think that that is 
correct, and there are those that are not so certain about that 


Q Could 1 ask Judge Sofaer a question? 

Q Jim, could [ just finish the point about how it 
applies -- unless you want to pursue that with - 

Q Sure, go ahead. 

Q It's been widely reported that Secretary of 


Defense Weindverger has suggested that there are four tests that 
could be done regarding the SOI program which are not now 
planned, which he believes could be done if you go to the 
expanded or broader interpretation of the Treaty, such as these 
papers seem to move in. 


Do you believe --~ and I don't know which of you wants 
to answer this -- but do you believe that if you go to the 
broad interpretation of the Treaty, those tests that Weinberger 
has proposed would be permitted or not permitted? 


MR. NITZE That answer is under review by the lawyers 
in the Pentagon and, to some extent, by the lawyers here, but 
it has not been resolved, as I understand it, by the lawyers in 
the Pentagon, and it hasn't - [ believe you would prefer to 
get the Pentagon review first, is that not correct? 


MR. SOFAER No, I[ prefer to get the study that I[I'm 
doing done first, but we haven't finished this question 


Q Judge Sofaer, your office is studying these four 
tests to see if they're permitted by either interpretation, or 
both? 





MR. SOFAER: No, [ didn't say that [ just -- in 
general, the principles of how the Treaty will apply to devices 
based on “other physical principles," -- we're looking at 
that We haven't started looking at these alleged tests that 
you're talking about, which [I don't know anything about 


Q Could 1 ask Judge Sofaer There are several 
different types and bodies of knowledge There's the 
negotiating record, there's a treaty text, and the ratification 
record 


In this real world of unclear and sometimes 
conflicting answers, when there's a conflict between the 
records - these three bodies of evidence, or expertise - 
which prevails? 


MR. SOFAER You started out with a very intelligent 
question and then you narrowed it to a very unintelligent 
question 


In this world of conflict and difficulty, ves, all 
that is very good [ wish people would approach these 
questions with a little bit more of that spirit And then you 
narrowed it to which prevails 


Well, this 15 an issue of evidence In any issue of 
evidence, you can't adopt, as a general principle, the notion 
that in all cases any particular category of evidence will 
prevail You're going to have to finish your study, on 
whatever it is, and look at it and see where the most probative 
evidence exists, and you may find that evidence from Categories 
1, 2 and 4 together overwhelm evidence in Category 3 which, 
normally, might be very important evidence 


So you just have to approach this problem, just like 
anything else in life that's complicated and many-faceted, 
intelligently and fairly Ihat's what we're trying to do 


We have not finished our study of subsequent practice, 
and when we've finished it we are going to do a wrap-up paper 
which will put into perspective the various bodies of evidence 
and what weight to give each body 


Q Well, [ thought the first part of your answer was 
good I thought it went downhill from there (Laughter) 


However in terms of international law, is there not 
an international obligation to adhere to the lanquage which is 
understood by the other side? 





-l]l- 


) MR. SOFAER: There's an obligation to turn to the 
text first and to interpret it in good faith in terms of the 
purposes of the treaty; yes 


Q Judge Sofaer, how complete is the text that 
you've given us here of the negotiating history? How much more 
are the Senators getting right now? 


is) MR. SOFAELR The Senators are getting an 
additional appendix which is referred to, I think, in the 
index. [t's an appendix on Soviet interpretation and treaty 


violations, which is classified 


Q What interests me is the precedent of releasing 
this quantity, even that you've made it available in public 
Senator Nunn said last week that this effectively opens quite a 
can of worms Because, for example, when the INF Treaty comes 
along, assuming there is one, he said the Senate is going to 
want to ask again for the negotiating record because they're 
going to want to make sure that the interpretation put on the 
treaty by the Administration during the ratification debate is 
the same as is borne out by the negotiating record 


Would jou address this whole question of precedent, 
since you said you like to speak about issues of principle? 


A MR. SOFAER The issue of access to negotiating 
records by the Senate of the United States goes back to 1789, 
when President Washington went to the Senate for its advice 
before seeking to negotiate a treaty. So if you start looking 
at the issue of principle, you'll see that history has shifted 
practices. Advice and consent was originally understood to 
mean that the President would go to the Senate, get its advice, 
then go negotiate a treaty and come back and obtain its 
consent That turned out to be unworkable The President 
would come back with a treaty and propose it to the Senate and 
the Senate, for many, many years, felt free to ask for 
negotiating records. 


Now, they were different records than we may produce 
today, in a typical negotiation with the Soviet Union They 
were sent by packet, written by hand in the form of a letter, 
as to uthat happened this week with the Brits, or whoever we 
were negotiating with But they did eventually find their way 
to the Senate, and, generally speaking, until about 1937, the 
Senate had quite a bit of access to Executive documents and 
functioned in a private committee on treaties The practice of 
open Senate hearings on treaties is a relatively recent 
practice in American history. 





Given the relatively recent practice of open hearings, 
it becomes difficult for the Sena .e -- more difficult, at least 
-- for the Senate to have total access to sensitive materials 
so close to a negotiation. but, nonetheless, the Senate has, 
especially in recent years, asked the Executive for negotiating 
information, asked for summaries of a negotiating record, 
demanded explanations of sections of treaties, and then put 
those explanations into the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
report. 


With SALT II, there were three categories of Senate 
conditions: conditions that were presented to the Soviet Union 
for their approval; conditions that were presented to the 
Soviet Union, to which the Soviet Union did not have to respond 
but on which they were placed on notice; and, third, conditions 
which were really messages From the Senate to the President, 
not even necessarily involving the Soviet Union 


So the Senate has the potential to get extremely 
involved in negotiating -- in the ratification process with 
negotiating histories They've always had that potential. 


Q It took Sam Nunn nine months to get hold of the 
classified record when he asked for it the first time around 
So, clearly, this Administration has not been eager to pick up 
that precedent of pre-1937 


Is the Administration now, as you see it, willing to 
provide negotiating records for treaties as a matter of course? 


A MR. SOFAER No The President is acting here in 
his discretion [here's been no demand from Congress for the 
negotiating record in any formal sense, no subpoena or anything 
like that He's acting in his discretion, as Presidents have 
in the past, in supplying negotiating histories to the Senate 
and even the House There have three or four instances in 
history where the President has supplied negotiating records to 
the House 


There are two aspects to the precedent One is the 
Senate and the other is the negotiations And you were 
suggesting, perhaps, this is a bad precedent for our 
relationships with the Soviet Union and other treaty partners 


First of all, keep in mind, this is 15 years after the 
event Historically, negotiating records were made public long 
before 15 years had gone by Secondly, we did have an 
understanding with the Soviet Union during the SALT I 
negotiations -. that of confidentiality --— but that 





atte 


understanding was limited to the time of the negotiations - 
that is, the record would be kept secret during the 
negotiations 


And, third, this is a unique situation The President 
recognizes that. He has opened the issue of the meaning of the 
ABM Treaty There have been Executive officials who have taken 
a narrow view before, and we are now saying that the broad 
interpretation is fully justified That is a very -- it is not 
an everyday occurrence in our government, and shouldn't be 
But given the seriousness of that determination, the President 
realizes the uniqueness of the situation and the need to show 
that there is a basis for it 


The fact that the Soviet Union has joined those who 
have asserted that the Administration has no solid basis for 


its claims -- we are not the ones, remember, who are claiming 
the record is crystal clear, one way as opposed to the other. 
We are not the ones claiming that We have been claiming that 
the record is so ambiguous that it would not meet the Soviet 
standard that they've imposed on themselves historically the 
Strict constructionist standard that they've imposed on 
themselves -- and that the record is mixed and sufficiently 


ambiguous so that they didn't bind themselves 


There is a solid basis for that lIhey have been out 
there saying that there isn't, and suggesting that we made this 
up It seems to me it serves a healthy function in keeping 


them honest in the future so that they should not make such 
claims when they know full well that there is a solid basis for 
what we've done. 


Q On that point, Judge Sofaer, you're claiming, as 
[ understand your opening statement, that the treaty 
negotiations did not bind the Soviet Union in a standard of the 
Soviet Union, as you said, the Soviet standard; I['ve never 
heard before the idea that the United States should judge what 
agreement it has reached with another country on the basis of 
the other country's standard 


vs MR. SOFAER Do you mean to suggest that when 
you're dealing with Country "A," and Country "A" says to you, 
and proves to you with experie.jce after experience, that they 
are not going to te bound unless the text clearly indicates 
that they are bound, and then shows you in two or three 
examples, like having missiles, test ranges, and other things 
that we've referred to in the report, that they are following 
one standard for their own obligations, that the United States 
should be bound by a different standard? We don't accept that 
proposition 





» it. 


Q [ think the United States would be bound by its 
own standard as to what agreement it has reached with the other 
country; not by some pinging over you putting your head over in 
Moscow and saying if I were over there and they were thinking 
about this, would [I have come to this conclusion 


fe) MR. SOFAER I don't feel like I'm pinging my 
head over to Moscow in order to make a determination for my 
President as to how the Soviet Union would behave if they had 
the flexibility that I[ see in this treaty record for him. He 
is my client He asked me, what is the scope of my 
discretion [ look at this record and [ say, Mr. President, if 
the Soviet Union had this record available to it, they would 
have the capacity, given their practices, to say that they're 
not bound by the narrow interpretation It seems to me I have 
a duty to tell my client that fact 


Q Look, on the theory that almost everything you 
said in the course of long negotiations -- people put up 
positions just as feelers, trial balloons -- certainly, if I 


asked you what our position is on the elimination of all 
ballistic missiles, you would have a problem, because we said 
one thing at the summit -- the President himself did —- and 
we're backing away from it 


So let me drop that speech for a minute On the 


assumption that everything you said in the course of 
negotiations, on every side of every position -- I'm 
exaggerating, but a lot is said -- ['m asking you if a strict 


construction of the treaty, if you were textual, if you took a 
strict construction of the treaty, is there room to do the kind 
of things the Pentagon and most of the Administration want to 
do? Or are you basing your broad interpretation, or your loose 
construction largely on what was said in the course of 
negotiations by Garthoff, or by some Russian, or whatever? 
Doesn't it get down to the words? 


A MR. SOFAER No 


Doesn't the First Amendment mean, no law means no 


law? 

a MR. SOFAER Well, if you want to get into First 
Amendment law, ['ll enjoy it. I used to enjoy the subject - 

Q No, no. It strikes me - 

Q [t's a lot more fun. 


Q It strikes me you're reaching out for a lot of 





verbiage. You're reaching for a lot of things that were said 
in the course of a very lengthy, complicated negotiation. I'm 
asking if your position is sustainable based on the strict 
reading of the words? 


A MR. SOFAER: We have an analysis of the treaty 
text there. There are many people who read that treaty text 
and find it unambiguously supports a broad interpretation. 
There are people who have written articles to that effect. 
There are people who write that it unambiguously supports the 
narrow. We don't agree with either position. We think it's 
ambiguous. 


But there is a fundamental problem with the narrow 
interpretation and the treaty text. Agreed Statement D: it 
says, this is the way we're going to regulate ABM systems based 
on “other physical principles." Other than what? Other than 
what? And the only answer to that question is, other than the 
ABM systems that we're talking about in the treaty. Yeah. And 
it seems to me that's a reasonable way to read the treaty. 


When you look at the legislative history of this 
treaty, the negotiating record of this treaty, and Grinevsky's 
statement -- look at Grineuvsky's statement at Page 49, I think 
it is, for example --~ he says that we don't need to go into 
detail about what Agreed Statement D means. Agreed Statement D 
covers those other systems. Article IL covers those systems 
with missiles, launchers, and radars. 


Now, we're not saying that there isn't evidence in 
there that one could use to support the narrow interpretation. 
We're saying that strong evidence is there to support what, to 
us, is a very reasonable reading of the treaty. 


Q Can we have a question for Ambassador Nitze? Can 
you return to the microphone? 


A broader historical question, I quess how is it 
possible that over the last 15 years, when you, yourself, 
basically endorsed the content of this treaty, that so many 
Administrations over so many years could have not seen this 
particular interpretation? Were they dim-witted? Has an 
opportunity just arisen at this point that has suddenly decided 
to change this? How could they have not known that this treaty 
had this great potential? 


4 MR. NITZE: 1 think it was realized, at the time 
that we negotiated the treaty in 1972, that we had not fully 
clarified this point as to exactly what was meant by Article D 
and what it applied to. There was the hope that we could 
Maintain the position that the devices, other than ABM 





missiles, launchers, and radars, might be covered by the 
treaty. That had been our position from the beginning, to try 
to get that. We tried our best to get the treaty as broad as 
possible. 


I really believe that it was my view that we never 
were able to do that. 


Q We settled into a posture of interpreting - 


A MR. NITZE: I understand. But we did not, in the 
last days there, clarify that with the Soviets. I believe the 
reason for that was that we suspected exactly what the response 
would be. We'd get a negative from the Soviets. And rather 
than do that, why not leave it where it was and hope that over 
time they would come to the conclusion and we would come to the 
conclusion that other devices were covered thereby. But they 
certainly never bound themselves to it. 


[Ff you look at the other things which were kind of in 
that same category in the treaty, you know, there was one after 
another where we hoped that the language was clear. for 
instance, the most important point in the treaty was the 
question of what constituted testing in an ABM mode. We 
submitted a statement on that that we hoped the Soviets would 
agree to. They did not agree to it They said it was too 
complicated, and they couldn't persucde their people in Moscow 
to agree to that. 


So we finally left it as being a unilateral statement 
to which they had not disagreed. Then, later on, it became 
crystal clear that they had not agreed to it, did not consider 
themselves bound by it. So a great deal of work went into 
finally closing that loophole in the treaty. 


The question as to what were the existing test ranges 
was left up -~ we thought that was clear. We had given them a 
statement saying exactly what we understood to be the existing 
test ranges. There were two for us and one for them. They 
said, well, they didn't disagree with that but they preferred 
to handle it in another way; that their principles of not 
revealing state security to other countries prevented them from 
saying that those were their test ranges, but that they would 
give us a statement saying that they considered that national 
means of verification were adequate to determine this issue as 
to what the existing test ranges were. 


Well, so we accepted that as being their way of saying 
yes to this. Then, of course, it turned out later that they 
had a second range that we hadn't discovered at that time 
It's a very difficult thing to deal with these fellows. But we 
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were reasonably clear that we couldn't get a favorable answer 
to them; that other devices, capable of substituting for 
missiles, launchers, and radars, that they wouldn't agree to 
that. They'd turned us down 20 times when we tried to get them 
to agree to that, so we just left it where it was. 


Q Ambassador Nitze, if I could ask -~ these are the 
fine points, because fine points are not going to sink or save 
the SDI -- but isn't what the Administration is doing now - 


doesn't this act, this process, imperil the very sensitive 
negotiations you're now involved in in arms control with the 
Soviet Union, because you're opening up parallel arms control 
talks with the Senate? 


é MR. NITZE Il think it does not. The Soviets 
have been taking, for the last couple of years, a point of view 
which, in my view, completely differs from the language of the 
treaty and the negotiation record on the treaty. We had been 
fighting with them about that for a coupie of years 


As a matter of fact, this is how we got into the 
question of the negotiating record Because in order to combat 
some of the arguments that they were making, it was necessary 
for our people, working in Geneva on these issues, to refer to 
the negotiating record, and it was they who first came upon the 


fact that there was nothing in the negotiating record which 


would support any argument that we had really -- that they had 
agreed to the narrow interpretation That's how this thing got 
started 

Q Aren't you running the risk of losing to the 


Senate, and getting nothing for it, something you could bargain 
away in negotiations with the Soviets and get something for? 


A MR. NITZE It seems to me the correct way to 
proceed is to try to proceed from the facts as you see them and 
the record as you see it If you get into all the intricacies 


as to how your n2gotiations are going to interact with the fine 
points of the Congressional problems, you're lost, I think 


Q Ambassador Nitze, how do you explain the fact 
that your fellow negotiators, who negotiated this treaty with 
you -~ practically all of the senior negotiators, except for 
you -- take the opposite position on what was agreed to with 


regard to future systems? 


A MR. NITZE Most of them were more directly 
involved in trying to get the narrow interpretation nailed down 
early in the game Frankly, 1 got into this only later, when 


it was perfectly clear that the Russians weren't accepting any 
of the language which we thought we'd -- I remember Graybeal 
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and Garthoff had thought they had gotten agreed back in 
September or December -- that might lead toward the narrow 
interpretation. 


The thing was clearly not accepted by the Soviets. 
What was the best compromise you could work out with them? So 
I did work hard to help work out the idea of other physical 
principles and work out Agreed Statement D, and I think that 
was the best compromise we could get at the time. But that was 
the only part of it that I was really deeply engaged in. The 
others were more engaged in the other part of it. 


Q Ambassador Smith, Harold Brown, and people like 
Graybeal and Garthoff, and others who were on the delegation -- 
Allison -- have all signed a statement saying that the 


traditional or narrow interpretation is the correct one, and 
you are the only member of the delegation, so far as I know, 
who takes the opposite position. Does that bother you? 


fs) MR. NITZE: No, it doesn't bother me at all, 
because 1 also happen to be the only one who has had direct 
access to the negotiating record in recent years. 


Q Were any of them consulted in your re-examination 
of the record? 


6 MR. NITZE: I have talked to all of them except, 
perhaps, General Allison is the only one I have not talked to 
All the rest of them, I have talked to at length 


Q When -- in the last few months? 

A MR. NITZE: No, in the last year, two years 

Q In the context of this specific review you're 
doing -- 

A MR. NITZE: They're all my good friends I think 


I know all their points of view. 


MR. SOFAER: I think that argument has been raised 
repeatedly. And during that entire process of the study, 
Ambassador Nitze had access to these gentlemen, and I was able 
to go to Ambassador Nitze, with whom I was wo. king, and get 
reports from him as to what their views were In addition, we 
also had their books If you read Ambassador Smith's book, 
Double Talk, published in 1980, even there, he rests on Agreed 
Statement D as the source of the regulation of future systems, 
and that's our position 





I just want td say one thing about the strategy ideas, 
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the idea of strategies and stuff, and confrontation with the 
Senate I think, normally, you think of confrontation as 
occurring when one branch does something that requires the 
other branch to act to preserve one of its prerogatives 


The President has said that he thinks the broad 
interpretation is fully justified But he has aiso said that 
he's going to have a complete study done of the subject, that 
he's going to consult fully with Congress, and with the Allies, 
and now he has also said that he will weigh, appropriately, as 
the restatement of law of foreign relations requires, or 
Suggests, the information in the ratification study that we 
have sent to him He has not implemented the broad 
interpretation What we have seen is the Senate acting, and 
the Congress acting, before the President has acted 


It seems to me that if you look at the thing 
logically, the confrontation is being brought about by 
Legislative preclusions that have come long before, indeed, 
before anything has even been signaled to be coming down the 
road inevitably 


The President has not said what he's going to do It 
seems to me, if you want to avoid a confrontation, what you do 
is, you tell the President, well, we think this is very serious 
and we would not want you to go forward But you wouldn't pass 
a law that confronts the President with the proposition that he 
may not act legally before he has even attempted to do so 


MR REDMAN Gentlemen, thank you very much We've 
gone well over the time here 


(Briefing concluded at 2:50 p.m.) 
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DPC #8] 
THURSDAY. MAY 14. 1987, 12.40 PM 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MRS OAKLEY s00G0 ar ternoon ladies and gentlemen [ 


have two very orief announcements 


Copies of Secretary Shultz' speech before the Stanford 
University's Cornerstone Centennial Celebration 1s available ir 
the Press Office The speech is entitled “Meeting the 
Challenges of Change in the Pacific “ It's embargoed until 


e 


3:15 Pacific Daylight Time, which is 7:15 our time 


Also, there 1S a copy of a statement on the 42nd 
Session of the MBFR Talks, and it is available. as I said, in 
the Press Office 


Q Which session? 

_ 42nd session 

Q The speech embargo is 3 15 Pacific, which would 
be - 

A 7:15 our time 

Q Well, there is only a three-hour time 


difference 


Q 6.15 

- Yes, you're absolutely right 

Q [ didn't know whether the 3.15 or the 7°15 was 
so it's 6:15 Easterr 

“ Yes I think the speech is at 3 15 Sorry 


Now, I'll be happy to answer any questions 


Q Could we ask a schedule question before you get 
into substance? 





- Yes 
Q Is Mr. Peres coming to Washington - isn't he? 
Will he see Mr. Shultz Sunday afternoon -- won't he? Will he 


make a speech here, or won't he? 


I don't know how there could be such confusion about 
Foreign Minister two days before he either will or won't be in 
Washington, but there 1s a government, for all 1 know 
(|.aughter) 


A Shall 1 just answer that very briefly? It is my 
understanding that Mr. Peres will see Secretary Shultz in New 
York Saturday before the speech at the Ben Gurion Centennial 
celebration. [I don't have anything on the Sunday schedule 


Q Saturday daytime or in the evening? 

= It's in the evening 

Q That would mean something like after 7:30 in the 
evening, wouldn't it -- or else you're going to bring down the 


Israeli Government just by your statement 


fe) [ believe it 1s evening 

Q And he's not coming here on Sunday? 

a [ just don't have - 

Q I know it's an Israeli matter, but - 

2) I don't have anything on the Sunday schedule 
I'm just - 

Q Is 1t being considered, a Sunday visit? 

A [I'm not sure whether it is or not [ just don't 


have anything on that 


Q AIPAC says he's now speaking at 8 45 here 
A Then, obviously, he is coming 
Q But ATPAC also says he's seeing Mr Shultz in 


this building at 2:30 on Sunday 


Q Not any More, they aren't 


a 





Q They were saying it ten minutes ago 

= I just don't have anything on the Sunday 
schedule, Barry I'm sorry Maybe we can help you with that 
tomorrow 

Q You do not know that Peres isn't coming to 


Washington? (Laughter) 
a L've just been told by Jim, so I think I do know 


Q I can't use Jim I've got to use the State 
Department (Laughter) 


Q Phyllis, are you going to be in touch with 
Country One to straighten this out? 

= Maybe Country Two All right Where is Murphy? 

Q Okay Before we do other things, can we clean up 


one thing? Were the frozen funds indeed transferred yesterday 
to Iran as scheduled? 


” Yes they were 
Q ALl of them, the 454 
A Yes, I don't have the exact figures on the total] 


amount in front of me, but [ do know that they were transferred 


Q What does the State Department know about the 
coup in Fiji? 


” In regard to the coup d'etat in Fiji, elements of 
the Royal Fiji Military Forces, the RMF, led by Lt. Col 
Sitivene Rabuka have taken contro] of Fiji's qovernment and are 
keeping the Prime Minister, the Cabinet, and all Members of 
Parliament under armed guard Lt. Colonel Rabuka, the 
third-ranking officer in the forces, has stated that he has 
dismissed his two superior officers and senior police 
officials. He has stated that he is Chairman of the Interim 
Council of Ministers whose other members are to be announced 








We are in touch with our Embassy in Suva, the capital 
which 15S following the situation clo sely As far as we Carn 
determine, there has been no violence No American citizens 


are believed to be in any danger 


Q Does the State Department have any views of the 
propriety of this? 


= The United States Government is profoundly 
disturbed whenever a democratically-elected government is 
removed by force We hope Fij1 will return to democratic 
government as soon as possible Our Ambassador has affirmed to 
Lt. Col. Rabuka the importance of respect for democratic 
traditions and processes 


We are gratified that there has been no bloodshed 


Q [s the United States prepared to take any action 
to back up those wishes? 


a I just can't get into any speculation 
Q Are there many Americans in Fiji? 
a) I think there are a certain number, but I don't 


have any details on that 
Yes? 


Q To follow up, does the US have any view of 
possible military action by New Zealand and Australia? 


“ No, 1 don't have anything on that 

Q Another one, a Maori group has charged that 
Vernon Walters had something to do with the coup because he was 
there three weeks ago Does the US. want to discount that 
story? 

- I just don't have any comment on that 

Q Since we're talking about coup d'etat, do you 


have anything -- 
Q Wait - 


Q Wait Let's stay on Fiji 


Q Can we stay on Fiji for just a moment, Phyllis? 
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A Yes 


Q Do you have any reason to believe that the Soviet 
Union was in any way, shape, or form involved in this coup 
attempt? 


A We just aren't going to get into any speculation 
on the causes or influences on it 


Q Do you have any comment on -- if the Ambassador 
met with Rabuka, what does that say about U.S. recognition of 
the current government of f1j1? 


) The situation in Suva is clearly in a state of 
flux, and it's too early to make any statement in that regard 


Q Who is the Ambassador? And under what 
circumstances was this meeting, or was it by phone? 


a Our Ambassador to Fiji is Ed Dillery who is a 
career Foreign Service officer 


Q Could you spell that? 
i) I believe it's D-1-l]-l-e-r-y 
Q What were the circumstances of his approaches 


with the Lt. Col.? Did he actually go around to the palace, or 
how did it come about? 


a) It's my understanding that Lt Col. Rabuka met 
with a group from the diplomatic corps 


Q The Governor-General has declared that he's still 
in charge and that the coup d'etat is illegal and immoral and 
shouldn't have happened Is there anything the United States 
can do, will do, is considering to back up the Governor-Genera| 


“ Let me repeat again we're just not going to get 
into any speculation on what possible actions might be taken 


Q Phyllis, could you take these various questions 
about U.S., Russian, Libyan, outside involvement, and perhaps 
get us more on it later on? 


a Well, we will certainly follow this situation 
closely. as [ have said, and we will try, certainly, to update 
you as we can on what the situation 15 











y Does the United States have any military 
installation of any kind in Fiji? 


- Not to my knowledge, but ['1ll have to take that 
question 


Q Are we consulting with Australia and New Zealand 


> 


about this issue’ 
“ We have spoken with the British, Australian, and 
New Zealand Embassies in Washington, and our Ambassador in Suva 


has been in touch with the respective High Commissioners in 
Fiji 


Q Could you characterize at all ideologically the 
position of tt. Col. Rabuka or any of the issues that might 
have precipitated the coup? 

No, I'm sorry, I just don't have anything on that 


Are you Finished? 


On a coup d'etat, do you have anything on the 
reported coup d'etat in Syria?’ 


A No, I don't have anything on that 


Q Does the US have any statement about the 
re-enforcement of the Group Areas Act in South Africa? 


a The question was in regard to comments about the 
South African Government's enforcing the Group Areas Act we 
have seen these reports and are greatly disturbed by them The 


Group freas Act is one of the most repugnant aspects of 
apartheid, and its abolition must be one of the key steps ina 
negotiated settlement of South African's problems 


We have been encouraged in recent years by indicatior 
that the South African Government has been more lenient in 
enforcing this unjust lau Renewed strict enforcement would 
lead to many tragic situations in which peaceful, law-abiding 
citizens would be forced out of their homes This would be a 
Grave blow to those who want to believe the assurances of the 
South African Government that it 1s moving forward on ending 
apartheid 





Q What about criticism of the U.S. business 
involvement by the South African Government? 


“ As we have said for some time, we are proud of 
the role that U.S. businesses are playing in helping to break 
down apartheid in the marketplace and preparing black South 
Africans to assume their legitimate and lonq-denied place in 
the country's economic and intellectual life 


We strongly support our corporations’ continued 
presence in South Africa and note with distress that, to our 
knowledge, not one of the new South African owners of the 
assets of those American companies that have left South Africa 
has continued the Fair Labor Standards and social program of 
the Sullivan Code. 


Q Do you have some comment on the failure yesterday 
of Peres to win some kind of an endorsement from the Cabinet on 
his international conference idea? 


i) We're not going to make any comments on the 
political debate in Israel We remain in continuous discussion 
with the Government of [srael on a range of regional issues, 
including the peace process 


Q All right Now, as late as Tuesday and for days 
earlier, the statements made by the State Department were that 
it did not endorse the peace conference proposal It was one 
of the things the Department was looking at Nevertheless, 
important sections of the media, including wire services, both 
of them yesterday, called on the -- said that this is a 
U.S.-backed, “American-backed" proposal And the newspapers, 
without quotations, tlatly said that the United States has 
endorsed the peace conference proposal 


Well, where do we stand on this? [s there somebody 
saying something behind the scenes to the media and another 


thing on the record, as Chuck did -- when was it? Wednesday, 
yesterday? 
“ No, I think Chuck has made our position on the 


peace conference perfectly clear Let me repeat it: that we 
remain convinced that peace in the Middle East can only be 
reached through direct, bilateral negotiations We will 
continue to explore with the parties in the region whether an 
international conference can lead to direct negotiations 











-§- Thursday, 5/14/87 


Q All right. Now, having said what you did say, 
what was the purpose of the Reagan and the Shultz statements, 
or communications, to Shamir, that -- as far as we know - that 
were leaked with the idea that they ask Shamir to go along with 
the conference idea? 


= Again, I'm not going to get into the details of 
our diplomatic correspondence 


Q Now, on the basis of the results yesterday and 
the Peres position on his travels to the United States this 
weekend, as we understand 1t as of now, do you consider that 
the peace conference proposal now is a dead issue? [s ita 
non-issue? Where does it stand insofar as we're concerned? Is 
it still something we're looking at? 


a We continue our discussions on the peace process 
with the parties in the region. Our objective remains peace - 
a comprehensive peace settlement And then I will repeat 
again: we remain convinced that peace can only be reached 
through direct, bilateral negotiations We will continue to 
explore with the parties in the region whether an international 
conference can lead to direct negotiations 


Q You said "direct." 
s Yes 
Q Secretary Murphy, last week I believe it was, or 


perhaps it was ten days ago, told the House Subcommittee on the 
Middle East that King Hussein, or the Jordanians, object to the 
word “direct," because that means no international conference 


So you're using the word "direct" today It means 
what, that you're opposing King Hussein's idea? 


A I think the words speak for themselves I'm 
going to let the record stand 


Jean? 


Q Phyllis, a new videotape has been released of 
hostage Alann Steen, in which he says the U.S. Government has 
abandoned the hostages Have you got any reaction to his 
comments or the videotape's release? 


S No, we don't have any comment We have just 
heard about it and we, of course, will have to study it. 
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Excuse me? 


Q Yes, I wanted to just ask something - your 
wording, though, in response to one of Joe's questions, [ take 
it confirms that the messages that the President and Secretary 
did send to the [sraeli Prime Minister were, in fact, 
recommending him to consider an international conference, right? 


“ You're putting words in my mouth there, and ['m 
simply -- I can't take the question because I can't take the 
assumptions in it Let me just say, repeat again, we're not 
going to discuss the content of our diplomatic discussions. 


Q Phyllis, could [ follow up on this Steen thing? 
i) Yes? 
Q He says the U.S. Government has abandoned the 


hostages. Has the U.S. Government done that? 


” We have certainly made our position on that very 
clear. We have not abandoned the hostages We still care very 
deeply about their fate, even though perhaps we can't discuss 
some of the actions that we are taking. But [I certainly feel 
confident in denying any allegation that we've abandoned them 


Q The President is planning to visit West Berlin 
right after the Venice Summit Der Spiegel, a newspaper in 
West Berlin, said that the May Day riots in Berlin that sent 
almost 100 policemen to the hospital - and were, according to 
intelligence sources, organized by the West Berlin branch of 
the ruling party of East Germany -. were “a dress rehearsal for 
the Reagan visit." 





Has there been any expression of concern made by the 
United States Government to the German Government, or to the 
GOR, more to the point, about such preparations? 


A Sorry, [ just can't help you with that 

Q One more question on the subject -- there was a 
report of a U.S. soldier found shot near the East German 
border. Do you have anyching on that? 


m I don't have anything on that Let me look into 


that. 
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Q Phyllis, as you know, some very high officials in 
Canada perceive a threat from the U.S. to their sovereignty 
over the Northwest Passage, and they're planning a very big 
militery buildup there Do you have a reaction? 


- Well, let me just say that how Canada spends any 
increased moneys in its military budget and how it structures 
its forces are sovereign decisions of the Canadian Government 
and people We have been aware for some time of consideration 
the Canadian Government has been giving to reinforcing its 
forces in the Arctic as part of a three-ocean strategy designed 
to improve its defenses We applaud any such effort to 
enhanced Allied cefense Our primary concern, which we have 
expressed to the Government of Canada, is that it spend more on 
defense, especially with regard to NATO and NORAD. 


Q What about the discussions this week in Norway? 
Are we planning to make any representations? The Post is 
saying the Reagan Administration is enlisting our NATO Allies 
to see if they couldn't persuade the Canadians. 





” Again, [ don't have any comment on our 
discussions 


-- MORE - 
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letter to the Mayor of tast Berilir and 
letter? 

a No I don't l'm sorry 

e I'd like to return to Fiji just a moment [t may 
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ning any exercises, for example, to 


see how any one of these potential systems might fit in? 

4 Not that I'm aware of 

Q Do you Nave anything on the reaction to the U. N 
report on the use of poison gas by Iraq? 

a The United Nations report of chemical weapons use 
is scheduled to be the subject of informal discussions in the 
Security Council this afternoor I cannot give you any 
comments on the report until after today's UN. discussions 

However, as we have repeatedly said in the past, the 
U.S. strongly condemns the use of chemical weapons in the Gulf 
war Such use is a clear and serious violation of 
international law It threatens the effort of many decades + 
ban this kind of warfare 

Q What about the United Nations' mechanism to 
settle the Iraq-Iran war, or to force the ceasefire there? 

- The United States continues to consult closely 
with the other permanent inembers of the Security Council on the 
Iran-Iraq war. We are looking for ways by which the 
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previous resolutions, like Resoiuti 


which have been adopted witt the aateAguae ynsent of t 
Security Council We are -- excuse me 

Q Mechanism - 

A What? 

Q Are you discussing the mechanism to implement 


: these resolutions? 


What l've said 1s that we are discussing now and 
looking for ways, but [ can't get into any of the specifics of 
that 

Q Has the State Department heard anything about any 


clashes between Chinese and Indian troops? 
Q I'm not aware of any reports on those clashes 


Q Do you have a response yet on President DOuarte's 
request vis-a-vis the new immigration law’ 


A We have given President Duarte's request for 
extended voluntary departure for Salvandorans the most serious 
consideration While we are sensitive to the potential 


problems he has raised, we have not recommended that the 
Attorney General grant extended voluntary departure ror 
Salvaldorans 


The United States Government is now in the process of 
implementing the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986, 
and we wish to avoid exceptions which others might take as 
precedents Given the provisions in the law that permt 
legalization and continued employment for many aliens not 
eligible for amnesty, the return of large numbers of 
Salvadorans to £1 Salvador is unlikely At the request of the 
President, the Secretary will consult with the Attorney Genera. 
and the Immigration and Naturalization Service in this matter 
We will continue to monitor the effect of this legislation on 
the numbers of undocumented aliens returning to neighboring 
countries. 


Q Copy, please’ 


“ - Yes 








) Phyllis, do you nave any comment on a 
Congressional investigation that's poking back into the Medvid 
case and suggesting that the State and INS and Justice may have 
acted improperly in some aspects of handling that case? 


a Sorry, [ just can't help you with that 


Q Did the Linder -- the parents of this fellow, Ben 
Linder, come into the State Department and talk with anybody in 
the State Department? 


a I don't believe that they have made any effort to 
come into the State Department Let me point out to you, 
however, some of the efforts that we have tried to make to be 
of assistance to them 


An officer of the Department of State was in contact 
with the Linder family on several occasions prior to the 
funeral, both to advise of the radio reports of Mr. Linder's 
death and to offer assistance 


The family indicated that funeral arrangements were 
being made through the Nicaraguan Embassy in Washington 
Following receipt of the official notification of Mr. Linder's 
death from the Nicaraguan Government, a Department officer 
again called the Linder family home to confirm the death and to 
offer condolences and assistance 


As we have said before, the Consul General and the 
Deputy Chief of Mission from our Embassy in Managua went to the 
funeral and attempted to make contact with his father 
Following the funeral, the Consul General personally offered 
the Embassy's assistance to the family 


Gq In that case - 

Q Can we have a copy of that 

a I think that's alright, yes 

Q It seems to be that it has been said from that 
podium several times that the United States has been unable tc 
get its hands on a pathology report The Linder family 


yesterday distributed them on Capitol Hill and said they had 
released them down in Managua when they held their press 
conference there 








If that's the case the world couldn't the 
State Department get a copy 


- I think that, obviously, we could get a copy From 
them The first time we had heard of the autopsy report was on 
May 5S. five days after his death We had requested a copy of 
it, officially, from the Nicaraguan Government We have still 
not received that type of official report, nor are we able, 
really -- we're just not in any position is attest to the 
veracity of it 


Q Phyllis, the Washington Post reports this morning 
that a year ago the Secretary of State exchanged correspondence 
with the Ambassador of Saudi Arabia, asking Sa:4i Arabia to 
cooperate with the Special Investigator, Mr Walish, and that 
the State Department was informed by the Saudis that they would 
not do so 





Did such an exchange take place? 


fe) Ralph, [ just can't comment on any of those 
aspects that are under investigation 


Were there any other questions on Linder? 


Q Has the State Department or any other government 


agency, as far as you know, made inquiries to the contras as to 
the nature of Mr. Linder's death, that he was shot in the head’ 


- Again, we have been in contact with the 
Resistance military leadership about this case, trying to find 
out the exact circumstances of his death 


The unit that carried out this operation is still dees 
inside Nicaragua, and direct detailed conversations with the 
unit have been impossible to date 


I would note that the Nicaraguan Association for Humar 
Rights in Costa Rica is trying to carry out a full 
investigation of Mr. Linder's death The Association has asked 
the Nicaraguan Government for permission to go to the area 
where Mr. Linder was killed, but the Nicaraguans have not 
responded to that request 


The Association will either ask the Resistance unit 
from the area, where Mr Linder was killed, to come to a site 











where they can be interviewed or the Assoc 
will go to the site with a contra escort 
attempts are being made, but we certainly 
on that 


Q Will State Department offic Ss interview 
members of the contra unit themselves? 


fa) No As I have just said, we are in touch with 
the contra leadership, and that the [ndependent Nicaraguan 
Association for Human Rights is looking at that 


Q This 1s a Congressionally-funded, independent 
association you're talking about? 


te) I don't know the source of its funding. 


Q Phyllis, do we know which unit is responsible? 
believe yesterday Abrams said that there were two units 
claiming responsibility for this? 


fe) That's what [ understand what he said, too And 
so I think it's unclear that whatever units were there - I 
think there's some confusion 


Q So how we do know that the one in jungle, that we 
can't have good communications with, is, in fact, the one 
responsible? 


- What we're saying about this is that we don't 
know which unit Elliott Abrams did mention two What ['m 
trying to say 1s that we're trying to make the efforts to find 
out what the circumstances were 


Q Just a housekeeping question I wonder if you 
have anything further to elaborate on the question of the 
missing $10 million? Whether this 1s going to be given back | 
the Brunei Government, or what? 

4 I don't have anything further on that today 

Q Just one more question on the Linder thing why 
couldn't State Department officials interview these contra unit 
members? 


The question is - 


Linder's parents are charging that the State 








Department doesn't appear to oe interested It would seem to 
me you would quickly lay to rest these charges if you did make 
attempts to interview these members or have them Brought out so 
they can be interviewed by State Department officials 

a I think the statement that I[ gave spoke for 
itself We have been in contact with the Resistance military 
leadership about this case we've said that they're deep 
inside I think we're trying to work out what can be done 

Q So State will attempt then, to interview them 


Lhemseives? 


4 We're looking at all of that We have said that 
any sort of detailed conversations with this unit have not been 
possible to date I just can't speculate on what's going to be 
possible in the future But we've talked abdout that -- we have 
gone to the contra leadership, and the Independent Nicaraguan 
Association for Human Rights is also attempting to investigate 


Q To follow that up, Phyllis, just aside from the 
logistics of whether the unit is reachable, and all of that, 
does the U.S. Government want to talk to the people who were 
allegedly involved in the episode? 


A I think that, cértainly, by going to the 
Resistance military leadership, we are beginning this process 
of trying to see what's going to be appropriate But I think 
the other point that ['m trying to make is that it ought to be 
from other groups as well as just the U §S ,overnment 


Obviously, there have beer many conflicting stories 
about the death, that the initial report is quite different 
There were some journalistic reports that have given -- I[ think 
the point is that no one knows for certain what happened Many 
groups are trying to find out, but we just don't have the 
answers yet 


But let me also point out that since learning of Mr 
Linder's death, we have repeatedly asked the Government of 
Nicaragua for an account of the circumstances surrounding it 
We have received only an official notification of the death 
some 36 hours after it Most of the reporting of the 
circumstances surrounding the death has been done by the 
international news media 


We have not sent officers to the area to investigate 
from Managua because of the danger in that area, so that there 
are other ways that we're trying to go about that 








Q Is there any explanation as to why sO Many Gays 
after the killing in Nicaragua’? [his report surfaced only 
yesterday that there was murder involved in the fatality of Ber 

inder 


I mean, all of a sudden we hear he was shot at close 
range, when right after the killing, and for days afterwards, 
there was no such report 


A Well, this is the point that I'm trying to make 
that there are lots of conflicting reports, and [ can't give 
you a specific answer on that 


Yes, Ralph? 


Q Can I just come back to my earlier question, 
because ['m not quite sure [ urderstood your answer? You said 
you didn't want to comment on the communications between the 
U.S. and Saudi Arabia because that was under investigation 
Are you saying tnat the Secretary's communications requesting 
cooperation with the Special Prosecutor are under 
investigation? And, if so, by whom? 


['m not glving any specific ideas on what's under 
investigation The point I'm trying to make is that the whoie 
question of solicitation of other countries is under 
investigation In sticking with the policy that we've 
announced from the podium many times, we're just not going 
get into any specifics of that 

Q Okay For whatever it’s worth my question had 
nothing to do with solicitation it had to do with a request 


for cooperation with the Special Prosecutor 


s) But, again, it touches on it 

Q I hear your answer 

Alright [hank you 

Q Phyllis, on the proposed sale of F-5s to 


Honduras, have you any reaction to the Congressional opposit: 
in both Houses? 


& No, I don't have any reaction to that 


9 Have you anything more on the timing of the 
notification? 











, 
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a No, [I don't have anything further 


Q On the $454 million being returned to Iran, 
yesterday it was stated by one of the Senators in the “earings 
on the Iran-contra situation, and affirmed by former National 
Security Advisor McFarlane, that in late 1980 the Carter 
Administration, at that time, had negotiated a very substantial 
arms deal in hopes of getting the hostages in return with the 
Iranian Government, and that, in fact, the Iranian Government 
had actually sent the money and that the arms were to be 
returned pending the release of the hostages at the Embassy in 
Tehran 


Obviously, the arms were never sent I'm just 
wondering if there is any change that any of this $454 million 
includes the money that the Iranian Government sent to the U S$ 
in hopes of getting those arms at that time? 


A I think 1t was explained very clearly, when Chuck 
made the announcement about the decision, what the source was 
of those funds, that they were part of the Algiers Accords of 
1981, and [ think if you will review the record of what was 
said there, it would clear up any doubt about the origin of 
that money which was returned to Iran 


Q Phyllis, could 1 just get back to Linder one more 
time? A nurse testified yesterday -au.S. citizen -- who had 
looked at the body, had examined it Is the State Department 


making any effort to talk to her? 
- I just don't have anything on that question 


Q Did you answer the question at the beginning of 
the briefing of where is Murphy?’ 


m4 Mr Murphy is in Bahrain 


(Press briefing concluded at 1 15 pm ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY NEWS BRIEFING 


DPC #82 
FRIDAY, MAY 15, 1987, 1:10 P.™ 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWIS NOILD) 
MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen I 


have one announcement 


I want to remind you that the Secretary will receive 
the David Ben-Gurion Peace Prize from the David Ben-Gurion 
Centennial Committee and deliver acceptance remarks at a 
black-tie dinner on Saturday, May 16, 9:30 p.m., at the Parker 
Meridien Hotel, the Salon Vendome, third floor, 119 West 56th 
Street, New York City The Foreign Minister cf Israel Shimon 
Peres will deliver the principal address If you plan to cover 
or wish further information, please contact Iris Raylesburg of 
the organization at (212) 489-6900 Prior to the dinner, the 
Secretary will meet with Foreign Minister Peres and there will 
be a brief photo opportunity on a pooled basis For 
information, please contact Caroline Dulin at the U.S. Mission 
in New York at (212) 415-4060 during office hours, or on the 
weekend, or in the evening, at the U.S.U.N. Communications 
Center, (212) 415-4444 


Q Phyllis, while we're at it, perhaps we can clear 
up the schedule for the weekend further than that Mr. Shultz 
will see Mr Peres Sunday, 1 take it, in Washington? Could you 
tell us where and when, and what they're going to talk about 
Saturday and Sunday? 





f) After their meetina on Saturday niagnt. in Neu 
York, the Secretary and the Foreign Minister will continue 
their discussions in Washington on Sunday afternoon I don't 


have a specific time yet 


Q Well, do you have a place? 


A Yes It will be at the Secretary's residence 





And what are they talk ing about? 


j nave sala yesteraay, we remain in continuous 
ci‘ \ Si ti the G jernment oft Israt l. with both Prime 
Minister! ana fForeiag! Minister Pere: , on a range oOo} 


bilatera nd regional issues, including the peace process 


Q hoe they talking about an international peace 
conference: 


A) let me repeat, certainly the peace process is 
going to be included in that conversation 


Q Is there any chance of a photo-op in the Sunday 
meeting? 


A I would ask you to call] the Press Office 
tomorrow morning about that 


> 


Q Phyllis, can 1 go back to my question’ 
i Yes? 


Q The Prime Minister of Israel evidently doesn't 
think an international peace conference should be the subject 
of discussion Does the Secretary of State intend to proceed 
anyhow? 


A Let me repeat what we said before I'm not going 
to comment or get involved on the internal political debate in 
Israel] We are in touch with these officials We have a wide 
range of issues that will be discussed, and [I'm just not going 
to go beyond that 


Q What is the Secretary of State's current position 
on an international peace conference? 


A Let me repeat our position on the Mideast peace 
process ihe United States has its position We continue our 
giscus on the peace process with the parties in the 
region Our objective is peace We remain convinced that 
peace can only be reached through face-to-face or direct 
bilateral negotiations 


As we have stated, recently there has been significant 
progress in our effort to see whether a conference can lead 
promptly to face-to-face bilateral negotiations and not 
interfere with those negotiations 





a Phyllis: y say that the United States does not 
wan i aet jynuyolver j internal Israeli issue: Is the 
sub | oT afr Lf ternal i nal conference an inter al issue? 

A No, the subject of an international peace 


conference is part of our discussion on the peace process 


Q So then it would logically come up in a 
conversation with Mr. Peres? 


Q Despite any objections that Mr. Shamir might have 


about that? 


A I'm not going to talk about objections or various 
positions l'm saying that obviously the peace process is 


going te come ul in their conversations 


Q Would the United States be willing to play a role 
in an international peace conference? 


A [ am not going to go beyond what I[ have said We 
remain committed to the peace process, and to certainly beina 
involved in that 


Q Do you think that the prospects have been damaged 
by Mr. Shamir's position that he's taken on this? 


A I'm not going to, again, get into speculation 
We have stated there has been significant progress in our 
effort to see whether a conference can lead to face-to-face 


bilateral negotiations and not interfere with those 


negotiations, and we stand by that statement 


A) Would YOu say there's ber n signi icant progress 
within Israel? Or 1s the sianificant progress outside Israel? 


fy We're talking about significant ¢ 7 
etforts 
Q With whom? 
Q Phyllis, is there any 
A Yes? 
. ‘ 
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DEPARIMEN! OF STATI 
DAILY PRESS BRILEING 
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MR. REOMAN ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Let me begin with just a few words about the events in 
the Persian Gulf First of all, I'm sure by now you've heard 


what Secretary Shultz had to ay last night lhe President has 
made a statement this morning, a few minutes ago 
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Q Isn't it because there was a Saudi AWACS plane in 
the area that identified it as an Iraqi plan 

A There are a variety of reasons Ihat's one of 
the reasons But, again, let me refer you to the Pentagon 
They have those kinds of details 

Q Still, though, is there any possibility it was an 
accident? 

M Concerning exactly what happened, I can't go into 
that Perhaps the Pentagon briefing can [ would just 
re emphasize what we've said that we want a full explanation 


ana a full account ing and we'd like to have that very shortly 


Q Chuck let me ask you something that belong here 
ang not at thi rentagon Ihe United States ha been trying 

very nara ovr 
assistance at 
They used t t 


tor 18 year! 
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Q Where Go we stand on the reflagging of the 
Kuwaiti vessels? Are there any second thoughts about the 
wisdom of further extending ourselves in the Gulf? 


p Not that I know of Those discussions continue 
They've been underway for some time now, the question being 
re-registering of some Kuwaiti ships under U.S. flag Those 


talks resulted directly from an increase in attacks on 
commercial shipping by the Iranians, shipping serving Kuwaiti 
ports That situation is unchanged 


Our interests are the same in the region The dangers 
to neutral commercial shipping and the free flow of oi] through 
the Strait of Hormuz are as high as ever 


As the Secretary said last night, and as 1 just 
eiterated, this latest attack shows how easily the war can 
scalate It underscores clearly the necessity for an 
immediate ceasefire and the beginning of negotiations. 


Q There's a State Department official who is 
scheduled to brief the House Foreign affairs on the reflagging 
issue tomorrow afternoon, in an open hearing (A) tas that 


agreement been concluded? And, as I recall, at last report 
there's a process of reviewing the Kuwaiti ships involved to 
see if -- the technical reasons of being reflagged (A) Has a 
general agreement been reached with the Kuwaitis to go ahead do 
this; and (b) what technical measures are being taken now to 
prepare the way for that? 


6 The first answer is that no final agreement has 
been reached That's why I just said that discussions are 
continuing Obviously the fact that there are discussions 


indicates that both sides are amenable and are in the process 
of considering how we go about this, the issue before us now 
bei ng the question of now does one re- regis ter a certain number 
of Kuwaiti ships 


Concerning the Congress, we have consulted with the 
Congress on U.S. protection of Kuwaiti ships and the reflagging 
arrangement, and we'll] be continuing those consultations And 
it's in that sense of continuity that this session tomorrow 
would take place 


Q So as far as you're concerned, there will be no 
reconsideration of the Kuwaiti thing in light of an American 
ship getting it last night? 


i) As I just reiterated, our concerns remain the 
same; Kuwalitl concerns remain the same. The presence of U.S 
forces in the region continue to have the same deterrent 
effect, so that those basic interests are still there. 
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Q Chuck, could this have possibly been retaliation 
for U.S. arms sales to Iran? 


‘ I have no way to make any such connection. But 
let me say first and foremost, to go back to where I started, 
w: have asked for an urgent explanation. That's the first step. 


Q Chuck, to back up then, one way you would maybe 
have a better feel for it would be to know if Murphy's 
explanation for those sales went down easily last week in 
Baghdad. Can you enlighten us whether the Iraqis accepted the 
explanation that in some way this was an aberration and wasn't 
intended to tilt toward Tehran? 


” I don't have any way to answer the question 
specifically in the context of Ambassador Murphy's 
discussions. We've been talking with the Iraqis for many weeks 


and monihs now on that subject. It was not Ambassador Murphy's 
intention to go there to raise that issue and to try to somehow 
explain it in one visit There was a wider range of questions 


to be addressed. 


So going back to where I started, I just don't have 
any specific comment. 


Q Chuck, what about a joint investigation? Are you 
considering that? 


f I've seen that reported in the press, but I don't 
have any details concerning that. I could only re-emphasize, 
as 1 have, that we want a full explanation and soon. 


Q Two related questions: one, what kind of 
timeframe are you saying to the Iraqis? When do you want a 
full explanation? 


A As soon as possible. 

Q Meaning? 

A As soon as possible. 

Q Okay. The second one is: there apparently are 
going to be options considered, appropriate responses. Can you 


give the range of those responses? 


al No, I can't. The President made a reference in 
his statement, and I can't do any better than that. 


Q Is there any planning of increasing the military 
presence in the Gulf now -- U.S. wilitary presence? 
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f As you know, I don't comment on those kinds of 
operational questions. I doubt that the Pentagon would either, 
but nonetheless you'd have to direct the question to them. 


Q Where is Murphy now? 

fa He's in Washington. 

Q Is he going back to the Middle East? 
& No plans for that. 


Can you say if the U.S. will at the least seek 
reparations of some sort from Iraq for this damage? 


6) Those are all questions that are still 
premature. I could only say again what I've said about five 
times now. 


Q Chuck, I'm wondering if anybody in this building 
is questioning the wisdom of this program of aiding Kuwait, 
which is a clear-cut assist to Iraq, has drawn the criticism of 
Iran -- both the Soviet Union and ourselves ~-- and here we are 
making an effort to try and protect their shipping into Iraq, 
and here they come along and attack one of our ships. 


a What we're trying to do, as I've explained 
before, is to provide protection to one of our friends in the 
Gulf I've stressed many times from this podium - 

Q Who's our friend there? 

¢\ In this case, Kuwait I've stressed many times 


the importance that we attach to those relationships with 
friends in the Gulf, our shared concerns concerning security in 
that region. Those concerns include the free flow of oil, as 
I've jusi staied, also the freedom of navigation 


In this case, what we would be doing is extending 
American protection to, in essence, American flag ships. And 
to go back to what I said earlier again, the deterrent effect 
of our force in the Gulf continues intact and is sort of the 
background for this. 


Q Chuck, in the discussions that Mr. Murphy or 
other representatives have had with the Iraqis, did the subject 
of this program come up? Was it explained to them in any 
detail? And do you know whether they registered any objections 
to the idea? 
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a I don't have anything to offer on contacts with 
any other countries. I don't think it's any secret in the 
region. It certainly hasn't been any secret here, and I've 
addressed it any number of times 

Q But in other words, did Murphy's visit or another 


visit by a similarly situated individual provide the Iraqis 
with an opportunity to discuss the question? And do you know 
of any objection that they raised to it? 


: I can't help you beyond what I've offered. 


Are we satisfied for the time being that the 
attack was an accident? 


A I answered that question earlier. 

Q New subject? 

a Anything else on this one? 

Q fhe Iraqi Ambassador came outside and 
characterized his efforts as an effort to de-escalate the 
Situation in the Persian Gulf, meaning this situation. How 


would you characterize what the State Depariment is trying to 
do right now? 


ay I think I've put it very straightforwardly, as I 
think the President did. We'd like a full explanation. 

Q But then what? 

£ How can 1 say? We have to see the explanation. 

Q You said you did know of a joint investigation. 
The reports are indicating the Iraqis asked for a joint 
investigation. Can you conrirm that they've even asked for 


that? 
a No, I can't. 


Q If those Kuwaiti tankers go under U.S. flags, is 
it expected we would have to increase the size of the Middle 
East Task Force? 


oa Again, I won't comment on operational questions 
such as that, which have to do with the size of our presence in 
the region. But again, as I've said in the past, what we mean 
by protection is first deterrence, and secondly the ability to 
actively intervene, if that should become necessary and can be 
done. 











Monday, May 18, 1987 


Q A Soviet ship also was struck in the region over 
the weekend. Have there been any contacts between the 
Department and the Soviets on the shipping issue in light of 


these two recent incidents? 


a I don't have anything on that. 


Q Chuck, on that point, where is the deterrence 
here? These guys have hit the Soviets twice and us once -- 
both sides. Where is the deterrence? 


I think you're being a little simplistic, and you 
may know that. We've had a presence in the area since 1949. 
This is the first attack ever on a U.S. ship, either warship or 
commercial. There have been no attacks on warships of any 
non-combatant country, for example. So I think those 
Statistics speak eloquently to the point that there is 
deterrence. 


Q Sir, anything on the visit of the Pakistan 
Foreign Minister? 


A Only to say he is in Washington this week for 
regular, routine consultations on bilateral issues and on 
Afghanistan. There is no special significance concerning the 
timing of his visit. He'll be seeing the Vice President, the 
Secretaries of State and Defense, and meeting with 
Congressional leaders. 


Q On one point, Chuck, does the Depariment or the 
Administration have a response yet to the letter requesting 
lease of AWACS or AWACS-type plane? 


A [ don't have anything beyond what you know to be 
our position on that. 


Q And is it anticipated that a response will be 
given to Foreign Minister Yaqub while he's here? 


a I don't want to get into the business of 
anticipating those kinds of decisions or responses. It's not 
my impression that that's the purpose of this visit. 


Q Is it your impression that it's close enough that 
it could be decided this week? 


a I just don't want to get into the business of 
predicting. 


Q Do you have any language there concerning 
certification of Pakistan's intention vis-a-vis its nuclear 
program? 
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o No. 


Q Chuck, anything new on the situation in Fiji? 
And does the U.S. have an accounting of the reporters who have 
been arrested? 


6 I don't have an accounting. You mean in terms of 
how many and who they are? 


Q And who and what their status is? 
A No, I don't have anything of that sort. 


Let me just quickly review some of the factors that I 
could cull out of what's been reported by the Embassy. There's 
still been no violence. American citizens are safe. Most 
shops are closed in protest against the coup. There have been 
some protest demonstrations, al] peaceful. Banks were closed 
Monday for local transactions, but the military authorities 
have stated that foreign exchange windows will be open. 
Airports are open. Most internal and international flights are 
operating. Internal transport is operating, although I'm told 
there have been problems with bus systems, unspecified. 


In the end, this situation is fluid. Looked at 
politically, you have seen, as I have, the two statements that 
have come out of Suva in recent times, the one by the Governor 
General, one by Colonel Rabuka. That's also the latest we 
have. Our Embassy in Suva is monitoring the situation closely. 


Q Is it the U.S. view the stalemate can continue 
indefinitely, or is the U.S. likely to take a position at some 
point in the future? 


6) I don't really have anything that can help you on 
that beyond what we said earlier. Our basic position is that 
we renain profoundly disturbed any time @ democratically 
elected government is removed by force. 


Let me give you one other thing on the reporters. 
Reporters for two U.S. newspapers have told our Embassy that 
they were detained for approximately three hours and that some 
notes were confiscated. Again, as you know, we believe that 
correspondents, in Fiji as elsewhere, should be treated in a 
manner consistent with the principles of a democratic society. 


Q Do you have any more details on the type of 
consultation the U.S. is engaged in? 


6 No. I don't know quite what you mean by that. 
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Q Last week we were told that the U.S. is 
consulting with New Zealand and Australia, but do you have any 
more specific details as to the nature of the consultation, 
what level, any special talk? 


6 No, I don't. 
Q What about the question of recognition? 
A Once again, I really don't have anything to offer 


on that. You've heard us go through the theology of 
recognition before. That's not a question that arises in our 
dealings with states. What really is a question is the kind of 
relationship one has with a particular government. And beyond 
that, beyond what I've said concerning the political situation, 
that's where we stand at the present time. 


Q Are you saying that relations are continuing with 
the new government? 


A In fact, there are no, "relations with the new 
government." We have an embassy there. [t's still there. 


Q Chuck, forgive me if this question was asked in 
the latter part of last week, but Ambassador Walters was 
recently there in Fiji. What was the purpose of his trip, when 
was it, and what was the upshot of it? 


Q) I think his trip was very early in May, perhaps 
even the ist of May, and it had to do with the role of Fiji in 
some U.N. peacekeeping forces. 


Q Was it in some way to assess the political and 
even military situation in the country after the elections that 
had taken place? 


a I] have no information that that was the case at 
all. He was there in his role as U.N. Ambassador; and, as you 
know, Fiji does participate in a number of U.N. organizations. 


Q Chuck, on the reflagging, after the Iraqi attack, 
is there any thought that the War Powers Act would apply to the 
ref lagging? 


a I don't see any relationship between the War 
Powers Act and reflagging. 


Q Well, it puts United States' interests in 
imminent threat of attack. It seems really not the ~- 
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A You're saying, would it apply, if it did? And 
the short answer to that is it doesn't for the kinds of reasons 
I've explained earlier, going through the history of our 
involvement out there. 


Q Chuck, could 1 ask about the Secretary's speech 
last night? There seems to be some division as to whether he 
moved closer to the idea of an international conference or away 
from it or down the middle than where he was two weeks ago. He 
didn't endorse it, of course, as some of the papers have been 
saying, but he said, "We're not committed to it," so I don't 
know what -- just where do we stand on it? Is there any change? 


A Well, as you say, the Secretary spoke to it at 
great length last night, and I'm certainly not going to try to 
put words in his mouth. He's spoken to it before. 


Q Is there any change in the U.S. position from two 
weeks ago? 


a) You've heard the Secretary consistently talk 
about the role of an international conference, the role that it 
might play, our other concerns concerning the peace process; 
and I think if you look at what he said last night, that's very 
consistent with what we've been saying for any number of months. 


Q Was Ambassador Hamdoon given a note? 

A No. 

Q One more on Fiji. The U.S. Ambassador to New 
Zealand is back here. Is he planning any particular role in 


consultations on the Fiji situation? 


A This is Ambassador Dillery? 

Q Cleveland. No. The U.S. Ambassador to New 
Zealand. 

a Oh, New Zealand. 

Q Yeah. 

4 I just don't know. 


Could we check into that, and, if he is, could he 
be available for a briefing sometime? 


A I don't think it makes any sense to talk about 
ambassadors to other countries. 
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Q Well, they're pretty close to the situation. 

VE Q I assume we told the Iraqi Ambassador that we nad 
positive identification that it was their warplane that shot 
the Stark. Can you tell us what his response was, and did he 
indicate when they might give an explanation? 

is I don't have any indication that there was any 
timetable presented, nor do I have anything by way of 
response. You've seen what the Iraqi Government has said 
publicly. 

Q He didn't give any indication -- 


A He was called in by us. I don't know that he had 
anything beyond what you've seen. 


Q How did he react when we told him that we did 
have positive identification that it was their warplane? 


A I'm not going to go into characterizing whether 
people react in one way or another. 


Q Well, did he say anything, or did he say -- 
A I've given you all I've got on the meeting. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the withdrawal of 
Prince Sihanouk from the Cambodian coalition? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY™ Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 


I have one very brief announcement. Secretary Shultz 
will accept an Elijah's Cup from the Anti-Defamation League, 
ADL, of the B'nai B'rith ina brief ceremony on Wednesday, May 
20, in the Department's Treaty Room from 9:50 to 10:00 a.m. 
The ceremony is open to the media as a photo opportunity ona 
pool basis. 


Now, I'll be happy to take any questions. 


Q The Secretary just gave us a readout on his 
meeting with the Chinese Vice Chairman and told us that the 
Chinese visitor was 80 years old and was very impressive. Can 
you tell us whether the Chinese have agreed with the United 
States now that it's time to stop selling weapons, or giving 
weapons, to Iran? 


4 I'm not going to get into any of the specifics of 
the discussions that were held this morning. Let me just say 
that the Secretary and Vice Chairman Yang met for two hours and 
covered a number of important global, regional and bilateral 
issues of concern to both sides. 


While I can't get into specific issues discussed, as I 
said, the talks were cordial and frank befitting the depth of 
the political dialogue we have with Chinese leaders. 


Q Can you tell us whether the Secretary raised the 
issue that I raised? 


a I'm just not going to get into any of the 
specifics of their discussions. 


Q Why don't you tell us something about what they 
talked about? 


a) I think I just answered that. I'm not going to 
get into any of the specifics of the discussions. 




















-2- Tuesday, 5/19/87 


Q But normally, when you have these meetings, they 
Give us some kind of readout, considerably more than this. 
What's the reason for this being so sketchy? 


a Let me say that the talks have just finished, as 
you've noticed, and fhe Secretary has just seen the Vice 
Chairman out. Let me see if we can't provide something with a 
little bit more detail this afternoon. 


Q Phyllis, are you concerned about the Chinese 
missiles being on the Strait of Hormuz? Are you concerned 
about it? 


A We have certainly made our position clear about 
our concern on that missile, and [I don't need to elaborate on 
that today. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything -- 


Can you explain why the meeting went over an 
extra hour? 


) Again, let me just say in general terms that we 
have a lot to discuss with the Chinese, and we have a very deep 
and extensive dialogue with them. I think you can understand 
the number of things to be discussed, but [I can't tell you a 
specific reason why the talks went on so long. 


Q Do you have any details on the reflagging 
agreement which the President apparently is announcing today in 
a speech in Tennessee? 


Q I dian't hear the question. 


A He asked about the question of the reflagging 
issue with the Kuwaiti ships. As we said yesterday, our 
discussions with the Kuwaitis continue. We are moving forward 
with the arrangement. Our interests in the region are 
unchanged, as is the threat to neutral commercial shipping and 
to the free flow of oil through the Strait of Hormuz. 


I might add that Assistant Secretary Murphy will be 
discussing the situation in the Gulf, including reflagging of 
Kuwaiti vessels, with the House Foreign Affairs Committee this 
afternoon in open session, and with the Senate Committee in 
closed session. 


Q Iraq's Ambassador to the U.S. said that he hopes 
the United States and Iraq can continue to have what he called 
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“cordial relations." Does the United States think it is 
possible under these circumstances to continue to have cordial 
relations with [raq? 


= Well, let me just discuss this a-little more 
generally than just in response to that question. We have, of 
course, noted the public statements that the Government of Iraq 
has acknowledged, that [Iraqi planes were responsible for the 
attack on the USS Stark. The letter of President Saddam Husayn 
to President Reagan also expressed President Husayn's deepest 
regret over this tragic accident. 





The Government of Iraq is aware that we expect 
compensation for the loss of life and the injuries sustained in 


this accidental but unprovoked attack. We also expect 
compensation for the ship. This will be the subject of future 
discussions with the Government of Iraq. But right now, we are 


concerned with the immediate situation at hand, the 
continuation of the notification of families, providing support 
for the USS Stark and getting the Stark safely into port. 





Q If I may follow on that, have we made specific 
representations to the Government of Iraq requesting or 
demanding compensation? 


A We have certainly informed the Covernment of Iraq 
that we expect compensation for the ship. We have not yet 
received a response from the Government of Iraq regarding 
compensation. This is a subject that we will be discussing, as 
I said, with the Government of Iraq. 


Q In what manner and wnere and when was that 
representation made? 


We have expressed it both here in Washington and 
in Baghdad. And again, let me just repeat, that we expect 
those discussions to continue but without any specifics that I 
can give you on that. 


Q Phyllis, yesterday we demanded an immediate 
explanation. Have we received an immediate explanation? 


a I think that we are following this case that we 
-- As I say, we've noted the public announcement, we've had the 
letter, and that we are continuing our discussions with the 
government to see exactly what the facts were and what 
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happened. Those discussions are continuing. 
Q Will there be a joint investigation? 


” Yesterday, Under Secretary Armacast confirmed to 
the Iraqi Ambassador that the U.S. was agreeable to having a 
joint investigation mto the Stark attack. Both governments 
are determined not to allow a reoccurrence of such an error. 
We have not yet worked out the timing and the modalities of the 
investigation, but we will be doing so in the course of our 
continuing discussions with [raqi officials, both here in 
Washington and in Baghdad. 


Q Let me follow up: Has the Iraqi Government 
assured the U.S. Government that it has talked to the pilot and 
asked him what his orders were? 


S I don't have the specifics, any report on their 
conversations with the pilot. 


Q Phyllis, speaking of reparations, aren't we still 
owed reparations for old American Embassy in Baghdad? And 
isn't that still a problem? 


ay I don't know the answer to that. Let me look 
into that. 


Q Phyllis, you describe this as an “accidental but 
unprovoked attack." Are we prepared now to accept the fact 
that it was an accident? Is that it? 


A Again, let me repeat that we're discussing this 
with the Government of Iraq. The Government, publicly, of Irac 
has claimed responsibility. I think they've expressed their 
regret noting that they did not have an intention, that we're 
looking into all of this; and that I don't want to really 
characterize any definitive position -- that we're discussing 
this, as I said, continuously. 


Q Is the possibility still open that this could 
have been the act of a rogue pilot, acting on his own? 


4 I'm not going to get into any speculation on what 
might have happened or what the cause is. We'll be discussing 
this with the Government of Iraq. 


Q And you did say, didn't you, that we still 
haven't deciphered the communications between the pilot and his 
base, or have we? 
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2 Again, I'm not getting into the specifics of 
that. That will be a part of our discussions 


Yes. 


Q Pravda has said that this incident shows the 
necessity and urgent basis for consultations, involving the 
United States and the Soviet Union about navigation in the 
Persian Gulf and the problems therein. Is the U.S. interested 
in such consultations or discussions with the Russians 
involving them? 


a As you know, we have a wide variety of 
consultations and discussions with the Soviets on a wide 
variety of issues I don't have any specifics on discussions, 
but I certainly wouldn't rule it out 


Q Phyllis, there is a tremendous amount of 
commentary internationally on the implausibility of the fact 
that this was an accidental attack, based on the description 
that was given at the Pentagon press briefing yesterday, and 
much of it has centered on speculation that a Soviet faction 
within the Iraqi military actually was responsible for this 
attack 


Is here any comment from the -- 


- No. Again, we are not going to comment on any of 
these speculative reports We will continue our discussions 
with the government. 


Q One other thing: Secretary Shultz, on Sunday, 
initially reported at a public event that there were over two 
dozen fatalities, and then subsequently, reports came out that 
only one person was dead. 


The question is whether there was, for some reason, a 
deliberate attempt to reduce the stated number of fatalities 
until later on Monday. 


a I don't think -- I would reject any charges 
whatsoever that there was a cover-up. The Department of 
Defense has made every effort to release information as it has 
become available. Obviously from their briefing yesterday, it 
was difficult to determine immediately because of the heat in 
the bunking area how many people were involved. 


I note that their figures have even -- they've added 
to those today, and that certainly they are making available 
firm figures as soon as they can. 
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Q There's a statement out of Iran today that said 
that the United States had been trapped by its own policy in 
the Persian Gulf, and that this episode showed that the U.S. 
ought not to engage in the kind of protection that is U.S 
policy. Do you have any comment on that statement? 


a No I don't have any specific comment on that 
statement. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Ambassador of Iran 
yesterday on CNN that he said he will continue to attack 
Kuwaiti ships which carry petrol 


a You'd have to ask him about that. I'm not going 
to comment 


Q Do you mean you have no reaction from that? 


~ No. I'm not going to comment on his comments 
about Iraqi actions 


Q No. It's not Iragi action. I'm asking you that 
he said that Iran will continue its attack against Kuwaiti 
tankers. 


- I'm just -- 
Q Do you have any comment on that? 
- No. I'm not going to comment on that. Again, 


the position of the United States on the Gulf war is clearly 
Stated. We've gone over it, and 1 don't need to go on 


Q Back on reflagging, by referring us to Murphy's 
testimony, are you suggesting you have no additional guidance 
concerning, you know, the rationale? Senator Dole came out 
today, raising questions, suggesting that we shouldn't go ahead 
with reflagging in light of what happened on Sunday? 


A Let me just stick with what I read, that our 
discussions are continuing, that we feel that the project is 
going forward, and I think that certainly Ambassador Murphy 
will be better able to address this whole subject in depth this 
afternoon. 


Q Phyllis, are you having any consultations with 
the Gulf Arabs in light of this attack? 


A We remain in continuous consultation with our 
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friends in the Gulf. We certainly have been in touch with all 
our Embassies there, but I really don't have any specific 
reports of one meeting, or anything like that, if that's what 
you're implying. 


Q Ana is there any American initiative at the 
Security Council to try to -- in light of the fact that there 
have been statements saying that there have been international 
initiatives? 


2 Well, I think what we have said before about what 
action we were taking in the wake of the visit of the Arab 
League people and what we were pursuing in the Security Council 
still stands. 


Q And if I could just repeat a question from one of 
my colleagues, could you give us a readout of current 
J.S.-Iragqi relations as of right now? 


I think that we have discussed this in general 
I don't have a specific readout; that we certainly have 
stressed over the past months that we have sought to deepen and 
broaden our contacts with the Government of Iraq. Certainly, 
Assistant Secretary Murphy's recent visit to Baghdad was an 
indication of our efforts. We expect our discussions to 
continue with the Government of Iraq 


Don? 


Q On that point, the letter from President Saddam 
Husayn that you referred to, is this response to the United 
States deemed to be a satisfactory one? Does the 
Administration feel that that is what it was asking for? 


£ Well, I think, yes Certainly the White House 
yesterday referred to the letter as one of apology. we, as I 
Said, noted the public statements of the Foreign Minister of 
Iraq, and that we are continuing our discussions with Iraqi 
Government officials. 


Q Is the United States still neutral as far as the 
Iran-Iraq war is concerned? 





a Yes. Let me repeat again -- perhaps it might be 
helpful -- the U.S. position in regard to the war. 


The United States is neutral in the war and actively 
seeks a peaceful negotiated end to the conflict with the 
sovereignty and territorial integrity of both Iran and Iraa 
preserved intact. The United States also has long had vital 
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interests in the Gulf region which have been affected by this 
conflict. The free flow of oil through the Strait of Hormuz 
and the related freedom of navigation is one of these 
interests. Helping friendly non-belligerent states of the area 
maintain their sovereignty and stability is another interest. 


Q Phyllis, isn't the U.S. trying to deepen and 
broaden its relations with Iran also? I mean, how do those two 
statements coincide? 


= I'm just not prepared to comment on that at the 
moment. 


Q Isn't there a contradiction, though, in the two 
statements? 


a Well, I think that we have certainly stressed our 
policy on this, that in our view that Iran has been the 
intransigent party in this; that we stressed a negotiated 
outcome for this, and to bring it to an end, and I think that 
we will just let the record stand on what we've said about that. 


Q Phyllis, there was a report that the ship or the 
frigate was looking for mines in the Gulf in the area; that 
this is why possibly the defense mechanism of the Frigate 
didn't operate, because they were busy looking for mines Do 
you have anything on this issue? 


= No. I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Has the issue of the failure of the defense 
mechanism been addressed? 


a I think that you would want to address those 
Questions to Department of Defense 

Q Phyllis, just a minor sort of a housekeeping 
thing. You may not have the answer today. Can you tell us 


whether the Government of Iraq has been invited to participate 
in the memorial service on Friday, or have they expressed an 
interest in doing so? 


a I just have nothing on that, Ralph 

Q Could you take that question, please? 

2 Yes. We will see. 

Q Phyllis, until 1974 Iraq was on our list of 


terrorist countries, and we over the years have not had a very 
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warm, friendly relationship with Iraq. Why are we being so 
nice to the Iraqis? 


A I think that that's a question a little bit like 
beating your wife. I think that -- the assumptions built into 
that. I think that we -- the Secretary of State has expressed 
it very well that wewiew with the utmost seriousness this 
event. We are talking to the Government of Iraq about it. We 
are seriously concerned. Of course, the President has made 
that clear about the loss of life, and certainly we feel that 
this incident has highlighted, above all, the dangers inherent 
in the conflict in the Gulf, and certainly it has enhanced our 
resolve to do what we can to bring it to a speedy end. 


Don? 


Q A number of Members of Congress suggested that in 
view of the changes in the orders to the American fleet, the 
Administration should make a report to Congress under the War 
Powers Act, and this evidently was under discussion yesterday. 


Has the Administration decided whether or not to 
report to Congress under the War Powers Act and, whatever it 
may have decided, could you tell us what the reason for its 
decision might be? 


- In regard to triggering the War Powers 
Resolution, the position of the Administration has been, or is 
that the War Powers Resolution has not been triggered by the 
May 17 attack on the USS Stark. We have no reason to believe 
that the attack was a deliberate initiation of hostilities 
against U.S. forces, or that it will be repeated. 





There is no reason at present to conclude that the 
involvement of U.S. forces in hostilities is imminent or 
likely. This conclusion is not affected by the President's 
order to our Naval forces in the area to assume a higher state 
of aiert. This is a normal precaution which does not indicate 
that. further hostilities are imminent. The President intends, 
of course, to ensure that Congress is kept fully informed of 
all developments in this matter. 


Q May we please have a copy of that? 
a I'll have to -- yes. 
Q And on another point, does the U.S. Government 


believe that any blame attaches to the French as the suppliers 
of the Exocet missile which is used for these attacks on ships, 
or has there been any conversation with the French about their 
role at all? 
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I just can't help you with that one. 
Just as a point of clarification. 


Yes. 

You, in your statement on the Iran-Iraq -- our 
position on the Iran-Iraq conflict appended it with a comment 
of saying that Iran is the intransigent party. That's the same 
formulation that the Arab League, I believe, gives to the 
Situation there -- that is, the territorial integrity, national 
sovereignty, but identifying [ran as the party unwilling to 
negotiate. I just wanted that clarified 


- I can't help you with that. I don't have an 
exact statement of what the Arab League position was. 


Q But that is our position. 
= Yes. 


Q Can you tell us anything about Secretary Shultz's 
involvement in the discussions with the government of Iraq? [t 
sounded from what you said earlier as though Armacost has 
basically taken this over. Is that accurate or -- 


= The Secretary certainly maintains a deep interest 
in the whole affair. That was evident from his remarks Sunday 
night. As with many problems, the Department of State 
officials have busy schedules, and that it was felt that 
yesterday it was appropriate for Under Secretary -- Mr. 
Armacost -- [ can't think of his exact title at the moment -- 
to receive the Iraqi Ambassador. 


Q Will there be another meeting either with 
Armacost or with the Secretary today? 


4 I just don't have anything on that. 


Q Phyllis, last Sunday Mr. Peres, Israeli Prime 
Minister, said that the United States is going to clarify with 
the Soviet Union about what role will the Soviets play in the 
Middle East peace conference. Do you have anything on this 
issue in light of Mr. Peres' meeting with Mr. Dubinin, before 
he left back to Israel, on the issue of an international 
conference? 


4 In regard to our views about Soviet participation 
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in an international conference, I think the Secretary was very 
clear about this on Sunday evening. He said, “If the Soviets 

want to be a part of the peace process, as they say, let them 

step forward and qualify themselves.” 


Q Could I follow up on that? 


_ 


4 Yes. 


Q On "Meet the Press," Foreign Minister Peres said 
that, yes, he did want the U.S. to act as intermediary with the 
Soviets. Is the U.S. willing to do that, and are they doing 
that? 


A Let me just note that we have held periodic 
exchanges with the Soviets on Middle East regional issues, 
including the peace process, and will continue to do so. But 
in our view it is up to the Soviets to demonstrate that they 
are prepared to play a constructive role in the peace process. 


Q What are the conditions for the Soviets to 
qualify themselves to enter the peace process, the peace 
negotiations? 


4 We've discussed this, I think, at other times. 
It's in the record, and [I'm not going to go through all those 
qualifications today. 


Q New topic? 

= Yes. 

Q Guess what? 

a) Wait a minute. Are we through with this -- the 


Middle East? 

Q I guess. 

. Yes. Fiji? 

Q Right. Any update? Any comments on the 
hijacking of the Air New Zealand plane and its overpowering by 


the crew? 


A I don't have any comments, particularly on that 
incident. I understand that it's over, happily. 


And in regard to the situation in Fiji, the Governor 
General has announced that he is dissolving Parliament and will 
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name a council of advisors to run the country until elections 
can be held. We understand that Colonel Rabuka has made a 
speech to his troops in which he has indicated he would 
consider stepping down and was prepared to take the 
consequences of his actions. 


Q Do you“have any reaction to the -- do you have 
any judgment on the advisability of having new elections? I 
think they had an election there last month. 


A We aren't going to speculate on advisability or 
what's likely to happen. We've said that the situation is in 
flux and that our Embassy is watching it very closely. 


Q Does the United States think this is a step 
toward stability? 


a We're not in a position to characterize it one 
way or the other. 


Q Do vou see any lessons from this for the rest of 
the South Pacific area? 


A Again, I'm just not going to get into that kind 
of speculation. 


Don? 


I was going to ask what the view is of the 
developments of Fiji, but let me ask another one. 


In Korea, apparently Ambassador Lilly has held a 
meeting with Kim Young Sam, one of the major opposition leaders 
and one of his staff members, with Kim Dae Jung, the other 
opposition leader. Does this suggest -- what does this suggest 
about the American attitude now toward the opposition in the 
current circumstances there? 


A I don't have anything specific on meetings 
between the Ambassador and members of the Korean Government or 
the Korean opposition. 


Let me just state that in order to move toward a more 
open and broadly-based political system, in our view, Korea has 
already set an orderly transfer of power as the most important 
task for the next year. All Koreans have a rare opportunity to 
move away from past political patterns too often accompanied by 
confrontation, violence, and the abuse of force. 


We believe that dialogue and compromise are essential 
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to development toward lasting and democratic institutions. The 
government needs to take positive action to stimulate such 
progress, not impede it. The current demonstrations also 
contribute nothing to such progress. 


The United States continues to support freedom of 
speech and freedom t& organize political parties as fundamental 
to democratic systems. At the same time, we oppose threats and 
violence in the political process as detrimental to movement 
toward a broadly based political system. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
Q Do you have any more to it in response to 


questions? 
o No. That's it. 


Q Do you have a readout on the Secretary's meeting 
yesterday with the Pakistani Foreign Minister? 


a I don't have any specific readout of the 
Secretary's meeting with the Pakistani Foreign Secretary. But 
I would just like to say that he is here this week -~— Yaqub 
Khan, that is -- for one of our periodic rounds of 
consultations with the Pakistanis on bilateral issues and 
Afghanistan. 


Yaqub Khan met yesterday with the Secretaries of State 
and Defense and this morning with the Vice President. He will 
also be meeting with Congressional leaders during his stay. 


Q Is there any response to the Pakistani request 
for releasing of the AWACS type of plane? 


5 Certainly -- let me just note that at the same 
time the Foreign Minister is here that there is a delegation of 
Pakistani Ministry of Defense officials for meetings of the 
U.S.-—Pakistan Consultative Group, a periodic consultation at 
the Defense Ministry level, led on the U.S. side by Assistant 
Secretary of Defense Richard Armitage, and on the Pakistani 
side by Pakistani Defense Secretary Zaidi. These meetings 
occur about every six months and alternate between Islamabad 
and Washington. 


Discussions of the security assistance matters are 
part of this regular agenda. And, certainly, our talks 
continue and also focus on the efforts of Pakistan to improve 
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its air defense capabilities on the Afghanistan border. 


We don't have anything new on the question of AWACS. 
As we have stated on other occasions, although we have agreed 
in principle to Pakistan's acquisition of some sort of airborne 
early warning capability, no decision has been made on any 
particular system nom on any particular method of transfer. 


Q Phyllis, on a related matter. What affect, if 
any, has the attack in the Gulf had on the Administration's 
plans to propose a sale of fighter planes to Saudi Arabia? 


“ I just don't have anything on that. 

Q Phyllis, so far there are 23 Senators who signed 
on letters to support the motion to close the PLO offices in 
the United States -- in Washington and in New York. Do you 
have any comment on such action that's being undertaken by the 
Senators -~— any future action in this matter? 

fe) I think Chuck addressed that question sometime 


last week, and I'd refer you to the record for his exact 
wording. He certainly took note of the action of Senator Dole, 
and that the same thing had been proposed by Representative 
Kemp. And, as I recall, he was saying that there was question 
-—- was being looked at -- whether under U.S. law -- what the 
legal implications were of closing the office, but [ simply 
don't have anything further on that. 


Q Phyllis, looking ahead for just a second, do you 
have any advance comment at all on the visit of the Austrian 
Chancellor to the United States? 


A Austrian Chancellor Vranitzky arrives today in 
New York for a private visit to the United States. He will 
meet with President Reagan on Thursday, May 21. Secretary of 
State Shultz will hold a luncheon in the Chancellor's honor on 
Wednesday, May 20, and is scheduled to meet with him on 
Thursday as well. 


The Chancellor also plans to meet with the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee and the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. He meets with the Attorney General on Friday, May 
22, and returns to Vienna over the weekend. 


Q Phyllis, anything on the resignation of some 
members of the South African Parliament -- Indian members of 
the South African Parliament? 


4 No, I don't have anything on that. 
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Q Phyllis, on one more. Do you expect the issue of 
Waldheim on the Watch List to be discussed during this visit? 


2) Yes. We certainly expect that Chancellor 
Vranitzky will want to discuss the issue with American 
officials. 


Q Does the U.S. have any comment or response to the 
successful launch by the Soviets of this giant 200-ton Energia 


rocket which they claim has ended U.S. domination in space 
propulsion? 


4 No, I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Thank you. 


= Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 











TAKEN QUESTION 


@uestion taken at the noon press briefing of May 19. 198? 


STARK MEMORIAL SERVICE 





@: Will a representative of the Iraqi government participate 
in the memorial service for casualties of the U-S-S- Stark? 


A: --A MEMORIAL SERVICE FOR THOSE WHO LOST THEIR LIVES ON THE 
U.S-S- STARK WILL BE HELD AT THE BASE CHAPEL OF THE MAYPORT 
NAVAL BASE. MAYPORT, FLORIDA, ON FRIDAY, MAY 225 AT 10 AN. 
FOR INFORMATION ON WHETHER THE GOVERNMENT OF IRA@ PLANS TO 
SEND A REPRESENTATIVE, WE REFER YOU TO THE EMBASSY OF 
IRA@.- FURTHER INFORMATION ON THE MEMORIAL SERVICE MAY BE 
OBTAINED FROM COMMANDER LIEDER OF THE MAYPORT NAVAL BASE AT 


904-24b-Seek.- 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #85 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 20, 1987, 12:30 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with a few announcements. 


First, Assistant Secretary Murphy*will hold a briefing 
here tomorrow, May 20, at 2:00 p.m. The primary focus of the 
briefing will be his recent trip to the region, the situation 
in the Gulf, and the peace process. That's 2:00 p.m. tomorrow. 


Q Chuck, did you say Background or On The Record? 
4 On The Record. 


Secondly, Secretary of State Shultz will depart 
Washington June 14 to visit several countries in the East Asia 
and Pacific region. The first stop will be Manila. On June 16 
he will meet there with President Aquino and other senior 
Philippine officials. He then goes to Singapore. He'll meet 
there with Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yew prior to the start of 
the ASEAN meetings. 


He will then participate in Singapore in the annual 
Post-Ministerial Conference with the Association of Southeast 
Asian Nations, ASEAN, June 18-20. The Secretary looks forward 
to these consultations which are aimed at further strengthening 
U.S.-ASEAN relations. 


Following the ASEAN meetings, on June 20 he will visit 
Australia for bilateral meetings, and on June 22 he will visit 
Western Samoa where he will meet with senior Western Samoan 
leaders. 


A sign-up sheet has been posted in the main Press 
Office for those of you wishing to apply for a seat on the 
plane. The sheet will be taken down and applications closed at 
12:00 noon on Thursday, May 28. 


Q Chuck, a question on that item while you have it 
in front of you there. Australia -- the city there? You 
mentioned Manila, Singapore. Do you have a city there? 








I believe that's Sydney. 

Q I'm sorry? 

* Sydney 

Q Did you say he's going to arrive in Singapore 


before the ASEAN conference, and then will attend the 
Post-Ministerial Conference? 


a What we have with the ASEAN nations are what are 
called post-ministerial consultations 


Q But I thought you said he was going to arrive in 


A I said before he starts those consultations, he 
meets with Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yew. 


Q Okay. 
A That's all 


Concerning Fiji, the United States Government welcomes 
the actions by the Governor-General, who represents the 
constitutional authority in Fiji, to find a solution to the 
current crisis in keeping with Fiji's tradition of democratic 
constitutional government. We hope all parties will cooperate 
with the Governor-General in finding a peaceful solution 


Wwe consider it a positive step that persons held in 
detention have been released. We hope that the people of Fiji 
will heed the Governor-General 's call for calm 


In that regard, the State Department has issued a 
travel advisory concerning Fiji The Department recommends 
that persons defer all non-essential travel to Fiji for the 
present time. If travelers must visit Fiji, they should 
exercise caution, especially in Suva and other urban areas 
Large public gatherings should be avoided The resort areas 
favored by most tourists are away from Suva and have had no 
trouble. U.S. citizens can consult with the U.S. Embassy in 
Suva for an update on the information 


ihat's what I have by way of announcements Anyone in 
the front row? UPI? George? Ralph? 
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Q A quick one on the Fiji thing to clarify the 
travel advisory. From what you said about the resort areas, 
it's not clear to me whether the State Department thinks that 
resort travel would fall into the category of non-essential 
travel, or whether you're saying that that's okay, because 
they're not in urban areas 


A I guess the bottom line is that you should defer 
all non-essential travel, but, clearly, some people might feel 
that resort travel could be essential (Laughter) 


Q Can you give us a run-down on the situation with 
Saudi Arabia, your understanding of whether or not the Saudis 
were requested to intercept the Iraqi aircraft, and whether or 
not the Saudis did in fact do so, and why not? 


e What I have is almost identical, if not 
identical, with what has already been said at the White House, 
[I understand, and what I'm sure that DOD will be saying But 
I'll run through it, nonetheless, since you haven't heard it 


Just prior to the Iraqi Mirage F-1 attack on the USS 
Stark on Sunday, two Royal Air Force F-15s were scrambled from 
their base at Dhahran and ordered by Saudi authorities to fly a 
combat air patrol mission over the Saudi coast line This is a 
routine action based on prior agreement to defend our AWACS and 
Saudi facilities 


the U.S. Air Force AWACS and the Saudi controller aboard the 
E-3A asked the Saudi Sector Command Center at Dhahran for 
authority to commit the Saudi F-15s to intercept the Iraqi F-1 
with the intention of forcing it down in Saudi territory 


The Saudi Chief Controller on the ground advised that 
he did not have the authority to authorize such action and 
immediately sought approval from higher authority Before such 
approval could be obtained, the Iraqi aircraft was well on its 
way back to its base In addition, the Saudi F-15s were low on 
fuel and had to return to base 


It should be noted that there is no pre-arranged plan 
for the Royal Saudi Air Force to come to the aid of U.S 
vessels in the Gulf. There was no official US. Government 
request for the Saudi Air Force to intercept the Iraqi aircraft 


Throughout the incident, the Saudi personnel aboard 
the AWACS and the F-15 crews were eager to run the intercept 








The initiative originated with them and the U.S. personnel 
aboard the AWACS. However desirable an intercept of the 
attacking aircraft might have been, the incident does 
illustrate the discipline of the Saudi Air Force's Command and 
Control System 


Q (Several questions at once) 
Q Wait a minute Let him finish 
- Finally, it should also be noted that Saudi 


officials immediately launched helicopters to assist in search 
and rescue efforts and dispatched a Saudi Naval vessel to close 
on the Stark to lend assistance The Saudi military hospital 
at Dhahran also was placed on disaster alert to assist with 
casualties, if needed 


Q Can you tell us how long it took? You said they 
-- before they could get the necessary authority or permission, 
the aircraft were already too far away Now, was this a matter 
of minutes before they got permission, a matter of hours, a 
matter of days? How long did it take to get permission? 


a Those kinds of operational details, I don't have, 
but I'm sure the Pentagon does 


Q If an intercept wasn't part of the general plan 
why were they scrambled on a combat patrol in the first place? 
a) That's part of the system for protecting the 


AWACS as well as Saudi facilities whenever approaching aircraft 
come within certain parameters, then a cap is scrambled, and 
that's what happened this time 


Q And I assume they would have intercepted the 


Iraqi aircraft had it come close to the AWACS patrol zone’ 


= That is the reason you have 4@ cap is to protect 
the AWACS 


Q Who's the source on their being “eager” to run 


intercept? 


a That's based on all the conversations between the 
personnel 


g Well, Chuck, another point to clarify on that 
You said that there was no official U.S. Government request 
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Doesn't a request from the U.S. military personnel involved in 
the seconds clicking by constitute a U.S. Government request, 
or are you disavowing in effect the request of the U.S. 
personnel who did that? 


i There's no intent to disavow, if that's the word 
you want to use What [I'm trying to point out, however, is 
that this conversation or these conversations took place 
between a certain number of people, none of whom were in really 
command positions of authority It was between the F-15 
Pilots, the Saudis and the Americans on board the AWACS, and 
the Sector Center Controller on the ground who sought approval 
but did not get it, for something that the people in the air 
thought might be done 


Q Are you satisfied with every aspect of how the 
Saudis handled their part of this? 


a I'm trying to say that this is what happened, and 
I've explained why it happened 


Q and the US. Government is satisfied with how the 
Saudis handled themselves? 


‘ I think that's the bottom line that comes through 
from all of this 


Q But given the fact that there were no, as you 
say, pre-arranged plans to come to the aid of American 
shipping, are those rules going to be changed, or those plans 
going to be changed in light of this incident? 


- I just don't have anything on that 


Q Chuck, is there any chance that when the F-15s 
were launched, that the AWACS might be in harm's way? 


a I don't know that that necessarily is apparent, 
as you put it, but there are certain parameters that apply when 
aircraft approach under certain circumstances, at certain 


distances, a cap is provided That's what happened in this 
case 
Q Was the AWACS out of its normal patrol zone? 
2) I don't believe so 


~~ MORE -- 











. * 


Q Can I come back to the “eager” question again for 
a second? The government has obviously decided that the 
individuals involved in making the split-second decisions there 
were interested in having such an intercept 


Have you satisfied yourself at this point that both 
Saudi and American commanding officials that you referred to a 
moment ago were equally eager, but simply didn't get to it in 
time? is that -- ['m trying to get at whether it just became 
moot and so you can't determine whether the Saudis were willing 
to help, or whether the folks who were flying the planes were 
eager, but the folks on th ground were not? 


q [I can't take those kind of details beyond what 
I've given you, other than that the sector commander 
immediately went into the process of trying to get approval, 
but was not able to obtain it in the necessary time, in 
eddition to the fact that the F-15s that had been scrambled had 
run out of fuel and were returning to base, in any case. 


Q Okay. That raises another question Aren't the 
F-15s supposed to be able to conduct the kind of intercept -- I 
mean, had there been a decision quickly made to conduct an 
intercept, shouldn't they have been capable of doing it? I 
mean, isn't that what they're supposed to be able to do, and, 
if so, what -- 


A I have no reason to suspect that they could not 
have conducted the intercept if approval had been given But 
for those kind of operational details and capabilities, I'm 
sorry, I'd just have to refer you to Defense 


Q To get the chronology correct, Chuck, how long 
before, or let me have the time element, when were the F-15s 
launched -- before or after the Stark attack? 

i) Again, I'd refer you to Defense for details, but 


I think it's clear that they were launched before the attack 


Q How long before? Do you know? 
fs) I don't know those kinds of details 
Q Chuck, are the [Iraqis being let off easy here -- 


I mean, considering there are a number of dead Americans, and 
so forth? 8ut there seems to be all the talk of 
"inadvertent." Are they being let out of this sort of gently? 











7 I think if you go back over what has been said 
from the very beginning -- Secretary Shultz's remarks on Sunday 
night, the President's remarks on Monday, remarks by other 
officials, Secretary Weinberger, for example -- there's been 
absolutely no illusion about the depth of our concern over this 
incident. And that's been expressed =n these various 
statements that I've referred to. 


Q Chuck, it's difficult not to draw the conclusion 
that the presence of this Iraqi Mirage was serious enough to 
cause concern on the part of the Air Force but not serious 
enough to draw the concern of the Navy. 


Could you square those two apparent -- 


- Again, I'm not really the expert to do that for 
you. But my layman's understanding would be that when you see 
a track of an aircraft, as determined by the AWACS, and maybe 
approaching within a certain distance of the AWACS itself, 
actions are taken and that's what happened in this case. They 
called for air support. 


Q Is there any wavering on the part of the U.S. 
Government now in its thinking about putting American flags on 
Kuwaiti tankers? 


Qa No. Mr. Murphy addressed that in some detail on 
the Hill yesterday. I know you've all seen his testimony 
because I had a number of calls about it. 


Q Some of the things he didn't touch on include 
whether there is an obligation under the reflagging agreement 
with the Kuwaitis. Is there an obligation for the U.S. to 


physically escort Kuwaiti tankers? Or does it amount to a 
combination of physical escort and electronic monitoring, and 
so on? Can you describe for us a little bit of what -- 


fs) It could be aiy or all of the above. ['m not 
going to go into the operational details of how it will be done. 


Q Well, but -- 


- It provides the same kind of protection that 
would be offered to any other U.S. flag carrier. I've 
described that in the past, in general terms, always starting, 
of course, with the emphasis on deterrence 

















Q And does that mean that the U.S. would consider 
an attack on one of those Kuwaiti reflagged tankers as an 
attack on the United States, or a United States tanker? 


a They will be United States vessels. 
Q So would an attack on one -- 
A They would be treated exactly the same as ary 


other United States vessel. 


Q If those tankers were then attacked, as U.S. 
tankers, would that be considered an act of war against the 
United States? 


A You're getting into a realm of speculation. It 
depends on circumstances, and ['m just not going to start to 
address that, nor will I address rules of engagement, or how we 
might react under certain circumstances. I[ never do that, and 
I'm not going to do it this time. 


Q Does that mean protection or escort to the far 
northern reaches of the Persian Gulf? 


fs) Again, [I'm not going to go into operational 
details. 


Q What's the reaction to the Iranians, threatening 
that they will attack the Kuwaiti ships even if they are 
reflagged? I mean, what's your reaction to that? 


A That's not a new threat 


Q Was anything brought up with Vice Chairman Yang 
on the question of supplying Silkworm missiles to Iran? 


a The question of Chinese supply of Silkworm 
missiles has been addressed in some detaii ‘Sy Assistant 
Secretary Murphy when he was on the Hill yesterday. Let me see 
if [ have anything to add -- only to say, in a general sense 
that our views have been clearly and repeatedly conveyed to 
Chinese leaders and will continue to be. 


Q Did they say, \Lhough, after such a meeting 
yesterday with such a high-level Chinese official, whether it 
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was brought up or not? It was specifically omitted from the 
Quidance yesterday on their talks. It wasn't mentioned or 
alluded to at all. 


a I don't want to try to be pinned down on what 
issue is raised in every meeting. Mr. Yang is having a whole 
variety of meetings in this town with lots of people, so that 
[I'd just leave it that our view has been clearly and repeatedly 
conveyed and will continue to be. 


Q You said yesterday that there was a joint 
investigation between, using the United States and Iraq -- a 
joint investigation -- to look into the aftermath. Have you 


named anyone that is going to go over there and participate in 
that? When do they leave, etc.? 


- We haven't gotten to that point yet That's 
something that we'll be discussing both here and in Baghdad, 
and that, for our part, in terms of how we'll] participate in 
that, we're coordinating with Defense. 


Q Are you accepting the Iraqi statement made 
yesterday and today by a Minister of the [raqi Government that 
the pilot of the fighter mistook the American frigate for an 
[Iranian ship? 


4 I don't have any specific analysis of that. One 
particular statement we've had, commentary, is the 
communication between President Saddam Hussein and our 
President. The investigation, of course, is the plac2 in which 
we can look at those kinds of detailed questions, and I would 
assume that, among other things, we'd like to have access to 
people like the pilot. 


Q The U.S. Government does have the cockpit 
chatter, apparently. Does that indicate anything? 


a I just don't have anything else to offer. 
Q Chuck, are you able -- and [ don't want -- I know 
you can't discuss rules of engagement. I don't want you to. I 


just want to know, and it's a two-part question, are you able 
to deny that the State Department had anything to do with the 
rules of engagement under which the USS Stark was operating at 
the time it was hit? 





A The answer to that one is easy Rules of 
engagement are developed through interagency coordination. 
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There are many agencies involved on the National Security side 
of the Administration. 


Q By that -- 


A That includes the State Department, as well as 
Defense, as well as JCS, as well as the NSC. 


Q Right, right, okay 

_ You asked for an answer. 

Q I'm delighted 

fa [f you know the answer already, then -- 


Q I'm delighted. A follow up. This morning, at 
the White House, Marlin Fitzwater said that the President as 
full confidence in Secretary of the Navy, James Webb, but he 
has no comment -- quote -- “no comment on Ambassador Hartman." 
Since Secretary Webb charged the State Department with 
responsibility for rules of engagement in which “the Marines at 
Beirut Airport were told that if they dug in, they would 
provoke the Lebanese Shi'ites into firing at them." 


Could you tell us who, in the State Department, was 
responsible for such disastrous direction? 


“ I have absolutely no idea what your question is 
all about. ['1ll go to Chris in the back 


Q Well, it's quite clear. Secretary Webb made the 
statement. It's been widely reported -- the White House -- the 
Commander-in-Chief supported Webb this morning 

A I reiterate 

You have no comment on Hartman now -- 
a I reiterate -- Lester, [I have absolutely no idea 


what you're talking about, and I refer to Chris in the back. 
Chris. 


Q Yes, Chuck In the background for the Stark is 
that we have been told that one of the reasons it may have 
occurred was that this was not in a war zone, it was at night, 
there have not been many ship attacks in that area, and so on 
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I'm just wondering, in the -- I realize you can't talk 
about the rules of engagement for the escort service, but can 
you rule out that U.S. ships will go into war zones in the 
northern Gulf in the course of performing that escort services? 


Aa Again, my comment is that I don't have any 
comment, in fact, on the specifics, the operational details of 
what protection amounts to. But if you're asking the more 


general question about the so-called exclusionary zones, or 
whatever they have been designated, those are not zones which 
we recognize, in any case. 


Q Well, what's the answer, then? 


ie) That's the answer 
Q That we will go into them, then, because -- 
A [I'm saying ['m not commenting on that particular 


aspect, but I'm just pointing out something else that comes up 
in your question. 


Q Chuck, yesterday, Murphy seemed to indicate that 
the [raqis would pay reparations, both for loss of life and for 
damage to the ship But it was unclear by the end of yesterday 
whether the [raqis had actually agreed to pay reparations. 

Have they agreed? 


A I don't know that there's any agreement, as you 
would put it. The Iraqis, of course, are certainly aware 
through the President's statement, as well as other 
communications. My information is that they've not responded 
at this preliminary stage. 


Q So they haven't indicated even a willingness to 
cooperate? 
n My information is that we simply don't have any 


response at this point. 


Q Have we formally requested reparations, because 
this was one of the things they were saying yesterday, that 
they hadn't received a formal request? 


A In addition to what they already know orally, 
through a number of channels, they will be getting a formal 
note very shortly. 











Q Tuday? 


A It could be today, but I'll have to leave it at 
very shortly right now. 


Q This is something about our policy of neutrality 
with regards to [raq and Iran. Does that mean that we're 
regarding the Iraqi planes right now as equally hostile as 
Iranian planes approaching our fleet? 


A On the question of how we would deal with 
aircraft approaching the fleet, the President has spoken to 
that and has described what instructions he has given the fleet 
on that particular question. To tie that in with the 
neutrality question, it is a bit different because that could 
be misunderstood by some people. We have always said that 
there is a difference in this war in the behavior of the two 
parties concerning a desire to seek a negotiated settlement. 
And that's why you've heard me say many times that Iran is the 
intransigent party. That's why we have Operation Staunch 
directed against Iran, because they are the ones who have 
continued to pursue the war and have ignored various efforts to 
try to reach a mediated solution 


Q And on the same vein, the issue of ref lagging. 
Couldn't it be considered as something like putting a chip on 
your shoulder and asking Iran to come and tip it over? Have we 
assessed the dangers of our neutrality being eroded by 
ref lagging? 


A We certainly have And if you take a close look 
at what Ambassador Murphy had to say yesterday, he goes into 
considerable detail as to the rationale behind U.S. policy in 
the Gulf, and as it applies to this decision to assist the 
Kuwaitis in protecting their shipping 


--MORE-- 











Q Can LI follow that up, Chuck? On a very simple 
level, aren't we sort of asking for trouble? You know, we've 
just had an attack on an American ship, accidental or not, and 
now we're going to go in there and conduct a more extensive 
program of involving U.S. personnel and U.S. military personnel 
-— I mean civilian and military personnel -- in an area of the 
Gulf that is known to be involved in a war? 


a That's essentially the same question that's been 
asked in different ways for a couple of days, and that 
Ambassador Murphy replied to on the Hill yesterday. There are 
many elements to the answer, going back to our longstanding 
strategic interests in that region of the world, our commitment 
to the moderate Arab states and our friends in the Gulf region, 
our concern for their security, our concern for freedom of 
navigation, our concern for the continuing flow of oil out of 
the Gulf, our concern that there not be an opening for the 
Soviets to expand their presence and influence. There are lots 
and lots of interests that we have had in that region. That's 
why we've had a military presence since 1949, for example. 


As Assistant Secretary Murphy said, there are always 
certain risks that go along with that kind of a presence. 
Nonetheless, we have been there since 1949. This is the first 
time that a U.S. warship has been attacked. We know the rather 
unusual circumstances under which this one occurred, so that I 
think those are all elements of the answer to your question. 


I'm not clear -- maybe this has been covered -- 
did we suggest this reflagging, or was it requested by the 
Kuwaitis? 


is The original request was from the Kuwaitis for 
assistance in protecting their shipping. The reason we have 
come to -- 


Q But did they specifically ask for reflagging? 


A That was developed in discussions between the two 
sides as the appropriate way to provide that protection. 


Q Chuck, as I understand it from your explanation 
-- and I know you'll correct me if I'm wrong -~- the Saudi 
pilots who were very anxious and eager to get after that [raqi 
jet -- and they asked permission. If that Iraqi jet had been 
going at the AWACS, they had standing permission, is that 
correct, to go after it? 











2) I assume that's the case -- 
Q Okay. 


A -- but again, please talk to Defense because I 
don't want to get out of my area of expertise. 


Q Oh, sure. But I mean, you're pretty well 
informed on this, I think. 


(Laughter) 


The thing now is this: if they had permission to go 
after an [Iraqi that was attacking an airship of the United 
States, why is it, and to whom did they go, to ask permission 
for nautical defense rather, in addition to air defense? 


A Take a close look at the text of what I reed out, 
which will provide -—- 


Q I did, but I -- 


A You must have missed those two sentences because 
those questions were answered. 


Q Like my questions sometimes puzzle you, Chuck. 
You know, sometimes you are sometimes archaic. Could you 
explain to us, who was the person the had to go see or get 
permission from -- the king, or what? 


All of your question, both of its aspects, are 
answered in what I have, so please take a look at them. 


Q I don't know. I think that's an evasion, Chuck. 


Q Chuck, do you have any reconsideration of the 
Administration's proposal to sell additional fighter planes to 
Saudi Arabia in the last, since the attack on the USS Stark? 





A I don't know of any change in status. That is 
something that has not yet moved forward in more official 
channels to the Congress, but we have explained the rationale 
for that additional sale, which I would emphasize does not add 
or argument Saudi capabilities, but rather provides for 
replacing the few aircraft that have been lost through 
attrition with exactly the same kind of aircraft. 














~~’ 


Q And there has been no chanse in that, is what 
you're saying, since Sunday night, as far as you know? 


4 I don't have anything new on it. 


Q Chuck, you said the I[raqis were going to get a 
formal note today concerning -- 


2) I said very shortly. It could be today. 


Q All right. Well, does the Iraqi Ambassador have 
an appointment here today? 


A We've had a lot of contact with Ambassador 
Hamdoon in recent days. [I don't have anything on a specific 
appointment today, but it wouldn't surprise me. We'll just 
have to wait and see. 


Q How will the reparations be determined? On what 
basis will we determine what is fair compensation? 


s That will have to be worked out by the experts. 
[ just can't give you that kind of basis. 


Q Anything about the handling of the remains? 


A [I'll refer you to Defense on that. They're the 
real experts. 


Q New subject? 
i) Sure. 


Q Do you have anything on the F-4 crash in Spain, 
two Americans killed on that? 


A I don't have anything. I saw only a ticker, and 
Defense may have more. 


Q Do you have anything on a Gorbachev speech today 
in which some people seem to be interpreting some of his 
remarks as suggesting that East and West Germany ought to unify 
as a neutral country. Do you have any comment on that aspect 
or any other aspect of his speech? 


A Of that aspect, I certainly don't have any 
comment on. I just haven't even seen that aspect. 
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Q And what about yesterday's speech, Gorbachev to 
~- about the proposal of scrapping SS-20s in Asia? 


A That was not exactly the nature of his proposal, 
as you're probably aware. 


Q Yes, in exchange for something 


Q Why don't you tell us what you think was the 
exact nature of Gorbachev's proposal, and then we'll ask a 
question about it 


A As I understand it, the proposal talked about 
willingness to eliminate all LRINF missiles if the United 
States agreed to withdraw its nuclear weapons from, in essence, 
the Pacific -- Japan, South Korea, the Philippines -- withdraw 
aircraft carriers beyond certain lines 


My answer would be that these negotiations we're 
engaged in with the Soviets, deal with a specific class of 
weapons -- ground-based INF missile systems We have no such 
missile systems in the Pacific region 


As you know, we and our allies have always preferred a 
zero LRINF missile outcome, and that is the complete 
elimination of this class of missiles, and we've indicated this 
to the Soviets We would, of course, welcome Soviet 
willingness to eliminate these missiles globally 


Q On the Austrian Chancellor's visit, I notice 
President Waldheim made some remarks yesterday condemning Nazi 
atrocities Any comment on that, or on the visit of the 
Chancellor? 


- I don't have any comment to offer here, but I did 
talk to the Secretary, and he is willing to make available this 
afternoon his remarks that he is making at the luncheon today 
for the Chancellor, so that those should be available, I would 
hope, very shortly 


Q Could you tell us why, just out of curiosity, a 
foreign head of government would be meeting with the U.S. 
Attorney General? That's fairly unusual, isn't it? 


a I believe it was stated yesterday that we 
believed that the Chancellor would want to discuss this Justice 
Department finding in the case of President Waldheim 
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Q Hasn't the U.S already exchanged extensively 
with the Government of Austria information about this case? 


A We did send a team out there, but I see nothing 
to keep people from continuing to discuss it, if they so desire 


Q Is the Secretary going to meet shortly with the 
Foreign Minister of Indonesia? 


A I believe that's true, but let's see what we can 
get in terms of details 


Q Chuck, one last regurgitation of this Saudi air 
thing -- 

- Before lunch? 

Q I'd like to rephrase a question that's been asked 


several times, in a negative form, and that is, does the State 
Department, in retrospect, approve of the request made by the 
AWACs crew to have the Saudi F-15s intercept, and force to the 
ground, this Iraei jet? 


- That seems like an appropriate response that was 
made on the scene by the commanders 


Q So you -- 


& I haven't even tried to address that question 
You say, “in a backhanded way.“ I don't think that question 
has ever been asked I don't know of anybody who -- 

Q I apologize 

A -- has criticized people for asking, but 


likewise, neither am I criticizing people for not being able to 
get a response through the system in time to react 


Q Well, did the State Department - - 


Q Excuse me, please So, do I understand you to 
say, then, you would endorse this, this sort of request? 


- Well, I can't answer it any better than I have 


Q Well, sir, let's phrase it this way In the 
event that this, somebody from the King had said, “Go after 


them," the State Department would not have been displeased, 
would you, if they had brought that F-1 Mirage down? 

















4 I have absolutely no reason to suspect that we 
would have been displeased, but again, you go into the 
hypothetical, and as you know, I hesitate to speculate on 
guestions about which I haven't seen the - 

Q -- in other words, you're not evidencing any 
displeasure at the mere conjecture, are you, Chuck? 


a No, of course not 


Q Well. that's great That's a wonderful, clear 
answer 


Q Could I come back to the question Jack asked 
earlier, just to see if you can say it in a way that doesn't 
involve rereading the original guidance 


Taking into account all of the facts that you gave us 
about the intercept request and ali of that, and the response 
to it, is the U.S. Government satisfied with the way that both 
the Saudis and the Americans involved in this episode reacted 
on the question of an intercept? 


A Again, if military authorities want to look at 
this in more detail, I don't want to prejudce anything that 
they might turn up All I've tried to do is share with you the 
information that's available to me, to the Pentagon, and to the 
White House, and to try to explain what happened And I just 
don't see that I can take it any further than that 


Q But, Chuck, you said the rules of engagement are 
essentially an inter-agency operation in which the State 
Department participates If indeed, because of the way the 
rules stood in this case, you can't criticize, you know, for 
not getting an answer in time, in order that if this were to 
occur next time, do you want to make sure -- and the State 
Department would take part in this in terms of rules of 
engagement and whatever -- do you want to make sure you get an 
answer in time, next time? 


= I'm just not in a position at this point to 
speculate as to whether there will be any effort to change 
rules of engagement, or to develop other relationships with the 
Saudis The reason [I pointed out, by the way, the evidence of 
discipline in the Command and Control system is that that is an 
important element, that even though these people in the air 
were anxious to proceed, they did obey orders, and they did 
wait for the Command and Control system to work, and that's 
important in areas like this So I noticed people chuckled, 
but I did have a reason for saying that 
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Q Are you making direct comparison between the way 
the Saudi Air Force behaved and the way the Iraqi Air Force 
behaved? 

- I don't have any way to make that comparison I 


can only comment in this case on how the Saudis performed 


Q Can 1 come Dack again and ask whether you think 
that, in light of all the circumstances you've cited, the 
attack could have been prevented had there been immediate 
action without having to go through the chain of command? 


= I don't think there is anything at all that 
indicates the attack could have been prevented 


Q Do you have anything -- and by “you” I mean the 
government, of course -- anything fresh on the state of the 
Stark's defensive systems at the time of the attack? 


a No, [ don't, but that's Pentagon business 


Q Chuck, talking about the rules, does the 
Department share the view of General Burpee, whom I think said 
that from now on, you take out first, and then ask questions 
later Is that now the standing policy in the Persian Gulf -- 
shoot first? 


o The policy, as you know it, as that which has 
been expressed by the President himself 


Q Well, he said that - I mean the same thing - 


4 I'm not going to try to put it in any other words 
except the Commander-in-Chief's 


Q Do you have anything, By any chance, on the 
meeting of the Secretary with Mr. Rocard? 


4 Anything on the Rocard meeting? 

Q Yes 

a No, I don't have anything 

Q [Is there anything new on the Pakistani request 


for some sort of AWACS system? 


A No Phyllis answered that yesterday That's 
still valid 
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Q Since you made a point of bringing up again the 
question of discipline of the Saudi Air Force, ['m not quite 
clear what is the point you're trying to get across I think 
the point you're trying to get across is that Congress should 
not oppose, and Israel should not oppose, additional additional 
sales of U.S. weaponry to Saudi Arabia because the Saudi Air 
Force is very well disciplined But I'm not sure if that's 
really what you're trying to get across 


a I've made my point -- 
Q No, [I don't think you have 
A -- concerning the question of discipline And 


it's a commentary on a particular set of facts 


Q You said it was important in the area What is 
it about it that's important in the area? You said the 
discipline -- that was an important point in the area 

a I don't want to make anything particular out of 


the words “in the area," but I'm making a point on discipline. 


Q Can [ follow that up by asking, when you get such 
Guidance as that statement, are those your words, or did one of 
the bureaus here insert in this “eager" and "discipline?" 
Could you say? 


A Some are mine Some are the bureaus' 
Q [I heard the same thing at the White House, and 
everybody roared with laughter They're much more discreet 


down here 


a I think it's because they perhaps didn't want to 
take the time to delve into this like some of you people have 
done, and give me the chance to explain exactly what's behind 
that 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. REOMAN adies and gentlemen, good afternoon [ 


have one very short announcement, which 1s that the Secretary 
and Foreign Minister Mochtar will jointly annecurce the Festival 
of Indonesia, 1990 to 1991, a major celebration _f Indonesian 
culture in the United States A press release will be 
available in the Press Office at about 3 30 pm. today That's 
all [I have 


Q I was going to ask for a filing break I'm 
stunned [ can't think of any follow up, especially since 
we're having a Murphy Driefing at 2 00, so I'm going to pass to 
what other _ 


A And just to make reference to that, that is still 
on ON-THE-RECORD at 2 00 

¥ Could we have your best and latest explanation of 
the complaint that the Soviets have made about one of our ships 
violating their territorial waters? 


“ Essentially, that's something that's going to 
have to be handled by the Defense Department because it does 
involve a US. vessel We have received this complaint of ar 


alleged violation from the Soviets 


I have only a very brief bit of information from the 
Defense Department which I think 15 a summary of their 
position, which is that the ship was in international waters 
which are traditionally sailed by the US Navy 





Q Chuck, on Munday -- 
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Q Max, can [ follow up for just a second? [s this 
another case, as 1S often the case in the Black Sea, of the 
U.S. essentially testing the freedom of navigation rights in 
certain areas and essentially trying to prove a point that 


a ['m sorry, you'll just have to talk to the 
Pentagon about the nature of this particular incident 


Q On Monday, [ asked you if the War Powers Act 
applied in the case of the reflagging, and you gave a quick 
answer that it didn't 


a Let me go bDack a second There was a very 
lengthy answer given to that question by Phyllis, which must 
have been on Tuesday So if you missed that, you missed a lot 


Q [s that the latest definitive statement of the 
Department? I'm thinking of the Post story this morning that 
apparently there was quite a lively debate at the White House 
on Monday on this issue with some of the people, including 
Secretary Baker and Howard Baker taking the view that the War 
Powers -- 


A We've all probably read the article, so without 
having to summarize it all, what was presented here and in 
other agencies is the view of the United States Government 


Q Do you have anything on a report from France of 
Iran trying to get Exocet missiles? 


rs) { dort 
Q I wonoer how you see that these ships will not be 


in imminent danger of attack, as defined in the War Powers 
Act? There have been 27 attacks in the last year 


a Again, ['d invite you to take a close look ata 
very lengthy statement, with a lot of rationale, which was used 
on Tuesday by Phyllis Assistant Secretary Murphy addressed 
the question in his testimony on the Hill as well I've gone 
through it any number of times myself 


U.S. ships have been in that region of the world for 
many, many years They have not been attacked The purpose of 
our fleet there is deterrence and that has worked, and there is 
no reason to suppose that it won't continue to work That's 
the short version of the answer 
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Q Chuck, what has the routine been when [ranian 
planes seem to be heading towards our ships there? 1 
understanding from the Navy that there have been some occasions 
when ships have given warnings, and so on, to the Iranian 
planes? 


A I really don't know that It sounds to me like 
an imminently Pentagon question 


Q Chuck, Murphy, I'm sure, will be asked but that's 
two hours from now And since you're not being peppered with a 
lot of hot questions, can you give us the current game plan, if 
there is one, on the F-15s? 


a That has already been answered at the White House 
today, so you've been scooped on that There's no need for me 
to do it 


Q No, no, it's hard to scoop us on the F-15s But 
the Times suggests maybe July is the timely time to ask 
Congress to approve the jets I know the White House has 


announced a delay, but [ wonder, delay to when? 


4 There 1s no date associated with what you term a 
"delay." Marlin Fitzwater said this morning that we want to 
move this proposal to the Hill at the most propitious time to 
get its passage And that he Further said, after consultations 
with the Congress we'll send it up at the appropriate time 
That's where it stands 


Q On compensation last night, the Iraqi Foreign 
Minister said that he would pay -- that [raq would pay 
compensation Have you received an official notification of 


this? And, indeed, did that formal note that you discussed 
yesterday, did that go to Iraq? 


“ Yes, it did go It was delivered by Ambassador 
Murphy to Ambassador Hamdoon yesterday While we have received 
no official Iraqi response at this preliminary stage, we note 
and welcome [Iraqi Foreign Minister ltarek Aziz's public 
statement that Iraq has responsibility to compensate 


Q What about [raq's record -- we asked -- a 
Question came up a few days ago about Iraq's record of paying 
compensation in the past Aren't there outstanding claims that 


they have not resolved’ 
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ms There is a claim that concerned our former 

Embassy building there I don't have that with me today 
That's something that we continue to work on Wwe have lawyers 
engaged in that process But that claim is in, really, no way 


similar or comparable to this current situation 


Q Chuck, do you understand Aziz to be offering 
compensation for both the families and for the loss to the Navy’ 


A I just don't have that kind of detail We have 
in essence, his public statement 
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Q I understand a delegation from the U.S 
including a State Department spokesman, left for Hanoi this 
morning. Can you tell me who they are meeting with and the 
purpose of their meetings? 


” This is in reference to the delegation that's 
being led by the NSC staff representative Richard Childress 
Vietnam has agreed to May 26-27-28 dates for this delegation 
led by Mr. Childress [t includes Shepard Lowman, who is 
Director of the State Department's Office for Vietnam, Laos, 
and Cambodian Affairs and Ann Mills Griffiths who is the 
Executive Director of the National League of Families. 


The purpose of the trip is to lay the groundwork for a 
proposed visit by a special Presidential emissary, General John 
Vessey. You will recall at the time that [ announced the 
President's idea of sending a Presidential emissary, that I 
said that his visit, should it be arranged and happen, would be 
aimed at exploring ways of progress that could be accelerated 
on this question of the POW/MIA issue 


Q Is there any new information about Americans 
being sighted in Southeast Asia, or of the Vietnamese 
withholding the remains of MIAs? 





4 I don't have anything which would qualify as new 
information You know that our position is that we investigate 
every report of live sightings of Americans So far, we have 


not been able to prove that American POWs remain in Indochina 
We can't rule out the possibility that there are live American 
prisoners there, however, so we proceed on the assumption that 
some Americans may be held And should any report prove to be 
true, the United States would take the necessary action to 
ensure their return 


Q Can you explain why Childress 1s going first and 
then -- does he want to get -- 

What is Childress tryi. ) -ablish with the 
Vietnamese before Vessey goes? [s it something concrete can 


occur during the Vessey trip or -- 


2) What [ said at the time is that General Vessey 
could go to Hanoi only if a realistic agenda were set and we 
had received confirmation that our original agreement treating 
or defining the POW/MIA issue as separate and humanitarian 
remains intact. So that until that had been determined, the 
Vessey initiative could not go forward 
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Q Chuck, can you say whether Secretary Shultz will 
attend the memorial service tomorrow in Florida? 


A I don't believe the Secretary has plans to 
attend, although there will be a number, obviously, of U.S 
Government representatives. 


Q Can you tell us whether Iraq has expressed any 
interest in doing so? 


a I would have to refer you to the Iraqi Embassy on 
that. 


Q I presume that the State Department would have 
to, would be interested in facilitating their participation, 
wouldn't they? 


A In the end, that's something that really the 
Iraqis have to answer -- not me. 

Q Can I ask another one on a related matter? Is 
there any indication -- is the U.S. satisfied at this point 


that Iraq is doing what it can to further the investigation of 
this episode? For example, has [raq told the U.S. that 
American investigators will be able to talk with or participate 
in interrogation of the pilot of the [raqi plane? 


s We are still working out the arrangements with 
the [raqi officials in Baghdad and here concerning this joint 
investigation. We expect the U.S. team to leave for Baghdad 
within a few days 


Q Who is the U.S. team? 


A [I don't have tne composition. I[t will include 
someone from the State Department as well as a representative, 
or I would think more likely representatives, from the Defense 
Department. 


As I said yesterday and Secretary Weinberger said last 
night, one of the things we would like to see happen would be 
to have access to the pilot 


Q But there is a joint investigation, that's -- 


3) Yes. 
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Q Does that have to be agreed on before the US 
delegation will leave? Is that a pre-condition? 


” I don't know that there are any pre-conditions of 
that sort. What we want to do in this, on both sides, is to 
learn as much as possible about the fucts leading up to the 
attack and how to prevent similar events in the future 


We are, as [ said, in contact to examine the incident, 
and in the course of the investigation, we will be sharing with 
the [raqis our own version of the incident, and we expect the 
Iragis will do the same with us 


Q Chuck, how would you know if you had access to 
the pilot, (laughter) any more than you had access to a 
Ukrainian seaman? [ mean, what would you be going on? You 
would be depending on the good faith of the other side. 


“ You're starting to mix apples and oranges. 
Q No. They are not so disparate. 
a If [ have to go back to the Ukrainian seaman 


incident, we may be here for a few hours 


Q You know [ wouldn't do that to you But I mean 
you're depending on the good faith of a country that attacked a 
U.S. ship and killed 37 people And you'd be expecting them to 
produce the pilot? 


A The Iraqi authorities have indicated very early 
on in the form of a message from the [raqi President, Saddam 
Hussein, their regret We have seen the intention of the 


r 


[ragis to participate in this joint investigation, so What I 
have no reason to suspect that what you imply would be the case 
but -- that's why the investigators are going out thére 
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Q are you concerned about recent incidents since 
the attack on the Stark that Iraqi planes are being -- coming 
too close to U.S. vessels? Apparently there nave been three 
such incidents since then, according to the Defense Department 


a I don't have the kind of details that would allow 
me to make any judgment on those incidents 


Q Has the State Department not been in touch with 
the Iraqi Government about this? 


- I don't know that we have been in touch with them 
Q You don't know 

ia I don't know of any other incidents 

Q Chuck, sort of a technical thing about the way 


the missile was fired, and 1 suppose this is all part of that 
team's interest in looking at it 


There have been a number of -- there obviously -- 
there are always a lot of experts who kind of come out of the 
woodwork and give their opinion on things One of them has 
said that the way the missiles ended up hitting the ship and 
where they ended up landing, and so on, suggest that the pilot 
programmed them not to sink the ship but to kill its complement 
of men That would seem to go -- if such a hypothesis were 
true, it would seem to go against the Iraqi claim that it was a 
mistake, and that they thought it was an Iranian ship Do you 
have any comment on that whole issue of the placement of the 
Missiles, and any of that? 


a No I frankly don't 

Q Chuck, for the record, I'd like to ask this 
Iraq, of course, uses Kuwaiti ports, Kuwaiti shipping we're 
now going to flag those ships Could a case be made that we're 


entering this conflict on the side of Iraq? 


- You know what our position is as to the reason or 
reasons that I've explained any number of times for protecting 
Kuwaiti shipping You know our position on the war, and -- 


Q What 1s it again? 
2 I've repeated it every day for the last three 
days, and, as you said. that's only for the record, so I'll 


leave it right there 





Q Two other topics Is the U.S. subpoenaing David 
Kimche to come and testify before a grand jury? 


= That decision to subpoena Kimche was a decision 
made by the Independent Counsel, acting under his own 
authority. As a consequence, the questions have to be referred 


to the Independent Counsel 
Q What would be the penalty if he does not show up? 


A I'm not the lawyer, but [I'm sure the Independent 
Counsel could help you on that 


Q Okay. One question on Fiji Do you know 
anything about reports that one of the Indian residents on Fiji 
was taken out of his car and killed, and do you have anything 
else on the general situation in Fiji? 


oa I don't have anything on your first question. 
Concerning the general situation, what I have from the Embassy 
is that the Great Council of Chiefs has been asked to support 
the Governor-General's plan for an interim council of 
advisers The Great Council is still deliberating. No 
decision has been reachec Press reports to the contrary, the 
Governor-General has not named anyone to head the Council of 
Advisers 


Q Could you look into the report about the killing’ 
A I'll take a look at it 
Q Chuck, I might have missed this, but are there 


plans by the Administration to delay the proposed sale of F-i5s° 


- You missed it 
Q I missed it Thank you 
Q Chuck, on the Vranitzky visit, the State 


Department announced the Secretary would accompany Vranitzky to 
the lobby upon his departure That didn't happen Any 
particular reason why you did that, made that decision? 


. No. I know of no specific reason 
Q Did the two sides agree during the Secretary's 
meetings with Vranitzky to -- that the U.S. would rescind the 


decision on the Waldheim case? 











First of all that's a question you should 
address to Justice, but 1 know of NO suCcN Gecisi 

Q Has a decision been made on the supply of AWACS 
type airplanes to Pakistan’ 

S The status of that 1S exactly the same as 


yestercay anc rne day betore that 


Q Sir, the position of the United States is that it 
is neutral in the war between Iraq and Iran, but we have opened 
Giplomatic relations with them, I think about two years ago 

So how can we be neutral if we have diplomatic relations with 
them, and we don't have diplomatic relations with Iran? 


- In this sense, what one means when one says 
"“nmeutral" is that what we seek in ending this war -- and that 
is the question before us -- is a negotiated solution which 


r sults in the territorial integrity, the sovereignty of both 
es intact 


Q Chuck, are there any comments on the Japanese spy 
case involving the sale of US. documents? 


a No I don't have any specific comment I don't 
have very much information Japanese authorities are 
investigating I did see, and maybe this pre-empts someone 
else's question, some Soviet assertion that this was a U.S 
provocation That's obviously nonsense 

Q hey let the Russian go, apparently 

4s The Japanese 

Q Yean 


A I'm not totally versed in Japanese iaw and the 


requirements thereof, so [I can't really explain that 


Q Thanks 


(The briefing concluded at 12 41 p™ ) 
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MRS. OAKLEY It's my pleasure today to introduce 
Richard Murphy, Assistant Secretary of State for Near East and 
South Asian Affairs, who will give an ON-THE-RECORD briefing 
He will begin with a short review of items he discussed on his 
recent trip to the Gulf 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY MURPHY As you know, I came back 
last week from a trip of about ten days to the Gulf Cooperation 
Council States, and Iraq 


During that trip, which I went at the request of the 
President, we covered two basic issues: Our efforts on behalf 
of the Middle East peace process, and our policy and efforts on 
behalf of the Gulf war -- bringing the war to an end 


I'd like to go over the points with you that I made to 
the several leaders in the region And I think with the 
tragedy of the USS Stark very much on all of our minds, I want 
to lay out for you the policies that we're pursuing both on the 
Arab-Israeli questions and the Gulf war That tragedy has 
underlined the volatility of the region and the need for the 
United States to do its utmost to bring peace on both fronts 





Let me start on the peace process. We've spoken in 
recent weeks about encouraging developments, significant 
progress in the effort to move towards direct negotiations and 
a Middle East peace settlement 


We haven't gone into any great detail with you in 
various public statemen.s about what we meant by “progress,” 
and [I would like today to give a little more point to those 
words I think behind, or to understand the significance of 
those phrases, it's helpful to think of how far we've come over 
the past two years, the psychological changes that we've seen 
in the area, symbolized by the meetings last summer between 
then Prime Minister Peres and King Hassan of Morocco: the 
meetings between Peres and President Mubarak, they have 
occurred twice since that first meeting 








We have been looking for some sort of framework, that 
will work in terms of negotiations, that will be acceptable to 
those who have to deal in the negotiations and live with their 
results. 


All sides agree on the urgent need for progress 
towards a settlement and for continued work towards that end 
All sides have asked that the United States take an active 
role. All agree on the necessity of direct bilateral 
negotiations All support efforts to enhance the quality of 
life on the West Bank and Gaza. On the basis of this Common 
ground, and consistent with our policies, we have been 
exploring, as the President and the Secretary have stated, 
whether an international conference can lead promptly to direct 
negotiations 


In recent months, there's been an encouraging 
convergence of views regarding an international conference that 
moves us closer, we believe, to direct negotiations. As the 
Secretary commented in his speech on Sunday, we approach the 
concept of a conference carefully and skeptically and with the 
very firm view that it's purpose is to serve as the means to 
direct bilateral negotiations 


That said, understandings were reached over the last 
several months on the following: 


A conference will invite the parties to form 
geographical, bilateral negotiating committees; 


A conference cannot impose solutions or veto 
agreements reached bilaterally; 


Palestinian representatives will participate in 
face-to-face negotiations within a Jordanian-Palestinian 
delegation; 


Participants in the negotiations will be expected to 
accept U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 and to 
renounce terrorism and violence 


Now, to the question, is there a complete convergence 
of views on modalities? Of course not But we will continue 
to make, what the Secretary has termed, “a thorough effort to 
develop an acceptable plan." There are still questions to be 
answered, but failure to advance the cause of peace will be not 
to any lack of effort on our part. So I treated that subject, 
in my talks on this latest trip. Very much on their minds was 
our attitude towards the Gulf war and what we would be doing to 
help to bring that to a rapid conclusion. 


We are standing up for some very important United 
States interests and principles as we move to contain and bring 
that war to the earliest possible conclusion. The interests of 











the United States that are at stake -- ready access to Gulf 
oil, as critical to the economic well-being of the West; it's a 
strategically important area; it would be a major strategic 
defeat should a power hostile to us, such as the Soviets or 
such as Iran is at this time, increase its power and influence; 
our major political, economic, and security ties with all of 
the Arab Gulf States, protect and advance our shared interests 


The policies of successive Administrations have been 
designed to protect the interests I've mentioned We are 
committed to ensure the free flow of oil through the Strait of 
Hormuz We are committed to supporting the individual and 
collective self-defense of the Arab Gulf States and to their 
security We support and encourage the Gulf Cooperation 
Council. We attach great importance to freedom of navigation 
in the Gulf as we do around the world We're working for an 
early negotiated end. We do not see, with the war at a 
stalemate -- and a very bloody stalemate -- that there is going 
to be a victor or a vanquished. So the sooner it can be 
brought to an end and get to negotiations, the better. 


Because [ran is the intransigent party, we vigorously 
pursue Operation Staunch and action at the U.N. Security 
Council to develop a resolution that will have some teeth in it 
to help bring Iran to the negotiating table. 


Our focus these last days has been on the tragic 
attack on the Stark But over the last several months, the 
intensification of attacks on shipping in the Gulf has 
increasingly figured in the news. As we see it, Iran is trying 
to use the oil weapon to threaten the lifelines of those states 
in the Gulf It is focusing at this time on Kuwait. If it is 
successful, it would employ the same strategy on the other 
states 


If it is successful, it would lead to actueél or 
psychological interruption, causing a major surge in oil 
prices, global inflation and recession -~ including in the 
United States -- with adverse political and security 
ramifications for the West as happened in 1973 and again in 
1979. 


The intimidation that we're watching directed 
primarily against Kuwait today -- that is, leaving the land war 
going on between Iraq and Iran, of course, to the side -- that 
intimidation is part of [Iran's hegemonistic plans for the 
Gulf. We're very conscious of the Soviets willingness to step 
in and help protect shipping in the Gulf in order to gain a 
Strategic breakthrough in that area 


So against that background, our help to Kuwait, in 
terms of agreeing to register a number of Kuwaiti tankers under 
the American flag, protects our economic, our political, and 
our strategic interests. It helps meet our commitments and 
demonstrate our resolve to press for an end to the [raq-Iran 
war. It is part of a comprehensive strategy. 








Well, let me stop there and be happy to take your 
questions, please. 


Q If our stakes -- if the stakes are so grave, as 
you've listed them, including global recession and other dire 
consequences, and if you say the United States is committed to 
collective defense, are you saying the United States is 
prepared to enter the war on Iraq's side should Iran continue 
its attacks on tankers? 


A No, I certainly did not state that. I didn't 
suggest it. I['m not trying to imply it. 

Q Excuse me I know you didn't state it, but you 
have raised such dire consequences if [ran maintains its 
attacks -- and, of course, we all know about our naval 
presence, and you've shifted the whole focus from the [raqi 
attack to a perceived Iranian threat -- I wonder if this is a 


step-up toward U.S. active involvement in the Persian Gulf war? 


a) No We are neutral in the war itself. Our 
single goal is to bring that war to as rapid an end as 
possible And in the course of that effort, it's to contain 
the war from spilling over against the Gulf States, against 
international shipping, the threat that it poses to access of 
oil, free flow of oil, through the Strait of Hormuz, and to the 
principle of freedom of navigation We have all of these 
concerns in mind as we pursue the rapidest ending of the war. 


Now, we're going to pursue that by a variety of 
means. One is Operation Staunch Another is our diplomatic 
efforts with our fellow permanent representatives at the 
Security Council in New York. Those talks are going on right 
now. 


Q Ambassador Murphy, to what extent, if any, have 
we consulted with the Soviet Union, not on the [Iran-Iraq war -- 
I know we've done that many times in the past -- but on freedom 
of navigation in the Gulf, especially in light of the Soviet 
involvement with Kuwait on the leasing of tankers? 


Aa We've not consulted with the Soviets on the 
general issue of leasing, in particular. Is that your question? 


No, freedom of navigation in the Gulf, generally; 
and what military responses, if any, should be made toward 
attempts to interfere with that freedom of navigation? 


Our talks with the Soviets, and I've been 
involved in a couple of them, have focused on setting forth -- 
have been the medium for setting forth our policies, 
particularly Operation Staunch. We have urged the Soviets to 
engage in their own Operation Staunch because, of the arms 
reaching [ran, and the emphasis is on [ran -- we're supplying 
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neither of the parties, while the Soviets are the principal 
supplier to Iraq. But reaching Iran are some 15 to 20 percent 
of its requirements from eastern Europe. Reaching [ran are a 
substantial quantity of arms from North Korea. 


So as we pursue the effort with our friends and 
Allies, we've urged them to do the same on their side. So 
there's no conflict between the U.S. and the Soviet Union over 
the principle of freedom of navigation in international 
waterways. We have laid out very plainly to them, in our talks 
over the past two years, the efforts we're making to end tive 
war. 


Q But since we both have, since both superpowers 
have warships in a troubled area, and a very small troubled 
area -- the Gulf -- are there any rules of engagement, any 


understanding between the U.S. and the Soviet Union, how we two 
can avoid a clash by accident? 


A No. There have been no such discussions with the 
Soviets. Actually, their naval presence in the Gulf dates only 
from about last September, September of 1986, which happened 
shortly after one of their cargo ships was intercepted by the 
Iranians, taken to Bandar Abbas, and then let go after a few 
days on up to Kuwait. A week after that, a Soviet frigate 
entered the Gulf. It's been there, as I understand it, since 
that time. 


Mr. Murohy, what are the enforcement measures you 
can talk about throug: the United Nations security to enforce 
the end of the war and Iran to abide by United Nations 
resolutions? 


A We have pledged to our fellow Permanent 
Representatives not to get into public discussions of the 
measures as the negotiations proceed on the shaping of this 
resolution. Appropriate enforcement measures, though, 
obviously would have as part of it some effort to control arms 
traffic to the party that would refuse to accept a ceasefire. 


Q Ambassador Murphy, have you had any luck with the 
Chinese on curtailing their arms supplies to the Gulf? And 
also the Allies came under quite a bit of criticism a couple of 
days ago at the hearing at which you testified, for not doing 
their fair share in the region and not carrying enough of the 
burden Do you think they are? They should? 


a) On the first question, on the Chinese, we have 
talked to the Chinese, in particular about their sales of that 
land-based missile called the Silkworm and pointed out the 
dangers of increasing or escalating the risks in the Gulf. 


The Chinese have stated it is not their policy to sell 
arms to [ran, and there has been a stand-off in those 
discussions. 








Recently -- and I don't have a readout for you today 
-- but last week, one of the delegations formed by the Arab 
League went to Beijing to discuss bringing the war to an end, 
as they came here some two to three weeks ago. I'm sure that 
their effort was to enlist Chinese cooperation in stopping arms 
traffic to Iran. 


Q And the Allies? 


- And the Allies We are discussing with the 
Allies, with our allies, exchanging views on the seriousness of 
the situation in the Gulf I wouldn't have anything more 
specific than that to state today 


Can you give us your assessment of the increased 
risk factor that American combatants in the Persian Gulf are 
now under as a result of the increased responsibilities that 
they will soon assume? And how do you read the trend line in 
terms of overall violence in the Persian Gulf when you factor 
in your assessment of risk to American ships? 


a) Everything that we are doing in terms of shipping 
has the goal of deterrence in terms of protection of shipping. 
We've had American flag carriers in the Gulf steadily. 
Throughout the war period, [ think you've had eight to ten a 
month American flag carriers going into the Gulf. And with the 
Flag comes protection. Protection in the immediate sense is 
the Middle East Force that has been operating in the Gulf since 
1949 -- no introduction, no new introduction of American Force. 


Now, what is the additional risk? You're asking in 
effect For an appreciation of I[ranian intentions -- and ['ll be 
frank: we cannot be totally sure of anything where Iran is 
concerned. There are numerous factors which suggest to us that 
they will not attack our naval ships or the American flag ships 
fran, first of all, has not previously attacked American 
military vessels in the Gulf. We think that their presence, 
the presence of our naval vessels, has been a deterrence. 


Additionally, there have been a series of official 
statements by [ranian officials that they will not attack 
unless provoked; and where is the provocation in assuring the 
innocent passage of American-escorled ships in international 
waters. 


Thirdly, attacks on armed military vessels would add a 
new dimension to the war. They would divert [ranian atvention 
from its principal enemy, Iraq. Iran has not won that war, and 
we think it would be reluctant to initiate actions that could 
provoke a second. Finally, I think we believe that Iran would 
be reluctant to engage the U.S. militarily because of concern 
over our response. 
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Now, obviously, we're going to keep the situation 
under review. We have been and we will remain in close 
consultations with the Congress. [I think that's it. 


Q Sir, did those Congressional consultations 
include discussions of the reflagging of Kuwaiti tankers? And 
is it your view that you can proceed with that without 
Congressional approval? 


A We consulted with the Congress before the process 
got underway of reflagging Kuwaiti tankers, that is accepting 
them as ships registered in the United States, liable to U.S. 
tax, regulations, mobilization, et cetera. [t's not a question 
of seeking approval, but it's a principle that the President 
feels very strongly about, which is full consultation with the 
Congress. 


There were questions raised at your appearance on 
the Hill the other day, though, in the wake of the Stark 
incident. Have there been more recent consultations? Or do 
you anticipate any? 


A Well, I've had three in the last three days 
myself. So ['d have to say recent, yes, we have. 


Q Can you say that the Iranians have not gone after 
American flag vessels? But these reflagged Kuwaiti vessels are 
something of a hybrid. What is there to assure you that 
they're not going to go after these reflagged vessels? 


a Well, they've gone after neither American 
military vessels or American flag carriers. The [ranians have 
been scrupulous, in fact, at going out to check out the flags, 
going out to check out the vessels. 


We did have one vessel intercepted in the Spring of 
‘86. This was to search for cargo destined for a belligerent. 
It was quickly established there was no such cargo aboard, and 
the ship proceeded. But the [ranians have been careful to 
check the identity of the vessels. 


Q Another question is, how are you going to assure 
protection for those re-flagged vessels? And what contribution 
are the Gulf States prepared to make to assist in providing 
that protection? 


fs) One area I can't get into is rules of engagement, 
as you well know. “What contribution will the Gulf States 
make?" They will continue to defend their own territorial 
waters. Each claims, [ believe, some 12 miles territorial 
waters. They will, in the first instance, maintain their own, 
provide for their own defense, looking to the Gulf Council 
secondarily and to outsiders only if their collective efforts 
are not sufficient. But their focus has been, given the 
limited capabilities, on their own territorial waters, and they 
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have looked to the international community to be responsible 
for traffic as it moves into the international waterways. 


Q That doesn't help us, does it? 


Q The other day you said in your testimony that no 
more air cover was going to be needed to protect these 
vessels. Yesterday Mr. Weinberger told Senator Byrd that 
indeed American air cover would increase and perhaps would 
include the cooperation of the French, the British, and the 
Saudis. 


Can you clear up this apparent inconsistency? 


A Actually, [ think it was my military colleague at 
the testimony, at the session the other day that was asked to 
speak to that. I[ cannot get into what the Pentagon plans in 
terms of air defense. 


Sir. 


Q Yes. Mr. Secretary, you say the Iranians have 
shown prudence and restraint, and yet they were rash enough to 
attack a Soviet ship, and their mine struck another. Where 
does that fit in with your case for prudence? 


A l'm not saying we can be totally sure about 
[Iranian intentions. The attack on the ship was by a likely 
armed, and perhaps just a machine gun-carrying, patrol boat, 
probably manned by the Revolutionary Guard. fhis was on the 
Soviet ship a few weeks back. 


Now, there is an element of unpredictability there 
because of the command structure of the Guard. We are not that 
familiar with it, compared to more centralized controls over 
the regular Navy and regular Air Force/Army of Iran. There is 
an element of unpredictability there; we don't deny it. There 
is a risk there; we don't deny it. That there are interests 
and principles at stake, we very strongly affirm. 


Q But aren't the risks sufficient to warrant 
application of the War Powers Act? 


fe) No, for the reasons that I have just spelled 
out. We don't think that the War Powers Act has been triggered 
either by the attack on the Stark or by the likely, as we see, 
likely develcpments in the Gulf area in the future. 


Mr. Murphy, you said that the reason for 
protecting Kuwaiti ships was that they were bearing the brunt 
of the attacks by [ran at this point. If the L[ranians shift 
their attacks to the ships of other nations, are we prepared to 
offer similar protection to them? 
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A Well, protection follows the flag. We had a 
request from Kuwait; we have not had a request from any other 
state in the Gulf Council to extend, or to register under the 
American flag, so that's a hypothetical question. 


Q I just want to shift back to the international 
conference for a second. You said that there was progress. 
What is actually going to be the next step in terms of trying 
to advance that progress? Are you planning some consultations 
with the Soviet Union on the formula for an international 
conference --— you personally? 


And don't you think that the statement that you just 
read before will indicate a US. tilt in favor of Peres' 
position, as opposed to Shamir's position? 


Aa [ would expect talks, in the series of talks that 
I've personally been having with the Soviets, I would expect an 
early session -- perhaps in the course of next month. 

Q Would you go there, or they come here? 

A We always meet in hallowed, neutral ground. 

Q Do you know where you're going to be meeting? 

A [ have a good idea, but ['m not talking. 

Q With what's-his-name, Polyakov? 

A Ambassador Polyakov. Yes. 


Q (Inaudible) 


A I'm corry? 
Q The Persian Gulf is neutral. (Laughter) 
“ Tilting towards Peres, no. We are very aware of 


the debate going on in Israel. We respect that internal 
debate, and the only tilt the United States has is towards 
peace ard keeping a peace process moving. We have our policy, 
and we will continue to work it. 


Q One follow-up on that, Mr. Secretary. Didn't the 
Secretary say the other night that all the countries had to 
have diplomatic relations with Israel to participate in the 
conference? 


A Yes. He did. Yes. 

Q How are you going to work that? 

3) There are a number of questions which still have 
to be resolved. The Soviet participation is certainly one; the 








-10- 


Palestinian participation is another. How is that going to be 
arranged? We don't stand before you today to say that we have 
a deal. We wouldn't be standing here if we did. 


Q Is there a likelihood of Chinese diplomatic 
relations with Israel in the near future? 


4 Good question. 

Q That doesn't come out on radio. 

a It is. It's going to come up. 

Q Will diplomatic relations affect the Arab 


parties as well or only the -- 


A That they have to have diplomatic relations with 
Israel to join into a peace conference? No. [I don't think the 
question rises quite in that way. 


Q Mr. Secretary, following up on your statement 
with regard to the Soviet Union and the reflagging issue, you 
said it would be a strategic defeat, [I think, if the Soviet 
Union were to gain greater access to the Persian Gulf. Do you 
think that it would be less likely that the Soviets would be 
involved there with the Kuwaiti ships had the United States 
responded more quickly to Kuwait's initial request for some 
kind of protective measures for their ships? And, secondly, in 
your testimony to the House Committee, you said you understand 
that the charter arrangements between Kuwait and the Soviet 
Union would not necessitate an increase in the Soviet naval 
presence or establishment of facilities from the Gulf. Do you 
have assurances from either Kuwait or the Soviet Union that it 
will not involve an increase in the Soviet naval presence or 
establishment of such facilities? 


4 Could you take me back to the first part of your 
question? 


Q All right. The first one was if you'd move more 
guickly with Kuwait, would there be less a chance that the 
Soviet Union would be involved to the extent that they are with 
the Kuwaiti ships? 


No. I don't think so. In fact, the Kuwaitis 
approached the Soviets somewhat earlier than they did us, and 
the Soviets have agreed to charter three Soviet tankers, and 
the Kuwaitis have asked us accept under the American flag 
eleven tankers. 


When we responded -- the request came in late December 
or early January -- we responded by describing the standards, 
the regulations that have to be met in terms of reflagging, and 
that's been -- that was under discussion for several weeks, and 
they made the decision to go, and we are working through that 








set of regulations now with the Coast Guard The Coast Guard's 
moving They've had a team in Kuwait over the past week 


On your seconc question -- 


Q You said we understand that these charter 
arrangements don't necessitate an increase in the Soviet naval 
presence or establishment of facilities in the Gulf My 
Guestion is -- 

- That's our appreciation that they would not 


require a greater Soviet naval presence, because you're talking 
about three tankers on long-haul routes, probably to the 
Netherlands from Kuwait Infrequent passage therefore They 
have a frigate or two on occasion in the Gulf We wouldn't 
estimate ourselves a need for a greater number in that 
circumstance 


Do we have assurances? I think I can say this That 
the Gulf states are very much aware of long-term Soviet 
intentions and have no interest in opening the Gulf up to the 
Soviets more than the states -- those states have already done 
in establishing diplomatic relations 


Q Will more American ships -- warships be added to 
the Middle East? 

- Again, that's a question that only the Pentagon 

ould answer 

Q Mr. Ambassador, earlier you said that the 
Iranians -- they're not doing too well in one war, and they 
wouldn't want to initiate a second one I'm trying to get 
clear, do you mean a second one within the war with Iraq, or a 
second one with the United States, or something? 

- I meant a second one with us Ine thing I've 
learned rather painfully in the region is not to speculate too 
much on other people's intentions but to try to make clear our 
intentions and our policies, so that there's no 
misunderstanding about where we're coming from I can't speak 
for Iranian intentions I simply shared with you our estimate 

y y 

Q Do you mean to say that you'd 30 to war? 

Q are you putting them on notice that if they do 
that, that they'll be in a war with the United States? 

- No One point I want to make very clear here, as 
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n the Congress, the United States has no interest in 
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access for free ‘.,ow of oil through the Strait of Hormuz 
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provocative stand vis-a-vis Iran. We are not looking for 
trouble with Iran. [It is for them to decide their own 
policies We're not trying to make trouble, but we are 
standing for an essential American interest calmly and steadily 


Q Are you suggesting, Mr. Murphy, that if Iran 
attacks U.S. Naval vessels, the United States would go to war 
against Iran? 


- I'm not suggesting any such thing 

Q You said that, though 

Qa No I said I didn't think they would want to 
start a war I think that's a reasonable assumption. 

Q We didn't want them to shoot at our ship either 


That could happen, and what's the response going to be, and 
will it be an act of war if they fire on one of these -- 


Q We won't get into questions which obviously take 
you right to the heart of rules of engagement 


Q Since one of our goa’s, Ambassador, is to prevent 
an Iranian victory over Iraq, isn't that in itself an act of 
provocation, and what is there to prevent Iranians from saying, 
“We are preventing them from -- 


4 I shared with you our assessment that there's not 
going to be a victory by either [ran or Iraq There's going to 
be, by all estimates, a very bloody, continued stalemate It 
exists today We would like to cut that off Far too many 
lives have been lost Far too much has been destroyed in terms 
of property, interests of both countries It's time to wind it 


down 


Now, we are portrayed, as you well know, as Satan 
first class, anti-Islamic, and all that nonsense The Soviets 
seem to be in strong competition with us, occasionally ahead in 
the competition, occasionally behind Maybe its useful, still, 
for Tehran to put us in that category and to portray us as 
anti-Moslem, as provocative to Iran. 


Our program, our policies, are designed to end that 
war with the territory of Iran, the territory of [raq, the 
sovereignty of each intact It's no more than that 


Q Ambassador, you have been meeting with the 
Soviets over the last year at least What is the constructive 
role you expect from them when you are not encouraging them to 
take an active role in international conference You are only 
asking them to recognize or have diplomatic relations with 
Israel What 1s the constructive role you want now from the 
Soviet Union ? 
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2) We haven't tried to give a full list to Soviet 
policymakers about what's a constructive role I don't think 
there's any mystery about the fact that establishment of 
diplomatic relations would be a plus If this process is going 
to work, it's going to have to have a tic of admission for 
everybody One of them is acceptance of 242 The Soviets 
accepted that We think that diplomatic relations is a 
reasonable demand for those participating from outside the 
region, obviously 


We think that -- we support the request for a freer 
emigration of -- for freeing up emigration of Soviet Jewry 
That is not an exhaustive list of what we would term 
“constructive behavior.” We've talked today about the Gulf 
war There could be efforts in the Gulf war -- more efforts on 
the Soviets’ part There could conceivably be efforts 
vis-a-vis Lebanon in terms of they have certain clients, 
associates, in the Lebanese conflict They could do something 
about that civil war 


Q Ambassador Murphy, could I ask a question about 
the Stark ? 

MR. REDMAN Let me say we're in essence out of time, 
so I'd like to have, Ralph, one question there, and then one 
Question from the back row over here, and that's it 


Q This will be a quick one Back to the Stark 
matter for just a second What do you hope to find out from 
this team that's going to go to investigate the Stark 
incident? I mean, is there some lingering duubt in your mind 
that this was an accident? What do you want to find out from 
having this -- 


- Why it happened There's no Goubt that 1t was an 
accident, in my mind at least ['m not military, but there's 
absolutely no question, as I've seen the events unfold since it 
happened, that the Iraqis had not intended that attack [It did 
happen by accident Well, we're interested in preventing such 
accidents in the future, so it's going to have to be 
discussions such as Secretary Weinberger talked about last 
night on tne -- how to forestall such events from happening in 
the future Why did they apparently operate purely on the 
basis of the radar blip, the identification, and not answer the 
ships -- what I understand was the ship's notification that 
this is an American naval ship -- all of these questions. That 
team, by the way, I think will be leaving imminently, and the 
sooner the better, as far as we and [Iraq are concerned The 
Iraqis are very anxious to receive them 


MR. REDMAN: The final question back here 
Q A time ago, Mr. Ambassador, you will characterize 


the difference between Peres and Shamir as a difference of 
nuance and style Does this characterization still hold? 








- It largely depends on your definition of “nuance 
and style.“ (Laughter) 
Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 2:41 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, MAY 22, 1987, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 


First, the Secretary's travel plans for trips to 
Reykjavik for the NATO Ministerial and to East Asia for the 


ASEAN Post-Ministerial meetings have changed somewnat He is 
now leaving Washington on Sunday, June 7 to join the President 
in Venice for the Economic Summit He will then leave Venice 
for Reykjavik on Wednesday, June iO -- that Gate is the sane 
one that had previously been scheduled So we'll be arriving 


in Reykjavik very late on that night, Wednesday night or in 
Fact, very early on Thursday morning 


Then, we will be departing Reykjavik on the morning of 

aturday, June 13, at the conclusion of the NATO Ministerial 
meetings and flying directly to Manila, that is instead of 
~ 


t 
turning to Washington as original 


rt 


re ly planned 

A sign-up sheet has been posted in the main Press 
Of F 3 a - Ap +h ‘ Pi hina , aor f nm ats ye'r 
going to have to go through this again The sheet offers you 
options as to where you'd like to kin the party -- that is, 
essentially, starting in Venice, in Reykjavik, at Elmendorf Air 
Force Base in Alaska, or in Manila So please check your 


preferred option and the date you plan to arrive at that stop, 
and we'll have to take the sheet down very early next week, but 


we'll put a date on there so vou'll know that 


Q Does that mean he's going to be in Manila for a 
lot longer than he had planned? 


a That adds maybe a day to our time in Manila 


Q What is the arrival date in Manila, Chuck? When 
will that be, do you know? 
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A That means arrival because of the internaional 
date line on Sunday. 


Q Can you tell us anything about why the change? 
9 [t's just logistical 
Q Does the sheet explain the transportation 


possibilities to Elmendorf or is it -- 


2) No You'd have to get to Elmendorf commercially 
and since we arrive there early on Saturday morning, you would 
obviously have to be there on Friday night But the air base 


is just a short taxi ride away from the international airport 


oecretary Shultz will nost and speak at a receptilo! 
commemorating the 40th Anniversary of the Marshall Plan on May 
26 -- that's next Tuesday -- in the Benjamin Franklin Room at 
5:45 p.m The Secretary will also receive a copy of George 
Marshall's official biography from author Forrest Pogue The 
reception is open to the media on a pool basis 


The Secretary will speak at the Wilson Center's 
Seminar on “The Future of Regional Cooperation in Southeast 
Asia” on May 27, Wednesday, at the Smithsonian Institution 
Building, better known as "the Castle" at 7:00 p.m [F you 
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the Center's Special Events Off 
Q Topic for that, too? 


a The topic, “The Future of Regional Cooperation in 
Southeast Asia." 


Q Copies of the text? 

A The Secretary will speak for perhaps ten 
minutes I don't know if there will be an advanced text, but 
Since it's a very short presentation, [ couldn't promise 
anything 

Q Is that also true of the Marshall Plan, a short 


presentation? 


Q That's right, five to eight minutes 


A little further in the future, the Secretary will 
speak at the Twenty-ninth Annual Detroit-—Windsor International 
Freedom Festival in Detroit on July 2, on the occasion of 
receiving the 1987 Festival Award The Canadian Secretary of 
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State for External Affairs Charles Joseph Clark will be a 
co-recipient. The luncheon will take place at Cobo Hall's 
Riverfront Ballroom, beginning at 12:00 noon. If you plan to 
cover, or wisn information, please contact Wes Johnson of the 
Detroit Economic Club, 313-963-8547. 





And finally,~ I saw a story in today's International 
Herald Tribune which alleged that the U.S. might sign an I 
agreement without the support of its NATO Allies. As you know 
-— and I wanted to reiterate the |! INE 
negotiations have been developed in close collaboration with 
our Allies All our proposals to the Soviets have received 
full Allied support We are fully committed to continue this 
process 
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Tnat's all 1 nave Questions? 


Q Chuck, the White House apparently has disavowed 
some of Secretary Murphy's comments yesterday concerning the 
possibility of a heightened confiict in the Persian Gulf Do 
you have any response? 

oO First, I would question whether anyone is 
Gisavowing what, i effect, was a very long presentation to 
make exactly the point that deterrence has worked for many 
years, and we have every expectation that it will continue to 


work That was the thrust throughout Ambassador Murphy's 
comments He in no way believes that war is likely ie was 
asked, in fact, that question explicitly, and he said, "I'm not 


suggesting any such thing 


But I would just draw your attention to the total 
context of the briefing, and [ think that came through very, 
very clearly 


Q He said he took exception at the remark that an 
attack on an American ship or an American flag vessel by the 
Iranians would open a new dimension Why is the White House 


taking exception to that remark? They said he wasn't 
authorized to make that remark 


is) I don't know what particular remarks you're 
referring to I just don't know what you're referring to 

Q Chuck -- 

a I don't know what White House remarks you're 


referring to I haven't seen those at all 
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Q Aboard Air Force One this morning, Fitzwater said 
he took exception -- if you're not familiar with it, I guess 
you can't comment on it, but -- 


A What was the comment, as you understand it? 
“ 
Q Fitzwater said he took exception at the remark 
that an attack on an American flag vessel or an American naval 
vessel would open a new dimension to the war, and that Murphy 


wasn't authorized to make that statement apparently yesterday 
and apparently at the briefing on Tuesday on the Hill. 


4 Having seen it, again, I can't answer 
specifically, but again [I would invite all of you to look 
through the briefing in its entirety --— it's available in the 


Press Office; and of course, many of you have it on tape. What 
came through very clearly was that he in no way expected that 
to occur. 


Q He did deal in the hypothetical, but if it were 
to occur, that would, I mean -- he certainly said what you 
Said, that he didn't expect it to continue -- 


“ That's right 
Q -~- or to happen, but he did raise the 


hypothetical that were it to happen, that would open a new 
dimension to the war? 


A But he was asked several other specific questions 
which he answered in point-blank terms, with “I'm not 
suggesting any such thing,” and there were no -- I think all 


that comes out of that is a simple recognition of the fact 
that, as everyone knows, as the President has ordered, U.S 
ships can defend themselves. That's the only way in which 
military action comes into play here. 


Q Well, Fitzwater was zeroing in on those two 
comments I know you're at a disadvantage because you haven't 
seen them Perhaps if you, once you do get a chance to see 


them, and you want to say something later on -- 
2) [ sure will 
Q Stepping back for a second from the White House 


comment on it, the Assistant Secretary's remarks did prompt 
some comments on Capitol Hill to the effect that this sort of 
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heightens Congress' interest in being informed, notified under 
the War Powers Act, or the War Powers Resolution, because in 
some Senators' views at least, it would heighten the likelihood 
of U.S. troops being brought into combat in the Persian Gulf 


Do you have any comment on that aspect of the 


situation? . 

A My comment could only be the same one I've 
already oft rad which is that if anyone looks at +he total 
thrust, the entirety, of what the Assistant Secretary was 
trying to get across, it 18 very ciearly the opposite [t is 
very clearly the fact that deterrence has worked -- he went 
through a lot of reasons for that -- and that it will continue 
to work 

Q Chuck, how about the question of the War Powers 


Resolution? Has there been any shift in the Administration's 
position on that? 


A No, there hasn't 
Cc ll 7 + P ' | 
Q Stil no need to ago that’ 
Q [ have seen no change in tne position 


MORI 
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Q Chuck, if I understood the context of what Mr. 
Murphy said yesterday, it was that the Iranians probably would 
not attack American shipping, because they would be concerned 
about opening another front in their war. 


The White House now seems to be backing away from 
that Does that mean the Iranians are more likely to attack 
American shipping since they don't have to worry about war with 
the United States? (Laughter) 


A That's a tough analysis to make without analyzing 
your statement -- (laughter) -- in equivalent detail. No, I 
would only answer in amore general sense that the reasons that 
deterrence has worked are still there. Among the many reasons 
that were spelled out, there is also, of course, the fact that 
our ships will protect themselves fhe iragis, tne [ranians 
know that That is certainly one among the many elements of 
deterrence. 


Q Is the United States satisfied now that Iraq has 
pledged to pay compensation to the victims, or the families of 
the Stark? Do you have any comment on that? 


n The Government of Iraq has informed the United 
States that it agrees in principle to provide compensation for 
loss of human life, injury and material damage suffered as a 
result of the attack on the USS Stark. We welcome the prompt 
response of the Government of Iraq to our request for 
compensation as well as its agreement to discuss the matter 
further through diplomatic channels. 





Q Do you have any response to the desire by the 
Israeli Government to grant diplomatic immunity to David Kimche 
so he will not have to respond to a subpoena from Lawrence 
Walsh? 


A In effect, the question is already answered. You 
phrased it as -- in the future tense. Mr. Kimche is not a 
diplomat accredited to the United States, and under the 
circumstances, we have refused to accord him diplomatic status 
Since his arrival in the United States. He does not currently 
enjoy diplomatic status. He can be subpoenaed to appear before 
a grand jury. He may, however, be immune from providing 
testimony with respect to certain subjects or information. He 
could be -- he may be immune from providing testimony 
concerning special missions to the United States while he was 
Director General of the Israeli Foreign Ministry. 
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Q Can we get a copy of «at? 
A It's only a few sentences. 


Q Chuck, you know -- 


Q He will be immune under those situations, because 
he has -- 

4 I said he may be. 

Q And that would be because he had diplomatic 


immunity at the time of the events in question, or for some 
other reason that he may be immune? 


4 Those kind of Specific reasons behind that 
determination, [I can't give you, but what's at issue here in 
the State Department in making this general statement -- and we 
do this routinely in the case of diplomats of this kind -- it's 
the question of the principle of reciprocity. The Department 
would be very concerned by efforts of foreign countries to 
compel past and present U.S. officials to disclose sensitive 
information in violation of United States laws. 


Q And is there any issue -- is there any question 
here of an agreement between the U.S. and [srael on how to 
conduct the investigation into these matters, and that that 
investigation will be conducted in writing and through -- from 
government to government rather than through testimony of 
individuals? 


a I haven't attempted to address that specific 
issue, because it doesn't necessarily enter into play here 
What we have is @ very specific case of a subpoena having been 
served by the Independent Counsel, and then we played our role 
in the tindings that I just announced 


Q Okay. But that question comes into play at the 
next step, which is when he appears, if he appears, which he 
has. Does he have to testify under the agreement that the 


State Department has with Israel? 


zs) [ just don't know that that has any bearing in 
this case. 


Q Have the Israelis protested this subpoena? 
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4 Again, without going into the details, I'd just 
leave it as saying that we have been in consultation with the 
Israeli Government. 


Q Why is it fluid? Because you have a lot of ifs 
and buts in there You know, he could be in that way or 
subpoenaed, or something like that? Is it -- can't you be 


specific? Can't the Legal Adviser be specific about the case 
of David Kimche in that matter? 


4 That is the position of the Legal Adviser as of 
now. As always, when you get more details, perhaps your 
position can become more definitive 


Q This could change? 


4 I don't know whether it can change or not, but 
that's where it stands as of now. 


Q Can you say will it be Mr. Sofaer who will make 
the ruling on exactly -- the more definite definition of what 
categories he will be immune from having to testify on? 


4 To the extent that there's further input required 
from the State Department, it is the Office of the Legal 
Adviser, headed by Judge Sofaer, that will be doing that 


Q So he will advise Lawrence Walsh 
a Again, not being a legal expert, [ don't know 
whether the term “advise” is correct. That's the only reason I 


hesitate from answering that, but to the extent that there's 
any more input required from the State Department, it is, of 
course, the Legal Adviser's office. 


Q Has the Department provided the Israeli Embassy 
with this legal reading on what his status would be? 


2) Yes They did 

Q Is that what the document provided was? 

4 I don't know what the document was 

Q The State Department lawyer is down at the Court 


House, and he said that he would comment on what the document 
was, but a document had been provided to the Israeli Embassy 
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A I don't know what document he handed over either, 
but the information has been provided to the Israeli Embassy. 


Q Chuck, I'm not sure I understand why it is that 
you say it may not have any -- the agreement with Israel may 
not have any bearing on this case. [ may be just missing 


something here. Is this something obvious that I don't 
understand? 


a I'm saying that here there's a very specific 
-- a subpoena served. 
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Q Right 

A The question is, does an individual present in 
the U.S. -- 

Q Have to -- 

QA -—- have to appear before a grand jury, and what 


does he have to say 


Q And you've issued your -- 
That's what [I'm trying to address is that issue 
Q Okay. So now I'm asking the next question, which 


is after you've reached that point, which you now have reached, 
how does the Israeli-American relation agreement on testimony 
on these matters come into play? Does the agreement 
essentially say that he does not have to testify even if he 
appears? 


5 There I just don't have any way to answer that in 
the context of this agreement I'm only saying I[ think that 
point is moot in the sense that you have an Israeli citizen 
here in this country at this point who has been served a 
Subpoena Therefore, there are certain laws that are being 
applied 


Q Do you know why the State Department attorney was 
in Federal Court this morning when Ambassador Rosenne was there? 


=) As your colleague pointed out, it was to deliver 
a document 


Q Well, you don't seem to be -- 
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those involved in planning and briefing for that plane's 
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responses First of all, the Saudis have not offered an 
explanation The explanation that you offered was your own 
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NEA PRESS GUIDANCE rOosted: ay <2, 4 
Tr Vn Aan ~~ (nr . , 7 
Question Taken at the Noon Fress Sriefing of May <dy, i998 
IRAQ: CORRESPONDENCE 
2: Can the second letter of Saddam Hussein, or the Iraqi 
essage concerning compensation, de mace public? 
A: --THE SECOND LETTER OF PRESIDENT SADDAM HUSSEIN TO Wil 
YOU REFER WAS SENT TO PRESIDENT REAGAN, I REFER YOU 70 THE 


WHITE HOUSE FOR INFORMATION ON THAT, 


--AS FOR THE DIPLOMATIC NOTE CONCERNING COMPENSATION, WE 


HAVE GIVEN YOU THE ESSENCE OF ITS OPERATIVE PARAGRAPH. IT 


IS NOT OUR POLICY TO RELEASE TEXTS OF DIPLOMATIC NOTES, 








THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





For Immediate Release May 26, 1987 


BRIEFING BY BERYL W. SPRINKEL 
CHAIRMAN OF THE COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISERS 


The Briefing Room 
9:00 A.M. EDT 


MR. BRASHEAR: This will be Dr. Beryl Sprinkel this 
morning and he is on -- 


Q What is he some other morning? (Laughter.) 


MR. BRASHEAR: That's right -- this morning, like every 
other morning, is Dr. Beryl Sprinkel. He is on the record. It's for 
sound and cameras. He has a brief statement, which we shall 
distribute to you and then he's available for your questions. 


Q Good news. 

Q That'd be good news. 

Q On behalf of NBC and CBS, [ want to tell you that -- 
Q May I have your statement, please? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Good morning. It's a pleasure to be here, 
as always, and I do have a brief short statement. 


The U.S. economy is in the 54th month of this economic 
expansion and it's our judgment that prospects are good for a 
continuation of economic growth year and into 1988. In October of 
this year, the current expansion will become the longest peacetime 
expansion in the post-war period. But also, we found out by checking 
the data the longest in the 130 years for which data are available. 
During the current expansion, over 13.6 million new jobs have been 
created and contrary to the claims of some observers, most of these 
are full-time jobs in the highest paying occupations. The initial 
steep fall and subsequent stability of inflation and the general 
decline in interest rates that's characterized this expansion stands 
in marked contrast to the experience of the ‘60s and ‘70s, in which 
inflation and interest rates rose above previous peaks as economic 
expansion proceeded. 


Recently released statistics present a generally 
favorable picture of the current state of the economy. Real GNP grew 
at a 4.4 percent annual rate in the first quarter -- the largest 
increase in almost three years. First quarter growth reflected the 
rebuilding of inventories and improvement in real net exports. 
Although consumption and investment spending declined slightly in the 
first quarter, the foundation has been laid for a growth in 
consumption and investment spending in coming quarters. 


nmp.oyment growth has been exceptionally strong with cover 
one million jobs added during the first four months of this year. In 
April, the unemployment rate declined to 6.2 percent -- the iowest 
level in over seven years, and the share of our working age 
population with jobs reached 61.7 percent -- another record. 


In recent months, long-term interest rates have increased 
Sy about one and a half percentage points while short-term rates have 
risen a little less. This reflects concerns in the financial market 
that inflation will reaccelerate above the four percent rate of the 
first thres vears of the expansion, as well as worries of foreign 
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investors about a possible further sharp decline in the foreign 
exchange vaiue of the dollar. Some temporary pickup in inflation 
during the early months in 1987 was widely expected to result from 
the rebound in energy prices. Since December, CPI inflation has been 
running at a six percent annual rate. However, excluding energy 
prices, the CPI during the first four months of '87 was up 4.9 
percent annual rate. This inflation rate reflects the increase in 
import prices associated with the decline in the value of the dollar. 


We feel that concerns of a significant reacceleration of 
inflation are misplaced. In particular, it's important to 
distinguish between one-time shifts in the relative price of a 
particular good and the reacceleration of the general price level 
inflation. We believe that inflation will recede later in the year. 


During much of this expansion, the deterioration of our 
trade balance has dampened economic growth. In fact, it decreased 
economic growth about one percentage point in a couple of years. As 
a result of the depreciation of the dollar that has occurred over the 
past two years, however, we're finally seeing solid evidence that the 
trade deficit is shrinking. In volume terms, our net export deficit 
on goods and services declined by $15.3 billion in the fourth quarter 
of ‘86 and $10.8 billion annual rate in the first quarter of '387. 
Especially encouraging is the fact that exports of goods and services 
in volume terms have grown at an $11.5 percent annual rate since the 
second quarter of last year. Furthermore, import volumes have 
declined in each of the last two quarters. Recent trends in the 
volatile monthly trade statistics suggest that the trade deficit may 
be starting to shrink in dollar terms as well. The average monthly 
trade deficit was 14.9 billion in the third quarter of ‘86, 14.3 
billion in the fourth and 13.7 billion in the first quarter of ‘87. 
We expect to see, on average, continued improvements in the monthly 
trade deficit measured in real as well as in dollar numbers and 
substantial improvement in real net exports incoming quarters. 


Although we're starting to see a narrowing of our trade 
deficit, progress in future years will depend critically on reducing 
the Federal budget by restraining the growth of Federal spending. In 
addition, as imports from our major trading partners contract, these 
economies will be unable to rely upon export-led growth and must 
instead pursue policies that encourage internally led growth and 
reduce structural impediments to growth. Protectionism and general 
tax increases are no solution to our trade imbalance. Protectionism 
would invite retaliation and close markets for our goods, while a 
general tax increase would reduce domestic production, not increase 
it. I'll be pleased to take your questions. 


Sam? 


Q Why are you making the point that without energy 
increases, the inflation rate would be far less than six percent 
Since December, since many people expect that energy prices will 
increase -- not be stable this year? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, there are always people that expect 
energy prices to increase. But I think that most would believe that 
the recent arrangement in OPEC agreeing on a price somewhere around 
19 dollars is likely to hold in the period ahead. Now if, in fact, 
energy prices go up further -- substantially further -- (thai wiii 
also feed through to the price numbers. Now, not only did oil prices 
artificially depress the inflation rate last year -=- and I so 
indicated on several appearances before you -- but it is pushing it 
up this year. And secondly, in addition to the higher price for 
energy, we had anticipated that prices would rise because of the 
weaker dollar. Again, that's a one shot effect unless we continue to 
get substantial further declines in the dollar. So implicit about 
what I'm saying is that we're not likely to have further sharp 
declines in the dollar in feeding through nor are all prices likely 
to continue rising substantially. 
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Q I just -- let's accept your 4.9 percent without 
energy -- or six percent with energy for the inflation rate. That, 
of course, adds to your deficit figure. How are you going to have to 
revise that in July? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we are in the process of updating 
our mid-year forecast. We have not compieted the numbers yet. But 
we feel rather confident that the budget deficit estimated previously 
of about $173 billion will be very close to target when the final 
numbers are in. 


Q How is that possible? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Those numbers will be released in 
subsequent weeks. 


Q How is that possible? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, it's partly possibly because 
spending, despite some actions on the Hill, on the average remained 
restrained -- that's the first point. And the second point is that 
there were some unusually high tax receipts in April. Now part of 
them of a non-recurring nature. We do not know the extent to which 
this applies, but sensible judgment would suggest that many people 
took their capital gains in 1986 -- late in the year, when the tax -- 
when the capital gains rate was lower than in '87 and they, of 
course, are coming up with revenues in their first payment this year. 
So, I think it's both through spending restraint and through 
unusually heavy tax collections through April. 


Q Can you tell us about the summit? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I do not plan to be there, as you 
know. 


Q Why ? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Council -- Chairman of the Council does not 
go to summits. But, I can imagine some of the important issues that 
will be discussed and I mentioned some of them in my opening 
statement. Perhaps the one major challenge that all the countries 
face after four-plus years of economic expansion, is continuing this 
expansion in a way that will be consistent with gradual adjustment in 
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the trade imbalances 2etween our nation and many of our trading 
partners. There ‘is evidence that Western Europe is slowing its 
growth rate, that Japan is not growing very rapidly, and, of course, 
in our own case, even though the trade deficit is coming down, as I 
argued, it will be at unsustainable levels even at year-end if it 
continues to come down. 


So I think there will be considerable discussion of the 
kinds of actions that can be taken cooperatively, that's in the 
interest of each nation -- the U.S. as well as our trading partners 
-- consistent with making this adjustment in an expansion of higher 
growth and higher numbers of jobs. 


As you well know perhaps, on many occasions in the past 
when large countries have run large trade deficits, this adjustment 
has occurred as a result of a sharp recession. And we want to avoid 
that. We would like to make the adjustment in an environment of 
growth. That means, in our case, from my point of view at least, we 
need to restrain the increase in government spending and hence permit 
growth to continue pulling our fiscal deficit down. 


And in countries abroad, this means that they should be 
concerned about the fact they are losing some export markets to the 
United States in particular. And, therefore, it's necessary to 
generate increased domestic demand that does not rely on export 
demand. 


So that will be one of the major issues at the summit, 
I'm quite certain because all leaders have it in their best interest 
to continue this economic expansion and to raise standards of living. 


Yes? 


Q For three consecutive years, I believe, Mr. 
Sprinkel, from ‘83 through ‘85, this administration sponsored or 
proposed in Congress the Youth Differential Wage level -- something 
on the order of $2.50 an hour -- don't believe that's happened this 
year. Has the administration given up on that? And, if so, what is 
the administration's strategy for heading off what is now in the 
hopper on the Hill -- which is an increase in the minimum wage 
itself, which is being proposed by the Democrats. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, the reason that we have opposed the 
minimum wage increases, and have, if fact, proposed special minimums 
for the youth -- special and lower minimums for the youth <-- is very 
Simple. We do not want to make in increasingly difficult for the 
young, for the unskilled, for the poor to get jobs. That's one of 
the unique characteristics of our labor market vis-a-vis labor 
markets abroad. In many countries abroad, unemployment rates are at 
or near post-war highs. They have not been increasing jobs at a 
tapid rate as has the U.S. economy. 


We believe that the imposition of various impediments 
Similar to what is evident in many Western European labor markets 
would not be to the advantage of the poor in the United States. We 
want them to get a job, to build up their skills to enable them to 
move into higher paying jobs. So this is the reason behind it. 


And we haven't changed our views. We think the views 
were correct -- witness the fact that there have been substantial 
increases in jobs in the U.S. market. Over 62 percent of them, 
incidentially, have been in the highest paying professions. Twelve 
percent, however, have been in the lowest paying category, the one to 
which you referred. Certainly, if we were to permit a substantial 
increase in the minimum wage, the increases in numbers of jobs for 
the poorly trained, for the young -- frequently -- sometimes for 
racial groups, would be much less than it is now. 


Q Well, how do you account for the -- 
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0) What's the answer to the glestion? Is it true that 
you haven*t proposed it this year? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I cam*t remember that we haven"t proposed 
it this year. There has been mo change in our position. We think 
it"s a good thing. 


Q -- very high priority -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: And we have stated that we are against an 
increase in the minimum. I know that is a public statement. And I’m 
not certain, off the top of my head, whether it‘s been proposed again 
this year or not. 


0) Well, how do you account for the statistics in this 
morning"s paper that there are so many youth-type jobs that are going 
unfilled because there aren*t enough youths? Doesn*t that take away 
from the argument for the Youth Opportunity Wage? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, im some markets in the United 
States, such as the Washington market, there -- the minimum wage 
that’s being paid is above the legal minimum. And, if fact, they‘re 
having to import workers from elsewhere is certain categories. This 
is the inevitable result of gradual increases in total employment and 
gradual reductions in unemployment. I don"t think it’s an argument 
against -- 

0 Well, what you‘re facing is a reduction in the 
number of people in this category that might be assumed to be taking 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, some of them have built skills and 
moved in other categories and that, of course, is what we want. 


0 Demographically speaking, is this something that 
needs to be taken into account in the arguments for the Youth 
Opportunity Wage? I know your staff is doing its best, but there are 
fewer and fewer teenagers and that may continue for some time. 


DR. SPRINKEL: That"*s true, but we'd still like for them 
to get jobs. And the point that I was making is that mot all sectors 
of the labor market have a condition similar to that in the 
Washington area -- where, in fact, the minimum paid is well above the 
legal minimum. In various other parts of the country where there are 
surplus laborers, that is mot the case. So we have to look at the 
total, mot just Washington, D.C. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Are you anticipating service debts at the summit to 
stabilize the value of the dollar? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I‘*m sorry -- 


9 Service debts at the summit to stabilize the value 
of the dollar? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I am mot aware of any further steps that 


are being contemplated. s#owever, there clearly must be 
follow-through on the steps already taken. 
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At the Louvre meeting, also at the meeting in the United States, 
there were commitments for the U.S. to continue to pull its fiscal 
deficit down. There were commitments by other countries to stimulate 
domestic demand. There is increasing evidence that some progress on 
that front may be occurring, but it’s very gradual, and yet they are 
losing export markets as our trade balance improves. So I'm not 
aware of additional steps, but there may be. 


Q I mean, there were some reports over the weekend 
that some of the Western European countries might lower their 
interest rates, and the United States might increase its interest 
rates in an effort to stabilize -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, there were statements out of Germany 
recently that they would probably reduce their interest rates. There 
was some reduction in Japan. Whether there‘ll be further steps at 
the svamit, I can"t answer. 


Yes sir. 


Q Beryl, are you in fact seeing any signs that the 
Japanese are increasing their domestic demand? And secondly, have 
you pretty much abandoned hope that the West Europeans will stimulate 
growth? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we haven*t abandoned hope. 


Q Well, there‘’s nothing that points to their being 
very desirous of doing that. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Whenever you -- imagine trying to 
coordinate between governments. I sometimes have difficulty in my 
own staff, small as it is. And these are independent governments. 
And therefore, you cannot expect instant results, mor do we 
anticipate instant results. It seems to me that the meeting -- the 
recent meeting, the ministerial meeting in Paris, which some of you 
probably attended, showed a very high degree of resolve among the 
major countries, and they have legislative processes different from 
ours, but nonetheless, time-consuming in some cases. And we do 
anticipate that there will be further movement in Europe. 


Now, there was an agreement, a very important agreement 
in my Opinion, at the ministerial in Paris to push hard on various 
structural adjustments, that is, changes that permit market forces to 
work more efficiently, less emphasis on government controls and 
regulation. That also can be a major help, and in fact, in many ways 
would be better than very sharp, artificial increase in demand, which 
some governments are very concerned about, because it might lead to 
inflation. But there are other ways of achieving growth in domestic 
demand. 


With respect to the Japanese, there has been reasonable 
growth in domestic demand of late, but after subtracting out the 
drag, the results from their loss in export markets, overall, their 
GNP isn‘t rising very rapidly, and we think there is room for further 
additional movement on the domestic demand side -- internally-led 
demand. So, we haven't given up. I think there is widespread 
agreement on principles, and now the question is to keep up the 
discussions and the pressures on both sides and make it happen. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, you mentioned in your opening 
statement that the trade deficit -- you do expect a decline, however, 
that is dependent upon the United States cutting its federal budget 
deficit. Does your estimate of a declining trade deficit also carry 
a-- an expectation that the dollar will remain stable, that the 
trade deficit can decline without a further drop in the dollar, and 
does it also assume a stable monetary policy among the major nations, 
or some changes in policy? 
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DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we cannot predict, of course, what's 
going to happen to the dollar. The statement coming out of the 
Louvre implied that somewhere near present levels, there had been 
sufficient adjustment in the exchange rates for the adjustment in 
trade imbalances to occur. We do anticipate that there will be 
continued growth in all of the countries including our own. If we 
were to run into recessions in Western Europe or in Japan or in the 
United States, the mature of that adjustment would be quite 
different. But yes, we do anticipate further growth, consequently 
monetary policies oriented to a considerable extent, on providing 
additional growth in total spending. 


Q Does that require a change in monetary policy, or 
are the monetary policies now being pursued by the major nations 
sufficient to guarantee that degree -- will be achieved? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I do not want to pass judgment on 
independent central banks, as some of you know. Nonetheless, it‘s 
fair to say that all of them are seeing growth in their aggregates. 


Q Will Volcker be reappointed? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I have no judgment on that, Sam, as you 
know. That‘s up to the President of the United States. 


Q I just want to make sure that I‘m not mixing apples 
and oranges, and I understand what you're saying. A couple of 
Minutes ago, you talked about the -- forecast that you're heading 
toward, and you expressed an upbeat assessment of what the deficit's 
going to look like at that point. We've already had Mr. Fitzwater 
out here previously acknowledging that the President‘’s budget, as 
previously put together, is seriously out of whack with the 
Gramm-Rudman deficit targets. Are you suggesting that through some 
process -- by mid-year it‘s going to be just fine again, or -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Wo. Perhaps I should have been a little 
more precise. My actual reference was to the estimate for Fiscal 
‘87, which as you know is well along. And we have not made a new, 
precise estimate of that number, which was previously $173-plus, I 
believe, but it‘s going to be reasonably close to that. The real 
guestion is, of course, the following year, Fiscal 1988, and the 
Gramm-Rudman target for that fiscal year is $108 billions, and 
there's going to have to be a lot of further effort, both by the 
Congress and the administration in order to achieve that target. So 
I don*t want to mislead. 


Yes, sir? 
Q Dr. Sprinkel, getting back to energy -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Could I just add ome point, that last 
year, you may remember the fiscal deficit was $221 billions of 
dollars. So the improvement between Fiscal ‘86 and Fiscal ‘87, at 
least from my point of view will be very substantial, and that‘s the 
kind of improvement we need if we are to make further progress in 
getting our trade deficit turned around. 


Yes. 


Q You said in your opening statement you expected a 
continuation of growth through ‘87 and ‘88. Does it stop at ‘88 
because that's as far as you can see, or does that imply -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I didn't quite say all of ‘88, if 
you'll look at the wording, and the reason is, not that I don't have 
confidence we won‘t make it, but forecasting techniques are not that 
good, and I'd be very foolish to sit here and say that everything 
looks like go all the way for a year and a half out, 
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because I do not believe that any techniques are good for that long a 
period. 


Q A lot of people, lay people, including myself and 
some financial analysts, expect that this tremendous boom will turn 
down. Do you have any thoughts as to -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I do not think -- 


Q -- for the natural -- you know, it can't go forever, 
can it? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I do not believe that business 
expansions die of old age. I never have believed that. And I don't 
expect this one to die of old age, even though it's getting along in 
years. What typically happens in the past is that policies are 
pursued that result in a downturn in the economy. And, of course, 
it's our objective to avoid those policy changes in a direction that 
would bring on a recession. Can't be certain that it will continue 
throughout ‘88, but it looks very good at the moment. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Where do you come down on -- excuse me -- on the 
rate at which we achieve full employment? Many economists over the 
years have said five. Now, some are tending to raise it up to 5.5 or 
maybe six. 


DR. SPRINKEL: I don't think any of us know. It was 
popular in this town for many years, and I suspect I gave testimony 
years ago that might have said that the ideal unemployment rate is 
four percent -- at least that was in the laws that was generally 
accepted. I haven't heard any careful labor analysts argue that in 
recent years and I really don't know what the lowest may be. And I 
can give you some kind of a clue as to how we look at it. 


If you look at the out-year estimates that we have on GNP 
and growth five years out, we're bringing the unemployment rate down 
a little below 5.5 percent. I think there's plenty of room there. 
Whether or not, over time, we can pull it on down to four, I would 
love to, but it depends on the rigidities that are in the market. 
Whether or not we can actually sustain significant -- a level > 
Significantly less than five, 5.5 percent, I'm not certain. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Regarding energy prices again, if OPEC succeeds in 
Sustaining the current level, say, at $18, $19 a barrel, why wouldn't 
you expect then that they wouldn't try to push it up to $24 or $25, 
even $28 -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I'm sure they'd like to have $50. 
But remember, to sustain it at $18 or $19, they've had to cut back. 
And Saudi Arabia, one of the important producers, has had to cut back 
a great deal. So there's a great deal of pain in sustaining a level 
because there are competitive forces both within OPEC and outside of 
OPEC that work in the opposite direction. 


So it's a judgment that it's not likely to soar back to 
the $25-$30 range, but we can't be certain of that. 


Yes, ma‘am. 


Q Do you expect new stats at the summit to sort of -- 
with regard to the Third World debt problem? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I'm sure that that will be in for 
considerable discussion, partly because of efforts of our government 
to try to encourage other innovative ways of resolving the problems, 
plus, of course, the addition of Citibank to about $3 billion to 


MORE 











their loan reserve. So I would expect that to be another important 
iss 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. A 
few announcements to begin with. 


As you all know, this past year's Departiment of State 
press building passes will expire in June. In order to avoid a 
last-minute rush, you can begin checking with the Press Office 
now about renewing your building passes. 


Secondly, [talian Prime Minister Amintore Fanfani will 
arrive in Washington today as part of a round of consultations 
with government leaders in preparation for the Venice Economic 
Summit to be held June 8-11 Prime Minister Fanfani is 
scheduled to meet tomorrow, May 27, with the President, 
Secretary of Treasury Baker and Secretary of State Shultz. The 
Secretary of State will also host a luncheon May 27 in honor of 
the Prime Minister. 


In Fiji, the media in the region are reporting stories 
published in Suva, suggesting that Secretary Shultz has 
personally communicated with former Prime Minister Mara 
regarding U.S. views on the new political arrangements in 
Fiji. One report quotes Mara to the effect that the Secretary 
has given his "blessings" to the new arrangements. fhat is not 
true. 


The Secretary has had no contact with any political 
leader in Fiji since immediately after the April elections when 
he sent a note of congratulations to Prime Minister Bavandra 
and a note of thanks for past cooperation to former Prime 
Minister Mara. As we've made clear in earlier statements, the 
U.S. Favors a solution to the current crisis that is in keeping 
with Fiji's tradition of democratic, constitutional 
government. We hope that the people of Fiji can peacefully 
work out such a solution. 


And, finally, let me give you what I've been able to 
develop on the attack on some U.S. diplomats in Cairo this 
morning. Shortly after 7:00 o'clock this morning, Cairo time, 
May 26, there was a shooting incident at the Salah Salem 
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Junction near the Maadi suburb of Cairo, involving three 
officers of our Embassy. 


While on their way to work, the three officers had 
their car forced to the side of the road near the beginning of 
the overpass which runs from Maadi toward Heliopolis. Shots 
were fired from the automobile carrying the assailants at the 
car containing the officers. The assailants were unidentified 
and sped off after the incident. 


Two of the officers were slightly wounded. They were 
both Embassy Foreign Service security officers: Dennis 
Williams who is the regional security officer, and John Hucke, 
a deputy in that office. They suffered only superficial head 
wounds and are up and about after treatment at the Embassy 
health unit. John Ford, an Administrative Officer, was in the 
car but was not hurt. No other incidents have occurred 
affecting the U.S. Embassy or the general security situation in 
Cairo. 


The Government of Egypt is extending its full 
assistance in the investigation of this incident. While we 
have no other firm details at this time, we've seen press 
reports that the group, Egypt's Revolution, is reportedly 
claiming credit for the incident. We know very little about 
this group except that it has claimed credit for two successful 
attacks against Israelis in Egypt over the past two years. 


Q Copies of these, Chuck? 
Q Chuck, on the car -- 
: A [ can't do that. ['ve got that in many, inany 
pieces. 
Q Was that a -- did they just take a potshot at the 


car, or was it an attempt to abduct the Americans or at least 
intercept them? 


) From what I have on the incident, it appears to 
be the former -- shooting at the car. Whether or not they had 
any intent beyond that is hard to say, but the incident did not 
go beyond the shooting. 


Q I'm sorry. Did you say from what distance or did 
you say was it from an overpass or something? 


a All I said was that they were approaching this 
particular overpass on the road. 
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Q Is this part of any trend that you know of? Have 
there been other instances of attempted attacks? Has 
surveillance increased on the Embassy? Any phone tireacs? 


4 The best I can do on that is to reiterate first 
what I said, that no other incidents have occurred affecting 
the Embassy or the general security situation, so I don't have 
anything that leads me to believe that this is part of any 
trend at all. 


I can't go into details, as you can imagine, of what 
we're doing in Cairo except to say that the Embassy and the 
Egyptian Government are taking steps to strengthen the 
extensive security already provided to Embassy employees. But 
the Mission today, the Embassy, is open and normal functions 
continue. 


Q Bulletproof car or regular car? 

” [I don't have that detail. 

Q Any thought of pulling anybody out, or anything 
like that? 

“ Nor do I have anything on that. 

Q Regarding your reference to the group, apparently 


there's some disagreement in the building whether there is such 
a group, whether it's a phantom organization or real. Should [ 
take by your reference to it that there's a conclusion here 


there is such an outfit operating, at least in Egypt? 


Qa I think you can only take what [I said, which is 
that this group has reportedly claimed credit for it. [t's a 
group about which we have very little information except that a 
group claiming to have the same name has claimed credit for a 
couple of attacks in the past. That doesn't in the end 
confirm or deny your question. 
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Q Well, that little information you have, does that 
little information tell you of what persuasion the group is? 
[Is it a Fundamentalist group? [s it anti-Sadat? [s it 
anti-American, anti-Western? Clearly, it's anti-Lsraeli. 


A What ['ve given you is all ['ve got at this point. 


Q Chuck, maybe I misheard that. Did you say the 
assailants were in another car? 


4 Yes. 


Q Were they on the same roadway, or were they up on 
the overpass, or something, or -- 


-) Without having all the specifics, they were on 
the same roadway and apparently overtook the Embassy car. 


Q And you said there were no other incidents of 
this sort. My memory may fail me about this too, but it seems 
to me within the last two years there was an episode of at 
least a fairly credible threat in which the Embassy took steps 
to sharply improve its security situation, I think may have 
even evacuated some people briefly. Do you know if that -- and 
at the time the Egyptians arrested some people, and the U.S. 
congratulated the Egyptians for that. Do you know if that bore 
any relationship to this group, this same group, or anything? 


“ [I just don't have any indication. 


Q And these guys were on their way to work at that 
hour of the morning? [ didn't hear. 


fe) This was a carpool on its way to work. 

Q Chuck, are such people armed usually? 

4 I don't know. 

Q Chuck, what's the responsibility of a regional 
security officer? What [ mean -- is he From the Pentagon or 
what -- 

) No. That's from the State Department, from our 
Office of Diplomatic Security. [t's the section in the Fimbassy 


that's responsible for all the security programs at the Embassy. 


Q Chuck, did they return fire at their assailants, 
or anything like that? 
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” I don't have any indication that they did. 


Q Can you say if there's been any advance warning 
or any heightened tension of any kind in regard to the Embassy 
in the past few weeks that might have pre-signaled this? 


=) I don't know of anything to that effect. 
Q New subject? 
A New subject? Yes. 


Q Could I ask about a report from Israel that one 
of the officials involved in the [sraeli investigation of the 
Pollard case has told an official Israeli Government radio 
interviewer that the [Israeli Government bears collective 
responsibility for the Pollard case? Has the U.S. drawn any 
conclusions about that report? 


) No. I don't have anything to offer on that. 

Q What abcut the high court decision which the -- 
about the Palestinian? 

A No comment. 

Q How about Hamadei? There are some suggestions 


that the West Germans may want to try him instead of 
extraditing hiw. 


a) Again, I could only reiterate what we've said in 
the past, that the Administration has made clear its desire to 
have Mohammed Hamadei vigorously prosecuted on all charges that 
he faces. Since the most serious of these charges involved the 
hijacking of an American air carrier, the murder of an American 
Navy diver and assaults on American passengers, we have 
requested and continue to seek Hamadei's extradition to this 
country ; 


Q Have they said anything to you about whether they 
want to cooperate? 


4 Beyond that, the status is essentially the same 
as ['ve described it a number of times. 


Q Do you have any idea -- 


) The bottom line has always been that we believe 
the German Government will live up to its obligations in this 


case. 
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Q Haven't some of the State Department officials 
Said that it would also be okay if he were tried there in 
Germany? 


- I don't know of any such statement on the record. 
Q Judge Sofaer, [ think -- 


Q Judge Sofaer spoke on that but said our position 
on it -- or your position on it -- is that the punishment must 
be equivalent to American law. Germany does not have the death 
penalty. 


a) I can't help you more than the Judge dic. 


Q Can you tell -- have you heard anything From 
Baghdad on whether the Americans are succeeding in interviewing 
the pilot? 


a I don't have any status report. As you know, the 
team is there. They arrived sometime over tne weekend, or 
yesterday, so that they're at work today, but I don't have any 
readout on what they've done today. 


Q Administration officials said over the weekend 
that they wanted to see some help from the Allies -- European 
Allies; also Gulf friends -- in providing air cover and other 


sorts of support for our efforts in the Gulf. Can you tell us 
what form any consultations with them are taking place? 


a No, [ can't, really. [ could only say that in 
order to protect our interests in the Gulf, we are considering 
a range of options. We're consulting with our Allies, with our 
friends in the region, and fully with the Congress. All 
contingencies that are being looked at are designed to deter 
attacks, not to provoke them. 


Q Chuck, would it be safe to assume that if the 
United States gets no help from its Allies and gets no basing 
arrangements for aircraft with any of the Gulf Arab states, 
that the logical next step would be simply to withdraw the 
U.S. Navy from the Gulf? 


a) First of all, those are all various hypothetical 
S$ltuations, as you've described, and so ['m not going to be 
drawn into those. I'd leave the answer at what ['ve just given 


you, which is that we're in a process of considering options. 
And beyond that, I'm not going to speculate on various 
scenarios that you might create. 
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; Q Well, let me just follow up. Would we stay in 
the Gulf is a simple question. Would we stay in the Gulf now 
without air cover? 


a Again, I'm not going to be drawn into that 
question simply because you put it into the future tense again 
and what other options or changes might come about. 


Normally, in response to any other question that [ 
could answer without commenting on that hypothetical one, I 
would certainly not hesitate to reiterate our commitment and 
our presence in the Gulf which, as you know, has been there 
since 1949, and it's a commitment which has been reiterated by 
every President since World War IIL. 


Q Last week, in testimony on the Hill, Assistant 
Secretary Murphy described present policy regarding the Gulf as 
having been well-thought through. Your remarks today seem to 
indicate, rather tentativeness, that there's now underway a 
policy of reassessment. Would this be a correct conclusion? 


a I don't believe so. I don't see where you see 
that in my comments. 


Q Because you're unwilling to say whether or not -- 
you say a number of options are under consideration, for 
example. If this thing has been thought through, one would 
have thought the options have already been considered. 


a There is always a changing situation. and 
Secretary Weinberger indicated, in a number of appearances over 
the weekend, there are things that are being looked at in that 
context. But that is not to say that the Fundamental U.S. 
policy and all the reasons which underpin that policy are at 
all at question; they are not. 


Q Okay. Excuse me, please, one brief -- isn't it 
true that there are already British and French naval vessels in 
the Gulf whose mission might be construed as keeping the 
Straits open for free navigation, the free Flow of oil? 


a) That's a well known fact. What's the question? 

Q ['m just wondering about all this concern about 
Allies helping. If they're already Allies in the region with 
war vessels -- with a parallel mission -- then what's the 


purpose of handling it? 
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“ Beyond what ['ve said, ['m not going to delve any 
deeper into those options. 


Q Has the United States provided any escorts for 
Kuwaiti merchant or tanker vessels thus far that you know? 


a) That arrangement has still not entered into force. 


Q ['m not taking about the reflagging. ['m talking 
about any Kuwaiti merchant vessels? 


4 I just don't know the answer to that. 


Q Chuck, does the review of all the options that 
you have underway include -- is one of those options the option 
of not proceeding with the reflagging and escort operation? 


A I'm just not going to address the options and the 
hypothetical situations beyond what L['ve said already. I'll 
just leave it right there. 


Q Let's ask whether that operation is still 
underway and -- 


a Yes, it is. 


Q -- and there's been no change in any plan to go 
ahead -- 


4 There's been no change. That one I can answer 
very easily. 


Q I thought that was the other question, but -- 


Q You said you're consulting with the Gulf area 
States. Did you demand or ask for any basing rights there yet? 


a Again, ['m not going to go into any details. 

Q That's in the past, I mean; have you or not? 

A Nor details of the past, future or present. 

Q Speaking of consultation, May is winding down and 
you have three, [ think, European governments sending people 
here this week. -Of course, Venice is the main point. But [I'm 


wondering if there will come a time when you'll be ready to 
answer the Soviet Union about eliminating medium-range missiles. 
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Can you give us any projected date, or any projected 
season of the year when the U.S. might respond to this offer? 
Or can the Allies just hold you enthralled like this for the 
rest of the year? 


A I don't want to project any dates. I haven't 
done that in the past and [I'm not going to start doing it 
today. You do know that there have been very intensive 
consultations going on among the Allies, and that continues. 
We expect it to reach its conclusion in due time. 


Q Chuck, there were a series -- to just follow up 
-- there were a series of things that NATO is doing, and those 
three or four things are over with now. There were meetings 
that were on schedule and they were held, and presumably to 
discuss this. Of course, there's the NATO meeting right now. 


I just wondered how much consultation the United 
States is obliged to carry out. You don't take any action, 
that's your answer. If you don't answer them, that's an answer 
in of itself. 


A Well, you're moving ahead to the supposition that 
no action will be taken. ['m telling you that we have very 
active and intensive consultations They have continued. You 
pointed out, for example, the Defense Ministers are meeting in 
Brussels this week, so that there are steps being taken and 
we'll come to a conclusion. 


Q It's taking longer than you would expect it, 
isn't it? 


A No, I don't think so. Not necessarily. This is 
avery important issue. It's a very important security issue, 
and we've addressed it any number of times here in this room. 
and I think it's fair to say that on an isswe of this sort, 
when you have intensive consultations ongoing, that the 
Alliance is facing up to its responsibilities and a decision 
will be forthcoming. 


Q Chuck, Chancellor Kohl is supposed to make up his 
mind on this by June 4. Are you waiting for that day, or what 
would you like him to say that day? 


A I'm not putting any deadlines out there, that one 
or others. 
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Q The Soviets have stopped jamming VOA and have 
apparently intensified jamming Radio Free Europe and Radio 
Liberty. Have we got any explanation or reaction? 


+ Let me say, first, that we welcome the cessation 
of jamming of VORA. We have urged this action on the Soviets 
for years as jamming is illegal under International 
Telecommunications Union regulations and other international 
agreements. 


I would point out, though, that jamming against Radio 
Free Europe and Radio Liberty is continuing and may, in fact, 
have been stepped up. Fulfillment of their international 
obligations requires the Soviets to cease jamming these two 
radios and all other foreign radio broadcasts. 


Concerning motivation, I really couldn't speculate. 
As to its effect on our bilateral relations, obviously, we 
consider it to be a positive development. wWe hope that the end 
to the jamming of VOA is merely a first step leading to an end 
to all Soviet jamming and a greater degree of open 
communication between our two countries. 


--MORE -- 
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Q Apparently, they've hinted for some months in 
diplomatic circles that they were going to be stopping the VOA 
jamming. Has there been any such hinting on the subjects of 
Radio Free Europe or Radio Liberty? 


a I don't have anything on that beyond what ['v« 
Given you, which is in fact that that jamming may have been 
stepped up. 


Q Chuck, have you had any indications from the 
Soviets or are you planning any initiative of your own to take 
this opportunity to increase what the U.S. Government is able 
to say to the Russian people? On rare occasions, very rare 
occasions, you've had opportunities for news conferences or 
speeches, or whatever. 


. I don't have anything bv way of specifics. 
Obviously, we have a number of broadcasts that have been 
directed at the Soviet Union for a long period of time which 
have not been able to be received because of jamming. That 
fact alone, I think, explains why we welcome this development. 
It does provide for at least some measure of more open 
communication. 


Q Do you consider there is any role that Japan 
could play in assisting the United States in maintaining 
freedom of passage through the Gulf? 


- Once again, I'm just not in a position to go into 
the various options and various scenarios regarding allies in 
the region or out of the region. 


Q Chuck, Murphy and other people last week 
mentioned over and over again this American-led move at the 
United Nations Can you bring us up to date on what progress 
the U.S. is making with this resolution and whether or not 
we've intensified our efforts to get some sort of resolution as 
@ result of ‘the attack on the Stark? 


ia I'd start that by saying that, as I've said 
before, the best way to ensure regional stability is for the 
international community to work together to end the Iran-Iraa 
war as soon as possible. As you know, we're neutral in that 
war 


In the United Nations, we are working intersively with 
our allies and others to implement a Security Council 
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Resolution with what have been called “enforcement measures." 
We're also encouraging the Soviet Union to implement its own 
operation to staunch arms flow from its friends who continue to 
ship war material in large numbers to Iran. And then, of 
course, you know about our own Operation Staunch. 


Concerning the actions in the United Nations, we've 
been leading those efforts; we've been actively involved in 
those efforts for some time now. Beyond that, I'm not ina 
position to give you again a timetable cf prediction as to when 
those might come to fruition. But it's something that we 
continue to be actively engaged in. 


Q Has there been any intensification of diplomatic 
efforts in the wake of the Stark attack? 


4 I think it would be fair to say that those 
efforts have been intense even before the Stark attack. 
They've certainly not slacked since then. 


Q Chuck, can you say, coming back to the Gulf 
reflagging operations and so on and the options you're 
considering, can you say whether the consultations and 
discussions at all have in any way involved Iran, particularly, 
on the question of alert status and so on? 


a Alert status? 


Q Of U.S. troops and response, types of response, 
and so on? 


- I'd leave it with essentially what the President 
had to say when he announced the status or the posture that 
U.S. forces would be assuming, and the fact that both Iran and 
Iraq, as well as other nations in the region, are fully aware 
of our status 


Q Chuck, do you Nave anything on Romania barring a 
Washington Post reporter and other reporters from attending 
Gorbachev's visit? 





a Our preliminary information is that at least 
seven Western journalists. including two Americans, were denied 
entry to Romania at Bucharest Airport in the past four days 
The two Americans are Jackson Diehl of the Washington Post, and 
Kenneth Banta, of Time Magazine. 








Our Embassy made strong representations to the airport 
authorities. but was not able to get them to reconsider their 
Gecisions anc admit the reporters The reason given for denial 
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of entry was that the journalists concerned were “considered 
undesirable" or persona non grata because of what the 
authorities said were “unfair” or “unfriendly" stories about 
Romania that they had written previously. 


We're disturbed by this denial which appears to 
contradict the spirit, if not the letter, of the Helsinki 
Accords, and we plan to pursue the matter further with the 
Romanian Government. 


Q Chuck, apart from resident correspondents, do you 
have any idea how many people, how many reporters were admitted? 


= No. 


Q Was this a selective thing or were there many 
more who went in without any difficulty? 


a I don't have any details as to how many actually 
made it through. 


Q On the Hamadei thing again, do you have any 
Feeling for the timing of the decision on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Chuck, do you have any comment or thoughts on the 
Cabinet reshuffling in Seoul? 


= No 
Q Back to Hamadei again, you had your deal with 
Iran. Now the Germans are going to have their deal. Is that 


something you are going to discuss at the Summit, this new 
approach to terrorism, because [ remember this was a major 
issue at the Tokyo Summit? 


= First of all, there are a certain number of 
suppositions in your question which [ don't share. You're 
speculating on a future which I don't see as clearly as you 
appear to. I said earlier in response to one of the questions 
that we fully expect the German Government to live up to its 
obligations. 


Q What are its obligations, Chuck? 
- I've gone through those before; it's working its 
way through a German legal process. There is a request for 


extradition on our part. Those are the issues at play 
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Well, what -- 


Q Does Germany -- Wait a minute. Excuse me, Matt. 
Does Germany have any obligation to extradite to the U.S.? You 
mentioned that in answer to a question on obligations. Don't 
they have some obligations under international law? 


Q There are a number of obligations. There are 
obligations under their own legal system; there are obligations 
under international law; there's an extradition treaty. Those 
are all things at play. 


Q By trying him there, would they not have 
Fulfilled their international obligation? 


2) Beyond that, I'm not going to speculate on what 
may or may not happen. You know what our position is. That's 
where I'll leave it. 


Q On the subject of extraditions, Chuck, what's the 
state of play of the awaited Israeli request for the 
extradition of the American citizen, (inaudible) PLO fugitive 
in New York, Atta. 


4 The fellow who was arrested a couple of weeks ago? 
I don't have anything on that. I'll see if we can get 
something. It may be that Justice is the best place to check, 
out ['ll see if we have something. 


Q Chuck, do you expect the issue of terrorism to be 
discussed at the Economic Summit again this year? 


a Again, I don't want to preview the entire 
agenda. Terrorism has traditionally been one of the items on 
the agenda; it very well could be, but I'm simply not ina 
position to outline the agenda from A to Z. 


Q But would you expect that -- the question was 
about whether terrorism would be on the agenda for bilateral 
talks between the U.S. and West Germany during the, on the 
Fringes of the Economic Summit? 





) That likewise is a frequent subject of discussion 
between the United States and many of its allies, including 
West Germany. So again, I can't give you a yes or no, other 
than to say it's one of the logical issues. 








Tuesday, 5/26/87 


Q Has a decision been made on what type 
defense system to provide the Pakistanis? 


- No, nothing new. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 














Question taken at the May 26, 1987 daily press briefinca: 





EXTRADITION OF MAHMOUD ATTA 
= 


vas ' 7} ~ ~ ‘c ~ , ~. - ° ‘ “4 = . a 
a} What 1S tne status 9 ene extradition or “4annmoud A 


from the United States to Israel? 


Mahmoud Atta was provisionally arrested by federal 
authorities in New York on May 6th in response to a request by 
the Israeli government. The federal magistrate has not yet set 
an extradition hearing date in this case. Before a fugitive 
can be extradited from the United States to Israel, a federal 
court must first find the fugitive extraditable. 

Because this matter is presently before the courts, the 


Department of State has no further comment at this time. 


For further information we would refer ycu to 
the United States Attorney's S&fice for the =Zastern District of 


New York: (212) 656-7060. 
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DPC #89 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 27, 1987, 12:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I have several announcements. 


The twenty-fifth anniversary of the Agency for 
International Development and the fortieth anniversary of the 
Marshall Plan will be commemorated by special philatelic or 
stamp cancellations on June 5 from 11 a.m. until 4 p.m. The 
U.S. Postal Service will set up a special postal station in the 
D Street Lobby near the permanent U.S. Post Office that day, at 
which pre-addressed envelopes and posta! cards may receive 
either of the unique cancellations -~- “Agency for International 
Development, 25 Years of Expanding the Frontiers of Freedom, 
1961-1986", or “The Marshall Plan 40th Anniversary 
Commemoration, 1947-1987". 


The Department of State Public Affairs and AID 
External Affairs will hold a joint cancellation ceremony photo 
opportunity (laughter) at 11:00 a.m. on June 5 to open the 
program. More information is available. 


And the Department of State is releasing today 

"Foreign Relations of the United States, 1955-57, Volume VII, 
American Republics: Central anc South America." The press 
release and a summary prepared by the Office of the Historian 
are available in the Press Office, ordering information is 
included. Copies of the volume are available for reading and 
consultation in both the Office of Press Relations and the 
Office of the Historian. 


Last, Under Secretary Wallis will hold the following 
press briefings Thursday, May 28, on the Venice Economic 
Summit. He will hold a press conference at the Center for 
Strategic and International Studies, CSIS. It will be ON THE 
RECORD remarks including questions and answers for the general 
press from 2:40 to 3:40 p.m. in the Abshire Room, Third Floor, 
1800 K Street. Journalists should respond to Stacy Campbell, 
775-3176 beforehand. Also at the Foreign Press Center, Mr. 
Wallis will give ON THE RECORD remarks including questions and 
answers primarily for foreign correspondents 5:00 to 5:30 p.m. 
in Room 898, at the National Press Building. 


Now, ['ll be happy to answer any questions. 
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Q Has the State Department seen the reports 
prepared by the two Israeli committees on the Pollard case? 


is We have seen the reports of the two Israeli 
committees, but we have no specific comments on them. 
Responsibilities for following up on the conclusions of these 
reports lies with the Government of Israel. We hope these 
reports will contribute to ensuring that espionage activities 
like Pollard's never occur again. 


Q Was anybody in the State Department consulted or 
interrogated during the course of these investigations? 


A Not to my knowledge. [ think that they were 
internal Government of Israel operations. 


Q And do the conclusions that you have read about 
change at aii the State Department's view of the case? 


is No. As [ said, we view these as activities of 
the Government of Israel. We have always said that we're 
concerned about treatment of those individuals involved in 
Pollard's espionage, and the Government of Israel undertook to 
call such persons to account. 

Q Phyllis, which report, in The New York Times or 
Washington Post, do you subscribe, because there are 
contradictions between them, both papers? 








A [I'll stand by what we said. ['m not going to 
referee between two accounts in newspapers. 


Q Phyllis, can I ask you about something you just 
said? 


"4 Yes. 
Q You said you view these as activities of the 
Government of Israel. What activities are you viewing as being 


activities of the Government of Israel? 


A The investigations that preceded these two 
reports. 


Q I see. So you're not reviewing the activities of 
the espionage operations? 


A No. I'm talking about the investigative process 
and the reporting process. 


Q All right. Well, let me ask you, then -- 


Q {f [I may -- 
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A Wait. Excuse me. Let him finish, and then let 
me get to you. 


Q Let me ask you, then, until now, the Israeli 
Government has told the U.S. Government and the public 
repeatedly that it was a rogue operation. These two reports 
say that the Israeli Government bears full responsibility for 
those operations. Doesn't that present a contradiction to the 
U.S. in terms of how to view the espionage activities? 


A I'm not going to get into the assumptions and the 
built-in parts of your question. I said that we were going to 
have no specific comments on them, and I'll stick by that. 


Q But, Phyllis, you did say that the U.S. position 
has always been that individuals concerned should be brought to 
account. Neither of the reports, as we understand them, lays 
any blame on any individual particularly, and it doesn't 
recommend any action against them. 


That would seem to be at odds with the position as you 
have just stated, would it not? 


4 I don't want to characterize it in any way at 
being at odds. We have said what our position was, and we have 
said that these investigations have been activities of the 
Government of Israel, and ['ll leave it at that. 


Q May I ask a technicality on that? 


You said you had seen the reports. The question 
is did you see -- have you seen the text of the reports of the 
two commissions, or are you talking about press reports about 
the reports of the two commissions? 


a I was referring to press reports. I don't know 
whether the official reports have been made public or have been 
Given to our Embassy. I just don't know. 


According to some of the press reports in Israel, 
Pollard testified that he had contacts, or was recruited to his 
espionage by other contacts that were engaging in espionage on 
behalf of the same interests in the U.S. 


Is the State Department position that we are satisfied 
that there is no continuing, ongoing espionage of any kind by 
the Israeli Government or anybody associated with it in the 
U.S.? 


A I just can't help you with that one. 


Connie? 
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Q Does the U.S. Government consider the report a 
whitewash and where does it go from here? Is the case closed 
as far as the U.S. is concerned? 


A I said that we were just not going to have any 
specific comments or classifications of the report. 


Q Phyllis, is it that the State Department has 
taken a position on this matter in addition to what you have 
said, because it might jeopardize the continued investigation 
by the Justice Department on this case? 


- Again, I can't help you with that question. I'm 
not going to respond and reply to any assumptions in the 
question. We're just not going to have any specific comments 
on the reports. 


It's not a matter of going to assumptions because 
of the fact that the State Department was the first who formed 
the agreement, or whatever happened when Mr. Shultz and Mr. 
Peres were on the phone for two-and-a-half hours in 1985, 
trying to (inaudible) this matter, and Mr. Sofaer, Judge Sofaer 
and others went to [srael, and it was the initiative of the 
State Department that this whole case was closed after they 
returned December 26, from Israel, 1985. So this is a State 
Department responsibility, why can't you comment on it now? 


A Sorry, I just can't help you with that. 


Q Phyllis, are we just about --— can we move to the 
Gulf, shift a little bit geographically? 


4 Excuse me. Yes. There -- 


Can [I ask one more question about it? You say 
that you expect that the Israeli Government would see that 
there is no more such espionage. Does the U.S. Government have 
any assurance, any formal assurance from the Government of 
Israel that the espionage has stopped and there will be no 
further -- 


A Jim, I'm just going to stand by what we said on 
that, that we hope that these reports will contribute to 
insuring that the espionage activities like Pollard's never 
occur again. 


Q Phyllis, on the Gulf -- 

2) Excuse me. There were -—- Yes. 

Q There were reports in Israel that one of the 
results of this report and your reaction is that the visit of 


Defense Minister Rabin in two weeks will be postponed or 
cancelled for the time being. Can you comment on that? 
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4 In our view, there is no connection between these 
reports and the proposed visit of the Defense Minister. 


Q You say it's going to take place in two weeks, as 
scheduled? Is the visit going to take place? 


a) Well, my assumption is, it will I said that we 
see no connection. 


Q Could you bring us up to date, if you can, 
please, on Mr. Murphy's plans to meet with a Soviet official, 
Mr. Polyakov? And also, do you have anything to tell us about 
Soviet arms shipments to [ran? Last week, you'll recall, there 
was reference to East European and North Korean shipments 
because we've since learned that more Chinese Silkworms -- what 
about the Soviet Union, are they helping Iran and to what 
extent? 


A Let me take the first question first about a 
proposed meeting between Assistant Secretary Murphy and Mr. 
Viadimir Polyakov. [I don't have anything further on the 
meeting beyond what Ambassador Murphy mentioned in his briefing 
last week. 


In regard to the second question on Soviet shipments 
to Iran, I just have nothing on that. 


Q That's a rather comprehensive answer. Did -- is 
Mr. Murphy's meeting with Mr. Polyakov still in the future? 
They haven't met, have they, when we weren't looking? 


A No, I don't believe they've met. Again, [I think 
that Ambassador Murphy talked about “in the future, next month." 


Q {[ just had a sense you might feel some need to 
accelerate this in light of the continuing arms shipments to 
Iran. 


4 I just have nothing on that. 


Q How do we classify in terms of the plans to flag 
Kuwaiti ships, how do we classify the escort mission reportedly 
done by the U.S. Navy of at least one Kuwaiti tanker in the 
past two days? 


A I don't have any specific classification, but it 
is true that a U.S. Navy ship escorted a Kuwaiti merchant ship 
carrying U.S.-made M-60 tanks to Bahrain. As we have said, 
this vessel was carrying U.S. tanks which were sold to Bahrain 
under the U.S. Foreign Military Sales, FMS, program. 


On a case-by-case basis, given the situation in the 
Gulf, we will escort shipments of FMS equipment to friendly, 
non-belligerent countries. I[t is important that the U.S. 
remain a reliable supplier of defense items to friendly 
countries. 
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Q Where I stand corrected -- it wasn't a tanker. 
I'm sorry; I misspoke But do we consider that, in any way, 
part of the impending plan, or is this an entirely separate 
instance as you say, on a case-by-case basis? 


A This was a separate incident and determined on a 
case-by-case basis 


Q Is that a new policy that you just outlined? 


a) No We have provided protection to the first 
shipment of tanks to Bahrain in February, so it's not the first 
time that this was done 


Q Is that the second time? I mean are those the 
only two? 


To the best of my knowledge, it is the second 
time 


Q Is there going to be a third shipment? 


- Not that I'm aware of, but again, we would 
determine that on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Why are American tanks sold to Bahrain being 
taken there on a Kuwaiti ship? 


Q What principle are you upholding there? 
(Laugnter) 


- I'm simply not familiar with the regulations that 
determine FMS shipments. I think it can be done on whatever 
tankers and arrangements are made by the receiving country, and 
I don't think you ought to read anything specific into the fact 
that they were delivered on that ship 


Q Well, could you -- or maybe it's the Defense 
Department that is the right one to ask -- find out what is the 
reason, under what rules, or how did it come about that a 
Kuwaiti ship is taking these tanks, Americéen tanks, over there? 


+ Let me see if we have anything on that, but I 
think your assumption that the Defense Department is the 
appropriate agent to contact on that. 


Q Have we, in the course of the Iran-Iraq war, 
escorted either American vessels or other countries' vessels? 


a Well, I think we've talked about our presence in 
the Gulf since 1949, and that we have had naval vessels there 
Whether you can go back through the years of actual escorting 
or not, I'm just not prepared to say I'll have to see if we 
can take that question 











Wednesday, 5/27/87 


Q Phyllis, can you explain the distinction that the 
U.S. Government makes between the need to flag Kuwaiti oi] 
tankers with an American flag in order to protect them, escort 
them, and the need not to do that in the case of a ship 
carrying American weapons to Bahrain? What is the distinction 
the U.S. makes there? 


a I think that that distinction has been covered 
clearly before, and certainly by Assistant Secretary Murphy, 
that the Kuwaiti o11 tankers have come under such severe 
harassment since 1986, the Fall of 1986, September 1986, that 
the Government of Kuwait turned to the United States for help 
with this problem And in light of that harassment. it was 
decided that reflagging the oil tankers would be the correct 
way to respond to that, and that it's quite cifferent from 
naval protection of other freighters They are just two 
separate problems 


— MORE - 
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Q Are the rules of engagement different under this 
circumstance where you're protecting FMS shipments? 


o Again as Assistant Secretary Murphy said, that he 
wasn't going to get into the specifics of rules of engagement, 
and neither am Ii 


Q But oil is different, obviously, from munitions 
Is there a principle here? Is the United States prepared to 
defend shipments of weapons in the Gulf provided the 
destination is a country we approve of? I thought your policy 
was to try to sort of bring down the level of tension? 


a The principle, [ think, in all this is to protect 
the freedom of navigation in the Gulf area, and that's the 
principle that we're protecting 


Q I know, but, I mean, freedom of navigation -- the 
cargo would seem to have some -- would seem to be a 
consideration I mean, if mustard gas was floating around in 
the Persian Gulf, I don't think you'd stand up there and defend 
the right to have the freedom of shipping of a dangerous 
chemical weapon I don't understand what principle's involved 


- Let me repeat -- 
Q - when you protect tanks 


- The freedom of navigation is the overriding 
principle in this situation I'm not going to comment on a 
hypothetical situations about hypothetical cargoes Let me 
repeat, we decided that we will escort shipments of FMS 
equipment to friendly, non-belligerent countries in the Gulf 
It is important in cur view that we remain a reliable supplier 
of defense items to these friendly countries, and that's what 
we intend to do 


Q am I --— is the inference correct that Iraq is not 
a non-belligerent country? 


. Well, I don't want to talk about inferences we 
have said in this, and let me repeat again, that we are not 
selling arms to either of -- 


Q No I didn't ask you about selling Look, we're 
not going to know about -- they have to be hypotheticals, 
because in your, you know, posture of secrecy. we don't hear 
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about -- the public nor the press doesn't hear about U.S 
military actions to protect the shipment of weapons 


Now, you just read a statement, and it said 
‘non-belligerent.“ Before you read it, my question would be 
and it remains, will the United States protect shipment of 
weapons to Iraq? 


- I am not going to talk about hypothetical 
Situations We have talked about the protection that we 
afforded on a case-by-case basis to this freighter carrying 
this equipment to Bahrain And we've also talked about the 
protection that will be afforded to the reflagged Kuwaiti 
vessels, and I'm just not going to go beyond that 


Q If I might ask a couple of things about this -- 


Q Let's finish up on that specific point Surely 
Iraq is a belligerent in the war 


“ Yes There is no doubt 

Q Okay So then it wouldn't be included in your 
cover there - in your covering friendly. non-belligerents 

4 Well, but we're talking about a shipment of FMS 
equipment Now, we are not selling FMS equipment to Iraq, so 
the situation simply does not arise On a se-Dy-case Dasis, 
we decided to provide Naval escort to this ship to Sahrain 

Q Right But Iraq, because of its participation in 
the war, is not a friendly, non-belligerent puntry Is that 
right? 

= I'm not going to classify our relationship with 
Iraq Again, [I think we've covered that What we're talking 


about is the specific ship ent of specific items 


Q Phyllis, a few moments ago you said the 
overriding principle was the freedom of navigation principle 
But I think what I just heard in your answer to Jim was that 
the question of whether it's FMS equipment or not is really the 
overriding principle You would not -- you're not protecting 
freedom of navigation of weapons through the Gulf You're 
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protecting freedom of navigation of American weapons sold to 
countries that you define as friendly, non-belligerent 


: I'm saying that we decide these questions on a 
case-by-case basis. In regard to the shipment that went to 
Bahrain, it was FMS equipment sold to a friendly, 
non-belligerent country. Those were the reasons that went into 
the decision to offer protection for that shipment And what 
I'm trying to say is that there are not deductions that can be 
drawn from that about what we're going to do in other 
circumstances They will be decided on a case-by-case basis. 


Q But those other circumstances will all be 
shipments of FMS equipment, or are we talking about deciding on 
a case-by-case basis shipments of other sorts of items? 


m I again go back to the question that I think it 
will be decided on a case-by-case basis 

Q Whether it's FMS or anything else? 

fs) Anything else 

Q I think you were asked earlier whether other 


shipments besides the two you mentioned to Kuwait were made to 
Kuwait Just to be clear about it, has the U.S. escorted other 
munitions through the Persian Gulf to any other countries, 
friendly, non-belligerent, or otherwise?’ 


A Ralph, I've said I knew that there had been 
another case where we had escorted a ship I simply wasn't 
prepared to answer that question [ will try and get you an 


answer on that one 


Q When was the decision made, or, if you know, that 
the United States on a case-by-case basis would escort 
shipments of FMS equipment to friendly, non-belligerent 
countries in the Persian Gulf? 


a I don't have the details on when that decision 
was made 

Q Could you find out? 

A I'll see 


Q New subject? 
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“ Let me take his, and then [I'll get back to you. 


Q Can you give us any guidance on whether or not 
the United States is actually negotiating with any of our Arab 
nation friends in the Persian Gulf region to be able to base 
aircraft further north in the Persian Gulf, as Secretary 
Weinberger suggested on television Sunday would be required, if 
we were to give air cover to these Kuwaiti tankers. 


Aa Sorry I can't help you with that. 


Q On the tanks, are those tanks, do you know, for 
Bahrain's use, or are they for the use of another country? 


A No They're for the use of Bahrain 

Q Any change in the status of reflagging the 
tankers? 

Q No. We really don't have anything new on the 


status of reflagging. We're continuing to move through Coast 
Guard inspection procedure and other registration 
requirements The process is going smoothly 


Q Any change in any of the allied attitudes? Are 
we continuing to discuss with them assisting in this protection 
maneuver, and will that be a subject of the Venice Summit? 


A We are seeking support from our European Allies 
in pursuit of our common interests in the region An end to 
the Iran-Iraq war and the protection of freedom of navigation. 
The United Kingdom and France have had a naval presence in the 
Persian Gulf region. Both nations have been monitoring their 
respective interests in a manner separate but parallel] to our 
own effort, and in that regard [I might note that the Royal Navy 
has maintained a continuous naval presence in the Gulf since 
1980 


Earlier this year in response to the increasing number 
attacks on shipping, the U.K. raised the Royal Navy force 
ievel in the area from two frigates, or destroyers, to three, 
and the Royal Navy ships have recently increased the amount of 
time spent on patrol in the Gulf itself west of the Strait of 


Hormuz 
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There are close contacts between Allies over 
developments in the region, and locally in the Gulf there is a 
good measure of informal consultation and cooperation between 
friendly naval forces. 


Q Yes. But are they protecting anybody else's 
ships? 


What we have said is that they are spending more 
time there on patrol, and [ assume that they are there to 
provide reassurance to British-registered and British-owned 
shipping. 


Q Phyllis, can I follow that up? 
” Yes 


Q Or perhaps you can ask -- are they part of a 
collective defense is what we're driving at? And, if you're 
pursuing that, may I ask you to pursue, please, if you will, a 
legal question too? Is there -- 


2) Well, why don't we take these one at a time. 


Q No It's the same thing. Is West Germany barred 
by some legal construction from participating also ina 
collective defense in the Gulf? 


4 I don't want to characterize the efforts as 
collective defense [I think for some people that has one 
meaning, that it doesn't have for others What I'm saying is 
that we are seeking support from our European Allies. We're 
discussing this subject with them They have their own 
presence, and we're trying to work informally to increase the 
cooperation But I'm not going to characterize it one way or 
the other. 


In regard to the legal requirements on the Federal 
Republic of Germany, I suggest you ask the Embassy here 


Q No It's an American constvuction -- 
Aa All right 


Q -- it's how we read the agreements that ended 
World War II But the reason -- [I don't want to beat this 
dead, but we're asking abort collective defense, because Mr. 
Murphy, standing up there, spoke of the West -- 
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” Yes. 


Q -- spoke of the dire consequences to the West, to 
the world. There will be chaos, there will be a depression, 
God knows what will happen. He spoke in terms of collective 
defense. We are trying to establish for the record whether the 
United States is organizing the collective defense of the 
Persian Gulf with its Allies, and which Allies are cooperating, 
which cannot cooperate, and which choose not to cooperate? 


Every country has interests, but all these different 
countries receive oil. You're protecting the oil to the West, 
not to the United States alone. You've taken on the Persian 
Gulf as part of your sphere of influence The question is, are 
you trying to entice other countries to join you? 


4 Barry, I'm going to stick with the record and 
what we've said. We are certainly consulting with our Allies, 
and we are seeking support from them in pursuit of our common 
interests in the Gulf, and that we expect those consultations 
and discussions to continue. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any evidence that oil 
exports from the Gulf have in fact decreased as a result of 
this nefarious activity? 


I just don't have anything on those statistics 


Q When you talk about “allies," you keep talking 
about Europeans Have you ever consulted with the Japanese? 
mean, they get 60 to 70 percent of their oil from there. We 
only get about five percent? 


A I just don't have anything on that today. 


Q Phyllis, under what terms or circumstances do you 
think the Kuwaiti Government gave its approval to the United 
States to use its ships to transfer the FMS equipment? 


) Again, we've discussed this whole issue of 
ref lagging I have nothing new on that aspect of it today. 


Q No, no. It's not reflagging The transfer of 
the tanks to Bahrain. Was there an agreement before, or is 
there a continuous agreement -- 


A Agreement between whom? 
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Q Between the United States and the Kuwaiti 
Government or any of the GCC countries about transferring some 
FMS shipments? 


a I just can't help you with that. We've discussed 
the provisions of the transport of those tanks, and I have 
nothing further on that 

Yes, Bill. 

Q New subject 

a Wait a minute Let's finish Ralph, yes? 

Q Just on the Bahraini tank thing, do you have the 
full details of the total number of tanks and total package 
involved there, and -- 

A I don't have that with me today. I'm sure it's a 


matter of public knowledge, and we can certainly make it 
available 


Q Last week Chuck estimated that the Kuwaiti 
reflagged tankers would begin operation under escort in two 
weeks Do you have an update on when that will begin? 

A Well, I don't think we've ever set a deadline or 


a specific - 
Q Not a specific date, but he said about two weeks 


A -- target date, but, again, I think that most of 
our statements have headed toward sometime next month 


Q What still has to be worked out before the U.S 
can reflagq those vessels? 


a Let me get back to that Again, as I said, we're 
going through the Coast Guard inspection procedures and the 
other registration requirements. This process is going 
smoothly, but [ just don't have any more specifics to offer on 
it. 

Q Hasn't the Coast Guard already waived the 


inspection procedures? 


a) That is a very technical question on certain 
safety standards in a national defense waiver, and !'d suggest 
you consult the Defense Department on that aspect 
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Q What Chuck saic last week gave the impression 
that they're not all going to be ready all at once; that some 
will -- that beginning in two weeks the first tanker may be -- 


go under a U.S. flag. 


Q Yes. That's my understanding too, that they will 
not be done as a group, but when the tankers have been 
approved, then one or two in a process will be approved 


Q Now, can you say how many Americans will be 
aboard each of these tankers? 


" Again, I think that that question was addressed 
here, and it's my understanding that there will be one master 
on every ship. 


Q But possibly more than that -- 

) Again, [I'd consult the Coast Guard on those 
details. 

Q And my final question is, I understand that 


Secretary Weinberger at Brussels is now seeking the support of 
our Allies in this Persian Gulf situation? 


Ie) Well, certainly we consult with our Allies all 
the time, and, as I said, that those consultations continue. 


Q My only question on that is, by “support,” how 
specific are we? Are we asking for a very specific kind of 
deployment, or just general support for what we are doi ig, 
political support? 

A I can't give you any answers to those questions. 

Yes, Connie? 

Q He's first, and then I'll go to another area 

a) All right 

Q New subject The Italian Prime Minister is 


here. Is Mr. Shultz trying to enlist [Italy's support for 
defense of the Gulf? 


n I think the purposes of the visit of Prime 
Minister Fanfani were covered yesterday in Chuck's announcement 
of his visit 
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Q No, no. All Chuck said yesterday, he's here, and 
he'll be here for a couple of days. That was the substance of 
what Chuck had to say. We're talking about the Gulf now, so 
I'm asking if Italy has a role to play, and if Mr. Shultz is 
asking Mr. Fanfani to play that role? 


a I'm not going to get into the specifics of their 
agenda. We've talked, certainly, often about the full range of 
bilateral and multilateral issues that we have to discuss with 


a close ally such as Italy 
Yes? 


Q New subject? 


i) Wait a minute 
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Q Wait a minute. One more question here. 
One more. 


Q This weekend, the White House publicly 
contradicted Mr. Murphy on the statement that he made regarding 
a risk of a confrontation with Iran Does that have anything 
to do with the concern over the hostages? Or what do you think 
about this White House statement? 


a I don't have any characterization of the White 
House statement. I think Ambassador Murphy was perfectly clear 
in his statements when he was talking about the goal of our 
policy is deterrence, and I'll let it go at that. 


Q New subject? 
Yes, alright 
Q Tishrin, the Syrian government-owned and 


controlled newspaper, today praised the attack on the three 
American diplomats in Cairo. Since this Administration is 
always talking about being tough on terrorism, what will the 
response to Syria be? 


Q We find it extremely odious that official 
Damascus media should portray people who attack diplomats as 
heros. You can be sure that the Syrians are aware of our 


reaction to these media statements. 


Q Are you calling -—- Phyllis, are you calling 
anyone from the Syrian diplomatic —-- 


4 I don't have any details of what's being 
considered, but -- 


Q You have been making some rather conciliatory 
noises about Syria's involvement in terrorism in recent 
months. Has this changed your assessment? 


4 I wouldn't classify or characterize recent moves 
with Syria one way or the other. I think that the media 
statements about this, as [| said, were odious. And, certainly, 
we would not agree that this is the way for any state or media 
organization with connection to the government to behave; and, 
as I said, the Syrians certainly will be aware of our feelings 
on this. 
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Q Yesterday, you -- 


a But I don't want to characterize relationships 
one way or the other. 


Q Does it re-enforce our opinion that they're tied 
too closely to terrorism? 


I'm just not going to get into that. 
Q Yesterday, some Syrians were indicted for 


smuggling arms or trying to smuggle arms from the United 
States. Do you have anything? 


a I don't have anything on that. 
Q Any new reflections since the extensive discourse 
yesterday on the incident itself? Have you changed -- have you 


got some new information, particularly on whether an abduction 
seemed to be the purpose? 


A I don't have anything new for you on what 
happened in Cairo. Without commenting on the specifics of the 
investigation which is now taking place, I would just say that 
we have full confidence in the investigative efforts of the 
Egyptian authorities. 


Q Nothing more on who might have been responsible? 

A No, nothing more on -- 

Q The fact that the Syrian statement was made 
doesn't lead you to believe that -- 

ms No, I don't. 

Q Are you considering reducing your staff in Egypt? 

A No, nothing on that. 


Can you tell us the number. Is it 600 people 
working there -- 


Qa I don't have any specifics on the numbers. 


Q New subject? 
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n Yes. 


Q Ambassador Allan Gotlieb from Canada has been 
subpoenaed by a Grand Jury. Last week you gave us a legal 
assessment of where an Israeli former official stood as far as 
U.S. law. I wonder whether you could do the same for that case? 


a Ambassador Gotlieb of Canada is formally accepted 
by the United States as the Chief of a Diplomatic Mission. By 
long-standing, customary international law, in the expressed 
provisions of the Vienna Convention on diplomatic relations, 
Article 31, Paragraph 2, he is entitled, in the absence of 
formal waiver by the Government of Canada, to complete immunity 
from being obliged to give evidence as a witness. 


Mr. Kimche is not a diplomat accredited to the United 
States and enjoys no such blanket immunity. So I think the 
difference in those two cases is perfectly clear. 


Q Do you have something on the meeting on 
counter-—terrorism in Paris tomorrow? 


4 Attorney General Meese has accepted an invitation 
to meet in Paris May 28 to discuss cooperation in the fight 
against terrorism. Also invited are the Cabinet-level 
counter-terrorism officials of the United Kingdom, Germany, 
Italy, Canada and Japan, as well as Belgium and Denmark, 
representing the current and future presidencies of the 
European Economic Community. 


L. Paul Bremer, Ambassador-at—Large for 
Counter-Terrorism, will accompany the Attorney General as will 
Assistant Attorney General William Weld. 


Q Is that the meeting that never took place? Was 
it earlier this year? 


a) No. [I think that this is -- 


Q In Rome? 


a -—- a meeting I wouldn't necessarily make any 
connection. This is a special meeting that has been called to 
allow Ministers to review the nature and extent of terrorist 
threats to Western democracies and to exchange views on efforts 
to cooperate effectively in the fight against terrorism, 
including law enforcement and judicial cooperation. 
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The meeting is yet another opportunity in a series of 
efforts by the victims of terrorism to address in a common 
forum the serious threat posed to them by terrorists. 


Q Is this to prepare something for the Venice 


Economic Summit? 

- The forum is different from the Venice Summit, 
although some countries will, of course, be represented at both 
meetings 


You didn't mention France Is that -- 


I think it's at the invitation of France, 
1] take place in Paris 


was this drawn up? How quickly was this 
I don't have any of the specifics on how the 
pulled together 
Phyllis --~ 


- Connie's turn All right 


Q I've got to uphold the honor of the southern 
hemisphere I have a whole series of them, but I'll keep them 
real tight Okay, Australia Any chance the Secretary's visit 
to Australia will be changed because of the elections there? 


a I certainly don't have anything on that I think 
the Secretary plans to continue with his visit 


Q If there's any change, you would let us know, 
wouldn't you? 


~ I certainly would 


Q I don't suppose you have any comment on those 
elections? 


No, I certainly don't 


Okay Anything new on Fiji beyond yesterday? 











-21- Wecnescay, 5/27/87 





- No. I don't have anything further on Fiji 


Q What about the Americans arrested in Kiribati? 
Are they still rotting away down there, or what's the latest on 
that? 


a Why don't you check with the Press Office I 
think that we might have something for you there 


Q Phyllis -- 
@) Wait, I had South Africa Wait a minute Can I 
-- there were a couple -- there was some Senate action last 


week; Pressler, and I think Dole, had something And who was 
the other one? The Angolan one? What's the State Department's 
view of those various South African proposals -- southern 
African, sorry? 


. The Pressler Amendment, which was adopted on May 
21, has as its stated purpose to prohibit assistance to 
countries aiding any organization which supports necklacing 


The Administration's position on necklacing is clear 
We have categorically and repeatedly condemned it, as we have 
condemned all violence in southern Africa, whatever its source 
or threat. 


The actual terms of this Amendment, however, go far 
beyond necklacing In effect, its terms would make it 
virtually impossible to provide assistance to any country in 
southern Africa, and therefore the Administration strongly 
opposes it 


Assistance would be prohibited unless the President 
can make three separate certifications with respect to 
individual countries And he would have to certify that the 
countries concerned are seeking to close down all such 
organizations which are defined even if the organization does 
not practice any form of terror 


And let me just say again that the Administration 
strongly opposes the Pressler Amendment 


Q What about DeConcini on Angola? That was another 
of the amendments adopted 
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I just don't have anything on that today 
Is the Dole Amendment -- 


No 


Could you look into them? I'd be grateful 


Excuse me Yes 


Q Would you comment on a report that Under 
Secretary Armacost met a North Korean official when he visited 
Moscow in mid-March? And that Secretary Shultz has given an 
instruction to the U.S. Ambassador to China to have diplomatic 
contact with the North Korean officials? 


“ All these reports are incorrect There have been 
no bilateral meetings between US. and North Korean officials 
nor are any planned U.S. policy allows only contact between 
U.S. and North Korean officials in neutral settings In other 
words, at functions hosted by third parties 


Q Anyway, could you confirm that there has been 
several occasions of contact in neutral locations between US 
anc North Korean diplomats? 


- I believe that we have covered that in our 
briefings, and we said that there had been these social 
contacts in neutral settings 


Q When and how many? 


“ No, I'm not going to get into details or any of 
the specifics or give you a running score card on that 


= Whose turn is it? 


Q It's my turn (Laughter) Has the United States 
asked Chile to arrest and expel two gentlemen involved with 
Letelier -- the Letelier matter? Until proved otherwise, 
they're innocent 


. We are continuing our efforts to ensure that 
those responsible for the murders of Orlando Letelier and Ronni 
Moffett are brought to justice 
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Following the May 6 sentencing of former Chilean Major 
Fernandez, we made a formal request to the Chilean government 
that it use the discretionary legal authority available to the 
Chilean executive to expel to the United States Manuel 
Contreras Sepulveda and Pedro Espinoza Bravo These two former 
Chilean intelligence officers are under indictment in the 
United States for their part in directing the Letelier 
assassination 


The Chilean executive has the authority to expel these 
men to the United States for trial without a judicial finding 
by Chilean courts There is precedent for such expulsions for 
law enforcement purposes 


To date, we have received no response from the Chilean 
government We continue to hope that the Chilean executive 
will use its authority to assure that charqes against these men 
are assessed by competent legal authorities in the United 
States We expect the Chilean government to cemonstrate with 
tangible actions the sincerity of its public commitment to 
cooperate on this matter 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
o) Yes 
Q Speaking of extradition and c peration and 


keeping pledges, and so on, can you tell us anything about what 
Ambassador Burt heard from the West German government yesterday 
in a meeting about the Hamadei extradition request? 


a Without commenting specifically on diplomatic 
communications - 


Q Of course not I would never ask you to do such 
a thing 

= The United States, let me just say, has been in 
frequent contact with the Federal Republic of Germany officials 
about our extradition request and to emphasize our view that 
Mohammed Hamadei should be vigorously prosecuted on all charges 
that he faces We continue to believe that the German 
government will live up to its international obligations in 
this case 


Q Vigorously prosecuting in Germany would be 
satisfactory? 





-24- Wecdnescay, 5/27/87 


. Our interest is in seeing Hamadei effectively 
prosecuted and punished for his crimes, and we believe justice 
can best be served if Hamadei is extradited to the United 
States. Therefore, our extradition request stands 


Q But it would be satisfactory if he were tried for 
the same crime? 


a) I'm not saying that I said that we believe 
justice can best be served if he is brought to the United 
States, and our request for that stands 


Jeanne, your turn 
Q Let me dredge up an old story here Have we 


Gleaned any new information about the circumstances of the 
death of Benjamin Linder? 


o No, L just don't have anything on that 

Q Is that because we don't have any new information? 

= When we last discussed this, we talked about 
on-going efforts, and that they would take some time [I'm 


Simply not in a position to say whether anything has come in on 
that, but [I'll try and check on it 


Q Phyllis, what is the status of discussions with 
the Japanese concerning their participation in the space 
station project? 


“ Sorry, I just don't have anything on that today 


Q Aren't those meetings supposed to take place in 
the next few days? 


= Let me see if we can get something on that, and 
then I'll get back to you 


Q On the counter-terrorism conference tomorrow, are 
these representatives from these various countries going to 
hear intelligence briefings by counter-terrorist specialists? 
Or are they simply there to perhaps negotiate some kind of an 
agreement that we may expect will come out of this meeting as 
an international accord? 


a Again, let me repeat, that this meeting will be 
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an exchange of views on efforts to cooperate effectively in the 
fight against terrorism, and that we certainly believe that all 
aspects that are included in the fight -- such things as law 
enforcement, judicial procedures, intelligence-sharing will be 
discussed, but I have nothing specific on the agenda or what 
the likely outcome is to be 


Ralph. 


Q Phyllis, I have another ore A little bit off 
the wall, too, but I don't know if you have any comment on it 
The lawyer for Clayton Lonetree has dredged up an old memo, 
written -- supposedly warning -- [ haven't seen the memo myself 
-—-— supposedly warning the State Department that unmarried 
Marines ought not to be assigned to the Embassy in Moscow and 
that that memo was written 40 years ago The implication is 
the State Department ignored those warnings for decades. 


Do you have any comment on that suggestion, that the 
State Department ignored warnings for so many years about the 
unmarried Marine problem? 


s I certainly don't have any comment on that. We 
discussed this situation in Moscow and the steps that are being 
taken, but we have no comment, basically, on what is an 
historical document 


Q May I ask if there will be any discussion or 
consultation at the present time between the United States and 
the Soviet Union regarding the situation in the Gulf in light 
of the fact that U.S. ships were hit and Russian ships were hit? 


- Again, I refer you to Ambassador Murphy's 
testimony when he discussed his possible discussions with the 
Soviets, and I have nothing further to add 


Q Has the Iraqi Government replied to the American 
request to interview the pilot who may have struck the Stark? 


Qa I don't really have anything new on what's 
happening in Baghdad As you know, the U.S. team is there as 
part of the joint investigation with the government of Iraq. 
Our discussions with the Iraqis continue, but I have no details 
to offer. 


Q Do you know when they will be returning? 








-~26- Wednescay, 5/27/87 


A No We just don't have any details of when 
they're going to finish 


Q Phyllis, there's a piece of legislation in the 
Senate to close the PLO offices Does the State Department 
have a position on that? 


4 Again, we covered that ina briefing, I think, 
some time ago. [ don't think we have anything further on 
that I'll check 


Q Just out of curiosity, is there anything you care 
to say to dissuade us from comparing the statements you made 
about extradition from Chile and West Germany? 


A Those two cases stand by themselves ['m 
certainly not going to make any comparison between them 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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Q: What can you bou n ongoing negotiations 


‘a 3 


with the Japanese on th 


A: WE ARE MEETING WITH THE JAPANESE FOR TWO DAYS OF NEGOTIATIONS 


(MAY 26 - 27) ON AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGRCEY NT FOR THE CIVIL 


SPACE STATION PROJECT. AS THIS IS AN ONGOING NEGOTIATION IT WOULD 


NOT BE APPROPRIATE TO COMMENT FURTHER ON THE CONTENT OF THE 


DISCUSSIONS. 














Question taken at the noon press briefing of May ¢?, 198? 


PLO: UN MISSION AND D.C. INFORMATION OFFICE 





@: In the Senate there is a piece of legislation to close the 
PLO offices in the U-S-. Does tre State Department have a 
position on that? 


A: --WE ARE REVIEWING THE LEGISLATION AS WELL AS EXISTING Law 


WITH RESPECT TO THIS MATTER. 














BAHRAIN: M60s 
Question taken at the May 27, 1987 daily vress briefina: 





Q. Under what rules or how Gig it come about that a Kuwaiti ship 
is taking American tanks to Banrain? 


A. Under U.S. law (the Merchant Marine Act of 1936), defense 
articles purchased with U.S. Government financing, i.e. Military 
Assistance Program (MAP) grant funding or credits under the 
Foreign Military Sales program (FMSCR), which will be shipped by 
ocean vessel, must be transported on ships of United States 
registry unless limited waiver authority has been exercised in 
specific cases. There is 10 such constraint, however, when 
defense equipment has been financed from other than U.S. 
Government sources. There was no U.S. funding involved in 
Bahrain's purchase of the M60 tanks in question and the Government 


of Bahrain elected to ship these items on a Kuwaiti vessel. 
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Posted: May 28, 1987 
Yuestion taken at noon press priefing May 27 
US ESCORT ROLE IN THE GULF 

Q: Have we in the course of the Iran/iragqg war ever escortec 
American vessels or other country's vessels in the Persian Gul 
A: --WE REGULARLY ESCORT AMERICAN FLAG VESSELS WHEN OPERATING 

IN THE GULF. 

--WITH THE EXCEPTION OF THE SHIPMENT OF TANKS TO BAHRAIN, 

WE HAVE NOT ESCORTED THE VESSELS OF OTHER COUNTRIES. 
Q: Has the U.S. ever escortec munitions through the Persian 
Gulf to any country or countries -- friendly, non-belligerent 
or otherwise? 
A: --ASIDE FROM SHIPMENTS CARRYING THE TANKS TO BAHRAIN, NO. 
QO: When was the decision made that the U.S. on a case-by-case 
basis would escort shipments of FMS equipment to a friendly 
non-bvelligerent in the Persian Gulf? 
A: --I'M NOT GOING TO GET INTO THE SPECIFICS OF OUR DECISIONS 

WHICH RELATE TO OPERATIONS. 
Q: Can you give us a total numper of tanks anc the total 
package involved in shipments to Bahrain? 
A: --THERE WERE FIFTY FOUR M60 TANKS AND FOUR MB6A1 RECOVERY 


VEHICLES. 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #90 


THURSDAY, MAY 28, 1987, 12:05 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief announcement The Secretary will meet today with 
Belgian Prime Minister Wilfried Martens. Mr. Martens, who is 
accompanied by Foreign Minister Tindemans, is visiting in 
Belgium's capacity as President of the Council of the European 
Communities. His visit is part of the established dialogue 
between the United States and the country holding the rotating 
EC Presidency That's all I have Jim 


Q Can you tell us what you know about this Canadian 
protest on the Gotlieb subpoena, and where that matters stands 
now? 


A I don't have anything new to offer beyond what 
Phyllis gave you yesterday concerning the position -- 


Q She didn't mention - 

fl -~- we had taken on diplomatic immunity You've 
seen the court proceedings that are underway The Canadians 
obviously are displeased with this action One of our legal 


advisors appeared in the court this morning, I saw, and made 
essentially the same arguments that Phyllis had presented 
yesterday 

Q She didn't mention the protes Can you confirn 
that a protest has been received? 

A I can't confirm that lf you want a definitive 
confirmation, we can look at that. 


Q And as far as the State Department is concerned, 
will it become a party in the lawsuit? 
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i I don't know whether your legal terminology is 
correct to say “become a party." But, as I said, one of our 
legal advisors was there this morning, did present a position 
to the court So we are playing whatever legal role it is that 
we're expected to play. 


Q There seems to be a clear division of opinion 
between the Justice Department, on the one hand, and the State 
Department, on the other; is that right? 


fa I'm not aware of that at all. 
Q Well, the Justice Department feels that it has 


the right to serve a subpoena and collect evidence from a 
diplomat. 


. There, you're talking about the Justice 
Department. I thought this was special independent counsel. 

Q Well, the prosecutor 

A Is that what you mean to say? The difference of 
opinion? 

Q Yeah 

A You can look at the court proceedings I can't 


do any better than that. Both sides have expressed their 
position 


Q Can 1 just ask one more? In some other cases, 
hasn't it been thought that it was constructive by foreign 
Giplomais to waive such immunity to cooperate with law 
enforcement authorities in this country, things such as traffic 
accidents and whatnot? 


A I] believe in what was offered yesterday, the 
point was mede that foreign governments can always waive 
immunity 

Q I mean, have you all suggested that or urged the 


Canadians to do that? 


6 You have our position as put forward yesterday. 
That is the way we feel about it, and that is the position we 
put forward And the proceedings this morning were in open 
session, so all of that's available to you. 
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Q Chuck, Senator Glenn says the United States has 
abandoned its neutrality by flagging Kuwaiti tankers Do you 
feel he's wrong or something? 

. Again, I don't, in fact, need to respond 


specifically to that particular remarks you referred to I can 
refer to the many occasions in which the President, the 
Secretary, Assistant Secretary Murphy and myself, have spoken 
to the question of our status in the Iran-Iraq war we are 
neutral We intend to continue to be neutral 


We have gone through the many reasons why we have 
expressed to the Kuwaitis the willingness to provide this 
protection, which would come to them under the reflagging 


arrangement I'd be happy to go through all of those reasons 
again for you, if you want, but I think they're there; they're 
well documented There's been no change in those 

Q And has word come back to State from Brussels 
whether Mr. Weinberger failed to get support from the Allies in 


some sort of arrangement in the Gulf, some sort of collective 
security arrangement 


- 


t we didn't ask 


. The first point to be made is tha 
NATO as an organization to take action in the Gulf 

Q N r not NATO; individual countries - 

On that score, just to clarify thet, because some 
of your colleagues may not be a+ aware as you are, the Persian 
Gulf is not within NATO's defi seographic area of 
responsibility 

Nevertheless *~ne Ai i ance re pani Zée t~Nnat events 
outside its treaty area can affect the security interests of 
1ts moper Qr ir that re ne 4 NAT is nr re rd as urging 
support for tt pj1i 2 natior hi ha apebility of 
prot be 

what we are coing -- anc this repeats what fas been 
said by other people --~ is consulting bilaterally with 

< 4 a? 7 2144 - ie . 734 - 
individual NATO Allies, as well as with other Allies around the 
world, concerning possible courses of action with respect to 
the present situatior 

Q Have you gotten a negative reaction from them -- 
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A I'm not prepared to come to any conclusion. As 1 
say. it's a consultative process. 


Phyllis went through some of the details of what some 
Allies are coing -- the U.K., France -- yesterday I've seen 
reports from the Dutch Defense Ministry saying that they would 
be willing to consider some sort of assistance should that 
become necessary. 


So there are things happening. It's @ consultative 
process. It's on-going. 


I 





Q And that pesky legal thing I keep asking, are the 
Germans part of this or is there a judcment that tne Germans 
have legal prohibitions on being part of this? 


Can the Germans send ships to the Gulf? I don't 
believe they can 


A Again, 1 think that is properly a question for 
the German Government to answer and not for me 


Q Is there consideration being given to sending a 
special envoy around Europe to muster support? 


A I don't know of any such consideration I could 
only say, in the most abstract way, that that's always a 
possibility But as of now, I don't know of anything 
specifically that goes in that direction But there are many 
ways, as I've frequently ‘said from this podium of consulting 
with our friends and allies around the world An envoy is one, 
but there are Giplomatic channels, there are visits here 
There are many ways 


Q Is there any chance in the status of reflagging? 
a Nc 
Q Chuck, Weinberger was quoted saying that the 


United States will escort even Iranian ships in the Arabian 
Gulf; is that right? 


- I think the Pentagon has already spoken to that 
question, so I'd refer you to them 


Q Chuck, I came in late I don't know if it's been 
asked or not, about the Iranian Ambassador's charge that U.S. 
aircraft intercepted a passenger jet? 
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y first answer is, I don't really have any 
cetails I would only say that I saw, later, wire reports 
saying tnat the story, in fact, had to do with an American 
warship sending some sort of a message to a domestic airliner 
That's all I know 


Q Well, you don't have anything -- 

- I just Gon't have anything 

Q Chuck, last week, Secretary Murphy, on the Hill, 
Said something to the effect that the War Powers Act doesn't 
apply in this case Is that still the State Department's 
policy, that the War Powers Act does not apply in the present 


law as it is now? 


o Yes, it is 

Q Anc another question is, some Congressmen who 
were over at the White House mentioned something to the effect 
that maybe the US. should charge a fee for services to the 
Allies in protecting oil What do you think about that idea? 


I'd leave it 


~ I dor n 
ocess on-going 


4 
L y 
for the moment that there is ac 


That's it 
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Q Chuck, do you have anything from Iraq on the 
mission there to work out what happened on the Stark? 

A I don't have any readout That mission is still 
in Iraa Its work is still continuing, and I am sure there'll 


be a readout available when they finish up their work. 


Q Do you know if they at least saw the pilot? 

I don't have that detail 

Q Has the Iraqi Government group answered our 
request indicating whether or not they will let us see the 
pilot? 

= Again, I don't have any interim report on the 


ctatus of what they are doing I encourage you to just wait a 
day or two until they finish up, and we']] have a report 


Q Chuck, speaking of Congressmen, both Senate 
majority and minority leaders today complained quite 
strenuously on not being consulted with on the Persian Gulf 
policy in the matter of the Kuwaiti vessels Do you have a 
response to that? 


A Let me offer it to you in an abbreviated fashion, 
but we began consultations on March 12 with information 
provided to the professional staff members of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee; March 19, with material delivered 
to various people on the House Foreign Affairs Committee, the 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East, the House Foreign 
Affairs Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East, Senate 


Foreign Relations Committee -- that was March 19 On March 23 
Q May or March? 
- Marcr Please, let me emphasize Marc! 


March 23, more material, again classified information, 
delivered to professional staff members, House Committee on 
Armed Services, the Senate Committee on Armed Services; March 
26, an informal briefing for one of the leading members of one 
of the senior senator's staffs; March 30, a joint briefing 
provided in closed session of the House Foreign Affairs 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East and the Subcommittee 
on Arms Control, International Security, and Science -- that 
briefing done by Dick Murphy as well as JCS representatives. 
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March 31, briefing provided in closed session for 
members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee -- briefer 
again, Richard Murphy 


Thines you know of more recently, in the aftermath of 
the attack on the USS Stark, and just before that, the May 19 
open hearing conducted by the House Foreign Affairs 
Subcommittee: closed committee that same day, Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee; May 21, closed briefing by the House 
Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. 





So, by way of a bit of a rundown, going back some two 
months now, that is the record of consultation on this issue. 


Q Well, sir, if I may follow up, it would seem fair 
to characterize whet they're saying is that they feel that 
Congress does not have a strong enough hanc in protecting U.S 
interests in this volatile area How do you respond to that? 


A I can't explain that All I can say is that we 
have made an effort going back some two months before this 
issue was really in the headiines. as it is now We have 
provided a lot of material, a lot of briefings We have done 
that and we will continue to do that 


The Secretary, in writing to both the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House on May 20, in the aftermath 
of the Stark attack, closed by saying, “We will, of course, 
keep the Congress fully informed of any further developments in 
this matter," as well as some other assurances of consultations 
in the body of that letter 


Q Chuck, in al] that consultation, do you know if 
at any point the Administration notified Congress that ona 
case-by-case basis the United States would decide when to have 
U.S. Navy ships escort arms shipments around the Persian Gulf, 


as so far tw have been disclosed 


~ That was not something that required 
Congressional notification 


Q So that you didn't tell them that? 

a No 

Q Chuck, you were talking -- in this rundown you 
gave, it sounded like the old deGaulle complaint against the 
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'nited States, that we inform, we don't consult It sounded 
_ike what you did with Congress was you informed them of 


various things. How about consultation? 
A You've probably dealt with the Congress as many 
other people have, I think Any time one goes into a session 


with Members of the Congress as with other leaders in this 
country, there's a give and take And we certainly don't go in 
there with the point of view that we're there to brief and not 
to listen, and other people can't offer comments. We have 
offered briefings; we have offered material 


Q Chuck, have you ever informed Congress of the 
escort of American merchant shipping in the Gulf into the war 
zone, or near the war zone? 


A That has been a longstanding policy, going back 
many years, and there I don't have the whole history of -- but 
it's been, certainly, no secret 


Q Chuck, in these discussions on the Hill, were the 
implications of the reflagcing fully spelled out why it was 
being done -- the Soviet offer to the Kuwaitis and what the 


long-range implications are? 


6 All 1 can say is that the purpose of the 
briefings and the material provided was to fully appraise, or 
apprise, the Congress of what was beinae considered 


Q Well, then, why have -- 


- And those questions that you pose seem to me very 
legical ones in that context 


Q You say “fully apprised of what was being 
considered," yet you say you did not tell them because it was 
not required that the U.S. would be escorting, for instance, 
the ship to Bahrain 


ia Those were things that were done on a 
case-by-case basis under very specific circumstances 
What we're talking about here, in these consultations, is the 
arrangement for the Kuwaiti vessels to come under U.S 
protection, as they are ref lagged 


Q Why wan't that required? Do you have a citation 
there, or something? 
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a No. The obvious reasons 


Q No, well], I -- 


Q What are the obvious reasons? 

A It did not put U.S. forces at risk. It did not 
put them into a hostile situation. 

@) It didn't put U.S. forces at risk? 

ia As I say, we've had forces in the Gulf since 


1949. There have never been any warships or other vessels 
attacked. I can go through that whole litany if you want to 
once again. 


Q Chuck, today -- in Byrd's statement today, he 
said, "No new commitment should be entered into, in my opinion, 
until we're completely satisfied that a militarily effective 
plan, based on capabilities as well as past practices, with an 
insurance factor for the unpredictable, has been developed and 
will be implemented." 


Sorry for reading that, but I think what he's getting 
at -- and maybe what the criticism up there is that they don't 
know what the plan is, in other words, how are you going to 
protect these ships? What is the status of that? 


‘ Again, I'd refer you to the Pentagon because 
that's basically their job, to develop this plan for protection 


Q Well, Byrd says that the only thing he has heard 
from the entire Administration on that subject was a phone call 
from Weinberger last week It seems to be developing into a 
problem because Byrd is now urging the Administration to put 
off the whole, any plan for protection, you know, for the time 
being 


f All I can tel] you is please refer to the last 
line of the Secretary's letter to both houses concerning our 
intention to be in full consultation 


Q Have you released those letters? 

is They've been released at the White House this 
morning. 

Q I think there is a non seguitur in what you have 


just said We don't have to inform Congress about the risk or 
any risk of escorting these ships. It did not put U.S. forces 
at risk. 
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Why were you escorting the ships if you did not feel 
that they were at some risk? 


- It's the same kind of prudent security measures 
that we exercise quite often in that part of the world 


Q Because you feel those ships are at risk, that's 
why you -—- 


A Because we have some valuable FMS, U.S. FMS 
equipment that's being delivered to a friendly, non-belligerent 
state, and as a consequence, it was a prudent measure giving 
the presence of our forces to provide that service 


We do provide the same kind of protection, as the 


previous question implied, for U.S. flag shipping It's not -- 
Q Because there's a risk involved 
A Again, it's basically deterrent in its intent 


- MORE - 
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Q But Chuck, it's deterrent in its intent -- 


Q But, Chuck. for the sake of argument, the Stark 
wasn't at risk either. We all know that in that region of the 
world there is no such thing as a non-risky passage. 


A And there's no one who has said that there is 
absolutely no risk. But we have also looked at the history of 
the U.S. presence in that part of the world for nearly four 
decades There have been no incidents other than the Stark. 
We know the peculiar circumstances that surrounded that one 
particular incident 


Q Chuck, that incident changed the situation, and 
Congress said that it changed the situation. They made it 
clear how concerned they were, and yet you still say it dic not 


A I don'+ know why you immediately -- 


Q You didn't mention @ degree of risk; you said it 


A I don't know why you jump to the conclusion that 
it changed the situation Tt was one attack There have been 
no other attacks There have been no signs of any other 
attacks beyond what people in the region might characterize as 
routine, but, obviously, in a zone like that always implies 
some major risk, as I've also said 


Q Chuck, to clear up one point that was left 
somewhat fuzzy yesterday, in the United States' view, is Iraq a 
belligerent? 


4 Iraq 18 a belligerent 
Q Okay And then, therefore - 
F Tt Ss one of the reasons we don't sell arms 


ourselves to Irag 


Q That's right Nor would it ever be possible for 
the United States to escort any Iraqi ships 


A Our protection in that sense is for U.S. flag 
vesseis. That is the general principle here. 


Q Or friendly non-belligerents 
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a Our policy -- we have several levels here. We 
have a general presence in the Persian Gulf, and it's been 
there for 40 years, as I said That presence is for some of 


these very long-defined interests such as freedom of 
navigation, free flow of oi], and the like That's a deterrent 
force in the Gulf. Hopefully, that has some effect in 
stabilizing the region, and that has some benefit to all 
shipping, we would hope. 


If you go to a more specific level of escorting 
protection, per se, that's something that involves U.S. flag 
vessels. Then we have a further sub-level which is really a 
very limited category of on a case-by-case basis, and two 
occasions making sure that this FMS material did get to a 
friendly non-belligerent state. That's how it works out. 


Q Chuck, you didn't tel] Congress about that last 
one. 


a There was no need to 
Q Why not keep them fully informed? 


is Without going into the details, Matt, you've been 
at this business long enough to know that there are a vast 
number of things that an Executive Branch has to deal with, and 
as a consequence there are lots of decisions that are made on a 
daily basis, and that's the way this was made 


Q Chuck, does the case-by-case protection of boat 
cargo extend ever beyond U.S.-sold arms, or is it limited only 
to that? 


q I'm not prepared to be as categorical as you 
might like Let me just say that the case-by-case category has 
been applied in these two cases to the category that you just 
specified 


Q And in only these two cases Have there been ary, 
other cases -- 

We posted that answer last night 

Q I'm sorry. I didn't see it. 

Q There's a report in the Dutch press that at their 
meeting yesterday the Secretary and Mr. van den Broek -- the 


Secretary asked Mr. van den Broek specifically to send Dutch 
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sips to the Gulf. Do you have anything specific about that 


request? I mean, other than the consultations? 


= No, I don't. I'm sure that among many issues 
covered in what is in essence his bi-annual visit to the United 
States, that the Dutch Foreign Minister and the Secretary 
talked about the situation in the Middle East as well as a 
number of other issues. And, again, I'd refer you to the 
statement which has been made public by the Dutch Foreign 


Ministry -- excuse me, Defense Ministry, concerning their 
position. 

Q Can you either confirm or deny that report? 

- Which one? 

Q That the Secretary of State specifically asked 
the Dutch to -- 

A I'm just not going to go into diplomatic details. 

Q Can you make those Shultz letters available here, 


or do we have to go to the White House? 
“ Yes, I can. 


Q While the Administration has formally asked the 
NATO allies to help with the escorting duties, has there been a 
similar formal request -- 


is Excuse me. Would you say that again? 


Q The Administration, through Weinberger, has asked 
the NATO allies to help with escorting duties to help with -- 


fa That's not true. 
Q -- a military presence in the Persian Gulf. 
A No 


How would you care to state it? What have we 
asked them? 


6 We have not asked them for anything. As a NATO 
-- as an alliance, we have not asked them -- 
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Q As an alliance. All right. We have asked -—- 


. What I said was that we have been and will be 
consulting with NATO allies as well as other friends and allies. 


Q Looking for greater cooperation. 
On the kinds of cooperation we can come up with. 
Q All right. Now, the question is, have we done a 


similar thing with Japan? Have we made a formal request of 
Japan to help out in the Persian Gulf? 


" I'm not going to be any more specific than I have 
been, and I've used the term "friends and allies around the 
world," and I'll just leave it at that. 


Q Chuck, it's not been made clear, at least to the 
public and, I think, to my colleagues, what it is exactly the 
United States is asking of its friends and allies in the Gulf. 
We're not asking them to escort ships of any stripe. What 
exactly is -- 


Those are your assumptions I'm not -- 
Q All right. But -- 
6 I'm not -- 


Q I'll rephrase the question. What is it exactly 
the United States is asking of its friends and allies to do in 
the Persian Gulf in present circumstances 


A I'm not prepared to go into those kind of 
details. It is something that --— it's only logical again that 
various allies and various friends are going to have different 
capabilities, so it's not possible to come up with one 
checklist and say, "This is what we're asking for." It really 
depends on the circumstances, the capabilities of various 
people. 


Q Aren't the allies in fact asking the United 
States, “What is it you want us to do there?" after we asked 
them? 


A There are consultations. It's a two-way street. 
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Q Do you have a timing for the first reflagging and 
the first escort? 


A No. Again, I don't have any deadline or any 
target date. 


Q At the White House yesterday, they were saying 
next week. Do you expect that's still the case? 


o I'm not prepared to be pinned down on that 
particular timeframe. We've talked about this coming into 
effect during the month of June, but that's the best I could do. 


Q But che Coast Guard has said they might not have 
anything ready until the end of June in terms of -- 


A Well, that's why I say I'm not prepared to pin it 
down specifically. When it's ready, it will be ready. 


Q Chuck, can you give us any kind of readout on the 
counter-terrorism meeting in Europe? 


a No. I don't have any readout. 


Q Chuck, since Connie's not here, can 1 ask you a 
question on Fiji? (laughter) There are reports that say that 
U.S. aid or trade has been cut off, or is going to be cut off 
from Fiji because of the situation there? Do you have anything 
on that? 


6 I haven't even seen such reports. 

Q Do you have any response on the Letelier business 
that you mentioned -- that Phyllis -- 

A Nothine beyond yesterday. 

Q Have you seen the issue of Newsweek which goes 


into the Contras and their military techniques? There's a long 
first-person account in this week's Newsweek Have you seen 
that? 


A I don't normally get quizzed on what my reading 
material is. 


Q Well, the reason is it's the reporter's firsthand 
account of how the Contras operate in the field, and one of the 
interesting things in this article is that they take peasants, 
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@ cording to the reporter, and ask them to lead the Contra 

1 nes through minefields and other things, and they basically 
kidnap peasants, and there -- it said there were a lot of 
questionable practices. And I was curious, because the State 
Department is supposed to have some kind of a leading role in 


the running of this policy, and I was curious whether you -- 


A I can't comment on those specific allegations. 
You do know, and it's a matter of record, that we have a strong 
human rights policy. That applies to the Contras, as it does 
to many other places in the world. 


Q But wouldn't it be a violation -- 

A We take that seriously, and the resistance is 
aware of that. Whether or not there are abuses, and whether or 
not that's one, I just don't know. 


Q Chuck, anything on Childress in Vietnam? Has the 
way been cleared for Vessey to go? 


ia He just got back to Bangkok from Hanoi we 
really haven't had a chance to have a full debriefing, so at 
this point I don't have any readout 

Q Okay. Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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. objective is to exchange views on economic policy and problems and to 
come to understand one another's points of view and also to explore 
possible solutions and see what reactions people have to them. In 
other words, it's fundamentally to get to know the people and their 
points of view and the problems and so on. They also give an 
Opportunity for high-level discussion of the aims of a number of the 
international institutions like the GATT, the IMF, the World Bank, 
OECD and maybe some others. Now, although they're called economic 
summits -- and they are basically economic summits -- political 
issues inevitably are discussed. There‘s no way you're going to get 
the heads of the seven largest industrial democracies together and 
keep -- confine them to economics. There will always be political 
issues that they want to discuss and so they plan to do that. The 
way they do it is that during the morning and afternoon sessions, 
economics is discussed and during the meals, political issues are 
discussed. 


Q Why is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The heads of state and 
government meet alone, with only the Sherpas present, about half of 
the time -- maybe a little bit more. And the other half of the time 
they have their foreign or finance ministers with them. And in the 
-- the discussions are generally informal. They do not have a rigid 
agenda. They -- the chairman has a list of topics that need to be 
talked apout and the others know what's on his list. But, he does 
not try to keep people confined to a given topic at a given time 
because one of the principle objectives is to be able to discuss 
interrelations. For example, interrelations among issues of trade, 
investment and debt. You have finance ministers to deal with debt 
and trade ministers to deal with trade and economic ministers to deal 
with some of those things. But, the heads of government are the ones 
that need to bring it all together. So, to avoid rigid 
compartmentalization, they simply have a list and the chairman has to 
steer the discussion to see that everything ts covered. 


¢) Who's the chairman -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say something 


about the progress to date and I'll deal with questions after I've 
finished the statement. The economic conditions in the summit 
countries today are a contrast with those that prevailed at the time 
of the Williamsburg summit or, for that matter, the two that preceded 
it before I was involved. Basicaliy, because the kinds of policies 
that used to be referred to as Reagenomics are taking hold to a large 
extent in all of the summit countries and, indeed, in most other 


,countries besides. A broad consensus has emerged at the summit that 
those countries share the responsibility for pursuing sound and 
compatible domestic policies which will promote convergence of 
Strong, non-inflationary economic growth. And that, of course, is 
essential for a healthy world economy. And those policies include 
non-inflationary monetary policies that will be conducive to 
Sustained growth, 





fiscal policies aimed at reducing government expenditures and, where 
appropriate, deficits as a share of GNP, policies for labor markets, 
Capital markets, taxes which will improve incentives and flexibility, 
and re-doubled efforts to resist protectionism and to open markets or 
keep them open, and we're making progress on all of those objectives. 


As a group, the summit countries are now in the fifth 
year of economic expansion. Inflation and interest rates have come 
down significantly. Exchange rates, since early ‘85, are 
contributing to the adjustment of external imbalances. Summit 
country finance officials have agreed to some specific undertakings 
aimed at promoting growth, at payments adjustments and at exchange 
rate stability, and they've agreed to improve multilateral 
Surveillance procedures. 


And at the April meeting of the IMF and the World Bank, 
the strategy for dealing with problems of heavily indebted countries 
was reaffirmed and refined to encourage greater flexibility. 


And finally, the Uruguay round of multilateral trade 
negotiations has been launched. And it will be far more 
comprehensive in scope, and more complicated than any of the previous 
trade rounds. 


Well, let me turn to the setting at Venice. The -- what 
I've just related is a record of achievement, but serious problems do 
face the economic policymakers and the political leaders. 


In the first place, growth in the summit countries is not 
as strong as it could be and should be. And furthermore, it even 
seems to be weakening in most of them. Unemployment, especially in 
Europe -- it remains troublesomely high. And the trade imbalances in 
some coutnries are excessive. And the governments in some countries 
are spending too large a part of their gross national products, and 
while major exchange rate changes are contributing to adjustment of 
trade imbalances, further substantial changes would threaten growth 
and adjustment. And inflation, although it's greatly reduced, 
remains too high, and there are possibilities of its increasing. And 
problems of debt and growth, though they're much alleviated continue 
to require care and attention. 


And finally, protectionist pressures have tensified in 
response partly to the U.S. trade deficit, partly frustration over 
limited access to other markets, partly stagna employment in 
Europe. 


So in short, while the economies of the summit countries 
are basically healthy, there are, as there always are, hazards to 
watch out for. The leaders will go to the summit with much reason to 
be satisfied, but with no basis at all for being complacent or smug. 


Now, the U.S. objectives at Venice, which is the fourth 
hing I said I would talk about -- first, we don't anticipate any new 
initiatives at Venice. Generally speaking, where economic waters 
appear to be troubled, 
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the correct approach is a steady hand on the tiller and not a frantic 
search for a new course. 


An@d the principle economic topics that will be discussed 
include: economic policy coordination, agriculture, structural 
adjustment, debt, and trade. And we'll be following through strongly 
on a number of those issues. 


We will endeavor to promote policies that will assure 


further convergence of economic performance and a strong, stable 
global economy. And we'll try to strengthen coordination of economic 
policies in order to increase growth, reduce trade imbalances, and 
improve stability of exchange rates. 

And we want to hold wide-ranging discussions on 
reforming agricultural policy, building on the excellent statement of 
the recent OECD ministerial meeting in Paris. 


And we want to support strengthening the debt strategy, 
including a so-called menu approach to new financing options by 
banks, as the best means for mananging the international debt 
problems. And we'll suggest more Paris Club debt rescheduling for 
the poorest countries. And we will want to fight protectionism and 
move forward expeditiously on the new round.of trade negotiations. 


And finally, at Toyko, President Reagan raised the issue 
of agricultural reform. And the other leaders all agreed that 
concerted international action is essential to avoid bankrupting both 
farmers and national budgets. And we'll urge prompt movement from 

ords to deeds. And the OECD ministerial was an important first 
step. 

At Venice, we expect to cement the political will to 


And then in the GATT, we expect to negotiate the 
agreements that will be necessary to return agriculture to m 
market oriented principles. 


And, so, now, I'll turn to the questions. I heard Helen 
ask the question of who's the chairman. The chairman will be acting 
Prime Minister Fanfani of Italy. Italy is the host country. And the 
head of the host government is always the chairman of the meeting. 


ed CcCrerar ~ + ° ' + s+ 7 = 
ON OFFICIAL: I think there wiii be a 
> 
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® And then speeches by each -- statements and -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The communique wili be 
just given by the -- at least the usual procedure is that only the 
chairman gives a statement at the communique. Some of the other 
leaders, subsequently, hold press conferences. In fact, I believe 
hat, ; A ss ~ant 7 eo) = ta) - 3 ewrac ; -— 
they all do, but I can't vouch for that. We had a question 

° You alludec eariier to trace ministers Are the 
going to be participating for the first time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, did I allude to 
trade ministers? 


Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I mentioned that in 
goverments there are trade ministers who deal with trade problems, 
and those are finance ministers that deal with finance problems, and 
there are ministers that deal with this, and that and the other. 
These things are interrelated and the heads of government need to deal 
with 
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the interrelations of trade, and debt, and finance, and whatever -- 
and growth and whatever it may be. 


Yes. 


Q All of the leaders seem to be having domestic 
political problems. How do you think those problems at home will 
impact the discussions in Venice? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I hear a lot about 
that. As far as I can make out from either talking to the Sherpas or 
even from conversations with the heads themselves whom we've been 
seeing, I don't think that really is going to make any appreciable 
difference. In general, these people will be speaking for policies 
of their governments and -- or if not of their governments, then of 
tneir parties if they represent a single party. And I -=- so, I think 
they'll be able to -- and since they don't try to make binding 
commitments and carry out formal negotiations, I think that they will 
not really be seriously handicapped. 


Yes. 


Q Do you expect to reach some kind of agreement on the 
use of economic indicators to achieve -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Even today, the answer 


is already no because -- as I said earlier -- we don't expect to 
reach agreements a the summit. However, the question -- the 
substance of the question you're getting at -- the finance ministers 


will have a meeting alone. The morning that the heads are meeting 
alone, the finance ministers will be meeting alone and the foreign 
ministers will be meeting alone and I would think it‘s quite likely 
that when the finance ministers are meeting alone they'll discuss 
some of those subjects. They also are -- were assigned the job at 
Tokyo of reporting to this summit on what they've done and indicators 
was one of things mentioned there. And they have been busy, so I 
think they'll submit a report -- an informative report. 


Down here in the middle. 


Q Could you review the political issues you expect 
leaders to discuss at their various meals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's see, well, 
there'll probably be some variation there, but -- and also I think 
they'll discuss some things that don't lead, necessarily to public 
statements. So it's a little hard to make that kind of a prediction. 
But, I should think they would certainly talk about things like 
what's going on in the Persian Gulf, although we -- in the 
preparations that hasn't even been mentioned because it wasn't an 
issue at the last Sherpas’ meeting, but I'm just conjecturing that 
they'll be discussing that. They'll probably talk about some of the 
aspects of terrorism. I should think they would -- they'll certainly 
be interested in, well, East-West relations -- disarmament problems 
-- negotiations with the Soviets. There will be some discussion of 
AIDS and, because of the possibility that international cooperation 
could be strengthened and an attempt of -- to survey -- have some 
Survey made to see if everything is being done that can be done 
there. And that's -- well, there are probably some others, but I -- 
and I don't have a list in my pocket. Does anybody -- 


Q South Africa? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think they'll 
probably discuss that, but I don't know. They might -- there's a lot 
of interest in that issue, of course. 


Yes. 


Q Scheduling -- can you say how much time, if any, 
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President Reagan will spend alone with leaders of other countries 
and, if so, how that compares with his previous summits? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in the actual 
summit, he'll -- 


Q I mean, summit or bilateral or -- whatever. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in the summit 


itself, more than half -- as I said earlier -- more than half the 
total time is heads alone. 
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And I suppose he'll have bilaterals -- we have a list and there may 
not be all -- he may not be having them with all six of them because 
some he will have seen recently. But they usually run about an hour, 
so it will probably be another five or six hours with individuals. 


Q Is that about like last time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. About the -- the 
structures of the summits was radically changed with the Williamsburg 
summit because the President had been quite dissatisfied with the 
previous two that he went to. And the format adopted there is 
essentially the one that's been repeated by each of the subsequent 
host countries. 


Q Could you discuss somewhat in detail the agriculture 
problem? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in detail -- I 
don't know -- 

Q How about in general? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, without being too 
lengthy about it, and it wouldn't take a terribly long time to 
exhaust my knowledge on the subject anyway -- but, basically, 
agriculture got onto the international agenda as a result of the 
Tokyo summit. It was clearly planted as the most significant 
international economic problem, most serious. That resulted, in 
large measure, from the President's initiative, but others jumped in 
strongly as soon as he brought it up. So it would be very hard to 
exaggerate and just say it was all due to him because it was clear 
the others were primed also on that. 


That was a consequence of the OACD ministerial a year ago 
at which there was extensive discussion and at which it was agreed 
that we'll stop pointing our fingers at others and saying it's all 
your fault -- we're doing just right, but you're messing up the whole 
world. Instead, we're saying we're all doing things that are making 
trouble and the trouble is serious. It's bankrupting our individual 
countries. It‘s causing friction among us and our summit partners, 
between us and the EC and Japan. It's causing a lot of trouble for 
the countries that don't do much subsidization, like Canada, 
Argentina, Australia, and others. And then the LDCs, many of the 
LDCs are being wiped out by it because they're trying to develop 
agriculture and they could develop agriculture -- many of them have a 
comparative advantage on agricultural products. But we in the EC and 
others go down there and offer to sell agricultural products for half 
what it costs them to produce them and that wipes out their business. 
It's usually a third of what it costs us to produce them. But that 
means that they can't develop their agriculture. 


So there are these four indictments against it. And they 
can't be dealt with individually. You really need -- we have some 
bills in Congress now where, if other countries would introduce other 
bills, I'm sure Congress would be a whole lot more interested in 
these proposals. 

Q Why is agriculture singled out? Isn't that part of 


the overall trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a part of it, but 
it's an absolutely overwhelming, dominant part of it. 


Q What did you mean the President was dissatisfied? 
You mean he didn't have enough relaxed, free time to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that isn't what he 
said. Maybe that's true, too. What he said was that when he went 
into the meeting, he was astonished -- they opened the meeting by 
passing out a draft communique and saying here's a report of what we 
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will have said. And they spent the meeting debating the wording in 
reporting -- and they hadn't said anything yet. So he made a 
prohibition against any advance, prenegotiated draft communique. 


Q Really? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. And also made a 
provision that nothing could be said in the communigue that wasn't 
said in the meeting; and that whatever was said in the meetings ought 
to be reported in the communique if it was worth reporting; and that 
it should be a reasonable account of what they did and what happened; 
and that the meetings shouldn't be so rigidly structured, they should 
be able to talk freely and informally. 


And, to begin with, at the Williamsburg summit which was 
the first time I'd had any exposure to any of this, they were all 
telling me, all the others, that won't work, you're out of your mind, 
that if you don't have a prenegotiated communique you won't have any 
communique, and so forth and so on. 


But, subsequently, they've all -- all of them have 
repeated it. And I suppose that speaks for itself, the fact that 
they've repeated it. 


Yes. 


Q On the subject of terrorism, in the wake of last 
year's major statement that was made by the summit, would you expect 
another statement on that subject this time? And also, is there some 
sort of an issue involving air traffic -- air piracy, perhaps -- air 
traffic that is expected to be discussed and perhaps resolved at this 
summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not expecting any 
discussion of that. But as a result of the Bonn summit, there was a 
group of experts from the seven countries established to work on that 
kind of problem and they're still in existence and still working on 
it. As far as I know, they don't have anything particular to report 
at this time. 


On terrorism, I would think if they don't have anything 
to say -- they had a good statement last year -- if they don't have 
anything to say but the same thing, I would suggest, myself, that 
they not bother to say it again. 


several more 


MR. HOWARD: Folks, we will be having 
the political. 


in 
backgrounders including one from Roz Ridgway on 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the political 
questions, yes. 


Q Can we get back to agriculture? Has the progress 
during this intervening year at the GATT and among the industrialized 
nations been what was expected or is it considered stalled? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's the opposite 
of stalled. If it's -- if it wasn't what was expected, it's because 
it was better than we expected. The OECD statement is what we hoped 
for, but I won't quite say it's what we expected. But -- and we -- 
it was very difficult to negotiate that out. 

Yes? 

Q I'd like to ask your colleage a question about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes, good. I'd 
like to have him answer some questions, too. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was afraid you'd say 
that. 
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Q -- about what he thinks the -- what you think the 
implications “of the bank write-offs on Third World debt -- Citibank 
and Chase -- are for discussions of the LDC debt problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I certainly think, 
from our standpoint, the action taken so far by Citibank and Chase 
are regarded by us as positive actions. And they should facilitate 
the banks ability to participate more flexibly in the debt strategy, 
particularly in their ability to help develop the menu of options for 
participation in new money packages. I think it'll take a little 
time before this becomes visible because, as you know, it's a 
case-by-case situation where each country comes up tor negotiation 
and I don't think it's possible to see exactly how that'll work out 
until packages begin to be negotiated. 
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I don't think that it, in any way, changes the fundamental principles 
of the debt strategy, which I think are the same as they've been -- 
namely, the need for countries to carry out major reforms in their 
economies, the participation of the international and financial 
institutions, particularly the enhanced role of the World Bank, and 
the continued participation by the commercial banks, and the 
provision of finance for the debtor countries that are reforming. 

And both banks that have taken those measures have indicated their 
intent to continue to play a major role in the debt strategy. 


Q What are the principal new options that you're 
looking forward to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we've always said 
that the menu of options is something that we think the banks should 
develop themselves, and there's been some progress in that. But up 
until now, many U.S. banks were in the position, as you know in the 
case for example of the Mexican negotiation, of being involved only 
in providing a percentage increase of new money over a base defined 
at some point in the past. And many of them found it difficult to 
look at various other options and count those as new money 
provisions, such as debt equity swaps, for example. 


And what we have seen so far would suggest that as time 
passes and the position of individual banks and various countries 
changes and the debtor countries need to change, it's going to be 
important that new money packages have a number of dimensions to 
them. And the sooner that process begins to be worked out, the 
better. We've seen some of that already -- exit bonds proposed by 
Argentina, the Philippine investment note concept that was put 
forward in the Philippine discussion, debt equity swaps, as I've 
mentioned, and so on. But it's for the banks to design these 
different options. 


Q Can you give us any kind of an indication at all of 
what might be going on under the fringe of the summit, or perhaps 
within it, with respect to monetary policy -- interest rates, 
Currencies, and so on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think these 
issues will be discussed by the finance ministers at their evening 
dinner meeting and at their morning meeting on Tuesday, and I think 
there will be a full discussion of those issues. 


Q Any possibiliy of an independent communique or any 
possibility of a decision of any kind that might be of interest to 
the markets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think my 
colleague already said that we weren't looking for major new 
initiatives at the summit, and I don't think that there would be a 
seconc communique. There will just be the summit communique. 


Q On the African debt, why is it said from the U.S. 
perspective that while more generous rescheduling could be supported, 
Outright forgiveness cannot be supported? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that question 
concerns largely the treatment of the poorest of the poor countries, 
most of them are in Africa and the way in which they are dealt with 
in the so-called Paris Club rescheduling exercise, where there is an 
effort being made to provide easier, longer terms, longer grace 
periods, longer reschedulings to them. And I think that's something 
that will probably come about. That will be discussed. And the aim 
there is to provide some relief to them, but not in the form of debt 
forgiveness, which we do not support, or in the area of reducing 
interest rates to submarket levels. 


Q You didn't answer the question. Why do you not 
support debt forgiveness? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, debt forgiveness 
is something which -- is something that we have never supported in 
the debt strategy, which we think if you do begin to support in one 
country, you then find that cases are made for it to be utilized in 
more countries, and indeed in due course in all countries, often 
without a basis. 


Our interest is in seeing -- and I think the debtor 
countries as well have the same interest -- in seeing their economies 
improve. And the provison of relief without reforms in their economy 
really is no answer to their ability to create the conditions for 
sustained growth in the future. 


Q Yes. Would we, at this summit, be likely to see a 
restatement of the Paris Agreement, as we did -- saw a restatement at 
the IMF-World Bank meeting here in Washington -- a reaffirmation of 


their desire to keep the dollar at approximately its current level? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that the 
-- you're really referring to the economic policy coordination 
business which is an ongoing effort and it's an incremental effort in 
which all the countries participate on a continuous basis. 


The so-called Louvre Agreement was followed by the G-7 
ministerial in April, and commitments were made by the various 
countries on both occasions. Those commitments, in some cases, have 
been implemented. In other cases they're still being carried out. 


And I think at the summit you will see a review of that 
Situation, and undoubtedly some reference to the same issues. I 
don't think you will see any effort to negotiate new initiatives 
because I don't think that's called for. The result of those 
previous meetings was that given the economic policy commitments 
made, the present and prospective economic fundamentals were thought 
to be in line with exchange rates, and that position still prevails. 


Q So, we're likely to see a restatement then, once 
again, of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think a 


reaffirmation of those positions <-=- yes. 

Q Do you think -- will they say anything new on the 
Surveillance exercise? The finance ministers are supposed to report 
at this summit on what's happened since Tokyo -- and what kind of 


thing might we see from that? And do you expect any new steps in 
this area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think at 
the summit, as my colleague has said, you see a situation where 
negotiations take place 
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that produce new steps or new techniques because this is a highly 
complex, long-term process. It's -- 


Q Although, he did at the last summit. This is where 
it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that -- at the 

last summit, the initiative was taken to create first of all the G-7 
and to direct that group and those ministers to develop the economic 
policy coordination process, as stipulated in the communique, using 
indicators. That has been done over the past year to a very large 
extent and the report that is made by the ministers, which is asked 
for in the communique last year, will be made to the heads this year. 
It'll be an oral report. And I have no doubt that essential pieces 
of that will find their way into the communique. 


Q But, what new can you say about economic indicators 
in this upcoming Venice -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the only 
thing one can say is that -- as we've said before -- that a great 
deal of progress has been made. We are using indicators in the 
Surveillance process. We have done now since the meeting that took 
place last autumn here -- the G-7 meeting that took place last 
September -- at the time of the World Bank meeting. They have been 
used together with the newly developed process for conducting 
surveillance -- rather constructively in my opinion. And we've had 
more coordinated policy action in the past year than at any other 
time in the recent past. That's how I think you have to look at the 
way indicators are being used. 


Yes. 


Q Back on the agricultural issue -- do you think we're 
going to be moving towards a more coordinated agriculture policy -- 
besides subsidies? Would we be looking at production controls or 
barter arrangements more like we -=- what we did with the economic 
summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll ask our 
agricultural specialist to speak on that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the summit won't 
be going into that kind of thing at all. What the summit will be 
urging is that the GATT round -- the new -- the Uruguay round -- go 
into all aspects of the -- look at what the OECD said -- all aspects 
of agriculture that affect market relations -- that affect trade and 
agriculture. So, they'll be urging that there be absolutely 
comprehensive consideration of domestic and international policies. 


Q But, what Tokyo set forth for economic convergence 
-- will this perhaps set forth what will be agricultural convergence? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think 
they'll be that complex. The Tokyo -- let me say to expand a little 
bit on what my colleague said -- that the finance ministers had met 
in the morning and they prepared a report, which the ministers -- the 
heads of government rather -- simply adopted and inserted into their 
communique. Now, we won't have any agriculture ministers at this 
summit, so we won't have a group going off and writing something like 
that to interject. But that wouldn't be appropriate anyway. What 
they will simply want to do is put some backbone in and some sense of 
urgency and importance into the GATT negotiations. And then as they 
begin, and I think it's as early as late June, but at any rate, when 
they begin, Mr. Yeutter will go over there and he'll lay down a 
proposal. And whether agriculture will be laid down first or last or 
in between, that's up for him to decide in the light of how things 
are developing. 


Yes. 
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Yes. 
Q Can I direct a question to your colleague? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q One of the stated objectives in the G-7 agreement 
was exchange rate stability. Do you think that objective's been 
satisfactorily attained since then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes I do. The present 
rates today, for example, deutche mark rate is approximately where it 
was at the time of the Louvre meeting. The yen rate is very close to 
where it was at the time of the G-7 meeting in April. Sterling has 
moved a little more, but there's rather special reasons for that. By 
and large, I think the agreement has been very successful. 


MR. JARRATT: Excuse me, last couple of questions, 
please. , 


Q Could I ask what -- can you describe to us what the 
proposal -- what the parameters of the proposal on AIDS will be? Is 
there a specific proposal or legislation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What they'll want 
to do is explore whether international cooperation on AIDS, whether 
everything that can be done by international cooperation is being 
done. And each of the countries has asked its experts in that field 
to report to us, and we Sherpas asked them to report to us what's 
being done internationally, are there any gaps, are there any things 
that aren't being done that could be done internationally, and is 
there any needless duplication going on where resources could be 
diverted to something else that's being neglected, and @ne general 
ideas that all of this work should be coordinated through the WHO, 
the World Health Organization. 


Q Is this primarily in research or also in control and 
testing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anything that's got to 
do with it -- research or control, education, understanding it -- . 
anything having to do with the subject. 


Q I have one more. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Got one right here. 


Q Since the Tokyo summit, there's been a lot of trade 
friction between the United States and Japan and between the European 
countries and Japan. Can you -- I know summits tend to be polite 
forums, but do you see any kind of language coming out of the summit 
that will be described as sort of a modified form of Japan-bashing? 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, and we have lots of 
problems with Japan, as you know. And in fact, I think I spend about 
a third of my time fighting with, or anyway, discussing with Japanese 
various trade issues. But we are very, very resistant to any idea of 
Jap-bashing. We just think that's extremely unwise and unjustified. 
Japan is -- has become one of the most important countries in the 
world. On the whole, overall, it holds up its end very well, and 
it's increasingly holding up its end, doing its share. But it's a 
long way behind on a lot of things including trade matters, and its 
Own economy is just horribly inefficient. And that's one of the 
things that we're trying to get them to do is to get their economy 
more efficient. 


We've been holding what we call “structural adjustment 
talks" with them for over a year now aimed at focusing on just those 
things that make them so inefficient. If they had more efficiency in 
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growth there, they'd be in a better position to buy, and also they'd 

be in a better position to invest their savings at home. They'd have 
good investment opportunities at home. Now they don't, so they send 

them somewhere else, and this is the best place to send then. 


Q In the CATT talks in Punta del Este in September, 
the European community wanted to get inserted in a communique 
language that referred to a balance of responsibilities -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Balance of benefits was 
their phrase. 


Q Well, it was benefits, and then it was charged to 
responsibilities and it never went anywhere. But it was widely 
viewed as being directed at Japan. If that is proposed again in 
Venice, would the United States object to inclusion of that kind of 
language in a communique? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, when that kind 
of code -- that kind of language has now gotten a secondary meaning 
that's not in it literally, and as a result, people won't buy it. 
Where we might have thought it was very, very reasonable. There 
should be a balance of benefits in international trade. But now when 
you see that, you know that's a code for “Let's bash the Japanese.’ 
So we won't buy that language. 


Q What kind of trade statement would you expect, then? 
I mean, would you expect any kind of trade statement on the 
communications -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One urging resisting 
protectionism, opening markets, diminishing barriers to trade, 
particularly of course in countries with structural imbalances that 
are on the positive side. 


Q But that's nothing particularly new. I mean, 
concurrently, they have a lot of EC problems with us. I mean, EC has 
said that they're going to retaliate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The focus here will 
be on multilateral things and on the GATT or the Uruguay round. 
That'll be the thing that we'll try to get some life into. 


Q Let me ask one other question. 

MR. JARRATT: Last question, please. 

Q Do you think that the heads of state will -- heads 
of government instruct the finance ministers to do any other studies, 
for instance on Third World debt or on trade frictions, similar to the 
ones that they had on exchange coordination? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't anticipate now 
that they would do that, but partly because the finance ministers are 
already organized to do that kind of thing and are doing it through 
various other <-- 


Q Anything that specific that they would have to 
report at the next summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I don't anticipate. 
Do you anticipate? No, I don't anticipate anything in the summit on 
that. 

Thanks very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:45 P.M. EDT 
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The process of reflagging that emerged out of the discussions 
with Kuwait has been taking place for quite some time. It's 
only after this mistaken attack on the Stark that anybody has 
taken much interest in it We've been offering briefings and 
talking to people on the Hill, but it's hard to get anyone to 
pay attention before; now, they're very interested. 


The discussions that we've had, mostly by Secretary Weinberger 
when he was in Europe, show Allies ready to listen and hear any 
suaggestions that are made The capability of countries to do 
anything much varies quite a lot 


In the case of Germany and Japan, there are restrictions placed 
in their Constitution, basically after World War II, that put 
them ina little different category from others The naval 
forces that countries have are quite limited in some cases 

But, at any rate, I think there's aa general disposition to 
listen and see what they might do that would fit into a plan if 
something different comes forward 


The object that we have in that region is, first of all, to do 
everything we can to bring the war to an end in a way that 
doesn't have a victor or a vanquished We try to do that 
through our diplomacy, through our Operation Staunch, which 
continues to go forward, although we would wish that some sales 
that we see being made are not being made But, nevertheless 
it's an erfort to put a restriction on the recalcitrant party 


At the same time, we want to see the oil flow from the Gulf 
We feel that it is very important to us and to the West, 
generally, that that pool of oil, which is basically the 
largest in the world, not be dominated by a hostile power 
It's a very important objective 


50 we have a presence there that's historic We, after all, 
developed those oil fields and have had a presence there for 
decades and recognize the importance of what goes on there 


The big thing that's happened is that through a mistake a 
tragedy occurred to one of our ships and that has, obviously 
and for good reasons, brought a lot of attention to the area, 
but this was not the result of a hostile action And so we'll 
proceed and we will review our plans, obviously, and the ROEs 
and the alert status, and so forth, of ships that has been 
reviewed and affected 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, does the United States plan to escort 








a -_—- 


other ships, 


these eleven reflagged ships?’ 


and escort ships, generally, 


ships, or large numbers of others? 


other than the American-flagged ships, 


including 

Is it planniig to go beyond that 
in the Persian Gulf -- friendly 
And if it isn't, has 


Congress and the American people panicked in your view over 


this thing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: 
becomes an American ship and 
for pollution control and it 
various other safety aspects 
in an emergency for American 
all these things, and it has 
becomes an American ship 





will escort them; 
the situation 


First of all, 


when a ship is reflagged, it 
so it has to meet our standards 
has to meet our standards for 

It becomes subject to being used 
purposes It pays taxes It does 
an American skipper. So it 


As we feel it is necessary to see 
that any possible hostility toward those ships is deterred, 
not necessarily always, 


we 
but depending upon 


It's also important that there be freedom of navigation in the 


Gulf and through the Staits of Hormuz, 
long-standing objective to see that that's so, 


And so we wiil be looking to 
everything we can to see 
Mr 


QUESTION Secretary, 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: But 


that doesn't mean that we 


and that's a 
that we've had 


that, along with others, to do 


that that stays the case 


I'm not sure that I -- 


but we are 


not expecting that every ship that comes into the Gulf we're 


going to escort 
Gon't think it's 


QUESTION I guess 
escorting ships, 
in this recent 
being sent in, or is it 

escorting of other kinds 
associated with the 


SECRETARY SHULTZ 

that you mentioned, 
cargo we wish to escort 
delivered 
for us to do, 





it, 


But, certainly, there 


escort every ship that comes 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary 


We don't have the facilities for that, 
needed particularly 


my question was 
limited to those American-f lagged 
case where there was 
a plan that 


where we'll 


People are reviewing 
what our resources allow us to 
assistance might be appropriate from other countries, 


and I 


as of now for 
carriers, or 
some American FMS materiel 
you envisage on the 


is the plan, 


United States? 


of shipping in the Gulf, not 
I'm sure there will be cases, as in the one 
think that for reasons of its 
to be sure that it is safely 
carefully wha it's desirable 
and what 
and so on 
isn't any need to think that we have to 
into the Gulf 


could we have your reaction to a 





suggestion by Senator Dole today that West Germany and Japan be 
required to pay a fee to help support the American naval 
presence since their Constitutions, as you say, do not permit 
them to participate with their own forces? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ Well, I don't want to react to a particular 
suggestion We certainly are going to discuss this subject 
I'm sure that it‘s going to come up at the Venice Summit, and 
we'll see what Germany and Japan have to say on the subject 
They have a big stake in this area just as others do 








QUESTION: Do you yet have a definition, Mr. Secretary -- do 
you yet have a definition or some idea leading to a definition 
of the kind of support that the Allies will lend each one of 
them, and I think starting with Britain and France? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ The plans for what changes, if any, need to 
be made are in the process of being reviewed I can't comment 
on plans that haven't yet matured 





Obviously, the capabilities of different countries are 
different, and so there's no point in asking a country to do 
something it can't do, and you have to gear into the situation 


that way But I think we have to remember that the Iran-Iraq 
war has been going on for all too long It has had its fallout 
into the Gulf for some years now And, basically, the 
international community has handled that, and the oil has 
continued to flow We've done a number of things about it, 
including establish a presence, laid down some markers, do some 
escorting We've also supplied ourselves with a quite 


substantial strategic petroleum reserve, which 1s important 
and urged others to do that, the existence of which not only 
provides us with an insurance policy but also strengthens our 
hand in our diplomacy because people are not able to have such 
a drastic effect on us by what might happen there 


If you want to use financial markers as a way of judging what 
happened, it's interesting that the insurance rates on ships 
have risen, but not that much, over this long period of time 


QUESTION Would you explain to us in graphic detail, please 
where things stand with the efforts of the United Nations in 
the Security Council, and what that precisely is intended to 
achieve? How it's going to work? How it's going to bring the 
war to an end? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ The idea involved is, that in order to make 
war you have to have weapons And to a very considerable 





allie 


extent, the countries involved need to buy them if they're 
going to have them. They don't produce them themselves in 
major quantity. 


If you can get the Security Council to say, (a) we want to see 
this war come to an end, and we want to see the parties sit 
down together and be willing to bring that about under U.N 
auspices or in some other way. And if one or the other party 
refuses to do that then it identifies itself as the 
recalcitrant party A potentially effective way of dealing 
with that is to call upon the world, through the Security 
Council, to stop selling arms to that country. And if you can 
get the complexion of interests that are represented in the 
Security Council to say that, and to lean on all their friends, 
then there's a chance that that might be effective. 


So that's a strategy that has both a call for negotiation, with 
the objective of an end with no change in boundaries, and a 
method of getting there if there is a lack of response from one 


or the other countries So that's what's involved, and we've 
been pushing that and, I think, taking the leadership in trying 
to put that across As of now, the other Members of the 


Security Council haven't agreed, but we keep working at it 
There's a lot of support from the Gulf States for that and from 
some other places, so that is a way 


QUES! ION vr Svecretary some of 1s are here 


QUESTION Can I follow that up? Is it accurate that the 
Soviets have been more cooperative in drafting that proposed 
resolution with us than the Chinese have been? And, secondly 
how concerned are you about the Silkworm anti-ship missiles? 


There is a report that the Iranians are clearing the site of 
Faw Peninsula for those missiles? How much of a new escalatior 
is tnat by Iran 


? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ I'm not in a position to try to characterizs 
the level of cooperation on this resolution of different 
countries As of now, we haven't been able to put it together 
in the Security Council But I think the subject is getting a 
certain highlighting, and that helps to put people on the spot 
a little bit more. and we're working at it hard There has 
been some shift in attitudes, so we'll just have to see about 
that 

As tear as the Silkworm missile is concerned, it’s a dangerous 
weapon [t is a weapon against which you can defend But 


nevertheless there are potentially lots of them and it can 
cause trouble So we've put down a marker on that 











=. 
QUESTION Mr. Secretary, there are reports -- some of us are 
hearing -- that the reflagging of the tankers will run into a 
delay of possibly a month I don't know if the reason if 
technical or if the Administration is a little concerned about 
the opposition in Congress in setting things back Can you 


tell us if any of that is true? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ [I don't know of any decision to delay [t's 
a process that --- apparently. is somewhat laborious It 
involves the Coast Guard inspection of these vessels and 
finding a master, and so on So there is a process that's 


underway, and [I haven't heard about any delay in it 





QUESTION Well, the idea of, or the projection -- I can't give 
you a hard date; it was early June -- do you still look to 
early June for the first of these ships, for the first of these 


eleven tankers to get an American captain? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ I don't have a schedule in my mind, and I 
don't know that there is a precise schedule 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary [ know it’s not your department 
xactly on how the nips are protected Yet the concern in 
ares! ePSpeE laiiy among tne Der rats eems to be that the 
adequately protected that we do not wind up with a Beirut 
jation where you Nave a toxen force tner which is tnen very 
erable 
enator bYyrd and tner S ai* at t tne eec ror air 
yer Hur Sver nr ian ¥ quire > + Da an ac > 
? ‘Fr ‘ 1i¥y ntr] in rhs area ; >| r ry nq V 
TN nt ve A rxking rn . 4 JOE r t } i 7¥v tn 
aud r mebody provid } fa t t yo 3 
| Qa rnear a jtine ; 7 ¥ lant ¥ eo } ¥ what 
y j +, id at it that 
ECRETARY SHULTZ What the need are and will be r air 
1S peing explored Dvi isiy Lf y J 32 lige tnat Lt ' 7e0 
it can be provided from carriers but that a very expensi 
way to do it and it nuch better provide it from air str 
in the region 
Tne Saudi Arabian Air force ha provided air ver for the 
AWACS ana on neo asion has directly ‘naageq ana tnat wa i 
very gc dg thing L¢ may al: that t+nore wl He eed ‘ r 
aiadgitis ai aUG1i help r t ay De tnat © wl i nclude that 
we need ¢t 50 something r lve nat ne t been worked 
t and we may make a request but that ha t taken placs 








QUESTION: There 
to any countries 


SECRETARY SHULTZ 
I don't 
being sworn 1n, 


Say these days 


and 


A “feeler,." you know, you an 
think that you've had a feeler 
clearly presents itself as it 
to be evaluated; and if there 


obviously takes place 


know quite what a 
you've got 
(Laughter) 


an air field in the region, 


"feeler" 


1s 
to be car 


on this 
has been 


1s going to be air cover, 
most economically and effectively, 
and we don't have any 


somebody would have to give us permissio 
provide che air cover Then you need to 
lot of things in connection with that, s 
engagement and the degree to which, at y 
can decide what kind of reaction they're 
[hat always a questi in looking at 
engagement as you know 
QUESTION Did you say at there has be 
Saudis have engaged’ 
SECRETARY SHULTZ 1h 
QUE 1 LON The [ran 1 lan 
QUESTION Mr Secretar last week a 
epartment 110 
} wt QW b+ j a? As 3 ery “ r 
nowed ft at act r ‘ axe pi 
QUESTION Mr ecretar last week a Sf 
Department said that this policy of ' 
vessels had been thouat r 3t and 
Jee k you re trying ¢t 1 whether y 
f air coverage you ne 
Why did we get into a tua r f imir 
orovidce protection ‘sy x ; t } freight rs 
proce without having , ght through ¢t 
ver, the question of ase access ana 
+ hye € +r } Pe re alt _ ‘ Tre mm 


have been no requests yet nor any feelers put 
in the region about the question of air cover? 


I don't think there have been any requests 
We're also conscious of 


eful exactly what you 


read something in a newspaper and 


It's a question that 
raised here It needs 
it 
from 
So either 
nor they would have to 
, of course, look at a 
uch as the rules of 
arious levels, people 

going to have 


these rules of 


fen one case when the 
pokesman for the 

2 ; Q ‘ 4 ‘ 

xesma t tne 
aagging tne Kuwait 

forte Now thi 

} ases wnat * 

+ + qQ rse yes ft 

’*hF j ) 3 rar agaqQ } 
he question of air 
having arranged for all 


? nen? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is a process that's working itselr 
through. I think that it must be the case that when one of 
your ships, even though by mistake, is hit and you lose 37 
people, that you go and review all of your plans and see to it 
that you are doing things in a proper way; and you review the 
accident and see what you learn from that accident 





That process 1S underway It hasn't been, by any means, 
completed So the situation, because of the Stark, has shifted 
somewhat, and so we're reviewing it carefully 





QUESTION Mr. Secretary, it's very true that Iran has been 
very prudent until recently in avoiding anything against ships 
of major countries in the Persian Gulf that might cause a 
military reaction or retaliatory reaction Yet, recently there 
have been a couple of incidents involving Soviet vessels 


What makes you think that the prudence of the past will 


when we, in fact, start with this reflagging operation 
or mission? 
SECRETARY r pr is a deterrent factor It has 
been respected and I think wisely so on the part of Iran I 


tnink that’s as much as | want to say on that subject 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, in some of the Lebanon post-mortems 
one criticism that was raised was, at some point after the 
Marines went back a second time, the S ifted, at least i 
the eye: f the people on the ground, from being a neutral 
party to being a part of tne being je thy 
government ide ano that this fact wu Ly yne of 
the tailures in planning that was that this fact wasn’t truly 


appreciated here at he time t 





- 


QUESTION But is our risk escalating now because we are in 
effect seen, certainly, by Iran, by others, as taking a side? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ Well, we're not taking a side by this act 
QUESTION But can't it be perceived as that since Kuwait 1s an 
ally of Iraq? We're supporting Kuwaiti vessels who are being 
hit by Iran, and because f that ecause the Security 

ouncil resolution that we're trying to get through 1s 
»bviously aimed at Iran Iraq has already suggested that it 
would be willing to talk peace So in the end doesn't that 
look like what we're doing is all directed at Iraq? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ Well, as far as something like the Security 
-ouncil is concerned, we're taking a position about an end to 
the war We've taken that position for some time, and it's a 
very defensible and basically neutral kind of position 
50 sOviously if one party or the other wants to interpret it 
some way tney an Dut that's not ur perception of it Our 
perception of it is that there's a very bloody war going on 
There have been well er a million casualties which must have 
an impact in both untries ind we think it should end It 
would be better for the people of both countries if it did, and 
what we're ffering i ai way t an honorable way out for doth 
partie anc we think that the undesirability of this war, and 
the camace it jOiNnG and the potential fallout is enough to 
try rally the ternat nal munity wnicnh in a Droadg sense 
hares the ame lew we ad to bring about that end Ana we 
Nave a1 tact that |] hink mak ¢ e nder the ircumstancs 

it's not anti anyt 1¥y t pr f Jing *ne war 
<Vt N Mr ecretarv there a key ie n that ») far 
ais I ’ te has t been answered dir tly or arly by 
any ‘ Odea trat , and the sues Is the 
i prepared t 30 ¢t war r tne r af uit 
: wer tnat juest f ar J af i wer tnat 
; tner tne word ye r ’ 4 t r and ’ 

J ant OuiGc you piease ay y an t ang exe ain t tne 
ner) 1 peopie why t? are + + ; - = v w whether ‘ 

ted tates prepar t } . Jar 

ECRETARY HULTZ nited tat t t n and wi 
ot get directiy 1 } the rar raq war We're not 

ing ¢t war with eit arty 
JUt LON But if 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are urging them to settle their war, and 
in the meantime we are saying that we stand for freedom of 
navigation in the Persian Gulf and the Straits of Hormuz, and 





that is our posture And we will escort our vessels as we 
think is appropriate, and we'll stand in general for that 
purpose We will expect other members of the international 


community to stand with us as they do for that purpose, and 
that is our posture 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, that was the same argument -- 





QUESTION Excuse me Is that a “no," Mr. Secretary? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ Yes It's a no (Laughter) 








MR. REOMAN There - you've got both answers (Laughter) 
SECRETARY SHULTZ Now, the point is that it is -- as is the 
case on a larger and smaller scale in so many areas -- that our 
posture is a deterrent posture We want to deter the idea that 


anybody can effectively disrupt the flow out of the Gulf 


QUESTION How can you deter if you eliminate the ultimate 
sanction of going to war’ 

SECRETARY SHULTZ Wel | [I think it's been done very 

Su fully 

QUESTION Mr ecretary, you've emphasized that the Iraqi 
attack n the Stark was an accident a mistake What if an 


Iranian Air Force plane attacked an American-flagaed ship in 


the sult Do you Nave a stance or the mechanism for asking the 
lraniar whether this wa i mistake and are you prepared for 
any possibility of an I[ranian mistake? 
ECRE TARY HULTZ We wil have we Gado have rules of 
ingagement that will be responsive t r tile intent as well as 
action and we look for that posture to have a deterrent impact 
n any use of force by mebody else 
QUESTION Mr Secretary you seemed to be saving earlier that 
in answer to the question that, r the United States 1s not 
prepared to got war in the Persian Gulf, and I'm really 
mystified by that If he L[ranians are attack our ships We 
will fight back AS r lenn aia the other day that may be 
just small nbat but a nall combat is part of the war How 


lis tnat not war 





oite 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If our ships get attacked anywhere, 
including in the Persian Gulf, we will defend ourselves 

That's not going to war with anybody; that's defending 
ourselves And if there is evidence of hostile intent that 
this piece of evidence is some place, we're entitled to defend 
ourselves against that hostile intent That's not going to war 
with somebody That is ensuring a proper defense for ourselves 





QUESTION But if the Iranians put missiles in the Strait of 
Hormuz, which we agreed is a vital choke point, I mean, 
missiles there by definition is hostile intent, isn't it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ Well, we'll have to define things carefully 
from our military standpoint and behave in accordance with the 
objectives that I've outlined, and none of this involves going 





to war with anybody It involves defending ourselves and 
defending the freedom of navigation on the high seas, and 
that's what we're doing That's what we've done all over the 


world, and there's a little more tension in the Persian Gulf. 
but the basic principle is the same 


QUESTION an I follow up on that, please? 


MR REDMAN Wait a minute 


QUESTION It is a follow-up directly on that Sir. then 
you're not ruling out retaliation. You're talking about 
defending ourselves Are you ruling out retaliation for 


attacks on our ships? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ We will have a pattern of ROE's that now and 
as we work on them will defend ourselves and our objectives 
adequately 


QUESTION Sort of missing from all of the definitional things 
that you have laid down is the word or the concept of risk 

Can you address the risk assessment of the Gulf right now wit! 
the trend of violence going up? What [I'm trying to say is 

all those yeers we haven't had an American ship attacked until! 
the Stark, but in the last few months there have been many more 
attacks and more random, and we have seen another superpower 


ships get hit -- the merchant vessel of the Soviets 

What 1s your risk assessment? How much risk are we involved in 
here? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ As an economist I suppose | probably rely 


overly on financial indicators, but probably insurance rates 











wits 


are not too bad as risk assessors, and they haven't risen that 
much. Maybe they will Clearly, in the Persian Gulf ships 
have been attacked -- our ships haven't -- so there are 
problems there. But I don't know that they've necessarily 
escalated in any dramatic way 


QUESTION: I'd like to ask a non-Persian Gulf question and ask 
you to assess how things are going with the Geneva talks on 
arms control vis-a-vis, of course, getting together with 
Gorbachev eventually down the line And how is the debate 
ongoing within NATO, and what will you specifically propose to 
reassure the West Europeans the United States is not packing up 
and going? In terms of, you know, there are several proposals 
out there -- have a new missile in the zero to 300 range. and 
that sort of thing - a whole bunch of new ideas --— more 
B-52's, and so on 





SECRETARY SHULTZ I think the process is going along in a 


reasonable way We have a free alliance, and we have some 
proposals that we have to look at, and people are debating 
them And a consensus 1S emerging, and it's taken a few weeks, 


but that's hardly surprising You're talking about security 
matters which are of vital to importance to people, and I think 
that the process of not trying to respond instantly and putting 
propositions to people as we did and working with the process 
is the right way to do it And I think we're going to emerge 
with a good solid NATO response to the immediate questions, and 
we're working on through the INF issues, and we're also working 
on START, and there are activities in other areas We've 
tabled a treaty on the STAR! talks So things are going along 


Now, as far as convincing people that we're not going to pack 


up and leave, the question is an example of the way people 
react to anything that happens in some sort of explosive 
extreme form What has happened basically is that the Soviet 
started deploying SS-20 missiles oversimplifying slightly 
which we regarded as a destabilizing act, and NATO decided back 
in 1979 on a certain pattern of reaction which has been 
implemented in a cohesive, coordinated way Ana contrary to 
what was said when we installed the missiles and the Soviets 
walked out of negotiations, they have come back to the 


negotiations, and now we have propositions on the table which 
amount to something very much in line with the objectives that 
the alliance sought 


And so to a very considerable extent, we should be throwing our 
hat in the air and saying, “Well, the strategy worked, and 
we're getting some place 





=~] 3- 


QUESTION: You didn't answer the part -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And that's what -- I have this hat, and I 
have it in my hand, and [I'm still waiting to throw it up in the 
air. (Laughter) 





QUESTION You didn't answer the part about how -- your 
personal assessment how things are going on toward a summit 
with Gorbachev, and do you expect to meet Shevardnadze in about 
the next couple of months or so to push the process forward? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ I don't have anything new to say on that 
The process is still prospectively there, but there hasn't been 
anything further 





QUESTION But then why has the Administration been unable to 
come up with a response to Gorbachev's proposal to you that the 
Defense Ministers meet on ABM? That doesn't involve consulting 
with all the allies That's an Administration decision. 


Soviets to answer the mail, the mail being that the Secretary 
of Defense invited his counterpart to come here and have a 
visit, and maybe this is the response -- [I don't know But 
we're debating a variety of things, and that's one of them, and 
we'll respond 


SECRETARY SHULTZ (Laughter) We have been waiting for the 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, I'd like to follow on -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ That's a particular forum to do a particular 
job Whether the right way to handle it is at the level of 
Ministers is a question mark, and so there are a lot of 


things But basically I think, and we believe by virtue of the 
incidents and sea talks and the proposal to the Soviet Defense 
Minister that military-to-military contact, they're a good 
thing But now we have to see whether the Soviets really think 
so, and how to implement that 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, if I can follow on Jack's question 
about risk assessment, you said insurance rates haven't gone up 
yet, but then we haven't reflagged any ships yet The [ranian 
Ambassador to the U.N. on television the other evening said 
that they would continue to attack Kuwaiti tankers regardless 
of whose flag they're flying under 


My question is, do you consider that a bluff is that a real 
threat, and does that heigniten the risk or will it heighten 
the risk once those ships are sailing under the U.S. flag? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they have to do a lot of thinking 
before they do that, and I think I'll just leave it at that 





QUESTION mr. Secretary, I'd like to ask you a question on 
today's Iran Contra hearings Ambassador Tambs of Costa Rica 
asserted that he had on several occasions discussed the 
airfield in Costa Rica with Assistant Secretary Elliott Abrams 
a point which I believe Mr. Abrams has denied in his own 
testimony on previous occasions 


$s a two-part question First of all, do you hawe any 
mment on that apparent contradiction, and, second, did 


- 
$$ 

} 
- 


$ Secretary Abrams ever discuss that particular 
irfield with you, sir? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ I haven't been able to watch anything much 
of the hearings, and I haven't seen any of the testimony of 
Ambassador Tambs But I think Elliott Abrams is going to be 
testifying tomorrow, and he will give his responses 





QUEST LON Could I follow that? He said something which 
regards you, sir, mot Assistant Secretary Abrams Former 
Ambassador Tambs testified today that he was instructed before 
he was sent to Costa Rica to open a southern front. He was 
Colonel North, he said, and he was asked by one 





By what * 


ON He was asked by one of the Senators if you were 
that he had been instructed to open a southern front 
said he didn't know, but he assumed you were were you? 


SECRETARY SHULTI I'm not going to respond I am to be 
a witness, 1 I will respond to the Congress 





Can you tell us what you know about the Cuban 
-- how high up he was in the Cuban Government? I 
sume you're pleased, but could you share with us what you 
w about this defection* 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What I am able to say at this point is that 
there has been a defection, and that is as much as we care to 
say right now, and I believe that we'll likely have more 
information in tomorrow's press briefing 





QUESTION Just one thing, though Do you happen to know if he 
was a high-ranked official, like head of the air force or 
former vice defense minister, or something like that? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't want to comment on it. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, another simple one. Can you bring us 
Lp to date on the status of the assessment of damage at -the 
U.S. Embassy in Moscow? Have you pretty much concluded at this 
point as a result of the investigations that damage was not as 
bad, not as great as you had to assume up until now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ You mean as a result of the Lonetree case, 
and so on? 


QUESTION : Yes I'm sorry 


SECRETARY SHULTZ I think what we have to do is just assume 
the worst and proceed on that basis 








QUESTION: You still do that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, we'll return to the Persian Gulf for 
a moment. The Soviet involvement there has been portrayed as 
somewhat harmless, and 1 wonder if you see it that way, or 
whether you see also some opportunity there for coordination or 
cooperation with the Soviets in what seems to be a mutual 
interest in keeping the sea lanes open and containing the war? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ well, we don't have any desire to see the 
Soviets assume a role in the Persian Gulf, and we think that 
what the Soviets should do is join us in the Security Council 
in calling for an end to the war, and in being willing to put 
on an Operation Staunch of their own in coordination with us 
and others in the Security Council as a way of implementing 
that 





MR. REDMAN About the last question, gentlemen 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Mr. Secretary, sometimes -- when you were 
asked earlier about would the United States so to war to defend 
our interests in the Persian Gulf, sometimes it's not a black 
and white decision to make 





Is it conceivable that if there were a provocation the United 
States might act in a deterrent capacity, for example, to take 
out the Silkworm missile sites that could be a great threat to 
American shipping or to the freedom of navigation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as the President said, I guess 
yesterday, it's a mistake to be very precise about exactly what 














-_ -- 


we will do, when, and so on However, we believe that freedom 
of navigation in the Gulf and through the Straits of Hormuz is 
important, of a vital interest to us and our allies in the 
West, and we will stand up for that principle, and that's what 
we're doing 


MR REDMAN Last question here 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what is your assessment of how long 





Iran can prolong this war, and what incentive does it have to 
end the war? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ Well, of course, the basic incentive to end 
the war is the immense casualties that are being borne, and the 
fact that with all of the efforts they have made and the 
offensives that they have put on, they really haven't 
penetrated very much into the territory of Iraq; plus the fact 
that the war itself tends to isolate them from the 
international community, and perhaps they haven't cared in the 
past, but it seems that they care more about that now. And if 
it is managed, that this international concern becomes more 
evident, for example, through Security Council action, then 
they'll have to pay more attention to that 





QUESTION Thank you 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


The Briefing Room 


10:05 A.M. EDT 


MR. HOWARD: Good morning ladies and gentlemen. We'll 
begin our background briefing now on the political issues for the 
Summit. For your information, and not for publication, our briefer 
is the : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand that this 
time was saved from yesterday when my colleague was briefing on the 
economic issues and it tends to go over, I guess, into the political 
Side. Venice is an economic summit with a lot of pressing economic 
issues to address. 


But it's true, as has happened over the years, that when 
the seven leaders get together, plus the leadership of the European 
Community, they touch on other key questions. And the task has been 
to find a place on the agenda -- the time frame for these political 
guestions. 


So normally what happens, in fact what's planned to have 
happen, is -- as has the previous summits been since political 
guestions have been taken up -- is that the dinners -- are set aside 
for the informal discussions of political issues that are current at 
the time, and the whole idea is to just exchange views and to build 


some common understandings. 
meetings at Venice, with the 
the schedule is still taking 


The President will also have bilateral 
other heads of state and government, but 
shape. 


~ 


ea = 
Q With 


all of them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 


Q All of them? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
requests are in. But I know last year, at 
everybody. 


I don't know how many 
Tokyo, we ended up seeing 


Q Well, you've already seen at least two in the last 
week or two. Will it oe necessary to meet with Fanfani and Nakasone 
again, for instance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I could see, for 
example, the meeting with Fanfani because it's the host government 
and there's probably a formality, but I -- the schedule really isn't 
set, and I just don't know whether we have a request in from the 
Japanese, but my experience last year was that as people asked, they 
were accommodated somewhere. 


Q And are they fitted in on the summit days? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they are. My 


understanding is that the bilaterals will be fitted in on the summit 
days. 
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Now, the summit days are the 8th, 9th, 10th, and I think 
the first sort of formal event is the evening of the 8th, and so you 
might see some of it on the day of the 8th, but I really don't have 
that calendar yet. 


Q Well, is it customary that the other heads of 
government request meetings with President Reagan, and not the other 
way around? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no. We ask some, 
they ask some, and sort of your-house-my-house kind of arrangement, 
and it just sort of sorts it -- 


Q Are there some meetings that we were interested in 
having? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any 
that we initiated solely, but these men know each other -- and women 
-- know each other so well, that sometimes they just arrange it even 
while they're there and then turn up at one place or another. 
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And I don't -- I was in Venice a couple of weeks ago to sort of run 
over arrangements and I mean it's -- with all that water and ail 
those islands, I'm not even sure how people get back and forth. So 
that's all being really worked by the staff, the staff here. 


Q Can we have that for the record? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say that part of 
the backdrop of this, obviously, some of the elements in the setting 
are the -- you have to take account of the fact it's sort of the 40th 
anniversary of the Marshall Plan -- it's not sort of, it is the 40th 
anniversary of the Marshall Plan. And that's there to sort of be the 
symbol of cooperation. In my own sense, as we've been preparing, 
sort of also out there is the challenge to what are we going to do 
for the next 40 years? And so I think that may, in fact, be some of 
the discussion. 


But there will be specifics in the political discussion. 
It has always been that issues of what has been called an issue of 
the moment usually gets added. So my expectation would be that that 
political discussion that evening of June 8th, around the first 
dinner of the heads of state and government, will be East-West, for 
obvious reasons. Also with the fact that Mrs. Thatcher has been to 
Moscow and Chirac has been to Moscow, we've been doing some traveling 
back and forth, and it gives us all a chance to sort of talk about 
how things have evolved since the last Tokyo summit. So that's the 
East-West topic. It's a natural. 


Terrorism is almost always a subject at that dinner 
meeting. And then regional issues. And I think it goes without 
Saying that the Gulf War will -- and the protection of shipping lanes 
undoubtedly will come up in the discussions in Venice. We've got 
some common concerns, some similar concerns about that war and I 
can't imagine, although things may happen in the next week, I can't 
imagine that Iran-Iraq and the Gulf War won't be a part of it. 


Afghanistan -- certainly, the leaders have been talking 
about that over the their past sessions and they've also been talking 
about Southern Africa. So I think there will just be a general 
sweep. But if I had to guess, I would do East-West, terrorism, 
Iran-Iraq, the Gulf War, Afghanistan. 


Q While you're on that point, is the U.S. going to 
make any specific proposal for international, multinational force to 
deal with the Persian Gulf situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of such a 
proposal taking shape at all. And I don't say I'm not aware to dodge 
the question. I'm not a party to what's being considered, but I'm 
not expecting anything like that. 


Q Will what Secretary Weinberger raised in the NATO 
circles be reiterated in this group? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly, what 
Secretary; Weinberger was talking about was the situation, the 
interest that we have that we think others have as well. And that 
was very much the framework of his discussion and I'm fairly 
confident that that would be the general theme. But you've got a 


week between now and -- about nine days between now and when it opens 
and I don't know what the developments will be like in between. So 
that -- and that will shape that whole evening's discussion. 

Q Well, a couple of senators who were here with the 


President yesterday were talking about a fee, a sort of convoy fee 
for the Japanese, the Germans, for those who benefit from Persian 
Gulf oil but don't have a force of their own that constitutionally 
they can put there. Is that subject being discussed? Is that 
something to be raised in the bilaterals or in the larger scope? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, let me be very 
honest about it. When I was coming over here this morning, I said we 
know Iran-Iraq is going to be discussed; we know the Gulf War is 
going to be discussed. What can I share in the way of general views? 
And I've shared about as far as I can and I have a note -- and then I 
have a note that says, on all other questions involving U.S. policy 
in the region, I am not the expert and will have to refer you to 
others in the State Department. 


Q Who wrote that note? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you can see, it 
doesn't have a drafting officer's name on the bottom. (Laughter.) 
But I would just -- 


Q That's what you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would just mislead 
everybody because I'm not informed and I'm not taking part in what 
discussions there are within the government. I don't even know where 
or who. 


Q What about some other touchy issues that might come 
up, such as the fact that several of these countries have hostages 
still in Lebanon? Will that be discussed? Will the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think under the 
general rubric of terrorism, there will be a discussion of where do 
we stand and what are the pressures on us anc what can we do about it, 
if anything? But they have always discussed terrorism and then, last 
year in Tokyo, they said they wanted the terrorism experts to get 
together and beef up that document that's called the Bonn Declaration 
that has to do with cooperation on aviation-type terrorism, and that 
will be talked about. 


Q On that subject, do you expect the President to talk 
about his dealings with Iran in selling arms -- to either raise that 
Or do you expect the other leaders, to raise it and ask him about it, 
for instance, related to this whole effort and a lot of people think 
it's a contradiction between the policy of Tokyo and what 
subsequently came out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've been sitting and a 
lot -- you know, a lot of things have happened between Tokyo and this 
meeting and in the area that you've mentioned. I've been sitting in 
on these meetings and I have not heard one leader ever raise that 
with the President and I wouldn't expect them -- the specific thing 
that you're talking about -- I wouldn't expect them to raise it 
there. 


The topic is future-looking. And I -- why would he raise 
it? He might. 


Q He raises it every other time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he might as part 
of a background and on moving forward and that kind of thing. But I 
-- they're all going to, I think, be trying to answer the question, 
how can we improve cooperation? You know, there was a meeting 
yesterday in Paris, ministers of the interior of these countries, 
talking about how to improve cooperation. And so I think it's going 
to be all future-looking and I can't imagine that a great deal of 
time is going to be spent at that table -- one dinner, you have to 
eat in between -- trying to cover all of these things and look back. 


Q -- give a press conference. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What will be the impact and how will they be able to 
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react, the British and the Italians, in the fact that each will be 
having elections a couple days after the summit? Will that tie their 


hands in any decisions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there have never 
really -- except for these narrow questions on terrorism where we, in 
Bonn, had an agreement to take a look at expert-level cooperation on 
civil aviation terrorsim, the summit really has not, in the political 
field, produced decisions. It has produced, at most, an expression 
of common views and sort of a statement of where everybody planned to 
go. And I don't think that format's going to change at all. No one 
who has participated in these meetings of the leaders seems to want 
to turn this into a decision-making session. 


Q So they won't be affected? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So I -- well, it's hard 
-- I think it would be naive to say that political leaders facing an 
election within a couple of days wouldn't have that in their minds as 
they're discussing these various issues. But that evening 
discussion, which is heads alone and no note-takers is so private 
that I don't know how it will play out in that kind of a session. 
These are all people who have to go get elected and how they talk 
among themselves might be very political or -- 


Q Why are there note-takers? They are representing 
their countries, aren't they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q I mean, they're not representing themselves. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but this is the 
evening dinner -- everybody getting together -- the evening dinner 
and the tradition has grown up that it's -- it remains informal. It 
allows exploration of ideas. It permits a broader view. It's not 
Operational in its direction. And I think it makes it comfortable 


for them and don't think anybody is -- because they're behind closed 
doors -- wanders, you know, away from national interests. But it's 
just -- it's a good occasion for them to sit down and not followed 
around -- as you all know. You can see it here every day -- by 85 


people walking after them carrying six-inch-briefing books in and -- 
Q Well, we've been reading the Nixon memos. 


Q Is the President sure to see Chancellor Kohl on the 
Side? Will they discuss the Soviet arms proposal and/or do you 
expect a decision from Germany before the summit meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know 
specifically on a bilateral. But, as I said in the answer to my 
earlier question, the -- if people want them they'll be there and I 
would imagine there would be a meeting on the side. 


Q Well, you said it depends on a request. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 


Q Has -- have either the United States or the West 
German government requested a bilateral -- maybe I can approach it 
that way. 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, well I'm not trying 
to dodge it. I'm just -- 


Q No, I know, that Kohl is, you know, sort of -- he 
holds the whole nuclear thing in his -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- I don't have this 


Q -- little hand and I just wondered if Reagan would 
talk to him about it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there's a -- on the 
list of the ones that we think we're going to be putting on the 
calendar, there is one for Chancellor Kohl. Now, I don't know who 
did it. Will they be talking about arms control -- INF? I should 
certainly think so, though -- 


Q And will there be a decision by Germany before the 
summit? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know, I don't 
know. That -- 
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Q Well, have the Germans told us that they'll come up 
with a decision on June 4th or are they not giving the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Germans have said 
that in the course of a political process that'll unfold next week, 
they might well be able to have a government view by then. And then 
there's a lot of alliance consultation still to go on. We are not 
looking to the Venice summit to announce an alliance decision on this 
question, but -- 


Q What -- I didn't expect expect an announcement. I 
just wondered if it would be resolved before the summit or, if not, 
pushed forward during the summit. Indeed there are other events, 
like the NATO meeting. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes, well, I think 
over the next week you're going to see a lot of activity in the 
federal public putting the finishing touches on their position. And 
then the next week, which is the Venice summit and the Reykjavik 
summit, I think it's only natural to expect would be the week in 
which you would be -- you would start seeing the coming together of 
an alliance position. 


Q Is the President going to make a major address on 
East-West issues while he's in Italy before the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I understand that he 
will be talking in general terms on the 40th anniversary of the 
Marshall Plan and some general things. 
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Q What’s th2 general -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. Maybe -- 
Q Do you know the date of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't. I'll have 
to ask for some help from the staff here on that. 


Yes? 


Q Well, you say you don't expect an alliance-wide 
agreement on arms control. Do you expect some expression from the 
leaders there about arms control moving in this direction -- or 
anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me take your 
question first. You said I don't expect an alliance-wide decision. 
This is not an alliance meeting. And you've got Japan there, so it's 
a different group, and you've got the European Community there. So 
this would not be the appropriate place either to carry out the full 
consultations or to announce any kind of decision. 


There has been no decision on whether there will be 
statements on these political issues, so I would just take you back 
to the past -- that where there has been a political statement it 
has, as far as I can see, always included something on the general 
East-West setting and progress on arms control. So, if there is 
something, I'm sure that we'd at least try to get a paragraph in on 
that. 


Q Is he going to meet with Chancellor Kohl about -- 
Q Is Mrs. Thatcher -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have a question here. 


Q Is Mrs. Thatcher and President Mitterrand -- are 
they both not going to attend all of the sessions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know 
Mitterrand's schedule. I understand she may leave early. 


Q And he might not make that last dinner, or is there 
a last dinner? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Beats me. There's a 
very real division of labor here. If you've been following this 
summit process, you know there's an institution called the Sherpas. 
These are the personal representatives of the heads, and they work 
the economic agenda, and by golly they are in charge. 


I expect to be involved Sunday night, if there's any 
follow-up, on a political discussion; Monday morning, if there's any 
follow-up on a political discussion; and after Monday morning, I 
honestly can't tell you a thing about the schedule because of the way 
it's dealt with. 


MR. HOWARD: Yesterday, Allen Wallis said there would be 
a wrap-up luncheon, rather than a dinner. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A wrap-up luncheon? 
Yes -- I mean, they -- we're not a part of this -- 


Q Why don't they tell you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a sense that 
this is -- comes back to your earlier question on statements. There 
is a sense that the summit is a special kind of an institution in 
which heads get together without those briefing books, without the 
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bureaucracy, without people having packaged stuff ahead of time 
Saying this meeting already has pre-canned results. And so anytime 
people look as if they‘re adding a lot of organization to it, the 
personal representatives of the heads say, wait a second, these 
people want to have a truly heads-only kind of meeting. 


Q So the Sherpas meet a dozen times to find the 
unplanned meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes, yes -- but 
Since I'm not the Sherpa, I don't get in on that one. 

Q Could you please talk about the Berlin speech or the 
purpose of the Berlin speech -- the symbolism and all that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Berlin speech 
-- the President will be going on to Berlin on the 12th -- it's the 
750th birthday. Berlin is the major outpost of democracy in the 
East-West setting. It is the symbol. And it's important that we go 
on this birthday occasion, that's why the President is going -- and 
to talk again about the principles that unite us and that we stand 
for. And it's going to be that kind of a -- generally that kind of a 
Speech. 


I'll take the two window seats here. 


Q ‘Okay. The first one -- on Berlin -- there has been 
a tremendous amount of preparations by leftist organizations in 
Berlin to have major demonstrations against President Reagan when he 
goes there. Have we requested an evaluation of this in the West 
German government or any special measures to deal with this as a 
potential security situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand that in 
Berlin there are a number of things happening and I visited there 
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two weeks ago to take a look at this myself. They have had some 
problems in what is known at the Kreuzberg area. They have -- if you 
make the trip you will see a set of new pieces of sculpture up and 
down the Kurfuerstendamm, which have enraged Berliners, and they're 
holding demonstrations around the pieces of sculpture. People have 
widely varying but almost always no lukewarm reactions to this 
sculpture. 


There has been some talk of people coming in just to have 
a demonstration, and I can assure you that all of the proper 
coordinating, cooperative, informed steps have been taken. 


Q Now, also AIDS was mentioned as being a topic at the 
summit. Probably President Reagan is going to announce an AIDS 
policy before then. Is he going to take that to the summit and 
recommend that other countries adopt policies for mandatory testing 
of marriage licenses and immigration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I know 
that AIDS is on the agenda, narcotics cooperation is on the agenda, 
and I think it's mostly a discussion of the nature of the challenge. 
But maybe we could find out more on that for you. I simply don't 
have it because the Sherpa says it's an economic question. 
(Laughter.) 


Q So this thing is being dealt with as an economic 
question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: It's not on the 
political agenda. (Laughter.) 


Q My question is a little broader, and that is whether 
you think that leaders weakened in their domestic political standing 
tend to take bold diplomatic actions -- whether we can really expect 


these seven, each of whom have some domestic problems, to do 
anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know there is a very 
forward-looking and complicated economic agenda that was covered 
yesterday, and I can say of the political agenda as well, I think, as 
of the economic agenda in general terms, that these are all issues 
that are on a continuum. They are not issues that you say, oh, God, 
I've got a problem -- I've got to know the answer to what's two and 
two, and go to the summit and announce that the answer is four and 
everybody agrees to it. 


These are issues that are going to be worked. If you go 
back to ‘80, ‘81, you can see the same topics flowing all the way 
through the summit process. Ard so I think that it is a 
misconception from the starting point to say that you are going to -- 
that you should expect bold initiatives, announcements of projrams 
and things of that sort. It just isn't going to happen because it 
isn't that kind of a session. 


As for weak leaders, I think I know most of the leaders, 
and I don't think any of them would agree with you that any one of 
them is weak. | 


Q How about Fanfani? (Laughter.) 


Q In the past, the President has gone to the summit 
with a political agenda, with one or two things he wants to get done, 
whether it's on terrorism or selling pipelines to the Soviet Union. 
Why not this time is he not going with something on his mind that he 
wants to get done? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They all represent where 
we are at times. What is on the agenda at the moment? In this area 
that I can cover, East-West, 
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a general assessment of Gorbachev is not something that, you know, 
where you get something done. 


Q But on East-West, we've made it clear that we would 
like some sort of an agreement so that we can get an arms control 
Appar 


agreement. pparently that's not going to be discussed in those 
terms. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That’s right. 

Q We have been wanting -- 
| SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It‘*s not the place to do 
tt. 


Q -- we've been wanting some kind of cordon sanitaire 
in Iran-Irag that we've been pushing, but that's apparently not going 
to be discussed except ir passing. What -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said on Iran-Iraq I 
expect it. 


Q You seem to be playing down -- you seem to be 
playing down any expectations of the summit as if to confirm that the 
leaders are indeed weak, and are not going to do anything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that's not true. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Saul, if you go back and 
look at every background briefing we've done before any summit in 
history, we've always played down expectations. What's new? 


(Laughter. ) 
Q Sure, that's -- 
Q Is that on the record? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You just stole my line 
backwards from the way I was trying to use it. I was going to say 
we're not playing this down. 


Q I'd like to approach it from a different view. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Sure. 

Q And really, not to be argumentative about it. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Terrorism is a strong exception. In fact, in Tokyo, 
I mean, you peat everybody over the head, the U.S. did, to get a 
strong statement on terrorism. It didn't mentioned Libya, it wasn't 
as strong as you wanted, but it was really -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was a good statement. 


Q -- it was a muscular move by the United States, and 
I -- I'm trying to figure out, as he is, why disarmament or East-West 
relations don't rise to the same level of priority -- Persian Gulf, 
too -- all right. But that's something you're still evolving a 
policy on. But you have a policy on an arms control agreement with 
the Soviet Union. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me give you some 
very candid reasons. 


Q Terrorism isn't an economic issue any more than -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me give you some 
very candid reasons. Japan is not a member of NATO. 
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it a minute. Japan is very much a part of th 


a & 
nuciear picture. Japan has been left facing Soviet missiles in Asia, 
and the Europeans may be relieved of that threat. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't Say they 
g to jiscus 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The background briefing 
by Mr. Schweib will follow you. 
OQ No, no. We all -- there's several of us -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. 





O -- several of us are wondering why you're not 
pushing arms control and che Persian Gulf as hard as you push 
terrorism. Its as simple as that. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't Say either one 
of those things. 

" 1 

O No. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said East-West, , 
including arms control will be at the top of the political agenda, 
and I said as has always been the case with issues of moment, you can 
expect that Iran-Iraq and the Gulf will be there. Concerning the 
first, I said this is not the institutior wnere we would even try to 
nave the statement of specifics on a U.S. arms control position. And 
on the second, I simply am not -- I don't know a4 thing about what the 
Kinds of proposals are that people are looking at in this dialogue 
going on in Washington now. And I can't help you on that one, so 
don’t draw the conclusion. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Barry, just tc correct 
the record, perhaps your memory's different from mine, but as I 
recall the Tokyo summit tne terrorism initiative was Mrs. 
Thatcher’s, not ours. 

Q Well then, my point is, it's a non-economic issue 
wnicn the United States felt strongly about, and it wasn't said that 
this isn't the proper forum being an economic summit to take a strong 
stand on terrorisn. 


OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Terrorisn. That “s 


ir WwW 
Oo tf 

4 
or 


right, but there's not a NATO, there's not an ongoing negotiation 
there’s not an ongoing set of parliamentary requirements in other 
governments. 


Along the back row, we've got three hands up. 


9 Will the President ask Chancellor Kohl for th 


@m 
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extradition of Hamadei? 
Q Good question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our request for 
extradition is on the record. 


Q Will he bring it up again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t know, I 7on‘t 
know, I don‘t know. We -- 
Y 


Q Will you press the issue? 
Q -- is there friction on this issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it hasn't slipped 
into a -- let me -- pardon? 


e) Is there friction on this issue -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, no. 


Q -- of Hamadei? Well, are they preparing to make a 
deal -- the West Germans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICI : You have to talk with 
the West Germans on that. Our request for extradition stands. 


@) So, does that mean that you do not have to address 
it anymore? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn‘t say that at 
all. You asked me whether the President was going to raise it. It 
is -- doesn't need raising -- it's already there What -- if -- 
whether he‘s going to talk about it or not, I don't know. 


@) Why was it all right for Reagan to raise the INF 
issue at Williamsburg in ‘83 and to succeed in getting a very strong 
Statement of support to get the missiles in, when you have exactly 
the same cast of nations in Venice this year and all of a sudden, 
institutionally, it's not an appropriate forum. Why was it 
appropriate in Williamsburg? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can't answer that. 


Consistency is the hobgoblin of little minds -- I don‘t know. 
(Laughter.) I really don‘t. 
@) The same question I have is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But, but, now, wait a 
Minute. As I recall, the Assistant Secretary didn't say it wouldn‘t 
be discussed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I never did say it 
wasn‘*t going to be discussed. 


Q 


-- it‘s not the forum or institution -- that Japan 
doesn't belong, that France doesn‘t belong -- 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: For a declaration -- 
Q Japan and France were in Williamsburg -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question down here 


Q -- and Reagan welcomed them along. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, the implicit 
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guestion is, can you expect from Venice a declaration announcing 
Western agreement to the proposals on long-range and short-range 
Systems? And my answer is, no, you should not look to this 
institution to make that announcement. 


e) Well, why was this institution all right to say put 
the missiles in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It didn't say that. 
NATO said that in 1979 and 1981. 


Q Well, Williamsburg said it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRIATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, the decision 


was made in NATO in 1979 and 1981 -- and this decision will be made 
by NATO. 

Q Well, what day is the East-West speech and is there 
one in Italy before the summit -- East-West? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't characterize 
it as an East-West statement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't either. 


Q What day is the 40th anniversary Marshall Plan 
speech. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fifth of -- well, the 
anniversary is the fifth. 


Q The fifth. 


Q Is that the day of the speech? 


2) 


Can we get the schedule? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These guys do that 
schedule. I just don't know. 
©; Further back to the Berlin for a moment -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q One question out of curiosity, what is this 
Sculpture and what does it have to do with -- 


2) Cruise missiles? 
@) Is there any political attachement to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, wait until you 
see it. I mean, it's just a -- 


- i ai > = _- +; AeA ALSTOCrCcrawyre 7 » = eae re 1 
SENIOR ADMINISTRAT ION Vir tLiaAb . What the go back to 


Leo‘s harping on the -- 


Q Secondly -- a more specific question -- the 
President made a point in the interview the ccher day of saying that 
he favors the reunification of Germany and tearing down the wall. 
Now, that is not new, but was there a specific reason for doing that 
at this time? Was that meant as a signal to somebody? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was not. I went 
through the text and I see that it just come right out of the -- you 
know, the question was, do you favor it? And the answer was, yes, we 
do and always have. 


Q Well, what does that say to the East Germans 
specifically? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That our position has 
not changed. It was not intended as a message for the East Germans. 
If it's a message for anyone, it is a message to the Federal Republic 
that we continue to support reunification of Germany. 


Q Is there an East German position on that question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes, yes, yes -- the 
East Germans do not favor reunification. They believe that there are 
two German states and that's the way things are. 


Q Well, there has been a proposal for unification on 
the condition that West Germany pulls out of NATO. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but I -- my owr 
conversations with East German leaders over the three years I was 
there was that they would see the diminution of their own political 
power in that and might not be interested either. 


THE PRESS: hank you. 


END 10:34 A.M. EDT 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement. 


On June 1, from 5:45 to 6:00 p.m., Secretary Shultz 
will make brief ON THE RECORD remarks at a reception in the 
Benjamin Franklin Room for approximately 250 representatives of 
the Atlantic Council. There will be press coverage on a pool 
basis. 


Also, during this two-day meeting in the Loy Henderson 
Conference Room, conferees will also be briefed by Under 
Secretary Wallis, Ambassador Arthur Hartman, and EUR Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Charles Thomas. The closing speaker on 
June 2, beginning at 4:15, on the subject -- the subject of the 
meeting, by the way, is "U.S. Security in an Interdependent 
World" -- the closing speaker will be Deputy Secretary 
Whitehead. 


As I say, all of these sessions are in the Loy 
Henderson Conference koom, June 1 and 2. They're ON THE 
RECORD, they're open for media coverage. If you have need for 
other information, please contact Marie Bland at 647-1710. 


Jim? 


Q Is there anything that you can tell us today 
about the Cuban who has -- military officer who has defected to 
the United States? 


“ Let me go through what I have. He is Brigadier 
General Rafael del Pino Diaz, a senior officer in the Cuban Air 
Force who played a key role in its creation. He has been 
described by a Cuban publication as “an internationalist 
commander." 
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He has told U.S. authorities that he was recently 
appointed Deputy Chief of Staff of the Cuban Ministry of the 
armed forces. His wife, two sons, and a daughter accompanied 
him to the United States. Concerning General Del Pino himself, 
he's 48 years old. He fought with Fidel Castro in the Sierra 
Maestra Mountains in the 50's. He has held several key 
positions in Cuban civil and military aviation, including head 
of Cubana Airlines and head of the Cuban Aviation Agency in the 
60's. 


He's the author of two books, one on the Bay of Pigs 
-- he was on Castro's side -- and the other on the Cuban Air 
Force. He was a delegate to the first and second Cuban 
Communist Party conferences. 


Beyond that, and probably preempting further 
questions, [ would simply say in characterizing the man's 
knowledge and experience that as a senior military official 
with experience reaching back over many years in several areas 
of Cuban activity, he is obviously in command of significant 
military and political information. 


Q You didn't mention the fact that some people have 
mentioned, which is that he served in Africa. Do you know that 
to be true or not true? 


What I have is that he was an internationalist 
commander which implies, [I'm told, participation in 
expeditionary forces. 


Q And do you know where he is now? 


a Those kinds of questions I can't answer for 
security reasons. 


Q Will he be debriefed by the State Department? 


“ Again, concerning the details of how he'll be 
handled, I'm just not in a position to provide specifics. 


Q Since he arrived at 2:00 o'clock in the 
afternoon, what is the --— what was the reason for the State 
Department not being able to identify him? As late as 8:00 
o'clock at night we were being told that five individuals had 
arrived at Key West; I mean, a lot of this stuff sounds as 
though it could have been gotten a lot faster, and it was a 
very tough job last night trying to find out from INS and 
Justice Department, etc., and the Pentagon said the State 
Department was supposed to be in charge of the release of 
information about this man It's something that I would think 
that you would be happy to put out, and I can't understand why 
it was so difficult. 
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A There are security aspects, and there are 
concerns with accuracy. 


Q Chuck, just if I may, for what it's worth, I 
would really like to add for the record on this a protest on 
what last night I thought was a performance of "there's no 
reason for what we're doing, it's just poiicy" seemed to be the 
way it was. You left people with the clear impression that 
there was a lid on information when another government agency, 
the Justice Department, was making public statements on the 
matter about this ian. 


a) So you had information from the United States 
Government -- 


Q Well, you didn't know, though. 


4 -- is what you're telling me. 

Q If you took the Department of State's spokesmen 
at their word, then you would have signed off (inaudible). 

A Well, if you want to -- 

Q It was just not a very - 

4 -~ spend the briefing arguing 

Q No. [t was just not avery - 

A -- about these kind of questions-—- 

Q It was just not - 

4 -— I'm happy to do it, but I think most people 


probably think we have more important things to do. If there 
are any other questions, I'd be happy to entertain them. 


Q Did he give a reason why he had left Cuba? 


4 I am not ina position to give you any of the 
details on his motivation or on any aspects of what he may have 
said. I could only offer the general comment that this is 
another indication of discontent, even among Cuba's elite, with 
the Castro regime. 


Q Chuck, was there any advance word at all that he 
would be coming at -- when he came? 
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a I don't have any knowledge of advance word. 
Q Has he formally asked for asylum? 
4 There I can't go beyond what the agencies 


responsible for that have said, and to my knowledge they said 
he was paroled into the United States. Beyond that, I can't 
help you. 


Q Did he receive any military escort in, Chuck? He 
just flew in out of the blue? 


- I don't have those kind of details. I've seen 
that the Pentagon has made some information available. [I just 
don't have anything other than that. 


Q Do you have the children's names? I[ understand 
the oldest one is 27. 


“ I'm not in a position to offer names and ages. 

Q The Cuban Radio this morning, first of all, said 
that he had been suffering from stress. Did he mention any of 
that? 

A No. I don't have those kind of details. 


Anything concerning what he may have said, [ can't help you 
with. 


Q All right. It also said that he had been 
reassigned to organize a Cuban Air Force museum, and [{ don't 
see how you can reconcile that with your description of him as 
Deputy Chief of Staff of -- was it the Cuban military armed 
forces? 


A I don't know that I could attempt to reconcile 
that. 


Q Chuck, what do you have on the Silkworm? 
Anything about Iranian construction of a missile site in the 
Faw Peninsula for these missiles? 


4 No. 


Q Chuck, have you pursued base rights with any of 
the Gulf countries, and have they responded? 

















-5- Friday, 5/29/87 
cs 


A If you haven't seen it, I'd refer you to the 
statement that was issued at the White House not too long ago 
at the end of the President's meeting with his National 
Security Adviser this morning. That covers the current status 
of the protection regime consultations, and likewise, as you 
probably know, the President wili be appearing this afternoon 
to make a statement on policy in the Gulf; and there will also 
be --— again, my understanding, someone available to take 
questions as well. 


Q There's been some reports recently that in the 
past couple hours there's been clashes between Sandinista 
troops and Honduran troops in the south of Honduras. Do you 
have any reaction to that? 


4 I haven't seen those reports. 
Q No? 
A I'll keep an eye on it. I just haven't seen them. 


Q Chuck, on the Gulf -- 
Q Excuse me. Go ahead. 


- MORE -- 
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Q Just a quick question: Do you have any comment 
on reports of a South African raid on the outskirts of Maputo? 


a Yes, I do. But do you want to finish up the Gulf? 


Q Yes, please. Did the Iraqis give any explanation 
for their refusal to allow the U.S. team to interview the pilot 
that attacked the Stark? 


= I don't have the details on what reasons were 
given. It was a decision of the [raqi Government. You've seen 
the statement by Admiral Rogers talking about forthcoming 
attitude on behalf of the Iraqi authorities, but I would leave 
the commentary on that issue to the return of Admiral Rogers 
when he's had a chance to report here. Other than that, you 
have his statement on departure from Baghdad. 


Q Chuck, also on the Gulf, [ read the White House 
statement. I don't think it says anything about negotiations 
with the friendly Arab states on landing rights, base rights. 


A It says the President directed additional 
consultation with our allies. L'm not trying to add anything 
to that. I'm not trying to answer your specific question 
either. There are a number of commentaries about the question 
of consultation, the question of developing plans for 
protection regime further, about the capabilities of United 
States forces to do the job. That's essentially what there is 
at this point in the aftermath of that meeting. 


Q You are reading that word “ailies" to include 
friendly Arab states? 


A I certainly am. That's “allies" with a small a. 

Q When will he appear and where? 

4 Pardon? 

Q When will the President appear and where, you 
said? 

i) At the White House at about 1:45. That's the 


latest information I have, but [ encourage you to stay in touch 
with the White House to make sure that that holds. Meanwhile -- 
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Q Chuck -- 


a Are you on the Gulf, or can I go to South Africa 
now? To Africa? 


Q No. Latin America. 


A Well, we'll go to Africa then. We can come back 
to Latin America. 


While the reports are fragmentary, the details 
available to us at this time clearly indicate South African 
defense force involvement. Eye witnesses report that white, 
English, and Portuguese-speaking commandoes simultaneously 
attacked four houses in Maputo using sophisticated weapons. 
According to eyewitness reports, the attackers used vehicles 
with South African registration which were later abandoned on 
the beach. 


We condemn, in the strongest possible terms, the 
attack, as I said, apparently carried out by South African 
defense forces. 


The available evidence points clearly to South Africa 
as the instigator of this premeditated and especially brutal 
attack. All the victims of whom we are currently aware were 
Mozambican citizens. The victims included the sister-in-law of 
the Mozambican Minister of Culture, who is currently visiting 
the U.S., and her husband who is the brother-in-law of the 
Chief-of-Staff of the Mozambican Armed Forces. They were 
murdered with silenced revolvers in their home after their 
children had been locked into other rooms of the house. We 
have extended our condolences to the Minister and his 
government. 


This action was unjustified by any concept of self 
defense. The Government of Mozambique has consistently 
reiterated its commitment to the Nkomati Accord, through which 
South Africa and Mozambique undertook to resolve their 
differences by peaceful means. 


The attack comes at a time when the Governinent of 
Mozambique was engaged in an active dialogue with the South 
African Government on a wide range of issues including the 
security concerns of both sides. This attack in Maputo only 
further underscores the futility of efforts by South Africa to 
deal with its internal crisis by violence against its neighbors. 
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Q Copy? 

4 Yes. 

Q Have you been in touch with the South African 
Government? 

5 Yes. We are raising the issue with the South 


African Government. 


Q Chuck, this may either be old or something you 
could take, but do you have anything about a U.S. Marine being 
killed at our Embassy in Colombia? 


a That sounds like a very old story. Check with 
the Press Office. I believe there's been guidance on that. 


Q Do you have anything in there on Canada, anything 
about Mr. Seymour's statements about Mr. Gotlieb, Ambassador 
Gotlieb, and Mrs. Gotlieb? 


4 All I would be doing is repeating what you 
already know, which is that the Department has informed Canada, 
the Independent Counsel, and the court that the Gotliebs are 
entitled to complete immunity from being obliged to give 
evidence. In that regard, we have no difference of view with 
Canada on the matter. 


The Department of State has opposed the attempt to 
subpoena Ambassador and Mrs. Gotlieb as a violation of bot” 
U.S. and international law. 


Q Has the Department filed a brief in that matter, 
or is it going to? 


A Again, when you go into legal technicalities as 
to whether or not one files a brief, I can't answer that. Our 
position has been, as I said, made clear to the various people 
involved; and we had someone, as I said yesterday, at the 
hearing. 


-~- MORE -- 
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Q Do I understand that yesterday at the hearing 
Canada's counsel basically refused to speak and so the 
Department's counsel, Kozak, outlined the immunity argument. 
And I believe the judge asked for a filing or a brief from the 


Department? 
a I'll keep an eye on that one. 


Jim? 


Q Aid to Fiji has been put on hold. Can you give 
us the status of that? 


- Do you want some idea of what the aid amounted to? 
Q Yeah, and -- 


A I have a lot of information. But, basically, we 
began bilateral assistance to Fiji in FY-1986 at a level of 
$1.357 million. In any case, Section 513 of the FY-1987 
Foreign Assistance Appropriations Act states, “None of the 
funds appropriated or otherwise made available pursuant to this 
Act shall be obligated or expended to finance directly any 
assistance to any country whose duly-elected head of government 
is deposed by military coup or decree." 


In view of the recent events in Fiji, the Agency for 
International Development has instructed its office in Suva not 
to make any new obligations nor to expend any funds in 
contravention of this law. The situation is in great flux. 

And while assistance for Fiji is on hold at this time, the 
Situation is under review. 


Q However, the question of recognition of the 
military regime does not arise? 


4 Our position on the question of our dealings with 
the regime has not changed from what you know previously. This 
was an act taken because of the requirements of U.S. law. 


Q Chuck, do you have any separate readout on the 
Childress mission from what he said in Bangkok? 


4 Having not seen everything he said in Bangkok, I 
don't know whether it's separate or not, but I'll run through 
Ss. 


The Childress delegation returned to Bangkok May 28 
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after three days of talks in Hanoi The delegation discussed 
the framework and the agenda for a possible visit by General 
John Vessey, the special Presidential emissary for POW/MIA and 
other humanitarian issues. 


The Vietnamese side was led by First Deputy Foreign 
Minister Dinh Nho Liem The talks were intense and candid 
Both sides reaffirmed agreement that the POW/MIA issue should 
be treated as a separate humanitarian issue despite other 
differences between our governments 


While the meetings were useful, more work needs to be 
done to ensure that adequate progress would be made on these 
humanitarian issues should General Vessey travel to Hanoi 
Both delegations agreed to report the results of these 
discussions to their respective governments and to remain in 
touch in the interim 


Q So he's not going? 


a At the present time, much more work needs to be 
done, and so no date has been set 


Q This trip was supposed to be a prelude -- 
Childress' trip was supposed to be a prelude to the Vessey 
trip, so can we conclude then that something has gone wrong; 
it ¢ been a failure? 


o Well, what you can conclude is that more work 
needs to be done before the Vessey trip could go forward; - 


Q Are they planning to meet again? 


a - the trip, as you know, is still under 
consideration by poth sides But we are going to remain in 
touch, but no delegations or formal meetings are planned at 
this point, if you're talking about any other further contacts 
at lower levels 


Q Did you have an expectation that these three days 
of talks would lead to a Vessey visit? 


a) If you look at what I had to say, we had 
characterized these talks as a necessary starting point to see 
if the ground was ripe -~- fertile -- I'm sorry; the ground is 
fertile -- for a Vessey mission 


Q “Prelude” was the word you used? 
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"Prelude" -- that's a good word 
No, it was one you used 


It's even better (Laugnter) 


Q You knew there was something good about it 


Q Can you Give us any assessment of the 
achievements of the Paris counterterrorism meeting? 


This was the first time that Ministers charged 
with counterterrorism responsibilities from North America, 
Japan, and the European Economic Community met to discuss 
multilateral efforts to fight terrorism 


The focus was on expanded international cooperation 
and strengthened practical measures, such as 
intelligence-sharing, to counterterrorism The very fact of 
the meeting is significant It marked an important strep 
forward in cooperation and set in train a process of more 
regular consultations at this level 


We envisage further such meetings 
Okay, thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:43 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Two announcements 


First, I'd like to welcome David Holt back to the 
staff of the Press Office for the summer You may recall that 
David spent two weeks of his Christmas vacation in the office 
last year, and he has now courageously returned as a summer 
intern He has completed his junior year at the University of 
Texas, majoring in History and minoring in Public Relations, so 
we're happy to have him back 


Secondly, the United States condemns in the strongest 
terms the senseless criminal assassination this morning of 
Lebanese Prime Minister Karami We offer our deepest 
sympathies to his family We hope his assassins will be 
Quickly brought to justice 


We also extend our condolences to the people of 
Lebanon Prime Minister Karami distinguished himself over more 
than three decades of dedicated service to Lebanon H1s 
assassination 1S a dark moment in Lebanon's tragedy We nope 
the Lebanese people will draw from their common grief the 
strength to move forward in the spirit of cooperation and 
moderation which Prime Minister Karami personified 


Q Does the State Department have, or does anybody 
nave, any theories about who might have been responsible for 


the death? 


4 No, I don't have any other information to offer 
on the details of the incident 


Q Do you have any assessment of what the impact - 
will be on the Lebanese political situation? 


4 Nor could I offer that at this early moment 


Q You call it an assassination, I[ presume, because 
the President has referred to it that way in the announcement, 
or do you have your own independent analysis? 
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I No, we don't have any independent analysis we 
have what the Lebanese Government has offered. 


Q Chuck, over the weekend the Shi'ites stepped up 
their attacks Do you have any readout on that military 
activity? 


- I don't have any independent information about 
the situation on the ground. By way of reaction, we regret 
these incidents and are concerned over the level of violence in 
South Lebanon which has been on the increase this year. These 
events demonstrate once again the need for mutually agreed 
security arrangements between Lebanon and Israel to restore 
security and stability in the area 


The United States continues to support Lebanon's 
unity, sovereignty and independence, and the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces 


Barry, you had a question? 


Q Well, it may be premature, but I wondered if the 
United States would send an official delegation to whatever 
services may be held 


4 I just don't know yet 


Q Do you have any further comment on the proposed 
sale of Maverick missiles to Saudi Arabia? Why was it sent up 
so late on Friday, and why no official announcement? 


a I have no reason to believe that that 
notification was handled in any way other than through normal 
channels 


Q Did you announce it at the briefing on Friday 
must of -- 


4 But I don't announce every time these things are 
sent up In fact, [I routinely get asked a question like this 
at some point following the fact, and then I provide you with 
the details, which ['m happy to do again 


On May 29, the Administration notified Congress of a 
change to a previously approved sale of 1,600 Maverick missiles 
valued at $360 million to Saudi Arabia. As a previously 
approved sale, by the way, this does not require the 20-day 
informal notification 


Maverick missiles are air-to-ground, anti-armor 
munitions, first sold to the Saudi Arabian Air Force in 1976 
for use with the Saudis' F-5 aircraft. Twenty-five hundred A- 
and 8-model Mavericks have been delivered to Saudi Arabia under 
previous agreements. 
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Congress approved the sale of 1,600 additional B8-model 
Mavericks to Saudi Arabia in 1984, but the Saudi Government 
requested that delivery be delayed. We must now substitute the 
D model, which uses an infra-red guidance system for the 8B 
model, which is guided by a television system. The change is 
necessary because the B model is no longer in production The 
number of missiles sold will not change. 


Q Is that still for use on the F-5s? 


) [I don't have any other information as to what 
aircraft are capable of using that particular munition 


Q Is there a change in the cost as well, that price 
tag, or is that $316 million the same price it was? 


a 360 is the number [ don't have any information 
concerning any change in price I'll look at that If there 
is, we'll get you something 


Q Can you take the question, Chuck, as to whether 
or not it can be used on the -15s as well as the -5s? 


4 All right 


Q There is some reported Congressional criticism of 
this on grounds that Saudi Arabia could do more to assist in 
the American policy in the Persian Gulf. Do you have any 
response to that? 


a) No, I don't, other than to point out, as I 
already said, that this is a previously approved sale back in 
1984 


Q Chuck, do you know if you have any update on the 
F-15s to Saudi Arabia? 


Q On this specific thirga, you say it was previously 
approved Are you now saying the therefore, it doesn't 
require Congressional approval - lis change? 


fe) What requires approval -- that's the reason we 
put it forward -- is the 30 days' formal notification because 
of the change from the 8B model to the D model. But because 
it's a change to an already approved sale, it does not require 
the so-callec informal notification which is an additional 20 
days 


I see But it does require the 30-day formal? 


That's right. 
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Q [Is Saudi Arabia doing enough to assist in the new 
policy in the Persian Gulf -- keeping the lanes open, and so on? 
=) Concerning any new requests or new support, 


that's something that I'm still not ina position to get into. 
You know, of course, as has been pointed out, the Saudis do 
Quite a bit in terms of providing combat air patrol support for 
the AWACS that are in the region. 


Q Was there any kind of investigation by the U.S. 
side on the behavior of the Saudis during the Stark incident? 


A No, there was not, and we went through that in 
considerable detail in your absence, I[ suppose. 


Q Chuck, where do the F-15s stand now, the 
replacement jets? Are they going up, or have they gone up? 


A There is no further decision as to when we will 
decide to notify Congress on that sale. 


Q Are the Mavericks the only weapons that the 
Administration is in the process of asking Congress not to 
disapprove? 


Q Aren't there helicopter gun ships and so on? 
) You're talking about just for Saudi Arabia now? 
Q Yes, and things, of course, below that dollar 


level that requires Congressional action 


ms I don't know of any other information concerning 
proposed sales to Saudi Arabia [ think you're aware of all 
those, but I'll take a look at it If there is anything else 
we can provide, ['ll do that. 


Q How about the Gulf countries? 


4 Nor do I have anything on anything else for the 
Gulf countries 


Q New subject? 
a Yes 
Q Can I ask whether you have any reaction to the 


West German Government's announcement today on going along with 
the U.S. position on the Soviet p.oposal for INF missile 
agreement? 
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A First of all, you phrase it in such a way as 
“going along with the U.S. position." What I'd like to say is 
that we've noted and seen the initial reports of the German 
Government decision. There is a NATO consultative process 
which has been going forward and which will now take that into 
account as the West German Government puts that into the 
official consultations. So that's the only commentary I have 
as of today. 


Q You don't see it as good news or bad news, 
particularly? 


4 As I say, we've only seen these preliminary 
announeements, and the place for these kind of discussions will 
be in the consultative framework 


Q A question about the Linder shooting: On the 
Hill, Congressman Au Coin today said that he was dissatisfied 
with the State Department's handling of the investigation so 
far Paraphrasing him, he said either the State Department is 
guilty of being too lazy or is not making a good-faith effort 
to find out the circumstances of the killing 


He referred to this letter from Secretary Fox which 
said that, “We intend to investigate the cause as fully as 
circumstances permit." 


A specific question: have you debriefed or made any 
attempt directly to debrief the people in the field, the FON 
people in the field? 


4 We have continued to make efforts to do that We 
are asking U.S. officials in Central America to continue to 
seek further information from the resistance The most recent 
information has come from the Nicaraguan Human Rights 
Association, which has produced what they call themselves still 
preliminary and inconclusive reports, but which are reports 
again which tend to go along the same lines of what we had 
heard earlier from the point of view of the Democratic 
Resistance --— that this happened during a fire fight. But 
again, there are conflicting reports so the most I could say at 
this point is that we continue to look into it as best we can, 
hut [ really don't have anything else by way of details. 


Q He also contended that it wasn't until last 
Friday when his office gave you a copy of the autopsy report 
that you actually received anything when it was readily 
available from the Nicaraguan authorities. 


a) That's not true. 


Q You've had a copy of that report, I think. 











-6- Monday, 6/1/87 





ms We got an autopsy report from the Nicaraguan 
Government, finally, many weeks after having asked for it or 
having heard through other sources that it was available. 


Q Have you evaluated it yet, Chuck? 


A I don't know whether there is any capability, in 
fact, to evaluate second-hand an autopsy report, but I do know 
that our people are doing what they can to take a look at it 
and see if a determination can be made from it. 


Q [If you finally draw a conclusion about what 
actually happened to Linder, could you make it available 
publicly without our asking? 


4 Sure I think, as I've said before, this is 
going to be a very tough one to draw any conclusions on since 
we do have any number of conflicting reports from various 
people who had claimed to be eye-witnesses, changing reports on 
the part of the Sandinista Government themselves, a different 
report based on contacts with the resistance Forces 


I think what I would leave you with, in any case, is 
what [ said early on in this, which is that we hope neither 
Side, Sandinista nor resistance, is involved in targetting, 
killing civilians of any kind, and particularly American 
citizens I think that position has been expressed and is 
known to both sides, and it would be our hope that they would 
both do their part to see that it doesn't happen 


Q Does that translate into some instruction to or 
request of the FON that they not go after obvious soft targets 
such as places where they are building dams, or of that sort? 


a I can't go into those kind of deta .ed questions 
when you're in a combat situation. I really can't pass 
judgment from here on each and every specific kind of target 
that you're talking about 


We co have concerns about human rights questions 
‘hose concerns are well known to the resistance, and we hope 
that they'll live up to those 


Q Two different topics. President Botha has been 
making several proposals, asked the U.S. -— I[ think asked the 
Western world to severe relations with the ANC. Do you have 
any statement regarding his latest statements? 


4 No, I don't, really His statements that I have 
seen have been cast in the context of the Venice Summit and 
whether or not the Summit Seven should take up the question of 
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South Africa And again, I don't have any specific res»sonse 
other than to say that, as always, there are a number of 
regional issues which are likely to come up, and I would think 
that South Africa could well be among them -- but that by way 
of a more general observation. 


Q Anything new today on his rejection of the State 
Department criticism regarding the Mozambique raid? 


os Only to say that I stand by what we said the end 
of the week. 


Q I noticed Ambassador Perkins in the building Is 
he here for routine consultations or was he recalled? 


4 No He's here for routine consultations. It's 
the first time he's been back since he took up his mission, so 
he 1s seeing the Secretary. He saw the President this morning 


to give him his impressions on his first six months there. 


Q Could we get a briefing from him? Would that be 
possible? 


a I don't think so. In the case of an ambassador 
in the field who is doing his job, [ don't think it's the place 
for him to come in here and talk about the mission he's doing 


Q On the Nicaragua human rights issue again, [ was 
asking last week if you had any reaction to the Newsweek 
article which alleged that the FON is using local peasants sort 
of as pickets or scouts to find mines, and maybe die finding 
them. 





Did you have any reaction to that, or, I mean, are you 
talking to the FON about this kind of thing, because it doesn't 
help win the hearts and minds exactly of -- 


s) My answer to that is the same as [ gave you last 
week. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the Iranian 
se®izing of seven Kuwaiti civilian ships? 


- No, I don't. 
Q Chuck, is there any possibility or is there 
anything coming over the horizon regarding the returning of the 


Ambassador of the United States to Syria? 


2) I don't know of anything on that score. 


Q Have there been any presentations by other Arab 
governments in this regard? 
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” [I just don't have anything on that. It falls in 
the context of diplomatic communications, so I couldn't help 
you in any case. 


Q Same subject. On Syria, whether or not Syria has 
responded to our complaint? 


4 Which complaint is this? 


Q The Tishrin's applauding of the attempted 
assassination of three Americans 





” I don't have anything by way of response, but 
I'll take a look and, if we can help you, we will 


Q [ was asking about Ambassador Habib. Is he back, 
and, as a result of his diplomatic exchanges, is there anything 
to be said about the upcoming Presidential meeting at 
Esquipulas? 


A Ambassador Habib continues to be very heavily 
involved in the negotiating process. I did see him last week, 
so I'm sure he's back; but he will be having another round of 
talks with the people in the region in the very near future and 


well before the Esquipulas meeting that you mentioned So he's 
continuing hard at work He'll be going down again. 
Q On the request that you announced for the 


expulsion of the two former DINA officials from Chile, is there 
any response to that from them? 


A I don't have anything We'll keep an eye on it 
[Ff there is any response, we'll let you know. 


Q Chuck, is the Secretary going to give a news 
conference tomorrow? 


2) Tomorrow is a pre-Venice Summit backgrounder a+ 
the White House That's part of the preparations for the 
summit 

Q It's background? 

a That's normal ground rules that the White House 


applies, I'm told. 


Q As opposed to last year when it was a White House 
event and it was on the record, and the year before. 


ie) We're in their hands. 








Monday, 6/1/87 


re) Chuck, the National Security Adviser on Friday 
expressed grave concern about the Silkworm missiles in Iran. 
Would there be any intention on the part of the Administration 
to send a note through the Swiss to the [ranian Government on 
this matter? 


5 I would take you back several weeks, if not more 
than a month, when [ first talked about the Silkworm wissile 
and our expression of concern, and that was adequately made 
known to the [ranian Government. 


Q Was it? 

A Through various channels. 

Q Another topic Congressman Broomfield is 
renewing his press to formally kick New Zealand out of the 
defense alliance. What is the State Department's position on 
his bill, and does this constitute interference in their 


election process? 


a I don't have any comment at this point. 


Q Do you have a position on the bill? Could you 
look into that? I think Secretary Shultz had a letter a few 
months ago. I wonder if the State Department still stands by 


that 
a) Again, I'll take a look. 


Q Chuck, we seem to keep -- at least the Government 
seems to keep -- dancing around what the Chinese have said now. 
to at least two known U.S. appeals about arming Iran. If you 
can now, can you tell us what China's response is to the 
Secretary of State when he complains about arming [ran with 
Silkworm missiles? Do they just say, “Who us?", which is the 
impression [ get. I[ mean, I know it's a very -- we always 
approach the Chinese with great caution, but I wonder if we 
could have their position. 


a) I don't have anything beyond what's been offered 
on the record by the Secretary himself, which is to the effect 
that the Chinese essentially deny that they sell arms. 


Q And, of course, we still believe they do, don't 


We have other information of which you're aware 
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Q Chuck, about the same question on the I[ranian's 
seizure of civilian boats off Kuwait, don't you see any kind of 
challenge by the [ranians to the U.S. decision to escort 
civilian tankers of the Kuwaitis? 


A I don't see why we should see that as a 
challenge. These were small boats seized at the mouth of the 
Tigris-Euphrates. That's happened before, unfortunately, in 
the past as a result of this war. All I could do is reiterate 
what has been said in very elaborate terms as of Friday by the 
President, by the National Security Adviser, and others 
concerning our objectives. What we're involved in here is 
basically escort of shipping on the high seas -- defense of the 
international right of free navigation. 


Q Except they have made the case by grabbing those 
boats, as you well know, that it further ties Kuwait to Iraq; 
and as we tie ourselves closer to Kuwait, it creates a larger 
complication, does it not? 


4 I think i've almost answered that ina sense by 
trying to emphasize and encourage people to take a good look 
again at the rationale for what we're doing. This is in no way 
a provocation. [t's a defense of our legitimate rights to 
freedom of navigation in international waterways. That's what 
we're about. 


Q Can you understand that the Iranian actions 
against the boats are legal or illegal or what? 


4 I have no way to pass that kind of judgment on 
this particular action. 


Q Chuck, it just looks like you are only concerned 
with very big ships, not very small ships. That's what [ 
understand that. 


a) What we're concerned about is United States flag 
shipping in the first instance. We have wider interests 
concerning freedom of navigation of course, but what we're 
concerned with in this particular instance that we've been 
talking about in recent weeks has to do with U.S. flag shipping. 


Q The L[raqi Ambassador was asked during a 
television interview during the weekend whether American ships 
would be escorting Kuwaiti vessels bringing arms to [raq, and 
he -- I didn't see this myself; I saw a report about it -- and 
he said that he didn't know, in response according to the 
report that I saw. Can you deny that any arms -- 
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s The ships that we're escorting are not going to 
be carrying arms. That was addressed also at the White House 
briefing on Friday. But the reflagging arrangement will cover 
formerly Kuwaiti-owned oil tankers only. These tankers will be 
used to export crude oil from Kuwait out through the Gulf. 

And, to reiterate again, as you know, we're neutral in the war, 
and we don't supply arms to either side, nor would we 
facilitate the supply of arms to either side. 


Q You said Kuwaiti owned? 
A [ said they were formerly Kuwaiti owned. 


Q Chuck, on the ship escorting, a couple of weeks 
ago [I believe you said that that would begin with the first 
ship around this time or early June. When is it going to begin 
now? 


A That was addressed in detail at the White House 
briefing on Friday. I'd leave it exactly there. 


Q Chuck, do you have any news on General del Pino? 
Is he going to stay, and are you going to bring him in to 
Georgetown for lunch, or anything? (Laughter) Is he going to 
have a press conference? 


a No. I don't have anything on that. It's not the 
State Department that takes care of people such as that. 


Let me go back to the question on any Syrian response 


Q Tishrin? 


a Yes. The Syrian Government has told us that the 
press statements on the attack.on American diplomats did not 
represent Syrian policy, and that the Syrian Government was 
opposed to any attacks on diplomats anywhere. 


Q Well, Tishrin does not represent the official 
newspaper in Syria? 


a) I'm telling you what the Syrian Government has 
told us. 


It's a rogue operation. 
But that's freedom of press. 


Do you have anything on the Jaffna policy? 
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4 Excuse me? 

Q Do you have anything on the Jaffna policy by the 
Sri Lankan Government, reportedly that the government is going 
to deliver relief supplies directly to Jaffna Do you have any 


comment on that? 


a No I don't on that 

Q Thank you 

a You have one other colleague here who has a 
guestion, too George 

Q The Japanese complain that a shipment of American 
Cigarettes arrived tainted with excessive levels of 
herbicides Do you have any comment on that? It's a burning 
issue (Laughter) 


- Thanks, George 
e guestion concerns the export to Japan of some 
taintead U.S. cigarettes U.S. Customs has r t 


r r 
S orted the 
shipment to Japan of some quantities of cigarettes contaminated 
+ ] + 
S 
SG 


. 


» + 


with the herbicide dicamba at the U.S. legal 
Limit We understand this is now being investigated by U.S 
Customs and other authorities We also understand that tne 
J.S. company officials have offered their cooperation in 
dealing with this, and that arrangements are being made to 
xport and dispose of the cigarettes now in Japan 


om + 


re- 


Q How do you spell that herbicide? 

A D-1-C-a-M-b-a 

Q And what company‘ 

Q R.J. Reynolds 

“ That's right, you have to rely on your 


- 


Q Mis 18 about escorting East European journalists 
here in the State Department I nave a question whether tne 

escort can enter the press briefing room, and he has the right 
+ 


= 


h me all the time? 


al Pardon me? The fact of the matter is -- 
Q Sir, the fact of the matter is that -- 
~ -- that you will be escorted while you are in the 


building in order to do your job 
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Q Today is the first day I'm escorted with a 
gentieman, and I have the question whether my escort can be 
here at the present briefing 


a We can take a look at those kind of modalities 
If you have those kind of questions, please see me, and ['ll 
see what we can do 


Q All right 


A Okay? 


(The briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 








BROOMFIELD BILL 





Q. Any comment on the Broomfield legislation in Congress? 


AS YOU ARE AWARE, WE HAVE TAKEN A NUMBER OF ACTIONS 
LIMITING DEFENSE AND SECURITY COOPERATION WITH NEW 
ZEALAND OVER THE PAST TWO YEARS IN RESPONSE TO THE 
GNZ'S DENIAL OF PORT ACCESS TO U.S. VESSELS. IN 
ADDITION, NEW ZEALAND HAS LOST THE SPECIAL ACCESS AND 


INFLUENCE NORMALLY ACCORDED TO AN ALLY. 


CONGRESS ALSO HAS SHOWN INTEREST IN THIS ISSUE. THE 
PROPOSED LEGISLATION BY REPRESENTATIVE BROOMFIELD 
(H.R. 85), WHICH WOULD REMOVE SECURITY ASSISTANCE AND 
ARMS EXPORT PREFERENCES FOR NEW ZEALAND, REFLECTS THE 
CURRENT DIMINISHED STATUS OF OUR RELATIONSHIP WITH 


1HAT COUNTRY. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at tne noon press oOriefing of June 


OUTSTANDING PROPOSED ARMS SALES TO SAUDI ARABIA 





: Are tnmere any proposed sales ‘otnmer than the Mavericks) to 
audi Aradia outstanding” 


--THERE ARE NO OTHER SALES PENDING BEFORE CONGRESS aT THIS 


TIME. 


Aren't there otner sales you intend to move forward with’ 
--AS GENERAL POLICY, WE DO NOT COMMENT WHAT WE MAY OR MAY 
NOT BE CONSIDERING FOR PROPOSAL TO CONGRESS PRIOR TO FORMAL 
NOTIFICATION. I HAVE NOTHING FURTHER ON OTHER PROPOSED 
ARMS SALES. BUT OF COURSE. AS OTHERS COME UP IN THE FUTURE, 


WE WILL CONSULT WITH CONGRESS AS APPROPRIATE. 

















TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at noon press oriefing vune l 


COST OF MAVERICK “™)"” 





@: What is the difference in cost between tne Maverick D's 
which are now being proposed for sale to Saudi Arabia ang the 
Maverick 8's which were sola to tne Saudis earlier” Can these 
be used on F-1S's?” 


A: --IN 1984 THE COST OF 1600 8 MODEL MAVERICKS WOULD HAVE 
BEEN S119 MILLION. TODAY'S COST FOR 1400 D MODEL MAVERICKS 


IS @360 MILLION. 


--THE MAVERICK CANNOT BE USED ON A SAUDI Fe-15S- 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Rarely have I been so stunningly 
introduced as by the new press spokesman. (Laughter. ) 


Q You need no introduction. 
Q That's right. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Right. It might be useful to start, 
as we look to Venice at some of the things that have happened in the 
past year related to statements made in Tokyo. Each year, there is 
of course discussion of security issues and East-West issues. And I 
think it has been a very important thing that each year, the 
countries involved express their firmness and cohesion and strength 
and readiness to negotiate. Between Tokyo and Venice, we will see 
that a great deal of headway has been made in the intermediate-range 
Missile discussions. And that is beginning to take shape in the form 
of a possible agreement -- still a lot to be done, but nevertheless a 
great deal of headway there, and also the respective positions in the 
strategic arms talks have moved quite substantially, although we are 
not anywhere near as close to an agreement in that area. 


At the Tokyo summit, for the first time the leaders 
focused on the problems in agriculture, and a strong statement was 
made. Similarly, as in past summits, the problem of protection was 
highlighted, and the importance was pointed to of the Uruguay round 
-- what became the Uruguay round. And so since that time, that round 
has gotten started. There is a considerable emphasis on agriculture. 
An OECD statement just about a month ago moved that ball forward some 
more, and I'm sure it will come in for worthwhile discussion at 
Venice. So in that area you've seen progress. 


In the field of terrorism, there was a very strong 
statement in Tokyo. It singled out Libya. Since that time, Libya 
has taken quite a beating, justifiably, and there have been 
interesting developments in the field of terrorism. This most recent 
year, as compared with the year past, has seen a decrease by 33 
percent in international acts of terrorism in Europe. And we've seen 
the emergence of the rule of law as one useful tool, an important 
tool in combatting terrorism. Just to give a sample of cases, in 
Britain in November, we had the Hindawi trial. Forty-five years was 
the sentence. Hindawi's brother was tried in Berlin also in November 
with a 14-year sentence. In Canada in January, two Sikh terrorists 
were apprehended as a result of a very fine piece of cooperation 
between the FBI and the Royal Canadian Force, and they were given a 
life sentence. In Paris in March, we had the Abdulla trial out of 
which came a life sentence. 
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In Japan, in April, the Supreme Court upheld a verdict of 
some years ago. It was a life verdict involving terrorists. In 
Italy, in May, the court upheld the sentences involved in the Achille 
Lauro case. And so we see the rule of law emerging here in the field 
of terrorism. No doubt that subject -- it's all too true that the 
problem still is present and that subject will be discussed further. 


I'm sure Secretary Baker will develop the sense in which 
we have increased intensity of economic coordination, and we see the 
emergence of the G-7. Traditionally at these meetings there has been 
a review of regional issues. It's been useful, and no doubt at the 
Venice summit that will take place again, and there will be some 
special emphasis and interest in the Iran-Iraq war, and some of the 
implications of it. 


So I just thought in previewing what might be discussed 
in Venice, it's worthwhile to take a look back at the last year and 
see where we've come as a way Of looking ahead to where we may be 
going. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what do we want the allies to do in 
terms of supporting us in the Gulf? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course we want to have people 
recognize the importance of the principle of freedom of navigation, 
the importance of keeping the Straits open, the stake that we all 
have in it, and insofar as particular countries are concerned, we are 
trying to think out what in particular individual countries might do. 
No doubt they are thinking themselves about that, and we'll have to 
be in touch with them as we have some specific things to talk about. 


Q Are they supportive -- generally supportive, or do 
they seem to be reluctant to be engaged? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I think eve. one is supportive of 
the notion that we want to keep the Straits open. Nobody has any 
difference of opinion about that. And some countries are quite 
active. The British, for example, have two frigates and a destroyer 
in the Gulf. The French have ships in the vicinity. And other 
countries are similarly concerned. But those are the ones that have 
military forces there. There is a major role to be played by 
diplomacy. We are working in the United Nations. We have some 
progress there, some disappointments there, but nevertheless we are 
working to do everything we can to bring an end to the war. That's 
the basic solution. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what do we want from the allies in 
terms of arms control, and how do you assess the -- the coalition 
statement -- I mean, the West German government statement on Thursday 


in terms of INF? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: After the Soviets made their most 
recent proposals on so-called short-range 
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INF systems, which were made to me in Moscow, we have had a very 
broad and careful process of consultation with our allies, and 
there's been a great deal of discussion back and forth, and various 
governments have been expressing themselves. The German government 
expressed itself after a lot of thought and consultation yesterday, 
and no doubt this will be discussed in Venice and at Reykjavik. And 
I think what we see here now is the Alliance, a free Alliance, 
through a process of genuine and open consultation and consideration, 
reaching a consensus which we will -- which the President will 
consider, and no doubt be the basis for our position in the INF 
talks. And I think what we see is progress toward having that 
picture gel, and progress toward a potential agreement. 


Q But do the Germans have reservations that might be 
troublesome? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The -- no, I don't think so. They 
have certain problems, others have little bit different problems, and 
the way you deal with these things is you talk about them and have 
the patience to consult with free governments and come to a 
consensus, which we seem to be in the process of doing. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you talk about the year since Tokyo. 
But one of the things that happened in Tokyo is, while you were 
talking and the U.S. was pushing for a strong position on terrorism, 
it also turned out that behind the backs of the allies you were 
selling arms to the Iranians, and of course it has also been revealed 
that you were lied to and misled by some other of your colleagues at 
the Tokyo summit about that. What is the residue of the 
Surreptitious selling of arms to the Iranians? What kind of residue 
does that have in terms of our credibility in making this argument 
with our allies? 


SECRETA&Y SHULTZ: I think we have gotten over that hump. 
It has been a proplem, but I think the merits of the case of not 
selling arms to Iran, given the fact that Iran is the intransigent 
party, are evident on their face. And so I think that's what carries 
the argument. Not that we have been totally successful at the U.N., 
we haven't been. We seek mandatory sanctions on whichever councry 
refuses a cease-fire at international borders. That is basically 
what we're seeking. Countries have agreed to call for the 
cease-fire, and we're having difficulty with the sanctions as we have 
before. But I think what countries around the world want is not to 
see a United States kind of dead in the water over this issue, they 
seek a United States thac's continuing to show leadership, and we 
are. 


Q Does the U.S. -- do you and the President have any 
problems at all, or feel any embarrassment about going in and making 
this argument to the allies, given the fact that this country was 
selling arms to Iran a year ago? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 


Q Going back to the Gulf for a moment, as far as 
allied cooperation is concerned, have you any ideas for a joint 
command, a multilateral control of some kind, better liaison, 
coordination? How would this work? What are you actually looking 
for? In specific, what you're looking for? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you look for different things 
with different countries. Let's take Iraq. It's important that we 
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have an improved method of communication so that they don't 
misidentify ships -- just to take an example. And I'm sure that is 
being worked on. I don't have the details of any outcome at this 
point, but that is an example. And, no doubt, discussions with Saudi 
Arabia about the use of the AWACS -- their flight patterns and the 
cover for them and so on -- those are the types of things to be 
discussed. What coordination is needed insofar as, for example, 
British ships in the Gulf and ours -- I'm not so sure that any 
special thing needs to be done. But this is something the military 
people are reviewing. 


Q Do you see any merit in the notion, Mr. Secretary, 
of escort fees that was suggested here at the White House by several 
senators -- Senator Domenici and others? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, exactly what the the right way 
to share the burden is, is something to work through. And that is an 
idea. There are a number of others and there hasn't been any 
conclusion about that. But, certainly, this is a responsibility that 
we have had in front of us for many years. We've been in the Gulf a 
long time. It is a vital area. It's where a big proportion of the 
world's oil is. I might say that oil is an internationally traded 
commodity. And without regard to who gets what particular oil, it in 
a sense, flows into a world oil pool and we are the biggest consumer 
of oil in the world and we are the biggest importer of oil in the 
world. So we have a big stake in all of this. 


Q On the INF point that was mentioned before -- do you 
expect a statement from this meeting to be issued that could -- from 
the allies, that could provide the basis for a reply to the Soviet 
offer? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think the summit group is the 
appropriate one to try to reply on INF. This is a negotiation 
formally between the United States and the Soviet Union. We do not 
discuss third country systems -- only our own systems. And of course 
in INF, since it intimately involves the Europeans in particular and 
also our friends in Asia, we have an intense pattern of consultation. 
But in the end you come back to NATO. And so I think the Reykjavik 
meeting has the breadth of NATO participation and, no doubt we'll be 
discussing it there. And then in the end it is up to the President 
to make a decision about the U.S. position in Geneva. 


Q On the Gulf -- what argument is the President going 
to make that the allies haven't already thought of themselves? I 
mean, what new -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the arguments are pretty 
well-known. And they are fundamental. 
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That is, this is a source of energy for tae free world that is of 
vital importance now. I think it is reasonably clear that the oil 
pool that is -- comes from the Gulf is likely to be more important in 
the future rather than less important, and therefore the free world 
has a major stake in maintaining its ability to see that nobody else 
can dominate that oil pool. And that is the basis for this position. 


Q Do you expect the allies -- 


Q Is there concern, Mr. Secretary, with the West 
Germans and reports that they are trying deal on Hamadei, the 
terrorist, and how do we approach them on that subject given the 
strong summit statements on terrorism? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we have been dealing with the 
government of Germany all along on that case, and we, of course, 
would like to see extradition to the United States. Germany has to 
consider whether it wishes to do that or wishes to try him in their 
own courts for crimes committed under their law, and that process of 
consideration is very much underway. 


Q Well, can you confirm news reports that they are 
trying to make a deal where they would give him a token sentence? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I can't confirm that. I've not -- 
I don't know that that is so at all. You see things printed around, 
but as far as we know, the problem is being addressed in a serious 
and proper way. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I wasn't quite clear on one thing 
about your remarks regarding the Persian Gulf. Do you foresee the 
need for a greater military presence by the allies? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What we are -- not necessarily, 
particularly so. We had a very thorough discussion of what we plan 
to do with the President and the Joint Chiefs. Admiral Crowe 
presented, in a very comprehensive way, the military thinking on 
that. And what is needed, as is always the case when you have a 
threat that you have to contend with -- what is needed is an adequate 
force to deter -- to deter -- the use of force against us. And when 
people see that there is a capacity to deal with the threat, that has 
a deterrent value. And that is what we need to put there. 
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It's defensive and it's deterrent, and probably you have to look at 
the size of the number ships you have to be sure that you have an 
adequate number. 


Q But from a political standpoint, wouldn't it be 
helpful to you, particularly here with questions about U.S. policy, 
to have a greater allied military presence and more communication 
with you at -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course there is a British 
presence already, but I suppose if you computed it in terms of their 
presence as related to their GNP or their population or their navy or 
something, you'd have to say is more than ours proportionately. It's 
been an area of traditional concern to the British, and they are 
there. As I say, I don't stand here as a military expert and ready 
to declaim on exactly what are the right patterns of coordination 
between the parties. The French are also in and around the area, and 
they're always effective. They always have their own way and their 
own ideas in this as in other areas. But in the end, in the clutch, 
the French always come through on these matters. And so we know 
that, we've had that experience. 


As to what other military forces of the allies might be 
there, I think that's a question, because the capacities elsewhere 
are not so great. But we need to look at things that others might 
do, and one or two ideas have already been expressed here, and we'll 
have to see where we go. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q The Germans insist to keep the Pershings 1-A. Do 
you support this position? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our position has been from the outset 
and remains in Geneva that the negotiations are between the U.S. and 
the U.S.S.R. and concern exclusively systems that are the systems of 
those respective countries. And third country systems are not on the 
table -- not British systems, not French systems, and not the 
Pershings. 


Q But the warheads are under American control. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's true. At the same time, the 
reason why they're under American control is not that the Germans 
don't have the money to own them themselves, but because of kind of a 
traditional reluctance to put nuclear warheads into their hands 
without some sort of dual key arrangement. So I think that the 
rationale for that has a -- perhaps a broad appeal. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in what way can the Japanese 
contribute to the effort to keep the oil flowing and the sea lanes 
open? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They can contribute diplomatically as 
they do, and work at. They can probably make contributions of a 
displacement 
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sort, and perhaps indirectly, of an economic sort. And that is a 
matter that we are trying to think out and I assume the Japanese are 
as well. And what specifics there may be we'll take up with Prime 
Minister Nakasone. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the hearings on Capitol Hill will be 
going on while the President's in Venice. Now, that hadn't 
originally been the case. How much is that going to be a distraction 
for the President and for yourselves while you're over there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't suppose it's any more of a 
distraction than when we're here and the hearings are going on and 
they are dealing with matters of concern and we keep track of them. 


Q Well, is it a distraction to you now then? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's some distraction. I don't 
watch the hearings. I don't have time -- I'm too busy. But, it's a 


Q But I'm thinking in terms of the substance -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: But it's something that's going on and 
you try to keep track of it, certainly. 


Q Today you won't watch? 


Q For example, today, your assistant, Mr. Abrams, is 
going to be up there. Are you concerned that he's much more involved 
than you initially might have thought? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have complete confidence in 
Assistant Secretary Abrams and he will be testifying and we will all 
see his testimony. But he's a person of tremendous energy, integrity 
and I'm sure that he will appear in that light. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can a multilateral effort to insure 
the freedom of navigation in the Gulf succeed without some sort of 
coordination with the Soviet Union? I mean, after all, they are in 
the Gulf now and they are helping the Kuwaitis to ship their oil. Is 
it possible -- can you envisage some sort of a -- tacit or open 
coordination with the Soviets? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know that there's any 
particular coordination of a special sort necessary. We do have, and 
have had for some time, talks with the Soviets about -- I think 
they're called the “incidents at sea" talks that basically set out 
understandings about how our ships will relate to each other and 
presumably that can govern. I don't know that there's any need for 
anything special beyond that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, given the great deal of headway in 
the INF negotiations, have -- has the U.S. and the Soviet Union begun 
discussing the broader agenda for the next summit meeting and have 
you begun discussing dates for that summit meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We haven't had any really definitive 
discussions about dates an? a next summit meeting and so on. But we 
have had a lot of discussion about the possible content. And I think 
both the President and General Secretary Gorbachev agree that we want 
a meeting to be reflective of genuine substance. And so we look at 
various possible things that could constitute that substance. INF is 
clearly a candidate. The nuclear risk reduction centers that have 
been basically agreed on are a definite item that could be included. 
The movement in start that was accomplished basically in Reykjavik 
and followed up on since in Geneva -- we've tabled, as you know, a 
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full draft treaty in Geneva. Those discussions are going on 
strongly. To what extent progress in those negotiations and in the 
space talks can be reflected by some sort of a statement remains to 
be seen. But that of course needs to await where we are as we 
approach a summit if we do have one. We believe, of course, that 
there is a broad agenda that needs to be reflected in any summit. We 
need to have things to say about human rights. We need to have 
things to say about regional issues. And the President pushes on 
those on all occasions, as do I. So there are a broad set of things 
that we work at, and we'd like to see as much as possible reflected 
in substance by the time -- whatever time it turns out to be that 
there may be another summit meeting. 


Q Mr. Secretary, to what extent is the new policy in 
the Gulf and the escorts and the shipping protection also an effort 
by the administration, or seen by the administration as a need to 
blunt Soviet influence there? Do you see a growing Soviet threat in 
the Persian Gulf, and is this one of the reasons for your policy? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly we don't want to see the 
Persian Gulf become a place where the Soviet Union has any major 
role. That oil flows to the West. And so, maintaining the ability 
of that oil to flow is something that we need to step up to. And I 
think it's very important to recognize that, and not to have it in 
any sense fall under the umbrella in any way of the Soviet Union. 
That's at a very important point. 


Q But do you think the allies will accept making this 
sort of an East-West issue rather than a regional Mideast issue? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's not primarily an East-West issue, 
but there is an East-West dimension. And so let's recognize that. 


On the other hand, we've had numerous discussions about 
the Iran-Iraq war with the Soviet Union. I've had quite a few with 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze myself, and there are many aspects of 
work on that particular conflict where we see things in a rather 
parallel way. So it isn't a kind of classic East-West proposition, 
rather to the contrary. We have at least in major respects parallel 
objectives there. And so we want to try to work at it as much as we 
can in tandem. That's the way we approached in the security council 
at the United Nations in asking for a joint call for a cease-fire, 
and in asking for mandatory sanctions on whichever country either 
does refuse to engage in the cease-fire. 


Q Sir? 


Q Mr. Secretary, we seem to be getting a somewhat 
different message from you than from the President as to whether this 
government wants more allied military support in the Gulf. The 
President yesterday made a very forceful statement that he aid not 
want the United States to be alone, as he put it, in the Gulf, and he 
urged the Europeans to be brave and come on in. .You just said that 
not necessarily do we need allied military backup in the Gulf. Which 
is it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no difference. We don't <-- 
we aren't alone, we don't want to be alone. We think it's important 
that the West generally, including Japan, if I can use that word with 
respect to Japan, and I think it fits in this case -- have a unified 
view about this matter, and that people do the things that they can 
do. Countries are positioned in different ways in terms of their 
capabilities, and so we have to recognize that and what it is 
expected that different countries do. The fact of the matter is that 
we are not alone in the Gulf right now. We are -- the British are 
there, we have a collaborative pattern with Saudi Arabia involved and 
so on. So I think that needs to get enhanced somewhat, and we'll be 
working on that in Venice. So there isn't any daylight to be found 
between me and the President. 
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Q Mr. Secretary -- sir, in following up the question 
he asked a while ago, and you said that there was coordination on 
incidents at sea with the Soviets, since they're going to be flying a 
flag over their vessels and -- for the Kuwaitis, and we're going to 
be doing it, why don’t we -- wouldn‘t it be possible for us to get 
together with them on a method of operation so that we -- they would 
have a strong enough force there and a strong enough method of 
operation whereby that would deter people from attacking both 
countries’ vessels? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they have to decide what they're 
going to do with respect to any undertakings they've made. We're 
doing the same. As I said, the discussions of incidents at sea 
provide a forum and have set out rules and perhaps that is as far as 
it needs to go. I don‘t want to -- again, I*m not appearing here as 
a naval expert in declaiming on that subject. But that's the way it 
woulc appear to me. 


Q But don‘t you think you might save some lives and 
prevent attacks if the two of you got together real -- much on -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the presence of our forces, 
let alone theirs, will be 2 very impressive deterrent force. And I 
expect that that will be looked at and looked at with a lot of 
respect by anybody who might think of attacking ships we'‘re 
convoying. 


MR. FITZWATER: I want to offer a stunning thank-you to 
Secretary Shultz for this briefing We look forward to seeing him at 
the summit. 
Q I have one more question. 

MR. FITZWATER: Let me -- we‘re going to let him go, and 
also I need to tell you that the President will be in the Briefing 
Room for an announcement at 10:00 a.m. 


Q What? 


MR. FITZWATER: We have announced that for broadcast 
purposes a few minutes ago but you‘ll all want to hurry down. 


Q Do our networks know this? 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 9:45 A.M. EDT 
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MR. FITZWATER: Let's go ahead and begin. This briefing 
is ON THE RECORD for sound and cameras by Secretary Baker. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Thank you very much. Ladies and 
gentlemen, before I take your questions, let me give you a short 
summary of some of the economic points that we'll be making at the 
summit in Venice. First of all, I think we need to keep in mind -- 
and we will be pointing to this at the Venice summit -- the fact that 
the industrial nations are well into their fifth year of economic 
expansion. The United States expansion, of course, is one of the 
longest since World War II. Throughout the industrial world I think 
it's fair to say that inflation is still low. Jobs are being created 
and prospects are good for continued economic growth through 1987. 


As most of you know, growth in the domestic United States 
economy has been the main engine of world growth all the way back to 
1983. This has caused our trade deficit to expand as a proxy for 
growth elsewhere and this, of course, is simply not sustainable in 
the long run. So, it's our view that other industrial nations need 
to do more. And we've been very pleased to see in recent weeks that 
Japan has announced plans to spur growth both by adjusting its 
monetary policy and by proposing a multi-billion dollar budget 
stimulus package. 


We were also pleased to see Germany agree at the OECD 
Ministerial to reassess its macroeconomic policies if growth slackens 
in Germany and to take some encouraging monetary policy steps. We 
agreed -- all seven of the G-7 countries -- at the Louvre and at the 
meeting here in Washington earlier this year -- on what needs to be 
done from a macroeconomic policy standpoint and implementation is now 
the key. Of course, we would welcome even more growth-promoting 
measures from countries that have ample room for expansion and 
virtually no sign of inflation. We've said before that the timing 
and nature of any of those measures is for those countries to decide. 


Now, it goes without saying that these countries have 
their own agenda for the United States. Particularly, measures to 
reduced or fiscal deficit. We'll be pointing out in Venice that the 
United States has already made some substantial progress in restoring 
fiscal balance. And at the same time that it's done that, it has 
sustained solid growth in output and in employment. Our federal 
government deficit has already declined from a peak of 6.3 percent of 
GNP in fiscal 1983 to 5.3 percent in 1986 and this is the key point, 
I think. We expect it to fall to less than four percent of GNP this 
year, with a reduction of some $40 billion from $221 billion to the 
$175 billion to $180 billion range. And this is by accounts of all 
economists, not just administration economists. I'd like to point 
out to you that that's an 18 plus percent reduction in the fiscal 
deficit in one year. More progress -- I venture to say -- than some 
other countries are making in spurring additional growth. 


I should also point out, as we did at the OECD meeting in 
Paris recently, that the general government deficit in the United 
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States, including surpluses for state and local governments, should 
fall to only 2.5 percent of GNP this year and that this figure is 
well below the OECD average. 


As for the other deficit -- the trade deficit -- we've 
made some progress there too and I think you'll agree if you look 
beyond the nominal figures. United States real exports have 
increased sharply in the last two quarters, adding to United States 
growth. German and Japanese imports, meanwhile, grew more rapidly 
last year than did their exports. So, in short, there are signs 
beginning to emerge that we have reversed the external imbalances or 
are beginning to reverse the external imbalances among the major 
industrial countries. 


Let me mention three other major areas that we'll be 
concentrating on and then I'll take your questions. First, is 
improved 
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economic policy coordination. The G-7 finance ministers are going to 
present to the heads of state a process -- a new process on the use 
of economic indicators by which we can measure when policy 
coordination is going well and when it is not going well. We think 
this is an important step forwerd that should assist policymakers for 
years to come. It is in effect a new process o. procedure for 
international economic policy coordination. 


We will also all of us be reaffirming our resistance to 
protectionist pressures, and we hope to see a strong endorsement both 
of the new trade round and of proposals to deal with agricultural 
surpluses and subsidies -- both of these areas, of course, being 
critical to resolving trade disputes and thereby sustaining world 
growth. 


Finally, we will be reviewing the problem of 
developing-country debt. We will be seeking a reaffirmation of the 
four main principles which underly our debt strategy. First, it's 
flexible, case-by-case approach -- that is, that the situation with 
respect to each of these countries is different. You have to look at 
each country differently and you have to deal with their debt problem 
on a case-by-case basis. 


Secondly, the importance of solving the Third World debt 
problem on the basis of growth as opposed to austerity. There is no 
way to solve it if we don't do it -- if we don't do it in a way that 
will permit these countries to earn their way back and to generate 
the growth that is necessary to repay their debt. 


Thirdly, that the key to that growth is the adoption of 
free market economic policies by these countries, and fourthly, to 
promote that growth and to sustain economic reform -- that is, the 
adoption of free market economic policies. There has to be 
additional capital flow. 


So those are the four main principles that underly our 
debt strategy, and we hope and believe that there will be a 
reaffirmation at the summit of those principles. We think they are 
essential to any solution of the debt problem on the private side, 
and of course we do not support putting a solution of the Third World 
debt problem on the backs of the taxpayers in the creditor countries. 


Now I'd be glad to take your questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on the appointment of Paul -- of Alan 
Greenspan to replace Paul Volcker, the markets, at least initially, 
have gone down and the dollar has gone down. What's your reaction, 
if you could, to that immediate reaction by the markets? And, 
secondly, did the administration feel a need to have a new Fed 
chairman in place before the summit to prevent any uncertainty on 
that issue? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think that it would -- the 
feeling -- first of all, let me say this, that I think it goes almost 
without saying -- and I think it was said in the earlier briefing 
almost -- and that is that the President would have been extremely 


pleased had the Chairman's decision been otherwise. As the Chairman 
himself said, when he was reappointed in 1983, he told us that he 
might not wish to serve out the full four-year term. And he 
nevertheless has served out the full four-year term, having served 
now two full terms as Chairman of the Fed. 


There was a feeling, I think, on his part and on the part 
of the administration that the decision should be not left hanging, 
that it should be made in advance of the President's trip to the 
summit -- 


Q Why? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: -- just as I think it was last year's 
-- and the why, Helen, is so that there would not be a great deal of 
uncertainty and speculation out there in the markets surrounding the 
question of the decision. 


Q And if you could answer my first question, how do 
you interpret the immediate negative reaction by the markets? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think we'd seen speculation in 
previous days that there might be a negative reaction, but I really 
believe that when the market focuses on the qualifications, as I 
mentioned in my brief statement in the press room on the outstanding 
qualifications of the successor to Chairman Volcker that you won't 
see that kind of activity continue for a sustained period of time. 
Again, this country has been extraordinarily fortunate to have a man 
of Paul Volcker's capacity and commitment serve in this job for two 
terms. And I happen to believe it's also extraordinarily fortunate 
to have someone like Alan Greenspan willing to undertake those 
responsibilities as we move forward. 


Q What should the message be to our economic summit 
colleagues on the Greenspan appointment? How should they read the 
likely future course of economic policy? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think they should read it in 
the way that Dr. Greenspan himself stated over there a few minutes 
ago. And that is that -- and as the President stated it, if I might 
say so, that the commitment of this administration, the commitment of 
this country, the commitment of the Central Bank of the United States 
to -- the fight against inflation is a commitment that is enduring, 
it is going to continue. We believe that one of the foremost, as 
we've said many times, one of the foremost accomplishments of this 
administration has been to reduce inflation to a level below four 
percent and keep it there for four years in a row, and we don't want 
to lose those gains, and we don't want to see the gains that the 
world has made against inflation lost. 


Q Should that not, then, lead to a certain nervousness 
about possibly -- possible further increases in interest rates in the 
foreseeable future? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't know that that 
necessarily leads to that. We've actually seen, as a matter of fact, 
interest rates declining a bit over the course of the past two to 
three weeks. So I don't think that you can hypothesize, necessarily, 
that we will see a rise in interest rates. But I do want to reaffirm 
the -- as the President himself did a few minutes ago the commitment 
of this administration to maintain the gains we've made against 
inflation. 


Q Mr. Secretary, back on the summit, some White House 
officials have been suggesting privately that the economic picture is 
so bleak for any kind of progress on Third World debt, or trade, or 
any kind of real growth from the allies, that they are going to 
emphasize the political issues in trying to focus our attention -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, as you know, political issues aie 
always -- always rise to the forefront of these economic summits, and 
I think that's probably to be expected when you have the heads of 
state of the seven major industrial nations of the world getting 
together. The fact of the matter is, we have taken action recently 
on the economic front at the OECD in Paris just two or three weeks 
ago with respect to agricultural trade. We would like to see a 
reaffirmation and a maintence of that -- of those gains come out of 
the summit. We took action at the Louvre Agreement in Paris on the 
22nd of February and supplemented that with additional agreed policy 
measures at the G-7 meeting here in Washington. So the question is 
not new -- major new macroeconomic policy measures. You shouldn't 
expect to see those every three or four weeks everytime there's a 
multilateral gathering. The question is implementation. So we will 
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go to the summit with the view that we have agreed upon what needs to 
be done. And now what we need to see is implementation. And we saw 
a big step taken toward implementation here with the announcement of 


the Japanese package on Friday. 


Q A year ago when the President was campaigning for 
his candidates, he would go to farm states and talk about the tens of 
billions of dollars in federal aid to farmers. Are we now going to 
tell our allies at the summit that we're going to reduce those 
Payments, and if so, how much? What are we prepared to do? 


SECRETARY BAKER: What we have told our allies already, 
Ira, is -- and we did this at the OECD, a 24-nation conference, is 
that the problems of agricultural trade are the most significant 
trade problems the world is experiencing today, that we do not -- we 
think those problems have arisen out of the tendency of many nations 
to subsidize and grant excessively generous support to agricultural 
practices. We're not the only nation that's guilty. Many other 
nations are guilty as well, but that the problem is not -- cannot be 
solved one nation-at a time, it has to be solved in a multilateral 
context. All nations must agree that the practice is inimical to 
world trade and to worldwide growth. They must agree jointly to take 
the necessary action to stop, or the political will will simply not 
be there for one nation to do it alone. 


Q Domestically, you talk about political will. The 
farm situation is still pretty rough for a lot of farmers. Is the 
United States planning to enter into an agreement that will kill off 

SECRETARY BAKER: There are many, many farm groups and 
farmers today who will -- who say to us all the time the key to 
reviving agriculture in the United States is to return it to a free 
market system. Many of them say they were better off under a free 
market system, and it would be that type of action that we would seek 
to reach agreement on -- in the course, now, of the Uruguay trade 
round. Nobody expects this to come out of the summit. The summit is 
not a place where you would see that kind of detail-specific and 
nitty-gritty negotiation. But if we have a commitment from the heads 
of state to move the process forward, that's what we want. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in the -- since our allies have an 
intense interest in who runs the Fed and Fed policies, to what extent 
will you -- others in the administration be consulting with finance 


Ministers and Central Bank chiefs in the other six nations over the 
next few days about Volcker's departure and Greenspan's -- 
appointment? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we've already consulted to some 
extent. We began consultation shortly before 10:00 a.m. this 
morning. I have to say to you that Dr. Greenspan enjoys an 
outstanding reputation in his own right internationally. And many of 
these people with whom we are consulting already know Dr. Greenspan. 


Q Who have you talked to? Who did you consult with 
this morning? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we've consulted with Central Bank 
governors, and we've consulted with the finance ministries of the G-7 
countries. 
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Q Will there be any acknowledgement at all at the 
summit that much, or at least a significant portion, of the 
developing country debt is just simply uncollectable? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, I don't think you'll see that -- an 
acknowledgement of that. What you will see is a full-fledged 
discussion of the action of United States banks in provisioning 
against some of that exposure. 


Remember this -- these banks have not written that debt 
off. They are not taking the position that it is uncollectable. 
They are simply reserving against possible exposure, and they're 
moving it from one capital account to another capital account on 
their books. This, we think, is a positive development. United 
States banks have been lagging European and Japanese banks in doing 
this, and we think they will be able now to negotiate better economic 
reforms in these countries because they will be negotiating more from 
a position of strength. 


Q How were you able to come up with a replacement for 
Volcker unless you suspected he was not going to stay for a third 
term? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, clearly we would have been 
negligent in not making some -- having some discussions about what we 
might do in the eventuality that he decided it was time to go. So -- 


Q How long ago? 


SECRETARY BAKFR: Well, the real discussions, to be very 
honest with you, took place yesterday, as the Chairman said in answer 
to the question. 


Dr. Greenspan was called yesterday evening by the 
President, or late yesterday afternoon. Chairman Volcker came in to 
see the President during the course of the afternoon and brought with 
him a letter. Again, I want to make it very clear that the 
President would have been very, very pleased had the Chairman's 
decision been otherwise. 


Q Did he try to -- 

SECRETARY BAKER: But he has to -- 

Q -- change his mind? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the President -- there were some 
discussions to that effect, if I might say so, at my level. And it's 
guite clear, I think, that this is what the Chairman wanted to do, 
and thinks he should do. The President respects the views of people 
who have served for an extended period in the federal government when 
they think the time has come to move on. As the Chairman said, he 
did not feel in any way pushed. I think that is a very accurate 
description, because he certainly was not. 

Q Did you ask him to stay on? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Pardon? 

Q Did you ask him to stay on? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We encouraged him, at my level, to give 
some reconsideration to his leanings in the direction of moving on. 


Q Well, what's your -- are you at your level? 
SECRETARY BAKER: I'm at my level. (Laughter.) 


Q So -- 
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Q Why was the President interested in -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's right, Ira. I'm at my level. 


(Laughter .) 

Q And no one else. (Laughter.) 

SECRETYARY BAKER: We're really fortunate, to be very 
honest with you, that we have someone like Alan Greenspan available 
to take this job on. You have to respect the Chairman's wishes. 


After all, he has served two full terms, and when he accepted 
reappointment in 1983, he told us he might not stay the full four 


years. 
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Q Why would the President be happy to have the 
Chairman stay when, in fact, they've disagreed quite frequently 
during the two terms that he's been there and most frequently over 
the dollar. There seems to be a very big statement -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: You're wrong -- absolutely wrong. 


Q Well, not from some of the statements from the 
adminstration have been in terms of where they feel the dollar should 
— 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't know who's been making 
them. Well, okay -- 


Q -- of where the dollar should go. Obviously, there 
was -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: There was a statement of a -- critical 
of monetary policy ‘not long ago which was promptly corrected -- if I 
may say so. So, there have not been policy disagreements. The 
Chairman was asked that question and he candidly acknowledged that 
there were not. There have not been any policy disagreements other 
than -- to be very honest with you -- in the area of financial 
services deregulation -- where there is some policy difference. But 
it doesn't rise to the stature of a fundamental difference it would 
Suggest a change in that job. 


Q But in fact, at this point wouldn't it be more of a 
necessity to have somebody who tends to be looser on monetary policy 
than Mr. Volcker has traditionally been and considered because of the 
political elections -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't think the question of -- you 
can't define, with any degree of specificity or particularity, what 
somebody's views are -- if I may say so -- on monetary policy. 


Q But you can see by his actions. I mean, certainly 
during Jimmy Carter's term and when Jimmy Carter might have needed a 
boost in growth, he wasn't willing to give it. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, look, I've just ssid that it's -- 
one of the most important things we think that job requires is 
commitment to the fight against inflation. We want to see that 
continued. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 

SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. 

Q You mentioned that financial deregulation -- there's 
a difference between the administration and Volcker. What other 
areas might we see a difference between Greenspan and Volcker? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't -- I'm not going to 
answer that because I don't -- I'm not capable of plumbing the depths 


of Dr. Greenspan's mind with respect to every policy issues. I don't 
Know. 


Q You know his background. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I do know his background, but I 
wouldn't hypothesize with you on that. 


MR. FITZWATER: Can we go to a final question, here? 


Q What are you going to be doing at the summit? 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Riding in gondola? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: What is what? 
Q What are you going to be doing at the summit? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We're going to be reviewing these five 
major economic areas that I've just outlined to you if you -- 


Q Is that to reach any decisions and -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we would hope to see a firm 
reaffirmation of these positions, Helen, absolutely. Let me say one 
other thing, if I might. 


Q Firm reaffirmation -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: We do have a new policy for 
international economic policy coordination. The Tokyo summit 
mandated «> finance ministers to go off and see if they could 
develop t ... And we have spent a year and some -- and had some 
very, very frank discussions. We have finally worked out a process. 
We have agreement on a new process of coordinating international 
economic policy. I think that is a clear step forward. 


Q Will that be -- 
SECRETARY BAKER: And the head -- and the finance 


ministers will report that to the heads of state at the summit. The 
document itself will not be made public. 


Yes. 
Q Secretary, Senator Proxmire has been -- 
Q Why? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Because it was a condition of getting 
agreement that it not be made public. The position of the United 
States was, we were willing to see it made public. 


Q Why? 


Q Mr. Secretary, Senator Proxmire has been a doomsayer 
about the state of the economy and has predicted a recession for 
quite some time. Have vou spoken to him about the appointment of Dr. 
Greenspan? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, I have not, but the White House 
called the Chairman shortly before the announcement this morning. 
Let me say that there are a lot of -- you know, going all the way 
back to 1983 you've seen people who were willing to be doomsayers and 
this economy is in its 55th successive month of expansion. So, I 
don't think we ought -- and as Dr. Greenspan said in answer to a 
question over there earlier, he thinks this economy is going to 
continue to expand for the reasonably forseeable future. So, I would 
steer you all off of the "Apocalypse Now" scenarios if I could. 


Q But do you foresee any problem getting him confirmed 
because of the Chairman's perpensity to feel the economy is in dire 
straits? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that Dr. Greenspan's 
qualifications are absolutely outstanding and I would not anticipate 
that he would have confirmation problems. 

Q Has anyone else asked -- 


Q Will sanctions be lifted against Japan before the 
summit's up, Mr. Secretary? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Do what? 


Q Sanctions against Japan -- will they likely be 
lifted before the summit's up? 


Q Do you support pressure on Germany? 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:21 EDT A.M. 
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MR. REDMAN: Good afternoon. Let me begin with some 
announcements. First, some of you may recall that on August 29 
last year, we had a press briefing to distribute and discuss 
copies of three forgeries of official U.S. Government 
documents. At <2 o'clock today, we'll hold a similar briefing 
to distribute copies of some more recent forgeries. The 
briefing will be on the record and will be given by Dr. 
Kathleen Bailey, a Deputy Assistant Secretary in the Bureau of 
Intelligence and Research. That's at 2 o'clock. 


We join our Barbadian neighbors in mourning the 
passing of their democratically elected head of government, 
Prime Minister Barrow. The Prime Minister served his country 
long and well, and his loss will be felt deeply by his friends 
and countrymen 


We look forward to continued close and mutually 
beneficial relations with Barbados and its new Prime Minister, 
Erskine Sandiford, based on our shared strong tradition of 
respect for democracy and human rights. We also expect to 
continue with Prime Minister Sandiford and his government the 
openness and friendshi, that have always characterized 
U.S.-Barbadian relations. 


And finally, we welcome the appointment of Dr. Salim 
Al-—Huss as Acting Prime Minister of Lebanon. Prime Minister 
Al-Huss is a man whose ability, courage and integrity are 
admired in Lebanon and throughout the international community. 


We congratulate President Gemayel, Speaker Husseini, 
end other Lebanese leaders for their rapid action to cope with 
this most recent crisis. There is still a great deal to be 
done. We hope all those who profess dedication to the cause of 
peace in Lebanon will put aside definitively the disagreements 
of the past. This is the only way to honor the memory of the 
late Prime Minister Karami, who was a man of dialogue, not of 
violence, dedicated to the rule of law, not of militias. 
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We call on the leaders vf all Lebanese communities to 
Give their wholehearted support in this time of tragedy to the 
legitimate institutions of the Lebanese Government. Without 
this support, Lebanon's unity, sovereignty, and independence 
cannot be assured. Lebanon and the Lebanese people deserve 
nothing less. 


Q Can we have a copy? 
o Yes. 
Jim? 


Q The Sultan of Brunei is reported to have asked 
for that famous $10 million back. Does the State Department 
know that to be the case? 


A It is our understanding that the Sultan has 
requested the return of the funds, and is taking steps pursuant 
to Swiss law to do that. I can't, of course, predict what will 


happen to the money. Its disposition will be determined in 
accordance with standard banking procedures and governing law. 


Q But the U.S. Government does not intend to stand 
in his way of getting his money back? 


A No. In fact, we have used our good offices with 
both the Government of Switzerland and the Sultan to assist in 
locating the funds, and we would continue to offer our good 
offices to the Sultan's efforts seeking a return. 


Q And where, precisely, in the transaction do 
things stand now? 


A 1 don't have that kind of detail 


How would you categorize U.S.-Brunei relations as 
a result of the whole episode? 


A Still very good. 


Q Is it silly to even suggest that the U.S. might 
want to give the Sultan his money back, and then have the U.S. 
go and look for the money since it was the U.S. that solicited 
the contribution in the first place? 


I mean, why wouldn't the U.S. want to voluntarily say, 
look, here's your money. We'll take the loss, if there is 








any, in the meantime? The U.S. Government made the 

solicitation; the U.S. Government seems to have managed to lose 
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the money, and now the Sultan is out of his $10 million 


6 The money is there the question now is the 


a And that is what the Sultan has made a claim for 
in the Swiss system 
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Q Chuck, in your statement on Lebanon, do you have 
any idea now who was behind the assassination of the Prime 
Minister Karami? 

. nol ° ‘ 

A Nc I don't I could only say that we note that 
a number of unfounced reports are beginning to surface about 
who miaht have be involved in the assassination, but as far 
as we know, all of them are groundiess 











Q New subject? 
- Yes. 


Q Chuck, The Wall Street Journal today is quoting 
White House officials as saying that the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union are working to get Shevardnadze and Shultz together 
sometime this summer. Have you anything on that? 
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- I'd start by reminding you of what I've said any 
number of times, of which you're no doubt aware, that both the 
Secretary and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze have long agreed 
that regular get-togethers were something useful and to be 
encouraged In that sense, a Ministerial meeting this summer 
is a possibility, but we have sothing on the calendar. 


Q Chuck, I need to get dack to the - 

Q (inaudible) 

- Nor on that. 

Q ~~ the Lebanese affair. You just said generally 


that you are indicating to such rumors, groundless rumors; what 
sort of rumors you are referring to? 


a) I'm not in a position to give you all the 
details There are apparently a number of claims popping up 
here and there from all kinds of groupings As I say, best 


information indicates that all of those are groundless 





Q Isn't it too soon to just say they are all 
groundless, ina matter of 24 hours? 


A All I can do is give you our best estimation 
I'm saying we don't know who did it, and we don't have any 
definitive information. 


Q Chuck, on Shultz and Shevardnadze, would that be 
just for discussing the missile deal, or might they discuss the 
Persian Gulf, for example? 


A First of all, I have to start by reiterating 
there's nothing on the calendar, and so therefore, my answer is 
the one you might expect, in the sense that whenever the 
Secretary and the Foreign Minister do get together, they 
discuss the four-part agenda That includes arms control. 
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That obviously leads to INF, START, and other issues on the 
agenda, but it also means that you have human rights, regional 
issues, and bilateral issues. 


Q What is the venue of such a meeting, if it were 
held -- whose turn is it? 
‘ You know that we were in Moscow not all that long 


ago but, again, there's nothing on the calendar and there are 
no arrangements made, so it really is premature on my part to 
be going into those kinds of questions. 


Q Could you give us a little picture of what might 
have to happen in the negotiations before such a meeting 
becomes useful enough to schedule? 


f I'm not trying to set up any pre-conditions, in 
fact I didn't do that in my original answer So, no, I'm not 
in a position to sketch out any sort of chain of events that 
has to happen 


Q Chuck, on INF, the Soviets are saying that you 
have an agreement in Geneva Do you have an agreement in 
Geneva? 

A I think what they are saying is that both sides 


have been working to put together what would be a joint text, 
but in which would appear all of the areas of disagreement, 
so-called “bracketed language," I believe the negotiators would 


say 

Q One more question on the Brunei money Is it a 
disappointment to the U.S. Government that this money which was 
to have gone for a cause that the U.S. Government supports is 


now being taken back? 


A I think we're long past that stage in this 
particular incident Our current efforts have been aimed at 
trying to locate what did happen to the money That has been 
successfully done At this point, the Sultan of Brunei has 
initiated steps to get the money back 


Q And it doesn't excite any particular emotion? 


A I don't have any particular emotion to emit 
(Laughter) 


Q Can we go to Sri Lanka? 
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Pardon 

Can we go to Sri Lanka? 

I could. 

Yesterday 1 asked whether anything on the -- 
Q When will you go, Chuck? (Laughter) 


Q I asked yesterday whether you had anything on the 
Jaffna situation, and further whether you had any views on the 
Government of India trying to deliver relief supplies to Sri 
Lanka through the Red Cross? 


A I'll begin by a brief report that comes from the 
trip of some diplomats who were taken to the Jaffna Peninsula 
by the Sri Lankan Government They report that they saw no 
evidence of severe property damage or great loss of civilian 
life And moreover, Sri Lankan forces did not attack the major 
population center on the Peninsula, Jaffna city, and reportedly 
warned civilians to take cover before the offensive began 
Nevertheless, we remain concerned about the danger to innocent 
Civilians and reiterate our call for a resumption of the peace 
process 


We urge both India and Sri Lanka to reach an agreement 
on the question of Indian aid to the Tamils We are especially 
concerned about the possibility of violence if no agreement is 
reached 


Q To follow up on 


A Let me just add on that, since I have it, that we 
have communicated our concern about this situation to both 
governments and urged them to work together to resolve the 
problem 


Q As a follow-up to the same question, Chuck, do 
you have any comment on the internal sectarian strife in India 
between Moslems and Hindus? It's becoming more and more 
widespread 


A I don't have anything today You might check 
with the Press Office to see if there is anything in the past. 
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Q Going back to Sri Lanka, when was this concern 
conveyed to the Indian and Sri Lankan governments, and did they 
give any reaction? 


A I don't have anything by way of reaction, nor can 
I pinpoint the time period except to say that we're dealing in 
terms of recent events 


Q Is it possible to get copies? 

A Yes 

Q On another subject of a nearby area --— about 
China 

f\ Nearby area Yes 

Q IThere is reported tension along the India-—-China 
border lhere is a report in The New York Times today of a 


massive military buildup by China in the Tibetan region Do 
you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything beyond what I've had to say 
before, about a week or so ago in addressing that particular 
issue, so that that still remains our position 


Let's go to Ralph He had the next question 


Q Can you tell us if the U.S. invitation to the 
Soviet Defense Minister remains standing, and have the Soviets 
responded now that they've changed Defense Ministers? 


A I don't know that there's been any response since 
changing Defense Ministers, so that as a consequence that 
invitation, as far as I know, is stiii outstanding But, 

YA! I'd al invite you ¢ check with the Pentagon since 


it's their area 


Q Chuck, have you received the report on Pollard 
from the Israeli Government? 


A I don't know whether we have or not That was a 
repc *t done for the Government of Israel by its own people 


Q So you haven't asked to see it? I mean - 
A I don't know whether we've seen it or not 
Q Can you take this question? I'm interested to 


know if you are interested in the report 
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A Of course we have an Embassy there, and I'm sure 
people at the Embassy have looked at it, and there must have 
been reporting, but I just don't have anything beyond that. 


Connie? 


Q On Mozambique, anything new on the Maputo raid, 
or also on this article in The Washington Post that the U.S. 
apparently shuns a joint effort with the Soviets to relieve 
this situation in Mozambique? 





A I don't have anything new on the raid. 
Concerning the relief efforts in Mozambique, the Department 
shares the concern of Representative Mickey Leland and Speaker 
Jim Wright in aiding the victims of famine in Mozambique. 
Nonetheless, we do have reservations about any joint 
undertaking with the Soviets on Mozambique relief for several 
reasons 


The U.N. ICRC already has an effective multilateral 
relief framework in place in Mozambique which we believe is 
well coordinated and with enough trucks for emergency needs 
It's essential that we work within this management system which 
was agreed to at the International Donors' meeting on 
Mozambique held in Geneva in March. Because the U.N. ICRC 
coordinating unit works so closely with private voluntary 
organizations, with donor governments and the host country, it 
can best match needs with donations 


We should also point out that to date the Soviets have 
not expressed much practical interest in providing humanitarian 
relief for Mozambique At the March pledging conference for 
aid to Mozambique, the U.S. pledged $75 million while the 
Soviets promised $300,000 


Q Iwo others in the regior ] sound like Les 
citing all these newspapers The lead story in The Washington 
Times today on the AN( Does the U.S. believe the ANC's 
rebels, or whatever, are backing down on the sanction situation? 


A Without passing any judgment on the relative 
importance of various publications, no, I don't have any 
comment on that 


Q Anything else on southern Africa? 


a) No 
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Q Okay. Switch to New Zealand. 
A Let's go around and come back again 


A final follow-up, perhaps, on 
Shultz-Shevardnadze. Are you talking about something unrelated 
to Shevardnadze's September visit to the U.N.? 


A At this point, what I'm talking about I've 
described as best I can so that I really can't define it any 
further than that, since I've said, first of all, there's 
nothing on the calendar. I said it could happen this summer -- 
that's before the U.N. -- but that's the best I can do in 
describing the possibility 


Q Well, summer begins on September 2lst, and he was 
here before 


A I see You have a different definition perhaps. 
Q And he was here before September 21st last year 
6 Okay 

Q Do you have any comment on reports, saying that 


Libya and maybe Syria are shifting their position vis-a-vis the 
Iraq-Iran war? 


A No, I don't 
Q Chuck, do you have anything on the statement by 


ex-Prime Minister of Iran that the hostages, American hostages, 
were transferred to Iran? 


A No 
Jack? 
Q Do you yet today have a comment on Bonn's 


decision to go along with, or to support the INF decision? 


A I don't have anything to offer specifically The 
Secretary was asked that question at the White House briefing 
this morning, and spoke to what he saw as the process 
concerning allied consultations. 


Q Do you have anything on the two sides in Geneva 
agreeing to the joint draft treaty text with all its brackets? 
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A Nothing by way of any further reaction. That's 
indicative of the kind of very hard, technical, detailed work 
that continues to go on at Geneva. 


Q Do you have anything about Cuban prisoners 
expected in the United States, perhaps starting tomorrow? 


f No 

Q Chuck, anything on Cuba asking for the return of 
del Pino's 15-year-old son, or have they asked to talk to him, 
or -— they say he was taken out unwillingly. Did you receive 


that in Havana? 


A I don't know whether it's been received in 
Havana I saw it, I suppose, through international broadcast 
means of some sort At this point, no, I don't have anything. 
Q Chuck, there's a report that the West Germans and 
Shi'ites have cut a deal for Hamadei Do you know anything 


about that, and, secondly, would the U.S. be satisfied if the 
Germans were to prosecute Hamadei on anything less than capital 
-- a charge that would be less than a capital offense? 


4 We've been through both of those questions any 
number of times over past weeks I know of absolutely nothing 
that changes our appreciation of the situation or of German 
Government actions 


Q Emigration figures for Soviet Jews continue to be 
up Have you got any comment on that? 

A They are up They don't come anywhere near, of 
course, the 1979 record highs [ would only say, as we have 


month after month now, that we'd welcome this continuing trend, 
but there is still a long ways to go 


Q Also on that subject, are there any signs that 
the Soviets are dragging their feet on the divided-family cases 
that were presumably settled last year? 


A I don't have any current readout on that. If you 
want, I'll ask for an updated status report on where those 
cases stand 


Q Yeah Because some groups are saying that that 
there have been no divided-spouse cases resolved for the last 
three months now 
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6 I'll take a look at that. 

Connie? 

Q Back to The Washington Times They had a really 
wacky story yesterday on New Zealand. I just wondered if the 


U.S. agrees with any of the allegations, saying left-wing 
zealots fray New Zealand's ties with allies, or does the U.S. 
believe the New Zealand labor unions are under the control of 
the Soviet Union? 


A In that case, as with all other commentary on 
various publications, magazines, wire services, television 
commentary - the choice of *he words are those of the writers, 
and the authors', not mine, so I'm not going to get involved in 
commenting 


Q Is there an Administration decision yet on 
renewal of most-—favored—nation status for Romania? It's due 
out about now 


f\ That 1s due out about now. I believe that that 
decision is imminent, but I'm not in a position as of now to 
Give it to you 


Q Is Assistant Secretary Murphy still in the United 
States, and will he be traveling to the Middle East in the near 
future? 


f\ Again, I'll treat his travels as I've said I'm 
going to treat them, which is that I'm not going to publicize 
them ever in advance nor give you a daily status report of 
where he's sitting 


Q How about 

Q Is this meeting with the Russians still on? Is 
there a date for that the one that he spoke about? 

i) Whether or not a date has been set, I don't know, 
but it's my understanding that it is still scheduled to occur, 
and it would be one of the first in the series -- the yearly 


series of regional issues 


Q Chuck, on travel, do you have anything on Mr 
Derwinski going to Greece to talk about bases? 
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It's supposed to appear this month —--— Murphy and 


It's supposed to be - 


Murphy and Polykov supposed to happen this month, 


right? 


A That's what Assistant Secretary Murphy said when 
he was down here. 


Q Early this month or later? 


A I lean toward later rather than earlier, but I 
don't have a date 


Q I wasn't here when he spoke -— maybe he said it 
- but does this center on the Middle East peace process or on 
the Persian Gulf or both, or in what order? 


Q These talks can cover the whole gamut of regional 
issues, so it could cover both of the above 


Q Do you expect the Persian Gulf to be widely 
discussed? 


A Again, I don't think 1 can go into expectations 
at this point, other than to say that they cover the whole 
renge of issues 


Q Do you expect the topic of international 
terrorism to be on the agenda of the Venice Summit conference? 


be as high on the agenda like it was last 


Il don't try to attempt to make a ranking of 
various subject on the agenda It is, obviously, one of the 
issues that the heads of government have discussed in the 
past They are expected to discuss it again along with a 
number of other issues, but I'm not in a position to rank it 
relative to one or the other issues 


Q Do you have a more optimistic view on the whole 
topic in general, takine it to the Summit conference? 
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6 For those of you who were not at the White House 
this morning, I invite you to take a look at the Secretary's 
opening remarks where he addressed some of the things that have 
developed during the time between last year's summit and the 
summit we're now going into, and in the field of terrorism. 


For example, he did go into some interesting 
statistics -- the fact that we have seen a decrease by 33 
percent in international acts of terrorism in Europe over the 
last year. We've seen the emergence of the rule of law as one 
useful tool, and there he went through any number of cases 
where the rule of law has in fact been brought to bear on 
terrorists. 


Q Can you make a transcript of the Secretary's 
statements available here at the State Department promptly? 


A It is a White House transcript It is available 
at the White House, or will be available when it goes from 
draft to final 


Q Even though he's the Secretary of State 
Q You can't get us a copy of that? 
A We can do our best, but it needs to be edited 
first 
Q What about his Worldnet? 
fe) I don't believe we provide transcripts, but, 


whatever we normally do, it's certainly available this time. 


: 
| | 
Q Thank you 


The briefing concluded at 17:278 p.a 
} 





Juestion Taken During Daily Press Briefing of June 2, 1987: 


USSR/DIVIDED SAMILIES CASES 





WY: Are there any signs that the Soviets are dragging their feet on 
divided families cases that were -- presumably -- settled last 
year? Some groups are saying that there have been no divided 
families cases resolved for the last 3 months. 


A: -- IN 1986, THE SOVIETS INFORMED US THEY WOULD BE TAKING 
POSITIVE DECISIONS ON APPROXIMATELY 100 SPECIFIC CASES FROM 
VARIOUS DEPARTMENT OF STATE REPRESENTATION LISTS -- DIVIDED 
FAMILIES, U.S.-SOVIET DUAL NATIONALS, AND SEPARATED 
SPOUSES. FIFTEEN OF THESE CASES REMAIN UNRESOLVED (14 
DIVIDED FAMILIES AND ONE DUAL NATIONAL). WE HAVE TOLD THE 
SOVIETS IN STRONG TERMS THAT THE REMAINING CASES SHOULD BE 


RESOLVED. 


-- IT IS NOT CORRECT TO SAY THAT NO DIVIDED FAMILIES CASES 
HAVE BEEN RESOLVED IN THE LAST THREE MONTHS; CASES CONTINUE 
TO BE RESOLVED. NEW CASES ALSO CONTINUE TO COME TO OU 
ATTENTION AND ARE ADDED TO THE APPROPRIATE REPRESENTATION 
LIST. WE HAVE TOLD THE SOVIETS THAT THIS IRRITANT IN 
U.S.-SOVIET RELATIONS WOULD BE REMOVED IF THEY ROUTINELY 


GAVE EXIT PERMISSION TO THOSE WHO APPLY TO EMIGRATE. 


-- NONE OF THE 11 SEPARATED-SPOUSES CASES ON THE DEPARTMENT'S 
LIST HAVE BEEN RESOLVED IN 1987, ALTHOUGH ONE OF THE 4 
“BLOCKED MARRIAGE" CASES FROM THE NEW BLOCKED MARRIAGES 
REPRESENTATION LIST WAS RESOLVED. (BLOCKED MARRIAGES ARE 


THOSE IN WHICH THE SUVIET AUTHORITIES HAVE NOT PERMITTED 


/ 
THE AMERICAN AND SOVIET FIANCES TO MARRY.) 
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ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BY 
DOR. KATHLEEN BAILEY 
DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR 
REGLONAL ANALYSIS 
ON 
ANTI-AMERICAN FORGERIES 
TUESDAY, JUNE 2, 1987, 2:02 P. M. 


MR. PETE MARTINEZ: Just to remind you it's ON THE 
RECORD. Dr. Bailey will brief you on some recent forgeries we 
have had. Or. Bailey 





Q Sorry. You said ON THE RECORD? 
MR. MART. NEZ: It is ON THE RECORD. 


DR. BAILEY: Currently my assistant is handing out to 
you copies of three forgeries that I would like to present to 
you today. I think thev're very interesting forgeries. Two of 
them are signed by very prominent -- allegedly signed by 
prominent officials: President Reagan and Mayor Barry. 


[ would Like to emphasize in the beginning that these 
forgeries adversely affect the United States' image abroad and 
also adversely affect our foreign affairs. 


Such forgeries could be believed either by foreign 
government officials and/or by foreign media, and thus become a 
part of the public record and influence people's opinions 
broadly. 


By showing them to you in the media and presenting 
them to you openly, we hope to accomplish at least two things 
One, to discount these forgeries in particular; and, secondly, 
to point out that such forgeries do take place, so that we can 
all be alert to the fact that sometimes things are not always 
what they seem to be, particularly when it comes to documents 








a 


I'd like to go through these forgeries with you and 
make a few comments. So I will turn to the viewgraph machine, 
if I may, and talk to you from that. 


This first forgery is allegedly a memorandum signed by 
President Reagan to the Secretaries of State and Defense, as 
well as to the Director of Central Intelligence. The 
importance of this particular memo is that it alleges that we 
need, “A U.S. program towards the region of which the central 
feature must be the establishment of inter-—American permanent 
peace forces." Thus, aS you can see, it appears to be a 
request from President Reagan to the Secretaries of Defense and 
State and CIA to set up this force It does not exist. This 
document is, of course, untrue. 


But I would like to add that the signature which you 
see on page 2 in your packet is a signature of President 
Reagan. We did analyze it, so they did have access to a 
legitimate signature which they copied. Ordinarily, forgeries 
are photocopied repeatedly in order to remove anything that we 
might be able to use to technically analyze the forgery to 
determine where it came from, what kind of paper it might be 
on, and so forth. So “Xeroxs" are very typical. 


The second forgery which I have here is signed from 
Mayor Barry. Mayor Barry did not send such a letter [t 
contains some fairly detailed information about politics in 
Haiti, and the one thing that I wanted to point out about this 
particular forgery is its use of language It appears to us to 
be written by a non-native speaker of English I have 
highlighted here a couple of examples 


Here you can see it says, "A number of the Haitian 
population dislike." They weren't quite sure whether they 
should put “es" or just “e" on the end of "dislike" -- whether 
or not the verb should be singular or plural Here we have a 
sentence that says, "He is also from the north as General 
Namphy," which, of course, is an error. We should say, "from 
the north as is General Namphy." “He has strong popular basis 
and looks like a great potential." Again, usage And the 
Final one is getting the preposition wrong: "I am very 
interested about Haiti," instead of "in Haiti." 


[t's these kinds of signatures that ordinarily typify 
rather poor forgeries, so it's fairly clear that it certainly 
is not written in bureaucratise, let alone by an English 
native-langquage speaker 








a ite 


Q Is that once again a standard signature? 


fe) Yes, it is. The cianature is standard. The 
third forgery that I would like to talk about is interesting 
from a different angle, not because it's signed by someone who 
is particularly significant here in the United States, but 
because it appeared simultaneously, or at roughly the same 
time, in two different journals, the first journal being 





Breakthrough is a left-wing publication here in the 
United States. You can see from the cover the kind of 
orientation that it has This particular publication carried 
this article in its Spring volume, and [I would like to show you 
a copy of the article that accompanied it, because I think that 
the interpretation being given here is the key to why the 
forgery is important to us 


The article that accompanies it, on the left-hand side 
-- this is impossible for me to read But, anyway, somewhere 
up here at the top it alleges that the United States is 
actively involved in training a commando force comprised of 
members of four other nations, and these forces will be used 
supposedly, according to this article, for disruptive 
purposes That is, they wili be sent over to cause 
disturbances in those countries, and this article points out 
somewhere -- I see “South Africa" there Basically that we are 
allegedly doing this to the enemies of South Africa. That's 
putting us in the same camp as South Africa 


On the right-hand side of this article there is a 
translation from the French. This document is in French -- I 
Forgot to mention -- because it is allegedly a Zaire Government 
document It is indeed a forgery The last paragraph on the 
right-hand side says that, "U.S. officials from our Embassy in 
Zaire would be visiting these camps," and thus they attempt - 
the authors of this forgery attempt to tie the U.S. Government 
directly into the formulation of these commando training camps 


The second publication which carried this Zaire 
forgery was the African Concord, which is a journal out of 


Lagos, Nigeria. [t did not reprint the forgery, but did print 


information If you'll turn to your next to the last page in 
your packet, you will see in the first column at the very 
bottom the sentence, the very last line begins, "The full 


extent of U.S. military presence in Zaire was recently revealed 
following a series of leakages from the Zaire National 
[ntelligence Service." It goes on to say that this document 
which was leaked outlined the implementation of a Presidential] 
instruction to set up training camps for dissidents from 
neighboring states And so that is the second appearance of 
this particular forgery 


Are there any questions? 


~ 








Q Who do you think is responsible for these? 
4 In these cases, we cannot determine who is 
responsible for it I think that there is some inclination to 


be suspicious that at least two of the forgeries do benefit the 
Soviet interest, but that is not to say that the Soviet Union 
necessarily did it. It could have been, for example, Cuba or 
some other member of the bloc that might have prepared some of 
the forgeries 


And, indeed, the second forgery, in particular, could 
just as well have been written by someone in the opposition or 
one of the candidates, or it could be virtually anyone 


Q How did you acquire the first document? 

A The first one? 

Q The White House memorandum, so said? 

os I can't tell you how we got it 

Q Where did it come from? 

A It came from one of the Latin American countries 
Q You can't say which one? 

A No . can't 

Q Are there other cases of documents, that you have 


identified as forgeries, being circulated under the President's 
Signature, or is this the first? 


ms Yes, there have been in the past None recent] 
f y 


Q First time in how long? Do you have a sense of 
how long since you found one under his signature? 


a I would say it's been months; not years but 
months, and it is the first time that we've ever had one, to my 
knowledge, with Mayor Berry signing it 


Q The first one 
3) Allegedly signing it 
Q The first one never appeared in the public media 


anywhere? 





A No. The first one has not appeared in the public 
media anywhere. 


Q Have you had Reagan forgeries before? 

A Say again? 

Q Have you had forgeries signed by Reagan before? 

A Allegedly signed by Reagan before? 

Q Yes 

A Yes That was the question I thought you asked 

Q Have you put them out publicly -- any others that 
you've disclosed or circulated? 

A I don't know the answer to that I don't think 
sO I don't think so 

Q Ihis is the first one that you put out publicly? 

4 To my recollection, yes 

Q But there are others How many? 

Ha Only a few 

Q How do we counter this first one, in particular? 
What did we do when this fell into our hands Did we turn 


around and say something to the governments involved? 


A [It came into our hands as a result of an inquiry 
wanting to know if it was legitimate or not 


Q The first one? 

A The first forgery I'm sorry, the question is 
what we did to respond to it. We simply determined, first of 
all, that it was indeed a forgery and then told them, told the 
country inquiring, that it was Then we decic d that this 
would be an opportune time to make this one 9lic, not only as 
an example of what foraeries are and what they can do, but also 
to counter this specific one if it should surface elsewhere 

Q And we didn't contact any of the other 
governments in the region to reassure them that there was not 


going to be any such permanent peace force? 








a No, but we will. 

Q When was this one picked up? Or when did you get 
hold of this one? Recently, or sometime ago? 

- Very recently All of these very recent 

Q The first one is dated March 10, 1983 It took 
four years for country A to inquire if it was real? 

A No It's very, very typical. Most forgeries 
have dates from the past for a number of reasons First of 
all, because it adds an air of legitimacy It appears as if 


it's an historical document and comes from the past; and, 
second of all, because it usually refers to events in the past 
so that whoever is doing the forgery knows what it was that 
happened [t's dangerous to act predictive with a forgery 


Q Textually, the language of the first one seems to 
be quite good Does that tell you anything about the skill of 
the fabricators? 


A Yes I think that there is a direct correlation 
of the skill of the fabricator and the quality of the forgery 
Forgeries have been improving over the last few years, in 
general. I[ wouldn't say that every one, and, obviously, the 
second one is not very sophisticated 


Let me take that back [he second one is 
sophisticated in that someone had to have access to stationery 
and to a signature and had to go through some trouble to do 
that That part of it is sophisticated But in terms of what 


[ think you're referring to, that is, the content of the 
document and the way it's written, it is increasingly 


sophisticated In part, [ think that that's because we have, 
in the past, critiqued forgeries and have pointed out some of 
the things that reveal forgeries to us That's why L['m not 


emphasizing too much that aspect of it today 


Q And does that add to the burden of suspicion 
about the Soviet Union being the fabricator the skill? 
No [t perhaps might But the main issue is, 


who does it benefit? That's the real question 











Q Have you seen an upswing in the number of 
forgeries? Or is this the sort of thing that's remaining 
constant, declining? 


A Both the quality and the quantity have increased 


Q How quickly -- when did you start to see the 
increase? 


4 Well, it's been over years It's not an 
overnight phenomenon [ think that part of the reason can be 
attributed also to the fact that we're trying harder to take 
notice of it and to do something about it 


We have realized that it does have a profound impact 
on our foreign relations and on impressions of people abroad, 


and so we're trying to be more alert And that in and of 
itself has probably resulted in our thinking that there are 
more But I think that there is evidence to say that they've 


increased in number as well 


Q Do you usually come upon these as a result of a 
query From someone who has received it - someone saying, can 
this be true, is this authentic? Is that how you usually 


uncover these? 


A l wouldn't say “usually.” It not infrequent 
that it happens that way but we also see | m appearing 
frequently in the press and that's how we learn about them 

Q Can you quantify the amount f this type of work 
that's done? I'm searcoing for some way to put a number on 
it How widespread ij he practice in your estimation? [ 


S 
know you can't see all of them 


Is there some way you can say how widespread the 
practice is? 


4 Il can't because there iS so many we call them 
‘silent forgeries," but forgeries that we don't know anything 
about that surface and have ar impact for awhile and later we 
learn about it [In fact, I think it would be fair to say that 
this first one had a good hance of bej ; Lent forgery It 
was just Nappenstance, good circumstance hat we found out 
abdDout it because f an inguifry It could have remained a 


silent rorgery 


{ no ] cant put a number OT } 1 


Q Did that inquiry come from a government 
individual? 


“ I can't ar r that Il real know 
don't know whether ) that the gov ment was int 
in finding out but ho actually carried 


idea 


this some 
forgery 








I myself took a trip to India last fall, and several 
times, officials, media representatives, academicians mentioned 


to me this Kirkpatrick forgery [t was amazing to me the 
impact that it had had on people, and they genuinely believed 
it The repetition of this forgery and the accusation that it 


carried have, of course, multiplied and magnified its impact 
But [I would say that it has had an immeasurable impact on 
Indian public opinion, as well as official opinion toward the 


U.S 


Q Has the Indian Government done nothing to try to 
counter this anmpaian? 


~ 


A On the Kirkpatrick forgery, no 
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Q Yet, the credibility of the Department and others 
have come under some question because of Iran Doesn't it make 
your life a lot more difficult trying to persuade perhaps 


others, if not us, that in fact it's a forgery and you're not 
simply, you know, trying to get out from under a document that 
someone somewhere you knoW in fact did write for tne 


government? 


A Let me try to answer your question with another 
example, which [ think is brought up to me more often than the 
Iran/Contra affair Jery often particular ly with fore] 7m 
audiences, their first response 1S Doesn't the United State 
Goo this too? After all wa ’ 1 ere a tt lidbyan aoisintormatis 


Calipaigr 


l Say Wel i it is true that Admiral f incexter who 
’ : 
Jas then head of rhe Nat j Nal - ir it y LCounclid ;stari Jrote @ 
memorandgun wn] i mentioned ft e 10ea fT a Lidvyan 1] sinformat lon 
_a npaign, Hut tnere is nor ine nrea ft PY i Qgence that »>uUt hn a 
ampaiaqn ever 1 mK place In fact tne enate elect mmnittee 
on [Intelligence probedqd the issue ana then neaa oft tne 
Committee enator jurenbdbergqer mace statements fF ib1]1 ly that 
there was no evidence t 4 Ggisinrormation ampaia?; 
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4 Can I Say now tney would have come in - 

Q -- into possession of it? 

- Into possession of it? 

®) Yes In what context would ney nave received it 
and believed it was real 

4 No I can't answer that First of all, it 
wouldn't be possible Il mean if it were a real document, they 
would not have received it, but it's not a real document, and 
so, obviously, someone had to plant it ber ause they wanted the 
recelving nation to nave this document, and to think i1t was 


real, and to take action based on the information in this 
aocument 


YY But what e's asking I think is how was it 
Planted? Where was it planted? 


A Or l don't knou 
t : , 
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A You know something [ don't know 


Q Back in the 50s, 60s, Italy, France - these are 
matters, I seem to recall, of historical record 


A T m sorry ] don't nave that information OF 


+ 


knowledge or their being such a thing [ find the proposition 


Outrageous 
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WEDNESDAY, JUNE 3, 1987, 12:18 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement. 


On behalf of the President, the Secretary of State 
today transmitted the 22nd Semiannual Report on the 
Implementation of the Helsinki Final Act to Representative 
Steny Hoyer, Chairman of the Commission on Security and 
Cooperation in Europe, the CSCE. 


This report covers the period October 1, 1986, to 
April 1, 1987. It's an important element in the continuing 
United States effort to assess the progress and shortcomings in 
pursuing the CSCE goals of protecting human rights, 
strengthening security, expanding cooperation and building 
mutual confidence 


There is, first of all, a longer press announcement as 
well as copies of the report available in the Press Office 


Q This morning in the testimony before the Joint 
Committee on Capitol Hill, several Members of Congress 
suggested that Elliott Abrams has lost his usefulness and 
credibility, and that the Administration will be better off in 
general and certainly in dealing with Congress in the future, 
if Elliott Abrams should cease being Assistant Secretary of 
State 


Does the Secretary know about these feelings? Does he 
have any loss of confidence in Elliott Abrams? 


M Absolutely not He thinks Secretary Abrams is 
doing a sensational job, and he has full and total confidence 
in him. 


Q And so there is no thought on his part, even if 
this attitude in Congress is accurate’ 


I think I've expressed the Secretary's feelings 


Q That Elliott Abrams will remain then? 
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” That he's doing a sensational job, and he has 
full and complete confidence in him. 


Q Chuck, what can you tell us about this FSO who's 
been arrested for fraud or selling passports, or whatever? 


3) As a result of an investigation by the State 
Department, Mr. Bernard J. Fennell, a Foreign Service Officer, 
was arrested by Special Agents of the U.S. Department of State 
from the Bureau of Diplomatic Security at his State Department 
office in Washington on June 2. The information that the 
Depertment gathered was turned over to a U.S. Attorney in 
Florida, resulting in a 21l-count indictment by a Federal Grand 
Jury against six persons 


The indictment names Mr. Fennell and five other 
individuals for knowingly conspiring to encourage undocumented 
Iranians to enter the United States illegally. In essence, 
this is a case of fraudulent visas which were provided by Mr. 
Fennell during an overseas assignment 


Q Chuck, the Iranians in question, will they be 
deported? 

3) I'll give you what I have, which is first their 
names -- 

Q By the way, copy? 

a Of what I said? A copy? 

Q Yeah 

A Sure The others arrested are Harry fArjad, a 


naturalized U.S. citizen, and four [ranian citizens Mohammad 
Reza Tadayon, Mehran Moshrefi Malayeri, Soraya Masoudi Tafreshi 
and Saeid Fegiram 


Q Copy of those four names? (Laughter) 
Q Your Persian is a little lacking, can we have -- 
a Close enough These people are presently in the 


custody of the U.S. Immigration Service in New York City 


Q You don't think that Mr. Fennell has admitted the 
charge? 
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a I don't have any other deteils other than to say 
that there has been this 21-count Indictment against six 
persons. Whine of those counts are against Mr. Fennell 


Q What was his job in Madrid? 


A His security clearances, by the way, have been 
suspended, and he's been placed on administrative leave. 


Q What was his job in Madrid, Chuck? 


Pa I don't know his specific job, except that he was 
involwed in the Visa Section, Consular Section. 


Q Was he -- had he been to other Embassies abroad, 
and are you checking into that, whetner or not there's a 
pattern of this? 


A I could only say in a general sense that I'm sure 
the Diplomatic Security people will investigate this 
throughout, but I don't know that there was any implication 
that it extended to any other post other than one. But in 
terms of his -- 


Q (Several questions at once) 


A -- excuse me -- in terms of his career, yes. I 
can tell you that he also served in Montevideo, London and 
Suva, as well as here in Washington 


Q Where were these four Iranians when they were 
arrested? 


A I don't know exactly where they were, other than 
that they're now, as I said, in the custody of U.S. Immgration 
Service people in New York City 


@ How did you stumble on this? 


Q Has Mr. Fennell offered any explanation as to why 
he did this? 


a I would not say, first of all, that we stumbled 
upon it. Thet's why we have a Bureau of Diplomatic Security. 
It has statutory authority for investigation of visa fraud. 
and, therefore, they routinely monitor our Foreign Service 
posts for irregular issuance procedures They analyze 
information received from a wariety of sources to determine if 
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there are indicators of fraud These are the kind of factors 
that led to this investigation of Mr. Fennell] 


Q Chuck, have you any idea how many visas might 
have been involved? 


a No, I don't But I would encourage you to take a 
look at the indictment I'm told that he is supposed to be 
arraigned today, anc, therefore, the specifics of the 
indictment will be brought forth at that time. 


Q He is arraigned and indictment will come down 
from what court, what jurisdiction? 


a This is in Florida 

Q Do you have the name of the U.S. Attorney? 

a I can look at that, but I don't have it. 

Q Has he offered any explanation as to why he did 


it? Are we talking humanitarian or monetary motivation here? 


a) I'd prefer not to speculate, because I'm just not 
sure of those kind of details, but I think the best thing to do 
again is to take a look at the indictment that is handed down 
at the time of arraignment 


Q Has he been sent to Florida? Is that what -- 


A I don't beliewe he has been sent to Florida. 
No But this is being taken care of in Florida 


Q How did they arraign him without his presence? 
Q Chuck, I know that for some time now many 
Iranians have gone to Spain to -- as a stopping-off place 


before coming here Was there any legitimate mission that our 
Embassy in Madrid had in terms of facilitating the entry of 
Iranians, or wes this all underground? 


a I don't know of any connection of the kind that 
you make reference to. He was recently recalled, and I should 
have said this a minute ago, from an assignment in the Consular 
Section of our Embassy in Madrid 











as a result of this investigation 


. 
Frauc Section 


7 


~ 


Our story said that he was head of the Anti- 
of the Embassy too Could you chert that? 


Anti-Fraud Section? 

Well, that's the way it's described 
Anti-Visa Fraud? 

All right 

I'll take a look at that 


-- MORE -- 
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Q How many visas are issued each year for 
Iranians? I mean, there are reports that there are about 
10,000 visas, or something? 


a I don't know what the figures are 


Q Can you look at that. Can you give us a number? 


I'll try 


Q Chuck, can you say over what period of time the 
sales took place, and then what period of time the 
investigation covered? In other words, when did one begin and 
when did the other pick up? 


A I don't have those kind of details. 


Q He had been reassigned to the Department after 
completing a tour of duty in Madrid? 


4 No, no. He was recalled from that assignment as 
a result of the investigation. That's why he was arrested here. 


Q Has he been on the State Department payroll 
since, or has he been recalled in the last few days? What's 
the timing of when he was recalled from Madrid, and has he been 
--— until he was suspended, was he being paid by the State 
Department? 


a Again, I'm not sure of all the details. He was 
recalled relatively recently in the last few weeks. My 
assumption is that he was put on Administrative leave at the 
point he was arrested. 


Q He was arrested in this building, is that what 
you're saying? 


= Yes 


Q If it was for humanitarian reasons, is there 
likely to be a lesser penalty? 


a I can't speculate on those kind of questions. 


Q I'm sorry, somebody did ask the question, were 
the sales extended over what period of time. Is that a correct 
assumption, that he was selling the visas? 
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A That is one of the common motivations, but I 
refused earlier to go into this particular case because I'm 
just not sure of what the indictment will say. 


Q Another topic? 
a Another subject. 


Q Chuck, the Arab League met with John Whitehead, 
the delegation from the Arab League. Can you tell us anything 
on their meeting? 


= I don't have any readout on that meeting other 
than to confirm, yes, they did meet with him. 


Q They said that they discussed -- their primary 
focus was PLO offices in Washington. So are you reviewing it 
now seriously to close these offices, or what? And what's your 
reaction to their demands? 


a Our position on that question remains the same as 
when I last expressed it from the podium, which was a week or 
so ago. There's been no change in that. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the Reverend 
Leon Sullivan's call this morning that all U.S. companies 
withdraw from South Africa? That the U.S. break diplomatic 
relations, and so forth? 


A We have enormous respect for Reverend Sullivan 
and the work he has done in providing leadership to U.S. firms 
operating in South Africa for the last ten years. His efforts 
have been important in destroying discrimination, increasing 
training, and improving the lives of many black South Africans. 


We therefore deeply regret his announcement today and 
his call for disinvestment by all U.S. firms in South Africa. 


Despite the difficulties on the ground in South 
Africa, we firmly believe that it is now more important than 
ever for U.S. firms to stay and work for an end to apartheid in 
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South africa. We doubt whether the causes of peace, justice, 
and economic development in South Africa, in short, bringing 
apartheid to an end, will be served by U.S. corporate 
withdrawal from South Africa. 


Q Copy? 


a) Let me say, in a more general way, finally, that 
we will carefully study all the proposals and recommendations 
that Reverend Sullivan made this morning. And until we've had 
a chance to do so, that's the only commentary I have. 


Q And a related subject. Pik Botha, yesterday, 
challenged the United States to produce evidence of the 
allegation that you made from the podium last week, that South 
Africa was responsible for the raid on Maputo. Can you do that? 


4 I'm not in a position to bring forward evidence, 
as you call it, but L would reiterate again, based on 
continuing review of information, that we stand by what we said. 


Q Could you elaborate a little on what sorts of 
evidence you have? Obviously, you're not going to be able to 
produce eyewitnesses from Maputo right in front of us right 
now, but can you elaborate a little bit on what you're being 
told on what happened and what precise evidence points to 
Pretoria's involvement? 


4 I went through some of the evidence at the time I 
made the announcement, so I would leave it at that, being clear 
that what we are seeing does not detract from the kind of 
indications we had already. 


Q Chuck, as you know, Senators Glenn and Warner are 
in the Persian Gulf region. And Senator Glenn questioned 
whether -- what would happen if Saudi Arabia and the United 


Arab Emirates asked for reflagging of their vessels. Do we 
have an answer on that? 


a The question has been addressed a number of 
occasions, most recently in briefings Friday, I believe, at the 
White House. But the question has not arisen. We have made a 
determination in the case of the Kuwaiti request, and that's 
been the only issue before us. 


Q Iraq is saying today that the ship was hit ina 
war zone. Do you have any comment on that? Our ship was hit 
in a war zone -- do you have any comment on that? 
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A I don't have anything new on that. I spoke to 
that at one point in the immediate aftermath of the incident. 
The fact of the matter is that we don't recognize their 
so-called exclusion zones. There is an international right to 
freedom of navigation in those waters. Concerning the exact 
location of the ship, I'd have to refer you to the Pentagon. 


Q Chuck, there are reports that Kuwait suspended 
the reflagging of the ships now. Is that right? 


A I haven't heard that at all. 


Q Two things. A follow-up on South Africa. Is 
there anything more today on the State Department boycott of 
the South Africa Republic Day, because that's part of the 
things that Botha criticized? 


A No. 


Q On New Zealand, this is a housekeeping question. 
Are you ready yet to react to the New Zealand anti-nuclear 
bill? It should be passed within the next few hours, or do you 
want to wait until it's actually signed into law? 


a) I'd reserve any reaction until something has 
happened. 


Q It's almost happened, though. 


Q Cuba claims that the 15-year old boy who 
accompanied the defector last week was kidnapped and they want 
his immediate return to Havana. Any reaction? 


a First, to say that the Cubans have communicated 
that request for his return to us in Washington and Havana. 
The request is under study. In any case, as we've informed the 
Cubans, the young man's own wishes will be taken strongly into 
account. We are in the process of making sure of the boy's 
desire. So far, we've seen no indication that he wants to 


return to Cuba. 


Q That note also asked for consular access to the 
boy. Is that being done? 
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a Whether or not that is granted at some point will 
be determin@@ by the boy's own wishes. I might point out, in 
affairs of this kind, that we certainly don't force people to 
stay here. 


There was another case three years ago. where the 
Cuban Interest Section in Washington approached us adout a 
Cuban boy who was then under U.S. protection and who they 
suggested might want to return to Cuba. We talked to the boy 
-— a Minor -- to see if he wanted to talk to the Cuban 
authorities about it. He did. They interviewed him, and he 
subsequently returned to Cuba. 


I have to add in that case that early this year the 
boy again fled Cuba and came to the U.S. where he's now 
living. But that's the way these kind of things are handled, 
so if the boy in question decides he wants to talk to Cuban 
authorities -- 


Q Is that kid's name Michael Medvid? (Laughter) 


Q Could he be given media access since there is 
some dispute about the circumstances of his departure from 
Cuba? I mean, the Cuban side says he was kidnapped, and you're 
saying that he came here of his own free will. Perhaps the 


only way to resolve it is to allow the press to see him? 


4 There are many other ways to resolve it. They're 
routinely handled this way. The boy is not in detention. He 
is under U.S. protection for obvious reasons, but he is not in 
detention. 


Q To get back to the Gulf, can you give us any 
indication of what sort of diplomatic messages we've sent to 
our Allies requesting some sort of help in protecting the free 
flow of oil? 


a No, I can't go into any of the details. I would 
only be reiterating what you know is our general approach to 
consultations with the Allies in a variety of ways. 


Q@ - On that point, the Secretary, yesterday, seemed 
to indicate that he was satisfied with what Britain and France 
are doing there, and it seemed to differ a little bit from what 
the President had said. 


A The answer to that one couldn't be clearer. The 
Secretary himself was asked the question on the spot, and he 
answered in very definitive terms. There was no difference. 
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Q Chuck, do you know anything about this man who 
was arrested in Austria who is wanted in the United States -- 
some Nazi-related charges? 


Aa I don't have very much because this is a 
Department of Justice issue, so what I have are a few basic 
facts that Justice has informed us of, which is that Mr. Martin 
Bartesch was denaturalized by the U.S. District Court in 
Chicago on May 29. The effect of this proceeding is that as of 
that date, Mr. Bartesch no longer has a claim to U.S. 
citizenship. 


Justice has also informed us that, as an alien, he has 
no right to return to the U.S. because he has been found 
ineligible for entry under Section 212 (a) (33) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act. That, basically, exhausts 
what I have, and I'd have to send you to Justice for more. ~ 


Q But the Austrian Foreign Minister called on the 
U.S. Ambassador this morning to discuss the case. Are we going 
to get a ping-pong here? 


a I can't predict. I know that earlier the 
Austrians had asked us for his status -- his citizenship status 
-—- and that information is as I've described it, has been sent 
back to Vienna so that if it has not already been, it will soon 
be passed back to the Austrians. But I can't predict what 
happens beyond that. 


Q Was there any reason that Austria wasn't informed 
that he was returning to the U.S.? 


a You really have the details that I have. It's a 
Justice Department case, so you'll have to find out from them. 


Q Are we stilll in the acceptable time frame for 
the extradition of Hamedi from West Germany -- the clock is 
still running and we still have no problems with how the 
Germans are handling this? 


a Yes. 


Q Everything is satisfactory? 


a Basically, the answer to your question would be 
the same answer that I've given on a number of occasions. I 
believe Secretary Shultz was asked a question about Mr. Hamedi 
yesterday, as well. 
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~ Anything on India and Sri Lanka? 


a A brief comment: Concerning the question of 
Indian supply boats headed fer the Jaffna Peninsula, we've seen 
press reports indicating that these boats have left India, but 
we don't have any confirmation of that. 


To reiterate what I said yesterday, we continue to 
urge both India and Sri Lanka to reach an agreement on the 
question of Indian aid to the Tamils. We are concerned about 
the possibility of violence if no agreement is reached. 


I might also say that concerning the massacre of 29 
Buddhist monks and three laymen in eastern Sri Lanka, that we 
condemn this latest act of terrorism, apparently perpetrated by 
the Tamil militants. This brutal resort to violence further 
underlines the urgent need for a negotiated settlement in Sri 
Lanka. We call on all parties, including the militants, to 
enter into meaningful negotiations without delay. 


Q Chuck, you may have mentioned this when I wasn't 
here, but Abrams mentioned this morning that he was meeting 
with Habib on a trip that Habib is taking to Central America, I 
think starting this weekend. Had you announced that already? 


A I didn't make it in the form of an announcement, 
but in response to a question earlier in the week, I did 
indicate that Ambassador Habib would be going back to the 
region in the near future, and that will be to continue his 
negotiations and consultations with the various actors in the 
region concerning the peace process. 


Q And where will he be going? 


I don't have a detailed itinerary, but I think I 
can safely say that he will be, as usual, visiting the Central 
American democracies. 


Going back to the Fennell case, in response to 
questions as to why Florida entered into this, that is the 
place of venue because that's where the co-conspirators, the 
Iranians, entered the U.S., and hence that's the place where 


the crime occurred. 


Q Was he not summoned to the State Department in 


order to get him arrested, because if he was on leave, he 
wasn't doing anything here -- he wouldn't have had an office 


here? 














Wednesday, 6/3/87 


a No, I did not say he was summoned to the State 
Department. He had been recalled to the Department because of 
the investigation. 


Q Yes. 


a He has been placed on administrative leave as a 
result of his arrest. 


Q You said he was actually arrested inside the 
State Department? 


A That's right. 

Q What was he doing there? 

A He was sitting behind a desk, I suppose. 
I thought he was on leave. 
I did not say he was on leave. 
Oh, you didn't say he was on leave. 


What desk was he sitting behind? (Laughter) 
What was his job here in the Department when he came back? 


5 In fact, the desk has no relevance because he was 
called back because of the investigation. He knew that. It 
was a place-holding desk. (Laughter) 


Q Were there shackles underneath? (Laughter) 


Q Chuck, on the Hill, they're coming up with 
numerous different versions of how the Administration should 
consult up there on the Persian Gulf. Do you have any reaction 
to the multiplicity of different mandates? 


a I don't really. At the end of the week, the 
White Hous@ spoke in very clear terms to the question of 
consultatign and the Administration's commitment to 
consultations. I'd leave it at that. 


Q Do you have any comment to the remark by Senator 
Boren this morning that he feels that Elliott Abrams can no 
longer again bipartisan support for the Administration's 
policies in Central America? 
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You weren't present at the start of the briefing? 
No. 
I was asked that question. 


Q My second question is, can you expand at all on 
Secretary Shultz' remarks yesterday about our taking to the 
Security Council at the U.N. a proposal for a resolution to the 
Iran/Iraq conflict? Where that stands? Whether we've already 
come to an agreement with the Soviets on a proposal to take 
before the Security Council with this mandatory sanctions for 
non-compliance? And, whether or not this is something we 
expect to actually pass the Security Council? 


a I, first, would call your attention to a number 
of things the Secretary has said on the record concerning that 
process, including yesterday at the briefing at the White 
House. And as I've indicated in the past and as Ambassador 
Murphy has indicated, we are taking a very active leadership 
role in pursuing this effort in the United Nations Security 
Council. 


There have been reports -- one yesterday, I believe -- 
indicating that somehow that was at a dead end or not going 


forward, and that report would be highly inaccurate. 
Discussions, as you know, have been going on for some time, on 
effective means including enforcement measures, to bring this 
conflict to an end. We are gratified that there has, in fact, 
been substantial progress made to date toward agreement on 
elements of a resolution. 


Much work remains to be done, but we're confident that 
the Security Council will make a significant contribution to 
ending, or to helping to end this dangerous conflict. So my 
bottom line is, I can't make a prediction in terms of when this 
could come to fruition. I would only leave it that we have 
been making, have made substantial progress. There's work to 
be done, but we're pressing on. 


Q@. Chuck, the Iranian's complained to the U.N. 
Secretary General today that a U.S. warship had threatened an 
Iranian civilian airliner last week. You remember Velayati 
came up with something like that -- buzzed it, forced it down, 
or whatever. Now they're saying it was threatened. Do you 
have any response to that? 
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a No, I don't. I might again refer you to the 
Pentagon for any details. 


Q Chuck, can you say where Mr. Murphy is today? 


A Yes, I can. He departed for Western Europe 
yesterday to accompany Secretary Weinberger for his talks with 
Saudi Defense Minister Sultan, in Nice, France. While in 
Europe, Ambassador Murphy will also be meeting with some U.S. 
ambassadors from several countries involved in the peace 
process to review where we stand on that question. 


Q With ambassadors from the Middle East, you mean, 


a From several Middle Eastern countries. 


Q On the Middle East, did you have anything new on 
this U.S.-Israeli rocket, or is that purely a Pentagon story? 


2) I don't have anything on it. 


Q Chuck, there seems to be a disagreement within 
the Administration on the extent of the intrusive verification 
that would be permitted as part of any INF or other arms 
agreement. First, are those reports accurate -- is there such 
a dispute? And second, where does the State Department come 
down in the debate? 


“ In specific answer, I won't answer because, as 
you know, I don't talk about internal deliberations, positions 
of various agencies, consultations with the Allies in specific 
terms. 


I would only say that it is longstanding U.S. policy 
that any arms control agreement, if it is to enhance stability 
and reduce the risk of war, must be effectively verifiable. 
Accordingly, we have proposed verification provisions which 
would increase our confidence that the Soviets are fully 
complying with their obligations under these agreements. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:43 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


THURSDAY, 
(ON THE RECORD 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
have one announcement to begin with 


We have received confirmation of the reckless 
Vietnamese shelling of the Site 2 Camp for non-combatant 
displaced Khmer located inside Thailand several kilometers 
the Cambodian border Three shells fell within the camp 
killing eight people and injuring 22 Four of the victims 
treated at the camp for minor injuries The rest were 
evacuated to the International Committee of the Red Cross 
Hospital at Khao-1-Dang 


We deplore this tragic and unnecessary loss of 
innocent life and senseless injuries which are a direct result 
of the illegal Vietnamese military occupation of Cambodia and 
their military actions along the Thai border We again call on 
the Vietnamese to stop their military incursions into Thailand 
stop shelling the camps and to withdraw all their forces from 
Cambodia 


we fully support the May 11 ASEAN statement circulated 
by the United Nations which strongly condemns Vietnam for its 
present aggression against Thailand and calls on Vietnam to 
withdraw its troops immediately from Thailand 


Jam 


Q Last night, the Secretary put out another 
statement in support of Flliott Abrams Since then, however, 
there have been further calls for his resignation and/or that 
the Secretary fire him 

















If it comes to the point where Flliott Abrams' 
presence in the job is a detriment to continuing aid to the 
contras, would the Secretary then consider responding to those 
calls? 


2 I never comment on futuristic, hypothetical 
scenarios that you might create of any sort. I can only draw 
your attention to what [ had to say on behalf of the Secretary 
and then to the Secretary's statement, which I think speak very 
clearly and strong to the question of his appreciation of Mr 
Abrams‘ work in the past and in the future. 





© On a parallel subject, there is an editorial in 
today's New York Times which has some harsh things to say about 
Judge Sofaer Do you have any comment on that? 

a Again, my policy is generally not to comment on 


various editorial statements that may be made here or there 
Judge Sofaer, as you know, is the Legal Advisor of this 

Department and, he, again, is a very respected member of the 
Secretary's team The Secretary has full confidence in him 


Q Guess what? New Zealand 

A New Zealand 

© Yes Reaction to the anti-nuclear vote; and what 
will the U.S. do from here? 

A We regret that New Zealand chose to enact the 
nuclear free zone, disarmament and arms control bill The 


legislation codifies the New Zealand Government's current 
anti-nuclear policy in law 


The bill contains port access provisions incompatible 
with our global “neither confirm nor deny policy on the 
presence or abdsence of Nuclear weapons under which we concuct 
all port visits 


The bill prohibits visits by nuclear-powered warships 
which constitute a Major portion of our fleet We believe the 
policy is codified and the legislation works against the 
western alliance system and our mutual shared efforts to 
Maintain the peace We look to the time when New Zealand's 
port access policies will make it possible to resume a normal 
defense relationship We have sought to keep the framework of 
the ANZUS Treaty intact to facilitate a possible return to 
trilateral defense cooperation in the region 








Concerning any further or future action, as you are 
aware, New Zealand's denial of port access caused the United 
States to take reciprocal action and suspend our security 
obligations to New Zealand last August. We cannot give 
credence to the argument that alliance status is compatible 
with highly selective security cooperation 


We've taken a number of other actions limiting defense 
and security cooperation with New Zealand over the past two 
years, and New Zealand has lost the special access and 
influence normally accorded to an ally We will continue to 
review implementation of the anti-nuclear law. 


Congress has shown interest in this issue, including 
proposed legislation by Representative Broomfield to formally 
amend New Zealand's status as an ally in existing U.S. 


legislation 


Q Do you support that legislation? 


A We believe that the Broomfield bill is an 
appropriate reciprocal legislative response to the enactment of 
the Government of New Zealand's anti-nuclear policies into law 


Q Chuck, 1s it possible to get a complete list of 
all the other bilateral agreements between the U.S. and New 
Zealand? fThere's a partial list floating around, but that 
would be helpful, and also any statement as to whether the U.S 
plans to terminate anymore of the bilateral agreements. 


Qa I've just given you the status of any future 
actions, and I have nothing beyond that 


Q But could we get a list? Would that be -- 
a I'll see if we can, but I'm not promising any 
Q What does it mean, what privileges accrue to New 


Zealand by being designated an ally? 


“ I talked about the special access and influence 
that are normally accorded to our allies We have a certain 
kind of relationship in dealing with countries that fall in 
that category that we do not have with lots of other countries 


in the world 


Q Such as what -- technical access to -- 














= It would include things as a number of high-level 
visits, for example. It includes some technical aspects that 
I've referred to concerning defense cooperation 


Q Can we have a copy of your statement? 

. Of the opening statement? Yes 

Q Does it include trade? 

a) I haven't made any references to trade. 


Do you envisage that the New Zealand legislation 
will affect your operations in the Antarctic operation at 
Christchurch? 


2) Again, I've said previously that our policy is 
not to link the Antarctic support activities to our dispute 
with New Zealand over port access That policy has not changed 


We note that the biil makes special provision for 
continued routine access for U.S. military aircraft to 
Christchurch in support of Antarctic operations. These 
aircraft are covered by our globally-applied neither confirm 
nor deny policy 


We will continue to review implementation of the law 
to determine its practical impact on our activities in New 
Zealand, particularly on our Antarctic suppurt program 
activities in Christchurch If there is a governmental 
challenge to “neither confirm nor deny" involving the Antarctic 
support activities or disruption of our operations in 
Christchurch, we will have to reconsider our current policy 


Q Do you have assurances from Prime Minster Lange 
that there won't be a challenge? Do you have any comment on 
that? Or what sort of challenge do you have in mind? 


4 I didn't say that there was any challenge in mina 


Q What does it mean by “continuing to review it?” 
Could you elaborate on that a bit? 


a It means exactly that 
Q As the crow flies, Sri Lanka is not very far I 
guess you have something on Sri Lanka today On the Indians 


supplying -- dropping the supplies? 











A First, we understand that there were extended 
discussions yesterday between representatives of the Indian and 
Sri Lankan Governments concerning the modalities for the 
delivery of relief supplies by sea we regret that these 
discussions failed and that consequently the government of 
India felt it necessary to deliver supplies by air 


We strongly urge both governments to re-establish 
their dialogue on this sensitive issue as well as on the 
broader question of bringing an end to the ethnic conflict in 
Sri Lanka 


Q Can we have a copy of this? 


4 No. Three sentences 
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Q Chuck, on the same thing, the last couple of days 
you have been saying you hoped that India and Sri Lanka reached 
some sort of agreement regarding the supply of this relief aid 
to the Tamils. Has the U.S. got a position on a flotilla of 
boats unilaterally moving into the territorial waters of 
another country to supply this relief aid? 


A I've spoken to the question of the boats 
yesterday. 


Q Yes You've said -- 


“ I don't have anything really to add to that. 
Again, it's a hypothetical situation about which the Indian and 
Sri Lankan authorities have talked and which did not occur. 


No. But surely the U.S. should have a position, 
doesn't it, about boats of one country unilaterally moving into 
another country, territorial waters, to deliver relief? 


A Again, ['m not going to comment on -- beyond what 
I have. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation in Jaffna? 
There was a report that there is a great deal of discussion in 
Jaffna as to the political/economic blockade and also 
offensives. Do you have anything on the situation on the 
ground apart from what you gave two days ago, and in that 
connection [ want to find out whether the report you had was 
based on simply talks with the Sri Lankan Government and also 
the local people? 


A What I have, and I'd invite you to also look at 
what [| had to say several days ago, would always begin by 
Saying we have no independent means for verifying conditions in 
Jaffna Town. Diplomats who viewed Jaffna Peninsula from the 
air last weekend on a tour sponsored by the Government of Sri 
Lanka reported no evidence of severe property damage or great 
loss of civilian life. Sri Lankan forces have not attacked the 
major population center, Jaffna City. 


Q What about the blockade? 


“ I don't have anything on that. 


Q One more on this same subject I mean, do you 
have any actual particulars, because today Congressman Dymally 
has said, quoting Indian and European sources, that figures 
were between 200 and 500, whereas your comments suggested 
double digit, or something, as mentioned with Sri Lanka. 
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4 My report does not mention casualty figures, and 
I don't know why you extrapolate from no information some 
estimation. It's not there 

Q Chuck, can you explain to me how a group of 


diplomats flying over a city can determine whether or not there 
has been significant loss of life on the ground? 


a) The best [ can say is that - and again [ say we 
have no independent - 





Q You mean there were no bodies lying about the 
streets? 


a -- means of verifying this information. What I'm 
giving you is our best reading as put together by people who 
have been able to gather whatever information they've been able 
to gather. [t's no more than that. 


Chuck, there is a report that a demonstration 
will be held tomorrow in Washington, D.C., protesting against 
so-called human rights violations in India against the 
Moslems? Still you don't have any comment on the atrocities 
being done there? 





A No, [I don't 


Q Following that up, do you have any information on 
atrocities of Hindus by Sinhalese? 


- Is that the same question or a different question’ 
Q Same question. 

- I think it's the same question 

Q ({[naudible) 

- I don't have anything 


Q What [ gather from what you've just said today 
I'm not talking of the past -- is that the United States is 
saying it has no position vis-a-vis intrusion into either 
international waters or territorial areas of one country by 
another? 


fe) That's not true - 
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Q Is this what you - 


4 -- because, first of all, if you will simply 
refer to what [ said - 


Q Yes. 


-- we regretted the decision by the Government of 
India to deliver the supplies by air. What ['m not going to go 
into are hypothetical situations, because, until one knows the 
details, one doesn't know exactly what we're dealing with. 
That's all. Nothing more than that 


Q What exact details do you want now? I[ mean, you 
have the information that air supplies were dropped over one 
country - 


A And I commented on that. 

Q -- by another - 

And I commented on that. 

Q -~- and the only comment on that is regret? 
That's my comment 

Q The Austrian authorities are putting Martin 


Bartesch on a plane and sending him back to the U.S. What are 
you going to do when he lands? 


4 You'll have to stay in touch with Justice. 
That's their business. 


Q Last month Judge Sofaer said the United States 
expects West Germany to try Hamadei on charges comparable to 
those he would face if he were extradited to the United 
States. Is that stili our expectation? 


a In the aftermath of those comments, there have 
been a number of other comments that I've made from the 
podium. I was asked the question again yesterday, and I don't 
nave anything new to add 


Q No. But the later comments do not -- were 
ambivalent, were ambiguous. 
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A Well, [ invite you to put it all together, but [ 
don't have anything to add to what I've said before. 


Q Well, the later comments cloud rather than 
clarify what Sofaer said 


4 Somebody here? 


Q What about the report that a top Defense 
spokesman in Tehran said that [ran had a hand in the attack of 
the Stark? 


- I didn't see that story 


Q Sir, do you believe there will be any kind of 
effect or impact on the diplomatic activities between the 
United States and Israel because of the vacancy of the 
Ambassador's position in Washington? 


4 The question of naming an Ambassador here is 
something for the Israeli Government to decide. It's not 
something that ['m going to enter into. We continue to deal 
with the Embassy. We have our representation there. Those 
channels are still intact 


Q You don't have any reservations on the fact that 
there will be an Ambassador for the United States in Jerusalem* 


and a Charge' d'affaires in Washington, D.C. -- two different 
levels of representation? 


A That's not an unusual situation in the diplomatic 
world. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the report that 
Khomeini has ordered to form a panel for discussing the 
hostages, the American hostages' fate, or whatever it is? 


fe) We have no details other than the press reports, 
to which I assume you make reference If such a committee has 
been established, it would imply an acknowledgement by Iran 
that it can use its influence to effect the release of hostages 
in Lebanon if it wishes. We again call upon [ran to use its 
influence to free these innocent people at once. We repeat 
that the United States will make no concessions to those 
holding hostages, nor will we engage in any deals for hostages 
with the Government of [ran or others. 


* The reporter misspoke. The American Embassy in Israel is 
located in Tel Aviv. 
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Q Copy? 
A No. 


Q Chuck, to return to the United States, the 
Secretary has expressed his confidence, complete confidence in 
Assistant Secretary Abrams Several chairmen of key committees 
which have sway over American foreign policy have expressed 
their lack of confidence in the Assistant Secretary and have 
gone on to question his candor and his integrity I'm just 
asking you -— I'd like to ask you if the Department feels that 
these criticisms are unfair? 


“ Let me refer you to the Secretary's remarks of 
last night. [ think that speaks very clearly to the subject as 
I said earlier. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, JUNE 5, 1987, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Jim, I have no announcements 


Q Following up on what you were saying yesterday 
about the New Zealand legislation, you made references to the 
U.S. base at Christchureh; and looking over what you said, you 
seem to have been saying that you are prepared to examine other 
alternatives to that U.S. support facility. Am I reading you 
correctly? 


A Not really What I said -~ and [I'll repeat the 
key element of it for you - was, first of all, that our policy 
is not to link the Antarctic support activities to our dispute 
with New Zealand over port access; that policy hasn't changed 
-- and only that we would continue to review implementation of 
this law to determine its practical impact, and that would 
include, likewise, on Christchurch activities That's where 
things stand as of now 


Q Yes, but the Antarctic is a nuclear-free zone, so 
the issue of nuclear weapons or devices simply doesn't arise in 
connection with the Antarctic Is that not right? 


A [ just don't know anything about that particular 
aspect, J1m. I haven't heard that 


Q So 


These are research facilities that we're talkina 


Right. 


A -- in the Antarctic But what I said yesterday 
is that our aircraft, as are all of our ships and planes, are 
still subject to the "neither confirm nor deny" policy 
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Q and so far, the New Zealand Government has given 
them an exemption from asking the United States to elther 
confirm or qeny Do J ner deduce correctly that what you re 
saying is that if they should then remove that exemption and 
ask the United States to confirm or deny on nuclear weapons 
involving Christchurch, at that point, you would reconsider or 
you would consider moving the facility 

A No, I'm not going to take it as far as you want 


me to take it, because you're taking it into the realm of the 
hypothetical [I've given you our policy as it now stands in 
view of the facts as they are now stated, and I don't see any 


reason to extrapola 
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Q Chuck, on another topic? On the Gulf, do you 
have any comment on the Washington Post report from Kuwait that 
the Soviet Union would lease more ta s to Kuwait? 


> 

‘ 
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- No, I don't You'll have to talk to either the 


Kuwalitis or the Soviets 


w what about the process of reflagging‘ It 1s now 
on the shelf, or are you going ahead with it’ What do you 
think of Senator Pell's opposition’ 

- First of all we re moving ahead with tne 
necessary arrangements for that ref lagging 

Concerning Senator Pell's proposal I don't have any 
specific comment on that You know that our policy in the area 

- our interests that we're protecting there have been made 
clear, as is our intention to proceed on the reflagging 
arrangement Our policy is one which addresses important 1 
national security interests The two basic thrusts of that 
policy are an active search for a peaceful settlement of the 
lIran/Iraq war and helping to assure the security of our frienc 
in the region and freedom of navigation and the free flow of 
oil through the Gulf 

Q Chuck, on that, Admiral Crowe this morning 
conceded that we could have some casualties there and that the 
Iranians could escalate Have you fully assessed all of these 


varlous risks? And is this all coordinated with the Joi 
Chiefs 
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a If these ships fly American flags they are 
eligible for protection and will be protected 

Q And there is not a -- their ability to fly the 
American flag is not going to be contingent upon a Presidential 
decision to let them a t 

a What the Presiden Mas Sal1G, what the White House 
has said on Friday - and I'd invite you to take a close lock 
at that -- is when a certain number of things are lined up and 
are ready to go, then the whole arrangement will take effect 
That's ali I'm saying, nothing more than that 

Q You could say there is no anticipation to delay 
or in any way hold up the original schedule for putting those 
ships to sea, basically’ 

fe) I don't know what you refer to as the original 
schedule We've not put a deadline on it The necessary 
actions are moving forward. and when the President is ready to 
decide that everything is ready to go, it will be done 


MORE 











Q Chuck, would you say that the Presidential 
decision is not a “yes” or a “no” On protection, but just a 
“how”? Is that a fair - 


-) That's closer than a lot of your colleagues have 
gotten (i.aughter) 

Q ‘How and when," maybe? 

Q Chuck, why don't you - 

a How and when That's right 

Q Chuck, why you don't recognize exclusion war zone 


-- neither the Iraqi, neither the Iranian? 


Because, as [I've spoken -- this is the high seas 
Q But -- 
.) We're very much in defense of freedom of 


navigation all around the world 


Q But there are areas which you can navigate in 
mean, why you choose the exclusion areas -- [ mean zone 

~ First of all, 1 haven't said that anyone 
navigated in or out of those zones in any particular time, if 
that's the conclusion you're trying to draw But our positior 
on freedom of navigation is a longstanding one It applies 
around the world There are all kinds of considerations 

Q But can you look at 1984 or ‘85, you were 
resoe ting the exclusion zone, but now you change your 
po son Can you look at that? 

fs) I don't know of any change of that kind 

Q The Iranian Deputy Foreign Minister is traveiing 


around Europe, reportedly trying to drum up opposition to 
President Reagan's plan to seek support for his Gulf state 
policy -- Guif policy Do you have any reaction to that? 


a No 


Q Do you have any reaction or any information about 
the reports that between China and Iran there is a very 
2xtensive agreement -- oi] in exchange for arms -- up to -- 
worth up to $500 million? 
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No I don't have those kinds of details 


Do you have any updating for us on the activities 
nistration for the release of the U.S. hostages in 


Nothing in specific terms I would stay with the 
racterization that we do everything that we can 
ules of which you're aware, and that that continues 
pproach to this 


Are you of the opinion that things could be 
and in this case the value of the hostages is going 
and less and then diminish completely, and in this 
jackers would just -- or those who are keeping the 
1] just release them like that? 


[ don't want to comment on any scenarios that you 
orward I would stick with our essential position, 
these are innocent victims; they ought to be 
here's no reason for holding them; and, as I said 
Gain, the United States is not going to make any 

or make any deals in that regard 


Chuck, do you have any reaction te the reported 
f Abu Nidal from Damascus? 


No [ have nothing on that 
Do you have anything on the Administration policy 


protection of the ozone as reported in the 
Post this morning? 


ry 
to that one 


Th 
layer was a 
process T 


production 

schedule fo 
continue to 
new knowled 


I was wondering when you were going to get arour 
(Laughter ) 


e U.S. position on a protocol] to protect the ozone 

dopted last November through a formal inter-agency 
hat position called for a near-term freeze on 
levels of certain ozone-depleting chemicals, a 

r substantial reductions, and a commitment to 
factor into our international control strategy the 
ge we gain of a scientific, technical and economic 


nature That position has not changed 


At 


the same time we are continuing to discuss within 


the government the details that must be resolved to produce a 
workable pr 
by the Chai 


otocol We are considering the draft text produced 
rnan of the negotiations, UN. Environment Program 
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Executive Director Mostafa Tolba, in Geneva in April Other 
governments are engaged in similar discussions 


We remain optimistic that continued discussion of 
these issues will lead to adoption of an effective protoco] 
text at the diplomatic conterence in Montreal in September 


Q Chuck, on the - 

Q Excuse me Chuck - 

A Yes? 

Q Returning to the Silkworms, you were asked about 


the Silkworm missiles a few moments ago and you said -- 


A The Silkworms are below the ozone layer, as far 
as [ know. (Laughter) 


Q And you hope they stay there 

Q You said something to the effect that you don't 
want to add anything to our already expressed feelings of 
concern Would that be your answer if one were to ask you 


shout the authoritative story in the Washington Post today, 


that the Administration is considering as an option a 
preemptive strike against these missiles should they be 


deployed? 
4 My answer to that question would be different 
Q Ah! Then consider the question asked 
a My answer would be that we don't comment on 


alleged or reported rules of engagement or possibilities for 
any kind of military contingency planning 


Q Chuck, are you concerned about the reported 
arrest of 6,000 opposition in Egypt, according to the 
Washington Post today? Are you concerned about these actions 
in Egypt? 





4 I haven't focused on that report, so I don't have 
any reaction 


Q Do you have any comment on the -- 


Q A follow-up on that question, please. Do you 
have any comment on the report in the same newspaper that the 
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US. Administration is really concerned about the security of 
its diplomats in Egypt? 


A Only to say -- by way of a more general answer - 
that we're always concerned about security [hat goes for 
posts around the world The possibility of terrorism anywhere 


is always a subject of concern, and for that reason we take 
appropriate security measures at our Embassies and we encourage 
diplomatic personnel to be security conscious at all times 
That's the kind of approach we're taking in Cairo; and, as I've 
said previously, there are extensive security measures provided 
for our Embassy employees there 


Q And you have trust enough in the security 
organizations, official security organizations, in Egypt to do 
their job to protect the diplomats in Cairo? 


A The local security agencies are always part of 
the process of protecting our Embassies [I don't have any 
detailed knowledge to allow me to make any real definitive 
judgment of the kind you're asking for I just couldn't do it 


Q This way you are giving me the impression -- 


m [ don't have any reason to doubt that we're 
getting the kind of cooperation - 


Q [I'm afraid you are giving me - 
“ -- that we expect, and that we need 
Q ['m afraid you are giving me the impression that 


you mainly depend on your own security measurements in Egypt 
more than the Egyptian security operation 


+ I'm not trying to draw any balance whatsoever 
have just said that part of the process for protecting our 
diplomats comes from the host government That's a function 
under normal diplomatic practice [t happens around the world 
it happens in Egypt We also take our own security precautions 
that I think you might find logical as well So there are a 
number of players in this -- our employees, the Embassy, the 
United States Government, the Egyptian Government 


Q In this respective? In this order? 


[ have no complaints to register about Egyptian 


security 














Egypt? 


the President will go ahead 


Friday 
to how 
try to 
let me 
them 


Q But you don't 


a I said I didn't have any - 

Q - any comment on that? 

a I said I had no comment on that 
Q Chuck, 
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nave 
measures the Egyptian taking by arresting 6,000 people in 
[I mean, you don't have - 


you 


don't 
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see any excessive 


on the Presidential decision on the Gulf, 
you said that when a certain number of things are dealt with, 
Would some of those certain 
things include the support that we could get from our summit 
partners? 


A The operative language on all of these questions 
is that released by 


If you refer to that, 


you should vi 


paraphrase them, 


the President and the 


ew all 


just refer you back 


That's where 





we are 


of 


which 


to 


White House on 
you'll be exactly on target as 
chose questions 


So rather than 


some of you don't seem to like, 


those documents 
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Q Do you have an initial reaction to the 
announcement of a referendum on the future of the U.S. base in 
Greece by Mr. Papandreou? 


a The question of a referendum is an internal Greek 
matter We don't know what the timing for such a referendum 
would be I would only note, however, that in March of 1986 


the Secretary and Prime Minister Papandreou agreed that a 
serious discussion of the future of our military installations 
would take place in time to permit the orderly resolution of 
the question well prior to December 1988 


Therefore, in order to meet that timetable, we hope 
that negotiations will begin soon 


Q Have you had any exchanges with the Greek 
Government on this matter? 


a We have an Embassy there, as we do around the 
world We have a lot of discussions We have Under Secretary 
Derwinski who has been on his first trip to Greece and Turkey 
since becoming the senior Department official responsible for 
security assistance matters The purpose of his trip, 
specifically - and this is a little apart from your question 
-- is to review U.S. security assistance programs with local 
officials in those countries 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
troops shooting again? 


a) Let me just add a few lines, since this fellow is 
interested in Greece 


I could add that when the Secretary visited Athens 
last year, he and the Prime Minister agreed, as [ have just 
said, that this should take place well prior to December of 
‘88. The Secretary wrote to Prime Minister Papandreou in 
December proposing that we begin discussions on the future 
status of our military facilities in Greece Prime Minister 
Papandreou replied that exploratory discussions could begin 
between Greek Foreign Minister Papoulias and US. Ambassador to 
Greece Robert Keeley 


While no dates have been set for these discussions, we 
think they should be pursued as soon as possible 


Q Chuck, to follow that up, may I note for the 
record that that's a divulgation of a diplomatic communication 
which you've refused to do before on many other occasions? 
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4 Certainly, and I'll be happy to do it now and 
again, whenever it suits our purpose 


(Laughter) 


Q Do you have any reaction to the resignation of 
the Lebanese Speaker of the Parliament, Hussayni? 


s His resignation? 
Q Yeah 
4 We were surprised by this sudden decision. 


Speaker Husseini has consistently demonstrated dedication to 
Lebanon's institutions of government; in particular, the 
National Assembly, and to the cause of peace and stability in 
Lebanon 


Lebanon's legitimate institutions, including the 
Parliament and the Armed Forces, must have the support of all 
Lebanese if Lebanon's crisis 1s to be resolved 


Q Do you have any comment on the [sraeli troops 
shooting at the demonstrators, killing a young Arab? 


“ I don't have any details on that 

Q Chuck, in West Berlin the head of a new 
neo-fascist party. the Republikaner, is bragging that through 
his connections with Ambassador Burt, he's received a formal 
invitation to attend the ceremonies that President Reagan will 
participate in next Friday 


Can you confirm or deny that he's been invited to 
participate? 


- Don't have any information on that 
Michael? 


Q The Washington Post reported today that the 





Secretary had telephoned senior White House officials in Venice 
to demend adamantly -- I think the phrase was -- that the White 
House issue a similar statement of support for Secretary 
Abrams, as Secretary Shultz himself did the other night Is 
that true’ 
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a All I would say is that you know the Secretary's 
position. I've expressed it. He's put out a statement 
You've seen what the White House has had to say. [t's not my 
impression that there was any cajoling particularly necessary 
to produce any of those remarks. 


Q Senator Byrd has joined the chorus of voices 
saying Abrams should step down. Do you have any reaction? 


i) No, I don't 


Q Sorry, what was the question? I mean, I'd like 
to follow up. 


A Go ahead and follow up. 


Q The Washington Post, New York Times, Miami 
Herald, and for all I know half the other newspapers in the 
United States had editorials today saying that Abrams' 
effectiveness has basically been undermined by his testimony on 
the Hill. 





Does the Secretary still stand by his statement of 
total support? 


A He certainly does, 100 percent 


Q Chuck, since you're so eager on diplomatic 
communications today, did our Ambassador to Austria apologize 
to the Austrians about the handling of the Bartesch matter? 
And do you have anything on where that stands? 


A You know I don't comment on dipiomatic 
communications (Laughter) 

Q I knew it! 

Q Do you have any comment on the court's ruling on 


the unfreezing of the Marcos' assets? 
A No, I don't 


Q In Israel, the Israeli Government's -- the two 
investigations into the Pollard case apparently both 
recommended that the investigation not go beyond Pollard to 
include other representatives of the Israeli Government -- and 
did so even though they said it might disagree with the United 
States' request or demands in doing so. 


Is there any position --— has the United States 
formally requested that [srael pursue General Fitan's 
involvement, in particular, and other government officials in 
Israel? 
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4 I've not taken any position on those particvlar 
reports, so I really don't have anything to offer on that 


Q And one more thing Just for the record, it was 
Stated by Mr. Hakim this morning that Oliver North told Iranian 
officials that he was negotiating with that the United States 
would invade Iran in the event that the Soviets sent troops 
across the border from the north 


Just for the record, can you comment on that? 


3) [ hope you're not going to try to read into the 
record everything that happens in those hearings. Otherwise 
we'll have to have standing sessions in the afternoon, and you 
can come and sort of read this into the record. But, no, I 
have no comment. 


Q Just to follow up the same question about the 
Pollard case. Would it be correct to assume that you consider 
the file of Pollard as closed as far as the U.S. Government is 
concerned, with the sentence being implemented? 


A I don't have any formal response to that kind of 
a question. You know the various kinds of things that have 
been going on, but I don't have anything particularly, no. 


Q Has the State Department got any kind of comment 
on the anniversary of the Six-Day War? Sometimes on historic 
occasions - 


fe) Well, actually, I could offer something. 


Today, as in 1967, a just and lasting peace between 
Israel and its neighbors remains the goal of the United 
States. Our efforts during the last 20 years have been and 
continue to be directed towards finding common ground between 
the parties and exploring all ways that would contribute to 
peace negotiations. The governments concerned and the 
Palestinians must participate in direct bilateral negotiations 
to settle their differences, reduce tension, and work out a 
peace that will be fair to all. 


Today, many in the region do not accept the status quo 
of belligerency and are prepared to build on the momentum of 
the past to open negotiations that would lead to a 
comprehensive Middle East peace. Current and future 
generations can expect no less from their leaders 
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We are currently working closely with the parties t 
see whether an international conference could be constructed to 
lead promptly to direct negotiations and peace without 
interfering with those negotiations or imposing a settlement 
Because peace is so important for the peoples of the Middle 
Fast and the United States, we will not relax our efforts 
toward the achievement of a just and lasting peace we are 
trying to build upon the progress that has been achieved thus 
far to reach the goal of peace 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 

- Yes 

Q Is the Reagan initiative of September 1, 1982, as 
far as I remember, still the basis for the U.S. Government's 
policy towards the Middle East? 

- Yes, it is If you will look at the Secretary's 


remarks at the AIPAC Conference, you will find that he said 
that would be the position we would take to the negotiations 


T 


Q nank you 


Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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ON THE RECO8D UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 

MRS. ORKLEY G00d afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 
have no announcements, so 1 will be happy to answer your 
Questions 

Q The wires pass 

Q Phyllis, you may recall last Wednesday Chuck, in 


response to a question, said that we are taking a very active 
ieadership role in pursuing a resolution of the Iran/Iraq war 
at the U.N. and that we're gratified that there has been, in 
fact, substantial progress 


Now Mrs. Kirkpatrick, the former Ambassador. today 
says that the new US. effort to persuade the tive Permanent 
Members of the UN. Security Council to impose a real global 


arms embargo failed Couid you resolve this? 


~ I'm sorry I just can't hel 
really have nothing further to add to what Chuck had said, but 
I'll see if we can get something for you 1 

Q Can you find out whether it was the Chinese 
refusal to go along with the draft resolution that was 
responsible for the breakdown, if there was a breakdown?’ 


= I don't want to give you any hope that we're 
going to get into any of the details of those negotiations in 
New York I'll just have to check on the outcome 

o Well, she says that France and Britain refused 
go along 

a I just can't help you with that now 

Q Do you have any reaction to the Schlesinger 


report on the U.S. Embassy in Moscow?’ 


- The question involved the report of Or 
Schlesinger on the new office building in Moscow Let me just 
point out that Dr. Schlesinger visited Moscow last week as part 
of his task to determine the condition and usability of the 
U.S. Embassy's new office building He has left Moscow, but 
has not yet returned to the United States 
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We expect to have the report of his findings to the 
Secretary in the latter half of June: but we have not yet 
received that report so we really are not going to make any 
comments on it 


Q Will you comment on his public statements? 


a Well, he simply said that he had not submitted 
his report to the Secretary, and I think that goes along with 
our view on this that we're going to wait until we get the 


report 


Q I think he nad a statement saying that he is nor 
for the opinion of the demolition of the whole building 


a Well. perhaps we've seen different reports, but 
the report I saw mentioned that he simply said he wasn't ruling 
out a certain possibility. and I would stick by that too I 


don't think anything has been ruled out, and we're waiting to 
get his report 


Q Phyllis. Frank Carlucci said the other day that 
you communicated with the iranians through various channels 
You warned them of the Silkworm Can you tell us what these 


various channels are’ 


s I don't have anything specific on the channels 
[I think we've been over that in the briefing several times and 
have referred to diplomatic ways of getting our points across 
to the [ranians 


not through arms dealers or 


Q You mean it 15 t 
anything like that, when you say various channels? 
(Laughter ) 

a No We have used the comment, “diplomatic 
channels.“ and I think at one point also Chuck mentioned that 
we used the Swiss in Tehran for various messages I don't want 


to leave any impression that we're not going through accepted 
diplomatic channels 


Q Do you have any comment on the new Israeli 
Ambassador appointee’ And when do you predict agrement will be 
completed’ 


= I really don't have any comment on that We've 
not yet received a formal request for agrement, and it would be 
inappropriate to offer any comment before those procedures have 
been carried out 


Q When you do receive the request, about how long 
might it take? 
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I'm just not going to speculate on that 


Q Do you have any status reports about the U.S 
military presence in the Gulf or around the Gulf? And was 
there an increase, after all of these sabre-rattling statements 
between [ran and the United States? 


= No I don't have anything further to add than 
what's been said before 


Q On the violence on the West Bank, there were 
attacks this past Saturday by Jewish settlers on the refugee 
camp near Bethlehem -- Dheisheh -- and there have been some 
injuries and some destruction Do you have any comment on such 
things which have been -- 


a No, I don't have any comment on that today 

Q Another question, excuse me [ want to follow 
this 

a) All right 

Q The US. Ambassador to Tel Aviv, Mr. Pickering 
criticized last week the iron-fist policy o° Israel in the 
occupied territories and predicted more violence against 
Palestinians by settlers and [sraeli authorities Do you have 


any comment on this statement of the Ambassador’ 


No [ have nothino rurther on his statement 

Q Do you have anything on the report that Kuwait 
nas askec China to participate in protecting shipping in the 
Gu ] f? 

Aa I have nothing on the specifics of that report 


However, I would note that the PRC could play a very positive 
role in helping move the Iran-Iraq war toward a negotiated end 
and in reducing the threat to non-belligerent Gulf shipping 


We have expressed our concern over Chinese sales of 
arms such as the Silkworm missiles, and we have also expressed 
our views on the threat they pose to freedom of navigation and 
the free flow of oil in the Gulf 


Q There have also been reports that an Iran-China 
arms deal in the range of $600 million is in the offing Do 
you have anything on that? 


a I think our views on arms shipments in general tc 
[Iran and our diplomatic efforts to deal with them are well 
known We continue to seek to discourage the PRC as well as 
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others from supplying arms to Iran as a very necessary step in 
persuading Tehran to cooperate in diplomatic efforts to end the 
war 


Q What about your cooperation with the Soviet Union 
in light of Vorontsov's statement to the New York Times? 


fe) I'm unclear on exactly what his statement was 


Q He was talking about the cooperation between the 
United States and the Soviet Union in the Gulf area 


“ We are not aware of any specific Soviet proposals 
on the Gulf Of course, regional issues constitute a major 
part of the overall U S -Soviet agenda, and the [ran-Iraq war 
has come up before in U.S. -Soviet meetings, including those at 
a high level 


Q When will Mr. Murphy be meeting with Mr 
Polyakov? Do you have an idea’ 


- The next set of exchanges will likely be held 
this summer although no date has been set This year's 
meetings will be the third annual session of the regional 
experts' talks on the Middle East These exchanges on the 
Middle East have always been wide-ranging, the Iran-Iraq war 
has come up before in this context, and it would be safe to 
assume that it would again 


Q A follow-up on your answer on Vorontsov I mean 
in the past, you said the Soviet Union had no role to play in 
the security of the Gulf area Are you still supporting this 


statement, or have you changed, that you see the Soviet Union 
had any role? 


4 No, I said that we just didn't have anything 
specific on that, but certainly there has been m change in c 
attitude on the Soviet role 


Q A follow-up on the same question ‘So you have 
any comment on the Soviet attitude not to increase the number 
of their ships in the Gulf area? 


“ No, [ just have nothing on that 


SN 


Excuse me, you had a question’ 


Q [It's been asked 

4 All right, thank you 

Q Are we exchanging dates with the Soviets for a 
possible summit this year? 
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a I think the question of a possible U.S. -Soviet 
summit has been well covered in Venice, and I have nothing 
further to add on that 


Q What about a meeting in July between Mr 
Shevardnadze and Mr. Shultz here in Washington? 


a We have said before, and it remains the position 
we consider this a possibility but there's nothing on the 
calendar 

Q Phyllis, there's a report from Israel that Israel 


is limiting its ties with South Africa Do you have any 
comment on that? 


a No, I don't have anything on that 


Q Phyllis, there was a report over the weekend that 
we anticipate a visit to Washington by President Mubarak of 
Egypt and King Hussein of Jordan Do you have any comment on 
this? 


“ No, I don't have anything on that 


Q Is there a standing invitation to Mr. Mubarak to 
visit Washington? 


4 Il believe so I think that when we talked about 
this earlier, we expressed the hope that mutually satisfactory 
dates could be worked out 


Q It's a housekeeping question on a different 
topic In view of last week's statement about the Antarctic 
base at Christchurch, could you please let us know when ther: 
another meeting of the Antarctic policy group yr whether that 
has taken place yet? 


- I'll do my best on that I just don't happen t 
know those dates offhand 


Q Phyllis, how is Elliott Abrams doing? (Laughter) 


a Just fine [ think Chuck covered that well last 
week, and there hasn't been any change 


Q He's still doing a sensational job, then? 
a That's what the Secretary said 
Q Phyllis, on [ndia-Sri Lanka, is the U.S. in 


consultation with the two sides to diffuse the next crisis? 
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” Well. we certainly remain in continuous contact 
with both governments, but | just Nave nothing specific to 
offer on any further consultations with them 


Q Phyllis, out of Venice the reports are that our 
allies are not terribly enthused about our initiative in the 
Persian Gulf Do you have any 


A I don't have any comment on that I think al] 
that response will come from Venice 


Q Can you say if there is going to oe any special 
U.S. deployment to Berlin in light of the fact that there are a 
number of demonstrations that are being organized against 
President Reagan's appearance there on Friday? 


A No, I just have nothing on that 
. Going to back to India-Sri Lanka for a minute 
You said that you are remaining in continuous contact, and last 
week Chuck expresseGg regret that the [ndians had violated Sri 
LORRGA Gir SpECe Have the Indians explained why they did it 
to the u S ? 


A I just have nothing on that 


Q Just to follow that When did he say that the 


regretted the violatior space? 
a Why don't you check in ¢t Press Office 
Q It's not there 


Q wel] wnNy 
afterwards on that 


Okay? Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 





TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Cune 8, 1987 daily press briefinc: 


UNSC EFFORTS ON LIRAN/IRAO WAR 





What is the status of the talks on the Iran-Iraq war at the 


UN? 

THE DISCUSSIONS AT THE UN HAVE NOT FAILED AND WE ARE IN NO 

WAY DISSATISFIED BY THE RATE OF PROGRESS OR BY THE SUPPORT 

WE HAVE RECEIVED FROM OUR ALLIES ON THE COUNCIL. THERE ARE 
NO PLANS TO SHIFT DISCUSSION OF THE ISSUE TO THE GENERAL 


ASSEMBLY. 


-- DISCUSSIONS HAVE BEEN GOING ON FOR SOME TIME AMONG UNSC 
MEMBERS ON EFFECTIVE MEANS TO BRING THIS CONFLICT TO AN 
END, INCLUDING EFFECTIVc ENFORCEMENT MEASURES. AS WE SAID, 
WE ARE GRATIFIED THAT THERE HAS IN FACT BEEN SUBSTANTIAL 
PROGRESS MADE TO DATE TOWARDS AGREEMENT ON ELEMENTS OF A 


RESOLUTION. 


-- MORE WORK REMAINS TO BE DONE, BUT WE ARE CONFIDENT [HAI 
THE SECURITY COUNCIL WILL MAKE A SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION 
TO MAINTAINING INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY IN THIS 


MOST DANGEROUS CONFLICT. 
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SENATOR BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, Frank Carlucci and I 
are prepared to answer your questions. I might tell you that the 
morning has been spent, and this afternoon, in the bilateral meetings 
between the President and foreign leaders. He's met now with 
Chancellor Helmut Kohl, with Prime Minister Nakasone, and he will 
meet with Mrs. Thatcher tomorrow with -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: Mitterrand. 

SENATOR BAKER: Mitterrand on Wednesday -- 

MR. CARLUCCI: And Mulroney. 

SENATOR BAKER: -- and Mulroney tomorrow -- 

MR. CARLUCCI: Mulroney's Thursday -- 

SENATOR BAKER: -- Thursday. 

MR. CARLUCCI: And he met with Fanfani this morning. 


SENATOR BAKER: And Fanfani was the first of the 
bilaterals. 


The bilaterals were wide-ranging. The President and the 
leaders of these governments discussed a wide range of issues. Among 
them were the agenda for the summit, economic circumstances involving 
many subdivisions, as well as international matters. 


I will leave it to Frank Carlucci to characterize that in 
response to your questions, which you will inevitably have. And I'll 
be glad now to try and answer your questions. 


Chris. 


Q Senator, as you well know, many in Congress warned 
you beforehand, including your own Minority Leader in the Senate, 
that you shouldn't lift the sanctions; that there was a big move for 
protectionism, and this was only going to feed the fuel for tougher 
measures. Haven't you played into the opposition's hands on this? 











SENATOR BAKER: I think the President has done the right 
thing and I think he did it in a responsible way and after the most 
careful corsideration. The President was very aware of the concerns 
expressed by leaders of the Congress, particularly of the Senate, and 
most expecially, by the Majority and Minority Leader in the Senate; 
and the President makes reference in his remarks to his concern for 
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and awareness of the problems expressed, the concerns expressed by 
the Congress. 


However, the relationship between the United States and 
Japan, the commercial and the foreign policy relationship between the 
United States and Japan is enormously important, and the President, 
I‘m sure, took all factors into account as he reached this decision 
to have a partial lifting of sanctions. 


The President made it clear in his statement that he was 
not lifting the entire bulk of the sanctions and that instead he was 
responding in a measured way to the improvement that was discernible 
from the data available so far. I think that's the right approach. 

I think the President is saying by that, we're offering you an 
incentive. If you'll continue to stop the dumping of semiconductors, 
you can expect that there'll be continuing relief from the sanctions 
that were imposed about six weeks ago. 


I think that the President has been careful and cautious 
and has reached a proper decision. 


Helen? 


Q He obviously reached this decision before he came to 
Venice. didn't he? 


SENATOR BAKER: No, he really didn't, Helen. He did not -- 
Q Question. 


SENATOR BAKER: The question was, obviously, the President 
reached this decision before he came to Venice. He did not reach 
that decision, in fact, until after he met with Prime Minister 
Nakasone today. The matter was debated at length within the 
President's own staff, with Cabinet members -- there were a great 
number of meetings and papers circulatec. The President reserved 
judgment on this matter until today and made this decision on the 
basis of a composite of recommendations from different agencies 
within the government. 





Q How come all of you have come out and hinted so 
strongly -- all you yesterday? What do you mean he made it just when 
he talked to Nakasone? 


SENATOR BAKER: No, the hint that I gave yesterday was that 
I expect that the President will have something to say about 
semiconductors. Indeed, he has. And it was clear that the President 
wanted to do something if the data justified it. Indeed, the 
President said in his departure statement when Prime Minister 
Nakasone left Washington that he hoped that the data would yield 
results that would permit him to relieve the sanctions even before 
the Venice summit. 


But the final decision on what he was going to do and 
precisely how it was going to be done and what the ratio and 
proportions would be were not made until today. 


San. 





Q Senator, in light of your remarks yesterday, I think 
it's a little unclear what the U.S. attitude is toward the Soviet 
presence in the Gulf, the Persian Gulf. Did you mean to suggest that 
the United States and the Soviet Union will now work together as 
co-guarantors of freedom of passage in the Gulf? 


SENATOR BAKER: No, I did not mean that, Sam. What I meant 
and what I think I said was that it would have been a terrible 
mistake, given the fact that the Kuwaitis invited both the United 
States and the Soviet Union to reflag some of their tankers. If the 
United States had declined to do that in the face of the Soviet 
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agreement to do so, that would leave the Persian Gulf effectively 
under the control of the Soviet Union. 


The Soviet Union in the Persian Gulf has been distinctly 
unhelpful. It is a unique situation that the Kuwaitis chose to ask 
both sides. And the fact that the United States agreed to that 
request I think suggests that we have thwarted what I'm sure was the 
desire of the Soviet Union to extend their control and to extend 
their influence in the Middle East generally. 


Q But you said, when asked whether it was a good 
thing, you said words to the effect that, well, it might be, 
depending on what happens, but it was certainly not a bad thing. 


SENATOR BAKER: I don't remember the exact words, Sam, but 
what I said was, as I recall, is I don't think it's a good thing, 
necessarily, but it's certainly not a bad thing. But what I meant 
and what I -- and the context that was said was not a bad thing, 
considering the fact that we had an opportunity to reflag vessels and 
to share in that requested responsibility by the Kuwaiti government. 


Q But we still dm'‘t want the Soviets to increase 
their presence in the Persian Gulf? 


SENATOR BAKER: We still do not want the Soviets to 
increase their presence in the Persian Gulf. And we will continue 
that policy, I am sure, indefinitely. 


Q Can you give us a little flavor of the bilaterals -- 
when the President informed Prime Minister Nakasone of this decision; 
what was his reaction; the nature of the discussion with Kohl? 


SENATOR BAKER: All right, I'll take a try at that, and I'd 
like to yield to Frank for that purpose. I think that Prime Minister 
was pleased, but I think that he felt that -- well, I think his reply 
was that we'll continue to work to make it possible to reduce the 
balance of the sanctions. 


Frank, do you want to add to that? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I think that's an accurate portrayal of the 
Prime Minister's attitude. He expressed the hope that all the 
sanctions could come off. He indicated his determination to continue 
to work to that end and he hoped that we would do it as soon as 
possible. 


SENATOR BAKER: Charles. 


Q Did the President ask in any of these bilaterals for 
specific help from his allies in the Persian Gulf? Did he ask in and 
either monetary or military form? 


% BAKER: The question was, did the President ask for 
specific . vce in the Persian Gulf? Did he ask for either 
military or fi uncial help? The Persian Gulf came up and was 
discussed and there was a general expression of support by those to 
whom -- with whom he discussed it. 


I do not recall, Frank, that he made any request for 
specific assistance. 


MR. CARLUCCI: No, he did not, Charles. I think you have 
to bear in mind that those kinds of discussions will take place at 
the dinner tmight, and behind the scenes, people are working with 
their respective counterparts at the staff level to discuss this 
whole issue. 


I might note that Prime Minister Nakasone volunteered to be 
as helpful as he could in the Persian Gulf. Prime Minister Mulroney 
has phoned the President to indicate his support. And the sense that 
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I get talking to various of my counterparts is that we certainly can 
expect some support for the principle of freedom of navigation in the 
Persian Gulf. 


Q What do you want them to do? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Helen, that varies from country to country 
and that has to be the subject of follow-on discussion, as you're 
well aware. Two of the countries here have constitutional 
impediments to military activity in the Persian Gulf. Two others are 
already represented by military forces in the Persian Gulf. So 
pursuant to the activities here, our diplomatic establishment will be 
discussing with each country what the most appropriate contribution 
shoula be. 


But let me emphasize a point I made yesterday; that the 
major contribution all these countries can make is to help us, 
working in the U.N. Security Council, to bring about a resolution 
with teeth in it for a cease-fire in the area and put an end to the 
fighting. That's the best way to ensure peaceful passage through the 
Straits. 


Q What was said in the other two bilaterals about the 
Persian Gulf? 


Q What happened when the President and Mr. Kohl got 
together on the subjects of the Persian Gulf, arms control, and 
stimulating the German economy? 


SENATOR BAKER: I didn't hear the first part of your 
question. 


Q What happened when the President and Mr. Kohl got 
together on those three subjects -- the Persian Gulf, arms control, 
and stimulating the German economy? 


SENATOR BAKER: The question was, what happened in the 
bilateral with Chancellor Kohl when the President brought -- or when 
they brought together the three items, the Persian Gulf, arms 
control, and the stimulation of the German economy. All those, all 
three of those were, indeed, discussed. 


The arms control issue, the INF, SRINF, and other aspects 
of arms control occupied a substantial part of the, as I recall, 
40-minute conversation. And it was fairly detailed. There was no 
disagreement between the United States and Germany in that 


conversation on the negotiating position of the United States with 
the Soviet Union. 


On the question of the Persian Gulf, the Chancellor also 
expressed, as I recall, in general terms, his support for the U.S. 
position in the Persian Gulf. And, frankly, I dm't recall whether 
he mentioned the constitutional impediment or not, but it was 
mentioned either by the President or by one of us. 


And on the question of the economy, the President mentioned 
to Chancellor Kohl that he hoped that the German government would 
continue to improve the level of economic activity in his country. 
And the Chancellor, I'm sure, heard and understood that. 


Q Did he say anything back about that? 


SENATOR BAKER: Do you remember anything he said about that 
-- no, I don't. 


Q Senator, can you -- on that point, if you will, on 
that same bilateral meeting, did the question of the extradition of 
Hamadei arise? Did the President seek it? Did Kohl say anything 
about it? 
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SENATOR BAKER: Terry, it did not come up in that 
bilateral. But I can assure you it is going to come up in the course 
of conversations between representatives of the United States and the 
Federal Republic. 


Q At the President's level? 
SENATOR BAKER: At the President's level. 
Q Do you expect that tonight? 


SENATOR BAKER: To tell you the truth, we ran out of time 
because the arms control side of the thing took so much of the 
conversation that there were a long list of other items that normally 
would have been discussed and that was certainly on the list to be 
discussed. 


Was there any sign -- was there any sign at all of 
additional military help from the British and French or from the 
Canadians after the phone call from Mulroney? Or are you putting 
more emphasis on perhaps getting an arms embargo through the U.N. 
resolution? 


SENATOR BAKER: Are we -- let me give it to Frank. 


MR. CARLUCCI: Let me emphasize a point -- that the United 
States Navy, as Admiral Crowe has said, is perfectly capable of 
escorting 1l reflagged Kuwaiti tankers and defending themselves. And 
they've already worked out a plan for that. What you're talking 
about is diplomatic support, symbolic support, coordination and 
cooperation of various forms from the allies. As I indicated 
earlier, different countries have different capabilities and 
different impediments. Certainly for those that have ships in the 
Gulf, we can coordinate our activities. But it's really not up to us 
to tell the U.K. you ought to have four ships instead of three ships. 
And tell the French how many ships they should have in the Gulf. 
It*‘s up to each nation to look at the kind of support it can give 
once we have all agreed on the impcrtance of what is taking place 
over there. 


Q Could you give me an example of additional kinds of 
contributions? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, I did give you an example in the 
diplomatic areas -- support at the U.N. -- but possibly port visits, 
there could be maybe some symbolic preserce, assistance in dialogue 
with some of the Gulf countries -- there are various ways. 


Q Nothing more tangible than that? 

MR. CARLUCCI: Well, it's too early to make that kind of a 
flat assertion. The President hasn't had all his bilaterals at this 
point, nor has the general political discussion taken place. 


Q Escort fees or any discussion of that? 


SENATOR BAKER: Lou Cannon. 




















Q Senator, in reference to your statement yesterday 
and your earlier answer to Sam, do you think it would be -- it 
Gesirable for the United States to be reflagging those Kuwaiti 
tankers and escorting them, even if the Soviet Union were not 
involved? 


SENATOR BAKER: Yes, I think so. I think that the fact, 
however, that the Kuwaitis asked both the Soviet Union and the United 
States made it far more desirable that that occur. I think it would 
have been a bad mistake for the United States not to participate 
under those circumstances. But my guess is that the United States 
would have done it anyway had the Kuwaitis asked, or in the 
alternative that the United States would have agreed to escort 
Kuwaiti vessels, which they have the right to do. But the facts are 
that the Kuwaitis did ask both the United States and the Soviet 
Union, and the United States did accede to that request as did the 
Soviet Union. 


MR. CARLUCCI: Let me make an additional point, Lou. 
Reflagging is a fairly common process. Countries have been 
reflagging under the United States for years. And if there is 5l 
percent American ownership and if they comply with all the safety 
standards, there is virtually no way you can say no to a country, 
absent some piece of legislation that directs you to say no. So this 
is not something novel and different. 


Also, as you're well aware, the U.S. Navy has been 
protecting U.S. flagged vessels since its inception. 


Q Not many U.S. flagged vessels are under Navy escort, 
however, as a matter of routine practice. This is a unique 
Situation. 


MR. CARLUCCI: As required. This has happened down 
through the years, Sam, and it's -- it is quite obvious that it's 
reguired in the Gulf, although let's keep this thing in proportion. 
The attacks on shipping in the Gulf over the past couple of years 
have really represented about two percent of the shipping. You — 
frequently cite the number as 54 this year from both beligerent 
parties. But in terms of the volume of shipping, it's really very 
small. 


Q You yourself have admitted in a CNN interview that 
the risk is greater now. You say the risk is greater and we‘re 
threatening to blow up Iran. 


MR. CARLUCCI: I have said there is a risk, and I have 
said that the Silkworm adds a new dimension to the risk, and I think 
that's self-evident. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, you seem to be saying, though, that 
the United States should bear the full military burden of escorting 
these ships, and that the French and the British, while they have 
ships there, maybe all they need to do is coordinate some activities 
with the United States. 


MR. CARLUCCI: I am saying that the U.S. Navy is capable 
of escorting 11 ships. They have been escorting U.S. flagged vessels 
in the Gulf. The U.K. is escorting from time to time some of its 
ships. We surely don‘t need to turn to the U.K. or some other 
country and say, “We dont have the capability. Would you escort some 
of our ships?" What we are talking about, basically, is support, 
coordination, diplomatic activity. 
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We are -- we're not suggesting that the U.S. Navy 
abdicate its responsibilities for protecting American-flagged vessels 
simply because other countries have an interest in the Gulf as well 


Q What about escort -- what about escort fees? 


Q How can the President have any credibility at all in 
terms of his statements about fair trade if he puts sanctions on and 
six weeks later he takes them off? 


SENATOR BAKER: I really do believe that the President 
made it clear when he imposed the sanctions that, one, it was done 
reluctantly; number two, that it was in response to a specific 
situation -- dumping in violation of a particular agreement; and 
number three, he hoped to relieve those sanctions as soon as 
circumstances warranted. And I think it is entirely consistent now 
for the President to examine the data that has been accumulated since 
the sanctions were imposed to ascertain that in most cases the data 
does not sustain relief from sanctions, but in one particular case, 
DRAMs, it does, and that he acted accordingly. I think that is 
entirely consistent, and I expect that is the same course that the 
President will follow as and when future data suggest that there has 
been further improvement. 


Q Senator Baker, word is filtering out from several 
other summit delegations, including the British and French, that they 
are becoming quite alarmed at your statements, which they construe as 
saber rattling in the Gulf and threatening retaliation if the 
Iranians deploy the Silkworms. Have such concerns been communicated 
to the American delegation? 


SENATOR BAKER: Well, not to me. I'll leave that up to 
Frank. 


MR. CARLUCCI: No. 


SENATOR BAKER: But I sure don't call that saber 
rattling, and I hope no one else gains that impression. What I said 
I will repeat now, and that is, I think it is too bad that the 
Iranians bought the Silkworm missile to begin with. That while it's 
not the most modern missile in the world, it is a thoroughly capable 
missile, and that missile‘s presence in the Persian Gulf 
Substantially escalates the risk and danger to shipping, and that the 
Iranians have not yet deployed that missile, and that I hope they 
don't deploy that missile, because I think it would be in the world's 
best interests and the interests of peace for them to reconsider that 
action and to forego the opportunity to deploy that missile in the 
Persian Gulf. 


Q You seem to be saying that we are going to take 
these missiles out. Some -- aggression -- 
Q -- by pro-Iranian -- 


SENATOR BAKER: I have not said, nor do I think anyone in 
the administration has said that we are going to take them out. What 
we have said is that we think that there is a m-jor new danger if 
they are deployed and that the United States would feel compelled to 
protect its vital interests. 


Q But, Senator, you did say also that you would -- it 
would be considered a hostile act, that it would run the risk of 
retaliation, and that they knew the United States could inflict great 
damage on then. 


SENATOR BAKER: All those things. 


Q Well, Senator, doesn't that leave you in the 
position of -- 
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Q -- possibility of a preemptive strike? 
SENATOR BAKER: I's sorry? 


Q You don‘t think that indicated the possibility of a 
preemptive strike on the Iranians? 


SENATOR BAKER: No, I also said yesterday in an interview 
-- and I'll repeat today -- I don't think the Iranians ought to know 
what the United States has in mind to do or what our decision might 
be. 


Q Senator, are you comfortable in a position where you 
are in effect dictating what a foreign country is going to do in 
terms of deployment on its soil? 


SENATOR BAKER: wo. But I am also pointing out in these 
statements that the United States is aware of the fact that if Iran 
deploys those missiles, it will be a significant escalation of the 
risk and danger to international shipping in the Persian Gulf. Now, 
the Iranians have not yet deployed those missiles, and my hope is 
that they won't deploy those missiles. But I think the statement 
speaks for itself. 


Q Senator, on the chips move today -- 
SENATOR BAKER: Go ahead. 


Q -- your own figures don't claim that the Japanese 
are selling those chips at fair market value. They're still selling 
them below fair market value. Why did the President seem to strain 
to do something nice for wakasone? I mean, wasn't this a gift? 


SENATOR BAKER: I don't think that he did strain. I 
think that the improvement on the data for DRAMs, as the statement 
Says, shows an increase from 59 percent to 85 percent compliance with 
fair market value. Obviously, the President would have been pleased 
if that two months of data had shown 100 percent compliance. But let 
me call your attention to the final paragraph of the statement. The 
Japanese government has given me assurance that this will -- this 
positive pattern with respect to third country dumping will continue. 
If this does not prove to be the case, I will not hesitate to 
reimpose the partial sanctions that have been lifted. 


Q That's a yo-yo policy. (Laughter. ) 


SENATOR BAKER: Wo, it's an incentive policy, and I think 
it's an appropriate policy. 


wow -- 
Q Is there a timetable on that? 
Q Mr. Baker, can you give an unequivocal answer to the 


question that if the Iranians strike U.S. flag vessels with their 
shore missiles, will the United States strike back at the shore 
missiles that were fired? 


SENATOR BAKER: I cannot give you an answer to that, and 
if I could, I would not give you an answer to that. 


Q Senator, why did the arms control take up so much of 
the discussion with Kohl? 


Q -- a question for Mr. Carlucci, and that is, are you 
aware of any concerns being communicated to the U.S. summit team 
about the tough talk that has emanated from the administration in 
recent days about the Silkworm threat? 
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MR. CARLUCCI: sone whatsoever. And as I indicated 
earlier, my contacts with some cf my colleagues -- and not all of 
them are here yet -- indicate a general sense of support for the 
principle of freedom of navigation in the Gulf. And I don't think 
we'll have a great deal of problems in that area. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, is it -- do you get support for the 
principles -- the American right to decide that deployment of a 
missile is in itself an act of hostility, aggression, or danger? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I don't think -- if you're quoting Senator 
Baker, I*ll let him speak for himself. But what we have said and 
what I have said is that it does add a new dimension to the threat. 
Senator Baker has said it obviously heightens the risk. This is a 
country that has attacked shipping. We nave said that it would ill 
behoove them to increase their threat, it would ill behoove them to 
attack American vessels. These vessels are prepared to defend 
themselves. We have also said, and let me stress this, that we are 
not being provocative in any way. All we are doing is escorting U.S. 
flag vessels on the high seas. This is not a threat to Iran. 


Q Some of the people in the White House have likened 
the threat in part to the installation of missiles in Cuba in 1962. 
Do you see in -- any parallel in any way? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I don't think that's a useful kind of 
parallel or -- they're Iranian missiles -- there are all kinds of 
differences, and I'd just as soon not go through then. 


Q What other economic supjects were discussed with the 
Japanese, please? 


Q Sir, in the bilaterals with Chancellor Kohl and 
Prime Minister Nakasone, did -- was there any disagreement over the 
pace that the U.S. is taking to reduce its budget deficit or over our 
concern with their lack of ability to stimulate their economy to the 
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extent we'd like them to? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, in the case of Prime Minister 
Nakasone, the whole range of macroeconomic issues was touched upon. 
The Prime Minister explained in some detail his stimulus package. He 
also touched on his foreign aid package. The question of the U.S. 
pudget deficit was d.scussed in the context of overall world capital 
movements. 


The President certainly agrees that we snould get the 
budget deficit down, but in fact we have made substantial improvement 
in the past four years in the budget deficit. It's been reduced, if 
my memory serves me correctly, from 6 point something percent of GNP 
to 3.9 percent of GNP -- about a 2.5 percent reduction. There's a 17 
percent reduction in 1987 alone, and this was explained to the 
Japanese. 


Q Was there any dissatisfaction expressea on either 
Side in either vilaterai about the pace of the change? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I think the President expressed pleasure 
at the Japanese stimulus package, although we are not acquainted with 
all the details of that pacxage. And the Japanese obviously are 
encouraged by the progress we're making on getting our deficit down, 
and encouraged us to continue. 


Q Are you saying then there was no dissatisfaction 
expressed? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I didn't hear any dissatisfaction 
expressed. Howard, did you? 


SENATOR BAKER: No. 

















o Me 


MR. FITZWATER: Can we take a final question, please, 


Jim? 

Cc -- arms control. 

Q Senator Baker, so many of the issues that are here 
are also being dealt with in other forums -- trade issues in Uruguay, 


NATO and arms control and Reykjavik, the Persian Gulf and the U.N. -- 
economic stuff with the foreign ministers. What is it that the 
leaders can really contribute to this process that's really taking 
place outside the economic summit? 


SENATOR BAKER: I don't think there's any substitute for 
world leaders having the opportunity to sit down face-to-face and 
discuss issues of common concern. And if I were to assign a first 
value to meetings of this sort that would be it. They will have an 
opportunity to discuss a wide range of issues. They will discuss a 
very specific agenda and they will also discuss, I expect, rather 
thoroughly, items not on the agenda, including matters like foreign 
policy dealing with arms control and the Persian Gulf that we've 
discussed here so thoroughly this afternoon. 


I think, however, that it is likely that when this summit 
is over that there will be significant accomplishments that can be 
announced. It is, after all, an economic summit. It is not a 
political summit. It is not a diplomatic summit. It is an economic 
summit. And I think that there will be important news coming out of 
this summit as agreed on and announced by the leaders of the seven 
nations involved. 


But until they make their statements, you can bet your 
bottom dollar I'm not going to try to do it for them. 


MR. FITZWATER: Thank you very much. 
SENATOR BAKER: Thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:55 P.M. (L) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DALLY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #98 


TUESDAY, JUNE 9, 1987, 12:15 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 
have one announcement I'd like to introduce a new Press 
Officer, Rudi Boone, who has joined our staff. He is a 
consular officer who has served in Mexico City and most 
recently in Bridgetown, Barbados In addition to consular 
work, Rudi has done a rotation in the Office of Science and 
Technology in Mexico City as well as several months in the 
Press Office of Embassy Barbados As a graduate of Hunter 
College, City University of New York, where he studied English 
literature, Rudi calls New York home He also did graduate 
work in Public Administration and Government at Syracuse 
University and at Harvard Among his hobbies are reading 
history, custom-framing and playing tennis [ know you'll make 
him feel at home, and we're very glad to have you Thanks 


Let me just say briefly that the Secretary, in Venice, 
will be having an ON-THE-RECORD press conference soon, and I 
understand that some of that will be piped into the Foreign 
Press Center, so I will try and be very brief and answer 
whatever questions you have 


Q It can be piped in the Foreign Press Center and 
not here? 


o That's right 
Q What time is the news conference? 
i) I think it's to begin at 6:30 Venice time, which 


is 12:30 here 


Q Do you have any information about the bombings in 


Rome? 
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Information about the bombings in Rome The facts, as 
we have them, are that at approximately 7:35 a.m. Rome time a 
car bomb went off in a parked car at the intersection of Via 
Marche and Via Boncompagni near the Excelsior Hotel at the 
Embassy Boncompagni gate Shortly thereafter, there was a 
rocket attack at the American Embassy The Italian police tell 
us that the explosives were fired from the Ambassador Hotel 
which is located across the street from the Embassy on the Vie 
Veneto One of the home-made projectiles exploded The other 
did not and was defused by Italian police and taken into their 
custody 


Damage to the Embassy was slight Several windows of 
the Embassy's basement snackbar were blown out as well as 
office windows on the first and second floor of the building 
Damage from the car bomb was limited to destruction of the car 
itself and damage to some autos adjacent to it No Americans 
or foreign national employees were injured in the attack 
There are unconfirmed reports that a passerby was hurt from the 
car bomb explosion but we have no details on that 


Immediately following the explosion the Embassy 
grounds were searched by U.S. Marines and [talian police and 
the Marine security guards were placed on alert We appreciate 
the fine work and cooperation of the [talian authorities 


In searching the area outside of the Embassy compound, 
a small bomb was found near a tree We have no details of the 
makeup of that bomb which was also taken into custody by 
[talian police 


The Via Veneto gate will remain closed until Italian 
forensic experts have concluded their investigation of the 
area American Embassy employees only are being permitted to 
enter the U.S. compound through the upper garden, and that's 
all I have on it 


y Copy? 

4 Yes We'll see if we can get you a copy of that 

Q Do you have any reaction to the announcement by 
the Iranian army that they are prepared to demonstrate their 
combat against U.S. military presence there in the Gulf? 
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4 No, I don't have any comment on that Yes, 
Connie 


Q Two questions Anything new today on the Israeli 
Ambassador situation? The Embassy said they have submitted the 
name now to you? 


a No I'll stick with what we said yesterday. 
We'll wait for the agrement process to work 


Q Anything on the conclusion of the union strike in 
South africa? 


No, I don't have anything on that 

Q Any response to the Soviet proposal to lower the 
yield of -— the size of bombs for underground testing? 

A No, [I don't have anything on that 

Q Phyllis, do you have independent confirmation 


that Cuba plans to release 340 political prisoners, or fifty, 
whatever the number is? 


A The question concerned whether we could confirm 
that the Cubans are going to release more political prisoners 
The Cuban Government has informed the United States Catholic 
Conference that it will issue exit permits to approximately 350 
current and former Cuban political prisoners Approximately 
200 names on the current list of 350 were on a list of 304 
names the Catholic Conference presented recently to Cuban 
authorities 


fo the 200 from the Catholic Conference list, Cuban 
officials added approximately 150 new names of persons they 
would allow to leave Cuba We have no information on these new 
names. However, the Catholic Conference has told us it 
understands most of the total group of 350 have served ten or 
more years in Cuban prisons on political grounds 


This current list of 350 political prisoners is in 
addition to the group of 61 former prisoners which Cuban 
authorities began to allow to leave Cuba June 3 at the rate of 
two or three per bi-weekly flight The United States approved 
entry of the group of 61 in December, but the authorities did 
not allow their departure to begin until late May 
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Q Where does that stand on the 61? 


4 Well, as I said, they had started --— they were 
allowed to begin to leave on June 3 at the rate of two or three 
in bi-weekly flights So these 350 names are in addition to 
those 61 


Q On the bombings -- 
m Yes 


Q -- I just want to make sure I have this right 
There was a car bomb, is that right? 


” Yes 


Q And then there were two missiles fired from 
across the street, one of which went off, one didn't 


in addition to that, a small bomb was also 
found? 


Q How did that get there, was that - 


A Well, we don't know that, and you know, there is 
always, I think, the possibility that it wasn't related, but 
that seems very unlikely We're simply waiting fur more 
information from the Italian authorities 


Q Well, given the fact that one missile and one 
bomb did not go off, how serious might this have been? Did we 
simply, did we avert disaster here through just luck? 


A I think that it would be premature for me to 
speculate on that I think that they'll want to look at the 
composition of the bomb that was found, whether --— we had 
talked about that they were home-made devices, how 
sophisticated they were; there was obviously an explosion also 
at the British Embassy -- to make sure that these were 
related But I think before we answer any of those questions, 
we're just going to have to get more information 
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Q Well, what does it say about our security, that 
four bombs could be delivered in one form or another? 


2) Well, ['m not going to offer any evaluations on 
the security situation. This obviously, or it seems that it 
was a coordinated attempt, but so far, and luckily, there 
wasn't any major damage 

Q Any idea who was responsible? 

A No. We've seen a report that one group has 
claimed responsibility, but we have nothing to confirm any 
reports or anything on who was responsible. 


Q Do you have anything, any guidance on the 
political situation in Panama? You know what I mean? 


A [ assume you're referring to these reperts of 
Colonel Diaz -- 


Q Yes, that's correct. 


A -- that the 1984 Panamanian elections were rigged 


by the military I don't have any specific response to any of 
his specific allegations, but I would like to say in general 
that we support the efforts of Panamanians to get all the facts 
out in the open in a manner that is fair to all. Panamanians 
can resolve this situation only on the basis of the truth. 

We stress that this whole controversy is an internal Panamanian 
matter. 


I would also note that these ailegations are not new 
What's new is that they have been made by a former military 
officer. But again, let me say that they concern matters that 
are internal to Panama. 


Q Does that mean we don't necessarily accept the 
government's version of the events of the '84 election by 
exhorting them to get the facts out? The government has a 
version of it. 


6 What I'm saying is that these charges have been 
made before. fhe government's had a version, and [I think what 
we're saying is that it all has to be looked at, but that it's 
for the Panamanians to do, and ['m not going to pass judgment 
on whose version we support or don't 








Tuesday, 6/9/87 


Q Today, Secretary Weinberger said that the 
Kuwaitis have asked other countries besides the United States 
and the Soviet Union to reflag their ships. Do you have any 
ideas which countries those are? 


i) No. I'm sorry I didn't see that report and I 
think that we covered some of that yesterday in the briefing 
here on the Chinese. 


Q Can I ask another question? The Secretary also 
said that all the components for the Silkworms are now in 
place, and they can be assembled in several hours. 


A I just don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have something on a situation with an 
American diplomat in Kenya? 


a There was not an American diplomat, but a 
journalist in Kenya. This was Blaine Harden, the 
Washington Post correspondent, and it was reported earlier 
today that he was to be expelled. The Kenyan Government has 





explained to our Embassy in Nairobi that there was an error in 
an earlier report today that Blaine Harden's work permit was 
not to be renewed, and that Harden would have to leave the 
country. 


We have been assured by the Government in Nairobi, as 
well as by the Kenyan Embassy here in Washington, that the 
original order was issued in error, and that Harden will be 
allowed to remain in Kenya 


Q Earlier you said you had nothing on the Soviet 
proposal on the testing. Do you have some sense of how the 
government will be responding to that in Venice or other 
departments? Do you have any guidance on that? 


a No. I really am not prepared to go into any of 
that. 


Q I mean, would there be a response later, or 
anything like that? 


ia) I'll just have to check on that 





Tuesday, 6/9/87 


Q Congressman Hamilton told the hearing this 
morning that the encryption device in Geneva, in the custody, I 
believe, of Albert Hakim's lawyer, has been turned over to U.S 
custody. Do you nave any additional details? 


m I don't have any additional details on that. I 
have been informed it is now in the possession of U.S. 
authorities. 


Q Is there any evidence of any renewed activity 
involving terrorism? [t's been quiet for some time now. Does 
this attack represent any kind of new offensive? Do you have 
any intelligence that suggests that? 


S Il really, again, am not prepared to make any 
evaluation of that. We've given out statistics from time to 
time on trends in terrcrism, and have noted certainly in the 
beginning of this year that the trends have been down -- in 
Europe, not necessarily in the Middle East. But I think we'd 
have to wait and look at things more carefully to come up with 
any evaluation like that 


Q Is it your belief that the bombing was linked to 
the opening of the Summit? 


a There was that report, but I just have no way to 
confirm that. 


Q Phyllis, do you now know if Abu Nidal's offices, 
or whatever, have been closed down in Syria? 


A I just have no confirmation of that either 
We've seen those reports, but that's all I have 


Q I understand that a delegation from Angola is 
coming here for talks. Do you have anything on that? 


No, I don't Sorry. 


Can you tell us something about it tomorrow, 


Well, 1 can try 


Could you take that question? 





Tuesday, 6/9/87 


“ All right. [I'll see if there is going to be 
anything. 


Q 4lso, do you know if Israeli Defense Minister 
Rabin will be coming to the United States? 


4 I don't have any specific dates on a visit He 
comes fairly regularly, so it wouldn't surprise me; but [I just 
don't have any specifics 


Q Thank you. 


4 Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
GEORGE P. SHULTZ 


Hotel Excelsior 
Venice, Italy 
6:20 P.M. (L) 


MR. FITZWATER: Okay. Are we ready to go? 
Q We're ready. 


MR. FITZWATER: This record -- is ON THE RECORD for 
sound and camera. And we should have several minutes. With that, 
I'll introduce our Secretary of State, Mr. George Shultz. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We're in the midst of a summit 
meeting with the usual wide range of subjects under review, and I 
think a genuine sense of continuity as we go from one year to the 
next with an evolving pattern of effectiveness. 


Let me outline where we are and where we are going. 
First of all, in East-West relations -- we've had a strategy of 
strength, of realistic assessment of the Soviets and their allies, 
and a readiness to negotiate. We see in our hands now with 
increasing firmness a pattern of agreements emerging. There is a 
greater and greater consensus now coming forward on INF. And I 
expect as we reflect on what was said here and have the full foreign 
Ministers meeting in Reykjavik, that such a consensus on how we 
respond to the latest moves, important moves, will be established. 


Beyond that, there is a clear recognition of where the 
next steps lie. They lie in conventional weapons, they lie in 
chemical weapons, and in following up on the broadly agreed changes 
in strategic arms. 


The participants in the summit again emphasized 
something of profound importance in East-West relations, namely the 
underlying importance of human rights as necessary in itself and as a 
gauge to the quality of a relationship that's possible. We note that 
some moves have been made. They are encouraging. There is a great 
Geal more to be done. There was considerable discussion of this 
among the heads of state and others reflecting on what is going on. 


And, of course, regional issues remain a problem, and at 
the top of the list in the discussions here -- Afchanistan. So, the 
heads call upon the Soviet Union to do better in ‘hese areas. 

But in general we see a working strategy before us gradually getting 
someplace. 


Next, terrorism. That subject has been around for a 
while in these summit meetings and, unfortunately, the problem is all 
too much around. However, we have seen increasing coherence, 
increasingly operational methods of cooperation between countries 
involved, the extension of various ways of dealing with terrorism 
once again illustrated in the communique this time, and we see more 
and more emphasis -- no consessions, no place to hide. States 
sponsoring terrorism can expect trouble from us. We see some 
success. We see worldwide terrorism incidents down by about six 
percent, as compared last year. We see them down about 33 percent in 
Europe. We see the emergence of the rule of law more and more -- a 
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very important development noted in the statement. 


There were two hijackings in 1986. That's the lowest 
level since 1968, when this was being tracked, to begin with. 


Let me mention two cases handled by the rule of law 
which have a special significance -- interesting significance. One 
is the Hindawi case involving the intercepted effort to plant a bomb 
in an El Al plane -- successfully prosecuted. And the other is the 
case of two Sikhs prosecuted in Canada for an effort to blow up an 
airplane. 


Now the application of the rule of law is one aspect of 
this. A second aspect is that in both cases, through investigative 
work involving more than one country interacting, the intent of the 
terrorist was found before the damage was done. The people were 
caught -- caught with the goods, prosecuted and put in the slammer -- 
where they belong. 


So that's the kind of thing that we want to see. So 
there's a communique, those are words, they mean something. And this 
is an illustration of what they mean. 


As far as the Persian Gulf is concerned, as it turned 
out, people came here with pretty much the same view -- recognizing 
the great important of the Gulf. And recognizing the importance of 
deterring any threat to the principle of freedom of navigation. 


We, of course, have taken steps ourselves. We feel that 
our force can do the job set out for it very well, but I want to 
emphasize -- and it was certainly manifest here we are not alone in 
this by a long shot. For example, the British so far this year have 
escorted 104 vessels in the Gulf -- British vessels as they come in 
and out. We recognize that the heart of the problem, of course, is 
the war -- the continuing Iran-Iraq war. And so the countries here 
joined in supporting the Secretary General's initiative and join in 
calling on the Security Council -- and three of the permanent members 
are represented here -- to call for a cease-fire at international 
borders and to call for it to be done in an effective way -- 
effective meaning that we and the other countries here advocate 
mandatory sanctions on sales of military goods to either country if 
there is one that declines to go along with the cease-fire. 


So we will go to the Security Council and we will put it 
to the Soviets and put it to the Chinese, as the other two permanent 
members, to join in this action designed to get at the root of the 
problem, namely the war in the Gulf -- the war between Iran and Iraq, 
which has a spillover in the Gulf. 


Well, finally just a comment on overall atmospherics. 
As people come to know each other as individuals better and better 
through this process the discussion flows very easily, takes on its 
Own momentum. Sometimes it's a little hard to predict what people 
are going to talk about, but they have a capacity to dig in to the 
subjects that are on the top of their minds and out of it comes a 
sharpened perception of what is going on and a better and more 
operational way of Gealing with outstanding problems. 


This is an economic summit. I of course have emphasized 
the security and political aspects. The whole afternoon and much of 
the morning today was spent on economic matters by the heads, and 
they'll be doing that again tomorrow as they work on the communique, 
which was worked over considerably this afternoon, and that will be 
issued tomorrow and interpreted tomorrow. 


Thank you. 
Q Mr. Secretary, in the statement cn the Gulf, the 


seven leaders urged the adoption of what they called “just and 
effective measures" by the Security Council. Is an arms embargo what 
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you mean, and if it is what you mean, why don't the seven 
specifically say they support the British and the Americans in 
wanting to deny arms to Iran? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It says “effective measures,” and I 
told you what effective means. That was clear in our discussions. 
It means that we call for a cease-fire and if either country 
declines, then we will follow that up in our view, the view of the 
view of the countries represented here, with a call for mandatory 
sanctions on the sale of arms. Now, whether the Soviets will join in 
that or whether the Chinese will join in that, we don't know yet. 
But that's what we're going to take in to our discussions in the 
Security Council. 


Q But what do you do now with an embargo on arms sales 
to Iran? Why do you have to wait to muddle through a very -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't. We don't. As far as we're 
concerned, we have an embargo on, and so do the other countries. But 
in order to make the maximum impact in trying to bring this war to an 
end, the broader that embargo can be, the more meaning it will have. 
And that is why we have said beyond what the countries may do 
individually. There is the intent to go to the United Nations, 
broaden it to the permanent members of the Security Council, and then 
hopefully broaden it to all other countries. 


Q Are you going to try to get stronger language in 
this statement, like "enforceable"? We've been hearing from the 
other delegations that we wanted it to be tougher, and that we really 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: All sorts of words were talked about, 
and the word “enforceable” was talked about, and the point was made 
that it's redundant, that that's what "effective" means, and so we 
spelled it out, what “effective” means as we see it. Everybody 
agreed on that, so we got what we think is necessary here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, a lot of people on Capitol Hill have 
said our allies have got to do more to help us physically in the 
Gulf. That American boys oughtn't to be there at risk for oil for 
other people. Did you ask for, and if so, did you get, any promise 
or commitment of more physical help in the Gulf? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The states that are capable of 
providing it are doing it. We are, and we'll do a little more as 
necessary. We'll be able to take care of ourselves well. The 
British are, and I've told you the number of escorts they've already 
provided this year. I didn't realize they'd done that much already. 
It's interesting. The French are, they have -- two ships per week 
are in the Gulf and they have others around. Two of the major states 


are not in the position to use military power in the Gulf, so there 
are limitations. 


The principal thing here is to support the diplomatic 
moves which are stronger in terms of what we will seek in the 
Security Council, and we have put forward before. Although we have 
been seeking mandatory sanctions, I think we have a real potential 


push here in that direction. So I think that we have done basically 
what we want. 


Now, as far as the Persian Gulf providing oil to other 
people is concerned, I think myself that the figures are a little 
deceptive. 


Q What about Italy -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The fact of the matter is that oil 
is a commodity that flows around and is easily exchanged. It's not 
that different from one place to another. So you have to think in 
terms of a pool of oil. 


MORE 

















The largest consumer of oil in the world is the United 
States. The largest importer of oil in the world is the United 
States. So we have a stake in the flows of oil from wherever it 
comes, even though it may be that oil from a particular place doesn't 
flow directly to us. If it were interrupted, then the whole patterns 
would rearrange themselves very rapidly. 


Q Well, sir, is the answer “no,” then? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Somebody over here had a question. 


Q What about Italy, Mr. Secretary, what did they say 
about providing some physical help or support? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I -- 
Q -- what about those two countries -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- I told you the countries that are 
in a position to provide the help are doing so. It isn't help, it's 
the things they were doing and we are doing, and those things will 
suffice. This has been a successful enterprise, and it will continue 
to be so. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on the terrorism statement, you 
talked about how the rule of law has come to bear in certain cases. 
And I'd like to ask you about one case where it currently has not so 
far come to bear with the Hamadei case in West Germany. You mention 
in the statement about trying or extraditing those who have 
perpetrated acts of terrorism, how did that relate -- how does that 
relate to the Hamadei case? Ard in your discussions with the Germans 
at this summit, was there any discussion of what's going to happen -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as the Hamadei case is 
concerned, I don't have the slightest doubt -- and I think I'm 
reasonably well-informed -- that the Germans will handle this ina 
correct and stiff way. 


Q What does that mean? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We'll see what it means. I'm just 
telling you how they're going to do it. 


Q Can I ask, sir, how does that relate to the 
Statement? Was that language -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Doesn't have any particular relation 
to the statement. Germany is a country that has experienced 
terrorism, understands the menace of it, has dealt with it in a very, 
very tough way. So they don't need any lessons on the question of 
handling terrorism. They're good at it, they're determined about it, 
and I'm sure they'll handle this case properly. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the Tokyo statement on terrorism had 
a specific passage about not selling or exporting arms to terrorist 
nations, it‘s not repeated in that language in this statement. Could 
you tell us why? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No particular reason. That is our 
policy, and that was particularly geared to Libya. And that 
happened, and the situation with Libya, I might note, is very 
different today than it was a year ago. 


Q Was this related to the Iran arms sale, the omission 
of this -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, no. No particular rationale. 


Q Mr. Secretary, similarly, there are words in here 
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that were not in the Tokyo statement, particularly when it refers to 
the principle of no concessions to terrorists or their sponsors. 

Some observers here are saying that this is in reference to what the 
administration did with regard to arms and hostages. Was it inserted 
over your objections? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. I think that subject has been a 
problem. That problem is behind us. And this represents our long- 
held policy and it‘s stated here in a very crisp, important way -- no 
consessions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, shouldn't the Russians be praised 
rather than condemned for helping Kuwait and others maintain freedom 
of navigation in the Gulf? We're hearing two different answers on 
that. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as we're concerned, the Gulf 
is the place from which a very large proportion of the energy to the 
free world comes. That is so today, it has been so for some decades 
and it certainly is going to be so in the future. 


That oil flows to the West. We do not want to have that 
lifeline, in any way, under the hand of a country that is not 
necessarily friendly to us. 


Q Aren't they doing this for nefarious purposes while 
we're doing it for freedom of navigation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not going to speculate on what 
they're doing or why they're doing it. Obviously, they want to piuy 
a role in the Gulf. But as far as we're concerned, this oil flows to 
the West, and we are perfectly capable of keeping these international 
waterways open. And we will defend that principle as it says in the 
statement. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on the subject of the East-West 
Statement, why is there no specific endorsement of -- or mention even 
-- of the U.S. position on INF? The subject is completely glossed 
over. Is this a lukewarm statement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, the statement welcomes the U.S. 


positions in Geneva. And as far as INF is concerned -- of course, 
that's basically something handled in our consultations with our NATO 
allies -- but we talked about it a great deal with all the countries, 


including Japan. And I think by and large as far as the LRINF, the 
SRINF, the effort we're making in verification and so on, everybody 
is basically on board. But we'll want to go through that carefully 
in Reykjavik. And the President will make his decision on what our 
position will be in Geneva. But it actually -- as I said in my 
opening statement -- it's going very well. And this, I think, we 
have to put down as an example of a very important success. 


Starting back in 1979 -- I might say a bipartisan 
success and a multi-national success -- starting in 1979, with a dual 
track decision which said to the Soviet Union: Take out your 
SS-20's, and we're ready to bargain with you about that. And if you 
don't, we will deploy. 


And we did bargain. And we did deploy. And they 
bullied and tried hard to prevent that deployment but the Alliance 
went ahead and deployed. They walked out of the bargaining. They 
said they wouldn't come back until we took the missiles out. We kept 
on with our deployment schedule. The cohesion, the strength of the 
Alliance was evident. So they came back to the bargaining table, and 
now we have not -- an agreement hasn't been reached yet, but it is 
very clearly possible that it is completely in line with our 
objectives, both in the long-range and short-range INF missiles. So 
this is a stunning success for a strategy of strength, realism and 
readiness to negotiate -- it works. You can see it. 
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Q Well, how are you going to resolve the issue of 
conventional forces as they relate to the INF response, as was 
brought out -- the difficulties, as they were brought out at the 
dinner last night between Britain and Germany? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are lots of different problems 
in the strategy that is referred to in this statement of seeking to 
maintain our strength and our capacity to deter aggression insofar as 
it is possible at lower and lower levels of armaments. So you take 
it a piece at a time, but you have in your mind the way the pieces 
relate to each other. One piece is INF. It's an important piece, 
but it's only a piece. There is nothing about conventional arms in 
INF. That is about certain classes of missiles. 


Now, as you imagine, a world with a somewhat lesser -- 
not much less, but a little less as a result of the INF -- nuclear 
missilry, it obviously highlights not only the importance of the 
doing something about the conventional arms asymmetry, but also about 
chemical weapons. And that is said explicitely in here. And of 
course it also highlights the importance of getting the strategic 
arms, which there are -- much more numerous and very threatening. So 
we want to work on START. 


So there is an integrated set here. It's very much in 
people's minds, and we deal with one problem, we recognize the 
others. The importance of conventional arms has been highlighted in 
NATO discussions, and I expect that it will be again, and it's 
highlighted in the communique. 


Q Mr. Secretary, with all due respect, the communique 
does not endorse U.S. positions in Geneva -- it doesn't even make 
mention of Geneva, and it only talks about your -- U.S. efforts to 
negotiate and in fact praises the dialogue that is continuing. It 
seems to be -- it seems to me the -- after the discussion last night, 
the people here in Venice were more concerned with Gorbachev's 
changes in policy and so on -- a lot of discussion of that -- and not 
so interested in the specific U.S. position on medium-range missiles 
and short-range missiles. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the people have -- we have 
talked about the INF problem endlessly. We see this process working, 
there's nothing to argue about with respect to INF as such. There 
are the other aspects of the arms control picture which are referred 
to in the statement, and I think it's very strong and supportive and 
Clear. And the fact that the heads spent a lot of time among 
themselves talking about what is going on in a direct, realistic, 
informed way, is the kind of thing if it can happen in a meeting like 
this, that I think is very good. 


It's just the kind of thing you hope will happen, that 
these people who have the responsibility for leadership in the free 
world sit down and they talk to each other candidly as human beings 
about what's going on over there. And they are realistic enough to 
say, "Yes, there are problems, yes, there are changes. We're 
interested in those changes," and "What do you think about them," and 
"What do you think about them?" and so on -- that kind of sharing of 
information. It's exactly what these kinds of meetings are for, and 
it's working very well. 


Q Mr. Secretary, following up on the European's 
concerns about conventional and tactical nuclear weapons, were you 
able to give the Europeans any assurances or tell us of any plans to 
seek any kind of commitment from the Soviet Union about a date, for 
instance, for new kinds of taiks? I understand it won't be related 
to the INF agreement, but what are your plans for these next steps 
that you're describing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the subject of conventional 
arms is one that we've been discussing in NATO, and the concept of an 
Atlantic-to-the-Urals scope which was proposed by us has been 
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accepted as "The Scope Concept." And we are working to find the 
right kind of procedure to use in proceeding. And we -- I expect 
that we'll continue the discussion of that in Reykjavik. But I'm 
sure that a forum will be produced that will discuss conventional 
arms, given that concept, probably out of the Vienna CSCE meeting. 
There will also be a continuing effort in what is called "CDE," that 
is the sort of thing discussed in Stockholm, as well as, of course, 
within CSCE, the major emphasis on human rights. And it's very 
important to keep that subject on the front burner. So these 
subjects work themselves along, and we struggle, and we want to get 
it done right, and that's what we're in the process of doing. 


Q Mr. Secretary, given what happened to Stark not too 
long ago, one wonders why there wasn't from the allies an expression 
of support for the American policies that the American military held 
in the Persian Gulf. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, with respect to the Stark, of 
course, the President has received, and I have received from my 
counterparts, very strong support of -- letters and letters of 














condolence. And I think the fact that the President asserted our 
determination to continue doing what we're doing there was very much 
welcomed and all of that has been said. And it's very personal and, 
of course, these tragedies touch everybody. And we feel it and so do 
our friends -- 


Q How would they know that existed? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and they are very sympathetic. 


Q Why was there no recognition of American policies in 
the Gulf, given what we are doing there in expanding our 
participation -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the statement is a 
recognition of exactly what we've been saying. It's a recognition 
of the fact, this is important. It's got to be done. There's a 
principle here. There's the basic oil here. We -- the United States 
is there. So are other countries. We need to work at it through 
looking hard at the Iran-Iraq war. All of those things are there, 
and I think it's exactly what you would want to have. 


Q Mr. Secretary, was there any discussion or any 
mention of U.S. arms sales to Iran? And can you tell us if any of 
the countries here are -- now sell arms to Iran? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There was no mention that I heard -- 
or have heard of -- of our arms sales to Iran and the problems that 
we're having. People didn't bring that up and, as far as our friends 
around the world are concerned, they hope we get that problem out of 
the way and they're interested in where we go from here as 
illustrated by these statements. That's where their focuses of 
attention is. 


Q Are any of the countries who've been involved in 
this summit now selling arms to Iran? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not that I know of. 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 


MR. FITZWATER: We'd better get the final question or two 
if we can. 


Q Can he answer a non-summit question? Could you 
answer a non-summit question? 


Q Mr. Secretary, could you explain why the leaders did 
not discuss the Persian Gulf at all at dinner last night, given the 
statement that was put out today and the extent to which it has been 
a topical issue? 


SCCRETARY SHULTZ: It was discussed in the various 
bilaterals and it was discussed in other meetings and discussed by 
the heads this morning. Why they didn't talk about it last night, I 
don't know -- I wasn't present. But as I have had the meeting 
described to me by the President, they got going on the subject of 
comparing notes on what's going on in the Soviet Union and Mr. 
Gorbachev and so on. It's a very interesting subject and it sort of 
carried through. And there were various other things that they 
talked about and that's the sort of thing that happens sometimes at a 
meeting. It isn't as though somebody's got an agenda at a dinner and 
says, wait a minute, one, two, three, four, five. These are heads of 
state. They come together periodically and they want to talk to each 
other about these things and they did. It's working fine. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


MR. FITZWATER: -- Jerry O'Leary all the way in the back. 


MORE 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Okay. He says this is the final 
guestion. 


Q Mr. Secretary, why do you think there's some 
prospect of success with the U.N. Security Council of Resolution when 
the nation that provides the Silkworm is a member of the -- 

Q Yes. 


Q -- Security Council and can veto -- has the veto 
power there? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Whether we'will be successful I don't 
know, but we are going to work at it, try at it and call the strategy 
involved to everyone's attention, all the countries involved. And 
Maybe there comes a time when people say we've got to pitch in and do 
this. I can't speak for the other countries, but I think we're in a 
very strong position, coming out of this meeting, to go to the U.N. 
in a very powerful way -- and it isn't only the permanent members of 
the Security Council who are talking here, it's also other countries 
that count for a lot in the world and the European Community 
represented here, and so on. 


So I think that we just have more push on the subject. 
And that doesn't mean that we'll necessarily succeed because there 
has been a reluctance. But you never know when you break through 
things. And it's important to keep working at it because this 
Iran-Iraq war has been going on for some six or seven years now. The 
number of people who have been killed and injured is way over a 
million. It's a very bloody, disheartening thing to have going on on 
this planet. So you can't help but want to see it end. 


It does have its spillover effect which we're contesting 
with. But I think that, at some point, somebody needs to blow the 
whistle on this thing and that's what we're trying to do. 


Q Will you just tell us about Elliott Abrams, sir? 
How can you keep him on? Mr. Secretary, could you answer about 
Elliott Abrams -- how you can keep him on after he misled Congress? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- that's my last question, but I'll 
violate his law and I will tell you about Elliott Abrams. Number one 


Q Tell us about Elliott Abrams. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If you want me to answer, I'll 
answer. You keep quiet. 


Q But I haven't posed a question, sir. 


SECRETARTY SHULTZ: Well, I'll answer your question -- I 
know what it is. (Laughter.) You said, “How can you keep him on?" 


Q How can you keep him on? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: All right. For this reason. Elliott 
Abrams has been doing and is now doing an extraordinarily difficult 
job with great energy, with great skill, and with great dedication. 
It's a hard job, that job of Assistant Secretary, and he drives 
himself and he has accomplished a great deal. So he's done well. 


He made a mistake. He failed to disclose a solicitation 
he knew about and had made in a setting where he very quickly 
realized afterwards that he should have. And he went back and 
corrected that mistake long before these hearings took place. So I 
think that that mistake doesn't change the quality of the work that 
he's done. It doesn't change the importance -- at least as I judge 
it and he judges it and the President judges it, as a majority of the 
Senate and House judged it last year when they voted. 


To support people who are willing to fight for freedom 
and independence in Nicaragua and to work hard through that route, 
through the negotiating route, through any other means that we can 
find to try to find our way to a more stable situation in Central 
America -- that's what Elliott Abrams has dedicated himself to. And 
that's what we're trying to achieve. 


And it is very apparent that as long as you have a 
totalitarian, Soviet-dominated regime in Nicaragua, you're not going 
to have peace and stability in Central America. Elliott has 
dedicated himself to that job. He's been doing it with great skill 
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and energy. And it is that effort and the determination involved in 
it that is why I support Elliott Abrams. He's doing very well. 


Q If they don't trust him, sir, how can he be 
effective? 


Q What about -- Mr. Secretary? You didn't mention 
that among his mistakes and he's acknowledged it. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't even hear your question. 


He is effective at doing what he's doing. He has -- he 
made a m' .cake. He said he made a mistake. And I think people can 
reflect on that a little bit and let a little time pass and reflect 
also on the things that he's done that are the hard, energetic 
efforts of a very patriotic American and a tremendous public servant. 
This is a good man. 


Q Are you the only one in the administration who 
supports him, Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The administration supports him from 
top to bottom. And that's been made clear. 


Q Is he going to obey the law from now on? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Elliott Abrams has violated no laws. 
He made a mistake in his response or lack of response to a question 
which he corrected. He has not violated any laws. 


Q It's called perjury, Mr. Secretary. It's called 
perjury. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 6:54 P.M. (L) 
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Q Did Reagan get what he wanted on the Persian Gulf? 
Well, it has no chance -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- we got exactly what 
we wanted in the Persian Gulf. As we've said from the beginning, 
what we wanted was a statement of support that offered help in the 
U.N. resolution, and in other diplomatic measures for ending the 
Iran-Iraq war. 


Q It doesn't mention sanctions against nations who 
refuse to negotiate. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know about 
that. I think that's part of the resolution, yes. 


Q Well, was he fought on the question of a 
belligerence, and wanting to put teeth in into a resolution here? 
Was he criticized for all the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, it wasn't 
very -- it wasn't very much discussion. 


Q How was the dinner agenda set? I mean, how did the 
conversation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This represents 
everything we asked for. 


Q How did the conversation stick on arms control? Was 
it the job of Fanfani as the host to say, “Can we begin on this?” Or 


was there an agreement by the Sherpas that they wanted this further 
discussion of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're talking here 
about the dinner last night, which was a very informal, 
round-the-table dinner, just like anybody else would have. So 
there's no kind of “Let's begin this, begin that." 


I'll just say that so far, we have found it very 
successful. 


maybe we'd better do this for internal. 
Q Are you ON BACKGROUND? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
It's been very successful from our standpoint. The -- 
we've completed the bilaterals, of course, the first thing. Baker 


and Carlucci talked about those last night. They all went very well. 
The President talked about a number of issues at the dinner last 
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night. I don't have a lot to add beyond what the readout said except 
to say that the dinner was the kind of event that heads of state come 
to summits for, the opportunity for them to talk privately and to let 
their hair down and really discuss what they think about worl? 
affairs. 


Q -— 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussion focused 
primarily on the Soviet Union and East-West relations and Gorbachev. 
I think the reason for that is that Gorbachev, of course, is a new 
leader, and one that most of them have had some exposure to now in 
the last year -- but it also still represents an -- Soviet policy. 


Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Soviet policy direction. 
So this was a kind of unique opportunity in the sense of being able 
to just talk personally about what they think is going to happen in 
the Soviet Union. 


Q How did they get this statement out today if they 
Gidn‘t talk about Persian Gulf and terrorism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this statement 
reflects a number of things, the statement here on East-West 
relations, of course, which they did talk about extensively last 
night. Terrorism, they didn't get into too extensively in the 
Ginner, and -- 


Q Did they get into it at all at the dinner? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A little, but not too 
much. 


Q And the Persian Gulf not at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Persian Gulf not at 
all. 


Q So, how did they get this statement together? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they did talk 
about -- I mean, there was some discussion of the Persian Gulf in the 
bilaterals, although not extensive. But I think the Persian Gulf 
statement reflects the fact that these countries were pretty much in 
agreement on this issue before they ever got to the summit. Also, 
they understand the massive position. As you know, the Sherpas have 
been meeting on summit issues for weeks -- months in terms of -- 
planning, so that some of this language was drafted by them, some of 
it drafted last night and yesterday. 


Q Well, is this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But the Persian Gulf 
doesn't represent any real need for discussion here, because just as 
I've said, they understand our strategic interests, they have the 
same kind of strategic interests. They understand they need to keep 
the oil flowing. They a,°ee that pursuing a UN resolution is the 
best policy. 


Q Yes, but the problem is -- 
Q Aren't they all -- 


Q -- that we've had -- we've had everybody who has 
briefed us for the last several days and everybody who has appeared 
on the talk shows have constantly said the Persian Gulf was going to 
be the main topic at the dinner, that it was going to be really the 
first thing U.S. -- political discussion. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
reflects the questions that they got at the briefing -- more than 
what they want to say. I don‘t think they said that. But it turnec 
out that was the preoccupying interest for you all, and rightly so, 
because of our involvement. 


Q Well, but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The questioning always 
works so it‘s all you guys want to talk about. 


Q No, I understand that. But Carlucci yesterday when 
he came in after Baker and said what Baker said was right, thet we 
hadn*t asked specifically for any help, he said, but that's going to 
be the main topic of discussion in tonight's dinner, clearly meaning 
that that’s what the U.S. hoped to take out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it wasn’t what the 
U.S. hoped to take out. 


Q Did -- 
Q Was it not on the agenda at all? 


Q Did Reagan get what he wanted on the Persian Gulf? 
Well, it has no teeth in it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's exactly what we 
wanted in the Persian Gulf. As we said from the beginning, what we 
wanted was a statement of support that offered help and UN 
resolution, and other diplomatic measures for ending the Iran-Iraq 
war. 


Q But does it mention sanctions against nations who 
refuse to negotiate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know about 
that, but -- whether that's part of the resolution or not. 


Q Well, was he fought on the question of a 
belligerence and wanting to put teeth in into a resolution here? Was 
he criticized for all -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wasn't very much 
discussion. 


Q How was the dinner agenda set? How did the 
conversation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This represents 
everything we asked for. 


Q -- how did the conversation stick on arms contro’? 
Was it the job of Fanfani as the host to say, "Can we begin on this,” 
or was there an agreement by the Sherpas that they wanted to start 
with a ciscussion of those arms control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're talking here 
about the dinner last night, which was a very informal -- around the 
table at dinner, just like anybody else would have. So there’s no 
kind of let's begin this, let's begin that -- other discussions -- 
what they wanted to talk about. 


Q But was it -- the question is, was it the 
President's intention to bring up the Persian Gulf situation at 
dinner? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
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Q It was not? Has it been discussed this morning? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Well, how did they sign off on this -- individually? 
The Sherpas or the aides were with -- last night and got him to 
approve it? How did they approve the statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. They approved the 
statement this morning, yes. 


Q They did? 
Q In the meeting this morning? 


Q Was there any lengthy discussion or changes, to your 
knowledge? It was fairly pro forma on everything? 


Q Didn't we have a stronger statement that we wanted 


them to sign on to? Not at all in terms of actual mandatory 
sanctions? 


Q Did you see the original statement that they were 
circulating to the allies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I saw the original 
statement that we wrote. 


Q Which was when? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yesterday -- the day 
before in Washington. 


Q And this is it verbatim, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can‘t tell you about 
individual words -- 


Q Was there any strong opposition on any point from 
any of the allies to your knowledge? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not -- 


Q Not even a question of concern about belligerence by 
the United States? 


Q The rhetoric? 

Q That's been floating around. Has there been any 
criticism to your knowledge by anyone on the U.S. doing too much 
sabre-rattling, or rushing into this -- none? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: None. 

Q How about an opinion on East-West? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know where 
that's coming from, but Carlucci said none last night, I heard none 
this morning. 

Q What are these big, important developments, 
significant announcements, new, big news that Baker has referred to? 
What is he talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know 
whether he defines them the same way you do. 


Q I mean, do we have it now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From our point of view, 
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the (partial lifting of) sanctions was important. This statement -- 
both of these statements are for East-West relations and the Gulf. 
We may -- we will probably have something on the economy. That's 
mainly what -- 


Q On what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The economy. The 
discussion this morning focused almost exclusively on the economy. 
There was some discussion of terrorism at the beginning of the 
session this morning. But the economy discussion ranged over 
exchange rates, deficits, agriculture, growth and protectionism. 


Q What was the word after deficit? 
Q Agriculture. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Growth and protectionism 
-- discussions. 


Q Any more? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: It was all just 
Giscussicns, mainly. 


Q So they didn't move along on any issue, there was no 
real movement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Remember, this was 
in effect the opening sessions. 


Q In the briefing yesterday, Carlucci was talking 
about symbolic help from the allies and the possibility of maybe 
opened ports, a resolution with teeth in it, where people -- doing 
what they could. Do -- where is any of that in that statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All of what he was 
talking about is in the statement in the language here ~- we strongly 
support the mediation efforts of the United Nations Secretary General 
and urge the adoption of just and effective measures by the U.N. 
Security Council. 


Q These are -- this is the resolution. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's -- all the things 
Q Is it an issue of the Secretary General's, or is it 


ours? 


SENIOR ADMININSTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it‘s the 
Secretary General's. But I'm not sure about the genesis of that -- 
the Secretary General's -- yes. It's been before that for a while. 


Q But we've adopted it as our -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly it represents 
our position. 


Q Can you tell us here -- I'ma little confused -- can 
you tell us what in that Persian Gulf statement is new from what 
these countries have said individually in the past, including us, and 
how that moves us along in trying to get something out of the U.N.? 

I don't see anything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you bring up an 
important point that we've tried to stress all along, is that there 
isn't anything new, that these countries have always supported us in 
the Gulf. They have understood our strategic position there, and 
indeed it is their concern that the French have ships there, the 
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British have ships there, Japan gets oil there, Germany understands 
our position. All of these countries are understanding and 
supportive of our strategic interests in the Gulf. They have all -- 
have their separate policies in view of the Gulf, but there has never 
been any question about their support. 


Q So -- and this is a minimal statement. It could not 
be any less without being some kind of retrenchment. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that this is 
what -- this is what we felt was important to come out of this 
meeting for the simple statement of solidarity, if you will -- for 
support on the issue just in terms of world opinion, and in terms of 
putting pressure on -- on whatever countries we might put pressure on 
to help them -- particularly on things like selling arms to Iran. 


Q Well, did they go along with any -- that they would 
agree to sanctions, mandatory sanctions in the U.N.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think -- they 
didn't discuss those kinds of things. 


Q How do you account for the different -- 
Q -- effective measures? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Effective measures is 
the language that covers that -- 


Q How do you account for the differences between what 
you say your -- the American side is being told and what the 
Canadians and British are saying in briefings and in backgrounders 
about their alarm at the prospect of a preemptive strike against the 
missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they haven't -- 
they haven't told it to the President. 


Q Have they told it to anyone else in the delegation? 


Q Does this mean that the French are not going to sell 
any more Mirages and Exocets to the Iraqis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know, Jerry 
Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. You'll 
have to ask -- 


Q Well, you said it represents solidarity and support 
in the light of world opinion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's true, but what 
that means for their specific policies and what they'll do, I have no 
idea. 


Q Is this U.S. decision to -- I mean, a number of 
delegations have said that American diplomats were fanning out and 
had come to see them 
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last week, most recently, on this statement. Was there a decision 
made sometire last week to pursue this on a bilateral basis and not 
to do it here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Not to my Knowledge. But 
I don't really know. 


Q I guess we still don't understand this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL We have been in 
consultations with all these countries on a very direct basis -- 


Q | And so we've been -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL -- in the last two or 
three weeks. So I would assume that's the way they were 
characterized in a sense that -- absolutely, we've been talking to 
our allies about what we're doing -- 


Q So we would come to them with a draft and they'd say 
well, we like this, but we'd rather this sentence says -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL I don't think we took too 
many drafts. But we've been in consultations with these countries 
for two or three weeks telling them what we're doing in the Gulf. 


Q Well, how did the drafts sort of ooze up off the 
floor and turn into a statement that everybody looked at and said 
yes? When did that happen? How did it happen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL I think in the last day 
or so. 


Q At what level? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL -- last two days -- since 
we got here. 


Q The Sherpa ievel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Yes, Sherpa level and 
above. 


Q How far above? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Well, I don't know how 
you judge Sherpa level. We've got a room like this and this many 
people there and you got a Sherpa level guy there, you got an NSC 
advisor there, and you got six staff people below him, and ycu got me 
and you got 14 other people -- 


Q Well, the communique tomorrow -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So the U.S. delegation 


Q The communique will just deal with the economics -- 
I mean, that’s it, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The communiques tomorrow 
will be primarily economic. Secretary Shultz will brief you on these 
tonight and he'll go through questions like that and know more about 
it. He can tell you, for example, State Department consulations and 
role and all that sort of stuff. I mean, you know, the kind of 
nitty-gritty logistics are hard for me to describe. We're sitting 
there in a hotel and there are people in a room, we write it and we 
pass it to the other delegations and they look at it and pass 
comments back. 


Q How long did the process go on? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Well, you can't say who 
-- what level it is other than its -- 


Q Well, part of the problem -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL -- anybody here. 


Q Part of the problem, sir, is that we are constantly 
given the notion and encouraged to believe that there's no pre-cooked 
stuff. That everybody comes in here, the leaders sit down and say 
yes, you know, gosh, I feel the same way and it just turns into a 
statement the next day. And that’s just not what it seems like 
happened here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, who leads you to 
believe that? 


Q Every briefing I've attended led us to believe that 
there was -- that this happens just like the Nakasone thing. There's 
a decision made when the President talked to Nakasone. 


Q Wallis said that. 


Q Well, we were told Ronald Reagan changed everything 
-- . No more pre-cooked communiques. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me put it this way, 
the final judgments about what was approved and what's in these 
things, all comes out of meetings in the session. But they have to 
be written some time and some place and that's the Sherpas’ job. 


The Sherpas are the senior officials from each country 
who are involved in drafting the statements and putting much of this 
together. For example, they worked all night last night writing -- 
working on these agreement things. I'm just -- 


Q You're not -- you're saying we did not want anything 
stronger because -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But that doesn’t -- 


Q -- Thatcher said that you wanted the word 
enforceable in it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t Know. Shultz 
maybe can give you some light on word changes. But I don't have any 


Q Preventing the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For a moment -- well, 
let me just finish on Jim here. I want to be honest here. But there 
are papers written by the Sherpas weeks in advance and we go over 
those, and so forth. People look at them and the Sherpas rewrite 
them during the night. There was a group -- Allen Wallis’ group -- 
Ty Cobb and those people were up all night last night. Then they 
come back to the plenary session this morning, they take a look at 
them and agree to it. So that you Know there are very few things 
that stem from the flow of the moment. On the other hand, last 
night's dinner conversation was almost entirely flowing from the 
moment. But -- so you have some of each. The terrorism statement, 
for example, obviously, much of this was written before we arrived. 
And it was reviewed, gone over, agreed to and so forth. It's not 
like every -- 


Q What prompted this? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The sanctions are a good 
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example. I mean, we had an idea of what we might be able to do. We 
were working on the numbers and figures. But it wasn't until the 
President had a chance to talk to Nakasone that the judgment was made 
-- the decision was made to actually go ahead and do it. 


Q Well, can I bite on that -- but if, in fact, it's 
important to have the leaders pass on these things, please tell us -- 
the statement of East-West relations is quite long. How much if any 
of it, is different because of what occurred at dinner last night? 
What changes were made because of the long discussions about 
Gorbachev? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This I don‘t know -- I 
don't know. 


Q Well, would you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Shultz could probably go 
into that this evening, I would think. 


Q Do you believe -- have you been led to believe that 
it changed in any way because of the dinner? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes, yes. This is 
-- most of what -- this is what they worked on all night last night 
-- East-West relations? 


Q My understanding is that there's not been a 
statement of any sort prior to the -- prior to this group and that 
there have, in fact, been statements on East-West relations. There 
certainly was a statement on terrorism in Tokyo last year -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q -- and there was a lot of back and forth and a lot 
of revising at the table even on the the language in it. Now what's 
-- what I don't exactly understand is how a first-time statement of 
policy on the Persian Gulf could Fe prepared by Sherpas with no 
discussion by the leaders unless you want -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I didn't say -- I 
didn't say it was. 


Q Well, you said there was very minimal discussion 
this morning and that this is all you ever wanted. It just doesn't 
-- I don't understand how that policy could -- the only way it seems 
that it could've been discussed by the leaders in any serious amount 
of discussion was if there could've been made stronger. And it seems 
like it was ruled out that there could be anything stronger and so a 
general statement -- was it hard to get everybody to sign on to? 
There's not really a lot of specific in there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The way it works is that 
basically this is a statement that was written yesterday, the day 
before, last night, over a two or three day period and shown to the 
other countries -- written primarily by the National Security Council 
folks and the State Department. 


Q And it was not written any stronger than this? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We were in our 
delegation. And this is what Carlucci told me yesterday -- that we 


were asking for. 


Q But the leaders have yet to discuss the Persion 
Gulf? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There've been some 
discussions of it, but not -- 
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Q This morning? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- very lengthy. 
Q This morning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some in the bilaterals 


Q But I mean the leaders together haven't -- 
Q At the lunch meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't t - 
statement -- 


Q So is that it? They want -- to talk about it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't expect it to be 
raised again. As I said, this is just not as -- I mean, I respect 
your interests but these countries know what their -- is, what we 
were asking for it -- it was relatively -- 


Q Do you Know if the Chinese and the Soviets are on 
board in the Security Council -- this resolution? The Brits were 
Saying they were told by the Americans that they even had the Chinese 
on board. Do you know anything about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Brits were saying 
what? 


Q They said on background yesterday that the Americans 
approached them last week talking about this statement to get support 
for it, and had told them that even the Chinese were indicating they 
would support the resolution with the U.N. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That I don‘t know. 
Q You have no idea about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask 
Shultz. 


Q Well, what -- what is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's obviously Shultz’ 
consulation -- 


Q What is the genesis -- this campaign of really 
raising the stakes in the Persian Gulf and the dire warnings? Was 
that a calculated campaign to scare the Iranians out of deploying? 
Or what's the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't intend to raise 
the stakes at all. We're there as a deterrent force, we're not 
trying to be a threat. We're not interested in raising the stakes. 
We're interested in lowering the stakes. 


Q Well, all the warnings about retaliation and 
take-out and so forth and leaving it all up in the -- you don't think 
that the rhetoric was escalated here? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think there 
was a strategy to do it -- that's our purpose not to escalate the 
language at all. 


Q Then you can say that you're aware of no warnings, 


advice, statements from any of the allies that they're concerned 
about a little too much saber rattling by the U.S. involvement -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't heard any -- 
Q No one said anything about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Frank and Baker were 
asked that yesterday and they said no. I asked this morning -- 


Q Where are these report coming from? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess they're coming 
out of the delegations. You all are hearing them from their 
spokesman, I guess. But -- and I don't deny that -- I don’t know 
what you're hearing -- but it’s just that -- 


Q What about -- on terrorism there are two things that 
are kind of interesting. One is to confirm any commitment of -- 
making no concessions to terrorists or their sponsors. The other one 
is something that I don't quite understand -- strengthening the Bonn 
Declaration on those who want countries that refuse to extradite 
terrorists or to deal with them in their own country. Do you have a 
sense cf what event or what nati-:'s policies prompted these two 
statements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Where did my colleague 
go? See if you can find out anything 


Q Is this on background? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


I don't know. Jerry Brimmer is here. He did a lot of 
the work on this, but I haven't had a chance to go through it with 
him so I don't know -- 


Q Okay. 


Q The other issue on extradition -- is that a slap at 
the Germans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I better 
check with -- 


Q Well, what do you think? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to -- You 
got any answer on the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the annex, in the 
Tokyo summit there was a thing on terrorism at the first of the Bonn 
Declaration, but the original Bonn Declaration only had to do with 
hijacking. And this simply extends the Bonn Declaration that were 
all acts (inaudible) -- civil aviation. 


Q What about the language on extradition? Is that a 
slap at -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's the same as it -- 
Q It's not a slap at the West Germans? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Are you sure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The whole purpose 
of this ws to extend it to cover all acts of terrorism -- 


Q Isn't this the first time that statement of the -- 
many statements on terrorism -- that they have mentioned the 
commitment of each nation to make no concessions to terrorists? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I don't 
know if that's new. The only -- I would just talk to the guys -- I 
talked to the guys who drafted it and they said the only purpose of 
this was to extend it to cover all acts like bombing, whatever -- 


Q But, yes, that other part is in the main statement 
though. I just wondered -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t have a copy of 
the -- Tokyo terrorist statement. 


Q Who wrote this statement? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Who was it drafted by? 
Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The original draftee. 
Q U.S.? 


Q Well, why isn't the reaffirmation of the statement 
on extradition -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This repeats the 
language of the Bonn Declaration. That's where the language is -- to 
begin with -- and you've got everything I've got. I told you just 
exactly what people who came up with said -- 


Q Well, one last little thing. Is this reference to 
making no concessions to terrorists or their sponsors? Is that 
something that we wrote? Is that sort of to say, look, our policy, 
even though -- okay. 


Q Has the President considered this -- I mean, is he 
satisfied or had he had higher hopes -- to enhance his image? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think we feel 
very pleased with the progress of the summit so far -- with the 
outcome of the three communiques today we had so far. I know the 
President feels very good about the dinner last night. There was a 
candid, honest discussion of arms control options and East-West 
relations, which after all are kind of the overriding issues of 
political importance -- all of these countries. And they have a good 
awareness of where each other stands and that's the kind of thing 
that they can take away from this summit and -- 


Q You're saying that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- will be helpful in 
their relations over the coming year. Now on the economic side, that 
really is yet to happen. I mean, that’s really this afternoun's and 
tomorrow's discussion -- 


Q Okay. Did they give any marching orders to Shultz 
for tomorrow to go to Iceland? I mean, now do they have a solid 
front, or is there still this short-range missile thing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware -- I don't 
know about those directions. Shultz will have to tell you that 
tonight -- where he goes from there. I mean, Reykjavik is the next 
stop. But what exactly what directions Shultz has been given at this 
point, I don’t know. 


Q Why did the East-West statement make no mention 
specifically of INF? It says nothing about Europe, Berlin and -- 

QO Is there any problem with the Germans? Do the 
Germans feel a litle bit -- do they have reservations about the part 
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of the INF -- SRINF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would -- I don't 
want to speculate on that. 


Q How solid is the allied position on the U.S. 
negotiating position on INF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll leave that -- I 
want to leave that to Shultz tonight. That's what he wants to talk 
about tonight -- INF. 

Q I think he does. 


Q But did the U.S. -- INF specifically mentioned in 
the East-West communique? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's my best, 
but I‘m not sure. I might have -- I just don't know what his plans ‘ 
are. But I don't want to be -- 


Q You mentioned that the communique -- is it going to 
be another one on AIDs, or -- economic communique? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, I don't know 
about AIDS -- whether there will be one or not. I've not seen a 
draft statement so there may not be -- 

Q But -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just don't -- that may 
be why I don’t deal with AIDS, I guess. 


Q We didn't come in with a draft statement on AIDS? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not that I know of. 


Q Did we have draft statements on economic issues that 
we came in with? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we do. Yes. I 
don't Know what they are, but I'm sure -- 


Q But these are all -- 


Q -- have anything to say about the -- bomb -- via -- 
or the grenade attack on the embassies or the water boiler that they 
blew up out in -- 


Q What? 

Q I think he has something for us on that. 

Q -- hot water heater -- like you've got in your 
basement? 

Q But there was a car bombing in Rome outside the 


embassy, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q This is just like my work area -- 
Q -- in Grenada? 

Q -- a grenade on the embassy. 

Q Grenades were thrown at the steps. 
Q -- have some comment on that? 
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Q I ask him, but I can‘t remember -- 
Q -- what time -- 


Q Canadian -- the South Africa issues was brought up 
last night. Do you know anything aboaut what happened on that? 
Whether the President disagreed with Mulroney for bringing it up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've been interested in 
South Africa -- position, just as we were last year when we -- there 
was a strong statement last year on South Africa. I don't know 
exactly where it is -- when the President visited Mulroney in Canada 
he said he was going to bring it up and the President said then that 
we certainly would be supportive. But that may be another one that 
-- I think -- I don't think they talked about that last night at all 
either. 


Q Does that mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, I guess I don't know 
whether there will be a statement or not. 


Q Can I correct something that was said earlier? I 
was not absolutely sure who drafted the original text of the Annex. 
They've been working on it for about two months. 

Q -- terrorist -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. In the Annex -- 
that was going around the -- 


Q But they are all U.S. weapons -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That mine that you 


referred to -- that's been -- simply a -- because several of the 
European governments have made statements like that over the past 
several months. It was -- to initiate. 

Q For a European-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't find Jerry 
Brimmer -- we are beyond this, but I was told by one of his staffers 
that it was included by one of the European governments. 

Q What's the bomging -- 

Q -- on the concessions one? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Not the Germans? 


SENIOR ADMINI“TRATION OFFICIAL: Simply because they had 


-- I don’t -- 

Q What is <-- terrorists -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that this 
is a big -- 

Q Okay. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- trying to -- 

Q No, but it's -- I mean, it could be that ~- I mean, 


the U.S. has already basically said it's sorry for what it did, but 
there's also a current issue in Germany that this could apply to. 


Q Okay. Bombing? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At noon -- at 12:30 p.m. 
when the meeting is over, I asked the President if he was -- if he 
knew of the bombings -- this morning -- right after it happened. And 
he just said -- he saic -- I'm trying to think of his exact words. 
I'm not sure I‘ve got them, but something about this just 
demonstrates why we must be concerned about terrorism. 


Q --And-he_went in -- anyone else -- 


Q Do you always carry this vacuum cleaner with you 
wherever you go? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I -- 
Q It's like the President's helicopter. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know. You know, I was 
upstairs when he came down -- I assume he went in one of these doors. 


Q What is the purpose of the -- what is this all 
about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's security, but I 
don't know why. 


Q -- others? 

Q Is the White House unhappy with security request? 

SEY" IOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The security is 
fine. 

Q No, I mean the political embarrassment that the 
Secret Service -- able to go in the side entrance -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That's what they 
say, that's what -- 


Q Does the President have -- ? 


Q Is he awake? 


Q Is he having a good time? 
Q Is it going to be possible to get some of the 
Sherpas to talk to us -- the technical people who know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's see. The only 
Sherpa we have here is Allen Wallis -- 


Q He‘s older than Venice itself. 
Q -- terrorism -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not an official Sherpa, 


but -- State Department people. I don't know if I can get them over 

here, but why don't you call them at the Cipriani. There's Danzansky 

who knows about the economy stuff. There's -- NSC -- Allen Wallis -- 
Q What does the President consider the most important 


thing at this summit -- highlight -- in terms of needs for the U.S.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he considers the 
most important thing the personal interaction between the leaders on 
various issues, particularly arms control and Soviet relations. 


Q Did he say that he expected to see Mr. Gorbachev 
this -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't -- 

Q He didn*t say thet -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q But, I mean -- understood -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know what 
to tell you. I'm sorry Saul is so upset. We had Baker and Carlucci 


here last night, Sultz tonight. We had Howard -- Secretary Baker 
tomorrow. 


Q How do you know Saul'’s upset? 
Q (Inaudible. ) 


Q -- well --- supposed to come on at 3:30 p.m. today -- 
postponed and cancelled -- any reason for that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Know any reason for that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe he wanted to be 
at the meeting. I don’t know. 
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He*ll probably do tha: later. It must have been his schecule out 
there. Somebody s2id Fe was going to try to do it after -- either et 
5:30 p.m. tonight or i:30 p.m. after Shultz did his. So I don‘t 
know. 

Q When's the President -- 

Q 5:30 p.m., 5:30 p.m. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think Jim Baker will 
probably Go a briefing over at the International Center, but we don't 
have 2 schedule on that. 

Q Today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WNo -- probably tomorrow 
or the next day. 


Q He wouldn*t come here (inaudible.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he is coming here. 
Q Is the news conference set for Thursday? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q The news conference. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of the President? He'll 
be here Thursday. The President has 2 press conference Thursday. 


Q Here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think at the Cipriani, 
but -- 


Q Do you know what time, so we can plan tor it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Early afternoon. 


Q Early aftermoon. After that event he does with the 


Q That‘s late. 
Q -- private initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Before that. I think 
that's 5:00 p.m. 


Q So it will be early afternoon. Will it be -- 
Q Like what? Dc you Know what time? 
Q Will it be like we do it back in Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t have an exact 
time. Pardon? 


Q Will it be like in Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be more 
informal. Probably out by the poo’? -- something like that. 


Q Anc how long are you talking about at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t know -- 20 or 30 
minutes. 


Q So he could meet just with the members of the pool? 
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The President. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it will be with 
everybody. 


Q Sometime Thursday afternoon (inaudible. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Thursday early. 
I wish I knew more of the nitty-gritty. but it‘s kind of -- this 
words-in, words-out business takes place in little sessions. 
(Inaudible. ) 


Q Anything funny happen? Anything funny? Anything 
tragic? Anything -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Funny or tragic. 
(Laughter . ) 


Q I- he sleeping on the same bed at the Cipriani? Did 
they move the double bed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they didn't move the 
bed. 


Q Is it fair to assume he didn't ask for anything more 
on the Persian Gulf because the indications have been he wouldn't get 
it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, because it‘s all we 
want. Carlucci said a hundred times all we want is diplomatic help. 
We've got a Navy that can protect the ships. We just need help with 
ending the war. 


Q Well, there was some indication that the Iranians 
might be having second thoughts. I mean, very, very vague. Have you 
heard anything like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't heard anything 
on it. 


Q --(inaudible) -- much access for our press people as 
the British, the French, the Canadians, everybody else has got. All 
we've got to do is go over to the International Press Center and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Inaudible. ) 

Q -- access. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just said we're trying 
to reschedule Frank later. Dan thinks they're going to do it at 9:30 
a.m. in the morning. It may be a little -- all the briefings over 
there -- see, one of the advantages over there is the briefing center 
is right behind the building. But it‘s hard to get them to commit to 
time if they‘re needed for something there. But I think he‘ll do it. 
It will be piped in here. 

Q Come here at 9:30 a.m. in the morning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he'll go to the 
briefing center over there and pipe it in here. 


And Shultz is supposed to try to do it, but I haven‘t 
heard when he‘s going to do it. 


Q Tomorrow? Again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we were hoping 
he'd do it -- brief here and then go over there and -- 


Q Isn‘t he going to do that? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's briefing here, but 
I don't know about over there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: May be tight because of 
the schedule. 


Q Secretary Baker is briefing here tomorrow, as well? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q At 2:30 p.m.? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is it 2:30 p.m.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be later than 
that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought it was 4:00 
p.m., something like that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 4:00 p.m. or 5:00 p.m. 
Q -- any information at all on the financial -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not going to 
announce it, not until we're certain. And we don't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not really. Most of the 
economic stuff started this morning because this is the first formal 
session. 


Q The Finance Ministers met today, at lunch today. 
They're going to have dinner tonight. They're talking all afternoon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have anything on 
it. You might try Margaret Tutwiler and see if she would have 
anything. 


Q Is she going to answer the phone? May I say -- just 
on behalf of the people who write for a living -- I counted up this 
morning, just informally, to see how many television interviews have 
been given by the two Bakers, Carlucci, and Shultz. It comes to a 
little over 20 and ! stopped counting. I think we ought to be given 
a break at getting some timely information and what's going on in 
these meetings as nearly as you can tell us. 


Q I would second that. It's been excessive with TV 
exposure. 


Q Will anybody else second it or are you all going to 
sit quietly? 


Q Of course, we're going to second it. 

Q What do you like better? Sex or self-rightousness? 

Q Well, when are we going to get a fill on the 
economics? I mean, that's what the summit's about. If Margaret's 
going to have to be there, then it's going to be -- what? -- 
one-on-one with Margaret? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Most of the economic 
stuff will be this afternoon and in the morning and we'll have Baker 
do it in the afternoon. 


Q Willi there be a briefing this afternoon at least 
bringing us up-to-date on the economics? 


Q It's going to be old-hat by tomorrow. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'll only have a 
moment with Shultz and I'll see what he says about it. I don't know. 
Because he ought to be able to talk about it, too. 


Q That will be this afternoon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It‘s just hard to get 
them to want to brief during the meetings. 


Q They sure show up on the tube an awful lot. 


Q Well, I certainly join Saul. This is going to go 
Gown in history as the big television summit because -- I haven't 
counted them -- but I can count the number of times they've been in 
here and I can do that without taking my other hand out of my pocket. 
And it is -- I've been to seven of these things and this is the first 
time it has been almost a total television monopoly. And I don't 
know that there‘’s any changing it at this stage of the game for this 
one, although we still have a couple of days left, but for the years 
ahead, those that have -- this ought not to repeat itself in this 
pattern. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I agree with 
that. 


Q Was there any reason for that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it just kind of 
happened. It wasn't a strategy, it just -- I didn't really realize 
it, either, until this morning. I'll see what I can do. I think -- 
you're absolutely right. I don't have any excuse for it other than 
-- it just kind of works out that everybody is willing to do a 
television stop early in the morning and about 10 minutes of their 
time -- 


Q And they like being on TV. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- made it easy for 
them and all those briefings (inaudible) It happened and I -- 


Q They don't have to say anything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you're exactly 
right. I'll see what I can do. ' 


Q Let me give you one more bitch. It's infuriating to 
sit as a print journalist and read nothing but TV transcripts and 
then once the interviews start, three-quarters of the questions are 
taken up by the TV journalists. And I think that's inexcusable and 
you can't play it both ways. If they're going to get them all the 
time, then we should get them when they come into the briefing room. 


Q You know what you might do is -- or think about at 
least -- instead of having Baker, Shultz, et cetera, picking out 
reporters, if you did it, because the same people who interview them 
night and day on television for two or three days, with their 
elongated tonsils, are able to dcminate even the sessions that are 
for everybody, even people who use these antiquated instruments. If 
you called on people, you might even be able to override some of the 
show business aspect. 


Q Here, here. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 


Q Angle's a broadcaster. Let's throw him out the 
window. Out the window with you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, I'll see 
what I can do. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 
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MR. HOWARD: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. The 
ground rules, as you know, are on the record for sound and camera. 
With that, I'll introduce the National Security Advisor to the 
President of the United States, Ambassador Frank Carlucci. 


MR. CARLUCCI: Good morning. Let me start off by making 
a few comments on the political communique that was issued yesterday. 
In our judgment and the President's judgement, this communique 
reflects the shared values of the Western allies. We are pleased 
with the strong statement on East-West relations which underscores 
allied unity, endorses the U.S. negotiating efforts with the Soviets, 
calls for real action, and the whole agenda, which includes human 
rights and withdrawal from Afghanistan, recognizes positive Soviet 
developments; calls for real arms reductions, not just freezing at 
current levels; such things as eliminating chemical weapons, 
reduction in nuclear weapons, and conventional arms stability at 


reduced levels, and encourages contact-building between governments 
and peoples. 


The statement on terrorism, in our judgment, is strong 
and clear, confirms the advances at Tokyo, and the message is loud 
and clear: terrorism has no international support. As the President 
said yesterday, we are delighted with the statement on the Persian 
Gulf. Our view is that the Iran-Iraq war must end soon, can't be 
allowed to spread. We strongly support the effort at the U.N., the 
effort to get an effective resolution at the U.N. Security Council. 
Our goal is to maintain freedom of navigation in the Gulf, and that 
is supported by the statement which emphasizes that the free flow of 
oil must continue, and concludes that we will continue to consult on 
ways to support these goals. 


The statements in effect are -- the statement is all 
that we sought. We think that effective cooperation is the political 
hallmark of this summit, and we are sure that the political harmony 
that has been expressed here will be carried through during the 
economic debates that take place -- well, in fact, were carried 
through in the economic debates that took place yesterday, and we're 
sure they'll continue today. 


Let me open it to questions. 
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Q Mr. Carlucci, you have laid out as something you 
hope to accomplish here greater coordination of how military 
resources in the Gulf are used. That's not reflected in the 
statement. Is that something the President is still trying to get or 
have you given up on that? 


MR. CARLUCCI: No, that is something that is actually 
going on. It's going on through the bilateral process because each 
country has different capacities in the Gulf. And two countries, as 
you're aware, have constitutional impediments to certain kinds of 
activities. 


But to take the British, for example, Foreign Secretary 
Howe told Secretary Shultz yesterday that since January the British 
Navy has escorted 104 British-flagged vessels in the Gulf. Eighteen 
percent of the British Navy is dedicated to activities in the Gulf. 
Some six ships -- three in the Gulf and three on rotation. This is a 
very substantial amount of activity. The French have ships that are 
coming in and out. The Germans are looking at ways that they might 
be helpful. The Japanese, as you're aware, have volunteered publicly 
to be helpful. But neither of these countries, by the terms of their 
constitution, is allowed to deploy forces in the Gulf. So we are 
pursuing the kind of coordination and support we discussed on a 
bilateral basis. 


What the statement does, is gives solid underpinning for 
the fundamental principle that we are seeking -- which is freedom of 
navigation in the Gulf. 


Q Are you making any progress? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Yes, I think we're making substantial 
progress. 


Q Can you desribe it? 
MR. CARLUCCI: Well, I just did describe it. 


Q But you said you're pursuing the progress and 
coordination -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: The process of coordination will be 
ongoing. For example, where the British are escorting their ships 
in the Gulf, we can have local coordination on various naval moments. 
We're not going to ask the British to escort U.S.-flagged vessels. 
That isn't necessary. 


As I said the other day, the U.S. Navy is perfectly 
capable of escorting an additional 11 U.S.-flagged vessels. We're 
not going to ask the Japanese to pay for the U.S. Navy escorting 
American-flagged vessels to Rotterdam. So these kinds of things 
still have to be worked out. You can't make a blanket statement on 
what everybody can do. 


Let me take -- 


Q Sir, are you disappointed because the allies did not 
endorse the U.S. call for mandatory sanctions against -- and impose 
and arms embargo against the country that does not accept the 
cease-fire? And did the allies express their concerns on whether the 
United States -- unilaterally result to use of force in the Gulf? 


MR. CARLUCCI: When the word “effective” is used in the 
declaration -- and it was explicit in the discussions that 
“effective” means enforceable. In fact, the argument was -- we don't 
need the word enforceable because "effective" encompasses 
enforceable. 


And the Secretary of State subsequently had a meeting 
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with the respective foreign ministers where they all agree that the 
word “effective” means enforceable. I didn't hear the second part of 
your question. 


Q Yes. Have the allies expressed concern about the 
unilateral use of force on the part of the United States in the Gulf? 


MR. CARLUCCI: The allies have not expressed any concern 
on the unilateral use of force in the Gulf, either in the official 
meetings, in the bilateral, or in the informal meetings that we have 
held, say, at my level or at the Assistant Secretary level. Indeed, 
all I have heard are expressions of support for what we are doing in 
the Gulf. 


Now, when you say military measures, it’s important to 
bear in mind what we are doing. We are simply escorting U.S.-flagged 
vessels and the British are escorting British-flagged vessels on the 
high seas. This is not a provocative act. This is not the use of 
military measures. Our ships are prepared to defend themselves if 
attacked, but this is an exercise in self defense. We are not being 
provocative tc anyone. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, it is clear that the West Germans are 
very concerned over the prospects that an INF accord will leave them 
and other countries vulnerable to Soviet superiority in very 
short-range nuclear missiles and also conventional arms. Can you 
please tell us, sir, what are the plans for those two categories -- 
both the forum, the timetable, and how you plan to go about dealing 
with those concerns? 


MR. CARLUCCI: For conventional and -- 
Q Conventional, and for very short-range missiles? 


MR. CARLUCCI: As you're aware probably, in conventional 
there has been general agreement on what is called the Atlantic to 
the Urals forum for discussing conventional arms proposals, moving it 
out of the MBFR context. There are some procedural issues yet to be 
resolved on this. That will be done at Reykjavik. 


I think there is a general agreement that the process 
ought to encompass strong efforts to get a START agreement, strong 
eforts to get a conventional warfare -- a chemical warfare agreement 
-- ban on chemical warfare -- and to move ahead in the conventional 
area. The issue of the below 500 kilometers is an issue that will 
require some additional discussion at Reykjavik. Those discussions 
are ongoing behind the scenes right now and I think it is an issue 
that can be resolved at Reykjavik. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, some of the European press is calling 
this the summit where Europe said “yes to Gorbachev." I wonder if 
you could comment about why there is nothing in this statement about 
the INF zero option proposal, and whether you see this summit as 
opening the door from Europe to the East? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I don't know how the phrase, “saying yes 
to Gorbachev,” arises, but seems extremely peculiar that when 
Gorbachev accepts what has been a Western proposal, the press is 
saying we are saying yes to Gorbachev. We have advocated the 
so-called zero INF option for quite some time. It is Gorbachev who 
has been -- it's the Soviet Union, over a period of years that has 
been resisting it. And we are delighted that Gorbachev has come 
around to our point of view. 


As far as INF is concerned, it is, of course, 
encompassed in the general declaration of support for the arms 
control process and the statement that urges the Soviet Union to 
negotiate in good faith. INF, itself, is better dealt with as a 
specific at the NATO meeting in Reykjavik. And as I indicated 
earlier, it will be discussed there. We are very close to an allied 
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consensus and I would anticipate that such a consensus will emerge 
out of Reykjavik. But it is appropriate for the heads of government 
to express their support for the entire arms control process and for 
Reykjavik to deal with INF as a discreet issue. 


Q Isn't it true that the leaders here spent a 
considerable amount of time talking about Gorbachev? They spent all 
of dinner that first night. Other issues were not discussed. We're 
told by some of the delegations here that the Persian Gulf was not 
discussed at all by the leaders, that it was all done by the Sherpas. 
And what I'm wondering is in light of polls showing that more of 
Europe think Gorbachev is interested in peace than Reagan, what you 
think of this summit in that context? 


MR. CARLUCCI: A lot of time -- you're quite correct -- 
a lot of time was spent discussing the Soviet Union, arms control, 
arms reductions and, indeed, INF the first night. The second -- 
Persian Gulf was not resolved by the Sherpas. The Persian Gulf 
statement was resolved the next day by the leaders. They are the 
ones who put their approval on it; they are the ones who introduced 
the statement -- it was actually introduced by the Italians. 


I think it's significant that it only took about 45 
minutes of discussion for the Persian Gulf statement to be approved. 
So that belies all the reports of dissension on the Persian Gulf. 
Indeed, there is a good degree of harmony. 


As far as the discussion on the Soviet Union is 
concerned, that's entirely appropriate and I refer you once again to 
the statement. What came out was not an endorsement of Gorbachev, as 
you seem to imply. What came out was an endorsement for the Western 
position in the arms control negotiations; a statement of 
encouragement that the Soviet Union now seems to be moving in our 
direction; but a statement that says explicitly we urge the Soviet 
Union to negotiate in a positive and constructive manner. An 
effective resolution of these issues is an essential requirement for 
real and enduring stability in the world. 


It also goes on, and I quote, to say, “We will be paying 
close attention not only to Soviet statements, but also to Soviet 
actions on issues of common concern to us in particular." And it 
goes on explicitly to talk about human rights, regional conflicts, 
and greater contacts and freedom of exchange for ideas. So I would 
characterize this as a statement of strong support for what we are 
doing in the arms control area, support for the entire agenda. Some 
skepticism as regards to the Soviet Union, we want to see deeds that 
follow statements, but we are encouraged by some movement in portions 
of the arms control area. 


Q I wonder if we could get some clarification on this 
escort business. You say we are simply escorting U.S.-flagged 
vessels on the high seas. Does that include U.S.-owned vessels, or 
only vessels flying the U.S. flag? 


MR. CARLUCCI: To fly the U.S. flag the vessels have to 
be 51 percent U.S.-owned. 


Q But many vessels U.S.-owned do not fly the American 
flag. 


MR. CARLUCCI: That's true. But -- 

Q But will they be given protection or not? 

MR. CARLUCCI: We are escorting U.S.-flagged vessels on 
occasion. On one occasion where there was a particularly important 
U.S. cargo, we did escort a non-U.S.-flagged vessel. That can be 


done on a selective basis, but our commitment is to escort 
U.S.-flagged vessels. 
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Q Well, they're very much in the minority, in and out 
of the Gulf, U.S.-flagged vessels. 


MR. CARLUCCI: So what's your question? 


Q Well, in other words, it's a very small problem 
escorting only a few U.S.-flagged vessels compared to the total 
amount that are going in and out? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Precisely my point. That's precisely my 
point. 


Q But earlier, a couple of weeks ago, we were talking 
about convoying practically everything in and out. 


MR. CARLUCCI: No -- I was not. I never said that. 
Q The Pentagon was certainly giving that impression. 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, we are not -- we are talking about 
escorting U.S.-flagged vessels, but that does not preclude on a 
case-by-case basis escorting a non-U.S.-flagged vessel where the 
cargo is of particular importance. 


Q Can I follow-up on the Persian Gulf? I have two 
questions about -- concerning the freedom of navigation, our 
commitment to freedom of navigation in the Gulf. And they have to do 
with the statement put out by the Pentagon last week on the attack on 
the USS Stark. That statement points out that the Iraqis contended 
the Stark was in a war exclusion zone, and that Iraq considers 
maritime shipping in a war exclusion zone to be legitimate targets 
connected with the Iranian war effort. Do we agree with that 
position? 


MR. CARLUCCI: No. 


Q What are we doing, then, to try to make the Iraqi 
position consistent with our position on freedom of navigation in the 
Gulf? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, I don't know that that issue 
relates to the entire question of freedom of navigation in the Gulf. 
There is a disagreement on the physical location of the Stark at the 
time it was attacked. There is no disagreement on the issue of 
freedom of navigation in the Gulf. Indeed, we are in the process of 
working out with the Iraqis arrangements to ensure a better early 
warning system for our ships so that kind of incident is not 
repeated. 


Let me get somebody who hasn't asked one yet. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, I was just wondering if any discussion 
was held yesterday on all the terrorists attacks in Rome and just 
outside of Venice? 


MR. CARLUCCI: To my knowledge, it did not come up as a 
formal agenda item. I think there were some side discussions on the 
attack on the embassy. 


Q What was that? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I think they just commented that it 
happened. Nobody knew any more than the actual details of what had 
transpired. There was no indication of who might have perpetrated 
the act. Indeed, at the time that they -- it was mentioned, I don't 
think any organization had claimed credit for it. Subsequently a 
group has claimed credit for it. 


Dan, can I have a glass of water? 
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Q Mr. Carlucci, has the installation of the Silkworm 
missile come uj» in discussion? Have any measures been debated by the 
leaders what possibly might be done -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: We have consistently said that we are not 
speculating on military options. We have also consistently said that 
it would ill behoove the Iranians to use these missiles to . .terfere 
with shipping on the high seas. I don't think it serves any useful 
purpose to go beyond that kind of statement. Our ships are fully 
prepared to defend themselves and to defend the vessels that they are 
escorting. 


Q (Inaudible. ) 


MR. CARLUCCI: There have been no misgivings expressed 
about zero LRINF. There has been, as you are all aware, an issue on 
SRINF. The Germans have a -- have had some concern on SRINF. We are 
in the process of working out those concerns. The Chancellor has 
made a statement to the Bundestag on this issue and we are coming 
close to a consensus. It is not unreasonable to give NATO a period 
of a month or so to discuss a new issue which has not been part of 
the INF negotiations and to reach a consensus on it. But, as I said, 
I think we're very close. 


Q Mr. Carlucci, in regard to the East-West subject, to 
what extent and in what ways did the leaders, in the their 
discussion, disagree as to the meaning of the reconstruction and 
reform movement in the Soviet Union -- Glasnov and so forth? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, I think the statement speaks for 
itself. We're following with close interest the developments on 
internal and external policies and it is our hope that they will 
prove to be of great significance for the improvement of political, 
economic and security relations between East and West. 


At the same time, profound differences persist and each 
of us must remain vigilantly alert in responding to all aspects of 
Soviet policy. And, going back to a previous question, I'd hardly 
call that an endorsement of Gorbachev. And it then goes on to say we 
need to make certain that the deeds follow the words. And I think 
that's pretty clear -- that there are significant changes going on in 
the Soviet Union -- no one disputes that. 


We are hopeful that we can begin to move the arms 
control process forward. We see some signs of movement in the INF 
area. Yet, in other areas -- regional issues such as Afghanistan, 
human rights issues, we see very little movement. And we're 
encouraging the Soviet Union to get on with the entire agenda. 


Q -- disagree as to what the repercussion movement 
means. In other words, do -- does Reagan disagree with somebody else 
among these leaders as to what exactly happened? 


MR. CARLUCCI: No, I detected no differences among the 
leaders. Generally, this has come up in the bilaterals. It came up 
at the Monday night dinner. I think the -- there was certainly no 
dispute on this part of the statement, if that's your question. 
Everybody endorsed this rather readily. In fact, I think there were 
no modifications to this part of the draft from the draft as it was 
submitted at the outset. 


Let me take one here and then -- 

Q Mr. Carlucci -- two questions. One, is there now an 
agreed position between the United States and the Federal Republic on 
the Persian 1-A's? 

MR. CARLUCCI: Yes. 


Q Second question -- the second question is similar in 
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form. Is there any meeting of the minds beteween the United States 
and France on how to run the Urals -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: Not yet. And that is a subject which 
will be discussed at Reykjavik. There are some conversations going 
on right now in preparation for Reykjavik. We are hopeful of 
resolving what is essentially a procedural issue, but it has not yet 
been resolved. ‘ 


Excuse me? 


Q Sir, the second part of his question on the l1-A‘s is 
what is the agreement, that's been reached between -- 


MR. CARLUCCI: Oh, the agreement that's been reached on 
the 1-A‘'s? 


Q Yes. 


MR. CARLUCCI: Is that they should be kept off the 
table, that they should not be part of the negotiating process. They 
have never been part of the negotiating process. The Soviet Union 
did not raise them during Secretary Shultz’ visit. And if they are 
sincere in wanting an INF agreement, there's no reason to introduce 
this kind of proposal at the last minute. These are not bilateral 
systems that should be part of this negotiating process. 


MR.. HOWARD: Can we have the final question, please? 


Q Every indication as of yet is that the President did 
not raise the Persian Gulf issue -- did not lead that discussion. In 
general. is he taking more of a back seat at this summit? 


MR. CARLUCCI: No, not at all. The Persian Gulf 
resolution, as I indicated, was introduced by the Italians. But -- 
and I think the President did speak to it. But it required no 
considerable effort to get through because the allies are unanimous 
on this kind of resolution and the resolution conforms entirely to 
the objectives that we had set out when we came here. So the 
President, as he said, is very pleased with it. 


The President has been extremely active in the 
bilaterals and in the plenary meetings. But he weighs in strongly 
where there are problems. And there were no problems getting the 
Persian Gulf resolution. 


MR. HOWARD: Thank you. 


Q You say the President did speak to it, you think. 
Does that mean you're not sure whether he spoke to it or not? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, there was a -- yes, certainly he 
spoke in the context of the general discussion which lasted, as I 
said, about 45 minutes -- on the Persian Gulf. But the resolution 
was introduced by the Italians. 


I think everybody spoke up in support of it, so there 
was no particular problem. He did -- let me correct myself -- 
actually, yes, he did speak to it. 


END 10:03 A.M. (L) 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have two announcements 


On June 11, from 5:30 te 6:00 p.m., Acting Secretary 
Whitehead will make brief on-the-record closing remarks and 
answer a few questions in the Dean Acheson Auditorium at a 
foreign policy conference for young political leaders. The 
session is open for press coverage by White House and State 
Department media representatives. This will be the fifteenth 
conference the Department has co-sponsored with the American 
Council of Young Political Leaders, ACYPL, since 1970. 
Approximately 250 are expected to attend The conferees, all 
under the age of 41, are political activists of both parties, 
elected officials, state legislators, attorneys general, 
mayors, et cetera, and officials of Young Democrats and Young 
Republicans. 


This is a bi-partisan group, and these young political 
leaders participate in seminars and overseas study tours, host 
incoming foreign delegations, assist with private sector fund 
raising, and serve as escorts to U.S. delegations overseas. [f 
you need further information, you can call Marie Bland at 
647-1710. 


My second announcement concerns the Department's 
smoking policy. [I think you've all seen the notice that 
circulated this week announcing the Department's new policy 
concerning smoking. This policy, which effectively restricts 
smoking to private offices and certain specifically designated 
areas, came into effect on Monday, June 8. 


In accordance with this new Department policy, the 
Press Briefing Room is now a no-smoking area, as are all areas 
within the Press Office, including the wire ticker room, except 
private offices. As to the Press Room itself, we refer you to 
the guidelines contained in the notice and suggest that the 
State Department Correspondent's Association consider how best 
to implement the new regulations. 
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We ask your cooperation in observing what 1s now 
established Department policy As the notice points ovt, the 
basis for a successful policy on smoking in Department 
facilities, as with any other working relationship, is mutual 
courtesy and respect for the rights of one's fellow workers, 
both smokers and non-smokers 


Q Right on 

A Right on All right And I'll be happy now to 
answer any questions 

Q Can we have a copy? (Laughter) 

A It was burned (Laughter ) 

Q Assistant Secretary Murphy, in his new statement 


in front of the Foreign Relations Committee said, I think for 
the first time, that there was no order for an action by the 
Saudis to go after the Iraqi aircraft. 


dhy did it take so long for the State Department to 
declare that there was no such order that was published widely 
in the press? 


A I really don't have the details on the orders I 
think you'd have to go to the Pentagon on that. But I think it 
was clear in Chuck Redman's briefing right after the Stark 
incident, when he talked about what the standing orders were 
for the Saudi airplanes -- that he covered that point, that 
their standing instructions were to support and to protect the 
AWAC airplanes, and that for anything further that they had to 
go to higher authority. So I would refer you back to that 
statement that he made that I think covered those very points 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting between Mr 
Hamdoon, the Ambassador of Iraq, and Mr. Derwinski? 


A io. They did, as I understand it, meet 
yesterday, but I don't have any details of the meeting. I 
think it had been a longstanding appointment that had been set 
up for some time. 
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Q Phyllis, a group of influential senators, 
including Pell, Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, 
have introduced legislation to invoke the War Powers Resolution 
if the Administration goes ahead with its escort plan in the 
Gul f . 


Now, as you know, the Congress can invoke this on its 
own What would you do if they do it? Would you adhere to it? 


. I would think that, certainly, the Department 
will abide by Congressional laws and regulations, but I think 
we've stressed over and over again that we are consulting with 
Congress as fully as possible, that we don't think the War 
Powers Act has been warranted in this situation, and I'm sure 
that we will consult about this bill. 


Q But it wouldn't be looked on like the Boland 
amendment? 


A I can't speculate on how it's going to be looked 
at. As I say, I'm sure we'd consult closely about it. 


Q Since we are in the area -- 
. Yes. 
Q -~ do you have any reaction to the threats the 


Iranians are doing against the United States? 
* No, I have nothing on that 


Q Even that they would bomb a nuclear reactor in 
the United States? 


. No. We just have no response on that 

Q Do you have anything on Judge Sofaer's trip to 
Germany? 

a The United States Government and the Government 


of the Federal Republic of Germany have been in continuous 
contact on the question of Hamadei's extradition ever since his 
arrest. We have been assured that the German government will 
fulfill its responsibilities to extradite or try Hamadei for 
the seizure of TWA Flight 847 and the murder of U.S. Navy Petty 
Officer Robert Stethem. 
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I might note that there has been a delegation in Bonn 
for this meeting. The U.S. Delegation was led by Associate 
Attorney General Stephen Trott and the State Department Legal 
Adviser, Abraham Sofaer, and it also included the Deputy Legal 
Adviser, Mary Mochary, and Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
Victoria Toensing 


Q Phyllis, can I follow on that, please? 
- Yes. 
Q If I heard you correctly, you said we have been 


assured that the German government will fulfill its 
responsibility either to extradite him or to try him, was it 





you said, on charges -- could you -- 
a Well, for the seizure of the flight. 
Q Right. 
A -- and for the murder of a U.S. seaman. 
Q Does this mean that they have ruled out the 


possibility of trying him on a lesser charge unrelated to the 
TWA thing, and exclusively such as possession, unauthorized 
possession of explosives? 


a I don't have the details on that of lesser -- 


Q In other words, our assurance is, that if he is 
tried in Germany it will be for, on charges relating tc the Twa 
hijacking and the murder of the U.S. Navy diver? 


A Yes, that's my understanding. 


Q There are reports in the Middle East that the 
Kuwaitis maybe will ask other members. other permanent members 
of the Security Council to join escorting their tankers in the 
Gulf. Do you have any comment on tha., or have you asked the 
Kuwaitis to do so? 


+ I think this question was askec yesterday. and I 
referred you to guidance that we had used on Monday about the 
possibility of the reported Kuwaiti request to the PRC to join 
in helping protect Kuwaiti ships. and I would refer you to that 
testimony* of Monday 


*Spokesman meant to say transcript 
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Let me just point out that we had said that the PRC, 
in our view, could play a very positive role in helping move 
the Iran-Iraq war toward a negotiated end and in reducing the 
threat to non-belligerent Gulf shipping, that we've expressed 
our concern over Chinese sales of arms such as the Silkworm 
missiles, and the threat they pose to freedom of navigation and 
the free flow of oil in the Gulf. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q I'm a little bit confused 
a What? 


Q Does the policy which applies to the PRC aoply 
also to France, to Great Britain? 


A No. This answer was specifically in regard to 
the report that Kuwait had asked the Chinese, and we are 
expressing our view on the Chinese role. 


Q But it's understood that the Kuwaitis are asking 
the Chinese in their capacity as a permanent member of the 
Security Council. 


A Well, you'd have to go to the Kuwaitis for the 
context of their request. 


Q Do you have anything on the return to the United 
States today, or at least he was on television today, of a 
,former CIA agent, Philip Agee -- 


2) Yes. 
Q -- whose passport was revoked in 1980. 
fe) Let me point out that as a US. citizen, Mr. 


Philip Agee is free to return to this country whenever he 
wishes. The U.S. Government has never in any way attempted to 
prevent his return, although it is correct that the Secretary 
of State revoked Agee's passport in 1979 on the grounds that 
Agee's activities abroad were causing or were likely to cause 
serious damage to the national security or the foreign policy 
of the United States, and this is covered in specific 
regulations. 


Agee was at all times entitled to a U.S. travel 
document for direct return to the United States. Agee's 
challenge to the Secretary's revocation of his passport was 
given a full airing in U.S. courts, including the Supreme 
Court, which unequivocally sustained the Secretary's actions 
This was in the case Agee versus Haig of 1981. 





Q On this ABC broadcast -- television this morning 
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-~- he said that he returned via Canada on a Nicaraguan 
passport. Is that against a U.S. law? 


A It simply wasn't necessary. It's not the 
question of whether it was against a law or not. We have 
always, as I have explained -- that he's free to return to this 
country as a U.S. citizen. 


Q How about holding a Nicaraguan passport, per se? 


a I'm not prepared to get into the legal 
complications in all of that -- of whether he's changed his 
nationality. I assume he has not. But what we're saying is 
that he doesn't need another country's passport to return to 
the United States. He has that right under his U.S. 
citizenship. 


Q Do you have anything on the continued violence in 
South Korea? And are there any specific U.S. actions or 
meetings taking place in regards to it? 


a In regard to the violence in South Korea, we have 
heard reports of violence affecting both police and 
demonstrators. We abhor such acts. Our support for the right 
to peaceful assembly remains firm. 

In our view, political progress in Korea would be 
furthered by greater willingness to engage in dialogue rather 
than coercion, of compromise rather than violence. 


We continue to urge all Koreans to work sincerely and 
selflessly toward a broadly-based political system. 


Q And any meetings or any actions by the U.S.? 
Qa I don't have anything further on that. 


Q Why didn't Ambassador Lilley attend the Congress 
at which Woo was endorsed as a candidate for the elections? 


A It's my understanding that he did attend 


Q My understanding is that he attended the cocktail 
afterwards, but not the actual meeting. 
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A What I have -- and maybe there is a fine line 
here -- is that Ambassador Lilley along with other members of 
the diplomatic corps in Seoul accepted an invitation to the 
Democratic Justice Party Convention. There is nothing unusual 
about foreign envoys attending such functions as part of their 
duty to maintain contact with all significant political groups 
in the host country. 


In fact, as I'm sure you're all aware, we understand 
that the Democratic and Republican parties here invite the 
diplomatic corps to their events. 


His attendance in no way implies a U.S. preference for 
the DJP over any other party in Korea. Should other political 
parties invite the diplomatic corps to similar functions, 
Ambassador Lilley would undoubtedly welcome the opportunity, 
and I understand he did attend the reception. Again, I'd like 
to make the point that attendance at or invitations to 
receptions have no implications for U.S. policy. 


Q Just to follow that up. Has the U.S. expressed 
any view yet on the accession? 


a No, we've noted the nomination, but we view that 
as entirely an internal Korean matter 


Q Phyllis, do you have any update on the reflagging 
operation? 


“ No, I don't have anything further on that today 


Q Is it that it's moving ahead, the Coast Guard, 
and so forth? 


a Yes, and I think that certainly this has been 
covered by the NSC and the Pentagon. 


Q Phyllis, are you against any of the five 
permanent members of the United Nations Security Council to 
escort the Kuwaiti ships? Do you have any position on that? 


a I just don't have anything on that. Our efforts 
involving the five permanent members of the Security Council 
are devoted to working out an effective resolution. I think 
the Secretary covered that in his press conference yesterday. 


Q There are reports that Kuwait is asking for these 
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five permanent (members) to escort their ships. I mean, your 
position toward the Soviet Union is known, but what about the 
other members? 


A I said I just don't have anything on that. 

Q Mrs. Oakley, may [ return to the no-smoking 
position? 

A Certainly. 


Has the State Department informed women members 
of the State Department body or reporters, or anyone else, 
about the new scientific findings that smoking greatly 
increases the risk of breast cancer? 


Some of gentlemen are laughing, but I've had breast 
cancer and I never smoked. My surgeon has told me that [I would 
probably not have survived had I done so. 


4 I'm not aware of any specific recommendations in 
regard to that. Certainly, there is an on-going health program 
where all sorts of dangers are pointed out, but [I've not heard 
one specifically in that regard. 


Q May [ make a suggestion. [I would think that if 
that could be a small addendum, something that could be handed 
out to people or that could be posted with these signs, that it 
would be extremely helpful. 


-) All right Let me take that suggestion and see 
what the Medical Department would like to do with that. 


Q On that subject, does it apply to embassies also 
-- U.S. Embassies overseas -- that are going to be covered by 
it? 

“ Yes, I assume it does. It's a world-wide policy. 

Q Does the State Department now have a Bureau of 


Smoke Police? 
a I don't think so. 


Q Are there "teeth" in this measure, is what I['m 
asking. 


a Are there teeth in this resolution? I think 
we're going to rely on the honor system of the correspondents. 
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Q As in the Gulf, and as with our Allies? 

a No, just with the correspondents. 

Q But not from the Warsaw Pact correspondents? 
Q Another aspect of this superpower. The Flora 


Lewis piece in the New York Times Sunday, the interview with 
the First Deputy Foreign Minister in Moscow, saying that they 
want to have a meeting with the U.S. to discuss the avoidance 
of incidents and how they can cooperate with us. Is there any 
movement on that to respond to that overture? 





a No, again, I think that we covered that on 
Monday, and we were talking about Ambassador Murphy's scheduled 
meeting as part of the regional discussions that we have with 
the Soviet Union and the fact that the Gulf had come up before, 
and we would expect it to be a topic when they do meet even 
though we have nothing firm on when the dates will be. 


Q Do you have a date and time for that meeting yet? 
a No, [I don't. 
Q Mrs. Oakley, has the State Department any comment 


on Dr. Schlesinger's statements? 


Well, again, I think that we covered that. We 
are aware that he has been, certainly -- he's been in Moscow, I 
think, for close to ten days. He's now left. He's on his way 
home. We're waiting to get his report to the Secretary, and 
we'll certainly look forward to examining his recommendations 
but we're going to have no comment on those until we've seen 
the report. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. FITZWATER: This briefing is ON THE RECORD for sound 
and camera by Secretary of the Treasury James A. Baker. He will have 
an opening statement and then take your questions. 


Secretary Baker? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, let me start by 
saying that I think this summit has been a success. I think we've 
seen progress -- clear progress on a number of fronts, and in fact, I 
don't think that there is -- I can't think of any major item on the 
economic side, particularly, that we came here wanting that we didn't 
get. First of all, there was a consensus among the leaders on the 
macroeconomic policies needed to sustain global growth and to reduce 
imbalances. They reaffirmed the commitments made at the Louvre 
earlier this year in Paris and in Washington at the G-7 meeting. 
Japan, Germany, and the United States are taking steps to implement 
those commitments. Of course, continued implementation is key, but 
if growth should falter, the heads of state and government have made 
clear here their willingness to take additional action. 





Secondly, a new process for coordination of their 
economic policies has been endorsed by these countries. Performance 
indicators will now be used to help measure progress as we move 
toward agreed medium-term economic objectives. And in effect, what 
this will do is provide us with an early warning system to signal the 
need to consider additional economic policy changes. With this, we 
now have a political mechanism for promoting action. Third, the 
summit leaders urge prompt movement in the Uruguay trade round 
negotiations, and they reaffirmed the Punta del Este commitments. 
They agreed to table negotiating proposals in coming months, and 
progress is to be kept under close political review. 


So they preserved, I think it's fair to say, the gains 
on agricultural trade which were made at the OECD in Paris last 
month, and they moved the process forward. Fourth, the summit 
countries reaffirmed their support for our case-by-case strategy tor 
dealing with the problems of middle-income debtors. 


So in summary, the summit leaders have demonstrated that 
they remain committed to past economic initiatives, that they will 
continue to be active and reliable partners in meeting the economic 
challenges facing the West in the future. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what about the budget -- the U.S. 
budget deficit and the fact that a number of the allies were very 
critical, were concerned about the U.S. budget deficit, and the 
President didn't seem to have a real response? 





SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think the President had a very 
good response to that, and his response was pretty much along these 
lines. In 1987, we're going to reduce our fiscal budget deficit by a 
-- $40 billion at least -- maybe a little more -- and that's an 18 
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percent reduction in one year. That, by anybody's measurement, is 
substantial deficit reduction. We first undertook this commitment 
back in 1983 when our budget deficit was 6.3 percent of our GNP. 
This year, at the end of ‘87, it will be 3.9 percent. That's a 2.4 
percent, I think, decline over that four-year pericd, which is far 
greater than any four-year decline that either Germany or Japan, for 
instance have been able to generate. 


The fact of the matter is that the United States budget 
deficit, if you look at it as a general government deficit, including 
the federal fiscal deficit and the surpluses of states and local 
governments as the OECD tends to look at deficits, is only 2.5 
percent of GDP or GNP, which is below the OECD average. I think 
that's a pretty good answer. We will continue to make progress as 
the President indicated, and we will have further deficit reduction 
in 1988. 


Q Mr. Baker, Secretary Baker, some of the rhetoric the 
United States has used privately about Japan in the trade talks has 
been that they are very good about promising things that don’t come 
through, and I understand it, and I'd like you to talk about this -- 
that at this summit, that same argument or rhetoric was used against 
the United States, that we are talking very good talk about promising 
to do something about the deficit. The other countries are now 
waiting for us a little impatiently to do something. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well Ira, I've just outlined to you 
what we have actually done. And I think actions -- I agree with you 
-- actions speak louder than words, but I think we've got actions. 


Q Well, atmospherically, was this brought up by the 
other countries, that there may be some of the same impatience that 
we have always talked about privately about the Japanese on the trade 
issue? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, it's not -- it's not 
inappropriate for these other countries to continue to press us to 
reduce our fiscal deficit. That is, after all, one of the 
undertakings that we've undertaken in these earlier meetings. 

Another one is, if I may say so, is to resist protectionism. And 
there is no argument about the strength or depth of our commitment in 
that regard. 


But my point is simply this: the facts show solid, 
substantial deficit reduction. We've got to continue it, we admit 
that. 


Q In the three -- three of the four points that you 
enumerated as being successes at this summit were ones in which you 
said something was reaffirmed. I take it your position is that if 
you didn't lose ground, it was a success, even though you didn't make 
any ground. 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, I think we made ground, and I 
mentioned in my opening statement where we made ground. First of 
all, this new political mechanism for coordinating policies I think 
is making ground. 


Q But as I understand it, sir, that has no mechanism 
for enforcement whatsoever. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, it does have a certain degree of 
discipline in it in the sense that it will trigger consultations, and 
that's very, very important. 


Q In other words -- if I just follow-up -- your 
position is it will trigger a meeting, but there is no guarantee that 
a country that has allowed the indicators to slip one way or the 
other will do anything about then. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: All you can do in trying to coordinate 
international economic policy between sovereign nations, Sam, is see 
that those nations act in good faith, work toward a common end. This 
will promote that, and this will, in effect, require additional 
meetings and additional consultations if the performance indicators 
are not met. 


Let me say also, I don't think it's fair to say that we 
haven't made progress just because there is a reaffirmation in 
certain areas. As I said for several weeks before we came over here, 
you shouldn't look for major macroeconoimc policy initiatives every 
two or three weeks or months. And we've just come off of major 
meetings in Paris in February and at the G-7 meeting in Washington in 
April. So -- and there was a possibility, if I may say so, of losing 
ground here, particularly in agricultural trade, particularly with 
whether or not some of these surplus countries would reaffirm their 
commitment to take another look at their situation if growth began to 
falter. And they have done that, they have given us that 
reaffirmation. 


Q I'd like you to amplify that. You said that if 
growth falters the governments said they would take additional steps. 
What precisely do you have in mind? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we -- we didn't spell out the 
detail, and it would be inappropriate to do that. Because what you 
would have to do is agree upon what those steps would be at the time 
that there was a deterioration in growth. But the commitment is 
there -- the same kind of commitment, for instance, that Germany made 
at the OECD meeting. It‘s reaffirmed, I think it's paragraph ten; 
I'm not sure if that's the paragraph number, but I think it is. 


Q What constitutes faltering growth -- one-quarter of 
zero growth in how many nations, or what? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me just give it to you as an 
example, using, if I might, Germany as an example. They said at the 
OECD meeting if their estimates of growth did not measure up, they 
would take another look and come up with some additional policy 
actions, or at least consider some additional policy actions. So, 
look at what their growth estimates are. If it doesn't measure up, 
maybe they'll do more. 


Q They haven't said that in here, though, Mr. 
Secretary, have they? 


SECRETARY BAKER: They didn't say it as a country, Bart, 
because at the summit, you try and avoid naming countries as such. 


Q In paragraph two, the statement refers to lower 
growth rates that you already recognize. In that case, why didn't 
the summit take the action now to stimulate growth instead of saying 
they'd do it sometime in the future? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Those are lower OECD growth rates. 
The action has been taken to stimulate growth. Commitments were made 
at the Louvre and at the G-7 meeting. If those commitments are 
followed through on, it's the view of the countries here that that 
will do the job. 


Look in paragraph ten with respect to the general 
commitment of these countries to take additional action. 


Q Paragraph ten doesn't mention the OECD at all. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Nec, it doesn't. It mentions the 
necessity of taking additional action if growth falters. 


Q It makes no reference to the specifics that you just 
now cited that Mr. Bangemann and the Germans made in Paris. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that's correct, but that‘s the 
meaning of it. That's why we all -- one of the reasons we all agreed 
to it. There is -- and let me say that if you need it, I personally 
have received that assurance from not only Minister Bangemann, but 
Minister Stoltenberg as well. It's simply that you don't spell that 


kind of thing out in the communigtue. 


Q You mentioned on agricultural things, it seemed a 
lot weaker than what some of the summit nations want. It doesn't 
produce a timetable of any kind for reducing subsidies and it talks 
about -- subsidies. It appears to have loopholes like food security, 
which I guess is Japan, and employment. How did this square with the 
President's proposal that all subsidies be eliminated by the year 
2000? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, it's not -- it doesn't 
counteract that proposal. I mean, it‘s not in contradiction of that 
proposal. The OECD countries recognized three weeks ago or four 
weeks ago in Paris that the problem of agricultural trade is the 
number one trade problem in the world, that it’s caused by too many 
suLsidies in support prices, that we can only deal with it in a 
multilateral context, 














and that it was important to do that and let‘s put it in the GATT. 
This says we reaffirm that; there'll be no backsliding from that; and 
in addition to that, we're going to table affirmative proposals, and 
we're going to ask for progress reports as we move along. That, I 
think, is a step forward. 


Q This does not give agriculture any kind of fast 
track with the GATT. Do you think that's -- is that a 
disappointment? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, it doesn't do that. It recognizes 
that the GATT is going to move on all subjects, generally speaking, 
contemporaneously. But I still would argue with you that this is a 
step forward. It, darn sure, isn't losing any ground from what we 
talked about at the OECD. 


Right there -- Pat? 


Q Now that we've implemented these economic 
coordination policies, are you going to start consulting with Germany 
since they've already shown negative growth -- and I would think that 
these policies would now be kicked in and something might happen in 
Germany in terms of lower interests rates, or something? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, you say they've shown negative 
growth. They heven't shown negative growth for the -- 


Q Well, many people have said they are. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Not for the year in question. They've 
shown some -- 


Q Well, are these only annual then? Is this based on 
an annual coordination -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. The meetings of the group will be 
held, generally speaking, three times a year. But the numbers we 
look at, at least initially are going to look at, will be annual. 
The German growth numbers are -- or the ones you're referring to -- 
are at the most, for two months, if I'm not mistaken, first quarter. 


But they don't have their final first quarter numbers and 
they won't have them until next week. So all you're talking about -- 


Q But when they do -- 
Q How convenient. 
Q Isn't that coincidental. 


SECRETARY BAKER: -- you're talking about some 
preliminary numbers. 


Q Excuse me. May I just follow up. When you do, will 
you, in fact, call for consultations if they start showing negative 
growth? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we'll have to take a look at the 
numbers and make the decision at that time. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you were mentioning things that you 
are glad to see in the communique. What about one thing that you 
weren't so glad to see, which is namely, the French call that the 
countries commit themselves devoting 0.7 percent of their GNPs to 
official development assistance? We understand that the United 
States was not in agreement with that, and the French did insist that 
it was put in there. Is the United States ready to live up to this 
commitment? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think you misread it if you say 
that it‘s a call for the countries to commit themselves to do that. 
It's a recognition that at one point the United Nations establish 
thet as a target. 


I think it’s our view that you heave to look et financial 
flows across-the-board in determining development assistance. I 
think it‘s our view, for instance, that treating development aid in 4 
vaccuum is not the right approach to take. I think it‘s our view 
that the United States, having taken 60 percent of the increase in 
exports from the Third World over the last two or three years, is 
perheps doing more then anybody else in terms of the welfare of some 
of these countries. And you cannot look at it just as development 
assistance; you should read the sentence carefully which -- it says 
nothing more than we recall the target already established by 
international organizations for the future level of official 
Gevelopment assistance -- look at the rest of the sentence -- and we 
take note that overall financial flows are important to development. 


Helen? 


Q Mr. Secretary, you've been to all the economic 
summits with the President in one capacity or another. This is being 
called almost a non-summit and you had a hard time putting it on a 
scale this morning on one of the programs, I think. Suddenly, it‘s a 
success. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I gave it a -- 
Q How do you really compare it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think an eight or a nine on a4 scale 
of one to 10 is a success. Come om. What -- 


Q You had to do a lot of thinking on that one bDefore 
you could find the -- anyway, how do you think it compares -- 
(laughter )-- with the past and do you think the President -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think it compares -- 


Q Do you think the President is really a weakened 
leader at this summit? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think -- no, I really don‘t think 
that. I think it compares favorably with past summits. Just because 
we really haven't had a major contretemps here, just because the 
countries are in relative agreement with respect to what needs to be 
done economically to address the economic problems of the world, I 
don't think is a -- should be viewed as detrimental. I think it 
should be viewe! positively in terms of judging how well the summit 
went. 


In terms of whether or not the President is a leader or 
capable of leading here at this summit, I don't think there‘s any 
guestion; but, what the United Stetes, as the world's largest economy 
far and away, with a President who's in his seventh year with a job 
approvel rating of 52 percent, is able to lead. He is. And we are 
looked to, if I may say so, for leadership by many of these other 
countries. 


Charles. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on the agricultural question, was the 
President's target of ending subsidies by the year 2000 rejected? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. 


Q Wes it specifically put in that term, to be by the 
yeer 20007 And, if so, why is that not mentioned here? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: It was not specifically put in so many 
words, no. 


Q Well, could you then tell us how he proposed it? 
SECRETARY BAKER: Well. he proposed it -- 


Q Well, he made reference the other day in a speech 
that he was going to -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. 


Q -- put forth the proposal to end subsidies by the 
year 2000. Now you’re saying he didn‘t do that. 


SECRETARY BAKER: He has put that forward, but not as a 
matter for the communique, Charles, as I understand it. It didn‘t 
come in as a communigue iten. 


Q Well, how then was it received when he raised it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think in terms of a recognition 
on the part of these leaders that they -- thet this is the number one 
trade problem facing the world and we've got to eliminate subsidies 
and support prices -- that has been confirmed and endorsed. 


Q Well, I‘m still perplexed that he made the point in 
@ speech that he was going to lay out the year 2000 as a target. 
This comes beck and lays out @ vague, unspecified time in the future 
That would seem to me to suggest that they didn't buy the year 2000 


SECRETARY BAKER: It suggests that there was not 
unanimity on that conclusion -- that’s correct. What I‘m saying to 
you is I don't think it ever got into -- you askec me if the issue 
was raised. It was not raised in the plenary meetings. anc I don't 
think it was raised as a specific communigue issue, perhaps because 
there was not sufficient additional support for putting a fixed date 
in there. 


Q What was the objection to that and whose objection 
is it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, it is probably -- and I'm 
guessing a little bit here because I don't know for sure -- but I 
think it’s probably an objection coming from the European Community. 


Q And did the French also reject the proposal of 4 
group similar to the G-7 co deal with agricultural problems? No, 
they did not reject it? 





SECRETARY BAKER: Not that I‘m aware of. WNot that I'm 
aware of. 





Q Question? 

Q We couldn't hear the question. 

SECRETARY BAKER: The question was, did the French reject 
@ group similar to the G-7 to deal with agricultural problems? And 
the answer is, not that I'm aware of. 

Q Was there such a proposal? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Not that I'm aware of. 

How about right there. 


Q Stick to that answer. 
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Q Say you don't remember. 

Q Say you don‘t recall. 

Q You've acknowledged there wasn‘t unanimity on 
everything. What are the one or two issues you could point to that 
you cidn’t accomplish what you'c hoped to when you came here? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Did not? 


Q Diu not. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, frankly, as I said in the 
statement, I can't really think of anything major the we asked, that 
we came here seeking, that we didn't get. 


Q All these nations with all these different 
interests? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Charles has raised -- Charles has 
raised a failure to endorse the year 2000 as a set specific year for 
eliminating agricultural subsides. I happened to think we made good 
progress on the issue of agricultural trade. 


2 with ail these different interests -- all these 
countries, did you just ask for what you knew you could get rather 
than for what you really wanted? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, we really didn't. And -- the fact 
of the matter happens to be, though, that we have had some meetings 
-- multilateral meetings in the recent past which have pretty much 
set out what these nations think is needed in order to correct the 
economic problems that exist. So what we really needed was a 
reaffirmation by the heads of state of the actions taken at those 
meetings. We got that. We got movement on the agriculture trade 
front, in my opinion. We got an endorsement of a new process for 
coordinating monetary matters, and we got a reaffirmation of the debt 
Strategy. I think what we got, pretty much as I said before, what we 
were looking for here. I can't think of anything we didn't get. 


Yes? 


Q The Chief of Staff, your namesake, said here the 
other night that this summit would produce signficant accomplishments 
anc important news. Coulc you enlighten us as to what he meant? 
(Laughter .) 


Q It was the Reverend Bakker. (Laughter.) 

SECRETARY BAKER: I think the accomplishments I've just 
listed for you and enumerated in my opening remarks -- and just in 
answer to that question -- are signficant accomplishments, if I may 
Say so. 

Q You con't believe that the reafffirmation of 


commitments on a series of serious economic problems indicates that 
they really made no progress on these issues? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I certainly do not, not in the least. 
You -- to adopt that formulation, you would have to suggest that we 
need to have major new u.scroeconomic policy undertakings by these 
countries every few weeks and that is simply not realistic. Not only 
is it not realistic, it would be counterproductive. 


Q Why meet? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Because summits are annual events and 
you're going to meet notwithstanding what the situation happens to be 
on policy actions. 


Saul? 


Q If you're familiar with the discussions on AIDS, can 
you tell us whether there was any talk about testing or providing 
some money to back up the commitment that the leaders talked about? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I did not sit in during those 
discussions, Saul, but let me -- do you have the statement on AIDS? 


Q Yes. 


SECRETARY BAKER: So you're familiar with that? 
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Q Yes. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I can't answer your question about 
money. 


Yes? 


Q Mr. Secretary, paragraph 22 -- can you tell us why 
-- OM paragraph 22, can you tell us why the United States, as 
reported by the other countries, refused to have the word "endorsed" 
for the .7 percent goal for development assistance -- insisted on 
just the word “recall”? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We didn't -- that's not the way it 
worked. We didn't have an argument over "endorse" versus "recall". 
There was -- 


Q What does “recall” means? What's the difference? 
Why not “endorse”? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Why not "endorse"? Because we, as Ii 
said before, we think other factors are involved here. And it's the 
totality of financial flows to these countries that are important, 
not some specific target that was set by the United Nations many 
years ago -- that's why. And we think, frankly, that we're doing 
more than our share in this regard when we judge it from the 
standpoint of overall financial flows. 


Q Well, whether you call it “endorse” or not, didn't 
Mitterrand want a stronger affirmation of the .7? And you people 
disapproved of it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think he was very pleased, frankly, 
with the way this language turned out. There were other people who 
didn't want to see it any stronger. 


Q But he did want to see it -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: He would have accepted it perhaps 
stronger, but there were other people who didn't want to see it any 
stronger. 


Yes? 


Q Mr. Secretary, you're putting a lot of burden on 
economic indicators to give you advance warning. The economic 
indicators, as they're presented, are constantly reviseag. Are you 
going to do anything to beef up the statistical services -- anything 
to give you better warning, faster warning? 


SECRETARAY BAKER: These indicators are going to be set 
not just by the countries themselves. The IMF is going to have a 
major role to play here. And there's no -- there are no plans that I 
am aware of to beef up statistical analysis within the United States 
government, if that's your question to me. I'm not -- 


Q Or the IMF? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, none that I know of in the IMF. 
The IMF will have a major role in this. So -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, you talk about all these wonderful 
accomplishments. From your own standpoint, how do you think the 
financial markets are going to view them? And do you think they will 
be duly impressed as you are? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't know, Bill. If they were 
paying attention to what we were saying over the course of the past 
three or four weeks, and that is that we ought not to look for major, 
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brand new macroeconomic policy initiatives every three or four weeks, 
maybe the reaction will be all right. I don't -- I don't think it's 
appropriate for me to be guessing what the markets might do. I don't 
make a habit of doing that. 


Q Mr. Secretary? 
SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, right here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, it had been expected -- an 
announcement on a package for the poorest countries who have -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: A package on what? 


Q For the poorest countries with their debt probiem? 
None was announced today. Some think within a year that could be 
considered. Could you explain what happened please? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Weli, what happened was that you had a 
number of proposals which were relatively new, which have not had 
time to be fully analyzed. The proposal from the IMF came directly 
to the summit without going through the executive board of the IMF, 
and it needs to be vetted by the executive board of the IMF, so there 
needs to be time to analyze these proposals before anybody can sign 
onto them. 


But let me simply -- let me say this -- with respect to 
the general view of the United States and these proposals -- we think 
these proposals make good sense for countries that have surplus 
balance of payments anc budget ceficit positions, but the entire 
world is asking the United States to reduce its deficit and, at the 
Same time, it's asking the United States to fund major new 
initiatives for Third World development. Those two things are 
inconsistent. And we've got to work this problem out in a way tiiat 
takes due -- takes into account the balance of payment and budget 
deficit situations of the various countries. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
MR. FITZWATER: -- Jerry O'Leary the final question. 
SECRETARY BAKER: Okay, Jerry? 


Q Since we have a large deficit and we have a large 
defense budtet and it costs a few million dollars a day to keep a 
small fleet steaming around the Persian Gulf, what is so wrong with 
asking the Japanese and the Germans and a few of the beneficiaries of 
protection of the oil lines to help pay for it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, you know, that's one of the 
reasons that we frankly did not support a stronger use of the 0.7 
percent figure for cevelopment assistance. It's total financial 
flows that make a difference, and the United States does 4 number of 
things in addition to sucking in exports from all these countries. 
We also have a significant defense expenditure burden that other 
countries do not bear in order to contribute to the peace and 
security of the worla. 


As far as the Persian Gulf is concerned, I think it’s 
obvious that our allies, many of them, have hardware in the Persian 
Gulf -- the British and the French have their own ships. A couple of 
them are prohibited constitutionally from doing anything. Those 
countries have indicated a willingness to consider other ways in 
which they might be helpful, other than hardware. 


So, the bottom line answer to your question is there's no 
reason why we shouldn't consider the possibility of other means to 
contribute from some of these countries who can't contribute by 
having their own ships there. 

MR. FITZWATER: Thank you very much. 


END 6:56 P.M. (L) 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 


President Reagan announced today the appointment of a 
high-level expert delegation to represent the United States at 
the International Conference on Drug Abuse and Illicit 
Trafficking, which will be held June 17-26 in Vienna, Austria 
Heading the U.S. Delegation will be the Attorney General Edwin 
Meese, [II. Among the members of the delegation will be the 
U.S. Permanent Representative to the United Nations, Ambassador 
Vernon Walters, Deputy Secretary of State John C. Whitehead, 
and Assistant Secretary for International Narcotics Matters, 
Ann Wrobleski. 


The Conference represents the first time that a 
Ministerial level world conference will be held to focus 
exclusively on the drug problem Over 3,000 representatives 
from more than 100 countries will attend to discuss strategies 
to curb abuse and eliminate illegal trafficking 


Briefings for the U.S. Delegation are veing held today 
at the Department of State The first session will be open for 
media coverage, and the doors will open at 12:45 in the Loy 
Henderson Room The Acting Secretary of State John C 
Whitehead will open the briefing and introduce Vice President 
Bush who will speak for 15 minutes and then leave Attorney 
General Meese will speak for approximately 20 minutes, after 








-2- Thursday, 6/11/878 


Whitehead will open the briefing and introduce Vice President 
Bush who will speak for 15 minutes and then leave Attorney 
General Meese will speak for approximately 20 minutes, after 
which he will answer conference-related questions from the 
press for 10-15 minutes The remainder of the briefings will 
be in closed session 


We'll have a handout on the conference and the U.S 
Delegation in the Press Office, and [I will certainly excuse 
anyone that wants to go down I think if we run a little late, 
we can escort people who want to get down there so you can get 
in before they close the doors before Vice President Bush's 
arrival. 


Also, I would like to announce that the United States 
Government has informed the U.N. Secretary General, through a 
letter from Ambassador Vernon Walters of June 1, of our 
position on the question of public access to the United Nations 
War Crimes Commission archives We recommended that the 
current rules governing access to the material in the archives 
should be amended to permit access by any person specifically 
accredited by his government to the United Nations for this 
purpose In our view, access should be granted to individual 
files specifically identified by name 


The criteria for accreditation would be up to each 
country to decide with respect to its own citizens For our 
own part, we do not envisage an elaborate screening process, 
but would regard the accreditation process largely as a 
formality 


And now, 1'1] be happy to answer any questions 


Q Could you clarify the statement from yesterday in 
the light of the Chancellor's announcement that he has refused 
the request for extradition? Does that mean now that you are 
assured, that the United States is assured that they will be 
tried for the hijacking? 


” Let me repeat, I think, and sum up the various 
statements that have been imade As you know, the President 
stated in Venice this morning that he discussed the Hamadei 
extradition question with Chancellor Kohl of the Federal 
Republic of Germany 


We had stated yesterday that the U.S. Government and 
the Government of the Federal Republic have been in continuous 
contact on the question of Hamadei's extradition ever since our 
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request. The President stated, and the German Government in a 
statement issued in Bonn also stated, that Hamadei will either 
be extradited to the U.S. or he will be indicted before a 
German court for hijacking and murder. 


The German spokesman also said that the Government of 
the Federal Republic of Germany has not yet made a decision 
between those two alternatives Close and productive exchanges 
on this matter continue between our two governments. 


Q That's siightly different from the Chancellor's 
statement flat out that he's rejecting the appeal for 
extradition. 


“ I'm sorry, I just haven't seen that statement. 
We were relying on the statement that we received from our 
Embassy. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any readout on the situation 
in Panama and how it might affect U.S. interests there? 


A The question concerned the current situation in 
Panama Street demonstrations and anti-government activity 
continued to take place in Panama City yesterday As of June 
10, the Government of Panama has suspended basic constitutional 
Quarantees for a period of ten days A coalition of political 
opposition parties and business civic groups has called for a 
campaign of civil disobedience and a general strike, but 
apparently with limited initial effect 


As of this morning, demonstrations had subsided and 
calm had returned to the city Recent events in Panama have 
had no effect on the operations of the Panama Canal 


The United States continues to support strongly the 
efforts of Panamanians to get out all the facts about recent 
public revelations. [he United States reiterates that freedom 
of the media is key if Panamanians are to resolve their 
political problems in an atmosphere of democracy 


We also support the goal of free and untarnished 
elections and the full development of an apolitical, 
professional military institution In this context, we 
continue to view with concern the incidents of violence that 
have taken place in Panama in the last two days and hope that 
calm will quickly return to the country 


The United States supports the legitimate right of the 
Panamanian Government to maintain internal peace and order, but 
in a manner which respects the human rights and political 
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freedom of all Panamanians We express our hope that the 
recently enacted suspension of constitutional guarantees by the 
Government of Panama will be short-lived 


The Government of the United States continues to 
support firmly the return of Panama to the state of full and 
functioning democracy, a course to which Panama's leaders 
committed the country almost ten years ago 


Q Phyllis, on that question -- 

Q Copy? 

Q -- there has been -- the remark that you made two 
days ago on this situation -- and [ think it's reaffirmed in 
what you say here -- has created quite a furor in Panama 


itself, that the U.S. State Department would, basically, give 
credibility to the charges of Colonel Diaz that there was vote 
fraud in the 1964 elections, given that Colonel Diaz is a known 
admirer and friend of Fidel Castro 


A Let me repeat, we are taking no position on the 
validity of these statements What we have said is that we 
support the internal efforts of Panamanians to get out all the 
facts 


Q They have also remarks that this effort by 
Colonel Diaz, who is also a gnostic, is an attempt to undermine 
the recent successful collaboration between the U.S. and 
Panamanian Government officials in the Operation Pisces 
anti-drug effort down there Do you have any -- 


a [I just have no comment on that, but -- 
Is yours on Panama? 


Q Mine is on Panama Will our troops remain on 
alert until the state of emergency is over? 


a Let me talk about the safety of American citizens 
in Panama. The Embassy in Panama has informed us that three 
American citizens have been slightly injured in the civil 
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disturbances, all in Panama City. The American Consular Agent 
in Colon and his wife, who happened to be visiting Panama City 
and to be in the wrong place at the wrong time, were slightly 
injured and have returned home. 


An American military dependent standing on a balcony 
viewing the scene was hit by buckshot, but not seriously 
injured We have no names at this time 


American military personnel have been instructed not 
to go to Panama City or Colon for the moment, and military 
dependents are being kept at home. The schools are closed. Wwe 
expect to issue a travel advisory later today advising 
Americans to defer travel to Panama because of the present 
unsettled conditions. The text should be available in the 
Press Office this afternoon. 


Q Do you smell any kind of foreign interference in 
the situation in Panama? 


No. I just don't have any comment on the 
question of foreign interference 


Q Could you answer the question on the alert status 
of military personnel? 


a) I am not aware, and I'd have to see if the troops 
have been put on alert. What I[ was addressing was really the 
question of the dependents and the safety of American citizens 


Q My understanding was they were put on alert 
Tuesday. 


A All right Let me check on that and we'll post 
an answer this afternoon 


While we're discussing the region, let me just point 
out, in case some of you missed it, that Ambassador Habib is 
still traveling in the area, and early yesterday he consulted 
with President Cerezo and Foreign Minister Quinones of 
Guatemala regarding the prospects of finding a comprehensive 
and mutually verifiable settlement to the region's problems. 
Later in the day, Ambassador Habib traveled to Honduras, where 
he consulted with President Azcona and Foreign Minister Lopez 
contreras on the same subject 


I might point out that this is his thirteenth trip to 
Central America, and Ambassador Habib has consulted with the 
Presicgents and Foreign Ministers now of all four Central 
American democracies. He also met with some members of the 
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Nicaraguan Democratic Resistance Directorate. This is all -- 
it should be seen in the context of the commitment of the 
United States to pursue diplomatic efforts designed to achieve 
a comprehensive and mutually verifiable settlement to the 
problems in Central America. 


We have, and will continue to support democratic, 
diplomatic efforts to achieve a comprehensive and mutually 
verifiable settlement to the region's problems. 


Q Another area? 
“ Yes. 


Do you have any comment on the statement 
attributed to Mr. Shamir, Prime Minister of Israel, saying that 
the Soviet Union is a great and enormous country, which is 
considered to be the fairest positive description by Mr. Shamir 
of the Soviet Union since the controversy on the international 
conference? 


“ I don't have any comment on that. 
Q Phyllis, a follow-up on Hamadei? 
“ Yes 


Do you expect that the German court will sentence 
Hamadei for killing the American citizen? 


4 I'm not going to speculate on the outcome of any 
court action. What we have said is that he will face charges 
of the murder of the American and of the hijacking of the plane 


Q No, but [I'm not talking about sentencing -- I 
mean, legally, this can happen? 


a Well, it's just as we have asked for his 
extradition, even though the murder was not committed in the 
United States. And I understand that these courts have 
jurisdiction on the basis of internationa’ conventions. 


Q Phyllis, on the subject of riots and general 
mayhem -- 

4 Yes 

Q -- President Chun Doo Hwan seems to have ignored 


your advice yesterday to allow peaceful demonstrations. He's 
still got riot police running riot all over the place. Do you 
have any further comment on the situation there? 
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A I don't have any Further comment in general on 
the situation in Korea. Certainly, we have noted the reports 
of the protesters barricaded in the Myongdong Cathedral, and we 
continue to urge both the government and its opponents to do 
everything they can to resolve their differences without 
resorting to the use of force. In our view, violent 
confrontations can only impede progress toward democracy. We 
expect that the incident in the Myongdong Cathedral can be 


resolved peacefully. 


Yes. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q This is another area Is it true that the 
Administration has withdrawn its request to sell 1600 Maverick 
missiles to Saudi Arabia?’ 


- On that question of withdrawing the request for 
the sale of Mavericks, let me refer you to the White House. we 
expect a statement from the White House this afternoon and 
we'll release it here at the same time 


Q More riots and mayhem -- South Africa and its 
extension -- 

*) On the Saudi thing -- 

A Excuse me Let me get back to Saudi Arabia. Yes 

Q The statement aside, does this mean that the 


request for the Mavericks is dead? 


e Again, let me just repeat that we expect a White 
House statement on this this afternoon, and I'm going to have 
to defer all comments till then 


Q On the same subject, are you getting any help 
from the Israeli Government with regard to the sale of 
Mavericks to Saudi Arabia? 


I can't help you with that 

Q South Africa? 

. Yes 

Q The extension of emergency rule yesterday by 


President Botha 


A We have consistently maintained that we saw no 
justification for the first state of emergency in South Africa 
or the current one, and we see no justification for the 
extension of the current state of emergency 


The South African Government's activities and 
decisions show a lack of appreciation for the fundamental 
causes of unrest and violence there The reinstatement of 
these measures will only continue to undermine opportunities 
for dialogue which could lead to a resolution of South Africa's 
internal problems 
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In Cuba, apparently. there were several dozen 
May I call up two on South Africa?’ 
- Yes 


Q Have you communicated this displeasure directly 
to the South African Government? 


A I just don't have anything on that 


Q Do you have any readout on the meeting with the 
two South African or INKATHA officials with Secretary Aarmacost 
yesterday? 


- No, I don't 
Q Would you be able to get us something? 
A I really don't think so 


Q Do you have anything on the supposed arrests of 
several dozen Cubans in front of the French Embassy in Havana 
last night? 


- No, I don't have any reports on that 


Q Can you give us an idea of what the Angolan 
delegation will be discussing and who they will be meeting’ 


a We understand that several Angolans, including 
Minister Pedro Van Dunem, are in the United States on a private 
visit A meeting with the Angolans is possible while they are 
here Such a meeting would be seen in the context of US 
efforts to achieve a negotiated agreement for the 
implementation of U.N. Security Council Resolution 435 in its 
process for Namibian independence and Cuban troop withdrawal 
from Angola. 


Q What's his ministry? 


- I don't know We can find out 





Q Would you comment on the announcement to the O@S 
yesterday of the Prime Minister of Suriname of the new 
constitution and the holding of elections in November?’ 


= : O I don’t Nave anything on that 


Q Do you have any comment on the efforts By the 
independent counsel to interview top officials from the 
Inter-American Affairs Bureau’ 


a Did all of you hear the question which involved 
an article on the role of the Special Prosecutor on the 
Iran/Contra affair and is interviews with State Department 
officials? 


The Office of the Independent Counsel, as part of its 
overall investigation of the Iran/Contra affair, is naturally 
and not unexpectedly conducting interviews with Department 
officials and seeking documents in our possession as they have 
with other departments anc agencies of the United States 
Government We do not view this as 4 broadening of his inquiry 
at the State Department 


The Department understands that a number cof officials 
have been interviewed Dy the Office of the Independent 
Counsel These officials are not only from the Department of 
State, but from other departments and agencies of the US 
Government We further understand that literally hundreds of 
individuals have been questioned we have no detailed 
information on the number of officials either in the Department 
of State or in other departments or agencies who have been or 
are to be interviewec 


© Phyllis. to follow up on that. please. do you 
nave any statement on the Justice Department and State 
Department document yesterday opposing some of the sudpoenas 
specifically of the Israeli officials by the Independent 
Counsel's office? 


o No, I don't have anything further on that I 
uncgerstand that in regard to one case, the David Kimche case. 
that the case as a whole is under seal. and I just have no 
comment on that 

~ Same subject 


~ Yes 
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Q I think it was The New York Times story that 
named several Department officials including three Deputy 
Assistant Secretaries of State in the Bureau of Inter-American 
affairs Have those three already been questioned? 





a I don't have the specifics on who has been, you 
know, who has been interviewed. who's been asked but not 
scheduled, who isn't I just can't help you with those 
specifics 


Q But those three are scheduled to be? 

-) I don't know whether they are scheduled or not 
As I said, you know, many people of the Department are being 
questioned It's perfectly natural 

Q The article also made reference to the State 


Department's policy of not providing lawyers 


- The Department of State has held discussions with 
the Independent Counsel and its staff on this matter Some 
differences of view exist we're dealing directly with the 
Office of the Independent Counsel on the issue, and the 
discussions continue 


Q Can we have a filing break now for those who want 
to go to the Loy Henderson activity’ 


~ Yes 


Q Any comment on the call for new elections in Fiji 
by the Governor General? 


= No, I don't have anything on Fiji 


Q Back on Hamadei, do you have any information 
about U.S. citizens going to Germany to identify him or to 
testify? 


a On that question, as I said, we're in continuous 
contact with the Germans about the case, Dut [ don't have any 
specifics on that 


Q On the Iran arms investigation, do we, have we 
acceded to or agree with the apparent [Israeli position that 
they will not respond to subpoenas, but that they will 
voluntarily provide Israeli officials to be questioned by US 
officials? 
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“ No, I just don't have anything or statement on 
that question. 


Q Have there been any discussions with the Israelis 
by State Department officials, or is it just a hands-off 
attitude?’ 


A No, no I think we've covered that in testimony 
before -- not testimony. excuse me -- in guidance before, and 
I'd refer you to the Press Office on that of what we have done 
facilitating the contacts on that 


Q I understand that's fairly recent, in the last 
few days, that the Israelis have said that they would 
voluntarily provide officials for questioning, but not subject 
to interviews by Congressional staff or cross-examination 


.) Well, I'm sorry, I just don't have anything on 
that. This may be a new wrinkle, we've covered some of it 
before Let me refer you to some of the guidance in the Press 
Office on that 


Q Mrs. Oakley, any further information on Mr 
Murphy's activities in the area? 


= No Mr. Murphy testified today on the Hill 

Q No, I mean -- if he is preparing himself to go to 
the area? 

4 Not that I'm aware of 

Q Can I go back to your original announcement about 


the U.N. papers, or rather the allied War Crimes Commission 
papers? 


a There are two stipulations, as I understand it 
one that the files be named specifically, and second that the 
individuals be appointed by their governments specifically for 
this purpose. 


Q People on the Hill have been asking that these 
files be opened completely Why these two conditions? 
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A I can't give you the specific reason of why these 
two conditions have been placed on there beyond just the 
general view that we certainly wanted access broadened, and 
broadened widely, but there are, of course, the consideration 
that none of these charges have been checked out, and there 
could be a danger to innocent people as well And so I think 
that they've been trying to tread a line between giving as 
broad access as 1S warranted and yet protecting people that 
could possibly be hurt 


And secondly, will you be asking other former 
members of the War Crimes Commission to declare openly, as 
well, that they want the access to be granted? 


Qa The decision really on the access is up to the 
Secretary General, who has asked for the views of all 17 
members of the former War Crimes Commission, and we have asked 
the Secretary General to inform the other War Crimes Commission 
members of our views and to circulate these, and we expect that 
they will be taken into account 


Yes 


Q You said there are some differences between the 
Department and Judge Walsh Could you illuminate them? 


a I just said that there were some differences of 
view between the Special Prosecutor and the Department on this 
question of lawyers and how the Department of State employees 
should be accompanied, and [I just can't get into the details of 
that disagreement 

Q Who is handling it for the Department? 

A The Legal Adviser's Office 


Q Judge Sofaer's -- 


a -- Office, yes 

Yes. 

Q Again about Mr. Murphy, in his statement of today 
he mentions, “ among the interests of the United States in 
the region, the security, stability, and the cor peration of the 
moderate states of the area.“ Aside from [ran, do you believe 


that there are other non-moderate states in the area? 
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- I'm not going to get into the details I know he 
testified: I've seen the opening statement, but I just haven't 
seen all the details of those questions and answers and so I 
can't really comment 


Q Do you have anything on the -- there 1S going to 
be another major police strike in Peru next week Is there any 
advisory on Peru or 


A No, 1 don't have anything on that 
Q Thank you 
2 Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND 3RIEFINC GIVEN 4Y 
A SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
IN REYMIAVIK, ICELAND 
THURSDAY, JUNE 11, 1987 


You all follow these issues 30 well that I would like to take the chance 
to describe to vou both the process and che substance of what ‘{s 
happening. It is not all unpredictable if you have done NATO 
Miniscertals, and then there is the current interest in a couple of 
specific topics. The Ministers are having che second session of a kind 
they have tried to get instituted, sort of a spring review of Sroad -- 
really only three items on the agenda, the annual political report and 
things of rhat sort. No action ‘tems, only have two staffers in the room, 
nobody taking a lot of notes and trying to think about the shane of the 
world, At the same time, we have the communique drafting work going on 
and some various groupe that are in the same building mcciing on various 
floors and trying to craft language for a communique that vill come out 
tomorrow as they always have come out on the laet day. Some of the 
{snues continue to need some vwork'ng and so aa the miniators are going 
through their broad review of the world, this spring general review, they 
are receiving reports from drafting groups. And at the noment the expert 
level group -~ the Steve Ledogars of the world -- who always work these 
things through the night, are back there and putting final touches on the 
language for ministers to look at in the morning with the view of the 
publication of the communt que. 


With respect to INF, there {s no problem om language. I have not seen it 
but I know there {s no problem on language recording the consensus on 
double zero and [ would expect that would just be part of the communique 
fn the morning. ut what {@ taking place is something very interesting 
that is itmportant, and as I eav you all follow the teeues so there is no 
sense {n suggesting that something interesting ten't taking place. The 
consultations on negotiationea between the United States and che Soviet 
"nion have heen taking place for a long time without French 
partictpation. Ae we record where we have come out on INF, the 
Miniacers are trving to lay out a future consultative program. There ‘s 
some indication that the French would like to participate {in chat future 
consultative program as they have not over the last years in the INF 
consultative program. So the ninisters have asked their experts to take 
a crack at some language that would accomocate the French concern ahout 
NATO {natituttone and things of that sort, to see {tf in 

fact {f there !en't a way for the French as you look forward to 

the arms control agenda to participate. So thae {9 the 

Language that {3 being worked this evening, language that hae 

as-its political obtective hoping to put a framework sround 

“French participation. 


2. Ie this different than the debate over the conventional? 





7 
ts 
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4, Yes, this {9 not the dehete over che conventional. 
9. And this ig for future things beyond IF? 


4, Yes, that is right. It has in mind chat arms control 
agenda chat we all know is out there -~ the 50 percent 
strategic reductions, conventional, chemical, and trying to lay 
out a way, a pattern of NATO consultations that the French 
would be comfortable with and could associate themselves with. 
Tt ts in that area. The language on INF/SRINF hae just been 
handled hy the experts. It has not even come to the sinisters 
hecauge it is not contentious. There {s a consensus and T 
believe that nobody expects problems. 


9. ‘(Ts this a concern or a new spirit of brotherhood that 
motivates the French? Are they concerned that if they are left 
out they are going to lose out with their nuclear forces? 


4. No, there is no basis for French concern that the United 
Statea/Soviet arma control dialogue {s going to take up French 
systems, that has been clear and they will net. I think that 
{t {a probably both, Barry. I think that there ts a large 
agenda out there. They have oot been participating in 
consultations; they are interested if there {s a way for them 
to participate, I think they would like to. Is it concern? 
Well, you don't like to have a very active consultation taking 
part that you are not 4a part of that you could be in on. 


9. Without trying to be !rreverent unnecessarily, why do you 
want the French to participate? Given the way they generally 
participate in things by insisting on ways nobody else wants? 
And why not use this as a lever to force them to nake some 

concessions about getting back involved in a nore general way? 


A. T think vou can ask 4 task or an opportunity to try to 
carry out too many tasks. There has been an expression of 
French interest in consultaitons and [ don't think you can ask 
this opportuntty then to try to lever nearly thirty vears of a 
French relationship to the Alltance and change it. Ye are noe 
troubled by this and people besides she French have strong 
views on theme issues and they can incorporate {it in the 
consultations and work with some. I think ‘t'« broadly in our 
‘nterest to have evervbody there who ‘s interested and who ‘s a 
legitimate player and certainly France ‘s a legitimate player 
on this question. We come to the question on conventional. 
Certainly, again, it {!# no secret that since che Arussels 
Declaration of December, we have had prohlems describing soetly 
a orocedure by which the Weer would organize its participation 
in these conventional negotiations that we hone to get started 
on the 23. But the Srussels Declaration in Decemher I ‘ust 
described is among the 13, 4a distinct negotiation on 
conventional stability. Ye save seen working that issue todav, 
and the 4ig@h Level Task force, the group that has been seeting 








to try to work this out, {gs meeting again right now trying to 
see if we haven't found a formula that accommodates the separate 
views of the United States and France in a way chac the other 
allies can agree to, because after we get done talking with 
each other vou really have got to bring it to all sixteen and 
that is what happens right now. Ali sixteen are taking a look 
at what we have been working on. We are also consulting with 
our own authorities because this ‘{s Ad Referrendum to make sure 
they're all ok. So there are all kinds of groups working here 
tomight trying to really see {f we don't have an opportunity 
here, as so many people were saying at sort of the beginning of 
the fifth decade of the Alliance, to lay out a complete and 
very energetic arms control agenda with as many people 
participating as comfortably as possible and in a way that we 
solved our problems so that we can srand vis-a-vis the Soviets 
with some cohesion, and as people know they have heen probiems. 


Q. The Americans and the French have hasitcally worked out an 
acceptable approach?’ 


A. Well, we have heen examining one today. There is a piece 
of paper and it ts heing consulted on both within the 
government and among the Allies and if it survives the process, 
why, we hope to have something. 


2. Can you he specific abouc what it contains ? 


A. I could but it {s under negotiation; it ts in frone of the 
Allies. I! only sav chat it cries to bring together both a 
sense thac this kind of negotiation is of course a part of the 
process that incorporates the CSCEZ, which has heen 4 very 
strong French view, and some American concerns that others nave 
shared -- there are people on both sides of this -- thac chis 
Alliance co Alliance negottation, or that ‘# the negottation 
among the 23, be among those countries that have che forces 
that are in fact what we rean when we talk about conventional 
stability in an East/West secting. And can you describe the 
gort-of relationship of that negottation to the orocess while 
keeping the negotiation itself separate. ‘hat is what they 
have been working on. 


9. Is !t correct to {ntrepret what vou say is thaec the United 
States and French authorities have reached an Ad .eferendum -- 
an agreement on a ofece of paper, which the U.S. negotiator and 
the French negotiator are agreeatie to, and it has now gone 
back to the U.S. government and to the other allies to see if 
tt will fly sith everybody else? 


A. And I suppose back to Paris” 
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9. Back to Paris, that is where tt {s. Can I agk one other 
question? Quite apart from the next round to the continuation 
of the conventional talks, whatever the forum, how far have the 
discussions today gone in heing able to say something tomorrow 
about the next stepe following INF reductions to negotiate 
helow 500 kilometers or START or these other things. HYave you 
attacked that topic? 





A. We have certainly been looking for a framework within which 
to addresa that problem and [ think the approach that people 
are most comfortable with is one that says look there are all 
of these possibilities out there now and thev all need to be 
looked at very carefully. They are complex; they relate to 
each other, and we sare simply going to have to ask the alliance 
to take « look at them. You have the question that you have 
raised, you have the strategic talks, the chemical and the 
conventional, and when you look at that basket of things, 
somebody hae to sit down and trv to comprehensively say, vhere 
do you go next? So we won't be in a position tomorrow to sey 
this ts what ell of the next steps are. We certainly will be 
saying, [ am confident. We really want to make the point that 
there are START talks out there with a U.S. draft and we think 
we oughe to push on that. There are chemical talks that we 
need to push on. Conventional has heen on the procedural iseue 
for some time. So vou put chem all together, including the 
question of the shorter-range systems and you want to take a 
pause and say where do we ao next across the hoard? And that 
{s about as far as we will be tomorrow, saying there has got to 
he a way for all of us to sit down and answer the question, how 
do you proceed across the board? 





Q. Do you suggest, am [ right, that you nav lise the things 
that need to be addressed, but you do not have a NATO position 
on (INAUD)? 


A. That fa correct. If we can find a way that sort of gets | 
everybody {in some consultative form within NATO, vou vill have . 
a procedural identification but you will noe have a 
subetantitive.... 


9. Before you go too far beyond the original, are we to 
understand that there {s no problem at all with the German/U.S. 
approach on INF, that we'll go for a zero-tero, keeping the 72 
Pershing-1/A's, with the nuclear warheads under U.S. control in 
Germany, and that {a# now an agreed allied position? 


A. I don't have anybody from the drafting team here, that was 
not even discuased today because everybody assumes the 
consensus is there and the communique writers are putting chat 
paragraph in. All that was discussed today wae this, what Don 
was getting to, how do vou put together all of this stuff that 
{s out there and these various negotiations and courses of 
action and get some coherence to them? Now, Paul slease 
{ncerrunt {f I am misstating any of thac, but there simply.... 
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A, I think you are stating ic very clearly. 


9. Can we go back to that one just very briefly? You are 
saying that you are going to state, with all due respect, that 
this communique is going to state the obvious, that there are 
strategic weapons prohlems, conventional, chemical, and 
ractical, and you are not going to underline or even imply 
where the priority should he placed next, even though the 
Germans want tactical, even though Shultz says strategic is the 
key to it all. You are just goimm to state that there are 
other fields to discuss? To nego"iate? I thought you were 
going to make some decision on where to go next? Assuming that 
INF ig in the bag.... 


A. Well that's quite an assumption. The first thing you need 
to know {s how are you going to do that? What have you got out 
there? You have got INF. I[ am confident that we will have 
recorded tomorrow the INF consensus that people have been 
working on over the course of the week. You will have a laying 
out of what the other arme control negotiations and challenges 
are out there, and then vou will have a discussion of how the 
Alliance plane to continue to consult on all of the content. 1! 
don't know quite what you were expecting? We are not stopping 
in Geneva on START, for example, the talks go on. 


Q. I thought this was an opportunity to give emphasis to one 
or the other or two or three of those four important issues 
which we all know are out there, You don't have to come 
together to decide that chemicai warfare is a problem, but you 
have to decide whether it is more important or whether there is 
more give in the Soviet position on chemical warfare weapons, 
for tnstance, than perhaps on START. Or ia START really the 
beginning and the end of things? 


A. No, that wasn't done. I[t wasn’t that kind of a discussion 
at all because you have got all of the allies who are covering 
the chemical weapons thing consulting in Ceneva among people 
who know chemical weapons and making the choices like that, and 
vou have got on conventional -- we have had the “BFR ching, but 
again everybody has know that we have had to find a way to 
relate these various views of conventional stability talks. 

And that tg being handled. INF, quite apart from getting the 
concensus here, there is the question of getting back to the 
Soviets and getting {t on the table in Geneva and all of that 
has to take place. That ‘s not stopping ‘ust because in a 
paper we ‘uet say now historically here ts what ve are taiking 
about, 


9. The Germana have talked cublically anyway adout the 
importance of having follow-on talks on the very short-range 
stuff. The Americana ‘ave talked privately about how they 
don't really wane co do that ‘or a variety of reasons, It 
sounds to me like what you are saving {3 that you haven't 
resolved that difference and you are fust kicking the can down 
the road. 
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A, You are going to find there js an apprectation expressed 

here for inter=relationships, I know that's what this sounds 

like to you, but ler’s be honest. We have an INF/LRINF/SRINF 

negotiation that {a@ in process. That has to get on and é 
negotiationa he picked up there with a response to the Soviets, 

the next chapter following Moscow, what is the reply back, get 

it down to Glitman in Geneva, and go on with the process and 

that te whae {ts agreed to. 


0. That wouldn't stop us from agreeing on an approach on 
conventional arms? 


A. Well it doesn't stop anybody from taking up that whole set 
of issues including the shorter-range systems that have been 
mentioned and getting them looked at hy some appropriate group 
within NATO to say how do these relate, where do they relate, 
what is the time-frame and the like. 

Q. Ruc it does prevent Germany from getting what I {imagine 
Germany wanted which {s some sort of a written guarantee chat 
you are going to go ahead on this INF deal with the Sovtet 
Union with the specific goal in mind of a time table for SNF 
negotiations? 


A. That {s not in... It {8 noe in the drafts, by the way, God 
knows what happens between now and 3:00 a.m. in the morning. I 
am just trying to give you a picture of where I think we are at 
the end of the day. 


Q. Could you explain so we have {t clear {n our mind, within 
the NATO consensus that will be expresed tomorrow, where does 
this {saue of the P-lA stand, what ts NATO saying about that 
issue? Is it saying anything? 


A. Tt ts not clear to me at this stage whether there vill he a 
specific mention of the P-1A in the communique. 4ut it is 
clear that there is a NATO consensus that the P-l1A will be 
excluded. 

Q. From an INF Agreement. 


A. It accomodates the Cerman position. 


2. Is NATO's position that the P-lA stay there ana 
modeinization for the P-lA as well? 


A. No, it {8 the excludibility of the P-1A. I think ve all 
know the importance of nodernization hut they are not soth sut 
together. I chink wa_sre going to have to have another 
conversation tomorrow on what follow-on !s, welcar 
modernization, Montebello, it {s in the Montebeliio decision, 
bue tt really wasn't discused ere by the Ministers today. 














9. What sort of specific language do vou anticipate on 
comventional? Will it be general? Is if necessary that they 
address the imbalance? 


A. I don't know what it is going to say because the problem 
thet we heave been tackling was stated in its obfective in the 
December Declaration and laid out the task of getting to 
conventional stability talke. And since then we ave had what 
I would call mechanical problems: dow do vou get # position on 
that and the problem we are trving to address here is freeing 
up of the mechanical problem. So, if-that is achieved then 
what do you sey in the communique? I don't know if anybody is 
here on the communique drafting. I haven't seen ‘¢ and the 
question that is in my mind is I don't know if there is one if 
it is going to be a recap of the December call or a statement 
of the resolution of the mechanical problem we have been 
having. I 4ust can't imagine ‘t will be the latter because 
thet doeen't fit... 


9. The only mechanical problem you are talking sbout ‘is the 
French/American disagreement, is that it? 


A. As to the relationship of the negotiation to the CSCE 
process. 


Q ..,the French, I mean in historical perspective, since De 
Gaulle's time, they don't ever consult on nuclear metters with 
the Alliance? 


A. (To another official) Do you know the dates on that -- 
could vou help me out? I know they were not « pert of the dual 
track decison. 


A. Thev were not, thet ! 


i) 
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4. I can omly really comfortably go that far back. Thev vere 
not a part of the dual track decision and the machinery within 
NATO that wae established then for evervbody to comeult on how 
the dual track decision was playing out, did not include the 
French and 


(Another official) 1 don't think they have Seen involved since 


they pulled owt of the integrated military structure which was 
in 1967, 


9. A@ a practical matter, is it better to have the French in 
or owt? 1 know vou were asked a similar question Sut, do ve 
need them? 


4. I think 1f 1¢ is poesible to do so without turning 
evervthing om its head -- ves. 

9 Ts 1t more advantegeous to <he Government situation in 
France? 


9. Why ea change of heert? 
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4. There is 1 very challenging arms control agenda out there 
that allies are going to be consulting om. And 1 chink chec.... 


9. fut it was in 1979-- that was challenging too. 


A. Theat is true. But you know at thoee times the kinds of 
things that people were talking about that people really 
thought were honest prospects for arms control agreements vere 
still in the generation of restraining the pace of increases. 
Put it this way, with Reykdavik, perhaps; with the kinds of 
proposals that are now on the table involving reductions which 
then have different implications, lets sav for France, for 
anybody else, for us, for the Federal Republic, perhaps ve 
might ask them. I am in no position to sey what the French 
have in mind. Perhaps they ‘ust feel that with the change in 
the agenda in thie dramatic a fashion of reductions rather than 
limiting increases that they would like to be in on it if some 
basis could be found that {s comfortable for them. I think if 
{t comes accrose it probably pays off too. 


Q. What does it mean though, this kind of subtle approach to 
the French on consultation with NATO...? 


A. 1 am sorry, I mean only consultation, there has been no 
suggestion that somehow if the time ever came to making 
decisions that France would want to participate in the 
decieions. But when you get to the question of what.... 


2. If you were in the position of what Cermany ts in now, of 
having held up the decision, the French oppose something.... 


A, No, no, | am not describing that at all. To %arry's 
earlier question there is this set of negotiations, either in 
course or somewhere down the road. You need a way to Keep 
those under review. They sare complex, they require both a 
political look and the NATO military lock someplace where vou 
bring those all together but as 5road propositions-—- 
consultation of that kind. If vow ever got to the point where 
you were actually talking numbers, decisions and the like, I am 
sure that the traditional French view would prevail. 


9. Owickly, short, urgent, {t i@ easy to all say, vou know, we 
agree, Germany is entitled to these weapons. Is there any 
feeling what impact this might have on a treaty that seemed 
pretty much worked out?’ 


A. The P-lA's have never been on the table, thev have never 
been a part of that.... 


9. Juet a matter of principle, I am asking what she practical 
thinking here ‘s, ow that... 
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4. I will hold firm that the ?-1A’s are a Vest Cernan 
cooperative program and the 2ussians “ave never nentioned [t, 
they sti)! haven't mentioned {t (2 us... 


9. But the Russians rave sow, they are zoing *o say, Of, 
swell?” 


A. The Russians aren't going to like a lot of things. You 
can't give them away ahead of time. 





A SECOND BACKGROUND SESSION 
WITH A SECOND SENIOR STATE SEPARTMENT CFFICIAL 
IN REYKIJAVIZX, ICELAND 
THURSDAY, JUNE 11, 1987 


Q. Hamadei? 
A. What vou heard the President say is basically what there is to say. 


9. Can you go down your list of bilaterals and tell us anything thet ‘se 
unusual in nature? 


4. Unusual tn nature? [If itt {s unusual, 10. 


9. Did Genscher push that we want a follow-on negotiations on tactical 
weapons...’ 


A. That was the first one chis morning and basically he and the Secretary 
previewed the things that were going to be on the day's discussion. They 
talked about the INF ‘ssue, they talked about the P-lAs, they talked about 
the conventional talks, the high-level task force. Those were the three 
sub‘ects that were touched on briefly and it was very auch ‘ust a preview 
as to where we are in getting ready for today's discussions. And then 
they spent some time one-on-one for about ten minutes after everybody left 
including the interpreters, and on that [ don't have anything. 


2. So you don't know whether they talked about Hamadei? 


A. I don't know, 


2. <A German spokesman said that Censcher aaid Shultz quote expressed 
great understanding unquote for the West German position on follow-on 
negotiations and said he was very optimistic that thie would be in the 
communique. ‘ow che first >riefer ‘ust told use that it won't de.... 


A. Well, {tt depends on what vou would scerceive to +e the Serman 
position. I am not sure that some of she questions | have beard here 
accurately reflect the German position. So you will have to talk to the 
Germans. Let ne quickly say -- then there was the 3erlin quadrapertite 
meeting that was hosted Sv the 3ritish thie sire around at the Yolt Yorel 
and there there was a review of the situation ‘tn Berlin, as they alvave 
do, particularly in view of the 750th anniversary and some of the events 
that are surrounding that. The sinisters regretted the obetacles <o 
contacts within the city that have been created >5v Soviet/East German 
policies. In particular, and this was something shat Genecher briefed on, 
they deplored the recent >rural treatment *v the Past German volice of 
some young people who wanted =o hear 4 rock concert. I am tust *ouching 
on some of the formal points that were sgreed on, they hope that there 
will he opportunities in the rest of 1987 and Sevond to increase 
coperacion within the city, allevtate its division and achieve practical 
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benefits for Berliners consistent with the full-power status of the city. 
Those were basically the subjects touched upon: the 750th Anniversary, the 
riots; the President of course {3 going there, and so the Secretary 
touched briefly on the speech he ts going co give there and the proposals 
that will be included in there, and Genscher briefed in some degree on the 
flow of people between the two Germanys and in Berlin. Those were the 


high points. 
9. Did you make any progress on the air corridor situation? 


4. The air regime was discussed, but not in the sense of progress, it is 
basically status quo. 


9. Ia there any reason why the East Cermans should worry about this group 
deploring their police methods. ‘Yas there anything more to {t than 
deploring? 


A. It ts a commentary on what apparent!v vas some very brutal treatwent 
by the East German police of these people wno weren't trying to zo over 
the wall or necessarily tear it down but rather listen to a rock concert. 
Genesis, I think {it was. 


A. And then the Canadian bilateral was very short in fact, and really 
touched only on a status report on where we stand on the free trade area 
negotiations. They were both eager to get back into their black 
tie...that's about all that was touched upon. 


9. Was there any discussion today involving Secrrary Shultz about the 
situation in the Culf, the request for assistance’ 


A. ‘None. 


9. j%.Tt never came up in any of the conferences? 


A. ‘o, 


2. Shultz suggested a week or so ago ‘hat “e would bring that up ‘a the 
Silaterals here. 


4. Moet of the people he saw today, {tn fact all the seople he saw today, 
were {nm Yenice and 0 we tust had dSfilaterala with those neon'le involving 
the Presidente as well. 


2. De vou expect it *- come up tomorrow with this...’ 


* le 


4. T don't know, I wouldn't oredict it was going to come up, dut I don't 
rule {t out. 


what was the attitude of the Cermans on the poseibility of paying 
sonpensation for Gulf... 


ny 
4 
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A. Tt wasn't reised in chat sense. The Secretary has made reference here 
and there for example to the Japanese of the possibilty of participaring 
‘mn reconstruction efforts if vou get some sort of a neaceful solution. 
They are all supportive of our efforts tn the '|.N. Thev are supportive of 
sanctions to have effective neasures, even enforcahle zesures at the 
United Nations. Those are the kinds of things they are very actively 
engaged in. The Japanese Minister is going to Iran on his way Sack from 
Venice. 


9. Do you have anything on changing your mind about selling Mavericks to 
the Saudis? 


A. No, thet is a Washington subject, T am just not up-to-date enough on 
thet. 


9. What about your understanding as to, did the White House go ahead and 
announce that Reagan is going to talk to the Nation on Monday? 


4A. I don't kmow what the official status of their announcement ts. I 
thought it was already done yesterday. I don't know anything further. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have no announcements, so I will be happy to begin with any 
questions 


Q Phyllis, can you give us a readout on the meeting 
with the Angolans that took place? 


4 Assistant Secretary Crocker and Minister Van 
Dunem held an informal meeting yesterday to discuss the full 
range of Angola-U.S. issues, including our efforts to achieve a 
negotiated agreement for the implementation of U.N. Security 
Council Resolution 435 for Namibian independence in the context 
of Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola. 


Q That's it? 


2) As with any diplomatic exchange, I really can't 
go further than that into any details. 


Q The Angolans would like to establish diplomatic 
relations with the United States. What is our attitude toward 
that? 


a Since the April 1987 Brazzaville meeting between 
Assistant Secretary Crocker and an Angolan delegation, the U.S 
MPLA negotiations have resumed We expect the next session of 
the negotiations to take place within the next few weeks. So 
obviously we're talking to them and expect to continue to do 
that, but I wouldn't read anything into that about the 
establishment of relations. 


Q I believe Mr. Van Dunem told reporters yesterday 
that he expects Crocker to be in Luanda by the end of the month 
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A Well, I don't have any specifics on the time or 
the place of the meeting. 


Q Why couldn't you announce this meeting 
yesterday? Surely, it was known that he was going to come in 
the building yesterday evening? 


s At noon, I'm sorry, [I just didn't have those 
details. 


Q Could you clarify the Administration's position 
on the DeConcini amendinent on an embargo on Angolan oil exports 
and a ban on U.S. investment in that country? 


a I really don't have anything on that amendment. 


Q Phyllis, do you have an update on the situation 
in Panama? 


A Yesterday, Panama City was generally quiet, with 
many commercial businesses remaining closed. The Government 
augmented police and its military presence throughout the city, 
and no major demonstrations occurred although sporadic 
incidents did take place. 


As of midmorning today, Panama City remains quiet. We 
have had no subsequent reports of violent demonstrations or 
disturbances 


I might note that in regard to a general strike, a 
group calling itself Civic Crusade, made up of opposition 
parties and business civic groups, has called for a general 
strike. Although many commercial businesses were closed 
yesterday, it is not clear whether this was related to a strike 
call or government actions -- state of emergency -- to deal 
with the disturbances and caution on the part of Panamanians to 
avoid being caught in further demonstrations. 


For the record, I also might note that I was incorrect 
yesterday reporting that three Americans had been slightly 
injured. From our Embassy, we have learned that only one 
American citizen was injured. That was the American Consular 
Agent from Colon. The other two mentioned -- the military 
dependent and his wife -- are Panamanian citizens. 


How about -- there was a U.S. serviceman reported 


Q 
killed there? 
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a As our Department of Defense colleagues have 
stated, it appears this incident is unrelated to the 
disturbances in Panama. But for any further questions or 
information about that, I would refer you to the Pentagon. 


Q President Delvalle said that this was being 
promoted by groups that are trying to impede compliance with 
the Carter-Torrijos Treaty Do you know what he's talking 
about? 


m No, I don't have any comment on that. 

Q Another area? 

Q Could we stay -- 

a Yes, certainly. 

Q Have any of the restrictions on travel by U.S. 
military dependents, or any of the other restrictions been 
lifted, or the military alert status -- has that been changed? 

A I don't believe there's been any change. The 


U.S. Southern Command is at normal readiness within increased 
Vigilance. Military personnel and their families have been 
advised to avoid unnecessary travel into Panama City and 
Colon. Personnel and their families living in those cities 
have been told to exercise caution when traveling to and from 
work, and the travel advisory that was issued yesterday 
afternoon still stands. 


Q I thought you said yesterday that the dependents 
had been ordered to stay at home, or did I misunderstand? 


2) I think we usually advise rather than order. 
We're talking about advised on unnecessary travel, that kind of 
thing, into Panama City and Colon. But I think talking about 
people going to and from work, that was simply an advisement to 
exercise caution. 


So what I'm trying to say is basically tne same advice 
applies today as did yesterday. 


Q With regard to the temporary withdrawal of the 
proposal to sell Mavericks to Saudi Arabia, have you advised 
the Saudis in advance of this position -- and if you have any 
reactions from them? 
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A Well, we're in continuous touch with the 
Government of Saudi Arabia. I'm not going to get into any of 
the details of diplomatic exchanges. But as the White House 
statements said, this action precipitated by Congress is, we 
believe, the wrong signal to send. 





























I mia it note that we and the Saudis have a long and 
productive history vf mutual support and cooperation on 
security and political issues in the Middle East, and we have 
fashioned an arms sale policy which advances our interests and 
Saudi Arabia's legitimate defense needs. Despite what has 
happened on the Mavericks, we have every intention of 
maintaining our strong political, economic and security ties 
with the Saudis as well as going forward with our policies in 
the Gulf region. 


I might also note that, as was in the White House 
statement, and as Marlin Fitzwater said today, we will be 
undertaking additional consultations with Congress and will be 
prepared to go forward with notification promptly at the 
earliest possible date. 


Q One of the Congressional criticisms of the sale 
was that there is no enemy with tanks that threatens Saudi 
Arabia and therefore the sale of anti-tank missiles seems to be 
somewhat unnecessary. 


ms Well, I think Ambassador Murphy addressed that 
whole issue of the rationale for supplying the Mavericks to 
Saudi Arabia very clearly yesterday. I really have nothing to 
add. He certainly stressed the point that this was part of a 
sale of Mavericks that has been going on since 1976, and it was 
not something new. It was part of a plan that had been 
approved before. 


Q So, Phyllis, the withdrawal is temporary only? 


a Certainly, that's what the plan -- the 
announcement from Venice said yesterday. If I may repeat, it 
was from the President. He said, “I deeply regret the 
necessity temporarily to withdraw the proposal to sell modified 
Maverick air-to-ground missiles to Saudi Arabia because of 
strong Congressional opposition." 
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Q So what will be the condition for resubmitting it 
again? I mean, what are you waiting for? 


A We don't have anything specific on time. But as 
I just stated before, we are going to consult again with 
Congress and we'll base our decision on those consultations. 


Q Would you characterize the Saudi Arabian position 
as understanding the dilemma of the Administration in front of 
the Congress? 


a It's not for me to characterize the Saudi Arabian 
position. I think you'd have to ask them. 


Q Can you give us some assessment of -- 


Q I'm not asking you about the Saudi position. I'm 
asking you about your own evaluation of the Saudi position? 


A And that I'm not going to comment on. 


Q Can you give us an assessment of what damage this 
does to the Administration's policy in the Persian Gulf? 


=) Well, again, I think that this was covered very 
clearly by Ambassador Murphy yesterday. We believe it sends 
the wrong signal to an ally at a time when we're trying to 
increase our cooperation in the Gulf because of the threat to 
neutral shipping. As I said, I think that all those points 
were covered very clearly yesterday. 


Has there been any evidence so far that this 
will, in fact, or has in fact resulted in less willingness on 
the part of Saudi Arabia or other Gulf countfies to cooperate? 


u I think it's far too soon to give any sort of 
assessment on what the effect is going to be. There are lots 
of aspects in play at the present, and I can't give any 
evaluation on the effect. We will stay in close consultation 
with all the parties on this. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the submittal of 
the F-15 sale to Saudi Arabia? 


A No, I don't have anything on that today. 


Q It is being held up, I presume, because of 
opposition in Congress; is that right? 
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A There are lots of factors that go into any 
decision of when to submit or not to submit, and I just have 
nothing on that today. 


Q Phyllis, could you go into some of the details of 
the Saudis’ willingness to help the United States in the Gulf 
at this point? There's been some reports that the Saudis have 
been willing to allow additional AWACS basing in the region. 
Can you go into that at all? 


A I think there has been some discussion of 
extending the area for the AWACS in a more southerly area of 
the Gulf. This is an item that we are discussing with the 
Saudi Arabians but no decisions have been made. 


Q Are you ir cluding Israel with the parties to be 
consulted? 


5 I don't want you to read anything as a change. 
We always state that we're in close consultation with our 
friends in the area, and certainly that would include the 
Israelis. But [I think the real subject at hand, that we have 
been discussing, is primarily navigation in the Gulf, and that, 
of course, the conversations -- they're focused primarily with 
Saudi Arabia and the other states in the Gulf. 


Q Phyllis, are you considering now increasing your 
trade relations with Iran? 


A Our trade policy with Iran has been clearly 
established under the Export Administration Act. And under 
this law, helicopters, aircraft-related parts and components, 
outboard motors, over 45-horsepower militarized vehicles, 
police equipment, chemical weapons, nuclear-related items for 
Iran are denied export licenses regardless of end use or end 
user. National security items destined for military end use or 
end user are also controlled. 


Iran is on the list of states supporting terrorism as 
provided for in the Export Administration Act. The Omnibus 
Diplomatic Security and Anti-terrorism Act of 1986 prohibits 
export of munitions-list items to countries supporting 
international terrorism which includes Iran. 


So, basically, the subject of trade with Iran is 
already tightly controlled through various acts that have been 
passed by Congress. I have no further comment on interagencies 
or departmental considerations on whether any of those aspects 
should be changed. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q What about the report which was supposedly made 
by this committee created by the State Department? Can you 
acknowledge that it exists? 


co I'm simply not going to comment on the status of 
that report in the sense that it is an interagency, 
deliberative mechanism, and we're just not going to offer any 
thoughts on it. 


Q But Phyllis, only a follow-up on that, the case 
of the computers to Iran, you know it was disputed between you 
and the Pentagon and others. What happened to it now? 

& It's reported to have been disputed. 


Q Well, what happened to it now? It's gone -- 


fs) It's my understanding that that sale was approved. 

Q And there will be more computers to Iran in the 
future? 

S I'm not predicting any future sales. 

Q Phyllis, last summer when this General Noriega 


was at the Pentagon, some of the people in the intelligence 
community who aren't as enthused about him leaked some 
information to us that he allegedly was invelved in the drug 
traffic and so forth. Now, a lot of this is surfacing down 
there now with the opposition. 


Do we hold any particular brief for this general? 


) That's a question that I really can't answer 
What we've tried to say about the charges is that we're not 
passing judgment on any of them that have come out; they're not 
new. I think in the guidance that's been previously used we 
said what wes new was where these current charges came from. 
But we're not going to pass any sort of judgment on the charges 
about these people. 


Q Phyllis, on the contrary, the United States has 
been participating in Operation Pisces with the Panamanian 
Government, is that not true? And the Drug Enforcement 
Administration has actually had some quite favorable things to 
say about General Noriega and the Panamanians with regard to 
their cooperation with us in fighting drugs in that region. 











* 


-8- Friday, 6/12/87 


- I'm sorry. I don't have any of the specifics of 
that operation. I know that, certainly, we've been trying to 
work very closely with the Panamanians, but I'm just not 
prepared to offer any comments or evaluations on it. 


Q Have you been able to confirm the link between 
Colonel Diaz, the man who is making these charges against the 
current Panamanian Government, and Fidel Castro, which -- 


a No, I just have nothing on that. 

Q Does the State Department have any input when the 
heac of the DEA, for example, writes @ letter to General 
Noriega -- I think he's done it two or three times -- thanking 


him for his cooperation in the narcotics thing and praising him 
as one of the sort of leading lights in Latin America in the 
fight against drugs? 


a I'm sorry. I'm just not familiar with the. 
background and the preparation of those letters. 


Q There have been such letters, though. 


A Well, I'm sure there have been, but I just am not 
preparec to say whether that was a USG position and arrived at 
by an intergovernmental -- interagency process. 


Q Does the State Department normally have some sort 
of review of communications to heads of state and foreign 
governments? He's not exactly a head of state; he's something, 
but -- 


A I don't have the specific background on the 
coordination and clearance process in that specific case. 
Certainly, we try to work cooperatively with other agencies of 
the Government. 


Q That does raise a bit of a problem because, 
obviously, Mr. Lawn is a leading representative of a major U.S 
agency and has made these statements on behalf of the U.S 
Government, ostensibly I wonder why the State Department 
can't basically underwrite or endorse remarks that he's made, 
especially since those letters were sent out in an environment 
of controversy in which a lot of enemies of Noriega and his 
government are trying to sling charges at him to the contrary 


‘ Excuse me I don't want to give the impression 
that the U.S. Government can't do that. What I'm telling you 
is that I'm simply unprepared to answer that question tody. 
Let me see if we can get something on it and I'll come be:: to 


you 
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Q Do you have anything on the death of an American 
citizen in a Cuban jail? 


A Cuban authorities in Washington have informed 
Congressman Howard Berman of the death of Mr. Nicolas Raul 
Valladares, an American citizen who was in Cuban custody. We 
believe the Cuban Government has not fulfilled its obligations 
under the Vienna Convention to give us the same information. 


As we understand it, Mr. Valladares traveled to Cuba 
in early January, but did nui “eturn to the United States as 
planned. The Cuban Government, after ignoring repeated 
requests by the U.S. Interests Section for information on his 
welfare and whereabouts, informed us on May 15 that he had been 
arrested ‘or serious crimes. Our Interests Section was never 
permitted access to him on grounds that he was considered by 
Cuba to be a Cuban citizen. Apparently, he died while in Cuban 
custody. The fact has never been communicated to us officially 
by the Government of Cuba. However, an official of the Cuban 
Interests Section, while discussing another matter with 
Congressman Berman's staff, asserted on June 10 that the family 
in Cuba had been informed on May 26 that Mr. Valladares had 
committed suicide 


We intend to protest to the Government of Cuba its 
disregard of normal diplomatic practice and to demand a full 
explanation of this matter Cuban actions in this case 
illustrate once again the particular risk which Americans of 
Cuban origin run when they return to Cuba even for a visit 


Q Not to go too far on this, but the Pentagon seems 
to think this general is terrific. 


‘ We're back to the general? 


Q I know. But your Ambassador down there met with 
one of the dissidents yesterday and apparently saved his neck 
-- this guy Diaz who is the head of the Christian Democrats. 


Now, usually, I think it's the policy of this 
Government that the lead person in these countries is the U.S. 
Ambassador. He is number one, and the DEA, the Pentagon, and 
the rest have to go through him. I'm just wondering, you know, 
what is our policy there as seen from this Department? 
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“ Well, I think that, or at least we tried to get 
that out clearly of how we viéwed the current situation and our 
hope for the maintenance of democracy and democratic 
institutions in Panama I certainly am not prepared to pass 
judgments on one person or one person's actions. I would note 
that our Ambassador in Panama has been in contact with 
officials of the Government of Panama, as well as other 
Panamanians from the private sector, .n order to keep abreast 
of events in Panama, and that naturally, he will be meeting 
with as broad a spectrum as fossible 


Q Now, you said yesterday you aspired to an 
apolitical military establishment down there. I assume that 
was well thought out? (Laughter) Is that a slap at this 
general? 


= No. None of these comments should be interpreted 
as slaps. We were talking about our goal and our hopes for the 
Government of Panama. 


Q Can I just stick with Cuba for a second? 

Q Can you confirm what he said, that the State 
Department officials met with Colonel Diaz yesterday? 

- I can't confirm that. I just don't know. 

Q Do we have any idea of how many Americans of 


Cuban origin travel back to Cuba on an annual basis? 


a I don't have those figures with me today. I'm 
sure we have some idea of what the figures are going back and 
forth, and I'll see if we can post an answer on that 


Q You said that it points out the particular 
dangers -- 

“ Yes. 

Q —— that Americans of Cuban descent face when they 


go back. I mean, maybe one in 400, one in 500 gets accused of 
being a spy? 


A I said I just don't have those figures, but let 
me see if we can get you something on that -- how many go and 
the particular problems 
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Q Is there any sort of rethinking of the current 
agreement? I understand that close relatives are still allowed 
to visit. Ordinarily, American citizens are not allowed to go 
to Cuba, but a close relative or someone who has a dying parent 
or something can go 


- Yes 

Q Is there any rethinking of that in the light of 
this? 

A I'm not aware that there has been any 


rethinking. Obviously, what I have said is to point out the 
risk that we see, and certainly that's reinforced by this case 


Q What happened to that woman and her brother who 
were detained a month ago? 


a I don't know what happened to them. 
Q Do you have anything further on Assistant 


Secretary Abrams' position? There was a letter on the Hill 
today signed by more than 100 Members of the House of 


Representatives 

A No, I don't have anything further beyond what the 
Secretary said, and certainly, what the President said in 
Venice 


Do you have any update on the situation with 
General del Pino, the Cuban general who left Cuba? Is there 
any news on what he said or anything? What his future is? 





a No, I don't have any report on that 

Q Where is he? 

= I really don't know where he is. 

Q How soon can we expect some kind of a readout on 
the -- 

~ Let me check on that because I know there is a 


great deal of interest, and certainly he came to this country 
for freedom, and we expect him to be free to speak, but that 
will, of course, depend upon his wishes and what he wants to 
do But I'll try and get some sort of report on that. 
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Q This letter of protest to the Cubans, this will 
be what, filed, given today? © 


s I don't have the details of when it will be done 
and how, whether it will be a written or oral protest. 


Q When was the last time you had -- there was 
something comparable to this, an American citizen dying in a 
Cuban jail or in Cuban custody? 


= Again, I just don't have figures on that. As I 
said to the other reporter, ['ll see what we can get out this 
afternoon on the incidents, the number of times this has 
happened. 


Q Do you have anything on the Afghan plane that was 
shot down? Can you confirm if it was a U.S.-supplied Stinger 
missile? 


A We have no confirmation of the report on the 
downing of this Afghan aircraft. The report was originally 
issued by Radio Kabul 


We, of course, lament the loss of life if the report 
is true, but this clearly indicates that the conflict is 


essentially country-wide, and the continuing bloodshed and 
destruction simply underscore the need for a Soviet decision to 
agree to the kind of rapid and complete troop withdrawal which 
would pave the way for a comprehensive political settlement 


As the Allies stated in Venice, “We look for a rapid 
and total withdrawal of Soviet forces from Afghanistan so that 
the people of Afghanistan may freely determine their own 
future." 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 








pestec: June 12, 1987 


CORRECTION 





DEATH CF MR. VALLADARES 





OUR GUIDANCE ON THE DEATH OF MR. VALLADARES STATED THAT “AN 
OFFICIAL OF THE CUBAN INTERESTS SECTION, WHILE DISCUSSING ANOTHER 
MATTER WITH CONGRESSMAN BERMAN'S STAFF," ASSERTED ON JUNE 10 THAT 
THE FAMILY IN CUBA HAD BEEN INFORMED OF HIS DEATH. THE 
DEPARTMENT NOW UNDERSTANDS THAT CONGRESSMAN BERMAN SENT A LETTER 
TO THE CUBAN INTERESTS SECTION IN WASHINGTON ON MAY 19, INQUIRING 
ABOUT NICOLAS RAUL VALLADARES. ON JUNE 10, AN OFFICIAL OF THE 
CUBAN INTERESTS SECTION VISITED CONGRESSMAN BERMAN'S OFFICE TO 
RESPOND TO THAT LETTER. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Cuestion taken at the June 12, 1987 daily press briefing: 


TRAVEL TO CUBA 





C: How many Americans cf Cuban origin travel to Cuba annually? 

A: SINCE THE U.S. DOES NOT MONITOR THE TRAVEL OF ITS CITIZENS, 
WE HAVE NO STATISTICS WITH WHICH TO ANSWER YOUR QUESTION 
ACCURATELY. HOWEVER, CUBA PERMITS 2500 CUBAN-AMERICAN 
FAMILY VISITS IN ANY YEAR IN ADDITION TO SPECIAL MEDICAL 
CASES. 

C: Are we rethinking the travel restrictions fer Cuba in light of 

this incident? 

A: UNDER CURRENT REGULATIONS, TRAVEL TO CUBA IS ALREADY 
DIFFICULT. THE EXISTING RESTRICTIONS AND THE LANGUAGE OF 
OUR PUBLISHED WARNING TO DUAL NATIONALS IS CONTAINED IN THEE 
PUBLICATION, TIPS FOR TRAVELLERS TO CUBA: A U.S. GOVERNMENT 
WARNING, COPIES OF WHICH ARE AVAILABLE IN THE PRESS 
OFFICE. THE REPORTED DEATH OF NICOLAS RAUL VALLADARES 


SHOWS WHY THIS SPECIAL WARNING IS NECESSARY, 


C: How many Cuban-Americans are presently incarcerated in Cuba? 

A: SINCE WE HAVE HAD PERSISTCNT PROBLEMS WITH CUBAN 
NOTIFICATION TO US OF THEIR AFRESTS OF OUR CITIZENS, WIE 
CANNOT BE CERTAIN THAT WE KNOW OF EVERY CUPAN-AMERICAN 
PRESENTLY DETAINED IN CUBA. THEFE ARE AT PRESENT 13 
NATIVE-BORN AMERICANS IN CUBAN JAILS, AND WE ARE AWARE OF 


APPROXIMATELY 15 CUBAN AMERICANS IN ADDITION. WE KNOW OF 


NO OTHER DEATHS OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN THE LAST TWO YEARS. 











Question taken at the June 12, 1987 daily press briefing: 


PANAMA: D.E.A. LETTER TO GEN. NORIEGA 








Q. Does DEA Administrator Jack Lawn clear with the Department 
of State correspondence to head of the Panamanian Defense 
Forces General Manuel Noriega? 


A. Jack Lawn, Administrator of the Drug Enforcement 
Administration sent a letter to General Noriega on May 27, 
thanking the Panama Defense Forces, the Panamanian Attorney 
General and the Director of the DENI for their assistance ina 
very successful money laundering case, Operation Pisces. DEA 
worked closely with Panama's government agencies in this 
operation which netted millions of laundered dollars. The 
letter thanked General Noriega for his commitment to a specific 
law enforcement operation, which had very positive results. The 
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement Administration works 
closely with the Department of State, the lead agency in 
narcotics control efforts overseas. General Noriega is 
technically not the head of the Government of Panama; therefore 
Administrator Lawn's correspondence to General] Noriega on 
thanking him for cooperation on specific law enforcement 
operations or cases is not out of the ordinary, and only 
requires, in our view, notification of the State Department 
that such a letter will be or has been sent. Administrator 
Lawn did in fact inform the Department that he planned to send 
such a letter to General Noriega. Such correspondence 
contributed to the productive woring relationship between the 


U.S. and the Government of Panama on operations such as Pisces. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOLLOWING ‘HE 
NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL MEETING 
REYKJAVIK, LCELAND 
JUNE 12, 1987 


SECRETARY SHULTZ We have just concluded an especially 





productive and forward-looking Ministerial meeting I think it 
is quite significant now that, having had a very wide and 
thorough process of consultation -- including many personal 


contacts between President Reagan and his counterparts, direct 
consultations with Foreign Ministers and governments one by 
one, now had the meeting here in Reykjavik considering the 
range of INF issues, and we have been able to hear from all of 
the governments, from their Foreign Ministers -- we see a very 
clear consensus which I can now report to President Reagan and 
on the basis of which he will be able to move forward 


Second, we have resolved a procedural problem that was an 
important procedural problem in a generally acceptable way to 
all sides, and so we're able to move ahead now with the 
discussions on conventional arms and continue the work, of 
course, in Vienna in the CSCE process 


Both of these matters are matters of very considerable 
Slqgnificance, and we have been working at them hard for some 
time So it was a great pleasure to be able to find a 
consensus and a commonality of views here in Reykjavik 


Any questions? 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Lord Carrington seemed to indicate 
there was concern that the new Soviet leadership was very 
active, bringing out new proposals, and that the Alliance had 
to do something to respond to this. Can you describe how you 
think you can go about this and what this concern is? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: [t isn't concern especially. [t 1s an 
observable fact that the pattern of behavior and the number of 
suggestions per month that come forward from the present Soviet 
leadership is considerably greater than what preceded it. From 
our standpoint that has meant that the discussions, in effect, 
have become more productive From the standpoint of the United 
States and from the standpoint of NATO, that clearly means that 
we have more to work with So I think it also means that we 
need to be ready to respond in our own way, in our good time, 
but respond in good time to things that are suggested and put 
forward proposals of our own 





Now I think it is worth pointing out, in case anyone has missed 
it, that the way in which the INF negotiations seem to be 
coming out now is very much in line with proposals that 
President Reagan made back in 1981 and which we have been 
advocating consistently throughout this period Of course the 
focus was on the long-range intermediate systems; and, as those 
came into focus, we had to focus on the short range. Here 
again this was something that wz had insisted From the 
beginning be part of any INF deal. The Soviets have accepted 
that idea and, when [ was in Moscow, put forward a proposal 
that was a very interesting one ana which we considered 
carefully and which, as an alliance now, we have a consensus in 
support of our response 


So I think that we have to gear ourselves up to be active, as 
Lord Carrington said, but basically [ think it opens the 
prospect of somewhat more fruitful negotiations, as is shown 
already 


QUESTION Now that you have this, do you see any sticking 
points ahead in wrapping up this INF agreement -- specifically, 
do you suppose the 72 Pershing 1A missiles would be an obstacle 
and do you think it would be a good idea, regarding 
verification, for the United States to exclude certain areas 
for intelligence reasons from broad verification by both sides? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as the German systems are concerned, 
they are part of a cooperative U.S.-German weapons system. As 
such, t'ey are not part of the INF negotiation The INF 

negotiation concerns weapons systems that are either Soviet on 
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the one hand or U.S. on the other, don't include anything else, 
and so they are not on the table. [ might say that they have 
never been mentioned in connection with this negotiation, 
either in the 1981-83 set of discussions nor in those now going 
on in Geneva, not in the Geneva meeting between the President 
and General Secretary Gorbachev, not in the Reykjavik meeting 
between those two, nor in my discussions in Moscow. It has 
come up very recently. So that is not on the table in these 
negotiations. 


I think the negotiations are by no means over because the 
problems of verification are very complex ones and in these 
negotiations we are genuinely breaking new ground in the 
concept of a verification regime. Both sides are going about 
it carefully, but we are both into discussing things that have 
not been done before. So it is complicated, and it hasn't been 
resolved 


I might say that we continue to believe that all sides will be 
better off if the remaining 100 long-range INF missiles are 
eliminated We have come a long way down to get to 100, and at 
the same time we think that we should go the rest of the way 
for various reasons, not least for making the problem of 
verification a considerably easier problem to handle. 


QUESTION: Is one of those complications the United States 
wanting to put certain areas off limits for intelligence 
reasons? I am referring to the same story we have been after 
for a week now, whether there is a decision on that. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, well, I know you have been after some 
story on that, and [ can't help you with that quest. [ can 
only say that the problem is a complicated problem and so we 
are going about it aggressively but carefully, and so are 
they We will have to see how we come out on it. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you go through the mechanical 
process? Now that we do have a consensus here in the Alliance, 
what happens next? How long will it take before this revised 
Western package will be put on the table at Geneva? How much 
will it change the draft which is already in process at Geneva? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as the draft in Geneva is concerned, 
we have a blank space which can now be filled in on short-range 
INF systems if the President decides that is what he wants to 
do. 
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The literal process- involved here is that, having observed the 

consensus here, [ let the President know about that -- and that 
has been done -- and the President now takes all this material 

under advisement as soon as he is back in the United States and 
will decide what he wants to do insofar as our position in the 

Geneva negotiations is concerned. 


I might say that the proposition put to me by General Secretary 
Gorbachev and then refined somewhat by Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze has not appeared on the table in Geneva. So no 
doubt [ will want to respond to the higher authorities who made 
the proposition, and we will proceed on that basis in Geneva, I 
am sure. : 


QUESTION: Could I take you to the bottom of paragraph seven 
and the problem which arouses very much interest by your Gerian 
colleague? Is your understanding of the phrasing “in 
conjunction" and so on that this means that only after 
achieving conventional balance and the elimination of chemical 
weapons, the United States will have to think about a reduction 
on the missiles below the 5OO-kilometer range? Is that a link? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: [ think what we have here is the 
establishment of the fact that we all recognize that there may 
be a time when it is appropriate to talk about the 
shorter-range systems. We also recognize that with the various 
negotiations going on now -- completing INF, assuming we can; 
getting a differently conceived conventional arms negotiation 
going, although it will build to some extent on MBFR; Following 
through further on the negotiations now going on in chemical 
weapons; from the U.S. side, of course, continuing our 
discussions on START -— there is a lot going on. 





So just as we need to digest the INF agreement and its 
implications and pursue these other things, we will do that; 
and we will have, as it says in paragraph eight, an overall 
assessment of our strategy. We see where the shorter-range 
systems may fit in. 


Now I think it is very clear throughout all of this document 
that, as far as the eye can see, nuclear deterrence is a key 
and fundamental elenent in the NATO strategy and the 
Flexible-response aipect of that is also a key. So those 
things stay in place. 


QUESTION: You said that P-—-1AsS were never discussed in this 
round and the other, in summits and so on. What if these 
missiles would be raised? Will your answer be to allow the 
Russians to keep some on their side or ask the Germans to 
forget about P-1As? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The negotiations that we are having in 
Geneva on INF with the Soviets concern exclusively Soviet 
systems and U.S. systems -- nothing else. The German P-1As are 
a cooperative system involving the U.S. and Germany, so they do 
not represent a U.S. system. Therefore, they are not part of 
what is being considered in Geneva and, as I[ said, haven't been 
throughcut the long history of this negotiation. 





QUESTIONS: Two questions: What is the significance, as far as 
the United States is concerned politically for the momentum of 
the arms control talks, of getting this kind of consensus 
agreement from the Allies for an INF agreement? What does that 
do for you and how would you say the Soviets ought to read it, 
the message that this sends them? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: All the way through these negotiations, we 
have been involved in a strong consultative process. After 
all, the whole thing got started as a result of the Soviet 
deployment of the SS-20s with the dual-—-track decision in 
response to that. 





The United States has developed the appropriate missiles. We 
have negotiated in accordance wth the dual-track decision; we 
had to deploy in accordance with the dual-track decision in 
conjunction with our Allies. Now negotiations have pushed on, 
and we seem to be about to succeed in getting what we started 
after. 


All the way through this we have had a strong pattern of 
consultation. All the way through this, despite many doubts 
and questions that have been raised, the Alliance has been 
cohesive and strong. As it came to each of the basing-rights 
countries to face up to their decision, one by one they did 

so. Sometimes there was a lot of betting that they wouldn't, 
but they did -- every one. I might say that election results 
in each country subsequent to that decision seemed to suggest 
that those who stood up to this responsibility were appreciated 
by their population. 


So I think anyone can look at this, including the Soviets, and 
see that what the NATO Alliance is is a very cohesive and 
strong alliance It is perhaps the most successful alliance 
that the world has ever seen. I[t has been there for 40 years 
It has kept the peace. I[t has had to face all kinds of 
different situations and be creative; that still remains. What 
the issues will be five years from now no doubt will be 
different From now. But the point is and what everyone must 
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look at is that there is a cohesive alliance that consults, 
that takes each other's concerns into account and is able to 
come to a conclusion and has thereby, through its strength and 
cohesion, kept the peace and deterred aggression throughout all 
this period. It is a very considerable accomplishment and cre 
in which [I think all the people in these countries can feel 
very good. 


QUESTION: The last paragraph says that the meeting next year 
will be held in Spain. Also, early this morning you said that 
your meeting with the Spanish Minister Ordonez was very 
constructive, which is quite different From the results of the 
last meeting that you had. Do you think that this is a new 
departure and that Spain is now entering a new phase of its 
relationship with NATO? And did the Minister make any new 
contribution or suggestion to the problem of the bases there? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our discussion, as we both agreed, was a 
constructive one, and [ think that we will somehow resolve the 
problems that we have been dealing with. 





But what we see here in cur relationship with Spain and Spain's 
activities is the emergence of a vibrant democracy which we all 
applaud and, through a remarkable process of a referendum in 
Spain, an affirmation by the Spanish people of their desire to 
be part of the NATO process through which we defend those very 
values that the emergence of democracy in Spain represents 


As we discuss -- the United States and Spain -- our particular 
relationship and its relationship to NATO, we do so as two 
strong, independent, democratic nations who have cominon 
objectives We are finding our way to those, and that is the 
spirit in which we are discussing these issues. In any 
negotiation it has its tactical moments of ups and downs; but 
at any rate, as we move now, [ think we are moving in a very 
good spirit That is about what it means 


QUESTION: You mentioned their election results In relation 
to the future of NATO policy and East-West relations, do you 
have a response to the return of Mrs. Thatcher after the 
general election in Britain? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: [ have sent my warm congratulations to Mrs. 
Thatcher and also to my counterpart, Sir Geoffrey Howe Of 
course, the things that they have stood for in terms of NATO 
activities are the things that we believe in. 
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QUESTION I'm sorry I was going to ask a similar question, 
whether -- since you did allude to the impact of NATO on the 
response of electorates, how do you feel about the British 
election? And, alternatively, had there been a Conservative 
defeat, what do you think would have been the impact for the 
Alliance? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ Of course the peopie have spoken My point 
earlier was that that has happened ir :*‘stry after country 
With all of the commentary and protest o what not, it turns 
9ut that when the people speak in an election -- not a protest, 
not a poll, an election, and as I understand it the voter 
turnout was very high in Great Britain in this election -- when 
the people speak, they have seemed to support those who stand 
up for the sensible means of providing for the security of 
their country, of their values, in conjunction with friends, 
recognizing that there is aggression in the world and that if 
we want to keep the peace and maintain our values, we have to 
be willing to do those things that will deter aggression Ane 
that has been done, it has worked, so we will continue to do it 

: Of course, we will also continue, through negotiations with the 

Soviet Union, to see if we can fing a level of deterrence that 

: will work at lower levels of armaments That is what we seek 

: for all sorts of reasons But we must maintain our deterrent 

apability 

: QUESTION Were there any developments here at Reykjavik in the 

: way of obtaining greater Allied cooperation for U.S. activities 

in the Persian Gulf? And what is the logic of the United 

: State: through its military forces, escorting Kuwaiti shipping 
when the United States cannot even sell a small quantity of 
weapons to Saudi Arabia for their defense of their own area? 

+ 

SECRETARY SHULTZ There wasn't a lot of discussion of the 
Persian Gu 2re; there was some, both bilaterally and 

: generally But by and larce I found the same thing as the 

: resident and [I found in Venice -- namel that people “ave a 

: nT Jiew of the importance of the problem, of the importance 
»9F maintaining freedom of navigation, of the importance of that 

) particularly in the Persian Gulf, given the huge oil reserves 

: nere and their strategic relationship to our own energy and 

: support for the idea of establishing that presence 

: Now we have been making headway, I think, with some of the oush 
behind this, including what we got in Venice, in the United 

Nations We keep working that diplomatic side of it, doing 
everything possible to bring the Iran-Iraq war to an end if we 
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In the meantime,-we will do our part in assuring freedom of 
navigation in the Gulf. We are escorting when it comes to that 
and, this hasn't actually happened yet, reflagging vessels so 
they will be American vessels operating with American 
environmental safeguards and rules and taxes and so forth. 


You do learn some things, and one of the facts that I was 
vaguely aware of but learned with greater precision as I talked 
with colleagues in Venice, is the degree to which others are 
active in the Gulf. In the case of the British, as of Venice, 
Sir Geoffrey Howe told me that they had so far this year 
escorted 104 vessels in the Gulf. So it isn't as though we are 
there alone. Others are there too; others have a Similar 
perspective as we. 


Insofar as the arms sales are concerned, of course this is a 
continuing point cf tension in the United States. We think 
that the sales are fully justified. There are many members of 
Congress who are concerned about them, and it is always a 
problem working that through. We will continue at it. 


QUESTION: I wanted to ask about that same subject. How can 
you go to the Saudis, as you mentioned that you would and as 
Secretary Weinberger did last week, and ask them for more 
military cooperation, and then less than one week later jerk 
back a sale that had been in the works for some time? How do 
you expect to ask and elicit cooperation from the Gulf States 
when they see such inconsistency on your side? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think you have put what happened 
incorrectly. We didn't jerk back the sale, to use your 

phrase Members of Congress made it plain that they were onring 
to defeat that sale; and rather than have that happen, the 
judgment was made that we would be better off to recroup and go 
about this again in a way that we hope wili be successful. 





In the meantime, there have been sales of U.S. arms to Saudi 
Arabia, and on the whole that has been for a very constructive 
purpose And it is illustrated daily in the Gulf right now in 
connection with the current problems. After all, the AWACS are 
flying there That is being done cooperatively There is air 
cover for them and so on. So there is a collaborative pattern 
in action, and we seek to tone it up and in the meantime to 
have a sensible arms sales or arms relationship -- military 
relationship -- with the Saudis and other friends in the Gulf 
And as we all know we struggle through that in our discussions 
with the Congress 


——— 





PR NO. 130 


Hie 


QUESTION: To what extent do you think the consensus on INF you 
received today from NATO puts into high gear the move towards 
another Reagan-Gorbachev summit? And if you were a betting 
man, when do you think that would take place now? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Both the President and the General Secretary 
have said that they have considered the meetings between them 
to be constructive and worthwhile. So they would like to see 
them continue. They both want to have the next meeting be one 
associated with some significant content, and of course we want 
as always to prepare these meetings thoroughly. 





So what happened here and what will be reported to the 
President, and the responses are one more element in the 
process of interaction with the Soviets in trying to reach an 
INF agreement. In that sense it is a positive step forward. 
As I said earlier, we are still some distance from an INF 
agreement. There are difficult issues in front of us, but I 
think there is a reasonable probability that they can be 
resolved. In that sense it will contribute toward the 
atmosphere for a productive summit meeting But there is no 
date set, and I don't want to try to forecast or give odds 
I'll leave that to Jimmy the Greek What is he quoting? 
(Laughter) 


QUESTION: Following that up, I would like to try to clarify 
something [I think I[ heard you say earlier You said because 
the Soviet proposal on SRINF was not at the Geneva table -- had 
not been proposed at Geneva, but had been proposed in Moscow at 
your level and by General Secretary Gorbachev, that you would 
have to respond or that you would be responding. Does that 
mean that the U.S. will not respond via the negotiators in 
Geneva but will respond through some direct contact between you 
and your counterpart? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ No, and I can't say precisely how the 





President will want to proceed. But certainly one way to 
proceed is to send his decision back to those who made the 
proposal. And of course whatever decision the President makes 


will be tabled in Geneva; that will be our -osition in Geneva 


QUESTION But would you have to go back to take that message? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think so 





QUESTION: On the subject of the Formula which is mentioned in 
paragraph six on conventional arms negotiations, this seems to 
be a disarmingly simple formula, given the fact that you have 
spent nearly a year trying to work it out Do you think you 








% PR NO. 130 


otiie 


could elaborate on what can be termed as the twin-track 
procedure under the CSCE umbrella. How is it going to work in 


practice? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In practice I think it will work as 
described -- that there is a CSCE umbrella; the CSCE will be 
handling, of course, human rights concerns which we consider to 
be of tremendous importance. There will be a CDE II, so to 





speak, as we envisage it anyway -- that is, a continuation of 
the kind of discussions among the 35 that were going on in 
Stockholm --— and there will be another negotiation, as it says 


here, “with conventional stability in negotiations retaining 
autonomy as regards subject matter, participation and 
procedures." So the 23 will have that negotiation. Precisely 
how it will go will obviously settle out, but that's the 
general structure as we envisage it. [I think it's a good 
structure 


QUESTION: No reference back from the 23 negotiations to the 35? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The 23 negotiations will not be paced, so to 

speak, by CSCE deadlines or anything of that kind; and when 

there is something important to report, no doubt it will get 

reported It may be that from time-to-time other neutral and 
non-aligned will have something they want to say about the 

subject, But the negotiation is, as it says here, “autonomous” ] 





-- “retaining autonomy." So that will be a negotiation among 
those countries That is something that we felt and others 
felt was very important 
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Secretary Shultz ON THE RECORD piane oriefing - ReyKkiavik <2 
Elmendorf - June 12, 1387 


G. Starting with the Phi-ippines, tei. us why we are going. 
What's going so happen? 


A. i'm going to see the full spectrum cf leaders in <he 
Philippines, most part: ularly President Aquino and will review 
developments there. The many positive <hings that have taxen 
place in the last year is realcy rather extraordinary as a 
performance-- and take a .ockK at the ,brob-ems that are there, 
what they are doing and what we can do that wiil be neipftul. 
So, it's basically that kind of a information sharing action, 
working and general support visit. 


When you think of what they have accomplished in the Philippines 
in - what, a year and a half or something iike that -- not quit 
a year and a half: They have established a new constitution and 
gotten it voted in; They've nad elections for a new national 
legisiature. They have placed into effect a number of economic 
reforms. The result is that growth is now moving in the 
Philippines. In the first quarter of this year, their econcmic 
growth in real terms is around five and a nalf percent. Their 
inflation remains at a very low ievel. Their foreign exchange 
position is pretty good. They nave rescheduled their deot. 
They really have done quite a icb and then on the defense sice, 
the professionalization of the military has proceeded and after 
a lengthy period of trying to do everything possible through 
various forums of amnesty and cther efforcs, the problem of «he 
insurgency must be tackled in more military terms and Presicent 
Aquino is facing up to that and no doubt there will be 
continuing problems there but there's a rather clear strategy 
that's been laid out and followed and fsi.owed with 


considerable success. tot's cf things to do Sut ‘it's a success 
story. 

e- If I could just follow that -- I don't «now what che <iss* 
question is going to be, out I think the second question cnat 


she is going to ask you is: If you are sco much in our favcr, 
what happened to the noney that you promised last time and wnat 
can you do to live up =o those implied promises shat you aac 
made? 


A. Well, basically, che funds that we talked anout are very 
much at hand and are in the process of ceiling oSrought to the 
Phi-ippines as protects are approved and so on, and I nave rac 
gJuite a few recently and ['l:i sign an additional increment co 
a when I am there so the economic support and assistance is 


ing very strongly. This year in fiscal. ‘37 there will 5e 
ound $255 million in economic Suppors funds, pius another $90 
million in fo0 @ assistance, so <hac's a very strong program. 
The Jnit States nas really come s<hrough. Where we nave nc 


chrou 
prov:ded the funds that we wanted t5 iS in the support for 
program sco strengthen the ticitary and i think it's too oad 
t been atile to so that. we've “or ovided apout nails 


we naven' 





what we wanted. That's secause of congressional oudgert cuss. 
We are seeking =o restore most of that anyway ‘shrough th 
supplemental. As you Know, we have nad crouple in the Heuse on 
that. It's back in the Senate dill on a kind of a two prong 
basis but we are working nard to provide those funds, so I think 
that on the whele, the United States nas come <nrough rather 
well. We've also tried to r1elp gain support from other 
countries, both in terms of assistance and in terms of opening 
up to trade with the Philippines and investment and things of 
that kind and helping to organize the sort of generalized 
approach to the Philippines. So, I think the United States can 
say we've done well, except I wish we had not had to reduce th 
military assistance program in the way we did. 


Oo. T's going to have to switch back to domestic politics. The 
Presideut's comments on Elliott Abrams the other day were 
extremely lukewarm. The opposition «to him on the Hdili gives 
every appearance of increasing. Is it not, despite your own 
support of Mr. Abrams? [Isn't it getting to che point that if 
you want nore money for the Contras, Elliott is going to nave to 
go? 


A. No. It's your statement that the President's support was 
lukewarm. The President told me he fully supports Elliott 
Abrams, anc as a matter cf fact, in one of those sessions where 
we are sitsing around the table at the Venice Summit and the 
press was circling around shouting questions, somebody shouted 
one at him and he shouted back a strong statement of support for 
Elliott Abrams and I never saw that appear anywhere. I. don't 
xnow what happened to it. But he is an admirer of Zlliott 
Abrams. But, now insofar as Congressional sentiment is 
concerned, there is a rebuilding job to do. I was interested in 
the commen*ss made recently by Tom Foley, the Ma) jority Leader in 


the House, which was I thought broadly thoughtful and general.y 


* 
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accepted that Mr. Abrams was going to stay on the (ob. 306, i 
wouldn't say tne trends are all wrong. Quite to the contrary. 
Elliott basically made one mistake. He recognived it and nad 
corrected it long before chese hearings. These ae*arings @idc act 
bring that out. That al. took place earlier. <= ritcognize 
Serator 3cren feels and I've read the cranscript aud = can 
inderstand now he feels “nat way that Ellicott deiivers nis 
apology in a combative manner. He is 3s combative pergon. 


That's his way. But, he's a good man -- a Satristic man. 


>. Mr. Secretary, on the PRilippines again. Are we ‘ust act 
cing to not bring up che bases at this time. it's a coup.e of 
years in the future. Are we just putting that aside, sooth for 
she sake of Mrs. Aquinc and us. Is that something that wi... se 
sn the agenda at all on this trip? 

A. It's not anything particular for this trip. I think we'.. 


get to that subject in due time. She's 5een concentrating sn 
other things. The cases are “nere and cperating under our 
agreement and so on. Sut, one cf these days we are going «co 
nave to stare a discussion of that supiect. 








. 


6. ME. Secretasy. _ Snang Sack to the insurgency, in th 

Philippines. Ther have been comsicerable number of repert 
about the ability 3 the insurgents to operate an entire se 
Wo Chi Minh-type trail down the length and the Sreadth of Li 
and recent reports of these Sparrow inot being infiltrated 


r 


the cities. Do you really think that the Philippine military 


(a) has a strategy to deal with this kind of threat in the long 
term, and (b) has the capacity? 


A. well, I thank they have been rebuilding themselves, 
professionalizing themselves. As [I said, I wish we could have 
provided the full amount of money that they had a right ts 
expect. It would have helped them on something that is cf 
Critical importance. I'll be discussing this and probing into 
it. Everybody recognizes that this is one of the problems 
inherited from Mr. Marcos and she has made some headway, “ut “he 


problem is still there, and [I know that she's very conscious of 


._*- 
~.-* 


2. Can I ask a follow up on that? De you think she has been 
sufficiently aggressive? She spent such a long time trying to 
rebuild some kind of basic political consensus. She was 
strongly criticized by the military for not being sufficiently 
active. 


A. My guess is that she saw chat on the one hand at the 
beginning, the military was not in any position in terms of its 
capabilities to take the problem on and on the otaer hand, with 
the change of government and general attitudes and with some 
offers of amnesty she might be able to change the structure of 
that insurgency somewhat while taking the time to rebuild the 
Capabilities of the military. And, at the same time, if the 
insurgency causes visible trouble, that helps her to B5Suild a 
genuine consensus arcund the need to go and take it on hard ina 
military sense and as the professional capability has increased, 
and as the consensus is there and as the enticement aspect of it 
ran out its string, she nas shifted. Now, to me that was a 
rather sensible approach and those who were criticizing her for 
not barreling in right off the bat, realiy didn't take a very 
hard look at what the capability of the military, or lack cf 
capability was at the time and the need to spend some time 
rebuilding it. So, nobody has a sort of full Slewn strategy 
immediately, but it locks to me as thought ch instinctive way 
she went about it made a lot of sense, at east that's the way 
have felt about it as <= have felt about it aS i Rave observed 


- 


~~ 
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2. Mr. Secretary. A question about the Persian Gulf if = ccu.cc 
cClease. Were you surprised at the extent to which 

congressional opposition to the Maverick sale Suiits up? why <o 
you think it built up as fast as it did? And, where do you go 
from here in «crying *o persuade the Guif states that they shou.d 
be interested in a closer cooperative micitary relationship with 
“he Jnited States? 


—_— 








A. Well, of course the reason the Gult states are interested 
it, is that we have a lot of help to offer. it nelps ther. 
It's good for them that we are doing the things we are coing <s 
protect the freedom of navigation in those waters. They have a 
gigantic stake-in that. That's their lifeline as wel. as the 
lifeline of the West. So, tnere is a mutuality of interests. 
That's the basic reason. Now, insofar as that particular gale 
is concerned, we've had several to Saudi Arabia so far his 
year. That was in the Javits report. [It was something that had 
already been approved. Nevertheless, many of the Congressional 
ritics didn't like the idea of skipping the twenty day informal 
netic . It has been the practice when you have an arms sale 
that has already been approved and for some reason has been 
delayed, that you go into the thirty day pericd. That's been a 
routine and that was done in this case, and probably that was a 
mistake. Then, there was a lot of misi:“srmation about Saudi 
Arabia at the time of the Stark tragec,; insofar as what Saudi 
Arabia did and didn't de. They performed perfectly well. [na 
fact, insofar as sending out helicopters, boats, providing 
medical facilities and so forth, they were outstanding and the 
fact that their plane that went up had rules of engagement and 
the pilot wouldn't act without having his rules of engagement 
changed, is perhaps a reassuring fact that they have a chain of 
command and they have a discipline and it was exercised, but 
that was ballyhooed in the American press 2s the Saudi Arabians 
not doing what they should have done and [ think it was a very 
unfair thing. Nevertheless, it affected people's attitudes, : 
think incorrectly. At any rate, the President has decided to 
withdraw it for the moment and regroup and then we will see 
where we go from there. 


Are you at all put out by the Israeli's efforts to buiid up 
position to that sale? And, do you think Israel should have 
at xind of influence over American policy in the Persian Gut? 


\. Well, this is something that Congress does and people of 
/arious persuasions in our democracy influence Congress on 4.. 
<inds of subsects including arms sales to the Arab states. <= 3 
a constant battle between Administrations. i use the piura. 
because previcus Administrations nave also wanted ‘oO maxe 

sales. They have been highly controversial. <= think if the 
proof of the pudding is in the eating, the procf of the va.idity 
of the arguments made, for instance, for the AWACS sa.e and “he 
F-15 sales, is in the fact that those particular pieces sf 
equipment and the Saudi capability of using them are of 

cons .derable assistance in the task that we are confronting anc 
sthers are confronting in the Persian Gulf right now. 


>. Mr. Secretary. You had some talxs today with 5oth yo 
Spaniard and Greek counterparts. Are you confident now * 
base agreements with both countries wili Se signed? I «n 
their details have to be worked cut. but are you Ao ionge 
contemplating what you've talked about before that wil. 4 
12 it can't Be done? 











A. With respect sco Spain, we nac a very constructive and 
content-fillied discussion <=nis morning and it :3 <5 Se described 
st ag I did in my press conference in Reykiavik. [I won't go 

carough al} of that again. Sut, I think there is a very gocd 
timber between the tro countries, spirit, and Ampsassadcr 
Bartholomew Will be proceeding and I think we'il have a 
reasonable result. <= can't say just exactly hew it wili turn 
out. Probably we won't have it just exactly the way we want ict, 
but at any rate, we'll have a jood working relationship with the 
Spaniards. Insofar as Greece is concerned, a you knoW -- when 
was it a couple cf years or so ago -- that che time of th 
NATO meeting, I think it was in Srussels, -. Fapoulias and - 
developed what we have called a step-by-step approach <‘o 
improving our relationship and working on the bases and it has 
gone along reasonably well and more or less in accord with the 
plan that we set out for ourselves and as [I talked with Prime 
Minister Papandreou when I was in Athens about a year ago, it's 
necessary now to get started on the base negotiations. Where we 
will go once we get started, remains to be seen. We agreed <hat 
it was timely for the United States now to make a public 
tatement requesting that the dase negotiations begin and we <ic 
SO cooperatively with them. They wanted to have this 
statement. We m de the statement and Chuck osted it somewhere 
today. And sco, Ambassador Xeeley wiil start on that and I don't 
want to try to forecast how it wil. come out, but we're started. 


9. Mr. Secretary, back to Congress for a minute. number cf 
Members of Congress, including Senator Dole, who has always Deen 
an administration friend before, have been complaining about <he 
lack of allied and other support for what we are doing in <he 
Guif. They may be unfair, but what are you going to do cs 
counter that? How are you going to convince Congress shat :.* 
sught to go along with what you want to do in the Gulf against 
this Senator? 


A. Wel.i, I thank we just ask people to lcok at the facts anc :* 
S$ interesting to me that those Members cf the Congress who ava 
one to the area and examined the situation have come Dacx 
retty much uniformly saying that it is essential for us =s se 
here. It is essential for us =S take our part. 4 CAinsx we 
nave very strong support for a realy strong push in “he Vn.itec 
Nations and it's beginning tc shew. Some informaticn about what 
other people are doing nas emerged and I don't think pecp.e are 
site aS conscicus aS perhaps <=ney are now of how much Rost 
particularly the Sritish are doing. And, a$ - Sai¢c at “he press 


al 


sonference, < hadn't realized and so far this year <=hey ave 


escorted over i00 ships. More than we have, I think. ‘Sc, :.* 
isn't as though what we are doing i8 4.. SY GCurselves. Cur 
allies are there. The French are there aS well. In the case <-f 
the [talian government, “ney are mot if a position =o uncer <axe 


some initiative because they are coming .nto an election anc 
ehey don't have iA piace -- chey — a government that .s 
holding things in piace, but chey're not able to do somethings 
new and when they 3c get est abiished if there are thiags <nat 
‘ner 


san be done, we'll certainly discuss chat with them. some - 














Zovernmerts have volunteered, but I think Sasically we nave what 
we need and the supporte for she sbsectives involved is very 
high. I aiso think people don't quite see what che U.S. stake 
is. There is a tendency to say, wel. mest cf this oll goes <9 
Japan or Europe, so why do we care? Why are we doing something 
for other pecple? Aside from supporting our allies, I think 
everyone has to remember that oil is a resource that, while it 
goes. from one place to another descriptively, 1s @aSlly diverte 
from one place to another. Ina very real sense there is a 
world flowing supply of oil and an impo rting of oil. And the 
largest user in the world and the lasteee importer in the world 
is the United States. So, we have a major stake in the 
continued flow of it. I don't have any dcubt that with the 
steps ctaken in particular, that flow will continue. There have 
been problems for severai years, but the oil has continued to 
flow and we have to maintain our deterrent capability and see 
that that happens. And, <= think that the subject 1s perhaps 
beginning to settle ina litede better. No question about th 
fact that the tragedy of the Stark is what has alarmed people. 
And, that's understandable, but it also neads to be seen that 
that was an accident and everybody recognizes that, but 
nevertheless you can't get it out of your mind that 37 people 
were Killed in that accident. 


Q. Mr. Secretary, what about the suggestion some people have 
mace that Japan and Germany which are constitutionally unable to 
participate with military forces, should be asked to contribute 
some of the cost? 


A. Well, both of those countries have said they are more than 
ready to do whatever they properly can be expected to do. They 
are not hanging back at all. I think the idea of the United 
States going around and getting contributicns to the support of 
our Navy just has no appeal. we don't have to do that. On the 
other hand, I think and I hope there comes a time when the 
economic problems of the Middle East can be constructively 
addressed and [I think that at shat time, we are entitled ‘to 
chink that Japan and Germany will come through in a pretty 
substantial way, but there are ali sorts of angles to this 4 
tne fact of she matter is that Germany and Japan are both ver, 
supportive and basically say, well, we are ready *o respond. 


>. May I ask one final question? Can you clear up any of 
confusion left over from yesterday's exchanges on the damac 
Case -- the extradition case? Where that stands now? 


o <7 


A. I'd rather not get into that discussion. i's a rather 

Selicate matter and | think it is ina very satisfactory sta 

in reality and the statements-asout it I haven't Seen able «= 

follow exactly, but I do Know about all of the discussicns vith 
t $s 


the German government and I feel very conficent in that ths 
case will be handled with strength. ~ 


Thank you. 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 


have no announcements, so I will begin to answer some of your 
questions 


Q How about the plane that landed at the base in 
West Berlin this morning from Poland? Anything on the 
occupants, whether or not they requested asylum? 


A No I really have nothing on that 


Q What can you tell us about this army Staff 
Sergeant Randall Harris who was killed in Honduras? 


i) Our information is that the Honduran authorities 
are investigating the circumstances surrounding the death of a 
U.S. soldier at Palmerola Air Base on June 13 The appropriate 
U.S. officials on the scene are cooperatina with the 
investigation, but I would refer you to the Department of 
Defense for any further details 


Q Do you know what the circumstances of his death 
were? 

Aa The information that we have from the Defense 
Department says that they are investigating the incident as a 
criminal activity and not as an act of terrorism but again | 
would refer you to the Defense Department for any further 


Getails on that 


Q Phyllis do you have anything on Panama the 
Situation in Panama and the activities of the American 
Ambassador in particular 


2) In regard to the situation in Panama the state 
of emergency imposed by the government June 11 remains in 
effect As of 9:00 a.m this morning, Panama City was 
relatively quiet Troops were visible on downtown streets this 
morning but in reduced numbers in comparison to friday The 
weekend was relatively peaceful Opposition-oriented radio 
Stations which were off the air over the weekend are still not 
broadcasting Major opposition dailies are still not 


publishing today in protest against emergency censorship rules 
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In regard to the second part of your question about 


the activities about Ambassador Davis, 


previously, Ambassador Davis has 
government officials as well as 
the political spectrum in order 


Q 


what is 
guiet or not? I mean, 
how you view the situation? 
that Noriega is corrupt. Have y 


2) Well, 
talked a little bit about this 1 
get that from the Press Office 
on motives or possible outcomes 
Situation, and we're in touch wi 


Q Phyllis, you said 
the Panamanian military get out 

A Well, that wasn't 

Q Well, vou want to 
think that was the brunt of it 

A Well, let me refer 


what we were 
establishment 


. That was pretty cl 
Q Well let me just 
All right 

Q First of all, on A 


continuing reports that 


talking about was an apolitical 


he has net with 


as we have noted 

continued to meet with various 
a variety of individuals across 
to keep abreast of events 


Do you have any commentary beyond this sitrep of 
you know, where the troops are and whether it's 
I've been gone this last week 
1 mean, 


but on 
opposition is claiming 


Ou - 


let me refer you to a statement where we 


ast week, and I'm sure you can 

We're not going to speculate 
of that We're describing the 
th all aspects 


last week that it's time that 
of politics 


guite the word 
rephrase what you said? I 
you to the record, but I think 
military 


ose to his version (Laughter) 
follow that up 
mbassador Davis there are 

some of the opposition 


military people and is encouraging them to continue their 
efforts to oust Noriega, and that he has encouraged some of the 
people in the civic crusade to continue their strikes Can you 
respond to that? 

2) No I'm not going to respond to that beyond what 
we said, that he continues to meet with a variety of 
individuals across the political spectrum 

Q Is he operating closely with his superiors in 
this building, do you know, or is he on his own? I'm serious 


A 
Situation like that, 
He is the President's 


in @ 
them 


There are accepted procedures for 
and I'm sure that he's 
Ambassador 


an Ambassador 
following 
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Q General Noriega has taken exception to the U.S 

Embassy's communique which calls for an investigation of the 
unsolved deaths there Do you know how this investigatior 


would be carried out’ 


Q fur ] IT not go] g LO speculate at all or that 
w Well, was it our communique there that said tnat 


they should investigate themselves? 


a i it sorry I gor t fave the word: oF that 
communique, and I really don't want to talk about that cithout 


being sure exactly what it said 


Do you have anything on the Central American 
emala which now may not take place? 


ow 
aa 
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‘ 
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summit meeting 


ra We are aware of the reports that the summit of 
the Central American Presidents nas Deen postponed we hope 
that the meeting will take place and that the proposed prior 


consultations among the Foreign Ministers will occur without 


jay The United States has and will continue to support 

efforts by the Central Americans to fine a comprehensive and 
mutually verifiable solution to the region's problems 

Q What's Elliott Abrams doing down in that part of 
the world? 

- I think he's on brief consultations 

A Where is ne going 

A My understanding is that he's in Honduras 

Q That Me only piace ne S going? 

A As far as I know It may be to one other 
country I'm not sure 

« Is he by himself’ 

Q Is he accompanied by Mr. Habid: 

a No Ambassador Habid has returned 

Q Who else is with Abrams on this trip? 

a I don't hawe the details of that I thank he is 
accompanied by some other officials 


oO 

re 

; a | 
~ 
a 
* 


to the West German snip hit in the 


Q Any rea 
Baltic Sea’ 
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a No. We don't have anything we've seen those 
reports, but I don't have anything further Connie? 


Q Going to other far flung parts of the world? 

Q No I have another question on Central America 
+ Yes Certainly 

Q The summit was or may be delayed because of a 


request by President Duarte, and this request came not long 
after he had apparently been with Habib which led the 

Nicaraguan Government to say thet the U.S. is behind it. Could 
you rephrase or could you state your position on the Arias plan? 


A Well, let me just say that Habib was not involved 
in any way in the decision on the postponement. Ambassador 
Habib consulted with leaders of the Central American 
democracies for the purposes of furthering the peace process. 
He encouraged them to take this matter seriously, to consult 
with each other, and to prepare properly for the meetings. A 
postponement or suspension of the summit was not discussed with 
anyone . 


Q But does "proper presentation" for the meetings 
imply that they weren't being properly prepared and therefore 
they ought to look at it all over again? 


A No. I don't think that that necessarily follows 
from one thing or another We described what Habib's 
activities were -- his efforts in Central America. We've 


talked about the fact that this was his 13th trip in the area, 
always to promote a negotiated settlement. And. as I said, the 
postponement or suspension was not discussed by him. 


Q But was it suggested in some maybe indirect way? 


a I'm not going to speculate on indirectness or 
things like that. I'11 stick with what I said. 


Q But still -- 


Q Excuse me. Just to follow up, if Ambassador 
Habib goes to £1 Salvador, which is heavily dependent on United 
States aid and support, and he suggests that the meetings are 
not being properly prepared and that they ought to be, and 
they're on the eve of having Foreign Ministers’ consultations 
and the summit itself, that carries a lot of weight. I mean, 
it's not just simply a consultation; it can be taken in £1 
Salvador as a very strong suggestion. 
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a I'm not offering any sort of speculation on how 
people read his consultations We've stated very clearly what 
his purpose was and that he did not discuss a postponement. He 
talked about the negotiations process, and I'll stick with that 


Q I had a question about the U.S. view or the 
Administration's view on the Arias plan. President Arias is 
coming here this week and meeting with Vice President Bush, and 
so on What is the U.S. view of his peace plan? 


‘£ Well, I think that our views on that have been 
stated before. I would certainly think that we'll have 
something further to say as a result of Mr. Habib's trips and 
certainly the visit here, but I really have nothing further 
beyond the record. 


Q Mrs. Oakley, back to the Panama situation. 


4 Yes. Okay. Shall we finish with Central 
America, and then we'll cet to New Zealand 


Q Okay. Do you have any comment on the specific 
statement attributed to General Noriega, saying that the United 
States Government is not opposing him? 


L No. I don't have any comment on that statement. 
I've not seen it. 


Q Do we support him? 

- what? 

Q Do we support General Noriega? 

2 Again, I can't help you with an answer to that 


We've talked about our support for a system in Panama and our 
support for democracy. Our relations with Panama are good, 
even though certainly they've been strained by recent events, 
and I'll let it stand at that. 


Q So if he does not represent democracy, then we 
don't support him? 


ra I'm not saying that. 


Q Phyllis, we're saying that we want democracy in 
Nicaragua, and vet Ambassador Lewis, the former Panamanian 
Ambassador to the United States, was forced to flee, or at 
leasi he thought it would be prudent to go to Costa Rica. And 
he's quoted widely in the Spanish press there as saying 
Noriega's a repressive man and that he should step down. 
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Do not the policymakers here see this conflict that 
here we're making a big thing about democracy in Nicaragua, and 
then ricght nearby we are tolerating this repressive military 
dictator? 


: I'm sorry I just don't have any comment on 
those statements 


Q The statement today on Noriega and the letter 
from DEA says that he's technically not the head of the 
Government of Panama what would he be in the view of the 
State Department if he's not technically the head of the 
government? 


4 I believe that he's head of the National Guard. 
Q But he's more than that 
4 Well, what do you want me to say? (Laughter) 


Q Why do you say he's not technically the head of 
the government? He is. 


A Well, I think that there is a difference between 
titular heads and people who actually hold the power in 
countries. We see this in lots of countries, and I think -- 


Q Here and abroad 

A Here and -- (laugnter) -- 

Q You don't want to call him a dictator. 

‘ No. i'm not going to call him a dictator. 

Q Senator Armstrong has said that he understands 


Britain has agreed to escort Kuwaiti tankers and that other 
countries are prepared to do so. Do you have any reaction to 
that? 


a No, I don't have any reaction to that. I'm not 
aware that the British have said that they would escort Kuwaiti 
tankers. Certainly the Secretary has talked about the British 
escorting their own tankers in the Gulf, but I have nothing 
further on that 

Q Phyllis, on the hostages, do you have -- 

- Now, wait a minute. We're jumping around. 


Q Stay on the Gulf. 
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Q On the Kuwaiti tankers? 


= All right. 


Q Senator Nunn, over the weekend, said he didn't 
think it was a very good idea to reflag and escort these 
reflagged vessels, and I gather there's quite a move involving 
liberals and conservatives on the Hill. Is there some 
reconsideration in the Administration in this whole plan? 


a On the question of reflagging the Kuwaiti tankers, 
we continue to go forward with our arrangements with Kuwait, 
and we continue to consult fully with Congress on our policy in 
the Gulf and the reflagging arrangements. 


Q If Congress, in the course of these 
consultations, advises that it's not a good idea to go forward, 
how much flexibility is there in the position of the 
Administration? 


fe) I'm not going to speculate on a hypothetical 
situation. We said that we are discussing this whole 
Question. I think the White House has announced that a report 
will go to Congress late this afternoon. We will continue to 
consult on that; and, as I said, in the meantime we continue 
with our reflagging arrangements. 


Q Is that report going to be public in some form or 
is there just a classified version? 


2) Yes, it's my understanding that there will be an 
unclassified version that will be available in the middle of 
this week. 


Q And the other question -- it came up last week in 
Nunn's committee He was asking, and other people were asking, 
what happens if another country asks for reflagging or 
protection -- for example, Japan, Singapore, any country? And 
Armacost's answer, I think, at the time was, “We don't plan to 
protect those. We're just planning to protect the Kuwaitis." 
Is that still the position? 


a I think, certainly, I have nothing further to add 
to what Under Secretary Armacost said, and certainly I'm not 
going to speculate on any other possible offers. We continue 
to say that we will go forward with our arrangements with 
Kuwait, and I'll leave it at that. 


Q Phyllis, can I get mine in now, finally? 


Q Can you hold on? Does this amount to a tilt, as 
some eminent people seem to suggest? 











Monday, 6/15/87 


“ I'm not going te speculate on whether some people 
see this as a tilt and whether that's a correct 
interpretation. Our views and certainly our position of being 
neutral on the outcome of the war are clear and established on 
the record. 


Q Well, you're neutral on the outcome of the war, 
but are you neutral as to who you're shielding against whose 
attacks? 


a Again, I don't think we need to go beyond that. 
The record is very clear that we're neutral on the outcome of 
the war, but certainly we seek an end to the war as quickly as 
possible. And in our view the intransigent party is Iran, and 
we're trying to make every effort we can to bring Iran toa 
negotiated end. 


Q Hasn't Iraq destroyed more shipping than Iran? 
There are all sorts of -- 


Q That may not be intransigent; it might be sort of 
an active policy. 


= Well, again, I don't need to get into all the 
details of the facts of the Gulf, and again ['m just not going 
to speculate on a tilt one way or the other 


Q I'm not asking you to speculate. I mean, isn't 
the record clear that Iraq has attacked more ships in the Gulf 
than Iran has? 


~ I don't have those statistics and numbers in 
front of me. I certainly have seen similar facts like that, 
but I'm not going to draw any interpretation from those figures 
about a tilt. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Soviet Deputy 
Foreign Minister speaking on this subject? 


Q Are we on Central America? 


4 Wait -- I'll come right -- same subject? 


Q Yes. Vorontsov is out there in Tehran, making 
some comments about che Soviet position in the Gulf. Any 
comment on that? 


- No, I don't have any comment on that. 








Monday, 6/15/87 


Q Just to follow a question as to Don's question, I 
understand that dates have now been set for a meeting in Europe 
between Murphy and Polyakov for the second week of July? 


a Possibly. I just don't have them. 


Q Also, Tariq ‘Aziz, the Iraqi Deputy Prime 
Minister, was in New York a couple of days ago. Was there any 
contact with State Department officials? 


4 Not to my knowledge. 
Q Did anybody go up to see him? 
2) Not to my knowledge. Yes? 


Q How about the reported removal of the hostages to 
Iran? 


A I think that this was covered very clearly in our 
statement over the weekend. We have nothing further on it, and 
we have no information that would substantiate those reports. 


Q My two now? 
i) Yes, finally. 


Q Actually, I was going to ask you about Fiji, but 
I'll ask about Fiji and New Zealand. The deposed Prime 
Minister of Fiji is in Washington and stirring up discussion of 
their charges that there was a CIA coup. What is the U.S. 
reaction to his visit here? 


A Well, let me just say that in general we support 
the Governor General's efforts to preserve constitutional 
democracy in Fiji. His most recent proposal offers one way of 
resolving the present political crisis. Initial reactions in 
Fiji to the Governor General's proposal have been cautiously 
positive. We continue to encourage all parties to work with 
the Governor General to find a peaceful solution to Fiji's 
problems. 


About the visit of the deposed Prime Minister to 
Washington, we have said from the beginning that a solution to 
the present political crisis must be worked out by the people 
of Fiji themselves. As the process continues, we are prepared 
to keep in touch with all elements in Fiji, including members 
of the previous parliament. At the request of a representative 
of Dr. Bavadra, a senior Department official plans on meeting 
with him and his party. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the renewal of 
charges about CIA involvement on his part? 
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“ Nothing beyond the fact that they are ludicrous. 


Q Since you mentioned New Zealand, this is the day 
that the Memo of Understanding officially runs out. Do you 
have any statement on that? 


a No, I don't. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


Since charges against Corporal Bracy were dropped 
on Friday and since he was the other man in what was supposed 
to be the conspiracy to allow Soviets into the Embassy, I 
wonder are you still operating on a “worst-case scenario?" And 
what is the worst case now, in looking at the Moscow Embassy? 


A Although we understand that the Department of 
Defense determined that there was not sufficient evidence to 
proceed against Corporal Bracy, we still believe the measures 
we took were prudent and appropriate. We took those steps 
based on the information that we had. The dismissal of charges 
against Corporal Bracy does not negate the basis for the 
countermeasures we have taken and plan for the future. 


Q I don't understand. What information did you 
have that went beyond the allegation that Bracy allowed the 
Soviets -- helped allow the Soviets into the building? 


ms Well, again, we took our steps based on the 
information and the probabilities that we were aware of in 
January and then into the March period, and we had to accept 
the fact that there could be what we termed the worst-case 
scenario. The absence of evidence for court trials does not 
negate some of that possibility. And again, to be prudent we 
feel that the measures that we took were appropriate, and we 
plan to continue those measures until the other steps have been 
fulfilled. 


Q Do you still think that Soviets were allowed into 
the building? 


a That's really not the question in this case. We 
had to operate on the possibility that they could have been, 
and in order to secure the Embassy we then had to take the 
countermeasures that were taken. 


Q What is the status of your own investigations 
into the Moscow Embassy? 
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A There are a series of reports that we're 
expecting out in the early part of the summer. Dr. Schlesinger 
has returned; we expect his report i ‘ifiink we've said before 
the end of June. 


I think Mr. Laird's report will be due in the early 
part of July. We're going to put all these things together and 
then make our conclusions and recommendations. 


On Angola, do you have anything on the apparent 
breakdown of the talks with the Angolan officials last week? 


A No, I don't have anything further on that. 


Q On the hostages, you say you can't substantiate 
the reports. Which way you can't substantiate it? I mean did 
you ask the Iranians, or what? 


fs) No. This report surfaced, but there has been no 
confirmation through any sources. It's simply unconfirmed. 


Q Do you have anything on a report a Saudi Arabian, 
the son of a diplomat, is now back in Washington who had been 
accused of raping an American girl in 1983 and is now living on 
the same street? 


4 No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q On South Korea, is the Administration launching 
any sort of diplomatic initiatives to try to staunch the street 
violence in South Korea? 


4 I think it would be wrong to talk about our 
launching any sort of initiatives. We have viewed this as an 
internal Korean matter. Obviously, we have been concerned 
about it. It's our understanding that the incident at the 
cathedral has wound down and that virtually all the 
demonstrators have left the church. 


We have heard that there may be other demonstrations 
going on elsewhere in Seoul and in other cities in Korea. But 
we do want to take this opportunity to recognize that restraint 
allowed this situation at the cathedral to be resolved 
apparently without bloodshed. The flexibility and reason of 
all parties concerned contributed to this non-violent solution. 


We believe that this incident demonstrates the 
usefulness and continued need for discussion, compromise, and 
consensus. We continue to support truly peaceful progress via 
calm and reasoned discussions. 
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Q Did the United States urge that they resolve this 
by taking away the police and letting these kids go? 


M I'm not going to get into the details of our 
diplomatic discussions. 


Q On Chile, do you have anything either on the 
Letelier case or on the status of Ambassador Barnes? 


os In response to the request that the United States 
made to the Government of Chile on the expulsion of two former 
intelligence officers accused in the Letelier-Mofitt murder 
case, there has been no official reply from the Chilean 
Government to our request of last month. The Chilean 
authorities are fully aware of our strong interest in receiving 
a positive response on this serious matter. 


Certainly I think it would be premature without any 
sort of response to speculate or comment on how the U.S. 
Government might react to a negative response. I understand 
that there has been some reporting that calling Ambassador 
Barnes home might be one of these possibilities. However, it 
is not under consideration. 


Q Well, is he going to stay there, so far as you 
know? Irrespective of the Letelier case, do you expect him to 
stay there? 


A Yes, I certainly do. 


Mrs. Oakley, do you have any comment on the 
meetings between the representatives of the PLO and the leftist 
Israeli party's representatives? 


4 No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you find them to be a positive step in the 
area or in the Arab-Israeli relations, by any means? 


a I just can't help you with that. 


Q Phyllis, after a lot of confusion about this, the 
stories now over the weekend seem to state rather clearly that 
the West German Government has stated that it will not 
extradite Mr. Hamadei, but will try him for his crime in 
Germany. What is the U.S. reaction to it? 


A I think we covered that last week, where we stood 
and our understanding of the decision, and I just have nothing 
further on that. 
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Q But my understanding is that the stories now are 
saying that the decision is not what you and the President were 
saying. They say the West German Government says that 
Chancellor Kohl informed the United States that they would not 
extradite him. 


7 I'm sorry. I have nothing further on that. 
Q Will you check into that? 
A Yes. 


Do you have anything on the passengers in the TWA 
plane being flown to Germany to help identify Hamadei? 


“ No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Phyllis, is there any change in the status of the 
PLO observer offices, or information offices, in New York and 
Washington? 


-) No, I don't think so. I think Chuck talked about 
that, saying that they were looking at the legal status of 
them, but I just have nothing further on that. 

Q Thank you. 

Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:11 p.m.) 








Posted: June 15, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the June 15, 1987 daily press briefina: 


SAUDI ARABIA: RAPE SUSPECT 





Do you have anything in a report that the Saudi Arabian son 
of a diplomat is now back in Washington who had been 
accused of raping an American girl in 1983 and is now 
living on the same street? 


The Department has been assured by the Embassy of Saudi 


Arabia, as recently as yesterday (June 14) that the suspect 
who is the son of a deceased Saudi diplomat, is not in the 


United States. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
PHILIPPINE PLAZA HOTEL 
MANILA, PHILIPPINES 
JUNE 16, 1987 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, I'd like to express my appreciation 
to President Aquino and other members of the Philippine 
Government and the Philippine business community that have 
treated me with great cordiality here. It's a pleasure to come 
again, and to see first-hand and hear first-hand about the 
great accomplishments that have taken place since 1 last 
visited the Philippines. And, of course, they're making an 
honest prophet out of me when I said over a year ago [ was 
bullish on the Philippines. Here they have produced a 
five-and-a-half percent real growth rate, important 
constitutional chances, the election of a new legislative body, 
and a great variety of good things. There are many problems 
ahead, we all know. But it is a most impressive performance. 
So I'd like to say again: [I'm still bullish on the 
Philippines. Questions? 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Jim Anderson, UPI. At the Palace 
today in your toast, you said something about the Philippines 
having the responsibility to solve their insurgency problem, 
but in a way acceptable to all of the Filipino people. Do I 
detect in that a note of caution from the United States that 
its help will be contingent on the Philippine Government 
observing basic human rights, and a cautionary word, in 
particular, about the vigilantes? 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: That wasn't intended as a cautionary word in 
any sense. But I think one of the outstanding things about the 
way President Aquino has gone about the effort to get at the 
insurgency is the process of inviting them, in the context of a 
new environment and a new government and a new attitude, to 
come out of the hills and join in the society -- and her effort 
at reconciliation, her effort at negotiation. So all of these 
things represent a hand out to the people in the insurgency. 

At the same time, unfortunately, there are too many in the 
insurgency that use methods of violence. So, it is clear 
enough, and President Aquino has put it very well, that the 
government must use its capacity, by its strength,.to enforce 
law and order. 





As far as the citizens groups are concerned, as I understand 
it, these are being organized within the framework of 
governmental authority. They aren't sort of free-floating 
vigilante groups. President Aquino has supported that approach 
and we support what she's standing for there. 


QUESTION: Philippine News and Features, Gloria Guiambao. Sir, 
is this the $176 million part of the $900 million pledged by 
Ronald Reagan in connection with the revised Military Bases 
Agreement? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I couldn't hear the question, although I 
think I -- you are asking whether the $175 million for which I 
Signed today is part of the already announced program, is that 
the question? 





QUESTION: Is this part of the 1983 pledge of Ronald Reagan 
regarding -- in connection with the Military Bases Agreement? 
The $900 million? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There was a pledge of best efforts for the 
period from 1985 through 1989 for a total of security and 
associated economic assistance of $900 million. And I think 
when the date arrives, it will turn out that the amount wiil be 
over a billion dollars. So the United States will meet fully 
the commitment to use our best efforts to get that sum of money. 





QUESTION: So the $176 million is not part of the $900 million? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, those are part of -- those are Economic 
Support Funds and they are part of it. 





QUESTION: The Economic Support Fund is part of the $900. I[s -- 














SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm sorry, I just can't understand what -- 





QUESTION: The $176 million, you said, is part of the Economic 
Support Fund which, from my studies, it is part of the $900 
million pledged by Ronald Reagan in 1983. So then, sir, the 
$176 million is part of the $900 million then. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The way it works is that there was a 
commitment on the part of the United States to use its best 
efforts to support, to the tune of $900 million, for the period 
of time I identified. That's a general pledge. As time goes 
along, proposals are made by the President as part_of our 
budget to our Congress. The Congress considers our requests 
and it's actually the Congress that appropriates funds; and 
they do that from year to year. And as funds are appropriated, 
then programs are put together jointly between the Philippines 
and the United States as to exactly what it is that's going to 
be supported. Then the particular projects that are 
identified. or in some cases it's general support, are then 
funded. So what I signed today was part of the process. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, another question on the bases. This 
is David Aikman of Time Magazine. Some members of the 
Philippine Congress have expressed a preference for an 
arrangement on the bases that would be a pure rental 
agreement. What is your approach to that proposal? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first, as I have said, the 
best-efforts pledce of the United States will certainly be 
fulfilled -- more than fulfilled. But as far as the idea is 
concerned, the concept -- that the concept should be one of 
rent, that is, the Philippines makes certain bases available to 
the United States and the United States pays rent for its use 
of them. I don't think that's a good concept. The idea that 
we have been working from all over the world is that the 
presence of United States forces in a particular area is viewed 
by both the United States and the country involved, in this 
case the Philippines, as a contribution to stability in that 
country and in that part of the world. 





we have forces, for example, in many countries of Europe as 
part of our joint effort with our European friends to deter 
aggression and maintain peace in Europe. And it's a joint 
enterprise. In some cases, there are economic and security 
assistance payments in connection with that, and in the case of 
a few countries, mostly the countries involved, pay for the 
maintenance of the bases, as is also true in Japan. It's also 
true, in certain respects, in Korea. 
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So, that is the basic concept, that we should be doing 
something that's mutually beneficial. And I think in the case 
of the bases at Clark Field and Subic Bay, that these -- the 
presence of the U.S. there is something that contributes to 
stability here and stability throughout the region. 


I'm going from here to a meeting of the ASEAN countries, and I 
know each year, as I talk with the foreign ministers of those 
countries, conscious as they are of the increased Russian 
presence in Vietnam, Kampuchea, Cam Ranh Bay, and the strength 
of the Chinese, they're interested in having the U.S. presence 
because they feel that it contributes to stability. 


So that is the concept, not a rental concept. It's something 
that's viewed as mutually beneficial, but which, in the light 
of the capabilities of the United States, is accompanied by 
funds to support the security assistance and the economic 
development of the country 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Where are you? Can't see you through the 
light. 





QUESTION: Over here. My name is Rene Apostol, Japanese News 
Agency. Do I take it then that the U.S. Government is not 
amenable to a nuclear-free zone for the region? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our view is that the nuclear-free zones are 
basically not a good idea at this point. And the reason is 
this: Peace in the world depends upon our ability, along with 
others but primarily our ability as a major nuclear power, to 
deter aggression, and it's the deterrent capability that 
Maintains the peace 





Now, when you place restrictions and declare more and more 
areas around the world nuclear-free zones -- I might say, 
restrictions which, if we sign, the U.S. would observe, 
although others that have nuclear capability might not 
observe. But when you declare more and more places 
nuclear-free zones, you erode the ability to deter aggression 
ano deter war. Since we all have a stake in peace and 
stability, anything that weakens the deterrent capability is 
destructive of peace and stability. So, that's why we oppose 
the nuclear-free zones. 











QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, sir, I'd like to find out about the 
military aid. There was $50 million that was approved during 
the visit of President Aquino in the United States. And then 
there was another talk about $50 million under consideration in 
the House of Congress. Sir, can you give us the latest on 
this? Is it approved? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are seeking to add to our security 
assistance for the Fiscal Year 1987 -- that's the year we're 
now in -- by $50 million. The President proposed that as part 
of a supplement to the Fiscal ‘87 budget. We persuaded the 
House of Representatives in committee to put it into that 
budget, but in the action on the floor of the House of 
Representatives, it got knocked out -- not because of any lack 
of support for the Philippines, but because of various 
legislative maneuverings. 





In the Senate, in effect, this money has been put into their 
bill -- it's structured in a little different way, but 
basically it's there. And so, now, when the Senate bill goes 
to conference with the House bill. it is our hope -- and we are 
working to try to help bring it about -- that the House will 
accept the Senate version, and in which case, basically the 
Money would be forthcoming. But it's part of a general bill, 
the Philippine part of which is not controversial, but there 
are other aspects of the bill that are controversial. 


So, you don't know just how all of this is going to come out. 
But the main point is, there is broad support in the Congress 
for help to the Philippines as well as, of course, the 
President's own proposal. That being the case, I hope that in 
one way or anotter, we can bring it forward, but the 
legislative situation is complicated enough so that I can't 
stand here and say for sure that that will happen. 


QUESTION: Thank you, sir. 


QUESTION: Sir, I'm Chi Florentino from Inquirer. This is a 
Follow-up question to your point about the anti-nuke zone in 
the region. It has -- we were able to get a secret document 
which quoted several American officials as saying that they 
would be against the ASEAN Foreign Ministers coming up with a 
strong statement on the nuke provision in the post-Ministerial 
meeting in Singapore, and that should they decide to do so, to 
implement, to establish such a zone, ASEAN access to the 
american market would be affected Any reaction to this, sir? 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't know about secret documents, 
so I can't comment on whatever it is that you've obtained. I 
doubt that there is such a document, and that's not the 
approach that we would take. You don't have to have a secret 
document to know the position that we have. I've just said it 
here, on-the-record. And as far as our relationship with the 
ASEAN countries is concerned, it's strong with each country and 
we have supported the ASEAN orcgenization, and we will continue 
to do that. We'll work out our problems. As a matter of fact, 
I have -- I'ma little surprised that all the emphasis on this 
here, because quite a few of the ASEAN Foreign Ministers have 
told me that they are opposed to this proposal. 





QUESTION: Sir, with regard to the bases: Your meeting this 
morning with the congressmen-elect, they mentioned that you 
were insistent on using the term “aid” rather than “rental.” 

If the Philippines insists on using the term “rental,"“ is there 
any possibility or will there be any moves on the part of your 
government to pull out from the bases? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, L've tried to explain why it is that I 
think an idea other than rental is more appropriate. After 
all, we're talking here about two independent, large, 
important, sovereign countries. And we have a working 
arrangement between us that is mutually satisfactory. The 
present arrangement runs until 1992, and there will be a time 
before long when discussions will start about what to do when 
that date arrives, and what positions people will take is 
something that remains to be seen, and I don't want to make 
unequivocal statements of one kind or another here. 





But I do want to make it clear that I think the statement, the 
concept, of doing something that is mutually beneficial is the 
right concept -- not one in which one party rents something 
from another party, implying that the party that does the 
renting is really not too happy about it, that it's just a 
matter of finance. It isn't a matter of finance. It's a 
matter of security and mutual benefits, and that's the way I 
think it should be looked at. 


QUESTION: Thank you, sir. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Okay. Thank you. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 


don't have any announcements so I will begin with your 
questions 


+ Do you have anything to say about the latest 
developments in South Korea? 


a) The United States Government has often stated 
that Korea needs progress toward a more open political system 
this year. In February, and again in May, Assistant Secretary 
Sigur spelled out in some detail our policy on this issue. Let 
me also say that we have often repeated our support for basic 
human rights such as freedom of speech and peaceful assembly, 
as well as our opposition to violence and abuse of force. 


Korea is going through a period of transition whose 
dynamics arise from that country's own special culture anda 
history The only solutions likely to last are those which are 
worked out by and for Koreans themselves and enjoy the broad 
support of the Korean people 


We think that real progress can come only through 
dialogue and a willingness of all sides to compromise. Events 
of the past week demonstrate once again the pressing need for 
such a process 


Q Mrs. Oakley, do you see any resemblance between 
the situation in South Korea now and the situation in the 
Philippines before the fall of ex-President Marcos? 


A I wouldn't care to speculate whether any 
analogies apply between one country and another I think all 
of us are aware that the situations are always so different 
that it's a very dangerous route to start speculations such as 
that. 


Q Can you say what the United States 1s doing 
diplomatically? 
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A Well, we have stressed and said that we remain in 
touch with the government and with the broadest range possible 
of all Koreans in Korea 


Q Can you give us an idea at what level this is 
being done, whether Secretary Shultz has communicated at all 
with President Chun? 


- We don't get into the specifics of those 
diplomatic exchanges, at what level, who's doing what. Just 
suffice it to say that the Embassy tries to stay in touch with 
the broad range and with all elements of Korean society. 


Q But Phyllis, yesterday you said that there were 
no initiatives underway Do you stand by that today? 


- I think that "initiatives" perhaps is a 
misleading term on that. We have stated what our policy is. 
We have stated repeatedly our assessment that Korea needs 
procress towards a more open political system. We've stressed 
it; Assistant Secretary Sigur has stressed that We've 
repeated our support for human rights. I[ think that those 
policies are clear, and 1 think that our relationship with 
Korea should be seen in view of those repeated statements. 


Q But some are asking why no measures are being 


taken against the government, considering Chun's actions in 
April not to go along with any compromise 


“ But questions are always asked about why people 
do this or why somebody didn't do that, and again, let me just 
say that [ think the policy of the United States Government is 
clear We have said, and stressed again today, our assessment 
of the need for change -- the respect for human rights -- and 
that we think that progress can only come through dialoque and 
a willingness of all sides to compromise, and ['ll stick with 
that position 


Q But you won't say what the U.S. might be doing tu 
promote that process that you say is so important? 


A Well, I think that we've spelled out clearly what 
our position is on this, what our support is, and certainly the 
Korean Government is aware of that position 


Q But they are not aware that anything would happen 
if they don't do anything about that position Or are they? 
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7 Even if that situation existed, I don't think 
we'd be talking about it publicly fhat's just not the kind of 
thing that we're going to get into. We keep a broad dialogue 
going with the Government of Korea. We've said we try and keep 
in touch with every element I think the Koreans know what our 
policies are and where we stand. 


Q The United States has used trade policies in 
other instances where human rights are involved. Is there any 
consideration of any kind of withholding of trade advantages? 
And the other major lever that the United States has is 
military sales -- is there any consideration or any delaying of 
any military sales while ths period is going on? 


A I'm just not going to speculate on whatever 
considerations might be given. 


Q But are tnere some not being -- 
A I'm just not going to comment on that. 
Q Has there been any representation to the 


Government of Korea about the violent tactics being used by the 
police? 


= Well, we have stated repeatedly our abhorrence of 
violence and our concerns about the abuse of power and force 
Those statements again are on the record I'm sure the Korean 
Government is aware of our position on that 


Q Do you foresee any inpact on the U.S. Armed 
Forces in South Korea, their existence, their role, because of 
the current events? 


- No, I just don't have anything on that 


Q Phyllis, does the United States Government regard 
the National Assembly as the all-sufficient forum for dialogue’ 


A Well, we have never spelled out any specifics 
It's not for us to do that, to say what's sufficient or not 
That's for the Korean people to decide. 


Q Sorry, a further statement -- some leading, one 
leading opposition politician is under house arrest. What's 
the United States position on that? Is that conducive to 
dialogue? 
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. Well again, we have not specifically spelled out 
individual cases in there We've talked about a process of 
dialogue, an opening of the political situation as it applies 
across the board. 


Q Phyllis, in Lebanon yesterday the Lebanese 
Government abrogated the Cairo Agreement, which -- the 
Palestinian fight or resistance now in South Lebanon is 
illegal. Do you have any comment on that? 


- No, I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Will you look at it, because you know, you 
always talk about South Lebanon and Israel. I mean -- 


A We don't always talk about it. Sometimes we talk 
about it. I'll see if - 


Q But this 1s a big test, you know. 
A Let me see if we'll have anything on that. 


Q This morning the former Prime Minister of Fiji, 
Dr. Bavadra, claimed that U.S. Embassy officials in Suva were 
doling out money to the tune of hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to opposition groups while he was in power, to subvert 
his government, which eventually led to a coup. He said he 
raised it at the time with the Embassy there 


Have you any knowledge of this? Would this be 
specifically against U.S. policy? 


a) I don't have any knowledge of these specific 
charges that you mention. The question was raised yesterday 
about whether the CIA was involved in anything like this. I 
used one word to describe it as “ludicrous,” and ['ll stick 
with that 


Q Does the same word apply to the Embassy officials’ 
“4 Yes. 
Q Phyllis, do you have any update on measures of 


cooperation that have been granted to the United States in the 
Gulf in terms of basing, et cetera? 
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a No, [ don't have anything Further on that beyond 
what we said yesterday, that our consultations on the 
reflagging continue. There's just nothing beyond that 


Q There have been some Congressional accusations 
that the U.S. in fact has not been able to receive any sort of 
positive or concrete cooperation from the Gulf states. Would 
you care to comment on that? 


- No, I don't nave any specific comments on that 
We have talked about working cooperatively with our friends in 
the Gulf, and I just have nothing beyond that. 


Q Do you have anything on mining by the [ranians in 
the Gulf, entryways, routes into Kuwaiti oil terminals? 


Aa We have seen that report in the press, but we 
just don't have anything further on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the United States and 
Poland agreeing to the exchange of ambassadors? 


A No, I don't. 


Q you have anything on this reported second 
Silkworm battery up in the north Gulf at Fao, occupied I[raq 


fs) No. Nothing on the specific emplacement 


Q Phyllis, do you happen to know if the ref lagged 
Kuwaiti ships would still have to abide by the Arab boycott? 


a No, [ don't know the specific answer to that, but 
again, let me point out that the White House announced that a 
report to Congress would be available this afternoon, [ think, 
that may cover some of those specific questions And it's my 
understancing that that report will be available after 2 
o'clock at the Defense Department 


Q Phyllis, in the President's speech last night, he 
seemed to emphasize that these 11 former Kuwaiti ships were now 
part of the U.S. merchant Fleet, and that they weren't just 
flying the American flag; they were part of the U.S. fleet 
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Can you explain a little bit the business arrangement 
by which this is done? Have they sold these ships to an 
American corporation, or how does that work? 


A Let me again repeat that [ think many of these 
very technical questions about reflagging have been covered by 
the Coast Guard and the Defense Department at various points 
along the way, and I know Under Secretary Armacost is 
testifying about this. [t's my understanding that in all these 
arrangements, these ships do become American vessels and that 
they must be owned by American corporations, and that this 
process is continuing. When they are reflagged they become 
American vessels. But on all those specific questions about 
the intricacies, I would refer you again to the Coast Guard 


Q Mrs. Oakley, it seems that the whole matter is a 
little bit sophisticated It needs sort of -- I don't mean to 
say legal study -- at least a legal background of how is it 
going to be, the reflagging of the Kuwaiti ships by the United 
States? 


A Once again, 1 refer you to the Coast Guard for 
all these specific legal questions because they are the agency 
charged with the reflagging, and they have given a briefing 
over at the White House where they have gone through those very 
specific points And 1 will refer you again to the document 
that will be released this afternoon 


Q So nothing to be expected from the Legal Adviser 
of the State Department? 


2) But the Legal Adviser doesn't handle it. The 
point is that these legal problems are spelled out by the Coast 
Guard. They are the agency in the U.S. Government that has the 
responsibility for the protection of American merchant ships 
and the registration 


—-- MORE - 
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Q But you know the Coast Guard isn't going to own 
these ships; somebody is going to own these ships 


4 Yes. But that was spelled out, that they had to 
be transferred to American corporations. It has to be American 
ownership, firms registered within the United States that pay 
American taxes. 


Q Could you tell us when the escorts will begin of 
the American-flag - 


- Again, we have never set atime. [I don't have a 
date. We've said that our efforts continue. When the 
President is satisfied that the protective regime is in place, 
he will decide then when the reflagging will begin. 


Q You can't give us any estimate? 
” No. We've never given any estimates on that. 


Q Is it your understanding that the Soviet tankers 
that are going to be flagged with -- 1 presume they get a 
Kuwaiti flag -- that they will be escorted by Soviet -- ? 


A I don't have the details on that. I'd asked the 
Soviets. I understand that that's a leasing arrangement that's 
quite different from reflagging. 


Q A number of the Iranian threats over the last few 
weeks have been couched in terms of, if the [raqis attack an 
Iranian ship, then the Iranians are going to feel perfectly 
ready and willing to go over and attack one of these American 
ships. In other words, they are saying that the first step for 
an attack on an American ship would be an [raqi attack on an 
Iranian ship. 


Have we communicated to Iraq that we would like their 
attacks on shipping to cease just as much as we would like 
Iranian attacks on shipping to cease? 


a Again, I think in the specifics of that that many 
of these questions are going to be covered. I don't want to 
get into speculation of if-so-and-so does this, then so-and-so 
would do that, and imp y in any way that we have a feel about 
any of those things. 
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We have been concerned about stopping the main cause 
of this threat to shipping in the Gulf, which is the war 
between Iran and [raq, and [ think sometimes we lose sight of 
that. That's the main purpose in what we're doing We want to 
see that war stop so that all attacks on all neutral shipping 
will come to an end 


Q Phyllis, new subject? 
a Yes 


Q I have a question in the area There's a report 
out today that the U.S. knew of the [ranian possession of the 
Chinese Silkworm missiles about a year ago; they knew of them 
last summer. [s that true? 


a When we became aware of Iran's interest in 
Silkworms, we informed the Governments of Iran and the People's 
Republic of China of our sericus concern. As part of Operation 
Staunch, we began an intensive diplomatic campaign in early 
fall of 1986 to urge ine PRC to end its sale of Silkworm 
missiles to [ran. 


The U.S. posicion is clear. The presence of anti-ship 
missiles near the Strait of Hormuz poses a threat to 
non-belligerent shipping and adds to an already unstable 
situation in the region. Our interest in protecting what will 
in fact be American-flag oil tankers has consistently been 
explained in terms of guaranteeing the free flow of oil and 
free access through the Strait, meeting commitments to our Gulf 
friends in the face of intimidation and threats from [ran and 
preventing an expansion of Soviet presence and influence in the 
region 


I take it the answer is yes? 
Yes. 
We did know last summer? 


a That's right, we did. And we took those actions 


Q At a time when we were selling arms to Iran 
ourselves? 


i) I can't comment on that 


~ MORE 
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Q Why did we wait until six, seven, eight months 
later to -- 


a Well, now I think if you'll go back over the 
words, we were aware of [ran's interest in the Silkworms at 
that point. We knew that they were considering trying to get 
some. [t doesn't mean that they were in place at that point, 
and what we were trying to do through Operation Staunch was to 
prevent [ran from acquiring those weapons That's when we 
began. 





Q i see. We knew that Iran was trying to get them 
from China. 


H We knew that Iran was trying to get them. 

Q From China? 

A Well, we -- certainly, from China But the point 
that -- that's why we say that we have worked since early fall 
in 1986 to urge the PRC to end its sale of the Silkworm 
missiles to [ran. 


Q When did they actually get them? 


2) That [ don't know. 





Q What was the reply of the PRC? 


a Well, ['m not going to go into the details of our 
diplomatic exchanges, but, obviously, we have felt, and we've 
expressed this, that the Chinese have not heeded our concern 
about this, and, obviously, the problem with the Silkworms has 
continued. That doesn't mean that we have given up; that we're 
still in contact with the Chinese on this issue We are still 
trying to make Operation Staunch more effective and to prevent 
these kinds of arms from reaching Iran 


Q Are the Chinese still delivering them? 


I don't have any answer to that. 


Q What -- could you comment on the [ranian claim 
that they captured the Silkworms from the Iraqis about 18 
months ago, and that they - 


a No. 
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A I will stick with the guidance that we used or : 
last week that. as far as 1 know, that still tholds -- that the 
Germans were Geciding between whetner they were going tc 
extradite or whether they were going to try him there on the 


~ 
charges of murder and hijacking 4 ave nothing further tc 
ndicate that the C r Pci’ 


= _ 


Q would the nited states would tne 
Administration be very unhappy with west Germany 

a I'm not going to speculate on what our reactior 
is ikeliy to de 

. Phyllis, the Austrian Government announced today 
that it was going to be delivering or the Charge’ in Washingtor 
was going to deliver a diplomatic note, protesting the Waldhein 
case formally Have you received those, or is there any 
meeting scneculec that would - ’ 


a I don't have anything on that, whether the note 


-« 


Q Phyllis, anything today on Mr Linder's death and 
persistent reports of conflicts between the accounts given by 
Sandinistas and the Contras on patrol, and also a report that 
officials in the Embassy in Honduras failed to ask members of 
the Contra patrol whether they indeed shot tim in -- point 
blank? 

- we have -- 1n regard to the death of Benjamir 
Linder in Nicaragua, Chuck has stated, | think | nave, tnat 
seems that it's going to be unlikely that we're ever going t 
be able to resolve the many conflicting reports about his 
Ceatt Obviously, this is clear that there are many storie 
tne newspapers today As you «now, fhe has aireacy deer 
buried There was one autopsy conducted by the government 14 
appears unlikely that there will be another independent autopsy 


However, we said that we had asked american of ficia! 
to see if they could get 
been involved in the operation 
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now the following, which represents the report of those 
individuals inwolved in the action which resulted in his 


death Once again, let me emphasize this is the story that he 
been given to us here are many conflicting storie 
not saying that this is absolutely true What we're saying is 
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' l+ I think. from -- yOu 
know, and again j going be very difficult for me 
to go beyond thi not involved in the debriefing 
of them Wwe simply w are with you what we had from 
this group 


Q Are there any plans to interrogate them by lie 
detector’ 


a Not that I'm aware of 


Q Did they i j him the day later through the 
Gocuments they toox : identified in some other method’ 


Q 2 go over it again, there was no question 
as to whether one was askec whetner anyone was snot at 
close range aft is little firefight? 


~ [I don't have the answer hat; that was not 
that specific question It appears f report that was 
given that they said that they fired in initial 
firefight They thought -- they believe the five members 
of the team were hit ad killed By the initi rifle fire 


They collected weapons and documents a his is their 
report 


- Well, I don't really have the answer to that 
What we had said was that we were going to go down and find 
what we could get from the team The debriefing has been 
done I have noted the conflicting reports from the various 
groups, and certainly our assessment that it's going to be very 
difficult for anybody to judge between all these various 
reports 








Q why wouldn't we Question them using a lie 
detector? 

a I'm sorry I don't think that question Nas ever 
come up 

Q It has now 

= Well -- but I think that they were questioned 
down in areas of Central America we haG never said that we 
were going tc put them on trial or use things -- we debriefed 
them This is what we've done we've shared our report with 
you 

Q Phyllis, at the time of the incident there was 
some question as to who actually perpetrated the murder. There 
was -- the questions were put to you here at the State 


Department Why has it taken so long to come to the conclusion 
that in fact the resistance had actually conducted this ambush? 


) We -- again, let me repeat for you I don't 
think we ever stated one way or the other that we were going to 
form a judgment. that we were going to be the conclusive body 


to speak on this What we saic -- that the American had been 
killed down there; it was very difficult to get the facts we 
were going to see if we could debrief this group This is what 


we ve cone 


7 4 = - - 
Q Is it standard Contra pf 
: 
4 


r 
to remove documents from the bodies of the dead? 


- Standard procedure of whom? 

q After a Firefight, to remove documents from the 
bodies? 

= Is it standard Contra policy?’ 

¥ That's correct 

= I just don't know I'll have to see if there is 


a standard policy on that 


Q Senator Dodd -- 


Q Do you know whether - 
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- Excuse me Is this still on Linder? 

Q Yeah 

- Let me finish with that, and I'll go to Dodd 

Q [ think -- we have heara that -- you've said, in 


the report, that the guerrillas or the Contras were not aware 
that he was an American Now, 1S it policy, or isn't it some 
kind of rule that those American officials who deal with the 
Nicaraguan guerrillas tell them that for the sake of -- because 
it looks better, bad publicity, whatever -- to be careful when 
they deal with Americans’? [ mean, do they have to ask if he's 
an American? 


a I just have nothing on that I don't think that 
Q Or foreigners? 
- No What we have talked about is that we regret 


the loss of civilian life in Nicaragua Whether it's American, 
other foreigners or Nicaraguan civilians, I don't think that 
anybody has ever picked out one group to be spared over the 
other We've regretted the loss of life of all civilians in 
Nicaragua 


Q Senator Dodd has said that he will not accept 
Elliott Abrams as a witness before his Subcommittee on 
Inter-American Affairs Do you have anything to say about that’ 


- I think that there has been a certain amount of 
confusion about this question of Elliott Abrams appearing Let 
me just say that we have a request by Senator Dodd for a 
classified briefing for the Senate Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere Affairs This is not the 
kind of briefing that would normally require the presence of a 
Assistant Secretary Accordingly, the briefing will probably 
be conducted by Mr. Richard Wyrough who is the Acting Director 
of the Office of Central American and Panamanian Affairs 


Q I had understood Senator Dodd's statement to be a 
little bit more broad, that he wasn't just talking about one 
briefing, this briefing. but that in general, he would not want 
Mr. Abrams to come up and talk to his committce sort of for the 
foreseeable future 
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” I have not seen a text of what was said by 
Senator Dodd's office, so I can't say whether it was broad or 
narrow. 

Q I'm pretty sure that's what it is, though It's 
not = 

A But - 

Q - just for this Panama briefing 

“ All right But what I['m addressing is a request 


for a briefing on Panama, and on that one, as I said, we have 
the request, and we think that the appropriate person would be 
Mr. Wyrough 


Q But, Phyllis, the principle -~- and eventually you 
will get the text and will be able to answer that question. 
What does the State Department think about the principle of a 
Senator saying, no, he can't be a witness, now or -- I think 
from reading it, the implication is forever 


A Well, ['m not going to speculate on what is going 
to happen -- 

Q No, but can you take the question? 

Qa Well, no I'm not going to What ['m saying is 


I'm not going to speculate on what we're going to do when there 
are specific requests involving Mr. Abrams 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on the 
conclusions of the report on the legal sanctions by the GAO? 


a No I don't have anything specifically on that 
report 


Q Time magazine says that the US. has decided to 
give AWACS to Pakistan Do you have any information on that 
decision? 


“ The guidance that I had on it yesterday -- 
prepared that -- basically didn't go any further than what we 
had said before, that there have been active discussions 
between representatives of the Government of Pakistan and the 
United States, and that the issue is still under consideration 
and discussion 

















Q Going back to Senator Dodd -- going back to Mr 
Abrams, rather - 


- (Laughter) 
Q -- is the Secretary still 100 percent behind him? 
- Let me refer you to the Secretary's strong 


statement of support for Elliott Abrams that he gave in his 
press conference between Reykjavik and Elmendorf Air Force Base 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMEN!T OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #104 
WEONESDAY, JUNE 17, 1987, 12:32 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon I have no 
announcements, so 1 will be happy to take questions 
Q Do you have anything more than you had yesterday 


concerning our diplomatic efforts to ease the turmoil in South 
Korea? 


a I really don't have anything further beyond what 
we said yesterday about Korea We don't go, as you know, into 
the details of our diplomatic exchanaes I think all of you 


have access to the record of what the Secretary said in his 
press conference going from Manila to Singapore on Korea He 
said, [ think, restated our policy there, and [I'd refer you to 
that transcript 


Q Phyllis, if that's it on Korea, could I ask you 
about Hamadei? 


- Yes 

Q There's one more question on Korea 

” Sure 

Q Would Mr. Sigur possibly break off from his 


itinerary and go to Korea? 


4 I have nothing on that L've just heard no 
discussion of that whatsoever 


Q Phyllis, could I ask -- if that's it on Korea - 
about Hamadei? 

a Are you -- Korea? 

Q Yes Phyllis, the [ranian Prime Minister - 


2) Wait a minute Okay Sorry Please 
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Q The third time -- Hamadei 
) Yes. 
~ Do you have anything on it? The West German 


Government -- 


“ No I don't have anything further on it beyond 
what we've said 


Q But the West German government has now told us 
that they're going to put him on trial Now that does change 
everything 


A We have seen some press reports about what the 
Germans supposedly have told us, but we have nothing from the 
German government 


Q As you know, the Iranian Prime Minister has been 
in Turkey, and he's being quoted as saying that [Iran would stop 
its attacks on Gulf shipping if Iraq does the same Wouldn't 
this obviate the need for the reflagging arrangements? 


a I just have not seen those comments on his visit 
in Turkey and have nothing on that 


Q The Austrian government announced today that 
Waldheim would be seen by the Pope, [ believe, next week Does 
the U.S. Government have any comment on this, and also has 


there been any diplomatic note from the “ustrian government 
officially protesting the Waldheim 


A We certainly wouldn't have any comment on his 
visit with the Pope, and I really don't have anything on 
whether we've received a diplomatic note 


Q Have you gotten a chance to see what Senator Dodd 
said about Elliott Abrams and his suitability or 
non-suitability as a witness on the Hill in the future? 


” I really don't have anything further beyond what 
we said yesterday I made the point that we weren't going to 
speculate on “what if" situations Again, we -- let me just 


say that we have no request We note that Assistant Secretary 
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Abrams has testified before Congress sume 60 times since 
assuming his current responsibilities We expect he'll testify 
again frequently in the future 


Q Well, this is really not a “what if" situation 
This is a blanket statement that the Chairman of a subcommittee 
that he has frequently testified before does not want him to 
ever come up and testify before him, so it's really nota - 
it's not a real hypothetical It's sort of a blanket 
Statement, and that's all you have to say? 


a That's all 1 have to say 


Q Was there anything said in the Secretary's press 
conference about Mr. Abrams? Is he still 100 percent for him? 


A Again, [ don't want to give the impression that 
we're going to give a daily status report on this. 


Q Well, that's the way they go usually. 


Qa I think -. again, let me say -- let me refer you 
to the Secretary's statement that he made on his way to 
Elmendorf of his strong support for Elliott Abrams Nothing 
further 


Q Phyllis, have we got these statements around? As 
of yesterday you didn't have the one going to Asia Now we got 
the one going to Singapore? Where are they?’ 


A Let me check in the Press Office after this. [t 
was just coming in, and we'll certainly make that available as 
soon as possible 


Q On another question, the -- I quess it was the 
full House, or maybe it was the Foreign Relations -- Affairs 
Committee -- I'm not sure -- yesterday passed legislation on 


the State Department Authorization Bill with regard to the 
Soviet Embassy in Washington and the U.S. Embassy in Moscow? 

Do you have any comment on that, and what about their provision 
requiring polygraph tests for all members of the Diplomatic 
Security Service? 


is) The action of the House yesterday on that bill 
certainly did contain a lot of provisions that are of great 
conrern to the State Department, and we hope to have a 
statement out this afternoon that will give our views on all 
those important questions 
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Q President Arias of Costa Rica is in town Do you 
have any statement on the occasion of his visit or about his 
plan or American policy towards Central America in general? 


A I don't have anything specific on his visit l 
think he met with the President this morning He has other 
meetings scheduled We'll see if perhaps we can have something 


for you at the end of his visit here 


-~- MORE - 
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Q Is he meeting anyone in the State Department? 


) Yes. It's my impression that he has a series of 
meetings planned. 


Q Do you know who he's meeting with? 


A [I don't have that schedule, but I understand that 
Mr. Whitehead was included in the meeting today, and I 
understand that he'll be in the Department tomorrow. But we'll 
get that on the schedule for you 


Q Will there be any -- and there'll be a statement 
later in the day? 


a I'm not going to guarantee that there will be a 
statement, but [ said that we'd look at getting some sort of 
readout after the meetings 


Q Mrs. Oakley, have you received any presentation 
or any kind of reaction From the Saudi Government with regard 
to the freezing of the Mavericks sale to Saudi Arabia? 


A No, we aren t going to comment on that reaction 


Q Do you have anything on the situation in Panama, 
and the accusation of treason against prominent citizens? 


4 In general, on the background of the situation in 
Panama, the state of emergency declared by the government June 
1l remains in effect Opposition leaders have called off the 
general strike. Business and commercial life is relatively 
normal, we understand 


In regard to a comment on the action of the Panamaniar 
legislative assembly, we certainly are not going to comment on 
the substance of their actions That's certainly a Panamanias 
affair. As we presently understand it, the declaration was in 
the nature of a non-binding resolution We understand that the 
declaration absent further action by the legislature has no 
legal effect. But let me repeat what we have said before, that 
the U.S. continues to support strongly the efforts by the 
Panamanians to get out all the facts about recent public 
revelations. 














The United States relterates that freedom of tne media 
and freedom of expression are key if Panamanians are to resolve 
their political problems in an atmosphere of democracy 

Q Mrs. Oakley the last few weeks have witnessed 


sort of intensive diplomatic activities by the Soviet Union if 
Egypt witn regard tc their relations wi tr tqypt Do you Nave 
any comment on this? 


Q Nc | dor + have ar y comment or it 

Q Do you have any reaction to the Israeli occupying 
certain checkpoints of UNIFIL ain southern Lebanon? 

A I don't have anything on that today. Why don't 


you check in the Press Office 


Q Do you have any comment on what Yitzhak Rabin, 
the Defense Minister of Israel, said that there is a tacit 
understanding between Syria and Israel on Lebanon? Do you have 
any - 

Q Nc ] Nave nothinae or that 

Q A government spokesman in Poland said yesterday 
chat the United States and Poland had agreed to exchange 
ambassadors Can you confirm that, or do you have any comment 
on that? 

* I don't have any specific comment on that 
statement et me simply note that we are discussing the 
Question of the exchange of ambassadors with the Polish 
government 

Q Is the Polish government “jumping the gun," then: 

a No - 

6 -- they said it's been decided? 


p well, I comment on that 
comment What I'm saying is our discussions with the Poles 
cuntinue on the subj ec 


Q 
~“" 
= 
2 
sf 
x 
+ 
Oo 
(2) 
— 
~ 
te) 
2) 


e I'm saying thet our discussions continue 
Q Can you explain why you're beine less than 


forthcoming? 
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Q: If you will start out on tnis refugee situation and whet 
tne United States position is, and what the recent cnanges in 
tne laws are - could tnis make any difference? w#hat do you 
intend to do differently? w#nat is the situation now? An 
all-encompassing question. 


A: The Secretary will nave @ statement in the 6 plus 6 session 
tomorrow morning, wnhicn will include @ statement ebout refugees 
which will represent tne U.S. Government's view of the refugee 
situation and refugee policies within Southeast Asia that will 
pe fairly straigntforward anc understandable. I think tnat I 
Gon't want to scoop tnat; I con't want to step on his lines. I 
tnink that cur policy generally is to empnasize that we do need 
to deal with the probDlem over the long run and that we went to 
nave Pumanitarian treatment and tne continuation of first 
asylum policies towards refugees in the area, that we need s 
continuing policy of resettlement - resettiement in donor 
nations - we need to keep with effective programs of aid and 
assistance, protection *or refugees wno nave been placed 
tnrougn the UNHCR anc others, which the United Stetes and tne 
otner donor nations nave got to keep leadersnip and pressure 
on, and we Nave got to look for new ideas over the long run. i 
am not quite sure which new law or which new legal decisions 
you're referring to in the U.S. that mignt change things, Dut 
tnere is none that 1 know of that changes policy significantly. 


Q@: Can I just follow up on tnat? That all sounds very nice. 

I am sure on the diplomatic level, ASEAN will be delighted to 
near all that. What they really sees to be worried about is 
that over the last 8, 9, 10 years, wnen tne refugee problem ‘as 
been serious, the United States nas taken tne lead role on the 
Giplomatic level to make sure that resettlement was a really 
viable option. The United States is no longer doing that, and 
that's what panics ASEAN nations now. Why has there been tnis 
downgrading of the energy anc commitment of tne United States 
to resettlement as a basic component of tne refugee problem? 
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A: I don't accept tre characterization tnat tnere nas Deen a 
downgrading of it. The numper of refugees resettlec ?’rom 
Tnailand, for instance - {ust by way of illustration - in the 
current fiscal year will sce sligntly larger than tne number of 
refugees resettled in tne Unitec States *rom Thailand in tne 
preceeding fiscal year. Tnat to me does not represent an 
increase, Dut it certainly does not represent a downgrading. 
It represents a sustaining of the commitment to resettle 
refugees. The efforts Dy tne United States to encourage other 
countries to continue their resettlement efforts neve also 
continued strongly. We feel that, although resettlement aust 
pe continued, it can't o@ tne only, and it never nas deen the 
only way that we deal with refugee oroblems in Southeast Asis 
as well as in other areas of tne worlc. There are other 
measures and policy courses which must be emphasized and 
continued as well. Indeed tnere are people - tne Hmong - for 
periods of time when tne first asylum nations theaselves are 
emphasizing the danger of resettlement because it creates & 
magnet effect. Everytning is very integrated and somewnat 
impected in this area. Well, tne three durable solutions are 
voluntary repatriation, resettlement in place and tnird-country 
resettlement. You know of tne Lao screening program which is 
at work in Thailand. You know of the efforts to provide 
assistance anc protection to refugees, whetner they are on the 
Knmer border or whether they are on the Lao corder, which are 
very much part of tnis and cannot be overlooked. It's part of 
dealing with refugee problems cver a long period of time. if 
you look at the sloven or twelve million refugees in the world, 
only about one percent are ever going to be resettled in a 
tnird country. It is a very important element of tne policy in 
Soutmeast Asia; out it is not tne whole policy. If you look 
aneec to the dudgetary proclems that tne U.S. nas anc you 100k 
aneac to the consultations process wnicn sets tne ceilings and 
admissions in tne U.S. and apportions tnem tnrougnout the whole 
world, you can be justly concerned adout the levels in the 
future. But so far, they are staying up reasonably well. And 
so far, the U.S. nas Nad no difficulty in making it clear tnat 
we continue to press resettlement along with other aspects o° 
tne policy, and thet our policy is to continue to support the 
refugees themselves anc the first asylum nations in Southeast 
Asia on a continuing basis over tne iong maul. And tnat 
support can be counted upon. 
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Q: when you talk about magnet effect - are you saying tnat 
most of tne people coming over are now what the UNHCR likes to 
call economic migrants? 


A: I wasn't saying that. I'm saying that when you Nave 
policies which resettle refugees away from countries of first 
asylum and refugee camps anc refugee settlements, there is 
ofter. associated with tnat a pull effect, which encourages more 
people to decide to cecome refugees. They will ce a mix, 
inevitadly, of various kinds of people with various kinds of 
motivations. Some of tnem will ce economic migrants, some of 
what we call (in tne U.S.) illegal immigrants. Some will be 
genuine refugees. That may need to be sorted out by the 
procedures whicn exist to do so. 


Q: Can you put a fix on figures on these things? How many 
refugees are in tne camps, or in Thailand or in otner 
countries, who are sort of in limbo. And how many are the U.S. 
taking tnis year? How many are being processed? Just try and 
give us an idea sf the magnituce of tne problen. 


A; The United States ceiling on tne Indocninese refugees - 
refugees coming from Soutneast Asia - for *-Y 1987 is 32,000 
from the first asylum nations and 8,500 from the orderly 
deoarture program from witnin Vietnam itself. The number of 
refugees who are currently present refugees and displaced 
persons that are currently present tnrougnout Southeast Asia is 
tougniy 400,000 with maybe 116,000 or so in Thailand. 


Q: Howdo... 


A: Twoehundred sixty thousand, who are the displaced persons - 
the so-called Knmer - along tne Tnai-Knmer oorcer, and tne 
palance of refugees wnicn are in the otner countries of 
Soutneast Asia. 














Q: How many of these are eligible or now many of these who 
Nave expressed an interest in moving on are eligible to come to 
tne United States? 


A: It's very Nard to tell ocecause it's a continuing sorting 
out process. Tne first asylum countries are concerned about 
the gatnering, the aggregating population of refugegs who do 
not get resettled in tnird countries and tnerefore stay on. 
Tney are concerned that so-called long-stayers are the residual 
refugee populations in these areas. And this a very crucial 
question that's got to be worked on over tne long naul. 


Q: How many co you classify as long-steyers? 


A: It's mard to creak that down within the figures tnat I gave 
you, because the processing is going on continuously. 


Q: Isn't that where tne problem is? Isn't that an important 
figure because those are the people that the problem is about? 


A: Those people certainly are part of the problem. We regard 
all tne refugees as being tne problem. The long-stayers, so 
called, are a very crucial problem - both to anyDody who cares 
about refugees and how they are treated and what tne basic 
humanitarian needs involved and to people who care about the 
burdens of refugees that are placed upon “=nem and first asylum 
nations and tneat the first asylum nations “ave to live with 
over a period of time. Ang that is very * tty. And that is 
Dart of what we mean when we say that this “ne offtaeke. The 
resettlement is going to continue. A cer:4. «amount of refugee 
flows are going to continue. We hope that -:ney will go down. 
And we Nope to keep processing with other countries the 
refugees that are in the first asylum nations and eventually to 
find ways of dealing with the long-stayers. 


It nas been particularly in Thailand, out also througnhout the 
otner countries of first asylum in Southeast Asia, that we nave 
had much greater burdens and problems and numbers of refugees 
than we have now. We have been through much narcer times with 
Tnailana and other first asylum states in Southeast Asia than 
we're going through right now. We nave Deen through grave 














periods when we've cone... . tne collaboration and tne 
commitment and patience and tne numanitarian concern of 
treatment of refugees nas deen extraordinary. And there's no 
reason to think, that particularly now tnat we're dealing witn 
much lesser intensity, mucn lesser numbers of the problem, tnat 
we can see it tnrougnm to solutions over a period of time. 


Q: The Malaysians say that Vietnam is tightening up the 
orderly departure program and tnat they are closing it. Is 
that true? 


A; Tne Vietnamese Nave suspended the orderly departure program 
as of a year ago last January so tnat no new interviews are 
taking place to bring those people out of Vietnam to the United 
States under an orderly, legal departure program, which means 
tnat they will not come illegally out via the very dangerous 
passage of boats - boat departures. We have been working since 
then on the backlog of people who nave already been interviewed 
to Dring them in. And that's why we'll come very close to 
meeting our ceiling for tnis year of 8,500 despite the shutting 
off of interviews. We nave also been working nard in the past 
18 months or so - a little less than that - with the Vietnamese 
to get that program back on a full footing and we will continue 
to do that and we welcome efforts both of the other donor and 
resettlement nations and of the first asylum nations in 
Southeast Asia tnemselves to try to encourage the Vietnamese to 
get the orderly departure program back on a full footing. 


I mignt add to that boat arrivals are up. You can never do a 
Girect correlation of these things, but it appears clear - at 
least in the generic sense - that this is due in part at least 
to the shutdown of tne OOP in Vietnam. And that nas caused 
concern in the ASEAN countries too, and I tnink that it's an 
important part of any refugee story to keep in mind wnere the 
real source and problem is - and it's Vietnam, Cambodia and 
Leos. 

















Q. I'd like to ask a question adout the trace embargo against 
Vietnam. How effective nas this been and wnat is the attitude 
towards Japan's interest in trade with Hanoi? It seems to 
undercut tne whole basis of tne embargo. 


A, We essentially back ASEAN's call for pressure on the 
Vietnamese to witndraw from Camoocia, and it's clear tnat ASEAN 
was concerned about that and called upon the Japanese to take a 
closer look. And we certainly Dack tne ASEAN position. we 
feel tnis isolation that Vietnam is goir-> througn is 
self-imposed because of their occupatior. of Cambodia, and 
should they settle it with ASEAN, then these things are not 
problems. 


Q. Well, nas tne U.S. Deen putting any pressure on Japan to 
lay off trade with Hanoi then? 


A. Well, we joinec ASEAN's call. We talked to the Japanese 
about tnis. 


Q. And what is their reply? 


A. They recognized our concerns and ASEAN's concerns. 
Remember, this isn't a Japanese government we're talking about; 
we're talking abdout Japanese ousinesses. 


Q. Just on tne Vietnamese occupation of Cambodia. Do you see 
any cause for any change in tne position there, given the new 
leadership in Vietnam, tne new leadership in Moscow or the 
resignation of Sinanouk from tne coalition? Any reason to 
tnink there will be any change in tne coming year? 


A. We've seen some differences, pernaps, in comments that Nave 
been made, but we haven't seen anything that would indicate 
that there's any action contemplated that would change 
anything. Soa little difference in atmospnerics pernaps. 6ut 
again, that's nard to judge. 


— ™ ants 
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Q. What abdout Sinanouk's departure, how has that affected the 
situation in Kampucnea as a whole? 


A. I think we would expect tnat he will continue to be very 
much interested and concerned with what's going on, as he has 
been. That's something 1 think Foreign Minister Mocrter said 
in nis statements at the opening of the ASEAN meetings here the 
other day. Certainly, Prince Sinanouk is not stepping away 
from tne problem as such, and he will continue to be involved, 
even though ne's on a year's leave of absence or whatever. 
He's too much a part of tnat, and that's too much @ pert of 
him. He thinks that he's going to be out of it. And we 
welcome his continuation, vecause he's an important figure in 
all of tnis. 


Q. And ne nas maintained nis post as head of the ANS? 
A. Rignt. 


Q. Oo you nave any reason to believe that he's mace 
independent contacts with the Vietnamese and, if he nes or if 
he does, would the United States oppose or support those kinds 
of independent contact? 


A. He doesn't nave any indication of any special contacts tnat 
ne's had. Tnose king of contacts would lead to tne Vietnamese 
assuming a more nonaggressive and unaggressive actions then 
they would be welcome. 


A. It's the Vietnamese keep in ming tnat it is the Vietnamese 
that nave refused to meet with Sinanouk up to now. 


A. Rignt, it's not nim. 


Q. 1 wonder if tne present status allows for the kinds of 
contacts thst were not availadle before? 


A. We've seen no indication of any changes by the Vietnanese. 
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Q. There is not going to be any discussion of Libyan activity 
in Kuala Lumpur anc tne South Pacific? 


A. I don't know whether that's going to specifically come up 
or not. We'll see now the senvereet ions go. But these are 
things in terms of terrcrism we have spoken of in the past at 
these meetings. Anc terrorism is a major issue as far as we 
are concerned. And it is something, as I say, in meetings with 
foreign ministers of ASEAN, tne issue nas come up. Certainly 
at tne Bali meeting last year it was a major issue on the 
agenda of the Secretary and tne Presicent. Sut I can't tell 
you now this is going to unfold; I can talk to you later about 
it after the meetings are held. 


Q. Canil ny go> Dack to refugees for a second? The Ray 
report, which seems to Nave veen accepted by the U.S. 

Government, recommended a change over time to immigration 
rather than resettlement. How long is tnat going to take? 


A, On, it will take a long time. One of tne reasons why the 
Ray report was accepted by the U.S. Government was that after | 
became U.S. Co-ordinator for Refugees, I, who nad been & memoer 
of the Ray report and one of the authors of it, was given 
responsibility for implementing it. Nat all of tne Ray report 
has been implemented yet. But a lot of it nas. That process, 
which was a shift rather than a switch from using the refugee 
cnannel to using the immigration cnannel, is a gradual evolving 
thing, will take place over a long period of time. It was 
never meant to ce radical or to be sudden. It will take place 
gradually. The idea is to use immigration channels, which are 
more regular, normal channels -- more as time passes -- ratner 
than relying on the more emergency, more urgent track, which is 
made possible uncer the Refugee Act and the refugee system. 

But that's got to continue because the refugees are still 
there, and they still need the attention and treatment wnicn 
tne Refugee Act of 1980 and that whole part of our refugee 
processing now requires. So that's a gradual snift that's 
taking place right now. But it will not be sudden, and it 
should not be sudden. 
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LOOKING aT THE SITUATION (M KOREA OBvlOULLY IT SG 
FOR Pa amp PasPetss TROUBLED THCY af &@ COUNTRY WITH & VERY “NCCE OFM 
CCOMOMY, & COUNTRY WITHOUT AMY PARTICULAR DEMOCRATIC 
DEPORTMEMT Pals HOC FOR CARLUCC! OmD WHITE #OUTE FOR TRADITION «THCY WE WEWER HAD & CUCCESSION FROM ONE 
FTL WATLE 28D FR HOWARD PRESIDENT OR LEADER TO ANOTHER THROUGH & PEACTF UL 
Teams) 10" TYEY wave # RIND OF TRADITION OF 
voia FOR ta P COMFRONTATION RATHER THAN & TRADITION OF COMPROM) cE 
Twat > SORT OF Pan! OF THE ROREAM CHaRaACT(R if ca 
usimto FOR PyPEr DRIVING HIND OF SOCIETY SO THERE (5 am EFFORT 


CINCPAC FOR USIA ADWICER MARQUIS 
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TAGS. OWIP (CHULTY, GLOFGE P.) 

SUBIC CT. SECSTATE MULTI PRESS BRILF ING ON PL ANE 
MAN) As. MG APORE 


e AR. SECRETARY |° 8 WOT COING TO TaLm ABOUT THE 
PHILIPPINES OF acfam (Ff YOU DON T MIMD WE'LL ASR YOU 
A SEPARATE QUECTIOm ON UMITED CTaTCS cTRaltGy 
PARTICULARLY €5 17 RELATES TO THE PERL am Cue 00 rou 
THImR THE US. CHOULD WAVE & WAT/OWAL CTRATEVY ano iF 
30, WHO SHOULD BF 1m CHARUE OF FORM aTiNG 11 FROM OnE 
ADMIN: TRATION TO AWOTHLR [O MAINT AlN @ CENCE OF 

CONT imurTY 

Al Wi HAVE & GTRATEGY. amD iT HAS HAD COMT i MUITY amp 
BASICALLY 17 STEMS FROM THE PRESIDENT im CacH © 485E 

OUT THE STRATEGY WAS SEEM THERE & (OMG TIME i735 @ 
Vital Parl OF THE WORLO WE RECOUMITE THaT and ia 50 
Fan aS THE FREEDOM OF THE WATERWAYS WE wave 1000 uF 
TO THal TASH REPEATEDLY 30 | DOM T CEE Teal - iT 
(S6' T THAT THERE S ANYTHING PARTICULARLY WLW HERE OTMER 
THAN THE FACT THAT THERE WAS BEER A SLi UMT IWCREACE | 
THE THREAT FROM (RAM LARGELY DUE TO THE LIL eWORM 
MISSILES, AMD THE WHOLE SUBJECT HAS BEEN BROUGHT VERY 
MUCH TO THE FORE OY THE TRAGEDY OF (Ht <TaRe wHICcH 
BASICALLY WAS am ACCIDEMT Gul THE LTRAlEuY wal BEEM 
CONTINUOUS FROM OWE ADRINISTRAT/ON TO AwOTHER 


Q2 if § COULD FOLLOW THAT ONE UF weal OOfca T iT 
SEER TO BE 1M PLACE 15 & SORT OF MATIONML OWE R¥iEW OF 
WHAT (5 MAPPER ING (8 THE WORLD Twa! Cam CuRWi et F ROR 
ONE ADMINISTRATION 10 swOTWER wilHOUl Hawiny lay lH 
REPUBL (Cams OF THE OLMOCRATS OFPFOTI NG & CERI aim POLICY 
OM THE BASIS OF PURELY IMMEDIATE FORE Um POLICY 
PROBLEMS NOBODY HAS ACTUALLY WITTER UF THE FOREI CH 


POLICY STRATEGY 1 COVER & DECADE OR MORE ant "UNCLASS lf | FD 
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UNDERWAY TO BRING ABOUT & PEACEFUL TRANS'TION THROUGH 
MEANS THAT ARE BROADLY DEMOCRATIC WHICH MEANS 
ELECTIONS, WHICH MEANS AN ATMOSPHERE OF THE RULE OF 
LAW, AN ATMOSPHERE OF -- WHICH PEOPLE Can ErPRESS 
THEMSELVES ~~ WHERE THERE 1S THE OPPORTUNITY FOR Give 
an” 5 50 OM. PART OF THIS INVOLVED THE 
E ALOGUE BETWEEN THE RULING PARTY anD 
WD THAT SEEMED 1O GE TAKING SHAPE AND 
y mM. WE WOULD LIME TO SEE THAT D0! aL OGUE 
RESUMED SO SOME SORT OF CONSENSUS EMERGES asouT 
TWE ELECTION. WEVERTWELESS, WE WANT TO SEE THE PROCES: 
GO FORWARD AND A TRANSITION TARE PLACE. PRESIDENT CHUN 
DOO HWAN WAS VERY EXPLICITLY SAID HE INTENDS TO STEP 
DOWN. WE FULLY EXPECT THAT TO TAKE PLACE. SO THOSE 
ARE THE THINGS THAT WE WOULD LIKE TO SEE and OBVIOUSLY 
THERE 1S A LOT OF TURMOIL IM HOREA RIGHT WOW AS THEY 
CONTINUE TO STRUGGLE WITH THIS PROBLER. 


Q4. WOULD IT BE BETTER IF THE DEMONSTRAT/ ONS STOP SO 
THAT THIS TRANSITION PEACEFULLY CAN GO FORWARD? 


AA, WELL, OBVIOUSLY | THIWK WE BELIEVE THE BEST THING 
THAT COULD HAPPEN WOULD BE FOR THE DEMONSTRATIONS WITH 
THEIR POTENTIAL FOR VIGLEMCE TO STOP AWD THE 0) AL OGUE 
RESUME. 


@5. WHAT WAY OO YOU EXPECT, WHICH DIRECTION 00 YOU 
FEEL THE WUCLEAR FREE [OWE TREATY TALS WiLL GO I” 
SINGAPORE, AWD COULD YOU COMMENT OW THE U.S. IMAGE IN 
TWE PACIFIC AS A RESULT OF OUR WOT HAVING SIGNED SPNFT 
AS A RESULT OF OUR MOT HAVING SIGHED THE SOUTH PACIFIC 


INCOMING 
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WUCLEAR FREE LOWE TREATY AS COMPARED TO THE SOWIETS, 
WHO HAVE SIGNED "HE TREATY, ©VEN THOUGH THEY Have 
RESTRICTIONS OM THEIR EWD OF THE DEAL? 


AS. WELL, FIRST OF MLL CN THE EXISTING TREATY: OF 
COURSE, ‘T DOES T AFFECT THE SOVIETS, IT'S WOT aN ante 
WHERE THEY Have BASES OR TYPICALLY GO. SO THEY Caw 
SIGH IT WITHOUT |T HAVING ANY PARTICULAR EFFECT ON THEM 
WHERESS (7 DOES -- 17 1S QM AREA THAT WE ARE VERY MUCH 
INVOLVED IN. WOWEVER, OLR PROBLEMS WITH THE WUC EaR 
FREE ZOWE (DEA aS 1 T POTENTIALLY COMES ABOUT THROUGHOUT 
THE WORLD iS THAT THE PEACE HAS BEEN KEPT THROUGH & 
STRATEGY OF DETERRENCE BASED ON NUCLEAR CaPagiLity 

THE PRESIDENT ASPIRES TO SEE TRAT WUCLEAR CaPagi. ity 
DISAPPEAR, BUT THAT'S A LONG, LONG DISTANCE Im THE 
FUTURE. aND THE PRESIDENT HAS ADVOCATED REDUCTIONS Im 
WUCLEAR ARMS, AND MAYBE WE RE SOMEWHERE WEAR HavinG 
THAT COME ABOUT WITH RESPECT TO INF, AND WE HAVE SOME 
PRETTY (MTERESTING THINGS GOING OM im START 


SUT YOU HAVE TO 00 THAT IN AN ORDERLY Way, im 4 way 
THAT’ S CONSISTENT WITH MAINTAINING YOUR DETERRENT 
CAPABILITY, AND STATES ALL AROUND THE WORLD HAVE A 
STAKE (M THAT. SO '7°S FOR THAT REASON THAT WE DON'T 
LIME TO SEE THESE BASICALLY ANTI -WUCLEAR MOVES TAKING 
PLACE, ALTHOUGH WE READILY ACKWOWLEDGE THAT THE WAY i® 
WHICH IT WAS DONE im THE SOUTH PACIFIC CASE - with a 
LOT OF GOOD LEADERSHIP FROM AUSTRALIA AND THE FiJIANS - 
1S CONSISTENT Wile MOST OF wHAT WE WANT TO 00. QUT 
DON’T LIME TO SEE THIS SPREAD AROUND FOR THE REASONS 
THAT | EWNUMERATED AND 1T (SW'T THAT WE'RE ~~ and THaT 
1S & VIEW THAT S PERFECTLY CONSISTENT WITH OUR EFFORTS 
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WSCE-@8 WSAE-@8 AMAD-81 EAP-O8 iWRE-88 SP-82 PRS -8) A RATHER COMPLICATED PROCESS AND TO SOME EXTENT THERE 
oS-#1 OSE-88 /#i8 Ww 1S & FEELING THE OPPOSITION DION’ T RESPOND VERY MUCH. 
an eeeeeceeeeeeeess 641763 1884872 /22 38 OUT AT THE SAME TIME, THEY CAN FEEL THAT WE Wasn'T 
QO 1883182 JUN 87 RESPONDING. IW OTHER WOFDOS, | THINK IT IS & RATHER 
FM AMEMBASSY SINGAPORE COMPLEX PROCESS THAT LED TO THE TALKS BREAKING DOWN. 
TO SECSTATE WASHOC IMMEDIATE 2192 SO, IN ANY CASE, WE WOULT LIKE TO SEE THEM RESUMED 
(WFO USIA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 7548 
USINFO WASHOC IMMEDIATE QS. MR. SECRETARY, ON KOREA AGAIN STILL. COULD YOU 
AMEMBASSY KUALA LUMPUR |MMEDIATE GIVE US YOUR ASSESSEMENT OF HOW WIDESPREAD anO SERIOUS 
AMEMBASSY JAKARTA | MMEDIATE YOU THINK THE CIVIL DISTURBANCES ARE AND WHETHER YOU 
AMEMBASSY BAWDAR SER! BEGAWAN I MPEDIATE THINK THERE 1S ANY THREAT TO TRE OLYMPICS YET? 
AMEMBASSY BANGKOK | MMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMEDIATE as. | DON’T THINK THERE 1S ANY THREAT TO THE 
AMEMBASSY TOKYO I MMED ATE OLYMPICS. THEY ARE WELL PREPARED FOR THE OLYMPICS and 
AMEMBASSY SEOUL IMMEDIATE | THIMK THERE |S & STRONG WATIOWAL CONSENSUS IW *OREA 
AMEMBASSY BEIJING | MMEDIATE THAT WANTS TO SEE THAT GO OFF IN A VERY FiWE way. THAT 
AMCONSUL HONG KONG | MMEDIATE 1S WOT AN ISSUE. OESCRIPTIVELY, HOW WIDESPREAD ane 
USCINCPAC WOWOLULU HI! IMMEDIATE THEY? WELL, THE MAJOR CATHEDRAL PROTEST HAS BEEN 
RESOLVED 1M & PEACEFUL WAY. AND WE'RE GLAD TO SEE 
UNCLAS SECTION 83 OF 87 SINGAPORE 86751 THAT; WE COUNSELLED THAT. THERE ARE PROTESTS iW OTHER 
AREAS AND IT'S DIFFICULT FROM THIS DISTANCE TO BE & 
FOR PA AND PA/PRESS PERSON TO ASSESS THAT. | THINK THAT BETTER COMES in 
THE CONTEXT OF BEING RIGHT THERE IN KOREA. UT THEY 
DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR CARLUCC! AND WHITE HOUSE FOR CERTAINLY ARE WIDESPREAD AND IT'S A PROBLEM. 


MR. FITIWATER AND MR. HOWARD 
9. MR. SECRETARY, YOU SAY THAT THE UNITED STATES iS 


USIA FOR Ea, P BIG POWER AND YOU HOPE THAT PEOPLE PAY ATTENTION TO 
WHAT THEY SAY. BUT PRESIDENT CHUN DOO HWAN HAS SHOWN 
USINFO FOR P/PFF PRECIO... LITTLE RESPECT FOR WHAT THE UNITED STATES HAS 


CINCPAC FOR USIA ADVISER MARQUIS 
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TO REDUCE THE SCALE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONRY, BUT 10 00 IT 
(NM A MAWWER THAT MAINTAINS DETERRENT CAPABILITY. WOW 
AS FAR AS THE DISCUSSION IN ASEAN 1S CONCERNED, | DON'T 
WNOW THE DEGREE TO WHICH I> WILL BE PARTICULARLY 
DISCUSSED. | KWOW THAT SEVERAL OF THE ASEAN STATES ARE 
OPPOSED TO THIS DEM. SOME SEEN TO BE FLIRTING WITH 
17. OUT | OONW'T 17'S SOMETHING THAT'S ON THE FRONT 
BURNER PARTICULARLY. PERHAPS | AM WRONG IN THAT, BUT 
THAT'S MY |MPRESSION. 


16. MR. SECRETARY, 1° LIKE TO FOLLOW UP A BIT On 
HANK'S QUESTION ABOUT KOREA. WHEN YOU WERE IN KOREA A 
COUPLE OF MONTHS AGO, YOU SPECIFICALLY EMDORSED 
SECRETARY SIGUR’S SPEECH CALLING FOR THE CONST/TUT/ ONAL 
DIALOGUE FOR WOM-MILITARY SUCCESSION AND A NUMBER OF 
THINGS LIME THAT. 


Ab. | BASICALLY SAID THE SAME THING OVER AGAIN JUST 
WOW. 


@?. YES, | WEAPD YOU SAY IT JUST WOW. SHORTLY AFTER 
YOU SAID IT 1M SEOUL, PRESIDENT CHUN BROKE OFF THE 
CONSTITUTIONAL TALKS OND THE DEMONSTRATIONS B£GAN 
SHORTLY AFTER THAT. (S THERE ANYTHING THAT THE UNITED 
STATES CAN OO TO PUT SOME KIND OF MUSCLE BEHIND ITS 
POSITION IN FAVOR OF THE DIALOGUE O8 ARE WE JUST GOING 
TO SAY WE ARE 16 FAVOR OF A DIALOGUE WHICH PRESIDENT 
CHUN WAS WO INTENTION OF CONDUCTING? 


AY. WE EXPRESS OURSELVES AND | THINK OUR /MPORTANCE 
CAUSES PEOPLE TO PAY ATTENTION TO US BUT WE ARE HOT 
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WAD TO SAY C1 THE KOREAN SITUATION. ISN'T IT WOW TIME 
FOR YOU TO KICK IT UP A GEAR AND DO SOMETHING DIFFERENT? 


AS. OM, DON'T TRY TO PROVOKE FE. 


G16. OUT, LET ME PUT 17 IN ANOTHER Way. DON'T YOU 
FEEL A LITTLE BIT SILLY STANDING THERE IW MaANiLa 
LAUDING THE PROGRESS TOWARDS DEMOCRACY THAT PRESIDENT 
AQUINO HAS MADE IN THE PHILIPPINES WHEN THE STATE 
DEPARTMENT GACK IN WASHINGTON WAS SAID, “WELL, JEEZ 
GUYS WE'D LOVE TO HAVE A LITTLE BIT MORE DEMOCRACY in 
KOREA, BUT WHAT CAN WE 007 


ALG. THIS PROBLEM OF MANAGING TRANSITIONS IM COUNTRIES 
FROM OWE KIND OF GOVERNMENT TO A MORE DEMOCRATIC 
GOVERNMENT |S EXTREMELY TRICKY. AND WE HAVE SEEW IT 
ALL AROUND THE WORLD, AND WE HAVE BEEN (NVOLVED IW IT 
ALL AROUND THE WORLD. THROUGHOUT LATIN AMERICA. YOU 
MENTIONED THE PHILIPPIWE EXAMPLE. WE'VE HAD MOSTLY - 
TAKE SPAIN, TAKE PORTUGAL, TAKE TURKEY, TAKE GREECE, 
IT'S A VERY WIDESPREAD THING THAT HAS TAKEN PLACE. and 
EACH CASE IS DIFFERENT. aND WE TRY TO BE THERE TO Give 
COUNSEL, TO USE OUR INFLUENCE TO SEE THAT THESE 
TRANSITIONS TAKE PLATE (8 & PEACEFUL AND ORDERLY war 
AND IN A WAY AS CONSISTENT AS POSSIBLE wiT# DEMOCRATIC 
PROCESSES AND iN A WAY THAT GETS THERE. WE HAVE #AD & 
FEW CASES WHERE |T DION’ T WORK. iT C1ON’T WORK If 
RICARAGUA, iT DIDN'T WORK IN IRAN. AND WE Pay & HEAVY 
PEWALTY WHEN IT DOESM'T WORK. SO WE HAVE & BIG STARE 
1M SEEING THIS MOVEMENT TO DEMOCRACY SUCCEED. THERE IS 
A LOT GOING IM KOREA THAT 1S POSITIVE. THE ECONOMIC 


1S AN OPEN PRESS, “WERE 'S LOTS OF CRITICISM, THERE IS 
LOTS OF THAT KIND OF ENVIRONMENT. AND THERE ARE 
PROBLEMS. SO, | THINK YOU FAVE TO APPROACH IT WITH A 
SENSE OF PROCESS, & SENSE OF PATIENCE - WITH 

SOME IMPATIENCE - BUT YOUR EYE ON THE END PURPOSE. AND 
| THINK PROBABLY THAT MEANS THAT YOU EXERCISE SOME 
RESTRAINT IN ACTING AS THOUGH YOU HAVE GOT ALL THE 
ANSWERS, THAT YOU HAVE GOT TO HELP THEM BRING THE 
ANSWERS OUT OF THEIR OWN ENV! RONMENT. 


Qil. CAM | SWITCH TOPICS FOR A SECOND? 00 YOU SEE any 
CAUSE FOR A CHANGE IN THE VIETNAM OCCUPATION OF 
CAMBOD/A OR PE.NAPS ANY HINTS YOU HAVE GOTTEN FROM YOUR 
TALKS WITH THE SOVIETS THAT THEY MIGHT BE WILLING TO 
SHIFT POSITION ON THAT QUESTION? 


All. WELL, THERE ARE STATEMENTS THAT ARE MADE BY 
VARIOUS PEOPLE THAT SUGGEST SOME CHANGE IN THE POSTURE 
OF VIETNAM, BUT WE DON'T SEE, WHEN YOU COME DOWN TO IT, 
THAT THERE (S$ ANYTHING MUCH TO THAT. 8UT WE WOULD 
OBVIOUSLY LIME TO SEE THEM - THE BASIC THING 1S GET OUT 
OF KAMPUCHEA AND ARRANGE FOR THERE TO BE & FORM OF 
GOVERNMENT THAT REFLECTS THE WILL OF THE PEOPLE OF THAT 
COUNTRY. AS FAR AS WE ARE CONCERWED, OUR BASIC POLICY 
1S IN PLACE, WE SUPPORT THE EFFORTS OF THE ASEAN 
COUNTRIES, WE AGREE WITH THEIR EFFORT TO ISOLATE 
VIETNAM DIPLOMATICALLY AND ECOWOMICALLY. THAT'S SEEN 
QUITE SUCCESSFULLY OOWE. THE CONTRAST GETWEEN HaNO! 
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AND THE CAPITALS OF ANY OF THE OTHER ASEAN COUNTRIES |S 
JUST STUNNING. SO YOU CAN SEE WITH YOUR EYE HAVEN'T 
BEEN TO HAND! BUT | HAVE TALKED TO A LOT OF PEOPLE WHO 
WAVE, YOU CAN SEE WITH YOUR EYE ‘AS!DE -- HAWE YOU BEEN 
THERE?) WHAT 17 1S COSTING THEM. SO THERE IS & 
STRATEGY AND WE ARE TRYING TO IMPLEMENT OUR PART OF IT 
IW CONJUCTION WITH THE ASEAN COUNTRIES AND OTHERS IW 
ASiA. AND AT SOME POINT, | EXPECT AND HOPE THAT 
VIETNAM WILL SEE SOME SORT OF GOOD REASON TO CHANGE iW 
WHICK CASE WE WILL BE READY TO WELP THEM DO SO. BUT | 
DOW’ T REALLY SEE THAT IN HAND BUT | WILL BE INTERESTED 
TO WEAR THE PERCEPTIONS OF MY ASEAN COLLEAGUES DID 
MEET WITH FOREIGN MIMISTER MOCHTAR, HE Cane TO 
WASHINGTON AND | THIWK HE HAD THE (DEA OF GOING OF TO 
HANO!, BUT IN THE ED WE DIDW'T GO BECAUSE HE DIDR'T 
THIWK THAT IT WAS PROMISING ENOUGH TO WARRANT THE TRIP 
Q12. WR. SECRETARY, ASEAN SEEMS TO HAVE RENEWED 
CONCERW ABOUT THE HAMPUGHEAN REFUGEES THAT THE 
COUNTRIES LINE THE UNITED STATES, CANADA, AUSTRALIA ARE 
WOT TAKING THEM OUT OF THAILAND AND PLACES LIME THAT 
WHAT 1S GOING TO BE YOUR RESPONSES AS FAR AS THE 
AMERICAN S|TUATION WHERE THE INS DOES NOT SEEM TO WANT 
TO LET ALL THESE PEOPLE COME IN AND ALSO ARE YOU GOING 
TO BRING UP WITH THE THAIS THE PROBLEM OF SENDING 
PEOPLE BACK TO LAOS 


Al2. FIRST, WE WANT TO SEE THE COUNTRIES OF 
FIRST-ASYLUM MAINTAIN THEIR POSTURE AND CONTIWI'T TO DD 
THAT AND WE WE SAID THAT AND WELL, WELL TALK ABOUT 
THAT. OBVIQUSLY, THEY ARE CONCERWED THAT THE 
RESETTLEMENT COUNTRIES STAY WITH THEM AND WE INTEND TO 
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STAY WITH THEM AND | AM GCIAG TO MAKE THAT POINT VERY 
STRONGLY AND OUR PROGRAM T4/S YEAR |S & VERY GOOD OWE 

| MIGHT SAY | NAS VERY PLEASED TO GET A LETTER THAT HAS 
COME JUST AS | AM GOING TC THIS MEETING FROM SENATORS 
WHO HAVE TAKEN A SPECIAL INTEREST IW THIS PROGRAM, 
SEWATOR SiPSON, SEWATOR K=NNEDY, SEWATOR PELL, SENATOR 
HATFIELD WROTE ME @ LETTER MOTING THAT | HAD SAID | was 
GOING TAKE UP THE REFUGEE /SSUE HERE AND EXPRESSING 
THER SUPPORT FOR DOING THAT AWD THEIR SUPPORT FOR OUR 
BASIC PROGRAM. AND | AM GLAD TO HAVE THAT LETTER 
BECAUSE (‘LL BE ABLE TO USE |T TO SHOW THAT THIS 
RESOLVE ON THE PART OF THE UNITED STATES |S THE RESOLVE 
OF THE ADMINISTRATION BUT ALSO SHARED BY HEY MEMBERS OF 
THE CONGRESS ON BOTW THE REPUBLICAN AND DEMOCRATIC 
SIDES. 


O13. ON THE THAIS AND THEIR SENDING PEOPLE BACK FOR 
FORCED REPATRIATION, ARE YOU GOING TO BRING THAT | SSUE 
UP AGAIN WITH THEM? 

Ai2. AS | SAID TO BEGIA WITH, WE HAVE BROUGHT THAT UP 
AND | WILL BRING THAT UP AGAIN. 

Qié. WR. SECRETARY, BACK TO KOREA IF ME COULD FOR & 
MINUTE, ONE OF THE INTRIGUING PARTS OF THIS WEEK'S 
DEMONSTRATIONS 1S THAT [7 APPEARS ALMOST FOR THE FIRST 
TIME THAT SOME MIDDLE CLASS ELEMENTS HAVE JOINED THE 
STUDENTS, THAT FOR THE FIRST TIME I7°S LEAVING THE 
UNIVERS|TY CAMPUSES. DOES THAT CAUSE THE 

ADM! N ISTRATION TO RETHINK THE ASSUMPTION THAT THE SOUTH 
KCOREANS WERE UNWILLIWG TO JEOPARDIZE PROSPERITY IW 
FAVOR OF PERSONAL RIGHTS AND FREEDOMS. 1S THIS & NEW 
TWIST IW THE FORCE OF THE PROTEST MOVEMENT? 
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SINGAPORE 


You all were tnere tnis morning so you heard the 
opening remarks by ail of tne non-ASEAN people and in 
many ways I could Say on the various issues you, in 
essence, neard on the record the same kind of positions 
they presented when we got to those subjects in the 
closed sessions, so 1 just offer that by way of 
preface, and secondly, it is a little nard to describe 
these meetings because there is no effort to reach 
consensus. It is sort of random reflections on various 
issues, not necessarily in any given order. It is 
pretty harc to characterize any king of conclusions, so 
Dear that in mind as we go through this. 


Just a word on the meeting with the Japanese Foreign 
Minister Kuranari tnis morning. That was ocasically on 
two subjects, with Kuranari reporting on nis recent 
trip to Iran where he saw the major Iranian leaders, 
Rafsanjani, Knomeini, Velyati, and apparently nad quite 
long discussions with all those people, focusing on the 
Iran-Iraq war, tne situation in tne Gulf, and 

nostages. Tne Secretary reportec on nis trip to the 
Philippines and his impressions of what is nappening 
there. You nave hearc nim yourself talk about what's 
happening there so it doesn't do me any good to 
describe that. 











I guess in terms of cnaracterizing wnat tne Japanese 
nad to say, it really dicn't offer any reason to 
believe that there is any major change on the part of 
the Iranians vis-a-vis tne war. It was not « 
particularly encouraging report in that sense. He 
didn't really Nave anytning to say in particular on the 
hostages. I saw tnat tne Japanese dic do a oriefing 
earlier today. Were you all invited? I saw some wires 
running on it just now. In any case, they had sort of 
reported, in essence, what they nad saig concerning -- 
well, I don't remember all the details, but, no, there 
was nothing that Droke any new ground on the hostages. 


I tnink tne major point Kuranari mede about the war was 
that tne Iranians still seem to want tne nead of Sadden 
Hussain. That is still a minimum requirement for 
thinking about ending the war. 


Tne political session, which was the morning session, 
focused on Campodia, refugees, and then a much shorter 
period of time on East-West and Sino-Soviet relations. 
On Cambodia -- again I have to emphasize these were 
fust varying reflections from people around the room. 
But if I would try to come to a consensus, on some of 
tne issues that were touched upon, it seems to me, 
talking about (Sinanouk)'s leave of absence, that most 
people thought tnat that would not affect the situation 
on the ground in Kampuchea. Tne factions there are 
largely indepencent in any case. Those who spoke on 
the situation on the grounc itself, generally saw an 














improved situation over last year for the resistance 
forces, to the extent that tnere are more forces inside 
Kampuchea, and they are getting more support from the 
population. Concerning prospects for a political 
solution, you neard, I think, a fair amount on that in 
the various preparec statements, and we neard the same 
things in the closed session in essence that Vietnamese 
actions don't back up their words. So that everyone 
would, to the extent that tnere is any Soviet or any 
fetnamese interest in actually trying to find a 
political solution to this, it doesn't seem to be 
manifesting itself, in terms of concrete actions. 


Has there been any change in the Soviet approacn to 
Cambodia? Tnat was one of tne questions discussed by a 
few people. Again, the answer was basically the same, 
we need action rather than words. At most, one could 
Say that tne Soviets Nave acknowledged that they have a 
role to play, dut it doesn't seem to go much Deyond 
that for the time being. 


There was general agreement still on Kampuchea, on the 
need to continue to work toget»ver, to isolate Vietnas 
botn diplomatically and economically. And that we 
should not be sucked in by tnese various pronouncements 
Or words that seem to come forward. At the same time 
we should be ready to respond to any serious readiness 
on the part of tne Vietnamese to change tneir denavior 
which mignt lead to a political solution. The key 
element, of course, in changed behavior would be 
witndrawal of Vietnamese troops. 











On refugees -- and Cambodia did take up the largest 
part of the time -- it was tne first subject, ano lots 
of people talked about that one way or another. 





Q@: Any discussion on cleaning out the Khmer Rouge? 


A: Not in tnose terms. In terms of people when they 
Say “we support the resistance", everyone makes it 
clear that does not imply in any way recognition or 
sympathy with what the Khmer Rouge have done or perhaps 
are doing. So in that sense there is still that 
difficulty with the Knmer Rouge, dut it was not 
addressec in any sort of generalized sense, and there 
was no proposal for action, or any kind of consensus on 
that question. 


Q: Odd Mochtar give any suggestions about what he 
hoped to achieve when he goes to Vietnam later this 
montn? 


A; NO. At least not in the open session. We are 
seeing nim tomorrow di-laterally, so I will see if 1 
have anything further on tnat. 


On refugees -- again the points to me sound fairly 
familiar. The refugee outflow is increasing, the 
problem is tne part of the refugee population that 
tends to remain in tne camps, and finally the overseas 
departure program being stalled and tnat every effort 
saould be made to get Vietnam to restart it. Sort of 
sommon themes that you heard again in tne public 





session, that we nave to always keep it in ming that it 
is Vietnam that Dears responsibility for this problen. 
Some of the countries of first asylum were worried 
about the prospect of wnat they called "compassion 
fatigue". 


Q: Tneir's or ours? 


A; Well, on the part of people taking refugees beyond 
countries of first asylum, and you heard what the 
Secretary Nad to say on behalf of the United States’ 
continuing commitment, and I think that was ecnoced by 
the other non-ASEAN people. 


. Who actually says that the refugees are 
increasing? Is there any nard data on tnis? 


A. No, I don't know tnat anybody presented any herd 
data. I think that report was given oy Dnanabalan, the 
Singaporean. But ne did not provide any numbers. The 
numbers tnat I neard given by, I guess, the Thai seemed 
to be close to the ones we talked about yesterday when 
we wete up here with our own people. 


Q. Oid anybody have any single suggestion, specific 
suggestion on improving the situation, particularly on 
tne long-stayers? 


A. No. It didn't enter into that kind of a specific 
exchange on that question. 








Q@. Was there any discussion about how Vietnam might be 
persuaded to restart OOP, what tne various participants 
in this discussion should actually do? 


A. NO, tnere was not. I don't know -- is there any 
particular difficulty with wnat Vietnam ought to do? 
Tney ought to just restart it. 


Q. Yes, Dut how do you put the pressure on Vietnan? 


A. NO. There was also the point made by someone that 
there are a number of refugees who want to go back to 
Vietnam, and the Vietnamese are in fact unwilling to 
take them back; another aspect of the problem. 


Q. Tne Secretary tnis morning sounded like, if you 
read Detween the lines, ne talked about the possipility 
of compassion fatigue on tne part of some of the first 
asylum countries. ODid thet come up more, and was there 
any take up on that? 


A. NO, mot really. At least, I didn't hear anyone 
indicating tney were changing their position although 
they expressed tneir concerns about the onward 
movement. I guess it was the European Community who 
talked about the need for a coordinated international 
program so that the refugee problem doesn't become one 
of just movement, but rather of a# more comprenensive 
progcam, including resettlement, repatriation, and 
financial, economic, and physical security, and tnose 
kinds of issues, but that was only mentioned By one 
person, in fact. 











Q. Was there any mention of Thailand ocassionally 
pushing people oack across the border? 


A, NO. 


Q. Was tnere any note of dissent by Japan about 
economically isolating Vietnam? 


A. NO. 


Q. Were the Japanese tackled on the subject of the 
Japanese businessmen and business delegations that go 
to Hanoi? 


A. It wasn't mentioned. 


Q. Did the Secretary spell out at all whet he meant by 
“lasting solutions" that would make resettlement itself 
less necessary? 


A. NO. 


Q. Did anyone else t lk about tnat subject, apart from 
the Europeans -- I think it was Cneysson, I gather, who 
said something? 


A. NO, I have to say not. It's nard to capture all 
this because there are various remarks nere and there, 
and everybody's interventions, and you can imagine this 
goes on and on. 








Q. Any discussion of Afghanistan or putting the Khmer 
Rouge on trial before the World Court? 


A. On Afghanistan, no. On putting Pol Pot on trial, 2 
guess it was Mochtar who said that ASEAN was really not 
favorable to that idea. 


Q. Did ne say why? 


A. He nad some rationale. You've all been folowing 
this more closely than I have, but apparently he was 
the first one tc mention this idea, somehow. He said 
he nad nad further talks with people, and for whatever 
reasons, he didn't t ink anyone really favored this in 
the ASEAN context. 


Q. Was there any sense of Australia standing by itself 
on some of these issues involving Cambodia or Vietnan? 


A. No, I think the Australians participated. In fact I 
think Mochtar -- and here again you nave to talk to 
those people because I don't want to speak for them -- 
I think it was Mochtar who said that after talking with 
Hayden, that he had decided tnis idea of putting Pol 
Pot on trial was not a good idea. And the Australians, 
like otners, made a point of saying that while we 
support the resistance, that in no way means that we 
support the Knmer Rouge and what they stand for. And 
the Secretary said he agreed with that, too. 
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QQ. What about East-West relations? 


A. It's pretty easy to summarize, because I don't 
think there was very much new ground broken. There was 
@ general agreement that the Soviets seem to have what 
one person called a first-class public opinion campaign 
going in order to try to correct some of their public 
image problems around the world, but that, in essence, 
we were still in @ wait-and-see posture as to what all 
tnis would really amount to, as to whether it was more 
profound than a public relations campaign. The 
Secretary talked about the role of deterrence in 
preserving stability, and again those of you who were 
there or who read the transcript, it was similar to the 
kind of answer he gave at tne Manila press conference. 


Q. Was it nuclear free zone, all of a sudden? 


A. NO, not really. That was only in passing in 
talking about the role of deterrence in preserving 
stability. It was a much longer intervention, but in 
passing he talked about all the things he normally 
talks about. And in passing, he said tne nuclear free 
zone is not the way you achieve that stability. The 
way you get there, in essence, is a very careful 
process of arms control. It starts with realism, with 
your own strength. In the case of INF, for example, we 
had deployed certain weapons in order to be able to get 
an agreement. And I tnink his summary was, basically, 
we nave to keep our wits about us in all of tnis, work 
with what are concrete prospects, and in the meantime 


keep Our powder cry. 











Q. Any objection from New Zealand? 
A, No. 


Q. Any discussion from Australia on the nuclear free 
zone? 


A. Well again, I don’t want to put words into 
everybody's mouths saying that so-and-so said that, 
every country said what. At some point in the 
conversation -- well, they both raised it, you heard 
what they had to say. The only thing 1 would add, 2 
guess, is tnat in a very brief intervention a little 
bit later, the only other reference to nuclear free 
zones was by Mocntar, who emphasized that this was only 
in the discussion phase and they did not want in any 
way for this to detract from deterrence. 








Q. Oo you recall who used the phrase "compassion 
fatigue?" 


A. I think it was the Thai. 


Q. Yes, but I nave seen the ASEAN special statement 
that... 


A. The same phrase? 


Q. Yes, it is in the joint statement. 
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Q. Somebody actually read the joint statement? 


A. I nave to emphasize, by the way, that most of the 
time it was on Cambodia and on refugees, and the 
East-West relations part was relatively minor compared 
to those other two. And then there was a very orief 
discussion of tne Sino-Soviet relationship. I think, 
Dnanabalan again made a few remarks there. Again, it 
is nard to characterize, because just a few people 
spoke on it. So I don't know what all that means, 
what's the importance or relevance of it. 


Q. And it is just on the nuclear free thing. What you 
are saying is apart from New Zealand's mention of it in 
the introduction, and Mochtar's reference to it later 
on, there was no other reference to it in the general 
Giscussion? 


A, We still nave the ASEAN-U.S. dialogue tomorrow. 


Q. After nine days of rioting in Seoul, did anyone ask 
you what we are doing? 


A. I will get to that a little later. There were some 
who thought that the normalization process was going 
forward in spite of denials by both China and the 
Soviet Union. There were others who thought that, 
while there nad been some progress, it's still going to 
be a long time before normalization affects the region 
== ASEAN «= in any meaningful way. That the three 
obstacles are still important. Sut those were just 

















some rancom interventions. There was agreement on the 
part of many tnat the non-proliferation treaty and that 
the non-proliferation regime hac worked and was a very 
useful contribution to world peace and stability. 
International terrorism: Ina very orief discussion, 
it was all agreec on the continued importance of that 
issue -- we neec to keep at it. Then, in the 
afternoon, they focused on economic issues. And there, 
what I saic goes in spaces about tre various observations. 
Tne subjects were the Uruguay founc, UNCTAD VII, 
commodities .. . (laugnter) and agriculture and the 
Cebt prodlem anc, Sy gosn, people were in favor of 
stopping anc rolling back protectionism. A number 
remarked on the neec for a global approech. There were 
positive words for the OECD communique on agriculture 
as well as tne Venice references to agriculture. The 
Secretary mece his intervention along the lines which 
are familiar to some of you: agriculture, rtaw 
materials, seot, and on tne U.S. ceficit. 


Turning to tne Pacific -- this is the session which 
becomes 6 + 5 + 1 and tne EC becomes an observer 
instead of @ participant when you take about the 
Pacific. And there the issues were a more active 
Soviet role in the Pacific. That touched on the 
increasing Soviet presence at Danang and Cam Rann Bay, 
but it did not really take that issue much beyond 

that. There were a few countries that were interested 
in New Caledonia. Particularly New Zealand nhac 
something to say about thet. Fiji: Again, New Zealand 








nad something to say, but no one else. Libya and their 
activities in the region: A few people commented on 
this. Nothing very concrete. No one seemed to nave a 
very good motive as to why tne _ibyans should be 
interested in the region other thar perhaps the 
Cariobean model, where it provides a foot in the door 
and @ way to send stucents for training or just to 
develop some general kind of influence. In the case of 
Vanuatu, they apparently nad been interested in the 
Libyan o erture because they expected a large emount of 
aid. And that sounds familiar to a lot of African 
countries probably. 


The Secretary was asked by Ohanabalan on behalf of the 
group to say a few words on what is happening in 

Korea. Once again, if you were on the airplane, you 
heard a very close approximation of the Secretary 
Gescribing the process that is ongoing in Korea as they 
try @ transition to cemocrecy. And there was no one 
else who nad any commentary to offer on Korea. 


Q. Persian Gulf? 


A. It did not come up. It is outside the Southeast 
Asian area. 


Q. There is no greater concern, even though th 
reports today say that the protests are widening to 


include working people, civilians? 


A. Wo 
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QQ. Oo you have anything you can say to us on Snarjan? 
A. On, the U.A.E. fellow? No, I naven't. At least in 
the traffic I have seen thus far I naven't seen 
anything beyond what was in tne wires and the press. 

Q. What abdout the new government in Vietnam? 


A. NO 


Q. Wes tnere any reference to the activities of tne 
wibyans in Malaysia and the Oureay tney have there? 


A. NO. 
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‘ The State Department issued a statement earlier 
onfirming the kidnapping of another American DO you Nave any 


further information? Oo you Mave any idea who is responsible’ 
QA We don't Nave any further information beyond the 
statement that we i1ssuec tnlis morning We are not ruling out 


any possibilities We simply have very little information 


Q No thought that it might be connected with 
activities in the Persian Gulf 2r anything like that? 
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r e tnat winericans traveling in LedDanon Nave to get special 


“ We had announced those restrictions earlier thi 
year because of the difficulties and the dangers of traveli 
in Lebanon, and at that point, we said that you had to seek a 
validation; and our records do not indicate that Mr. Glass 
sought that validation 


Q Does that mean he was in violatior f the law t¢t 
be there? 














A Yes, technically, it was improper 
American passport 


Q Was there an exception for journal 
remember 


- Yes, journalists are one of the ca 
people who are eligible to receive a validation 
through, in, or by Lebanon 


Q But in other words, they had to go 
have to go through a procedure, and you don't fi 


- That's correct 


Q Did he leave from the United State 
leave from some other country? Do you have that 


= I just don't have any background i 
that 


Q He 1s reported to make regular or 
to Lebanon Did he have one of these -- did he 
exemption for any trip to - 


4 We just have no record that he had 
Q That he had ever applied 


Q wel] ince we're talking about a 
on a journalist, can you tell us why the State D 
journalists shouldn't be in Lebanon? 


a ['m going to refer you to the orie 
February 17 when we went over the restrictions o 
passports for travel We said that there were o 
exceptions that would be considered As I've ju 
journalists are one of the categories that are c 
waiver, so I think that it's not correct to say 
journalists aren't allowed there It's just bec 
Situations, obviously, in Lebanon are so dangero 


Q Well, then let me ask you, if it's 
if a journalist applies, and he's a valid journa 
whatever that is -- that he'd be, there'd be no, 
would not attempt to keep him from traveling and 
story, right? 
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” Let me just repeat that tnese ategories -- there 
are categories of people who are eligible to receive a 
validation Not all requests have been made that are 


reviewed 


Q y A “ A a many } ipnalists Nave eceived 
validations? 

“ I don't have the imbers that 

Q Can you rina jt? 

4 We can look at that and see if we can give you a 
report 

Q Do you know what the penalty is for violation of 
this particular rule? What's the penalty? 

The violation for the illegal use of the -- 

Q Lf you illegally use your passport 

We have talked about this Tnis then, bdecome 4 

matter for the Justice Department 

Q But if indeed Mr. Glass did nut use his Americar 
passport, pecause Lt > not necessary always j01NG into Beirut 
to 

“ l just don't have the details on that 

Q He would not in fact, be in violation 

A ] gon t Know whetner he Jas a Guadi nat ional 
We've talked about that that that does lead t xemMptions 
what we Je salad 1S rTnat tne use of ar Aamer] at passe re 4 ‘ . 
travel in Lebanon is illegal 

Q But you have no proof in fact that he used hi 
American passport [t's not necessary to He didn't 
necessarily have to use it to go into Beirut 

' ” [ just have nothing on that 
Q But you stated he was in technical violation of 
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4 If he used his passport 
The neighborhwod where he was taken is, 

supposedly, under Syrian coitrol Can you discuss that or talk 
about that? 

A No As I seid, we have so little informatior 
it, we just can ct 11S$tuss that 

Q Phyllis uld you use this opportunity for a box 
score rundown on how tiany Americans are held hostage, and what 
countries does the State Department believe they are in, and 
what shape does the State Department believe they're in? 

A On the technical question, I believe that Mr 
Glass makes the eighth hostage American hostage, that's been 
taken in Lebanon. and held 

Q And are they all in Lebanon? 

Q On that, again, I don't believe we have 
speculated on where they are being held 

Q Phyllis, isn't the number nine, in fact? 

) Wait a minute 

ie) Wel] excuse me 

‘TO STAFF [Is it nine? 

He makes the ninth nere Nave ber eight Amer ar 
hostages, ang he 1s the ninth 

Q No, I'm not asking the government to speculate 
adDout a serious Dusiness adout knowing the whereabouts r 
American hostages I'm asking if the tate Department in a 
very serious matter, knows where these ° e Americans are 

A Not to my knowledge 

Q Were any mntacts mace with tne Syrian Government 
on this? 

a well we Nave sald that we are pursuing normal 
channels that we do in a situation like that but | don't have 


specifics 
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+ Yesterday, Les “spin, on the Hill, after being 
briefed by the CIA, said that he was fearful that the situation 
in the Gulf might lead to all sorts of repercussions as a 


result of whac the CIA briefed Apparently, one of those was 
threats to American facilities and to Americans in the Middle 
East 

Do you draw any connection 

) No ['m not going to comment on an intelligence 


report, and as I've said, we just have so little information 
about this that we're not .uling out any possibilities, but 
we're not commenting 





Q Can you repeat what was in the statement at all?’ 
i) No That's available in the Press Office 

Q But you can't make it (inaudible) -- 

A [ don't neec to repeat that 

Q Is that a conscious policy on your part to hand 


it out and then not read it for publication? 


“ Our goal in handing it out was to give you as 
much information at the quickest possible time 


Q Those of us who aporeciate neu when it hNapper 
we appreciate it - whether they see it involved or not 

A (Laugnter ) 

7] So there would be no objection to reading it int 
the recora for us, unless there 1s a Iecision nor to read rt 


(inaudible) 


a Well, it's not a question of doing it We just 
don't feel it's necessary [ think all of you have that 
information 


Q Phyllis the statement says that Mr. Glass was 
with somebody else, the son of tne Defense Minister [ think 
when you said “with.” were the two of them traveling together . 


[s that your understanding 


A Yes that's our understanding 
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Q On another subject, the report that Iran has laid 
mines in the Persian Gulf, can you confirm that? 


“ Although we cannot confirm or deny the reports of 


[Iranian mining in the Persian Gulf, clearly the potential risk 
1s evident and cannot be discounted We are, therefore, taking 
the report seriously and are taking the necessary steps to 
determine what the actual situation 15 We will reserve our 
final assessment until our investigation is complete 


Q When you say you're taking the report seriously, 
you mean the newspaper report, or the intelligence report that 
the newspaper report is based on? 


“ Let's just stick to reports, information 
@) Well, what - 
Q Phyllis, could I go back to Lebanon for just one 


second? Given what the CIA said yesterday and what Aspin said 
about the heightened risk because of the potential reflagqging, 
would you say that the risk to Americans in Beirut is greater 
now than it had been? 


- We have always talked about the risky nature of 
being in Lebanon, which is why the steps were taken when they 
were in February We have said that it 1S simply an unsafe 


place for an American to be, and have urged Americans to leave 
and not to return 


Q The State Department recently, officials of the 
State Department, at least, with some delight, pointed out or 
claimed that terrorism 1s down since the U.S. has taken, has 
adopted this more muscular policy 


Do you think this may be a reason to reconsider your 
accomplishments? 


I think that -- and certainly, the Secretary 
spoke about the apparent decline of terrorism when he was in 
Venice, and I think he was using, then, long-term figures that 
we assemble over a year; and [ think that you'd have to wait to 
look at those figures over a certain period of time before 
making any judgments about increases or decreases 


-~ MORE - 
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Q There was a report some time ago, a few weeks 
ago, [ think, that Syria had closed the offices of Abu Nidal 
At that time I believe the State Department dia not have any 
confirmation of that Can you give us an update on that? 


5 I don't have anything further on that today 


Q Phyllis, any comment on Waldheim's visit -- 
upcoming visit to the Vatican? 


4 Nothing beyond what i sald yesterday which was no 
comment 


Q Phyllis, on Poland, do you nave anything on those 
special cases, the seven to ten thousand who are here now? 


a I believe you're referring to EVD or extended 
voluntary departure for Poles - 


Q Right 


Aa -- and certainly we have discussed this as an 
issue that really is under the authority of the Department of 
Justice The Attorney General 1s considering whether to extend 
EVD for Poles beyond the June 30 deadline [I would refer you 
to the Justice Department where I think a decision will be 
announced 


Q But they're saying that you recommended that 
these people be, in effect, deported July 1 


“ Well, 1 would certainly remind you of our 
policy We really don't comment on intra-agency policies or 
decisions I have nothing on that 

Q What if the -- apparently the Attorney General 
feels strongly about it that they shouldn't be deported 
You would defer to him? 

A I would refer you to the Attorney General 

Q Do you have any comment on the latest 


developments in Korea? 


a Yes In regard to the latest developments of the 
Situation in Korea, we understand that there were 
Gemonstrations last night in Seoul and elsewhere As you know, 








the Secretary held a press briefing on his plane in which he 
pointed up the need for a dialogue among the political parties 
to bring about fair elections in an atmosphere in which people 
can express themselves freely 


He noted that we realize that such a dialogue requires 
the willing participation of the different parties we 
continue to urge Korea's political leaders to seek ways of 
achieving genuine democratic reforms through a peaceful 
process We believe that violence and force work against, not 
for, progress 


He also noted in his briefing, “We try to be there to 
give counsel, to use our influence to see that these 
transitions take place in a peaceful and orderly way, and in a 


way as consistent as possible with democratic processes “ 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes ['ll see if we can get that 
Q Can you say why Assistant Secretary Abrams did 


not appear on the Hill as scheduled this morning? 


a) I believe that the -- as we announced, that the 
briefing that was scheduled was going to be done by someone 
else, and it's my understanding that Assistant Secretary Abrams 
was involved in meetings with President Arias this morning 


Q I mean, your specific comments yesterday went to 
the Senate Committee, and my understanding was that he was, 
aside from that, scheduled to testify before the House, on the 
House side 


A I'm not aware of that 

Q You're unaware of that? 

a That he was scheduled ] 

Q The House - 

The House I did not know there was a request 
Q It was - he was listed as an Administration 


witness in the newsparcr this morning 
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A Let us check on that Very often those schedules 
are changed. People are scheduled and things are changed 
Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on The 


Washington Times' interview with Charles Wick in which he 
reports that the Soviets are inviting us to come in and check 
out their psychiatric institutions? Are we Following that up? 
Is the U.S. interested in going and sending a team over there, 
and so on? 





- We are aware of The Washington Times' story As 
you know, USIA Director Wick has just returned from Moscow 
where he had the opportunity to meet with many senior Soviet 
officials We think that Director Wick's talks in Moscow were 
both informative and useful For any further comment, I would 
refer you to USIA 


Q Wouldn't the State Department play a role in 
this? This would be a diplomatic move, not a USIA move, to 
follow this up 


a Well, I know, but since it was Director Wick who 
was involved in the conversations on this, I would direct your 
questions to him 


Q I don't want to be obtuse, but, I mean, isn't it 
normal then that the State Department would play a role in 
sending a message back to Moscow, saying, “Yes, fine, we'd like 
to follow this up, we'd like to put a team together." Wouldn't 


that be more the job of the State Department? 


A Well, certainly, in general we would be involved 
in any follow-up like that As I said, we think his talks were 
informative and useful Usually when they are, there is a 
process of follow-up on that, but I just don't have any 
specifics 


Q Is the U.S. Embassy in Lebanon still fully 
functional? At one time there had been a big drawdown in 
personnel Is it still at a very low -- 

A Certainly, the Embassy in Beirut, in East Beirut, 


continues to function We don't talk about the numbers of 
personnel there, but it's fulfilling its mission 


Q For approximately a year the United States 
Government was attempting secretly to buy the freedom of 
hostages in Lebanon What is our policy now? 
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I think it's very clear from both the President, 
and particularly from the Secretary, Of what our policy is on 
hostages: that we have not abandoned them, but we will make no 
concessions. 


Q Do you have any update on the situation in Panama? 
a Basically, the situation in Panama is quiet 
Commercial activity is normal] We understand the state of 


emergency imposed by the government remains in effect 


Q Do you have any indication that that state of 
emergency might end soon? 


A I believe the state of emergency was due to run . 
until the 20th, and [I simply don't know if the government 
intends to continue it or to lift it. 


Q Phyllis, you said on -- regarding the hostages -- 
you said, "We will not abandon them, but we will make no 
concessions.” What has the State Department or anybody in the 


U.S. Government done lately to show that it's not abandoning 
the hostages? 


A We have certainly repeated this point at other 
times. We have not abandoned, and we will not abandon any 
hostages We are taking the appropriate steps that we can. 
We're not going to talk about that, but certainly it's been 
clear from what the Secretary has said that we will not make 
concessions which would only encourage future attacks of 
terrorism 


Q Speaking of hostages, is -- does the U.S 
Government have anything new on Hamadei, whether he will be 
extradited back to the U.S.? 


m No. I don't have anything further on tnat 


Q Do you have comments today on the votes by the 
House on the Embassy in Moscow? 


“ We don't have any comments Yesterday [| had 
thought that we would have a statement The situation on the 
Hill has been moving very rapidly [I understand that it may 


the entire bill may be voted upon this morning, and I don't 
have anything further on that now 
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PR NO. 143 
June 22, 1987 


PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGe P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
MARINA MANDARIN HOTEL 
SINGAPORE 
JUNE 19, 1987 


CHARLES REDMAN (Department Spokesman) Ladies and gentlemen, 
good afternoon The Secretary will begin with a few brief 
remarks and be available for questions When you ask your 
questions, could I please ask you to give your name and your 
organization in so doing 


SECRETARY SHULTZ First, I want to express my appreciation to 
my host, the Foreign Minister of Singapore, Mr. Dhanabalan, and 
to all of the people of Singapore for their very cordial and 
hospitable reception [ am very pleased to have nad a chance 
to participate in this 20th Post Ministerial Dialogue Partners 
meeting This is my fifth go-around on these meetings They 
are always interesting, and they are always productive, 
business-like, worthwhile discussions We have had exchanges 
on many subjects, most particularly the questions of Cambodia, 
of Indochinese refugees, and various aspects of the 
international economic scene l expressed firm support of the 
United States for ASEAN's efforts to keep the pressure on 
Vietnam to end its occupation of Cambodia, and support for 
ASEAN's efforts to bolster the non-Communist resistance and to 
bring about self-determination for the Cambor? .n people 


As far as refugees are concerned, I expressed the continuing 
readiness on the part of the United States to help resolve this 
human tragedy, no matter how long it takes Of course, we must 
remind ourselves that the reason for these refugees is the 
nature of the government of Vietnam That is what is producing 
the problem 
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I reaffirmed our commitment to an open international trading 
system. We worked together very effectively with the ASEAN 
countries in the Uruguay Round, in getting it started, and now 
that it is going on. Of course they are concerned, as I am, 
and everyone is, about the problems of protection around the 
world, including in the United States, and we will of course be 
fighting against that All-in-all, these discussions have been 
very productive and [I am pleased to have had a chance to take 
part in them. Questions? 


QUESTION: Jim Anderson, UPI Mr. Secretary, on the airplane 
the other day you seid something which we would like you to 
follow up on You said on Cambodia that the Soviets have been 
developing their presence in Cambodia Can you tell us more 
@bout that, can you put any numbers on it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't put any numbers or precision on it, 
but it is a general impression having to do with port 
facilities, but I am not able to pin it down more than that. 





QMESTION: Can you say what kind of a presence it is? Is it 
Bilitary advisors? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it is more I believe a question of 


having access to facilities which can be very useful to them 
It 1s something that we just see like a cloud on the horizon 


QUESTION: Mike Battye, Reuters Mr. Secretary, the South 
Korean Government is reported to be contemplating martial law 
to deal with the demonstrations there Do you think that is a 
good idea’? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have, of course, been concerned about 
the difficult problems that we now see in Korea, and we have 
been in close touch with the Korean Government Our advice is 


to somehow resume the process of dialogue between the 
Government and the opposition, so that a method of establishing 
a democratic tradition can be worked out in a mutually 
agreeable way It is a difficult but extremely important 
matter for the people of Korea to see accompanying their 
marvelous economic performance a continuation of the transition 
to a more democratic form of government It is a tricky, 
difficuit problem and we want to help in every way we can to 
see them do it, and the resumption of dialogue, I think, is a 
key. 


WESTION Indonesian Press Mr. Secretary, you have heard a 
presentation from the ASEAN on the concept of a nuclear free 
zone, nuclear weapon free zone in Southeast Asia Did they 

make you understand better why they want to have this treaty? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think the reasons are reasons that 
we all share. We are all concerned about nuclear weapons. 
President Reagan has said that his dream is to see the day when 
we can get rid of them. The President has been conducting a 
process of arms control different from any process of nuclear 
arms control that has ever gone on before, namely, a process 
designed to reduce the level of nuclear arms So, we share 
those concerns and share that outlook However, it is also the 
case that the basic peace in the world, not that there haven't 
been important conflicts, but the basic peace in the world has 
been kept through nuclear deterrence As long as the Soviet 
Union has massive nuclear weapons, it is essential that the 
United States be able to have the weapons needed to deter 
aggression Therefore, we are very reluctant to see the spread 
of so-called “nuclear free zones," because they tend to lessen 
the ability to keep the peace through our deterrent 

capability That is the main point 





QUESTION Thamsak, The Nation Bangkok You seem to have 
emphasized the U.S. support for non-Communist factions in 
Cambosia Is there an international effort to eliminate the 
Khmer Rouge, and if there is one, would the U.S. support a 
joint effort to get rid of the Khmer Rouge? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The problem with Pol Pot and his supporters 
is that they have a track record in government that is a very 
reprehensible one So, we can never support a return to power 
by that group So, we support the non-Communist resistance 


}Oining ASEAN in that effort 


QUESTION Miyazaki, Akihata Did you discuss about the U.S 
bases and insurgency problems in the Philippines? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: When I was in the Philippines, we discussed 
the economic growth that has returned to the Philippines 
following their economic reforins They have got their economy 
now growing For the first time in several years, it is 
estimated at a little over a five percent rate 


We discussed the fact that through an arduous process of 
sixteen months, the Philippine Government has put into place a 
new constitution and people elected to a legislature, as well 
as of course President Aquino, clearly legitimated by virtue of 
the consent of the Philippine people I think it is by now 
quite clear to everyone that the Communist insurgency, however 
desirable it may be to entice people out of the hills to join 
in the new situation on a non-violent and democratic basis, the 
Communist insurgency nevertheless is strong and completely 
ready to use violent means to overthrow or otherwise affect 
this very legitimate and strong governmental process that the 
people of the Philippines have put there 
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So, we certainly discussed that, and of course the United 
States has supported the efforts of President Aquino and her 
government to improve the professionalization and the general 
capabilities of the Philippine Armed Forces, and to put it ina 
Position to take this insurgency on and put it down 


QUESTION: How about U.S. bases ? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the U.S. base question really hasn't 
come up in any strong way. They are there. We have an 
agreement that continues until 1992 It will be reviewed next 
year, and that's something for the future 





The only question that has come up is a conceptual one And 
that is, what to call the flow of funds from the United States 
to the Philippines, in the light of the fact that we have the 
Privilege of using the bases Some argue that it would be good 


to call that flow of money, “rent." We, im the United States, 
are reluctant to use that term and that concept, and we don't 
vse it anywhere in the world We believe that it is more in 


keeping with the dignity of two sovereign states, and more in 
keeping with the genuine nature of what the bases are about 

To regard our presence there with the Philippine Government as 
being something that works to the mutual advantage of both 
governments It helps the United States to be there, and it 
helps the people of the Philippines in their security, as well 
@s the people of the ASEAN region, of which the Philippines are 
@ part, to have the United States presence there So, it’s @a 
Matter of mutual advantage 


At the same time, in the light of the circumstances of the two 
countries, the United States has pledged its best efforts to 

see ihat a certain specified flow of funds goes forward And I 
think that when the period from 1985 to 1989, during which the 
United States pledged to use its best efforts to have a flow of 


aout $900 million, when 1989 is through with, and you look 
back on that period, I feel quite confident that the flow will 
exceed a billion dollars So we will have more than meet the 


best efforts pledged But that's the only question that's come 
up, and its strictly a conceptual one, but one that's important 
to the sense of purpose and sovereign dignity of both countries 


QESTION Henry Gottleib, Associated Press There have been 
some renewed calls on Capitol Hill for sanctions in South 

Korea, in light of all the problems they are having there How 
do you feel about that, and I'd like to ask you if you could 
assess what impact these demonstrations are having on the 
ability of this dialogue to be started’ 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are difficulties in South Korea, but I 
think it is entirely inappropriate everytime there are 
difficulties somewhere for people to start screaming about 
sanctions The problem is quite the reverse: to work with the 
people of the Philippines* and the various leaders of the 
Philippines*, to help them find their way back to the dialogue 
that can produce the constructive result that we want and that 
they want, recognizing that it's not easy, that they're trying 





to do something that they've never done before So we need to 
exercise a strong sense of purpose and go about it that way. 
That's what we're doing They are in no doubt about our views 


and our readiness to help in this process 





QUESTION And on the assessment of the demonstrations? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: [I've said, I think, that they are obviously 
having a difficult time Just how *o assess the breadth of the 
demonstrations is a little -- apparently there is quite a lot 


of uncertainty about how widespread they are, but at any rate 
it's clear that they are in difficult times 


QUESTION Norman Kempster, Los Angeles Times. Can you assess 
the impact of what the United States is trying to do in South 
Korea and on the prospects for resuming the dialogue if the 
South Korean Government were to declare martial law? ] 
SECRETARY SHULTZ There are various gradations of actions 
that the South Korean Government can take to deal with the 
problem of potential violence Just what they're going t do 
[I'm not sure We see various rumors and of ¢ irse, we through 
our Ambassador, Mr Lilley, are in very close touch with their 
authorities But what we think is necessary is a set of 
processes that contain the potential] f yiolence and are 
consistent with restarting tne dialogue tnat we tnink 18 a 
Gesirable component of this process 

QUESTION Liak Teng Kiat, Straits Times What's your 
response to Mr Dhanabalan's remarks this mornine on the 


ASEAN-U.S Initiative 


SECRETARY SHULTZ This is an initiative involving or 
proposing a discussion between ASEAN and the U.S. about 
economic matters, the kind of structured and systemati< 
examination of the way we interact, the nature of the problems 
and how to deal with them and to examine whether or not there 
aren't some additional things that we could do that would 
operate to our mutual advantage Our reaction to that 18 a 


<4 


very positive one We will work at this We do have a lot of 
continuing contact between the U.S anc ASEAN through the year 
and it's highlighted each year by this dialogue partner 


meeting But we have meetings in Washington anc New York and 


* The Secretary meant to say South Korea 
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various other places, so it's a continuing dialogue But I 
have designated the Under Secretary of State for Economic 
affairs, Mr. Wallis, who is here, as a person ready to lay out 


the works, so-to-speak, on this initiative and I invited 
fr. Dhanabalan to designate somebody, and I'm sure that he'll 
do so, and we'll get to work on this. It's a constructive idea. 


QUESTION: Peter Nettleship, 88C, London Can you tell us 
please, in your discussions with Mr. Dhanabalan, did you touch 
on either the topic of press freedom in Singapore and the 
action that Singapore has taken against Time Magazine and the 
Asian Wall Street Journal, or on the subject of the sixteen 
detentions made recently in Singapore on allegations of a 
Marxist conspiracy? 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we -- to use your phrase -- touched 
on both of those In fact, we discussed those issues rather 
extensively, and we have expressed our views involving freedom 
of the press The other matter of the sixteen people you 
Bentioned is something that is taking place within the 
framework of the laws of Singapore and the courts, and I am not 
going to make any comment on it 





QUESTION: National Times, Australia [ was wondering if you 
could discuss just briefly what you will be raising in your 
forthcoming Australian visit by yourself and Mr. Weinberger and 
also perhaps the current concerns of the United States in the 
South Pacific region, particularly in regard to New Zealand and 
its withdrawl from the ANZUS Alliance? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ- [his meeting that we will be having in 
Sydney this year is something we do annually At one time we 
did it with Australia, New Zealand and the United States 

Since New Zealand has basically opted out of ANZU‘ the U.S 

and Australia do it together Last year we did it in San 
Francisco and this year in Sydney And we have a useful and 
traditional agenda We look at security matters and 
developments in this part of the world carefully together The 
Australians have put out a new defense program We talked 


about that last year, and we will talk about that again we 
share views about economic developments in this part of the 
world and, more generally, throughout the world So, that is 
the general nature of the discussion 


kind of exchange and, as 1 say, been 
always look forward to it, 


It has been @ very usefu 


] 
scheduled a long time [ 


particularly when I come to Australia, a country that I know 
rather well 
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QUESTION: National Times, Australia I would like to follow 
up very briefly. Given the coup in Fiji and the type of Soviet 
and Libyan activity in the gion, will there be more emphasis 
on security issues, or do you expect some new element in the 


talks? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course when we talk about security 
issues, we talk about the South Pacific area. And we have done 
that The United States, as you know, has had a long process 


of negotiations going on for several years, finally culminating 
successfully in negotiating a Tuna Fishing Agreement with the 
island states We are very pleased to have that completed, and 
we share views about what is taking place lI make a point each 
year as [I come here to stop at one of the island states to let 
people see our interest and concern and readiness to be 

helpful Our naval ships call, as do Australian ships So 
this is an exchange that helps us as to the information base 
that we are both working from and allows us to coordinate our 
efforts to a degree, as we do with other countries For 
example, I have discussed this whole subject carefully with Mr 
Kuranari, the Foreign Minister of Japan, and followed with 
great interest his trip through the South Pacific several 
months ago So that is a very useful thing to do Il am sure 
that the problems in Fiji will come out, and we will want to 
explore ther 


QUESTION Michael] Richardson, International Herald Tribune 
Mr Secretary, does the United States support continued French 
nuclear testina in the South Pacific and the Frenct 

(,overnment Ss pr »posals for a self determination referendum in 
New Caledonia Is the United States concerned at the 
widespread hostility which these French actions have aroused ir 


ang afr und the South Pai if a ' 


FCRETARY SHULT? well we are concerned about the 

> tility At the same time the French nuciear capability is 
part of the deterrent force that I spoke of earlier If you 
are going t have operative nuclear weapor you have to have a 
place to test them Now, we are, of course, very interested to 


see ang hear assurances from France that its testing program is 
totally sate anc is completely consistent witi undertakings 
that there be no possible venting or anything that is dangerous 
as a result of its tests 


From the standpoint of the United State we do not test in 
this region we test in our own country As tar as the other 
mair concer that |] have heard expressed nate ly the 

juestion of waste neither we. nor France nor Britain make 


any waste aisposa! in the Pacific at all 
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Aas far as the French handling of New Caledonia is concerned and 
the questions around it, that is something for the parties 
concerned to work out. Obviously, there is a great appeal to 
the idea of self-determination, let people vote and decide what 
they wish At any rate, we will see how this process proceeds. 


QUESTION: Does the U.S. accept that the French tests are safe? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ Yes 





QUESTION: Ron Pemstein, VOA News The government of Vietnam 
has changed and put some new people -- or rather, some old 
people in charge Are you more or less optimistic or 
pessimistic at this change? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as we can see, the nature of the 
people who have now emerged seems to snuff out what seemed like 
possible, potential flexibility in the situation It does not 
seem to be consistent with their known postures So it is a 


rather discouraging matter 





Never.heless, the strategy that we and ASEAN have, I think, 
remains absolutely the correct strategy That strategy is 
Number one, to support the non-communist resistance Number 
two, to do everything we can to isolate the aggressor, Vietnam, 
economically and diplomatically That is being done 
successfully And number three, if there comes a time and when 
there comes a time that Vietnam is ready to talk sense, and 
sense meaning to get their troops out of Cambodia and 
participate in arrangements whereby the people of that country 
can establish their own government if it gets to the point 
where it is ready to talk about that, be ready to do so That 
is the Strateaqy It 18 a gooa strateay Sooner or later, it 
will work 


I cannot help but believe that in the recent travel of the 
Soviet Foreign Minister through this part of the world, as he 
went to Bangkok, and he went to Jakarta and went to Hanoi, that 
the price the people of Vietnam are paying for what they are 
Going is extraordinarily high You just have to visit the 
cities and see for yourself And of course, the message of the 
refugees, people voting with their feet, is & message about the 
nature of the regime and the undesirability of what it is doing 


QUESTION Paul (inaudible), AB Australia So you mentioned 
the economic isolation of Vietnam To what extent are you 
concerned that some countries in the West, notably Japan, and 
some ASEAN countries, notably Singapore, are doing big trade 
with Vietnam and perhaps eroding this isolation policy? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think that it is taking place on 
any particular scale. And to the extent that it takes place at 
all, it is not sanctioned by the policies of thm governments 
concerned. They are opposed to it. I think twere is a 
consistent support for the policy of economic and diplomatic 
isolation on the part of these governments. Of course, the 
votes in the United Nations each year are stunning affirmations 
of the world's view that Vietnam has no business occupying 
Cambodia and should get out Thank You 





* * © © 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen [ 
have one brief announcement 


The U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency today is 
issuing the 1986 edition of its publication, “World Military 
Expenditures and Arms Transfers." Copies of the press release 
about the booklet and the booklet itself are available in the 
Press Office It gives information on arms agreements as wel] 
as the usual data on arms deliveries, and gives the world 
rankings of all countries for each of the 17 variables reported 
on in the study 


Now 1']1 be happy to answer any questions 


Q What is the status of or what information do 
you have on Mr Glass where he 1s, who might have taken him? 


A [ have nothing further on the kidnapping of Mr 
Glass We know of no claim of responsibility for the abducti: 
of Mr. Glass and of Mr. Usayran 

Q Could 1 ask you a question 

A Certainly 

i) that comes out OT that Situatlot Yester Ia V 

late yesterday the State Department distributed an answer | 

a Qu tion saving 13 journalist . hag applied ‘ j permis j : 
report from Lebvanon and [ think seven have been approved and 
rive ageniea ana one ] pe naing 

Could you tell is Now the state Department acetermine 
which reporter is qualified to go to Lebanon and which isn't? 


A I don't have the detalls on the qualification 


[ think it's gone ina ‘ operative ettort among several ynureawu 
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in the Department, but I really don't have any further details 
beyond the fact that the most important determining factor is 
that they really are a bona fade journalist. But we can look 
into that and see if there are any of those guidelines on 
determining qualifications that we could share. 


Q Well, I ask not only Fecause I'm anterested in 
how the government decides who's a ,ournalist and who ism't, 
but I'm interested because there's some dispute over whether 
Mr. Glass was a correspondent at this point, because you say 
apparently he didn't apply for permission, or whether he was 
writing a book; whether he's still working for ABC, whether he 
isn't working for ABC. So it could wery well be that he's a 
simple fact-gatherer like some of the people you turn down, and 
it wouldn't have made a difference if he'd applied, you'd turn 
him down anyhow. So I'm just wondering what makes -- 


A Well, what's the point? I mean, what are you -—- 


Q Well, the point is -- I hawe two questions -- the 
point is the government apparently is in the business of 
deciding who's a legitimate jowrnalist and who isn't, so I 
would like to know the criteria for making that decision. 


Q And I've just given you a general answer. 

Q And it's relevant, because Glass apparently is in 
a kind of a shadow area himself as to whether he was a 
correspondent at this point or simply a "journalist." 


- Okay, but what's your question? 


Q How does the government decide who's legitimate 
and who isn't? 


A All right. But I said that -- 


Q And would Glass have been legitimate had he 
applied? 


A Well, again, I hope I gave you a general answer. 
Again, I repeat, I don't have the specific list of 
qualifications. I said I would look to see if we could share 
those with you. I'm mot going to, you know, comment on 
hypothetical situations 


Q But about Glass himself, was Glass a working 
journalist, or was he writing a book? 


A Well, I don't think that's for us to determine. 
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That would be for Mr. Glass to decide You know, we will let 
that rest with him and his family. 


Q I just wondered if you had any facts, you know 
Q Well, the logical follow-up then is -- is he, if 
he does come back, subject to the penalties that are -- you do 


have some penalty for going to Lebanon without authorization, 
right? 


Q Only if he used his passport. 

A well, let me just say that I think at this stage 
where we're all concerned for his safety, it's a little 
premature and inappropriate to talk about sanctions and the use 
of the passport at this moment. 

Q Did you come out with any conclusions from the 
fact that Mr. Glass was kidnapped together with the son of the 
Defense Minister who is a Shi'ite himself? 

6 No We're not forming any conclusions. 

Q Phyllis, yesterday you didn't know whether he was 
captured in the Syrian-controlled territory. Have you made a 
judgment yet whether - 

a) No, I just don't have any specifics on that. 

Q Has the United States reached some agreement with 
Saudi Arabia over using their AWACS planes to fly more 
southerly orbits ower the Persian Gulf? 


A) I assume, before we switch to this subject, that 
there were no other questions on Mr. Glass? Excuse me. 


Q Just one more. 


Q Have you approached the Syrians regarding 
cooperating and trying to, you know, to get him out of there? 


+ We aren't going to talk about any specific 
contacts that we make in a case like this. We have a broad 
range of contacts. 

Q Same question. 


A All right. 


Q Excuse me. You will hawe only -- you don't have 
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an Ambassador in Damascus Are there any plans to -- 


oa That's correct we're represented by a Charge’. 

Q Still -- there is no change coming on that one? 

- There's nothing further on that 

Q Do you know if his grandmother or his mother was 
-- is a Shi'ite by any chance -- Lebanese Shi'ite? 

- Whose grandmother? 

Q Glass. 

. Glass. I haven't a clue. 

Q You don't have anything. 

ia Now on to the question of U.S.-Saudi cooperation 


in the Gulf. We are moving forward in our talks with the 
Saudis on how we can tailor our efforts in security cooperation 
to facilitate our Gulf operations. 


A southern orbit for the Saudi AWACS is one subject 
under consideration. Our talks are going smoothly, and we 
believe that we and the Saudis will work out a favorable 
arrangement very soon. 


We have strong relations with the Saudis who are 
dependable security partners and friends and are providing us 
with valued support in the Gulf. We look forward to continued 
close cooperation with the Government of Saudi Arabia and all 
of the GCC states in protecting regional interests of common 
concern. 


Q Phyllis, if this thing isn't locked up yet, could 
you -- but you do speak of their good cooperation Could you 


Give us a couple of concrete examples of the things that the 
Saudis have done for the United States? 


oa I'm not going to go into concrete, you know, list 
of -- 


Q You're making a claim You ought to be able to 
support your claim. 


Q I think we can support it very well 


Q I know you're trying to sell arms, but can you 
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support your claim that the Saudis have helped you in some 
Specific way? 


a I’m not going to get into a list today on what 
they've done that we consider to be cooperative or 
uncooperative. I stick by my point that we've had -- 


Q No list -- just two or three. 
+ We've had a longstanding arrangement with the 


Government of Saudi Arabia. We've had close economic and 
security arrangements with them, and those continue. 


Q I know. I'm trying to find if it's a two-way 
street. I know you've sold them arms. You have a security 
relationship with them. People -- critics of the Saudis, and 


that amounts to a very heavy percentage of the Congress, just 
don't really believe that the Saudis do very much for the 
United States. Now you are unable to report the AWACS deal 
complete. You've said nothing about the request for air 
landing rights, but you say they have been very cooperative. 
I'd like some examples. 


i We're talking about a long-term cooperative 
arrangement. I think that Assistant Secretary Murphy has 
covered these aspects very well when he has testified on the 
sale of the Mavericks. I'm simply not going to go into a 
checklist today. I'm going to leave my statement stand that we 
have strong and good relations with the Government of Saudi 
Arabia. 





Q Phyllis, on the the Persian Gulf, The Wall Street 
Journal is reporting today that White House officials are 
irritated with the Secretary of State because, according to the 
story, they claim that the Secretary of State is not supportive 
of the President's Persian Gulf policy. Do you have anything 
on that? 


oa We frankly would characterize that statement as 
nonsense. I think that the Secretary of State has clearly set 
the tone for the description of our policy toward the Gulf, and 
I would refer you to his press conference in Venice when he 
discussed the Department of State -- the Government's views on 
our security interests in the Gulf. 


Q Mrs. Oakley, your statement about the cooperation 
of Saudi Arabia gives the impression -—- at least gives me the 
impression -- that you don't find any impact out of the failure 


of the Administration to go ahead with the arms sales to Saudi 
Arabia. 
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4 I don't want to comment, and I haven't before, on 


the impact of this. I think the point that I would emphasize 
is that we have a broad range of interests with the Saudi 
Arabian Government, and we have a solid relationship. Of 


course, there may be some effects here, but it is a broad, deep 


relationship, and we can proceed in many areas of cooperation 
with them, while there may be certain areas where that 
cooperation is made more difficult. 


Q Phyllis, first of all, could we have a copy of 
that original statement on the Saudis? 

i Yes. I can -- let's see about that afterwards. 

Q Secondly, there's also been a report that Kuwait 
was offering free oil to the reflagged tankers, and also there 
has been some movement on overflight for -- of U.S. airplanes 


over Oman. Are either of those things true? 
- No, I just don't have anything on those stories. 
Q Phyllis -- 
. Excuse me He's next. 


Q On the issue of landing rights for the planes 
which would have to come in the northern part of the Gulf -- 
that's their extreme limit of a carrier plane's range, I think 
-- and is there a discussion of the use of landing rights in 
Saudi Arabia for the U.S. carrier planes which will be in the 
area? 


= I just can't help you with that story. 


Q How about expanding the use of the Saudi F-15s? 
Any change in their rules of engagement as part of this deal 
for the AWACS? 


2 Sorry. I just don't have those operational 
details about the AWACS discussions. 


Q There was another -- along the lines of the other 


earlier questions, a report of possible Kuwaiti leasing of 
American oil tankers. Is that going to happen, or is that 
under discussion? 


a The Kuwaitis have discussed the possibility of 
chartering U.S. flag vessels with the Maritime Administration. 
For further information about the details of any arrangement, 
would refer you to the Maritime Administration. 





I 
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I would note, however, that if some charter 
arrangement could be worked out, it would not supplant the 
reflagging arrangement which we have worked out with the 
Kuwaitis. 


Q It would sound like it would augment that in that 
more ships would be subject to U.S. naval escort. 

2 Yes, but it's a different category. 

Q But would they get the naval escorts too? 

A As a general policy, the U.S. protects or seeks 


to protect all U.S. flag vessels in the Gulf or elsewhere. 


Q Do you know how many vessels we're talking about, 
Phyllis, roughly? 


a) No. I don't have an idea. I understand, I 
think, it's a limited number. [t's not a, you know, huge 
number, but I don't have the number. 


Q What would a huge number be? I[s eleven a huge 
number or -- 


4 Oh, I think eleven is a reasonably modest 
number. I think it's probably a small number under ten, but 
let me check on that, because I don't have the details. 


Q Where are we on the reflagging of the vessels, 
which has now taken many, many, many weeks? 


3) [ really don't have anything further on it. I 
Said yesterday that we're proceeding. 

Q Proceeding. 

- Yes. 

Q Do you have anything on Vorontsov's visit to 


Tehran and Baghdad? Apparently, there are some diplomatic 
efforts done by the Soviets? 


I No. I don't have any comments. 


Q Do you have anything also on the troubles in the 
United Arab Emirates? Are you concerned? 
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“ We have noticed, or certainly been aware of the 
Situation in Sharjah. It's our understanding that the 
situation is unclear about who is the recognized ruler of the 
Government, and that the national auard and police there are 
maintaining security. 


Q He visited, the ex-ruler visited Washington a 
couple of months ago. Are you still in contact with him? 
Apparently, he is still -- the President of the United Arab 


Emirates consider him the legitimate ruler. Do you consider 
him that? 


4 We are not making any judgments on any of that. 
As I said, the situation is unclear. 


Q Do you have anything on a Soviet arms control 
delegation coming here preparatory to a Shevardnadze visit 
around July 4, something like that? 


a No, I don't have anything on it. 

Q Senator D'Amato and some members of the Stethem 
family apparently had a news conference, and what we're hearing 
—-- it just happened about an hour-and-a-half ago -- criticizing 


what they consider lax efforts by the State Department to get 
Hamadei extradited from Germany. 


I don't know if you're aware of the criticism? 


o No, I wasn't aware of that and I don't have any 
comment on it. 


Q But would your answer be that you're still doing 
everything you can to get him here for trial or what? 


a I don't have anything further to what we said 
before. I'm not sure you were here, but it was at the end of 
last week. 


Q On that, I wasn't here either, so you may have 
answered this. Are Americans going to Germany to testify or 
give depositions, or something about Hamadei's (inaudible)? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
Q Situation report on South Korea? 
A Let me give you an update of our understanding of 


the current situation in South Korea. Violent confrontations 
between police and demonstrators continue in major cities 
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throughout the Republic of Korea. For this reason, the State 
Department has decided to issue the following travel advisory. 


Seoul and other major cities of Korea have been the 
Sites of political protest usually taking the form of 
confrontations between police and student demonstrators. While 
most protests occur on university campuses, some have happened 
off the campuses and have interfered with outside activities. 
The Department of State urges Americans who are visitors to 
exercise caution and to avoid large public gatherings and areas 
where demonstrations are underway. 


Current information about conditions in the Republic 
of Korea may be obtained from the U.S. Embassy in Seoul, 
telephone number 732-2601 or the U.S. Consulate in Pusan, 
telephone number 23-7791. Copies of the travel advisory will 
be available from the Press Office later today. 


Q I wonder if this is the first sign you're 
beginning to pull the plug. Does this represent a statement of 
U.S. concern, or is it a U.S. judgment that the Government of 
South Korea is unable to maintain order? 


a) It's not a question of that. It's simply an 
indication of our concern for American citizens. As you know, 
we have lots of travel advisories throughout the world. 


Q But doesn't it also represent some lack of 
confidence in the Government of South Korea? 


Q [ don't think it should be read in any political 
way. 


Q The Olympics are coming up in that country. How 
would this affect that? Could Americans go to the Olympics? 


A Well, I have to think, you know, there is a long 
time away from that. We have, I think, certainly made our 
position known to the Government of Korea. We understand that 
the ruling Democratic Justice Party may be considering a more 
flexible approach to the current political crisis in Korea, 
including reopening discussions on constitutional revision, as 
well as movement on other issues. 


We have urged, and we continue to urge, most strongly 
all parties to take rapid steps toward political compromise. 
We encourage the government and the opposition to pursue such 
opportunities for progress which the Korean people clearly want 
toward a more open political system. 
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I might note that the Secretary of State addressed 
this in a press conference in Singapore when he said, "Our 
advice is to somehow resume the process of dialogue between the 
government and the opposition, so that a method of establishing 
a democratic tradition can be worked out in a mutually 
agreeable way." 


Q Phyllis, does that mean the U.S. Government 
believes the next leader should be elected in a popular 
election instead of hand-picked? 


A We aren't talking about what we want in sucha 
specific way. What we are talking about is urging a resumption 
of the dialogue of the Korean political process, and as we've 
said, something that works for them toward a more open 
political system. 


Q But last year you weren't saying that. Last 
year, you were happy that he had agreed to have an election, 
that that was good enough, and in fact, when the Secretary went 
there, a meeting was arranged and the two leading opposition 
people were not present, and that didn't seem to disturb the 
U.S. Government. 


Doesn't this represent some liberalization of the U.S. 
stand toward the regime in South Korea ~- attitude toward the 
regime in South Korea? 


- No. What we're talking about is our support for 
various principles in the Korean political scene. What's 
changed has been the conditions within Korea itself, and we are 
responding to that in ways that we think are going to help 
Korea and provide for Korea's long-term prosperity and 
security, and to urge them toward this more open political 
process of dialogue. 


Q Meanwhile, members of Congress like -- 

a Excuse me. Let me take your question. 

Q Members of Congress -~ prominently, Senator 
Kennedy ~- are calling for economic sanctions against Korea. 


What's the State Department answer to that? 


A We believe that this would be unwise and not 
helpful. 


Q Can you say whether included in the platforms of 
any of the opposition parties in South Korea are calls for the 
withdrawals of U.S. troops or diminisiment of U.S. military 
presence in Korea? 
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A I don't have anything on specific opposition 
platforms. I think that that's in a process of evolution, but 
I don't have anything specific. 


Q Can you say whether or not we have any evidence 
that there is interference by the North Koreans in the 
political upheavals going on in South Korea? 


A No, I just can't help you with that. 


Q Following the President's letter to President 
Chun, can you fill us in on whether the letter has actually 
been delivered? And also can you share with us any other 
diplomatic initiatives that are under consideration or that 
have already been undertaken? 


- I think the White House this morning addressed 
this question of a Presidential letter. Let me just note that 
we have frequent communication with the leaders of the 
Government of Korea. 


Q Have you any reasons to say that it would be 
unwise and not helpful to, say, for instance, to restrict sales 
of weapons at this time? 


5 No, I just don't have anything on that. I don't 
think that question has been considered. 


Q On your travel advisory, you, basically, are 
urging Americans not to walk downtown when there is a tear 
gas-throwing demonstration going on. You're not urging 
Americans to avoid South Korea, are you? 

4 That's correct. 


Q So they can go ahead and go and do whatever they 
want -- 


a Yes. 
Q -—- but just don't -- boy, that's really tough. 


Have travel advisories been issued previously for 
South Korea? 


a Not to my knowledge, but you know, I don't want 
to go back as the institutional memory to the days of the 
fifties, and at other times. 
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Q During the war. (Laughter) 


a Yes. (Laughter) I think -- 

Q "Exercise extreme caution." 

= That's right. 

Q Now that the Secretary has urged the two sides to 


somehow resume their dialogue and they are not really talking 
to each other, is the United States prepared to help them get 
together through ways such as good offices or --? 


- I'm not going to speculate on various things that 
we might do. I think we, obviously, are very concerned about 
this situation and that we will stay in close touch. 


Q How would you characterize the general situation 
now between North and South Korea? Has there been any signs of 
greater tension, any North Korean military build-up along the 
border in the recent weeks or --? 


A ['m not aware of any signs of greater tension in 
that area. 


Q And we are fully committed, insofar as this was a 
big issue during the Carter Administration, to maintaining our 
full military presence there at this time, right? 


A I don't think there has been any discussion of 
any change in the American military posture in South Korea. 


Q On the Middle East: Do you have any comment on 
the new contacts between the Israelis and the Soviets? 


A No, I don't have any comment. 


Q They got an invitation, you know, to travel to 
Israel and have new talks on the international conference. 


a I know, but I think you should direct your 
questions to them. We don't comment on everything that happens 
in the world. 


Q When will Mr. Murphy meet with Mr. Polyakov, and 
what's the agenda there? 


A Well, this is to be -~ I don't have any specific 
details on the meeting. We expect the meeting to take place in 
the first part of July in Europe. 1 don't have any specifics. 
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We've said before that we expect it to cover, as usual, the 
full range of Middle Eastern questions. 


Q How about the Libyan-Algerian Accords? 

A Same category. 

Q You don't expect to be - 

i) No, we're not going to comment on that. 

Q Any progress on a Shultz-Shevardnadze date, or 


any progress on arms control by the two sides? 


4 I think what we've said on that still stands, as 
well, that a meeting between Shultz and Shevardnadze is a 
possibility. We just don't have any details scheduled. 


Q Do you have anything on President Orteaga's 
announcement that he would boycott a Central American summit in 
August? 


- We found the announcement by President Ortega, 
that he will not attend the Central American summit if it is 
postponed, to be disappointing. The efforts by the Central 
American governments to bring peace to their region are an 
extremely important undertaking, and adequate preparations must 
be made if those efforts are to be successful. 


We are concerned that the Government of Nicaragua is 
trivializing that process by demanding that talks be held ona 
particular date or not at all, rather than embracing the 
opportunity to join its neighbors in resolving the region's 
substantive problems. 

Q Get a copy of that? 

a Yes. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 








Posted: uv 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Friday, June 19 daily press briefing: 


LEBANON PASSPORT RESTRICTIONS 





Q: How does the Department of State determine if a reporter 
qualifies for a passport validation to travel to restricted 
areas Or countries? 

A: VALIDATION OF PASSPORTS FOR TRAVEL BY JOURNALISTS TO 
RESTRICTED AREAS IS GOVERNED BY VOLUME 22 OF THE CODE OF 
FEDERAL REGULATIONS, SECTION 51.73, WHICH STATES THAT: 
"AN APPLICATION MAY BE CONSIDERED IF THE APPLICANT IS A 
PROFESSIONAL REPORTER, THE PURPOSE OF WHOSE TRIP IS TO 


OBTAIN, AND MAKE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC, INFORMATION ABOUT 


THE RESTRICTED AREA.” 
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KEN QUESTION 
a 4 sad see et a 4 ws 





Question taken at the noon press briefing of June 19, 1596? 


KUWAIT: CHARTERED SHIPS 





Q: How many U-S. flag vessels might be chartered by the 
Kuwaitis?” 


A: --NO SPECIFIC NUMBERS HAVE BEEN DISCUSSED. THE EXTENT OF 


THE MARITIME ADMINISTRATION'S CONTACT WITH KUWAITI 


INTERESTS ON THIS MATTER HAS BEEN TO PROVIDE INFORMATION ON 


THE AVAILABILITY OF PRIVATELY OWNED U.S- FLAG TANKERS. 
CHARTER ARRANGEMENTS ARE GENERALLY MADE DIRECTLY BETWEEN 


THE PARTIES INVOLVED. 
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AMEMBASSY CarRO MMED LATE 
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STATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS; DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOF 

WR CARLUCC! AND WHITE HOUSE FOR WR. FITZWATER AND 
4R. HOWARD: SECDEF FOR OASD/PA FOR ASD SIMS, USIA FOR 
P ASSOC ATE DIRECTOR 


£0. 12356:0/a 
SUBJECT TRANSOR PT OF SECSTATE ON BOnRD PRESS 
CONT ERENCE 


FOLLOWING (|S THE TRANSORIPT OF THE ONBOARD PRESS 
CONFERENCE GIVEN BY SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE SHULTZ 
PRIOR TO LANDING IN SYDNEY, JUNE 28 1987 


Q MR SECRETARY WHEN YOU WERE TALKING TO ASEAN YOL 
SAID THAT THE US. TRADE PMBALANCE WAS GDING TO BE 
CHANGED AND THAT THIS MIGHT BE TRAUMCTIC TO SOME OF 
OUR TRADING PARTNERS WAS WONDERING WHETHER YOL 
ARE SAYING THIS AS A MATTER OF SPMPLE ARI THAET IC 
SOMETHING THAT NEV/TABLE, OF (IF THERE |S 
SOMETHING THAT 1S GOING TO CHANGE AS & RESULT OF 
POLICY, AND |S THERE ANYTHING THAT NEEDS TO BE DONE 
TO MANAGE THIS CHANGE 

a THE OHANGE IN THE U.S. TRADE DEFICIT 1S ALREADY 
UNDERWAY AND |S CLEARLY OBSERVABLE IW VOLUMES THAT 
Ss F YOU TAKE THE VOLUMES OF THE THINGS THAT ARE 
TRADED AND LOOK AT WHAT S HAPPENING TO THEM YOU SEE 
THAT |7 |S CHANGING CLEARLY. (WOW THE CHANGE IN THE 
RELATIVE VALUE OF THE DOLLAR WITH RESPECT TO THE TWD 
OTHER CURRENCIES MEANS THAT YOL PRICE THESE VOLUMES 
\N 2 SOMEWHAT DIFFERENT WAY THAT'S WHAT THE J 
CURVE, SO CALLED, COMES FROM BUT EVEN IW DOLLAR 
TERMS YOU ARE STARTING TO SEE THE CHANGE. SO aS & 
MATTER OF OBSERVATION 17° S TAKING PLACE | THINK THE 
PRINCIPAL (WELUENCE THAT S BRINGING ABOUT RIGHT NOW, 
S THE CHANGE IN THE RELATIVE VALUE OF THE DOLLAR 
THAT |S WHAT HAS CAUSED THIS TO START SHIFTING. ND 
WHY |S |7 THAT WE SHOULD EXPECT THAT THE TRADE 

DEF IC! 7 WILL DECL OWE AND PERHAPS BEFORE LONG TURN 
INTO & SURPLUS? ‘THE REASON 1S THAT AS DUR WET 
POS!TION IN TERMS OF WHAT PEOPLE IN OTHER COUNTRIES 
OWN HERE VERSUS WHAT PEOPLE OW OUR COUNTRY OWN 
ABROAD AS THAT WET POS!TION CHANGES THEN GRADUALLY 
THE WET FOWANCIAL FLOWS AS A RESULT OF THE OWNERSHIP 
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OF THESE ASSETS WILL CHANGE. OVER QUITE A PERIOD OF 
TIME ®S OUR ASSETS ABROAD EXCEEDED THEIRS HERE, 

THERE WAS A FLOW TO THE UNITED STATES OF FUNDS 
MEANING THAT WHEN WE RUN LL SAY, & SMALL TRADE 

DEF IC!T, OUR CURRENT ACCOUNT IS STILL IN SURPLUS OR 
EVEN, BECAUSE OF THESE FIWANCIAL FLOWS. F )WANC/AL 
FLOWS IN THE BND HAVE TO BALANCE UP, SO WHEN WE REACH 
THE POIN] THAT THERE |S A WET COST OF SERVICING THESE 
ASSETS TO US, THEN HOW DO YOU BALANCE UP” HOW DO YOU 
GET THE MONEY? ‘THERE ARE TWO WAYS. ONE WAY IS YOU 
BORROW |7. YOU BORROW HOWEY, |W OTHER WORDS THE WET 
ASSET DISTR MBUT ION CHANGES FURTHER, YOU BORROW MONEY 
\W ORDER TO SERVICE YOUR DEBT. THAT'S DONE WAY. THE 
OTHER WAY |S THAT YOU EARN THE MONEY TO SERVICE YOUR 
DEBT BY SELLING MORE THAN YOU BUY. THERE AREN'T any 
OTHER WAYS, UNLESS SOMEBODY WANTS TO MAKE GIFTS TO 
YOU SO WHAT HAPPENS, Ff |7 BECOMES APPARENT THAT 
THE ONLY WAY THAT WE ARE GOING TO SERVICE THIS 
S'TUATION |S THROUGH BORROWING MONEY° AFTER A WHILE 
PEOPLE WHO ARE LOANING YOU MONEY IN THOSE 
CIRCUMSTANCES AND YOUR INDEBTEDNESS, SO TO SPEM@K, IS 
GROWING, BEGIN TO SORATOH THEIR HEADS AND THEY Say 

WE BETTER BE CAREFUL IN FINANCIAL TERMS, BE ING 
CAREFU! MEANS THAT YOU RAISE THE RATE YOU CHARGE FOR 
THE LOAN, AND THEY WOULD BE SAYING TO THEMSELVES 

THEY BETTER BE CAREFUL BECAUSE OF THE INCREAS ING 
OVERHANG, BECAUSE OF THE POTENTIAL EXCHANGE R! SK 

THAT S IMPLIED BY THIS S/TUATION. SO THAT TENDS TD 
DRIVE THE MARKET, THIS |S NOT GOVERNMENT POLICY, THIS 
(S THE WAY THE MARKET WORKS, AND GOVERNMENTS CAN 
CHANGE POLICIES THAT REPRESENT INPUTS TO THE MARKET, 
BUT BASICALLY THE MARKET |S IN CHARGE OF THIS, YOU 
M/GHT SAY. SO THE MARKET WILL SEEK SOME way TO F OND 
AN EQUI, HBRIUM, AND WHAT 17 1S SEEKING REALLY IS TO 
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ALLOA OLA 28 /22882 TRADE DEFICIT HAPPENED QUICKLY, AND |7 HAPPENED 
INFD SS-Bi Pa-B] B82 03 NGB VIRTUALLY EXCLUSIVELY THROUGH THE SUCKING IW, OW A 
LALLA AA LALO AAA A OLED GIGANT/C SCALE, OF THINGS FROM ABROAD (WTO THE UN|TEL 
ACT DN PA-B2 STATES. SO | READ PEOPLE SAYING THAT IF THE UN! TED 
STATES WANTS TO CURE |TS TRADE DEFICIT, WE HAVE TO 
WFO .0C-88 COPY-@) ADS-BB IWR-18 SS- NEA-B7 = NSUE-BB LEGRN HOW TO EXPORT. WE HAVE TO LEARN HOW TO 
SS0-88 4 «fAP-BB 8 IWRE-BB PRS-B! 821 PENETRATE OTHER PEOPLE'S MARKETS. WOT SO. WE HAVE 
i aecaaer lata 241425 2822822 /63 38 TO LEARN TO SELL EFFECTIVELY INTO THE BIG, LARGE, 
0 28194172 JUN 87 DIVERS | /ED OPEN MARKET OF THE UNITED STATES. 7S 
FM AMCONSUL SYDNEY THE BIGGEST GAME IN TOWN, AND !7 HAPPENS SUDDENLY, 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIA 2639 DON'T SAY IT WIL! BUT 17 CAN GD THE OTHER WAY; WOT 
SECDEF WASHDC /MMED ATE QS @ RESULT OF PROTECT!OW BUT AS A RESULT OF THE 
US|A WASHDC IMMEDIATE B47. WOTURGL FORCES, POSSIBLY. WOW THE WATURAL FORCE THAT 
US INFO WASHDC I MMED | ATE HAS OCCURRED |S THE B/G REVALUATION OF THE DOLLAR. & 
AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMED ATE GOOD WAY FOR THIS TO HAPPEN AND THE WAY THAT WE HAVE 
QMEMBASSY SINGAPORE I MMED ATE BEEN URGING |S, THAT OTHER COUNTRIES EXPAND MORE 
AMEMBASSY WELL INGTON MMED ATE RELATIVE TO US. OUR BIG DEFICIT MEANS THAT WE HAVE 
AMEMBASSY BEIRUT I MMED | ATE BEEN IN A HUGE WAY, 168 BILL !ON DOLLARS WORTH LAST 
AMEMBASSY CAIRD IMMEDIATE YEAR, PROVIDING THE STIMULUS TO THE WORLD ECONOMY 
QMEMBASSY AMMAN PMMED | ATE WE HNDW THAT 15 NOT GOING TO CONTINUE, THAT IS IT'S 
AMEMBASSY RIYADH IMMEDIATE NOT GOING TO CONTINUE TO IWOREASE, {7S GOING TO 
AMEMBASSY CANBERRD (| MMED ATE DECREASE. SO THERE HAS TO BE SOMETHING COME FROM 
PACIFIC !SLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE /HONDLULU # MMED | ATE SOMEWHERE ELSE |* THE WORLD ECONOMY 1S GDING TO 
MAINTAIN ITS BUOYANCY. SO THAT S THE DESIRABLE way 
UNCLAS SECTION B2 OF 11 SYDNEY 82581 FOR THIS TO HAPPEN. THE UNDES/RABLE WAY |S 
PROTECTION. PROTECT THAT BIG MARKET. WE'VE BEEN 
STATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS; DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR THERE, WE WERE THERE (WN THE 1838 5, WE KNOW WHAT THAT 
WR. CARLUCC! AND WHITE HOUSE FOR MR. FI TZIWATER AND MEANS. OR YOU CAN CHANGE THE -- | WANT TO CHOOSE ty 
WR. HOWARD, SECDEF FOR OASD/PA FOR ASD SIMS; USIA FOR WORDS CAREFULLY DON'T WANT YOU TO PUT THE WRONG 
P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR TWIST ON THIS -- |F WHAT YOU ARE LOOKING FOR TO 
CHANGE THIS TRADE DEF/C!T PATTERN, |S B CHANGE IW THE 
£.0. 12356:W/a REL AT|VE RATES OF EXPANSION OF DUR ECONOMY VERSUS 
SUBJECT. TRANSORIPT OF SECSTATE ON BOARD PRESS OTHER ECONOMIES IN THE WORLD, AS | SAID, YOU CAN 





HOVE US SERVICE OUR DEBTS AND MAYBE GET THEM DOWN BY 
PUNNING 2 TRADE SURPLUS. THAT 5 WHERE THE MARKET 
WiLL TREND 


WOW 'F YOU LOOK AT DUR TRADE DEFICIT AND ASK 

YOURSEL?, HOW DID |7 COME ABDUT? ‘THE ANSWER 1S THAT 
OUR EXPORT PERFORMANCE CONS|DERING WHAT HAPPENED TO 
THE RELATIVE VALUE OF THE DOLLAR, THAT 1S 17 WENT way 
UP AS B RESULT OF IW-FLONS DF MONEY, THE EXPORT 
PERFORMANCE WAS RATHER IMPRESS! VE BECAUSE YOU ARE aN 
EXPORTER, YOU ARE PRODUCING SOMETHING IN THE UN) TED 
STATES 7D SELL ABROAD, AND ALL OF A SUDDEN, THROUGH & 
CHANGE (WN THE RELATIVE VALUE OF THE DOLLAR, YOU VE 
BEEN REPRICED THERE S NOTHING YOU CAN DO ABOUT 17 
THAT |SN 7 BECAUSE YOU REN 7 AN EFFICIENT PRODUCER 
OR ANYTHING YOU VE BEEN REPRICED. AND TO BE ABLE 
TO CONTINUE MAINTAINING EXPORT VOLUME 1S IMPRESS | VE 





H NOT SURE OF MY FACTS WERE, WE HAVE BEEN FOR SOME 
TOME | THOWK THE WORLD'S LEADING EXPORTER. THAT May 
NOT BE TRUE TODAY BECAUSE OF THE REPRICING AS THE 
DOLLAR HAS DECLINED, BUT STILL WE ARE & FORMIDABLE 
EXPORTER NO DOUBT WE WANT TO BE MORE COMPET!7 | VE 
BUT 17 (SWNT AS THOUGH AMERICAN INDUSTRY HAS LOST | 7S 
VERVE, AND THE FACT THAT 17 HAS HAD & GREAT DEAL OF 
PRESSURE OW (7 BECAUSE OF WHAT HAPPENED TO THE 
DOLLAR, PROBABLY MEANS THAT AS THE RELATIVE VALUE OF 
THE DOLLAR CHANGES THIS TOUGHNESS THAT S BEEN BUILT 
(W, (5 GDING TD ASSERT ITSELF, | THINK. DW IF YOU ‘ 
LIODK AT THE DEFICIT OW TERMS OF ITS COMPONENTS, DON'T 
JUST IDO AT THE DEFIC/T, LOOK AT THE COMPONENTS DF 
THE DEF /C!7 (7 WAS AN EXPORT COMPONENT @ND an 
(MPORT COMPONENT IF YOU HAE TIME AND YOU HAVE 
DOLLARS, THE EXPORT COMPONENT GOES ALONG LIKE THIS 
WNSEDN HAND MOVEMENTS) THE IMPORT GOES LIKE THAT 
WNSEEN HAND MOVEMENTS) PUT 17 ANOTHER way THE 
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FM AMCONSUL SYDNEY 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 2688 
SECDEF WASHDC (MMED ATE 
US|A WASHDC (MMEDIATE B472 
USINFOD WASHDC | MMED | ATE 
AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMED ATE 
OMEMBLSSY SINGAPORE (MMED ATE 
AMEMBASSY WELLINGTON IMMED ATE 
AMEMBOSSY BEIRUT IMMED ATE 
aMEMBASSY COIRD IMMED ATE 
QMEMBOSSY AMMAN /MMED ATE 
OMEMBASSY RIYADH IMMED | ATE 
OMEMBASSY CANBERRA OMMED ATE 
PACIFIC ISLANDS PROGRAM OFF ICE “HOWDLULU # MMED | ATE 
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STATE FOR PO OND PA/PRESS. DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR 
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R. HOWARD: SECDEF FOR DASD/PA FOR ASD SIMS, USIA FOR 
P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 
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SUBJECT: ‘TRANSDORIPT OF SECSTATE OW BOARD PRESS 


OKMNGE THAT BY HAVING OTHER ECONOMIES BECOME MORE 


BUDYANT, SD THEY WILL PULL OW MORE GOODS OF OUR 
EOONOMY CON BEDOME LESS BUDYAWT OW TERMS OF THE 
ESPECT OW THE TRADE DEF ITT, (7 WORKS THE SAME way 


BUT THAT 3 WOT & DESIRABLE way THE DESIRABLE way 

TDR OTHER ECONOMIES TD PUSH MORE THAT 15 WHY if 
#OVE BEEW AFTER THE JOPOWESE THOT (5 WHY ME Have 
BIEN OFTER THE GERMANS 2S "HE BIGGER ECONOMIES BUT 
atT7ER EVERYBODY £.5€ TOO THERE (SW 7 GWY ECDNDMY IW 
"WE WORLD EVEW REMDTELY COMPARABLE TD THE U = 
ECONDM THE RUSS \QN ECOWDPY (5 ABDUT 45 PERCENT OF 
OURS, "WE JAPANESE ECONDMY ABOUT 2B PERCEWT OF 5D 
NOBODY 1S |W OUR Stat 30 “NDS THIS (5 MORE OF 
ON GNSMER THON YD WANTED BUT OwYeer 


OUP TRADE DEF C17 15 START WG TD SHR ime 7 wiki 
CONTINUE 70 DD SD, POSSIGLY AS RAPIDLY as 17 
EMERGED AND WHEN THAT HOPPEWS |W THE SORT OF 6. OBA 
BALANCE OF ACCOUNTS WHERE DEFICITS ND SURPLUSES |W 
"WE EMD WOVE TD MEQSURE UF THE CDUNTRIES THAT HaUE 
BEEN || VIWG OFF OF -- THAT (©S HOVIWG THE DEMAND THOT 
SUTTAINS THEIR ECONOMY COME FROM -- DIRECTLY OF 
ADIRECTLY THE US DEF IC’? BRE GDIWG TD Have 7D 
FOWL BWOTHER ME ONS + THEY HOVE 7 BEEW Bull Diws 
FOR THeT THEY MAY HOVE SOME "ROUBLE THeT So wy iT 
“oy BE TRaumeT Cc | aw OVE BEEW TRY WG TD POW 
IS UP SD THAT PEOPLE WiLL DD THImGS OND « -#aNE 
Sa/D TD THE JOPANESE DOW 7 THIGH THAT YOU SHDULD 
WORF’ ABOUT YOUR TRADE SURPLUS 2D & FaewOR 7D THE 
UNITED STATES THE UNITED STATES Will BEML wiT# 175 
TRADE DEF IC\7 YOU SHOULD WORRY aBouT YOUR TRADE 
SURPLUS BECAUSE (7 MARES YOU SD VULMEROBLE DU oF 
DVER-DEPEMDEWT OW 7 BMD 1F YOL THY "D SHIFT 17 
FROM THE UNITED STATES TD Ali OWER THE PLACE YOU RE 
GOING TH RUN HTD BLOT OF RES STANCE 6D YOU D 
SETTER TAME SOME STEPS TH STIMUL STE THE DEMAND 7 OF 
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PRODUCTS INSIDE J@PAN, ETCETERA, AROUND THE WORLD 
DOES THAT ANSWER YOUR QUESTION ALL RIGHT” 


3508311 


Q. YES, SIR, YOU SEEM TO BE WARWING THE ASEAN 
COUNTRIES IN YOUR PREPARED STATEMENTS THAT EXPORT 
LEAD STRATEGIES WON 7 WORK IW THE FUTURE BECAUSE THE 
U.S. WILL BE COMING TO GRIPS WITH | TS OWN TRADE 
DEFICIT. BUT AT THE SAME TIME YOU SEEM TD SUPPORT 
THE U.$. (OSEAN TRADE INITIATIVES THAT WOULD GIVE THEM 
SPECIAL PRIVILEGES WITH THE U.S. MARHET. ISN'T THERE 
B CONTRADICTION IN MESSAGES THERE” 


L WON'T GIVE MY SOME SPEECH OVER OGAIN BUT THAT 
S THE REASON WHY | THIWK THEY HAVE TO EXAMINE & 
STRATEGY FOR THEIR OWN GROWTH THAT S HEAVILY 
DEPENDENT ON 2 MAJOR EXPORT SURPLUS. THAT ORGUMENT 
DOESN 7 DEPEND ON WHAT THEY DD wWiTH RESPECT TO THE 
MARKET COUNTRY BY COUNTRY 7S & STATEMENT 
ABOUT THE OVERALL COMPLEXION OF WHAT WORLD TRADING 
WiLL BRIWG ABOUT. QA WE ALWAYS HAVE TOD KEEP 
TEADHING OURSELVES THE LESSON OF MAGNITUDES. THE 
MAGNITUDES OF THE ASEMN ECONOMIES ARE VERY SMALL IW 
COMPAR SON WITH THE MQGNITUDE OF THE U.S. ECONDMY 
NOW AS FAR AS ANY SPECIAL ARRANGEMENTS WITH ASEQN ARE 
CONCERNED, WELL THIS |S SOMETHING THAT WE HOVE TALKED 
ABOUT 2 LOT. THERE ARE GSP GRRANGEMENTS IW PLACE, 
OND WE TALK BBOUT INVESTMENT TREATIES, WE TALK ABOUT 
THE | MPORTANCE OF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS AND SO 
ON THERE OPE & LOT OF ASPECTS TO THE WAY WE 
WTERACT WITH THE COUNTRIES OF ASEAN OND SD THEY 
HOVE SUGGESTED, GND WE HAVE QGREED, TO SYSTEMATICALLY 
EXAMINE THESE THINGS OND TO SEE WHOT CAN BE DHANGED 
THOT WOULD BE SUTUALLY ADVANTAGEOUS, THAT |S 
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Fm AMCONSUL SYDNEY 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC | 
SECDEF WASHDC I MMED/ ATE 
USIA WASHDC IMMEDIATE B473 

USINFD WASHDC IMMEDIATE 

OMEMBASSY MAW/L 2 IMMED ATE 

AMEMBASSY SINGAPORE (MMED ATE 

AMEMBASSY WELLINGTON (MMED ATE 

AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMED ATE 

OMEMBASSY CAIRO (| MMED ATE 

QMEMBASSY AMMAN (MMED ATE 

AMEMBASSY RIYADH IMMEDIATE 

QMEMBOSSY CANBERRA (MMED ATE 

PACIFIC ISLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE “HOWDLULU # 


DIATE 2641 


MMED | ATE 


UNCLAS SECTION B4 OF 11 SYDNEY 82581 

STATE FOR PR GND PL/PRESS. DEPARTMENT PASS WSC FOR 

WR. CARLUCC! AND WHITE HOUSE FOR MR FITIWATER OND 
MR. HOWARD; SECDEF FOR OASD/Pa FOR ASD SIMS; USia FOR 
P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 


£.0. 12356:0/4 


SUBJECT. TRANSOR PT OF SECSTATE OW BOARD PRESS 


ADVANTAGEOUS TO US @S WELL 2S THEM TS WOT a 
PROCESS OF SEEING WOW WE COW GRRANGE THINGS TO GIVE 
THEM QDD'T/OWR, SPEC 2, BRE BKS $ & PROCESS OF 
LOOKING AT WHAT WILL G'VE UTURL ADVANTAGE 7D THE 
VARIOUS PARTIES OWE OBWIOUS THIWG PEOPLE ORE 2. wars 
WERESTED IW, (5 THERE SOME HIND OF 2 POSSIBLE FREER 
TRADE SPROWGEMENT DF SOME * WD THO" CON BE WORKED 

OUT. THAT 5 & VERY VERY COMP, 
MORE COMPLICATED THON SaY DUR FREE TRADE OREX wi 7% 
SRAEL BECAUSE THAT 15 OME COUNTRY VERSUS ONE 


CATED THIWG, 17 5 MUCH 


COUNTRY ERE YOU #OVE SSEQW weite 1S WOT aw 
ECOWOMIC WHIT IW | TSELF 7 DOESW 7 HOVE & FREE 
"RODE TOWE wi 7H W BSEGw LET BL OWE WITH US Tea’ $ 


BECAUSE 17S ECOWOMIES ORE BASICALLY COMPETITIVE WITH 
EROM OTHER OND THER TRADE 15 WITH THIRD COUNTRIES 
WE RE THES BGGEST TRADIWG PARTWER EVERYONE OF 
TWOSE COUNTRIES SO 17 5S & QUESTION OF LOOKlWG a7 
THE why THE ASERW ECOWOMIES COLLECTIVELY amd 
WDIVIDUALLY (WTERACT WITH US AMD TRY TO MARE 17 
BETTER MORE ASSURED 


THEY RE (SPRESSED FOR ERMMPLE wi Te THE FACT TwaT 
THE/® EXPORTS OF MMMUFACTURES TO US GRE VERY | APGE 
OND "HE F MANUFACTURES OF EXPORTS 7D JaPan ORE 

MEGL GRE wey (SD Tear” «PaeRT OF THE ANOMER 6S THE 
SOME PERSON WHY WE HWE SD MUCH "ROUBLE EXPORT We 
MOWUTACTURES 7D "HE JaPONESE "HEY BE #ORD TO 
PEWETRATE 7 S Q.SO TRUE THAT OUR SULT) -8e7 One, 
COMPANIES SOME OF THER WeWE INVESTED (8 VaR) OUST 
SSiae COUNTRIES GMD THEY HAE B FACILITY THERE (WTO 
wi Oe THEY Se F THIM@GS "HET BRE PARTLY PROCESSED 
T#EY GE’ PROCESSED SOME SORE AMD THEN SENT TO "HE 
UN TED STATES ETHER AS F/G) SHED PRODUCTS OF 

SEP) -F ISHED PRODUCTS SO YOU WAVE 1M & SEWSE 6 
“U7 -We7 DNR, COMNPONY "HET HOD SOME BPawce P. aeTo 
T#hT ORE LOCATED OUTSIDE "HE UMITED S°STES OUD was 
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SOME INTEGRATED PRODUCTION PROCESS, AND THAT PRODUCES 

BY DEFINITION & TRADE, WHICH THEY LIKE. SO THEY Say. 

WE WANT MORE (WWESTMENT. THAT LEADS US TO WHAT ARE 

THE CONDITIONS FOR (NWESTMENT. OND THEY SAY MAYBE WE 

SHOULD TRY TO DO THE SAME THING WITH JRPAN OND WE 

Say FINE. 


Q WHY DID THE U.S. IMPORTS TAKE OFF IN THE WAY THEY 
DID, AND WHAT LESSON DOES EVERYBODY ELSE DRaw FROM 
THAT? 


Bh THE REASOWS WERE FIRST OF ALL, THE U.S. ECONDMY 
#05 #RD 2 VERY LARGE EXPANSION AND |7 HAS EXPANDED 
W THE LAST FOUR OR FIVE YEARS AT & MORE RAPID RATE 
THON THE WORLD ECONOMY GEWERALLY. SO THAT MEANS THAT 
EXPONS/ON TENDS 7D DROW SUPPLY AND BS & MATTER OF 
FACT OUR EXPONS ON HAS BEEN SO GREAT THAT WE WERE WOT 
ABLE WE WERE PROBABLY WOT ABLE TO PRODUCE EWOUGH TO 
SATISFY THE DEMAND iW THAT SEWSE, OUR OPEWNESS TO 
THE WORLD ECOWOMY OND THE INFLOW OF GOODS HAS BEEW & 
GOOD REGULATOR OF INFLATION OF PRICES IW OUR 
COUNTRY, BUT THAT S BEEW CAUSE OWE. & SECOND CAUSE 
#45 BEEN THE VERY #/GH VALUE OF THE DOLLAR THAT 
CHARACTER ITED THE PERIOD UP UNTIL ABOUT 18 MONTHS 
OGD, WHEN (7 STARTED TO FALL. THERE VE BEEW VAR|OUS 
OTHER IWFLUEWCES BUT | THINK THAT THOSE ORE THE TwO 
BiG OWES. WOW CAUSE WUMBER TWO HAS CORRECTED | TSELF 
Wi7# MANY CURRENCIES BUT WOT ALL TRI WANTRR OF 
WSTAWOES #25 2 GIGMWTIC TRADE SURPLUS WITH US OND 
TWE WEW TAIWAN DOLLAR HAS CHANGED BUT WOT AS MUCH aS 
THE YEN OR THE D "ARK OND CAUSE WUMBER TWO CAUSE 
WUMBER OWE THE RELATIVE RATES OF EXPANSION THAT 'S 
WOT SO GREAT 2S 17 WAS. AND WE WOULD LIME TO SEE 17 
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F™ ASCONSUL SYDNEY 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC (NMED ATE 2642 
SECDEF WASHDC IMMEDIATE 

USiR WASHDC IMMEDIATE Bare 
USINFO WASWHDC <MMEDIATE 
OMEMBASSY MANILA (MMEDI ATE 
OMEMBASSY SINGAPORE (MMED/ ATE 
AMEMBASSY WELLINGTON IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY BEIRUT | MMED LATE 
AMEMBASSY CAIRO MMED ATE 
AMEMBASSY AMMAN MINED ATE 
AMEMBASSY RIYADH | MMEDIATE 
OMEMBASSY CANBERRA NMED ATE 
PACIFIC ISLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE “HONOLULU # MMED ATE 
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SUBJECT: TRANSCRIPT OF SECSTATE ON BOARD PRESS 


MOVE IW THE OTHER DIRECTION BY VIRTUE OF EXPANS!ON OF 
OTHER ECOWOMIES AND WHEN YOU REVERSE THE 
IWFLUEWCES, THEY CAN HAVE 2 BIG EFFECT aD Bodin 
DOW T OVERLOOK MAGNITUDES. YOU PUT & RELAT/ VELY 
SMALL PERCENTAGE ON THE MARGIN OF 2 FOUR AND & Half 
TRILL FON DOLLAR ECONOMY AND (7 CAN GEWERATE & VERY 
BiG ABSOLUTE NUMBER 


GO OM THE SOUTH PACIFIC THE SOUTH PACIFIC WAS CONE 
W FOR & LOT OF ATTENTION OVER THE LAST YEGR YEAR 
AWD A HALF, IW LARGE PART BECAUSE OF SOVIET OVEPTURES 
© THE REGION S THERE Wy CONCERN WITHIN THE 
DEPARTMENT THAT THE (SLAND NATIONS THEMSEL WES Bt Cause 
OF RACIAL ROBLEMS OF STAGNANT ECOWOMIES OR & 
VARIETY OF DOMESTIC FACTORS, OR STRATEGIC PROBLEMS IN 
AWD OF THEMSELVES ORE THEY VULNERABLE, THESE 
COUNTRIES? 


& WHO ORE YOU TALKING ABOUT’ 


0 WELL. THE 12 'SL@WD NATIONS OF THE SOUTH 
PACIFIC. ORE WE WORRIED ABOUT THEIR DOMESTIC 
POLICIES, THEIR DOMESTIC SiTUATIONS ARE THEY 
UNSTABLE? 


& THEY RE WOT STABLE BUT WE IWTERMCT WITH THE® GND 
HOVE CONTIMUDUSLY THROUGH T#'S PERIOD, IN THE WHOLE 
POST WORLD WAR || PERIOD CERTAIN OF THE ISLANDS ME 
“aD |W TRUSTEES#(P THe” ARRANGEMENT HAS BEEN 
SIAPRAWGED (8 & MAWHER (W CEP IWG WITH THEIR DiGe Tr 
OND SOWERE(GHTY AWD YET & FORM OF RELATIONSHIP HAS 
SEEN WORKED OUT OND WE HAVE BEEN WORKING OW THESE 
yaR OUS OTHER TH'WGS THAT HOVE BEEW (PR) TANTS 

Par’ CULARLY THE TuwA FiSwiWG TREATY - WE WE BEEN 
WORKING OW THA’ FOREVER awD F imal GOT (7 COMPLETED 
CAMLIER THIS YEQR. SO 'T (ST THAT THEY ARE 
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UNSTABLE. iT |S THAT WE HAVE HAD & LOWG RELATIONSHP 
WiTH THEM, WE WANT TO KEEP 17 AND | THINK ITS 
PROBABLY SDVISABLE TO - AT LEAST | WAVE FELT IT'S 
ADVISABLE TO - WORK £7 THAT HARDER. THAT S THE 

REASON WHY | HAVE, &S YOU WE WOTICED OW EACH OF MY 
TRIPS TO THE PACIFIC. MADE & STOP SOMEWHERE TO Tak 
TO THEM, HEAR THEI? PROBLEMS, AND WHEN | STOP 
SOMEWHERE THAT HAS 4 SYMBOLIC MEANING FOR ALL OF "HE 
OTHER PLACES 100 


$S08312 


QO THERE WAS A SUGGESTION THAT WE WERE GOING TO 
EXPAND OUR DIPLOMATIC PRESENCE IN THE REGION AND THE 
DEPARTMENT HAS BEEN HAMSTRUNG IN PART BY THE 
CONGRESS ARE THERE QwY RISKS IW THE FACT TeaT 
CaN T POUR THOSE MILLIONS OF DOLLARS INTO THE PEGION 
Wow” 

& THE SUMS OF MONEY ARE RELATIVELY SMALL, AND THE 
PESTRICTIONS ON OUR BUDGET HURT US IN PURSUING THE 
WTERESTS OF THE UNITED STATES EWERYWHERE INCLUDING 
7O & DEGREE IN THE Pacific OUR EFFORT TO REPRESENT 
OURSELWES ADEQUATELY |S ALSO HAMPERED BY THE FacT 
THAT WE DON'T HAVE THE FUNDS TO SET OURSELVES UP 

A. THOUGH WE LL DO SOME, AND | THIWK THAT YOU DON'T 
HOVE TO HAVE AN EMBASSY EWERYWHERE SO WE RE HURTING 
& LITTLE Bit BECMUSE OF THE SHORTAGE OF FUNDS 
WEVERTHELESS WE WOR® AT IT 


OQ MR SECRETARY "HE AUSTRALIANS IW THE PAST HAVE 
THOUGHT WE ARE WOT VERY GOOD ALLIES BECAUSE WE SELL 
LUBS'DIZED WHEAT TO THE SOWIETS AND BECAUSE OF 
SELLING THE STOCKPILED SUGAR TO CHINA Willi YOU BE 
ABLE TO GIVE THEM SOME ASSURAWCES THAT WE DON'T JUST 
WANT MILITARY COOPERSTION BUT WE RE WILLING TO BE 
GOOD ALLIES ON A RANGE OF ECONOMIC ‘SSUES AS WELL” 
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wn nn nnn nnn nn ene n nn een en nn nen eee nn seen rene n sess er sn tee 28/23222 BECAUSE PEOPLE ARE PRODUCING MORE OF THEIR Own 
WFO SS-@1 PA-8] (882 a4 TC BECAUSE OF SCIENTIFIC ADWANCE AND BETTER GOVERNMENT 
on nn nn nn nn nee n nnn en nn en enn nnn nn tenn ene n eens eens ser essrres POLICIES. THAT S POINT NUMBER ONE POINT NUMBER 
ACTION Pa-82 TWO, U.S. PRODUCTION OF THESE COMMODITIES HAS 
DECLINED DRASTICALLY. WE RE THE OMLY BIG PRODUCER 
NFO 10G-88@ COPY-#: aDS-88 in®-18 SS-88 NEa-87 8 860NSCE-88 THAT’ S HAD A DECLIWE iN OUR PRODUCTION. WUMBER 
SS0-98@ far-82 IWRE-@8 PP°-81 #li ¥ THREE HE CA@NAD/@N AND AUSTRAL/AN PRODUCTION #aS 
ieee ---281$13 2822882 /63 38 WOREASED VERY WEAVILY. SO IF YOU PUT THOSE THINGS 
0 2818412 JUN 87 TOGETHER, 17 S HARD TO SAY THAT SOMEHOW WHAT HAS 
FM AMCONSUL SYDNEY WAPPEWED TO THE UNITED STATES IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 2643 OVERHANG OF SUPPLY OVER DEMA07. ALTHOUGH IN THE 
SECDES WASHDC | MMEDIATE DETAILS OF & PARTICULAR PROGRAM YOU MIGHT FIND SOME 
US|@ WASHDC (MMEDIATE 8875 THINGS THAT WE ARGUE ABOUT. BUT THE BROAD THING IS 
USIWFO WASHDC (NMED ATE TO SAY WHAT ARE THE IMPLICATIONS OF THIS BIG CHANGE. 
AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMEDI ATE OND | THINK THAT |S OWE OF THE MANY THINGS AS WE TRY 
AMEMBASSY SINGAPORE (MED ATE TO LOOK AWEAD IN THE WORLD ECOWOMIC STRATEGIC AND 
AMEMBASSY WELLINGTON (NMED ATE POLITICAL SITUATION THAT |S AN IMPORTANT BIG 
AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMEDIATE UNDERLYING FACTOR 
AMEMBASSY CAIRO IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY AMMAN (MRED ATE 0 MR. SECRETARY AS YOU VE MENTIONED, YOU COME OU’ 
AMEMBASSY RIYADH (MRED ATE TO ASEAN EVERY YEAR YOU TALA TO AUSTRALIA@ EVERY 
AMEMBASSY CANBERRA (MMED ATE YEAR AWD YOU HAVEN 7 BEEN TO THE MIDDLE EAST SINCE 
PACIFIC ISLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE “HONOLULU # MEDIATE may OF 1968S. AND THEN ONLY TO EGYPT, ISRAEL AnD 
JORDAN. | MEAN IF YOU COME OUT WERE, AND YOu DON'T 
UNCLAS SECTION 06 OF 11 SYDWEY 82561 MAKE PROGRESS, YOU DON 7 MARE PEACE wHY Cam T YOU 
GO TO THE MIDDLE EAST AND HAVE CONSULTATIONS ALONG 
STATE FOR PA AND PAPRESS. DEPARTMENT PASS WSC FOR THE SAME LIWES YOU WE JUST MENTIONED WITH THE amas 
R CARLUCC! AND WHITE MOUSE FOR MR fF ITI WATER AND GULF STATES OR WITH THE OTHERS 
MR WOWARD. SECDES FOR OASD/PM FOR ASD SIMS. USIA FOR 
P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR & WELL, WE COULD. AND 17 S AN INTERESTING DILEMMA 
DON 7 AGREE WITH YOUR CHARACTER TATION THAT | CORE 
€.0. 12386:A/4 OUT WERE OR EMPL IER THIS YEAR | WENT TO CHINA AND 
SUBJECT: TRANSCRIPT OF SECSTATE ON BOARD PRESS WOTH'NG HAPPENED YOU SHOULDN'T RESTRICT YOURSELF 10 
a TwIWe THE BUSTRAL ANS CONSIDER US WERY GOOD 
ALLIES DON 7 AGREE wiT* YOUR CHa@RACTER 187) 0N 


ALLIES AND FRIENDS SOMETIMES WAVE SOME DIFFERENCES OF 
OPIM/ON THAT'S NOTHING WOVEL ABOUT THAT SOMETIMES 
YOU DOW T LIKE WHAT YOUR EDITOR DOES TO YOUR STORIES 


WTERJECTION: WOW DO YOU HNDW THAT” | AUGHTER 


SECRETARY. BUT, SO. wea’ DO WE DO ABOUT VARIOUS 
PROBLEMS AS THEY ARISE WE TAL® ABOUT THEM TRY TO 
UNDERSTAND WHAT 1S GOIWG ON AND WE MAY HAVE & 

D FFERENCE OF OPINION THAT PERSISTS BUT 
FUNDAMENTALLY THE BEL 27 OWS © BETWEEN THE UW TED 
STATES AWD AUSTRAL | PRETTY MUCH ACROSS "HE BOARD |S 
2 VERY GOOD AND STRONG OWE AND & REASON FOR OUR 
awwUaL WiS/ TATION WITH THEM 1S TO WEEP 17 THAT way 
AND "HAT S weAT SECRETARY WEIWBERGER AND | will BE 
DOING iM THIS TRIP TO auSTRaL ia WOw aS Far as THE 
AGRICULTURAL SIDE OF 17 |S COMCERWED: ‘THEY RE 
CONCERNED ABOUT OUR EXPORT EWHANCEMENT PROGRAM AND 
Twa? PROGRAM HAS BEEW AIMED 27 THE EUROPEAN COMMON 
MARKET EXPORTS WHICH WE OBSERWE APE HEAVILY 

SUBS 'DITED AND WAVE BEEN "ARI WG Away US MARKET 
WHERE WE TRAD/T/ONALLY MAWE BEEN WE VE TRIED WOT TO 
wave (7 a/m OT AUSTRAL (A OL THOUGH 17 DOES wave, THEY 
ARGUE, A KIND OF IMPACT ON THE WORLD MARKET 

COWDI TIONS ‘HERE ARE a. SO PROPOSALS iW CONGRESS 
BASICALLY TO MAKE (7 & LARGER PROGRAM AND & MORE 
PERVAS | WE PROGR AP | Tei we THE THING Tea’ BOTY .* 
OND THE AUSTRAL ANS HAWE TO TARE OW BOMPT AND ASSESS 
\m TERMS OF ITS IMPLICATIONS 1S wet) 1S HAPPENING TO 
AGRICULTURAL MARHETS APOWNT THE WORLD aNd | THINK 
wea (|S MAPPENING Cae BE SUMMARITED - WE CaN GET YOU 
THE WUMBERS OW THIS BUT - WORLD DEMAND FOR (MPORTS 
OF MAJOR AGRICULTUPAL COMMODITIES 1S DECLINING, 
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© 2819412 JUN 87 

Fm AMCONSUL SYDNEY 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC (MMETDIATE 2644 
SECDEF WASHDC 'MMED/ ATE 

US'A WASHDC IMMEDIATE 8476 

USINFO WASHDC IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMED ATE 
AMEMBASSY SINGAPORE (MMEDI ATE 
AMEMBASSY WELLINGTON (MMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMED ATE 
AMEMBASSY CAIRO I MMED! aT 
AMEMBASSY AMMAN | MMED aT 
AMEMBASSY RIYADH IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY CANBERRA (MMED ATE 

PACIFIC ISLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE /HONOLULU HI 


t 
E 
? 


MMEDIATE 
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STATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS; DEPARTMENT PASS WSC FOR 

MR CARLUCC! AND WHITE HOUSE FOR AR. FITIWATER AND 
MR WOWARD. SECDEF FOR OASD/PA FOR ASD SIMS; USIa FOR 
P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 


£.0. 12386: N/a 
SUBJECT: TRANSCRIPT OF SECSTATE ON BOARD PRESS 


GOING SOMEWMERE ONLY 7O OCCASIONS WHEN & WORLD 
SHARING EVENT CaN BE PRODUCED NA why THE WORLD 
DOESN 7 LIVE ON WORLD S¥aeinG EVENTS T LIVES ON 
WCREMENTAL | MPROVEMENTS (N THE WAY THINGS WORK $0 
YOU WAVE TO KEEP TENDING THESE THINGS vE USED THE 
WORD GARDENING \f ¥OU “AVE & GARDEN AND YOU WANT 70 
SEE 17 FLOURISH YOU 4avE TO TEND 17. SO PLANTING 
AND HARVESTING SO TO SPEQH ARE IMPORTANT BUT IF YOU 
UST PLANT BND THEN WEVER Pay any ATTENTION YOU RE 
WOT GOING TO MARVES® *OU HAVE TO CULTIVATE and 
GARDEN «=6SO THAT’ S wea’ a LOT OF THIS 1S) NOW 
ONE OF THE THINGS THAT ASEAN HAS DOWE THAT 1S 
GIVE "WE ASEAN COUNTER ES VERY #iGH MARKS FOR 
CLEVERWESS, ABOUT OS CLEVER AS ANYBODY IW THE WORLD 
TwEY PUT THIS ORGANITATION TOGETHER, AND THEY CREATE 
TWE STRUCTURE OF WEEDIWESS THEY WAVE THEIR QWNUAL 
FOREIGN MIMISTERS MEETING AND THEN THEY CREATE @ 
CATEGORY OF COUNTRY CALLED DIALOGUE PARTNERS and 
TWEY BLESS YOU WITH GiviNG YOU THIS LABEL, QND THEY 
DON’ GiVE 17 TO TOO Mamy PLACES. SO THERE ARE OTHER 
COUNTRIES THAT WANT TO BE & DIALOGUE PARTWER and 
TwEY SaY 0. GOT ENOUGH AND |’ S a TERRIFIC THING 
TwEY VE DONE TWEY CREATE AN INSTITUTION THAT CAUSES 
PEOPLE "CO COME TO THEIR REGION, AND LISTEN TO what 
WEY WAVE TO S@¥ AND THEY WEAR WHAT WE WAVE TO Say 
AND THEY GET ATTENT OW TO THEIR PROBLEMS (IKE 


CLEVER 


CAMBOD' A AND FROM OUR STANDPOINT 17 S ALSO GOOD 
TWAT S WY WE OO IT) «= SO PERSONALLY | --- AND SO | GO 
"TO EUROPE. wHY DO | GO TO EUROPE? | GO TO NATO. OF 


TwE ECONOMIC SummiT ‘THAT DOESNT MEAN YOU ONLY GO 
TO PLACES BECAUSE & MEETING 1S CREATED, But "Har S a 
GOOD DEVICE iT S TOO BAD THERE ISNT Qn ASE aN 
EQUIVALENT (@ THE MIDDLE EAST, CONSISTING OF | SRaEL 
EGY?’ JORDAN SAUD! |faBi\a AND SO OW AND "HEY Have 
aN AWHURL MEETING @ND (NVITE US. WE 0 GO 
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INTERJECTION: YOU'D BETTER WATCH THAT, YOU'LL BE IN 
KHARTOUM. LAUGHTER. 


SECRETARY: | HAVE NO COMMENT ON THAT. BUT IT IS A 
GOOD DEA TO GO TO VARIOUS PARTS OF THE WORLD. THE 
AFRICA TRIP WAS VERY WORTHWHILE AND | HAVE BEEW 
WANTING TO GO TO THE MIDDLE EAST FOR SOME TIME, AND 
17 JUST DOESN'T .... IT'S SUCH A SPECIAL PLACE THaT 
\T’S HARD TO WORK OUT. YOU HAVE TO GO FOR SOMETHING 
SPECIAL, OR THERE WAS TO BE SOME OTHER KIND OF 
REASON THE LAST TIME | WENT. | WENT BASICALLY TO 
MAKE & STATEMENT AT THE NEW SECTION OF YAD VASHEM, 
AND "HEN | WENT TO TWO OTHER COUNTRIES IN THE 
PROCESS. AND THIS WAS ALL IN THE CONTEXT OF THE 
ATTENTION TO THE HOLOCAUST AND SO OW. SO LET OTHER 
PEOPLE BE AS CLEVER AS ASEAN. BUT | THINK SOME OF 
THESE REGIONAL ASSOCIATIONS HOLD & LOT OF PROMISE 
ASEAN KAS DONE A GREAT DEAL TO PRODUCE STABILiTy IN 
THIS PaRT OF THE WORLD |T |SN T SO THAT THERE ARE 
NO NATURAL TENSIONS HERE. THERE ARE LOTS OF NATURAL 
TENSIONS. BUT ASEAN HAS KEPT THEM UNDER CONTROL | 
HAVE SA1D TO PEOPLE IN AFRICA IN THE SOUTHERN 
AFRICAN KIND OF INCIPIENT ORGANIZATION THAT S 
EMERGING, | VE SAID YOU KNOW YOU GUYS OUGHT 70 SEND 
SOME PEOPLE TO ASEAN AND ASH THEM WOW THEY DO IT. 
TAKE & LEAF OUT OF THEIR BOOK. THERE 1S ALSO AN 
NCIPIENT ASSOCIATION IN THE SUB-CONTINENT AREA 
THAT OF COURSE HAS ALL OF THE TENSIONS, BUT MAYBE (7 
CAN HELP =| THINK THAT THERE S @ LOT TO BE SAID FOR 
REGIONAL ORGANIZATION! 


Q MR SECRETARY DO YOU THINK THE ANT! -WUCLEAR 
TENDENCY (N WEW TEALAND 1S & PRODUCT MERELY OF THIS 
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FM AMCONSUL SYDNEY 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 2645 
SECDEF WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
USIA WASHDOC IMMEDIATE 8477 
USINFO WASHOC IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY SINGAPORE IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY WELLINGTON IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY BE) RUT diate 
OMEMBASSY CAIRO IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY AMMAN (| MMED/ ATE 
AMEMBASSY Ri vADH IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY CANBERRA | MMED/ ATE 
PACIFIC (SLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE ‘HONOLULU # MMED ATE 
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STATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR 
MR CARLUCC! AND WHITE HOUSE FOR MR. FITIWATER AND 
MR HOWARD. SECDEF FOR OASD/PA FOR ASD SIMS: USIa FOP 
P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 


€.0. 12356:Nva 

SUBJECT. TRANSCRIPT OF SECSTATE ON BOARD PRESS 
PRESENT GOVERNMENT AND THUS MIGHT BE REVERSED IF a 
NEW GOVERNMENT CAME INTO OFFICE OR DO yOu SEE 4 
SORT OF SCANDINAVIAN TYPE WEUTRMLISM SETTING IN 
AMONGST THE SMALLER COUNTRIES OF SOUTH EAST aSia -- 
WELL, THE SOUTH PACIFIC | SHOULD Sav -- BUT iN 
PARTICULAR IN WEW ZEALAND. IN OTHER WORDS, DO YOU 
TWIWR THERE S & PROSPECT OF & REVERSION TO THE FORMER 
STATUS OF WEw TEAL AND WITHIN ONTUS 


‘ DON 7 READ THE NEW TEAL AND DEVELOPMENT a5 4 
MOVE TOWARD WEUTRALISM NEW TEML AND S VALUES, NEW 
TEAL AND S ORIENTATION TO THE WEST |S UNCHANGED THE 
WEW TEMLAND EVENT (5 IN TERMS OF ATTITUDES TOWARDS 
WUCLE@R MATTERS AND | EXPRESSED MYSELF TO ASEAN, AND 
W PRESS STATEMENTS AND SO FORTH ON THAT won? 
GiWE ANOTHER LECTURE WERE. GUT THIWH THAT 1S MORE 
TWE CASE WITH WEW TEAL AND "HAN NEUTRAL | SM 


29 DO YOU FORESEE & RETURN TO THE PREVIOUS STATUS OF 
WEw TEL AND WITHIN THE ANZUS ALLIANCE? DO YOU THI NA 
TaaT 3 POSSIBLE 

A ANIUS STRUCTURE 1S THERE T HASNT BEEN ALTERED 
© ANY war 

Q WOT EVEN iW TERMS OF NUCLEAR WIS) TATION 


& BECAUSE, (F THERE DOES COME & TIME WHEN NEW 
TEAL AND REARRANGES |TSELF SO THAT IT 1S POSSIBLE FOR 
OUR VESSELS TO CAL. AT THER PORTS THEREFORE FOR 
THEM TO TAME PART IW THE ACTIVITIES OF @NZUS ail 
THEY WAVE TO DO 1S SAY SO, OR WORK OUT THE FORMULA 
BUT | DON T SEE ANY IMMEDIATE PROSPECT OF THaT, in 
TERMS OF THE PRESENT GOVERWRENT S aTTI TUDES 
ALTHOUGH THAT MAY HAPPEN AND SO WE WE JUST KEPT THE 
STRUCTURE THERE THE ANNUAL MEETINGS THERE and 
EVERYTHING (S CONTINUING SO THAT (© THAT Day COMES 
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IT’S ALL RIGHT THERE. YOU DON'T HAVE TO MAKE A BIG 
DEAL OUT OF IT. 


Q@. MR. SHULTZ, |°D INTENDED TO LODGE A QUESTION 
ABOUT ECONOMICS AND TRADE, BUT YOU'VE BEEN SO 
CHEERFULLY VOLUBLE AND PROFESSORIAL | LL MOVE ONTO 
SOMETHING ELSE. ABOUT THE GULF, SIR. AMERICA’S 
MILITARY COMMITMENTS RAISE THE POSSIBILITY AT LEAST 
OF SOME KIND OF MILITARY CONFRONTATION. DO YOU THINK 
THE AMERICAW PUBLIC IS FAIRLY SUPPORTIVE OF OUR 
MISSION THERE? AND \F THERE WERE SOME KIND OF 
HOSTILITY, WOULD THEY BE SUPPORTIVE OF THA”, COMPARED 
TO SAY THE EVENTS IN LEBANON? 


A WELL, POLLS SHOW THAT THE AMERICAN PUBLIC IS 
SUPPORTIVE, WHATEVER POLLS TELL YOU, BUT THAT'S WHAT 
THEY SHOW | THINK PEOPLE DO UNDERSTAND OUR INTEREST 
iN THE GULF QREA AND THE INTEREST WE HAVE IN NOT 
HAVING THAT AREA EI: THER TIED UP OR DOMINATED BY 
OTHERS. SO THAT |S WHAT LEADS YOU TO SUPPORT wHaT 
WE'RE DOING. WOW IN TERMS OF THE RISKS INVOLVED. 
THINK THE BASIC WAY TO HANDLE THEM IS TO HAVE a 
CaPaciTY 10 DO THE THINGS THAT WE WANT TO DO THAT iS 
SUFFICIENT TO DETER an EFFORT TO ATTACK THEM. and 
THAT S ESSENTIALLY FROM THE SHIP STANDPOINT & 
MILITARY QUESTION @ND THEY ARE DESIGNING & SYSTEM 
WHICH | M SURE WILL WORK. WOW WE ARE PARALLEL ING 
THAT OF COURSE WITH & DIPLOMATIC EFFORT. WE Have 
MADE MORE HEADWAY IN THAT, AT LEAST IN TERMS OF THE 
GENERAL SUPPORT IN THE UNITED NATIONS FOR & TOUGHER 
ATTITUDE TOWARD THE IRAN/IRAQ WAR WHICH 1S OBVIOUSLY 
THE BASIC REASON FOR THIS 

Q. WITH THE CONTINUANCY OF HOSTILITIES, DO YOU THINK 
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USINFO WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY SINGAPORE | MMED!ATE 
AMEMBASSY WELLINGTON IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY CA\RO IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY AMMAN IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY RIYADH | MMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY CANBERRA IMMEDIATE 
PACIFIC ISLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE/HONOLULU HI, IMMEDIATE 
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SUBJECT: TRANSCRIPT OF SECSTATE ON BOARD PRESS 


THAT SUPPORT YOU JUST REFERRED TO WOULD BE DURABLE 
AND WOULD REMAIN AMONG THE PUBLIC iF THERE WAS 
ACTUALLY SOME CONFRONTATION WITH |RaN? 


A WOBODY WANTS TO HAVE HOSTILITIES. THAT'S NOT Why 
WE RE THERE AND AS | Said THINK THAT JF OUR 

DETERRENT CAPABILITY 1S SUFFICIENT AS WE INTEND iT TO 
BE, THAT'S A WAY OF AVOIDING HOSTILITIES 


Q. AS LONG OS WE RE IN SOMEWHAT OF & PHIL OSOPH Cal 
MOOD HERE, CONGRESSMAN HAMILTON BROUGHT UP & POINT 2 
LARGER POINT (IN CONNECTION WITH THE (RAN ARMS 
HEARING WONDER iF 17 BOTWERS YOU? WE CALLS 

THE BASIC UNDERLYING PROBLEM (5 OF PRIVATIZATION OF 
FOREIGN POLICY, TURNING FOREIGN POLICY CONDUC’ OVER 
TO PEOPLE WHO ARE WOT RESPONSIBLE TO THE AMERICAN 
VOTERS, NOT RESPONSIBLE TO THE QMERICAN CONGRESS 
SINCE |T HAPPENED ON YOUR WATCH, IS IT SOMETHING THAT 
BOTHERS YOU" DO YOU HAVE ANY PLANS OR SAFEGUARDS 7 
PREVENT |T EVER HAPPENING AGAIN? 


A. FOREIGN POLICY WAS WOT BEEN PRIVATIZED THERE |S 
AN INCREMENT OF FOREIGN POLICY HAVING TO DO wits 
CERTAIN DEVELOPMENTS WITH REGARD TO (RAN AND CERTAIN 
DEVELOPMENTS WITH REGARD TO THE NICARAGUAN FREEDOM 
FIGHTERS IN WHICH PRIVATE CITITENS OPERATED 

DIRECTLY. | DOW T KNOW ALL OF EXACTLY WOW THAT 
WAPPEWED THAT S WHAT THE COMMITTEES ARE TRYING TO 
BRING OUT, AND THEY WE BROUGHT OUT QUITE a BIT aNd 
PRESUMABLY THEY RE IN THE PROCESS OF UNFOLDING 
EXACTLY HOW THIS WORKED 1? SEEMS TO BE SO, FROM 
WHAT WE CAN SEE SO FAR THAT THE PRIVATIZATION was 
DONE (NW CONJUNCTION WITH CERTAIN PEOPLE IW THE 
GOVERNMENT TO THAT EXTENT §UT | DON T WANT 'O JUMP 
AT THAT COWCLUS!OM BECM@USE THAT S EXACTLY WHAT THAT 
CONNECTION |S. AND HOW 17 WORKED (5 PRESUMABLY wear 
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THE INVESTIGATION IS ABOUT, OR ONE OF THE THINGS IT'S 
ABOUT AND iT ISN'T COMPLETED AND | PERSONALLY WAS NOT 
INVOLVED IN THAT SO | DON’T KNOW ABOUT iT. BUT | DO 
THINK THAT {T'S IMPORTANT THAT WE CONDUCT 
GOVERNMENTAL POLICY LET ALONE FOREIGN POLICY, IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE ESTABLISHED CONST! TUTIONAL 
ARRANGEMENTS THAT WE HAVE IN OUR GOVERNMENT, WHICH DO 
PROVIDE FOR AN EXPLICIT WAY OF INTERACTION BETWEEN 
THE EXECUTIVE AND CONGRESSIONAL BRANCHES, AND A 
METHOD OF DIVIS!ON OF FUNCTION AND AT THE SAME TIME 
ACCOUNTABILITY, THAT 1S BUILT IN. IT'S BUILT INTO 
THE FACT THAT |, AND OTHER PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTEES, 
SUCH AS ELLIOT ABRAMS, ARE NOMINATED BY THE 
PRESIDENT, CONFIRMED BY THE SENATE, TESTIFY 
FREQUENTLY. HARDLY & DAY GOES BY THAT THERE ISN'T 
SOME STATE DEPARTMENT PERSON THAT ISNT TESTIFYING 
AGAINST & CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE, IT S CONTINUING, 
THAT S ACCOUNTABILITY, AND THEY ASK WHAT'S GOING ON, 
THEY ASK FOR JUDGEMENTS ABOUT THINGS, AND THERE IS a 
CONTINUING OPEN DISCUSSION, AND | THINK THAT'S 
BASICALLY GOOD, AND THERE ARE ALSO PROVISIONS THAT 
HAVE BEEN WORKED OUT AND | THINK ARE VERY IMPORTANT 
OR HOW TO HANDLE THINGS THAT ARE NOT APPROPRIATE FOR 
OPEN DISCUSSION, AND IN A WAY, IT NEEDS TO BE Said 
THAT WHEN YOU DON'T HAVE THE NATURAL ACCOUNTABILITY 
OF OPENNESS, THEN YOU HAVE TO HAVE SOME BUILT IN 
INSTITUTIONAL SUBSTITUTE THAT CREATES & SPECIAL 
SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTABILITY, AND PRESUMABLY THAT'S WHAT 
THE TWO SPECIAL INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEES ARE ABOUT, 
AND SO ON, AND IT S IMPORTANT TO OBSERVE THESE THINGS 
AND TO & DEGREE, THEY WEREN'T OBSERVED AND WE HAVE & 
PROBLEM 
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INFO SS-81 PA-81 /882 Ad TC THAT A CURIOUS WAY TO DESCRIBE THE INTENSIVE AND | 
PERI SE SLOSS THOS SATS PESN ELIE MASS COPEREOT TASS FORGO OCR LOOT I CCT OES MIGHT SAY, VERY MUCH APPRECIATED PATTERN OF INTENSE 
ACTION PA-82 CONSULTATION. AND, WHEN | WENT TO BRUSSELS 
IMMEDIATELY AFTER MY MEETINGS IN MOSCOW, OUR ALLIES 
INFO LOG-@8  COPY-@1 ADS-@8 INR-18 SS-88 NEA-87 NSCE-88 LIMED THAT. THEY DION’ T RESENT THAT. THEY THOUGHT 


THAT WAS THE RIGHT THING TO DO, AND WHEN | DECLINED 
TO GIVE A RESPONSE RIGHT AWAY IN MOSCOW, AND SAID | 
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WILL GO BACK AND CONSULT WITH MY ALLIES, AND THE 
PRESIDENT DID, THAT WAS A PROCESS THAT PEOPLE LIKED. 
NOW, WE HAVE | THINK WANTED TO HEAR FROM EVERYBODY, 


SECDEF WASHDC IMMEDIATE OND HAVE HEARD FROM EVERYBODY, THEIR VIEWS. GENERAL 
USIA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 9479 ROGERS MAY NOT LIKE WHAT HAS HAPPENED: APPARENTLY HE 
USINF2 WASHDC IMMEDIATE DOESN'T, BUT TO SAY THAT |T'S BEEN DONE IN A RUSH FOR 
AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMEDIATE REASONS THAT, AS A GENERAL WHO HAS BEEN IN EUROPE FOR 
AMEMBASSY SINGAPORE IMMEDIATE 8 YEARS COMMENTING ON THE U.S. POLITICAL SCENE, THAT 
AMEMBASSY WELLINGTON |MMEDIATE HOSN'T BEEN HIS BREA OF SPECIALTY. SO | THINK HE'S 


AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMEDIATE WAY OUT OF LINE. 

AMEMBASSY C&/RO IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY AMMAN | MMEDIATE Q@: WOW DO YOU THINK THAT WILL PLAY IN CONGRESS 
AMEMBASSY R/YADH IMMEDIATE THOUGH? HOW DO YOU THINK WHAT WE SAYS WILL INFLUENCE 
AMEMBASSY CANBERRA IMMEDIATE THE DEBATE IF |T COMES UP FOR RATIFICATION. DOES HE 
PACIFIC ISLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE/HONOLULU HI, IMMEDIATE HAVE & CONSTITUENCY? 

UNCLAS SECTION 18 OF 11 SYDNEY 82581 A: WELL, | PRESUME IF THEY WANT TO CALL HIM TO 


TESTIFY, HELL TESTIFY, AND HE IS @ GENERAL WITH a 
LOT OF EXPERIENCE SO WIS VIEWS WILL BE HEARD, IF HE 
WISHES TO MAKE THEM KNOWN, OR IF WE IS CALLED. BUT 
PEOPLE WILL EVALUATE THE MERITS OF THIS AGREEMENT, IF 


STATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS. DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR 
WAR. CARLUCC! AND WHITE HOUSE FOR AR. FITZWATER AND 
MR. HOWARD. SECDEF FOR OASD/PA FOR ASD SIMS, USIA FOR 


P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR AN AGREEMENT TAKES PLACE, AND | THINK THE MERITS ARE 
VERY STRONG IN OUR INTERESTS, PRESUMABLY THE SOVIETS 
£.0. 12286: N/a THINK |7°S IN THEIR INTERESTS OR THEY WOULDN'T BE 


SUBJECT TRANSCRIPT OF SECSTATE ON BOARD PRESS AGREEING, BUT THAT S THEIR PROBLEM, OUR PROBLEM iS TO 
Q: AS & SIMPLE MATTER OF LOGIC, SINCE YOU DIDN'T 

KNOW THE EXTENT OF THE PRIVATIZATION IN THOSE TWO 

INSTANCES, #OW DO YOU KNOW THERE WERE NOT OTHER 

CASES, HOW DO YOU KNOW THERE ARE NOT OTHER CASES 

CURRENTLY GOING ON? 


~ | CAN STIPULATE THAT | DON T KNOW EVERYTHING 
THAT S GOING OW IN THE WORLD BUT WE TRY, AND | DOUBT 
THAT THERE (S QNYTHING COMPARABLE GOING ON ANY PLACE 
ELSE. BUT THERE ARE ali SORTS OF PRIVATE CONTACTS 
BETWEEN AMERICAN CITIZENS AND CITIZENS OF U HER 
COUNTRIES OUR SITUATION 1S VERY COMPLICATE: vOu 
TALK TO REPORTERS FROM OTHER COUNTRIES AND COMPARE 
NOTES WITH THEM THAT S NOT PRIVATIZATION OF FOREIGN 
POLICY, BUT |7 BECOMES PART OF THE ATMOSPHERE AND wE 
THINK THAT S GOOD. BUT THE ANSWER 1S | CAN T CERTIFY 
THAT NOTHING TAKES PLACE ANYWHERE ELSE, BUT | 
INCLINED TO DOUBT IT 





Q@ LET ME GO INTO SOMETHING ON ARMS CONTROL 

GENERAL ROGERS HAS BEEN MAKING SOME RATHER SaLTY 
STATEMENTS ABOUT IMPLYING THAT YOU VE BEEN GOING 
APOUND EUROPE TWISTING ARMS FOR POLITICAL ADVANTAGE, 
JUST TO GET @N AGREEMENT WHICH HE DOESN'T THIWK IS 
WORTH GETTING | WONDER IF YOU WOULD CARE TO COMMENT 
OW WOW THIS KIND OF TALK 1S GOING TO PLAY ON CONGRESS 
WHEN OND (fF THIS AGREEMENT COMES UP FOR RATIFICATION. 
\f THERE @N AGREEMENT? 


a | THIMK GENERAL ROGERS STATEMENTS ORE ENTIRELY 
INCORRECT iW THE FIRST PLACE, HIS STATEMENT THAT 
THINGS HAVE HAPPENED IN A BIG RUSH IS OBVIOUSLY 
RIDICULOUS THESE POSITIONS GO Bach TO THE 1979 DUA 
TRACK DECIS'ON THE ZERO OPTION WAS PLACED OW THE 
TABLE BY Paul WITZE IN 198) AT THE PRESIDENT S 
DIRECTION (Ff THIS 1S NEWS TO HIM WHERE HAS WE 
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TO SECSTATE WwASHDC IMMEDIATE 2648 

SECDEF WASHOC IMMEDIATE 

USIA WASHDOC IMMEDIATE 8488 

USINFO WASHOC IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY SINGAPORE IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY WELLINGTON IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMEDIATE 

AMEMB4SSY CAIRO IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY AMMAN IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY RIYADH IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY CANBERRA IMMEDIATE 

ADD ADDEE PACIFIC ISLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE/HONOLULU HI IMME DOI 

ATE 
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MR. CARLUCCI AND WHITE HOUSE FOR MR. FITZWATER AND 

MR. HOWARD SECDEF FOR OASO’PA FOR ASD SIMS; USIA FOR 
P ASSOCIATE OIRECTOR 
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LOOK AT IT FROM OUT STANDPOINT AND I THIN® IT IS 
VERY MUCH IN OUR INTERESTS ANDO 44S BEEN SO JUDGED 
FOR YEARS Iw wE COULD BRING IT ABOUT THE CRITICISM 


OF THE NAY-S4YERS OF PRESIDENT REAGAN’ S ORIGINAL 
PROPOSALS wERE NOT THAT IT WAS A BAD PROPOSAL ON ITS 
MERITS FOR THE UNITED STATES THE CRITICISM WAS THAT 
IT wAS TOO GOOD 4A PROPOSAL ON ITS MERITS FROM THE 
STANDPOINT OF THE UNITED STATES AND SO GOOD A 
PROPOSAL THAT THE RUSSIANS wOULD NEVER AGREE TO IT 


THAT WAS THE CRITICISM SO GENERAL ROGERS CAN PUT 
THAT IN HIS PIPE ANDO SMOrE IT ENO OF 
TRANSCRIPTION DORRANCE 
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AMIBASSY CANBERRA | MMEDI ATE 
PACIFIC ISLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE/HONOLU H! IMMEDIATE 
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STATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS. DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR 
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SUBJECT: SIGURE viSiT TO KOREA 
BRIEFING JUNE 21, 1987 


TRANSCRIPT OF PRESS 


FOLLOWING 1S TRANSCRIPT OF PRESS BRIEFING By STATE 
DEPARTMENT SPOKESMAN CHARLES £ REDMAN wiTH 
AMERICAN PRESS IN SYDNEY, JUNE 21, 1987 

REDMAN: LET ME GivE YOU ONE ON THE RECORD 
ANNOUNCEMENT, WHICH 1S THAT ASSISTANT SECRETORY S)GuR 
S TAKING ADVANTAGE OF #15 PRESENCE IN THE REGION 7O 
VIS!T SEOUL TO MEET WiTH AMBASSADOR LILLEY AND OTHERS 
TO ASSESS THE CURRENT S)TUAT!ON 

Q DERWINGH! A150 WENT? 

REOMAN: DERWINSH! HAD BEEN SCHEDULED TO GO FOR SOME 
TIME, AND HIS TRIP WAS TO DO WITH W415 PORTFOLIO 
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY THOSE RIND OF QUEST! ONS 

Q £0 °S ALREADY GONE” 

REDMAN: | HAVE TO CHECK ON THE EXACT TIME OF #15 
TRIP) BUT | BELIEVE WE WAS THERE OR 15 THERE, EaRiy 
iN 5E WEER 

Q AND YOU SAID AMBASSADOR LILLEY AnD “OTHERS” 


REOMAN: THE SCHEDULE S STILL BEING \EVELOPED. THAT'S 


ALL | CAN SAY aT THIS POINT 

Q THIS WAS L@ID ON YESTERDAY, OR EARLIER? 

EOMAN: 11 S BEEN LAID ON IN THE LAST COUPLE OF Days 
Q AND WHEN IS WE OFF WHEN DOES WE ACTUALLY LEAVE” 


REDMON: THE TIMING 1S SUCH, WE'LL BE, | THINK LEAVING 
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TOMORROW WIGHT AFTER THESE MEETINGS, SO THAT HE COULD 





BE THERE FOR A DAY, PROBABLY. 
@. HE WON'T BE GOING TO SAMOA IN OTHER WORDS? 


REDMAN: | DON'T THIN* HE'S GOING TO GO TO SAMOA 





Q. THE VISIT’S ONLY A DAY? 


REDMAN: 17 WILL BE APPROXIMATELY A DAY, OR A DAY AD 
A HALF DEPENDING ON THE TIMING OF FLIGHTS TO GET IN 
AND OUT. THAT'S THE ONLY REASON |'°M BEING VAGUE ON 
Twat 


Q. WAS THE INTENT, THOUGH. TO SEE KOREANS | MEAN 
|T JUST HASN'T BEEN WORKED OUT 


REDMAN | THINK 17 S FAIR TO ASSUME WE WILL BE SEEING 
KOREANS BUT AT THIS POINT | JUST DON'T KNOW WHO 
THOSE KOREQNS WILL BE 


Q. YOU DON'T KNOW IF HE HAS AN APPOINTMENT WITH 
PRESIDENT CHUN? 


REOMAN: NO, | DON'T KNOW IF HE HAS ANY SPECIFIC 
APPOINTMENTS OTHER THAN °MBASSADOR LILLEY. 


Q. WILL HE BE TRYING TO SEE CHUN? 
REDMAN: BEYOND THAT, | DON'T HAVE ANYTHING ELSE ON 
SCHEDULE 


Q. iF WE DOES SEE THE KOREANS WILL WE CONVEY TO THER 
THE SAME MESSAGE AS SECRETARY SHULTZ7 


REDMAN. KNOWING YOU MIGHT ASK SOMETHING LIME THaT -- 


BASICALLY AS YOU SAY, SECRETARY SHULTZ HAS EXPLAINED 
OUR POLICY ON SEVERAL OCCASIONS DURING HIS TRIP TO 
ASi&; OUR SECURITY AND COMMITMENT TO KOREA 1S FIRM 
AND SOLID: AT THE SAME TIME WE WANT TO SEE & PEACEFUL 
TRANSFER OF POWER IN KOREA WHEN PRESIDENT CHUN STEPS 
DOWN, AND & CONTINUING EVOLVEMENT OF & STRONG 
DEMOCRATIC KOREA WITH & BROADENED POLITICAL POWER 
BASE. IN ESSENCE THE ANSWER TO YOUR QUESTION IS HIS 
MESTAGE WiLL BE THE SAME ONE THAT YOU VE HEARD FROM 
THE SECRETARY 

@. SO CAN YOU GIVE THAT TO US AGAIN --.. aT THE SAME 
TIME WE ARE GOING TO SEE a 


REDMAN A PEACEFUL TRANSFER OF POWER IN SOUTH 
KORE WHEN PRESIDENT CHUN STEPS DOWN AND & 
CONTINUING EVOLVEMENT OF & STRONG DEMOCRATIC KOREA 
Wi # & BROADENED POLITICAL POWER Base 


Q. CAN YOU TELL US WHY IT WAS DECIDED 10 DO THIS? 
YOU SAY 17 WAS WITHIN THE LAST COUPLE OF Days 
CLEARLY, | MEAN, YOU'VE KNOWN HE WAS GOING TO HAVE 
THE ADVANTAGE OF BEING IN THE AREA FOR SOME TIME 
BEFORE THAT, SO IT MUST BE RELATIVE TO SOMETHING 
THAT S GOING ON. 


REDMAN: WO, IT'S WOT. IT'S WOT IN RELATION TO any 
PARTICULAR WEW DEVELOPMENT AT ait 


Q. WOT THE RIOTING? 


REOMAN. THE S/TUATION HAS BEEN OS YOU KNOW IT FOR 
SOME DAYS 


INET ASSIFIFD 
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aMEMBASSY Manila IMMEDIATE 
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AMEMBASSy Paki l IMMED ATE 
aMEMBassy SEOUL IMMEDI ATE 
AMEMBASSY TOKYO IMMEDIATE 
MMEMBASSY SUVA IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY CANBERRA IMMEDIATE 
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MR CARLUCC! GND WHITE WOUSE FOR WR. FITZWATER and 
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SUBJECT TRANSCRIPT OF PRESS CONFERENCE FOLLOWING 
US. -MUSTRAL ION BILATERAL MINISTERIAL WITH SECTTATE 
SHULTZ, SECDE® WEINBERGER atid AUSTRALIAN FONMIN 
HAYDEN OND DEFMIN BEAZLEY, SYDNEY ON JUNE 22, 1967 


BEGIN TEAT 


HAYDEN: THE “URPOSE OF THESE Talal Wa5 & 
CONTINUATION OF & PROCESS OF FulRly wIGH LEVEL 
ONTACT, CONTINUING CONTACT ON w RANGE OF MATTERS 
MPORTANT TO US. THE MOST (MPORTANT RESULT 15 TraT 
BOTH AUSTRAL (2 AND THE UN TED STATES ARE CONVINCED 
Teal’ DESPITE THE aBSENCE OF EW CEML AND THE DEFENSE 
OND OVERALL PEL ATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIES 
#O5 WOT JUTT SURV VED BUT GROWN i STRENGTH = THE 
AGENDA COVERED INTERNAT/ONa, ECONOMIC 1 55UES, 

Bil ATERAL ECONOMIC 135UES, DEFENSE, REGIONAL 135UE5 
SUCH MS SOUTH PACIFIC, KOREA EAST-WEST RELATIONS and 
D SARMAMENT TOGETHER OWN INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC 
MATTERS WE VE WORKED CLOSEL® IN PARTICULAR ON THE 
ATW WE RE STRUCK BY THE FIRMWESS OF MUTUAL SUPPORT 
FOR FREEING UP OF THE WORLD TRADING SYSTEM. ME 
STRESS THE NEED FOR E@RLIER CONCRETE IMPLEMENTATION 
OF COMMITMENTS a’ THE OECD & FEW WEEKS @G0, AND MORE 
RECENTLY AT THE VIENNA SUMMIT. ON BILATERAL MATTERS 
AUSTRAL | A EXPRESSED CONCERN OVER THE EXPORT 
ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM WE ACKNOWLEDGE THE UNITED 
STATES MOTIVATION 15 TO FORCE EUROPEANS TO DROP 
THEIR AGRICULTURAL SUBSIDIES. WE URGED STRONGLY 
HOWEVER, THAT THE TIME HAD COME FOR THE PURSUIT OF 
CONCRETE SOLUTIONS TO MANY OF THESE PROBLEMS WHICH 
4OULD TEND TO GO IN ANOTHER DIRECTION. aT THE VERY 
LEAST CONGRESS/ONML EFFORTS TO EXPAND PROTECTIONISH 
IN THE AGRICULTURAL AREA MOST NOTABLY FOR US SHOULD 
BE FOUGHT, AND WE URGE THE UNITED STATES TO avoid 
DETRIMENT TO OUR MARKETS WE WAVE STRONG CONCERNS 
ABOUT THE TRADE Bil. AND WE ARE GREATLY ENCOURAGED 
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BY FIRM STATEMENTS OF DETERMINATION TO OPPOSE 
PROTECTIONIST ELEMENTS OF THAT BILL IW PARTICULAR. 
SUGAR AND LAMB. 


$501879 


MY COLLEAGUE. MR. BEAZLEY, CAN ATTEND TO THE DEFENSE 
MATTERS, BUT THERE WAS & WIDE DISCUSSION OF THOSE 
MATTERS AND OF THE AUSTRALIAN WHITE PAPER WHICH MR 
BEAZLEY SENT A LITTLE WHILE AG0, DESCRIBED SY mm 
WEINBERGER AS & VERY FINE STATEMENT OF DEFENSE 
POLICY, PRINCIPLES, TACTICS AND STRATEGY, AND SHOWED 
4 GOOD COMBINATION OF CONCEPTS OF SELF RELIANCE, aND 
CONCERN ABOUT THE 411 | ANCE 


ADMIRAL HAYS, THE COMMANDER IN CHIEF OF THE PACIFIC. 
GAVE US AN OUTLINE OF THE MILITARY SITUATION. | 
FOUND THAT THIS My FIFTH SUCH MEETING TWO OF WHICH 
WERE TRILATERAL THREE OF WHICH UNFORPTUNATEL) HAVE 
BEEN Bic aTER aL 10 BE EXTREMELY PRODUCTIVE «ND a 
CLEAR 'MDICATION OF THE UNDERLYING STRENGTH OF THE 
RELATIONSHIP AND THE BREADTH OF THE MATTER: UPON 
WHICH IT 15 BASED. & BREADTH THAT GOES MUCH BEYOND 
MERELY THE FORMAL DEFINITIONS OF PRINCIPLE OND 
COMMITMENT IN THE ANZUS TREATY TO MANY OTHER MATTERS 
OF COMMON CONCERN, REGIONALLY @ND GLOBALLY 


SHULTZ: MINISTER HAYDEN WAS VERY WELL DESCRIBED THE 
SUBJECTS THAT WE COVERED, AND | THINK IN CALLING THEM 
PRODUCTIVE @ND WORTHWHILE, HE HAS USED WORDS THAT | 
“NOW WE FEEL, VERY APTLY DESCRIBE THESE TALKS. THEY 
WERE INTENSIVE, LASTED QUITE A LONG WHILE, AND THERE 
1S ONLY ONE REASON WHY THAT 15 SO. AND THAT IS 
BECAUSE THE ROOM WHERE WE TALHED WHILE PLEASANT, HAD 


UNCLASSIFIED 














TETTEEEEE EE, 
UNCLASSIFIED 


$/$-0 


’ 
m INCOMING 
Department of State 
a = c 
aGt @ SYDNEY 62689 @2 OF @9 2216497 434 $S0188 3 PAGE 8! SYDNEY 82689 82 OF BS 2216487 2434 3301883 
NFO €D-B1 Pa-91 EaP-81 082 a4 SD e WOULD LIKE A LONG ANSWER TO ALL THREE TAKEN 
“aie inacatnentannainn - a . ----- TOGETHER PLEASE. GASTON S/GUR |S OFF TO KOREA 
ACTION PA-22 TONIGHT. DO YOU KNOW YET WHO HE |S GOIWG TO SEE, IF 
NOT. WHAT S THE PROBLEM AND THREE, CAW YOU TELL US 
NFO 10G-80 CoPy-8! ADS-88 EUR - B82 88 NSCE-88 350-88 N DETAIL EXACTLY WHAT HE |S GOING TO TELL HIS KOREAN 
AP-BD AIM-B1 PRS-B P= of) & FRIENDS” 
3200! 22165972 /44/40 
C 32 JUN & SHULTZ: WELL, WE DECIDED A DAY OR SO AGO THAT |T7 
PM AMCONSUL SYDNEY WOULD BE A GOOD (DEA FOR MR. SIGUR TO GO FROM WERE TO 
O SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 266 KOREA AND JUST TALK OF COURSE TO OUR AMBASSADOR AND 
SECDEF WASHDC IMMEDIATE OTHERS, GET AN ASSESSMENT OF THE S'TUATION, MAKE DUR 
A WASHDC IMMED/ATE p49 EWS PLAIN, THEY ALREADY ARE PLAIN, BUT S A way 
NFO WASHDC IMMEDIATE OF EMPHASIZING THAT. WE VE JUST GOT TH N MOT! ON 
AMEMBASSY MOSCOW (NMED) AT WE DON 7 HAVE & RUNDOWN OF PRECISELY WHO HE WIL 
AMEMBASSY MAN MMED |ATE EE OME PE PEOPLE OF DIFFERENT POINTS OF VIES 
AME MBS NGAPORE MMMED | 2 ABOUT THE AT/ON AND PROM THE STANDPOINT OF THE 
aMEMBASSY TOW PMMEL Wo THaT WILL BE REPRESENTED AS ME Hay 
AME MBs ahi. WMMED | DE SOR (BEL WHAT WE SAY IN PRI VAT THE SAME & 
ume MBs 0 MME t WE Say th PUBLIC NAMEL Y HuT THE HEY TO RESUME 
AMEMBASSY TOKYO MMED 27 THE DIALOGUE 30 THAT IN KOREA THEY CAN CONTINUE 
IME MBAS: Va MMMED |ATE MOVEMENT TOWARD & PEACEFUL TRANS|TION OF POWER AX 
OMEMBASSY CANBERRA IMMED PRESIDENT CHUN HAS SET OUT, AND TO HAVE THAT TAKE 
ACIF IC (SLANDS PROGRAM OFFICE HONOLULU H! IMMEDI 4 PLACE THROUGH & DEMOCRATIC PROCESS THAT GIVES THE 
KOREAN PEOPLE & CHANCE TO EXPRESS THEIR Ew 30 
INCLAS SECTION G2 OF BS SYDNEY 82609 THAT WHAT WE ARE AFTER AND THINK 17'S QUITE 
CONSISTENT WITH WHAT THE PEOPLE OF KOREA ARE AFTER 
ORF 0* TEXT 
Q WHOEVER WOULD KE TO ANSWER THIS, PLEASE DO 
ATE FOR PA AND PA/PRE: DEPARTMENT PA HSC FOR YOUR COMMUNIQUE MENTIONS CONCERN ABOUT THE STATES 
MF ARLUC AND WHITE HOUSE FOR HR TIWATER AN WHICH HAVE NOT GNED THE NON-PROL /FERATION TREATY 
MR HOWARI Of OF DASD Pa FOR «3D ” OF WHICK APPARENT ARE A‘MING TOWARD HAVING NUCLEAR 
OC is RECTOR WEAPONS WHICH STATES ARE THOSE 
SUBJEC TRANSOR PT OF PRE ONFERENC OLL OWN 
NO WINDOWS, B WE HAD BEEN ABLE 00+ + 
MAGN IF CENT Wo AND CONT ONUE TO aPPR: DNE 
wh WE WERE TALKING DOUBT "Hat WE WO Ho 
Py MUCH ATTENT | OR GORGE OL an 
iRE P IR NOT ON TO BE IW AUSTRAL 14 
B BE iN TH Mar 0 N DO yOu wal C 
Mur al DOMME ae 
~ NBERG " > Ha TH Ne HE 
. ar » aky ®t ECE: JERY TRON P 
RON( ANT DEE jeR Hy REET anf we del 
KEES H#o7 Wa OND *#'™ BEALLE nt Ha HAD & 
RES DEN Ew ON & NUMBER OF THING aND HAY 
HAD & VERY GOOD OPPORTUN DURING THESE MEETING C 
CEMENT AND STRENGTHEN OUR DEFENSE REL AT IONSH IF 
BES WOULD AGREE WITH THAT COMMENT 8B 
WOULD SAY “HE DEFENSE BILATERAL RELATIONSHIP WAS VEF 
TRONG INDEED, FOUNDED ON SHARED VALUES AND SHAREL 
NTEREST AND THE TALKS WE VE HAD TODAY AN 
cane THAT S$) TUAT ION CONT INUIN 
MaeYDEN Or we THIN WE MIGHT DPEN ye TC 
QUEST | ONS " couLt SUGGE THAT PEOP DO 3PEar 
QUITE DIST IWC BECAUSE HAVE 2 HEARING DEFECT ANT 
YOu DOr WANT TO GET THE WRONG ANSWER TO THE RIGHT 
QU ON THE RIGHT ANSWER TO THE WRONG QUESTION 
PROBAB MORE DahaG ING 
Q WOULT KE TO ASh TR GHULTZ THREE SHORT 
NTER-RELATED QU ONS TO WHICH | WOULD 
SHULT ONE AT A TIME PLEASE 


ALERT COPY 


UNCLASSIFIED 














TUTTE 
UNCLASSIFIED 


Department of State 


Z 2897 3501815 PaGt B! SYDWNE ¥ 
22/16172 


WHAT YOL 
GET OW WITH 
GOVERNMENT 


HaYDEN 
ABLE TO 
BUT 


OTHER PEDPLE 


be 


THAN 


ARE 


SOME 


Say 
any 
S BET 


82588 


WO 


TER 


8: 


GE OR GE 5 
GOVERNMENT |W THIS 


> 


§/$-0 
INCOMING 


oF 
THAT YOU ARE 
COUNTRY 

ETT ING 


ut 


OTHER BL TERWAT | VE 


£aP-B0 PRS-8 ?-p OB & Q wR SHU Coun 25* YOU WHAT YOUR REACT OW | 
475 537 /4@8 TO THE FACT THAT THE PRES I DEWT DOF SDUTH WHORES HAS WD 
D 22 7 JUN 37 DECIDED 7D WOLD TALKS WITH THE DPPOS'ITION TD TRY AND 
P™ AMCONSU DINE + QuE HE V/DLEWCE 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 26¢ 
SECDET WASWDC oMMED 4 HUL 7] M3 re WAS SAYING wHOT ME BEL IE 
A WASHDC IMMEDIATE Das HDULD HAPPEN & RESUMPTION OF Tale WO’ +" 
NFO WASHDC (MED! 47 ABOUT THE DLENCE BUT ABOUT THE PROCE THROU 
AME MBA MOSCOW PMMED aT WH OH 2 TRANSFER OF POWER © ur ND IW & MANNE? 
WMEMBASSY MAN La OMMED a HOT RETLECTS THE WiLL OF THE KOREGN PEOPLE 
ME MBs toaPORE °MMED/o MOCK multe F 
uME MBo df seq 
UME MBs Pt “M He - aie, wo 7 TH Piao OW TH 
oMEMBa fC MMED aTE - * . Col 0} ‘ 
aM MBo TOKYO (MMED 2 
UME MBa: Suva OMMED aT HULL 77 3 4 RE AGUN PRE. DEW) REAGAN he 
uME MBA CANBERRA (MMED! 47 BEEW (N WASHINGTON anit HOVE BEEN HERE 0 
PACIFIC (SLANDS PROGRAM OFT HOND \s MMED a7 HAVEN 7 S47 DDWN WITH HIM WE He “ap 4 10 y 
CABLE TRAFFIC 
NOLAS SECTION 03 OF BS DNEY D260 BAO AND FORTH BETWEEN HERE AND WASHINGTON 2D 
HOVE CONS DERED DF GUR eR * any a 
TATE FOR PH AND Pa PRE DEPARTMENT PUSS NSC FOR OME THING THAT WE ALL FEE 6 GOOD DES 
MF 8 CARLUC HD WHITE HO FOR WATER at 
MR HOWURE CD OF OASD Pa FOR ASD 31% a TOF 2 oR SMU 7 (GN SYNDLAIR THE WATIDNAL PART 
P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR aDER #45 5a TODAY THO’ HE REGHMRDS YOUR ¥ Ta 
PDL i Tica NUPPROPR ATE COM WN WEEeS BEFORE « 
C Noo ME Ra DP DD YOU #evE aHY COMMENT DW "HE 
BJECT TRANSOR IF PRESS COMERENCE FDLLDs 
x TH Tie’ R on oC OURSS wt ak 
PECIALLY CONCERNED ABOUT POSSIBLE PRO. ERAT OF 
TH 1B-CONT NT 4 
ONCERN "HAT + BE 
TH OR & LON ~ WE DD wat 
' ar wEaPon. PRO Ru ve ual + 
MBERS REDUCED a i ve Fo ary ' 
PROBL E* 
WERT 4 yw va ‘ 
ONCER! 
* “ Lal - ". 
4 GENERa ONCERY PE 4 ed 0 
g07+ ~ “ Ru aw at sC Reyer ye Tews = ¥ 
ONTROL OF "HE NON-PRD R.7 OF £ weer 
PRO RATION FROM THR OWG PLACE «5 ME CONT IW C 
WORt ON REDUCTION ON THE NUCLEMR WEAPONS LEVELS 0 
4 ay THAT HAVE THEM 
) & QUEST/ON TD MR SHULL T] N THE Pad’ THERE Hav 


DEAL WT} AN AMER | Can GOVERNMENT 


THAT THERE ARE MORE PHL OSDPH Cal DIFFERENCES 

” aeoe Parr Teak THE CON FRvay vt Purr t 
HOT WOW & THING DF THE Pa57 Nu ovite 

ORT OF STATEMENTS YOU ARE Mak ING ABOUT THE C 


gHUL TZ THE STRAL (4s Have 


FOR & 1 ONG 7 


THe? QUECT 


( IN‘ TED STATES AND Al 
VERY GOOD AND STRONG PEL aT) ONSH IF 
CONT /NUDUS: ¥ TENT 


QND 7D "HE THe’ 


BNYTH ING TH DD wit OUR ELECTION Cana: on 
OGD Wy FURTHER © «DON 7 WANT ANYTHING TO D 


YOUR ELECTION Cunha YOUF BUS 


ut 


ALERT COPY 


OWS THA” THE AUSTRAL AN | ABOR Pury 





UNCLASSIFIED 









ow 





CEQUUUUGCCUURUUUDOLEEEE 
: UNCLASSIFIED $/S-0 


_ INCOMING 
Department of State 


i ‘ety £2688 88S 8 121438 : 381822 ra 8 ‘DME’ #200 BO 8 


$2 "ESE SPE WUC fae SE aPOWS HE JUS” HONE "OD SRDS THEY 


€oD eo «63-8 PP a 668 “oe aed Te "ss Owl’ oe & Coe BE CURE Oo 
— 
. $ at 9 4 oo "4s ‘D> eayt “ODE ab FTES Oe e 
. De Fs-8 wivale « -~- pial 
Du - BE P+-8) aDl- Be [ue - Ba Ps Sltt - 88 0-88 & wees “=D” lee WO aer7* @ SBDL” SE wade 4° 
*- Ba ea >-g PRL « a 
‘ ‘ 
* 3 = = were  — 2 “a “Tet Ste 
- aN. w * 280 wee” PRE & a sew” he 
Ps os _* me : bad a ~~ ws covets Ga * + so. ot 
os _*! a ‘ owt * ‘ . = * ee . 
e -~.* am: + . * 
wD os? en aes 
EG WD EDs : ets wevTeres Tea? | OPCML Te 
wtGs.-* * _ ws ‘ fi , 
~ “$. a - st “ ° 
“ - , ‘ 
<“e. - . . "20 
~< “$e. -- : 
ut Ba 4 . ~ 
“BL - 
ut Be 8 - s ope 0 [208 GED 7 
‘ é ‘ . -“ . an a8tk SF Oe °0 cal ae 
ea ~~ se ; “© » ‘ c 
. - Dw . es « e * 
. - wes: s "*s e 
$ : ne wp” Pfs ' "E88 8 ‘ ‘ " 
“~ ++ - . in 2 ** 7 et ™~ . Su7e 
7 Dee * os ‘ . ‘ s ue. aed "ete ~* Stte "st 
. . * “ * os at te 
‘ = oe] .. é ™ 
t 
. $ : ; 
: e 
: e “ - ; 
‘ . ~~ 
~ 
- 
. 
“8 SDs : 
- *« -* ; . 
* . %s , *. ’ 
t « “s ? ; ; . 
«+ * “ ; * e aDé 
* é *s “Tt? ' a) ; >™ 
- "* “+ . sts 
e vere ; Po) ye + . - s ts 
‘ x eae 4 HO es PEctRE® 
* atts Ss a > -/ a * e “a 
t is. A * ~ £m ee é 5 si, a 
ne Fs ote °O8 DETSSSTeIE we +s "DS onde 
. - “er — Of os Dd) *8De “+e “=? 
» ee “*. > ~ -~ . 
ao . » ww a5 c “ie 
Ss *s % #6 adi Qua7t Sf >> Oe aDt Due 
' ous wie . x oud. 2d co Tes 
* + *- ww ae 6 : * 
s* w “a? wits op ° oo Oe as tus 
- <= we w 4 3 a? > ’ s 9 
ALERT COPY UNCLASSIFIED 











uuerACCICICN §/S-0 


INCOMING 


Department of State 


De Pa-2) ‘OUR EFFORTS "OD WAR PEOPLE ABOUT "HE SOWIE’ "eREaT 


“ .- oe CoPy-81 a0.-8 fue -oe Ba ‘ a? 2-28e 
a?-38 785-8 °-¢ ae - *arDte & COWES "SE SERCH TESTI OG im TH 


2311 T20sser 40 Pacis ic WE aL wAYS HAVE amd will CONTINUE TD D0 ¢ 
: : BEL (EUE Teal THERE (5 EWDEMCE OF (OmG-TERR 


c= wmcoe one * DEGRaDST Oe TO THE MURURDA ATLL COMM, STRUCTURES ant 

» SECTTATE waDeBC IPED OTE 2569 "#E Fac’ Teal "HAT COULD PRESEWT PROBLEMS Ques THE 

ECDES waSeDC MED) STE OucES "ESP sep ADD TiOmaii’ (7 5 Cease THE (Rae 
¢ weleDC MED ATE gees TaTES OF TE cOUTw Pair Cc SeEece wuCL Eee .. 

ot 5e ——t> 47 & PSOwOCe’ ¥E SC’ amd A400 > Tee Oreric ¥ 

—. 2 e +s 'EDa “~ es 8 © i “OM ei ete Ss ome 

~~ “$B. -~. ‘ “ED 4 ee > w e* . : 

~< “$e. . —- 

~<“B. -- i “ist 85 of 

< “$. e -_ 4 ; ED . : 

- “~~. “Ss, s° . 

a “Bs E> a 

a “ED att . “te s 208 at ee Sal 

ate 21 augieea MED « wT ls sEwECATED OY Te CUTIES 8 8 

: wd Pancea ¢ _— + De ‘oa De GND AMONG OTHER THOWGL BY THE WERY o7RONE 


eed DLL TUL wah ON ede THE GOVERMENT OF 
os oF oo "2208 SuDT#a, 4 ALONG WIT* SOME OTHER GOVERNMENT: Has 


CmLLED ATTENTION TO 17 «6 "HE GEST OF TAT ea: BEES 

os an Pare Pas mEwT Pa » Tea? a7 TSE SumT MEETING |@ TORTO & LITTLE OVER 6 

“< oct > oe --" 7'- we°t? aut tee 260 "S888 was OR "SE FOS" TIE am EMC’ 
S <Oestl ECDES FOR Geld Ps OP ASD LI sto SECOGH!" Om Teal THE SUBSIDY PROGRAMS BEIwG ©. Oued 


a"t D RECTOR fy & WUMBES OF DEVELOPED COUWTROED ARE amOM "+E 


. . - “~ &. 
2 ° * >. * 
. «* : - 
- > * * . = * 
Ss - . . - . 
-- . ‘ . 
satie “t+ #4 be Sa . 
. . - . . "*. e . 
. s -< t+,? e se 
= *. a #8 ia s 2 =" &t . 
«ts ** *. a > tae s* =e *. 
so°* “* ae i." sete . 
© . = *e «et * ’ ?s s* 
> Pe 3: ?saD * “(+ =f eae “oe ane 
rete oo . — = we WCE s "7 *@ g 
* ne be é - . *_- he Pa) *: 
*s . ™ c+ eevee ma” ee . 
ete ‘ * ee s7ts" Del le Cee ' so 
Bice . 0 owt sft S| 6 Coe’ woe, ae sé 
ite © #tta > Pace « stooge (8 “se a ™“ 
. sy * 8 ' #4 t* . = we . 
*. os . : = = wee > 0 -* 'iiece 
woCLea® "ESTS «6S HOw FEEL "ea? THESE TESTI aed Tee 
Nad me Dei ow WE Fe “aut a » 
. ¢ ElSeGE ACPO: aBOUT THE SO 
ae sc s ea” « . 3¢ S wo ws 


ALERT COPY UNCLASSIFIED 











PEUURUGUEROUUUEOEEOUE 
| UNCLASSIFIED 


epartment of State 


6 2214817 1182 $$0161° 2 SYDME* 
16182 T#\We 2S MIMISTE® #AYDEW was SalD 


Pact 


82688 8 OF 28 
os 





§/$-0 
INCOMING 


om 
“we 





wO Pa-81 far-2 a2) a6 668 S'S WIS!’ 70 EU TEML AND AND MYSELF A150 aad 
- Twi We THE WEw TEALAND GOWESWRENT WOULD ACCEP’ THaT 
at?) Ow ©a-82 POINT TOO, AS THEY @A¥E OUTLIWED 17 THEE WRITE 
Parte COOPERATION WITH AUSTRALIA 1S WO SUBSTITUTE 
we 06-@e@ cOP+-21 a0: -8@ fu8-88 22 WSCE-@8 550-88 FOR COOPERST Om wi T* THE UNITED STATES OUR wikw #45 
a?-98 85-2 °-3 206 « SEEN (|S THESE CI@CUNS TANCE Twa’ WE WEED 70 
a4 32 i, 8? PS N74. WIT WEe TEAL AWD SUCH ACTIVITY aS 4 Can 
8 2 Z Jue 8? GOT* ( ORDER TO EMSURE THE (NTER-OPERABIL 1 7* OF OUR 
= amCONsuL Due FORCES amD 7O EWCOURAGE "HE SEW TEAL ANDERS 70 
0 SECSTATE wASMDC (“ED aTE t MS W726 2 SUBSTANT AL DEFENSE CaPaBiLi TY of wear 
NTO THAT PECENTLY ©N QU amNuAL DEFENSE Tales IN NEY 





4 weSeDC (MED aE B08 
ont “Bs "O.tOu «EDs 
o% “8. "ae .s ED a° 
-~ “€- ont oO ; 
~“§ - on ‘ 
2 Put - 
-“= "§. * ™“EDi« 





~“E “84 CSnBEeSe MED ATE 
Pac SND. FFOLF am C CE #Oneg - ED « 
wtle <7:Om & Me) Dwe 2s 
.” Of Pa aud Pa 98 DEP aE MENT Fa a ° sy QUEL"! On DIiSECTED "OC SR aavdEn 58 a” 
“= = Ci and w "E eve te wate on WONDES WG SHETHER YOU ACCEPT "HE AMERICAN WIEN a5 
“= es? ECDES =O Card Pa e ast " . ‘ PSESSED Oy TR Seutz ve MORNING THA? SOVIET 
® accor att 28 $ Die. Omaric | COMME@C a ave GENCE AND OTHES 
‘ ‘ 8 "SE Palit CC SEG Ow ARE A'MED 8 Pak” 
Sa 
: "Bs : x et 5 & © 
Po Se Ss of. ns: eat 71" % at 
SQu" #4. OF S . ; ete re * 
. . . - r¢ * OFCD aut *ea? . 
. > we sos 5 e e oe? ° @ 
-- and «a s"c “a se : . 
‘ o8 . a . : ot 8 . : 
: SS aSs aut ° Ot wy Sf #« 
. es et ®e08 te gs? af « 
: aut p Ws" cee te 
BE ae « ers - t t 
_- Noe « iia «0D #8. « 
Pak e at 4 SEat+ shD PaB? Cat 
c . ¢ *1P° APE abit "OD #e 
‘ 8 we a oud POR \. at °O a3e +S 
. 1’ & «@ “Ow SE* Ou 7 Fegr ‘« 
ad "st O18” & # "se" WEe Ea. ae> CON” . 
Si ae oor ‘et <O0PE Ra, ON }. sf "D a> 
“= Sam— Out wD Gait 
& wetecte + Owe Sf850nal Et, we Tea? i? 
eh aerte, WEw lial end of mute "OS GE Ou’ OF TSE ani 
s8Sanci—Ee" atl 6 ™a°TES OF COMCE@R TO US a5 7S 
wet "SES Tete wv SEQU'SE "ME WECESSARy SELES DEF ENTE 
- 2 | ’ OF wet verte "#t tae a9 ot “ea” “. w 
*=* S€ oC’ Owl at & vE Sad "amr ~ a eta’ 
al "set a6D ONF "#s AaetesS "ot fav oF ’ 7g 
maars 4 DECENT SSEEDOF © & CBI TICa ORT an” 
eae’ OF THE wORLD 
rac we SOUL) FEGe8D 67 6b a MATTED OF 
CONS DESSBLE SEGRE” "HE wee [Ea enpE® ast «0 
ENGestD 8 TE) aTESe SCISES wife w> | ot OC 
ALERT COPY 
UNCLASSIFIED 














DOCURROUUUORERCRROOEE 
UNCLASSIFIED 


Department of State 


$/$-0 
INCOMING 


Sack 2 SyOMEY 226@9 287 OF @8 2214582 218 5501818 Pact #1 SYDNEY 92689 67 OF @8 2214582 le 3301818 
aera 2/16182 SENT MENT 
we Pa-g] faP-8 ee) a4 wlB 
ppaeaSSTecesassSereeeeeseweEeseseeeseeeee ese eee e rere eee WEIWBERGER. WELL, “R PERLE 1S WO LONGER WITH US 
ACTiOn Pa-@2 AND | WAVE QUESTIONED 4/5 JUDGEMENT OW THAT 
wtO (06-82 COPY-@1 40:-88  EuR-80 5-22 NSCE-@2@ SS50-80 9 gUST & FOLLOW UP Om THE QUESTION OF Fi. 
aP-08 «6PAS-81 = PB 006 + WONDERED PERWAPS MP SHULTI MIGHT ANSWER THIS DO 1OU 
----+-- $? 2218382 42 SEE tn THE WEAR FUTURE ANY RESUMPTION OF US 41D TO 
0 2212532 Jum 8? Fis) SINCE THE SUSPENS! ON” 
om AMCONSUL SYONEY 
0 SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 267 SCHULTZ. WELL, THIS (5 SOMETHING "HAT UE ARE OF 
SECDES wasHDC | MMED I ATE COURSE CONSIDERING, AND WE WANT TO SEE OUR A55) STANCE 
51a WADMDC IMMEDIATE 049% 50 TO THE PEOPLE OF Fil), AND FOR THAT TO HAPPEN uf 
SINFO walMDC (MED ate want TO SEE LEGITIMATE PROCESSES OF GOVERNMENT PUT if 
aMEMBass: MOSCOW I AMED PLACE aNWD THE GOVERNOR GENERAL OF COURSE 
amEMBss=+ Maw la IMMEDI « ATTEMPTING TODO Twat, 3O ME ME REVIEWING THAT WEE 
“EG. sPO6E = FMED «Ft 4 D0 Have a WODPi Tat WHIP ON wer TC 
-"€ "8- « hou mn 7 BECoucE OF PROBLEM. |® Sut Twa’ 
-"= "6 Pab WED | « om E OE QE HEADQUARTESED 7O SE®VE PEOPLE of 
-“E"8- . WED « aNDS. aND TwaT PEPRESENTS & STATEMENT OF 4 
-"t "8 TOO IMMEDI « ONG-TERM INTEREST 18 F 
ont "Bs. & (PMED art 
amE"@eis+ Can@eeea MED - MORE On f mR WMEINBERGES 4 Bavadhe 
PaCiF iC | SLaNDS PROGRAP OFF CE HONO « MED! « OVERNMENT MINISTER MR WOR DEAN WAS ALLEGED THAT 
SOME OF THE SOLDIERS THAT WERE (NWOLWED IN THE COUP 
CLAS SECTION @7 OF OS 2: ONEY 02609 wi TH COLONEL SaBura WERE AMER) CANS wm THE LiGHT OF 
TwiS WILL YOU CONFIRM OR DEWY THAT AN AMER) LAN 
STATE FOR Pa aNd Pa PRE DEPARTMENT PASS WGC FOR TRANSPORT PLANE & C138, LANDED AT NAD!) AIRPORT On 
™ CamluCC: and wit #OUTE FOR waT ER an mar CARRYING ABOUT 1S BLACK AMERICAN PERSONNEL” 
 wOwaeD. SECDES FOP Oecd Pa FOR 450 218 a toe 
® allOc aTE 0: RECTOR wWEINBERGER. NO DONT THINK THERE S ANYTHING TO 
Twat TWERE 5 NO CONNECTION WHATEVER WITH ANY 
0 va 
6.f SanlCe ie’ OF 8 ~ Ome ESE OL. Ow 
eave" sav— lait 2 NUMBESe OF a2'0 . 
OULD P8OBaGL- MECALL “Sem TER wa’ Que CONCES? 
E PSE Ny wore +850" 30 . ’ . 
ute Fe at Tea’ THOU THE “€ uF0 
etn "#E 8 a - GE ETENDES Ei. GE+O 
hel | oeetec al a *« oid **s at ot 
3 “’ wetn * ? Ow Tet GeOumd ves 
‘ Gi~f@ ac? auD "Ha? SOR THE “§ 
tts ATED °C COMPESCi a Marre war Taf 
r «AD °O DEVOTEE "Ht TORTS OF D aNd ‘at 
BES OF TH LLED SETOURCE. WECE TARY TO PROPER, 
“OMI TOS THEE aCTi¥  COmTaim Twat ac? OF "OD *S 
© COmva:m Tea’ atTiv 
WESESORE Saw THE POTENT AL FOR POL) T Ca 
DETTAR!, TATION AND ACCORD wGiy | BEL EVE WE wad 4 
SiGeT TO EMPRESS OUR COVcCEOm BUSTRaL 4 CERTAINLY 
#22 SOv ET PRESENCES HERE AND Om THE GROUND BUT wf 
“30, « wave MENT ONED amy TIMES BEFORE DEWOTE & 


GREAT WOMBER OF HIGHLY Se LLED AND SOME 


fePEWS ve TECHNICAL ME. FCES "OD Mane 
activ 5 PROPER: “Ox "ORED 

aRE CISCUNSCRIGED THESES ORE Find WO 
SETWEEN wea’ VE WE 54° 7#'S MORNING AND 


* 
- 


: Ou samy OCCAS 


* 


2 om ineerGee in 
ONDER ETHER YOU 
‘OUR FORMER CLOSE adv COs 
SECENTL ) DESCRIGED MP arDEN 45 ant 
SiG THE NUCLEAR /SDUE TO GENERATE ant 


ALERT COPY 


vitw OF 'ODar 


Ww ue 


ont 


WOw QUESTION THE J 
Si Cwaep PERLE WHO 


veer 
SURE THAT THE 


DIFFERENCE 


wear ve 


> ARON 


DGENENT OF 


@'Can ant 


amet Can 


UNCLASSIFIED 














TROUT 
ie UNCLASSIFIED S/S-0 


INCOMING 


Department of State 


AGE 81 SYDNEY @26@9 @2 OF @S 2218@S2 = 2108 s301e1$ PAGE @! SYDNEY 92689 @8 OF @S 22)S@S2 2186 5501818 
. wn ee eee en nn eee eee eee cee osee--- --- --- 16182 SHULTZ: PHILIPPINE APMED FORCES HAVE BEEN 
WFO Pa-8) faP-@1 882 as WIE PROFESSIONAL'‘ZTED TO & WERY CONSIDERABLE DEGREE SINCE 
-- ene eeeeeeeeee- wsecee- seein PRESIDENT AQUINO CAME INTO OFFICE AND "HEY APE 
aCTiOn Pa-@2 GREATLY IMPROVED (MS THEIR QUALITY SO | WOULD HavE 
EVERY EXPECTATION THAT THEY Li GIVE & VERY STRONG 
FO 106-88 COPY-2: 405-08 £uR-80 53-08 NSCE-08 350-08 PERFORMANCE AND 17 S QUITE CLE@R BY NOW THAT THE 
faP-88 PRS-o °-8? ea) # COMMUNIST INSURGENCY CONTINUES, CONTINUES TO USE 
3463 «2215552 (48 38 VIOLENCE TO TRY TO UPSET wat iS WERY Ci EamiY a 


0 2213832 sum 8? JOVERWMENT THAT THE PEOPLE OF THE PHIL (PRUNES WANT 


Fm aMCONSUL SYDNEY AND SO | ™ SURE THAT THE MILITARY WILL HaWE & STRONG 
"O SECSTATE waSMDC ‘PRED ATE 2672 CaPaB'. TY AND GREEN L1GHT "QO WORM A? "Hal? #aRD and 
SECDEF waSwDC (MED ave THe #0UL 0 
5/4 WASMDC (MMEDIATE 0497 
WEQ waswOC (MMED ave Q NT 17 THE CAUSE THOUGH THAT TRE WAT) ONAL 
aMEMBacc+ MOSCOW (MMED ale Ecuri’ Ounc +S AN ASSESSMENT OPPOSITE 70 "Hal 
SMEMBa lls MON a PED aE eYiING Teal PERHa?) THE Pe PPINE ARPED FORCES Can 7 
~ "e. 2°78 ~—s e a at es 
~ @. i —_ 
"Bs Suk “_ ‘ os oy -- - > Twat a coeesc? e “tr? 
"5 “Be * —— ‘ 
«5 "Ba > on SORE BS “ODE ea OR ee co OMEBOD’ ELSE wave « 
-"E "Bs & (MED af WwESTIO TwiWe *OU VE aD & Fale EFFORT DOWN “HE 
~"§ “Bs CaNBEGRs MED a” SRONT wee as’ QUEST! ON 
Pat if AND, P8OGea" “One - Se ee 
C & QUESTION TO ANY OWE OF THE FOUR GENTLEMEN 
wCi as SECTION OF OF OS OWEY 02695 BETUPNING BRIEFLY TO SOVIET PENETRATION OF THE 
PAaCiFiC |S THERE ANYTHING THAT THE UNITED STATES Of 
TATE FOR Pa AND Pa PRE DEPARTMENT S455 WSC FOF AUSTRAL 4 CAN OF WiLL DO TO CONTAIN AND COUNTER THaT 
<< AQ, UCC! and we “Ouse toe =e TI wATER ane 
"R wOwSRD. SECDEF FOR 0250 Pa FOR acd " a FO8 wE NBER LER THINh ALL THE THINGS WE ARE DOING 15 
® a550Ci ave B:RECTOS #EADED (NN THA’ QUITE CORMECT DIRECTION ON THESE 
“troy AND "#€ AGREEMENTS THAT COME OUT OF ‘HEF 
6.fc" "8. ee ee 5 : 61 . Ow 
enQu WOTS'ING a@OuT "<€* 
“f 7Ou8 af S07 wi te ~ e 
ale ta ‘ “ o e - bal te) 3 e -¢ 
wt wete re . ° @4 bad -. 
agt want « eres be’ s86 Ma @< 4 ee 
Sit ele : . ° . . P 
° se > On 508 SETaRs Sey’ amy yOu CONF ee 
#a7 PRES DENT BE auen «a0 RECENT au’eOR IED a . 


T/LL/ON DOLL AM Cla COUNTER-iNSURGENCY OPE@AT ON 18 
TE PH | PRIWES €D REPORTED @¥ TIME Magarin aN THE 


Fat EASTERN ECOWORC PEVIEW 





Pwi| (POINES OVER THE Pact FOUR BONTs ty «#¢ ‘ 
PEC aL 137 (& COUMTES~ NSUBGENCY 

wut? #€ A PG). aTE CITIZEN amp DON eee 
"eace OF # acrivirt€ 

. wa” THEN TOu® ASSESSMENT OF "HE PERCE! VED 
"wRE al FORM THE wha aN THE Pw (PP NE ARMED FORCE: 


ALERT COPY INET ASSIFIED 


















cS 
= 
—~ “™N i 
ao = vo ' 
_ i 
_— — 4 
wy t lie | oO - i 
™~s wn ' 
w — vin ' Ls) 
™ ' a) 
! ' ' 
' ' O 
' ' va) 
i i a) 
' ' 
i i 
' ' is) is”) 
' ' ° a 
@ i ' ' 
o | i w 
*4 i is) N w a uw v) aw 
NI i un" w ' oO wi I + O2 
' i Zz w 4 u w+ a “uur 
QQ i ' w + aca i] " uw OrmWm vy wi 
i ' . oO O2za 2 waolw "uu Ouwww ®@ w 
bd i i ™N Ww u<ae o« LU ea > ui u ju = YU w a 
_ SS N | ' N 2 TH) pF 62 { awO0O «aua> w 
= @ | ' ts) > Va» Oo du I | fw 5S0O7DQ8M > = w 
a= —— 9 | i ie) 4 Ww j Oaoa urwnag “oe wi VU 
(ff wi i i 0 Z > j uv) > w wOr Z ZIuZ 
= cl ~~ | i W w aw Q wMoiotIwn I wr> ZOw de wea 
om Ps NI ' “vw ms wes u TOs F+W Wr ww or ew, Oo r 
~>... ™N 1 i “" I UI N ee <_ u af 4 Ut “qdOrw@ 
= fon) ? j i . arw w u a Qa ZZnt->O Zw ZF awno fom) 
= haw S ' z-m~™ ) ae 2) Or ) be ubh eter @ “MIT #WO lu 
= .... o | ' ° ' j u O 2 . ->O » OAVGtw Ontra —_— 
— , — 2 | ' ew : ) ' nn w + TO sw us os « OMZz+-1 “ 
= ~~ i i ior r o Zz 1 a Zee OT w > O« o- + Se 
—ee- — u i ' aoe i oO ° w a w ) u Wa ~ww Ww waw - OF _ 
= ~ Q O:1mi ) ' - © @2oae u OO w or QO witteZZsa wy 
an wo — int wi ' " oO i) ' Oo Zz > Z2U@Q@ wr ZU0 2 Ws Do wea 
= — a ' ' I i) aqgu O t Iz < Owe a -~ O@ 
<< Ca © i " " ve io 2) ar Ww I ~hr wre TOWMOaA *zY <a 
= —d/ ~ ' ' ' ™ ry WwW > au« wi i @ + + & YU mHUV0Oe2O0 "1 amd 
=: Cc» fame i@wt ° ‘ ui + 7) w Ww a ti) lIUwtlr osu wZw =) Te ou TZ cq» 
== midi on |! w ’ ul 2 Ow Th) bow Db O oo wwe Zww I r Owv « => 
= ES 9 1 ' ior ' * - & oO na w u + u ~mroa a ae | | 
= = oii i wii J a wwe O u ou a a) w Ou ) “ew + swt — 
= —— NIN oa i oe) n +r Oww ww «OO Ww moa a wu > ) wOr aa »,UDgDsE 
a= Q eo :'1o} ‘ i 0 ” werrh > wO w3ro 2) oO Ww) ' .) ui > uO? 0 
'er ' WW OO uieree 2S - ws on w u “a -. un NTO+r O@Meu wn? 
= SA ' ‘ . ' =} & OO SD we me me oe 2% © Twa © wi Oo ul est ce) Ow w 
= ~ 4 ' o- 1 -2w 4 ww QOO0Q sa aro ~w Ww ae oe ws 2 ' w re 
a) w | ' 1's htt hb me oo “wwworn® u ~u a ' sIZ ut « Lo - aoe OOF & 
zati~t >» 4 O¢daeagcawOdaaate oO oO a | @] a i+ wie > > mo Tr One OG oa 
o'er aw r OW Were dr SSS Sag a tut on u et) @rtrrevurdunO uw 
i a i - Oa wOztoaos ( Tet ere 5 aa oO w a © wi ow mr OOF (wnmowa » 
miais va ~*~ Z2iriagawea u ~ a oO oa Ow wr OFF WO u) < >w hu 
a .¢ @OW we 2 ow O “wm 5G O w Ww) “2ZzUvU@ uw) I 0 wtartr Owwmawrerw 
iw t >» « a jer OO gee dr ct OO Z <I 4 we 2 >wntee « Ow o« (i7wn 
| ' ! ZMWZFTVUMOUNMZ J FAO, >Z7? 0 wi oO  & + ) 0 hb ww Tw w 
i in °8°o8 ) a) 00 + ul wOra oe) a + >a gO, wi G >wuvdgduade > lee Uv 
' 's ee _JjWOrOUTIEIH s-awrenwnoy av w b wi > wt woe Ov weet Ov 
' , 2 ii > WOW Ww 2) UO, 0 > wOWrrs ia wens > wa oo 
‘oulia oa NWddq=ttaq>.»-s+>». >> > >» > ow ry) Q@ocqgca w OOF w Z wt TCOO*,Ouw a) 
‘desea O «a —OZr FEW THM HHH H HWW wn O 5 4 ” + + Ow + a + 7a e OO 
es § GQte jul wow a MMOH wNnwno u@gzswu “wt QCwWe 7 o > wi - >} + 
So | 12 m™UUUN FO 44d eo Ww <_oo0o ©) ; w ©) aziz gwOw 
O ‘“sww wOOananoanonmnoaoagmu wOoOTwW uw mp ¢&@ ~ wth w ZI Ze see Z > 
Ww oO 4 oO mM<"ERACOQOdZacaaezanaiunw ; ’ Ww ’ + Oo iu O - m>«.00 4584 ow 
o u ' u “ UNF ne Www www wa 0 2 “a a Ow wt ow ut roo ul MOZwea a 
< 2 2) Z 2Owmmiscscsasaaauuua Zz + ae ) I Tw @ ++ 9 “faTtwwn >wOow tee ] 
a 4 4 on Ourwyd Dd qaqa ) woes a ww >> O Ww I > bh “aoaodoed a | 
be 
(2 << 
. we 
ad 
< 
, 









DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INOeE X 


Monday, June 22, 1987 





BRIEFER 


Su ct 


SOUTH KOREA 
Chun Meeting with Opposition 
US Position on Political Dialogue 
Purpose of Sigur Visit, Meeting with Opposition 
Current Rok Human Rights Record 
US View of Intervention by Military 
US Travel Advisory, Position on Sanctions 
Possibility/Likelihood of Coup 


LEBANON 
Syrian Role in Efforts to Free Hostage Glass 
Hizballah Responsibility for Glass Kidnapping 
Alleged US Foreknowledge of Kidnapping Attempt 


IRAN-IRAQ 

UN Security Council Agreement on Resolution on 
Ceasefire, Troop withdrawal, POW Exchange 

US Position on UN Security Council Resolution on 
arms Embargo 

Agreement in Principle to Extend Saudi AWACS 
Protection 

US-USSR Discussions re Gulf War _. 

Liberian Request for US Reflagging 

Secretary's Role in Defending US Policy 


SAUDI ARABIA 
Efforts to Help US Foreign Policy 


MIDOLE EAST PEACE PROCESS 
US View of USSR Participation in Int'l Conference 
US-USSR Experts Meeting on the Middle East 


SOUTH AFRICA 
Ambassador Perkins on Sanctions, Divestment 


BAHAMAS 
Comment on Election Results ... 
Cooperation re Orug Interdiction Efforts: 


DEPARTMENT 
Secretary's Return to the US 


USSR 
Soviet Doctors' Examination of Prisoner Peltier 


[RAN-NICARAGUAN CONTRA CASE 
Solicitation of Contra Aid from South Korea? , 
Report of Sofaer Threat to Resign over Misleading 
Draft Testimony 


Cd 


Phyllis Oakley 


12 

















DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #107 


MONDAY, JUNE 22, 1987, 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen, [ 
have no announcements, so I will be happy to begin with your 
questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the announcement that 
President Chun Doo Hwan will meet with opposition leaders? 


) I don't have anything specifically in regard to 
some of these specific things. Let me just repeat again that 
we hope negotiations between the government and oppositicn will 
calm the turbulence and provide an opportunity for Korea's 
political leaders to devise a broadly acceptable political 
system. We have long called for dialogue between the 
government and opposition as the best way to develop a more 
open, broadly based political system. 


Certainly, we urge that meetings involving political 
leaders from all sides take place and contribute to progress in 
resolving pressing political issues. 


Q Phyllis, Mr. Sigur is going -- it sounds 
responsive; it sounds like you approve, but it may have been 
prepared before he made the announcement. But can you tell us 
if Mr. Sigur is going to meet with opposition people in the 
same spirit of open dialogue? 


a Let me just note that Mr. Sigur, who has been in 
the area, has the lead role in formulating U.S. policy toward 
that part of the world, and the Secretary has asked him to stop 
in Korea for a first-hand look. 


He wishes to meet with our own Ambassador and with a 
cross-section of Korean political leaders to assess the current 
Situation there. While in Korea, he will underscore the U.S. 
view that dialogue and compromise provide the best means of 
ensuring Korea's political development. 


Q But he is? If he's going to meet with a cross 
section, I guess he'll meet with the opposition. 
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a] Yes. 


Q Last year Amnesty found a marked increase in 
human rights abuses in South Korea in ‘86 -- to that point in 
'86 as compared with ‘85 -- torture of political opponents and 
the whole bit, electrodes, etc. 


Can you bring us up to date and tell us if the U.S. 
Government is aware of the current status of torture in South 
Korea? Is it on the rise, decline, or about the same? 


ro) I don't have any evaluation of the current human 
rights situation in Korea. I would refer you to the Human 
Rights Report that I think was issued in the first part of this 
year. I think that's the latest, most definitive statement. 


Q I just meant, given the unrest there and the now 
active U.S. interest in what's going on, I thought perhaps our 
large Embassy there may have reported to Washington if the 
Korean Government is still torturing prisoners. 


a I'm sorry, I just can't help you with that one. 


Q Can you take the question, though, because that 
report only deals with last year, and we're already well 


several months in ‘87? The situation has changed, and 
certainly the Embassy monitors this on a regular basis, so 
could there not be some kind of interim report? 


A Of course the Embassy certainly is very 
interested in this. Let me take the question and see if we do 
have something more up to date. 


Q Do you not know who Gaston Sigur is specifically 
going to meet with? 


a No, I believe that all of this is to be worked 
out. Generally we don't publish the list of all the 
appointments. I think he's due to arrive tomorrow and will 
have two days of very busy consultations. 


Q Did he reformulate himself his own instructions 
then in the last 24 hours? Yesterday he didn't seem to know 
whether he was going to meet opposition leaders. 


a Well, I think that all this is in the process of 
being worked out. There was not a long lead time. The 
Secretary has certainly said that he hopes that he will meet 
with people of all views, and I'm sure that those details will 
be worked out. 
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Q In view of the reported military involvement in 
all this, is there any plan for a senior United States military 
official or official of the Department of Defense to go out and 
give the message to the Korean military through their channels? 


a I don't believe that there are any plans for a 
visit now by someone from the Defense Department. But let me 
just point out that in our view military intervention would be 
a serious disservice to Korea's interests. Recent signs of 
flexibility on the part of both the government and opposition 
lend hope that resolution can occur via positive political 
actions, not negative military ones. We urge Korean military 
commanders to concentrate on the defense of Korea and allow the 
political process to develop in a manner agreeable to the 


Korean people. 


Q But is that message being given by American 
military people to the Korean military or is it only by the 
State Department? 


fs) I believe that the Korean Government across the 
board will be aware of our views. 


Q When you say “our,” you mean who? What do you 
mean “our"? 


) The United States Government's views. 


Q Could I follow up in a different way, Phyllis? 
Has the U.S. either directly or indirectly advised, warned -- 
whatever word you want to use -- North Korea not to try to take 
advantage of this current situation? 


4 I just don't have anything on that. 


Q Phyllis, just to cross a couple of "t's", things 
quieted down a bit over the weekend. Is the advisory still on, 
and does the State Department still oppose Senator Kennedy and 
others' call for economic sanctions? 


a I would agree in the evaluation that the 
situation seems to have calmed down somewhat. Nevertheless, 
our travel advisory urging people to avoid the demonstrations 
in areas of confrontation still stands, and our guidance still 
stands on the question of the trade sanctions. 


Q Could you tell us what prompted your statement on 
military intervention? Did you have reports of a military coup 
in the works? 
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a I don't want to characterize indications. [ 
think that, certainly, this has been a subject that has been 
discussed yesterday by various people commenting on Korea. 
We're simply discussing the situation in general, and this 
happens to be one part of it. 


Q Has Mr. Sigur spoken to the opposition befcre? 
Has he been out there on a visit before? [ couldn't remember. 


a I think, certainly, in his tenure and before, 
when he worked at the NSC, that he has visited Korea before. I[ 
don't have the exact number of dates, but certainly I think, 
generally, he's met with a broad cross section of political 
leaders in Korea. I don't have the exact appointment schedule 
that he had. 


Q He knows many of them personally, then? 


A [I would assume so. But, again, I just don't have 
the details on that. 


Q Another topic? 
a Yes. Are we through with Korea? 


Q One more question. Did he ever solicit South 
Korea for funds for Nicaragua, as far as you know -- for the 
contras? 


“4 I just have nothing on that. 


Q Can you update us on the Syrian role to free the 
American hostage in Beirut? 


a In regard to the question of the kidnapping of 
the American journalist, Charles Glass, and the Lebanese, Mr. 
Usayran, and their driver, I really have nothing further on any 
of the details of the kidnapping. 


Q But do you see any Syrian role playing there? I 
mean, any role Syria played? 


A We've seen the reports on the roles that various 
people are playing. I don't want to characterize those in any 
way now. I think it would be premature. Let me just say that 
we welcome efforts by any responsible party to obtain the safe 
release of all innocent victims. 


Q Phyllis, yesterday Mr. Armacost said that 
Hizballah was responsible. 
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A Yes. In our view, we do think from the 
information available that Hizballah is responsible. 


Barry? Excuse me 
Q No. I was going to ask the same thing. 


Q There's a report that trials are going to be 
organized for some of the hostages, but it doesn't make clear 
where this is supposed to be. Do you know anything about that? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q During the last few days, did you meet any 
difficulty because of the fact that you don't have an 
Ambassador in Damascus? 


a No. 
Q Dealing with the kidnapping case? 


a No. We have an Embassy in Damascus that's 
functioning. 


Q Phyllis, when you confirm that Hizballah is the 
responsible party, do you mean that Iran is responsible for the 
kidnapping? 


A No. I'm just repeating what the Acting Secretary 
said yesterday, that we think that Hizballah is responsible. 


Q Phyllis, have you seen a report that linked this 
to the Hamadei affair? 


A I just have nothing on that. 


Q Phyllis, the Acting Secretary also reported 
yesterday on television, on the record, that there is an 
agreement now among the five permanent members of the Security 
Council on the first resolution you want. 


Now, the account in the Times has officials saying 
China is opposed to the second one, the one that has teeth in 
it, to impose an embargo on either side if they refuse to go 
along with the ceasefire. Can you tell us here if China is 
your problem on Resolution 2? 


a I'm not going to get into the specifics of the 
positions of any countries. Let me just note that, as the 
Acting Secretary said yesterday, all of the five permanent 
members of the Security Council -- the United States, the 
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United Kingdom, the Soviet Union, France, and China -- have 
agreed to support a Security Council resolution that would 
order an immediate ceasefire in the Iran-Iraq war, withdrawal 
of forces to pre-war borders. and the exct.ange of prisoners of 
war . 


The resolution would also indicate that the Security 
Council would meet again to consider enforcement measures 
should either combatant refuse to comply with the terms of the 


first. 

The five are continuing informal consultations on this 
issue. We've noted before -- certainly the United States 
believes -- that the most effective enforcement measure is an 


arms embargo, and this possibility is certainly on the five's 
agenda for discussion 


Q So it sounds like nothing has been ruled out yet, 
is that right? 

- what I'm saying is that the discussions are 
continuing. 

Q Do you think maybe Mr. armacost could come down 
and talk to us, since he goes on television -- he's willing to 
talk about the situation there -- so that, you know, we could 


set one of the prime movers here, because you made a big fuss 
in Venice over wanting to enforce an arms embargo, and things 
are moving along. Perhaps you could look into the possibility 
of his favoring us with a little session, huh -- without 
cameras, or with cameras? 


é Without cameras? 


Q With cameras. We'll put his picture across the 
country, which apparently is what he was willing to do Sunday 
Maybe he can talk to us again 


a Well, I'm not going to promise anything, and I 
think our views on this are fairly clearly known 


Q They are not well known at all What do you mean 
“clearly known"? You just told us how you haven't got a 
decision yet on Resolution 2. We'd like to come up to date. 
Nothing's clear 


a Nothing's clear? The discussions -- 


+ If things were clear, we wouldn't be asking 
questions. 


& The discussions continue 
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Q There were reports that the United States was 
informed through intellicence channels that an American who was 
an adviser to the Lebanese Defense Minister was going to be 
kidnapped. Did the United States or diplomats in Beirut 
contact the Defense Minister to find out whether or not he knew 
anything? 


+ In keeping with our standard practice, I'm just 
not going to comment on this it touches intelligence 
questions. 


Q The question arises, could the Administration 
have done something to prevent the kidnapping? 


a I just can't help you with that. 


Q Despite the fact that Syria is doing a number of 
things which various officials in the U.S. Government, on 
background, are saying appear to be quite positive. you from 
the podium have no characterization of the different moves that 
Syria has made in the last 72 hours? 


2. Well, I think I covered that slightly. that in 
this period of ongoing efforts obviously that are taking place 
we're just not going to characterize anything, that we are 
welcoming all efforts by any party that would help in the 
release of these people 


Q Have you seen any evidence in the last. say. four 
months that Syria has shown a somewhat different attitude 
towards terrorism or support of terrorism? 

+ I just have nothing on thet today. 


Q Do you know of any plans for the United States to 
send a special envoy to Damascus since we do not have an 
ambassador there? 


a No. I know of no plans that way 


* Can you comment on the New York Times article 
regarding the secret contributions by Saudi Arabia to 
anti-Marxist, pro-Western groups at the urging of the United 
States? 





+ I think we covered in general on Friday our views 
on our relationship with Saudi Arabia. I noted our close 
bilateral relations, common concern, the fact that we consult 
closely with them. Many of the suggestions in that articie 
dealt with matters that are considered of an intelligence 
nature, and I really don't have any further comment. 
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Q Is this an example of the special relationship 
you have with Saudi Arabia’ 


a I'm just not going to comment on that 


Mrs Oatley. do you have any comment on the story 
published in the Washington Times of today regarding the 
participation of the Soviet Union in the international peace 
conference? 





a I'ma little confused about tne thrust of your 
question You're asking that I comment on what aspect of that 
story? 


Q There were two parts in the story: first, that 
the United States is going to accept the participation of the 
Soviet Union in an international conference for peace in the 
Middle East. a conditional acceptance or a conditional 
approval The other part talks about a so-called game plan 
prepared by the State Department for the conference to be 
following 


« I think we have made very clear our position on 
the participation of the Soviet Union That policy is 
unchanged We continue to believe that any Soviet role in the 
peace process must be linked to a demonstration of constructive 
Soviet behavior We have yet to see a serious effort on their 
part towards such behavior 


In regard to the meetings that are going to take place 
between Assistant Secretary Murphy and Mr. Polyakov, we have 
stated before the United States and the Soviet Union will hold 
their third annual senior experts’ exchange on the Middle East 
in early July in Europe The purpose of this meeting is to 
exchange views on Middle East regional issues. and this will 
naturally include the peace process 


Q What about the game plan attributed to the State 
Department as steps to be followed’ 


a Let me reiterate that this is not any sort of a 
negotiating session. As I've said, these meetings have always 
been billed and continue to be billed as an opportunity for the 
exchange of views 


Q The Saudi Srabia's using their AWACS to patrol 
the southern Persian Gulf -- is that now agreed to? Is that 
now final? 
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a Yes. Let me note that we and the Saudi Arabians 
have agreed in principle on a cooperative arrangement for a 
southern AWACS orbit in addition to the current northerly Aawacs 
operation. This southern orbit would be flown by the Saudi 
AWACS. The northerly AWACS orbit is flown by the United States 
We are continuing to work out the modalities of such an 
arrangement 


Q when would that begin? 
a I don't have any specifics on that 


Q The Journal speaks this morning of a far-sighted. 
low-risk approach that is being pushed within the State 
Department for dealing with the Gulf. I guess it must be from 
State Department sources. but the general idea is to have the 
Gulf countries try to persuade Iran and Iraq to end the tanker 
war, which really means leaning on Iraq. 


Can you say anything about this low-risk, far-sighted 
approach? 


o No I don't Nave any comment on that. I think 
certainly our policy on the Gulf has been stated and restated. 
most recently by Acting Secretary Aarmacost yesterday, and I 
don't have anything further on that 


Q I just wanted to ask about your answer on the 
AWACS. Does this mean that Saudi Arabia will keep all of the 
AWACS, both the AWACS that the U.S deployed and are US -owned 
plus the ones that they own? 


a I don't have the details of when that transfer 
and transition will be completely accomplished What I'm 
talking about is the current situation where both U.S. and 
Saudi AWACS are operating. I don't have a date on how long 
that will go on. But simply. for the time being, we are going 
to use both of then. 


@ - Saudi AWACS haven't been used yet, have they’ 


a Yes. They are being used in that northern area 
-- excuse me -- the southern orbit would be flown by the Savi 
AWACS. The northerly AWACS orbit is Flown by the U.S. 


Q I thought -- they're not still training on the 
Saudi AWACS? 


= Well, but it's a long transition, so they're both 
still operating together and I think will be for a good long 
time into the future. But, as I said. I just don't have the 
dates on how that total transition will take place. 
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Q One follow-up. the United States also wanted 
landing rights in Saudi 4rabia How 1s that coming along? 


a I just don't have anything on that question. 


Q One question on the Saudi AwWACS Sometime back 
the Pentagon told a House Foreign affairs subcommittee that the 
Saudis have got five AWACS Out of that one is being used for 
training, and four of them are grounded because they do not 
have the pilots and the crew. By this time have the pilots and 
the crew been trained for the Saudi AWACS? 


4 I don't, again, have the specifics on this 
training transition process. I assume that some of them are 
operating, but let me see if perhaps I can get you some more 
details on that. 


Q Phyllis, on the meeting with the Soviets and 
Assistant Secretary Murphy, you recall that after the Deputy 
Soviet Foreign Minister gave an interview to Flora Lewis 
suggesting that they wanted to get together with the United 
States to discuss some specifics in the Gulf, including how to 
avoid incidents, then after that you said that you expected 
that Assistant Secretary Murphy would eventually take that up 
with the Soviets. Is this going to be on the agenda next month 
when they meet? 


a I'm not sure what “this” refers to. 


Q Well, the proposal by the Soviet Deputy Foreign 
Minister that there be a meeting between the United States and 
the Soviet Union to discuss specifics in the Persian Gulf. 


5 But I'm not going to get into any sort of 
specific agenda that they might take up We've talked about in 
general the subjects that are likely to come up Certainly, 
the situation in the Gulf, the Iran-Iraq war, the peace process 
are among the issues on which they will exchange views. 


Yee? 


Q Thank you. On Ambassador Perkins’ speech, was he 
breaking with Reagan Administration policy? 


a The question refers to a speech that Ambassador 
Perkins, our Ambassador to South africa, recently gave in 
Portland. Let me just note that he spoke extemporaneously He 
didn't have a text. He discussed the general terms of his 
remarks beforehand with the State Department. 
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We have consistently stated that the Comprehensive 
Anti-Apartheid Act is an effective embodiment of American 
outrage, but results are what count in ending apartheid. The 
law has not achieved positive results toward that end. The 
Ambassador's statements are consistent with U.S. policy 


Q A Korea question. There was a report in the Post 
today about the riot control methods that the Korean police are 
using, and I assume that some of their riot gear, maybe even 
the tear gas, comes from the United States. are there any 
conversations with the Koreans on the way they're handling 
their crowds? 


a I just don't have anything on the specifics on 
that yet. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Bahamian elections? 


a Yes. The question, if all of you didn't hear, 
was if we had any comment on the Bahamian elections. 


All indications are that while there were some 
administrative problems, the elections were conducted fairly. 
Given the size of the vote in favor of Prime Minister 
Pindling's party, we see no reason to believe that these 
problems measurably influenced the outcome of the election or 
that the results do not accurately reflect the electorate 
support for the PLP. 


Q That's it? No message on the drug problem? 


a Well, certainly I think that we have had close 
cooperation with Sir Pindling's Government in a number of 
narcotics-related areas. We hope to preserve that cooperation 
and extend it to the early conclusion of a mutual legal 
assistance treaty and expanded cooperation in narcotics 
interdiction activities. 


Q When is Mr. Shultz coming home? We miss him. 


a I think he is due to arrive back in “*e United 
States sometime late Tuesday and will be wendinyg ii: ©-*y to the 
East Coast later in the week. 


Q Would you like to correct the Prime Minister's 
title? 


a Oh, Prime Minister? What did I say? Excuse me. 


Q You said Sir Pindling. He's Sir Lynden. 
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a Lynden. Excuse me [I'm sorry 
Q How could you forjet that first name. 
Q There are reports coming out of Bonn today that 


there's a definite government decision on Hamadei Do you have 
anything on that? 


a I don't have anything on that. 

Q I also had a follow-up on Perkins. I was 
interrupted. 

a Excuse me. 


Q Just one other thing. On the AWACS, will there 
be U.S. crews on the southern orbit then? 


a Again, I don't have the specific arrangements of 
how those airplanes -- let me look at that and see if we can 
get any information to you. 


Q Despite your statement, Ambassador Perkins seemed 
to be softening the American position on U.S. businesses in 
South Africa. He would not advise them whether to stay or 
leave. Is the U.S. shifting its position on the American 
businesses? 


a No. And I think that perhaps some of his 
comments may have been taken out of context. I think 
Ambassador Perkins supports the continued positive presence of 
U.S. firms in South Africa, but he believes, as we do, that 
individual firms must take their own business decisions, 
weighing all relevant factors. 


Q I have a question on the Gulf, please. Do you 
have any comment on the reports saying that the United States 
already rejected a request by Liberia to escort their tankers 
in the Gulf area? 


& - Wo. I don't have anything on that report today 


Q Phyllis, in connection with the Secretary's 
return, there's been a lot of reports suggesting that he hasn't 
taken a very active role in defending the Gulf reflagging or 
the protective regime. He's been out of the country a long 
time, and that has been going on without his interest, without 
his support. Would you like to address either the thrust of 
them? Or is the Secretary planning to say something, come out 
and defend himself? 
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a Well, I did address that Friday. [ don't know 
whether you were here in the briefing then, but I would refer 
you to what I said then. It still stands. 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of the Soviet 
doctors to an American Indian in Leavenworth? 


Q The question, please? 


A Yes. I'll repeat the question. [t's a question 
about whether some Soviet physicians will be permitted to visit 
and examine an imprisoned American native activist, a man named 
Leonard Peltier. 


Leonard Peltier is a native Ameri-an who is serving 
two consecutive life sentences at Leavenwo. th Prison in Kansas 
for the murder of two FBI agents. Mr. Peltier has often been 
characterized by Soviet officials as a political prisoner. Mr. 
Peltier is suffering from an eye disorder causing blurred 
vision. He has been examined extensively by medical experts 
who have determined that there is no known cure for his 
Gisease. He is currently receiving non-addictive preventive 
medicines. 


Soviet officials have made several requests to U.S. 
Government officials, most recently to Speaker of the House Jim 
Wright during his visit to Moscow, for permission to visit Mr. 
Peltier and to examine his condition. Although we have 
explained the nature of Mr. Peltier's disease to Soviet 
officials, they nonetheless wish to pursue the examination. 


Mr. Peltier did not request the visit, but he has 
stated that he has no objections. With humanitarian 
considerations foremost in mind, the United States Government 
has consented to the Soviet request and will facilitate the 
visit. The physicians are due to arrive on June 23 and will 
visit Mr. Peltier thereafter. 


At the request of the Speaker, Congressman Steny 
Hoyer, Chairmman of the Commission on Security and Cooperation 
in Europe -—— they've been in close contact with Soviet 
officials on this issue and arranging the details of the visit 
by the Soviet physicians 


Does that cover it? 


Q Will this be the first time the Soviets have 
intervened in such a U.S. human rights case? 


a I don't have the answer to that, but let me see 
if I can look it up for you. 
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Is there any discussion of reciprocal visits? 


Yeah. Reciprocity. 


Well. one would hope that it would lead that 
direction 


Q Have they alleged that this is a violation of the 
Helsinki Final Act? 


A I'm not sure what the specific charges have 
been. I would perhaps refer you to the Soviet Embassy for that 


Q Phyllis, anything on the delightful security 
incident in Australia regarding the Secretary, his 
communications? 


a No. I don't have an official reaction to that. 


Q What about unofficially? What does that say 
about the U.S. security apparatus? 


Q Anything on Judge Sofaer's role in making sure 
that the chronology was straight last December? 


a I don't have any comment on the story. Judge 
Sofaer testified in closed session, and that issue is under 
investigation. 


Last question over here. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the reports that the 
U.S. has proposed to France to test nuclear devices on the 
Nevada test site? 


Aa No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:06 p.m.) 











Posted: June 22, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the June 22, 1987 daily press briefing: 


KOREA: HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATICT: 








Q: Can we have an update on the human rights situation in 

Korea? 

A: -- A REVIEW OF KOREA'S HUMAN RIGHTS RECORD OVER THE PAST 
YEAR MAKES IT CLEAR THAT THERE IS REASON FOR SERIOUS 
CONCERN. OUR POSITION IN THIS REGARD IS SPELLED OUT IN OUR 
MOST RECENT ANNUAL HUMAN RIGHTS REPORT. IN THAT REPORT WE 
EXPRESS OUR CONCERN TO THE KOREAN GOVERNMENT OVER NUMEROUS 
HUMAN RIGHTS PROBLEMS, ESPECIALLY THE SERIOUS PROBLEM OF 


TORTURE. 


-- THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT HAS UNDERSCORED REPEATEDLY 
THE IMPORTANCE OF HUMAN RIGHTS TO DEMOCRATIC DEVELOPMENT IN 
KOREA. OUR SUPPORT FOR SUCH DEVELOPMENT REMAINS FIRM. 

MOST RECENTLY, RICHARD SCHIFTER, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
STATE FOR HUMAN RIGHTS AND HUMANITARIAN AFFAIRS, TESTIFIED 
BEFORE CONGRESS MAY 6 ON THIS ISSUE. THE KOREAN GOVERNMENT 


IS WELL AWARE OF THE IMPORTANCE WE ASCRIBE TO HUMAN RIGHTS 


CONCERNS. 








Question taken at tne noon press oriefing of Jsune 22, 148? 


SAUDI ARABIA: AWACS’ CREWS 





@: Have pilots and crew oeen trained for Saudi AWACS? 


A: --WE REFER YOU TO THE PENTAGON. 


@: Will tnere be a U-S- crew on that Soutnern orbit then? 
At «<THE DETAILS OF THE OPERATION ARE BEING WORKED OUT BETWEEN 
US AND THE SAUDIS. WE CANNOT GET INTO DETAILS AT THIS 


TIME. WE REFER YOU TO THE PENTAGON FOR ANY FURTHER 


CLARIFICATION. 











Posted: June 22, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the June 22, 1987 daily press briefing: 


USSR: VISITS TO U.S. PRISONERS 





Q: Has tne U.S. previously permitted Soviets to visit 
prisoners in the United States on humanitarian grounds? 


A: -- SOVIET OFFICIALS PREVIOUSLY HAVE REQUESTED ACCESS TO 


AN AMERICAN PRISONER ONLY ONCE IN RECENT MEMORY, AND 





THAT REQUEST, ALSO TO VISIT MR. PELTIER, WAS GRANTED. 


IN 1984, SOVIET CORRESPONDENTS FROM TASS AND NOVOSTI 
REQUESTED PERMISSON TO INTERVIEW MR. PELTIER IN 


PRISON. PERMISSON WAS GRANTED, AND THE INTERVIEWS 


WERE CONDUCTED WITH MR. PELTIER. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one brief announcement 


The 1987 travel season is underway with many Americans 
travelling abroad for the first time. Travellers should be 
familiar with the laws of the countries they visit and aware of 
the hazards of getting involved with drugs overseas. I draw 
your attention to a press release which has been posted today, 
providing information on the critical subject of arrests, 
particularly drug-related arrests, of Americans abroad. 


Now ['ll be happy to answer questions. 

Q Is that particularly for us? (Laughter) 

A Well, if the shoe fits, you know, what can [ say? 
No questions? 

Q Hamadei? 


“ On Hamadei, we really don't have any further 
information on it. 


Q You mean Meese has not reported back or -- 


A Oh, wait a minute. Excuse me. Well, beyond 
that, the point that the Attorney General is in Germany today 
We're expecting to have a formal reaction from the German 
Government which they said they would give tomorrow. I think 
the President spoke about this yesterday in his press 
conference, and I really have nothing further on it. 


Q Phyllis, Ambassador Rowny has announced a meeting 
between Secretary Shultz and Mr. Shevardnadze in mid-July. Can 
you give us further details on it? 
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A I really don't have further details we've 
stated often about this question of @ Ministerial meeting, that 
it is a possibility, but nothing has been scheduled If the 
meeting does occur, we will push for progress in all areas of 
our agenda START, INF, and other arms control subjects, human 
rights, regional issues, and bilateral matters 


Q Is Rowny essentially speaking well before this 
has all been established then? Is that what you're saying? 


a Well, I don't think he gave any specific dates 
He was talking about in general terms 


Q He said firmly they're going to meet in July 


Q Mid-July 


Q Mid-July 

Q Right Mid-July even 

a) Well, I'm not going to comment on -- 

Q And that their aides will be with them, and, I 
mean, he gave details that this is signed, sealed and 
delivered, and there seems to be some amazement upstairs Is 


that correct? 


A I'm aware of what he said Let me just stick 
with what I've said, that that is the status on the possibility 
of a meeting 


Q You're not really quarreling with mid-July, 
you're just saying it hasn't -- it's not officially scheduled 
yet 

A That's correct 

Q Are you just saying that no firm date has been 


set? Is that the way you want to leave it? 


- I'm saying that a meeting has not yet been 
scheduled The possibility certainly exists Obviously, we're 
considering it, but just nothing has yet been scheduled 


Q Mr. Oakley, any further information on the 
efforts to release Mr. Class? 


a I have nothing further on the kidnapping we 
continue our efforts for the safe release of these innocent 
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victims and the other hostages, but I really can't help you 
with any specifics 


Q You can't comment on the Syrian army officer's 
comments on the American TV about the -- Mr. Glass? 
4 No. I have no comment on that 


Yesterday you said from the podium that the U.S 
did think Hizballah is responsible They've now denied 
responsibility. Have you any reaction to what they have to 
Say, and do you stick by your belief that they did execute this? 


a No. I don't have any comment on their reaction, 
and I really don't have anything further on it we stand by 
what we saic. 


Q Don't you telieve that the Syrian Government 
needs to be encouraged to continue with the same efforts they 
are doing now? 


ra well, 1 -- what we said on that yesterday, and 
let me just repeat it -- that there are lots of steps going 
on People are concerned about this situation, but it's just 
premature and inappropriate at this point to classify or 
indicate in any way what's happening I just have nothing 
further on it. 


Q Does this mean you don't believe that the Syrians 
are making the main effort to release -- 


- It doesn't mean anything of the kind It just 
what I've said means that we're simply not going to comment on 
it 


Q There have been some reports recently that 
there's been an increase in killings and other human rights 
abuses by El Salvador's armed forces I'm wondering if the 


State Department has any reaction? 


a We could not conclude at this point that the 
human rights situation in £1 Salvador is deteriorating. We 
have seen several recent reports about possible human rights 
abuse by the army in combat situations, but the circumstances 
appear unclear and are being investigated by the Salvadoran 
Government. We have expressed the U.S. Government's strong 
interest in these investigations Some of the recent reports 
appear to be guerrilla-inspired fabrications aimed at 
discrediting President Duarte's elected government 








I think it's obvious that we have consistently made 
clear our views, and that they are known to the Government of 
E] Salvador we are very concernec adout these reports anc 
have urged that every effort be made to investigate and 
prosecute all political violence and intimidation Tne subject 

¢ T tr 


. : 
ecentiy Guring the visit of 


s d 
y Abrams and Under Secretary of Defense Lkle 


i 
of human rights wa 
Assistant Secretar 
to E—El Salvador 


yOu Nave anything on the 
resicent Mubarak and King Hussein 


Q Mrs. Oakley. do 
arrangements for a visit By P 
to Washington? 


4 No I can't help you with that 

Q I understand the Ambassador of Egypt was in this 
building yesterday Mayde it was reiated somehow to this? 

os I just have nothing on that 

Q Phyllis. on the subject of Korea, yesterday you 
spoke about the U.S. view of military involvement there - 


number of Korean units are under the operational control of a 
joint U.S.-Korean command Would the United States release 
those Korean units from the operational control which is 
intended to defend against North Korea for the purpose of 
engaging in internal activities? 


= I'm just not going to speculate at all about what 
we might do in various situations We've said a number of 
times in the past few days Korea's present problems are 
political and require a political, not military, solution 


Q Well, what is the United States’ attitude about 
the use of forces which are, to some degree, under a joint 
U.S.-Korean command? 


“ I just really can't help you with that story 
I'm not going to speculate, as I said, about possible 
contingencies and what we might do in various situations 


Q Does the United States have a position now about 
what its views are on the use of those Korean forces? 


= Not that [I'm aware of 
Q What is the situation in Korea right now? 
~ Yesterday seemed to be quieter than the day 


before We note that restraint on both sides led to 
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demonstrators leaving the Pusan Catholic Center We still have 
to watch what happens Gay oy cay Jur travel advisory stands 


Attention in Seoul is now apparently shifting to the 
talks scheduled in the next day or so between President Chun 
and opposition leaders 


It's been clear, certainly, that we have long called 
for negotiations in a spirit of compromise on the part of all 
participants We are encouraged that President Chun will be 
meeting with opposition party leaders and taking other steps 
We hope that these steps will lead to progress 


Q Do you have anything at all on Mr. Sigur's 
schedule? It's today now, isn't it? 


= Yes The Embassy in Seoul has been handling the 
schedule for Or. Sigur which is an intense one Of course, he 
will be seeing a broad range of figures, including government 
and opposition leaders Kim Dae Jung would figure in that 
group, and we expect that Dr. Sigur will see him 


We will try to have confirmation of individual 
meetings as they take place 


Q You mentioned the Pusan demonstrators had left 
the area in Pusan There were reports that as they left the 
area one bus load was attacked by police and a lot of people 
were hurt, and so on Does the U.S. have any confirmation of 
that or any idea about it? 


= No, I don't have anything on it We can see if 
there is some information we might have available 


Q Phyllis, as Chun meets with the political 
opposition, are there ways by which we will measure progress 
from those talks, from that dialogue? Will we be looking for 
certain things to happen? 


a We have not talked about any specifics or 
measuring sticks We've talked about a process and a dialogue 
and that it's up to the Koreans to work out their own form of 
government 

Q New subject? 


) Wait a minute Let's fanish with Korea 


Q This is a new subject 
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A All right; excuse me 
Q Anything on this Kuwaiti threat to turn to other 


countries for reflagging if the operation, the U.S. operation, 
doesn't go through? 


- No, I don't have any comments on that story Our 
plans are progressing. { believe there was a meeting at the 
White House with the leadership this morning They've 


addressed this issue. Cur plans continue 


Q Will you take the statement of the Kuwaitis as a 
threat? 


a) I really don't have any comment on the statement 
so you shouldn't read that what ['m saying in any way implies 
anything about it I just don't have anything on that Kuwaiti 
statement. 


Q Phyllis, you are aware that the Kuwaiti asked 
from China and the United Kingdom and France to reflag them 
Are you aware of that before or after their request? 


- I just don't have anything on that, of their 
other request to other countries What we've dealt with is 
their request to us. 


Q On the Kuwaiti thing, where does the issue stand 
now of Kuwait perhaps chartering some American tankers? 


a We discussed that yesterday, and I really don't 
have anything further on it [I think that we said that there 
had been some inquiries made and that's about all we know 


Q Phyllis, since we are in the Gulf, are you 
interfering in the United Arab Emirates to -- not interfering 
(Laughter) 


- Thank you 
Q Are you exerting some good offices between the 
two -- the leaders there to forbid bloodshed there, because the 


tension is rising there? 


Aa Well, we have simply stated that we see the 
situation as unclear; that we view it certainly as a very 
strictly internal matter in the UAE, and I don't have any 
comments. I'm not aware that tension has been rising. 


Q New subject Why has the U.S. Embassy 
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representative to the Vatican been authorized to attend the 
reception with @ustrian President Kurt Waldheim after the U.S 
has virtually ruled him persona non grata? 





4 [I'm not sure that you have -- ['m not going to 
answer your question correctiy -- I'm not going to answer your 
question because [ think the assumptions built into it are not 
correct 


Let me just say that the United States Ambassador to 
the Holy See will be away from post on June 25, and he will not 
attend the reception to be held in honor of Austrian President 
Waldheim planned for that evening 


Q Mr. Frank Lattanzi, the First Secretary of the 
Embassy, will be attending? 

a Excuse me? 

Q We have a report that a representative will be 


attending, Mr. Frank Lattanzi, the First Secretary of the U.S. 
Embassy; is that correct? 


s Our Charge d' affaires, and I would assume that 
that's his name -- [ don't have his name -- will attend the 
reception 

Q Why will he be attending? 

fe) Well, he will be representing the United States, 


as the Charge d'affaires 


Q Why isn't there a question of why he would be 
going to the reception? 


a I haven't seen the invitation and how it's 
worded, but it's my assumption that all diplomats accredited to 
the Vatican, in normal diplomatic practice, have been invited 
to this reception. What we're saying is that we will be 
represented by a Charge d'affaires. Our Ambassador will not be 
there. 


Q Where is he going to be? 
a [I haven't a clue. 
Q If the Ambassador were there, would he attend? 


A I'm just not going to speculate on that. 





a 
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Q That's a good point, though, Phyllis, because the 
Secretary of State went out of his way to avoid meeting 
Waldheim the last time he was in Austria. There are guidelines 


and rules for the U.S. Embassy in Austria to basically avoid 
receptions at which Waldheim is present. So why Rome? 


A I'm not going to talk about instructions to 
Ambassadors or general principles. Sometimes they're 
applicable in situations like this and other times they're 
handled in a case-by-case basis. What [I'm giving you is the 
situation that will obtain in Rome on June 25, when this 
reception is scheduled 


Q But doesn't it deserve a better explanation? The 
Justice Department here has deemed that Kurt Waldheim should 
not be allowed into the United States and has cited the 
reasons, because of his Nazi history, and yet it seems that the 
Charge’ is going to a reception? I mean, it seems strange. I 
mean, is it a policy? Is there some reasonable explanation for 
this? 


a I don't think you have to look for deep meanings 
and things in this We have a full range of diplomatic 
relations We try to fulfill our obligations in the diplomatic 
world. What we're saying in Rome for this reception is that we 
will be represented by the Charge' d'affaires. 


Q Well, there is a distinction, isn't there, made 
by the State Department in Kurt Waldheim's capacity as 
President and as an individual? And you would always have 
somebody from the Embassy go to any official function that 
Waldheim is the host for in Vienna, would you not? 


2) I don't want to put down blanket rules, but 
certainly you are correct in saying that it is diplomatic 
practice throughout the world, just not in Austria or Vienna, 
that very often you have relations, you deal with someone in 
his capacity as dean of the Corps, president of the country. 
This arises in many circumstances wherever we have diplomatic 
relations and that there are some guiding principles in this, 
there are often exceptions made, and ['m not going to lay down 
hard-and-fast rules 


Q So nobody from the american Embassy would go to a 
barbecue over at Waldheiim's house, but an official function, 


they all would? 


a In some cases perhaps there would be a case like 
that where you give respect to the office, and that that is 
separated perhaps from other things But again, I'm not going 
to go into the specific rules that apply. 
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Q But Phyllis, isn't this -- [ mean by doing this, 
isn't the State Department ignoring the sensibilities and the 
sentiments of the American Jewish community? 


A Well, we've been asked this question before about 
what were our views on the visit of Waldheim to Rome - what 
had we done? I had said that we had no comment on this, that 
we take our actions as a government. We certainly do try to 
Maintain the distinction between church and state on this 
affair, and that we simply weren't going to comment on the 
actions and statements of various religious groups in regard to 
Waldheim. We took our actions based on U.S. law. We stand by 
that, and that's the situation 


Q But -- let me finish it -- how, on the one hand, 
can we rule that an individual cannot come into this country 
because of his past actions, and at the same time go to a 
diplomatic reception in his honor [here seems to be a 
terrible conflict 


A No I think -- we were talking about it just a 
minute ago. 


Q I haven't understood it, obviously 


2) Well, ['ll refer you to several books on 
diplomatic practice 


Q Right 


Q Did Mr. Lattanzi, though, clear his attendance at 
this affair, or did he operate from that rule book? 


=) Well, now, I said there were general rules, but 
very often we determine things on a case-by-case basis [I'm 
not going to talk about the specifics of instructions to 
ambassadors. Certainly, we stay in close touch with them. 


Q Mrs. Oakley, I think the question comes, in the 
Final analysis, to the point of, does the decision taken by the 
Department of Justice preclude a sort of complete diplomatic 
rupture with Austria, or not? Here is the point 


4 No We've talked about this before, certainly in 
regard to our diplomatic mission in Austria that we have 
relations with the Government of Austria and with the people of 
Austria, and we deal with various officials in their official 
capacity. Again, that's standard diplomatic practice, and you 
shouldn't take from that other inferencws about any other 
aspect of this. 
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Q So it means every other aspect of the diplomatic 
practice 1s going on - 


“ No 

Q -- without regard to the -- 

A [I didn't say that 

Q -- without regard to the decision of the 


Department of Justice? 
“ No, that's not correct 


Q Can you responce to the action of Panama over the 
weekend indefinitely extending the state of emergency? 


a We understand that on June 19, the President of 
Panama and his Cabinet requested that the Panamanian 
legislature authorize indefinite extension of the state of 
emergency After some debate, the legislature approved the 
extension the following day It's my understanding that 
according to Panamanian law, the legislature must anrprove the 
state of emergency if it extends beyond a ten-day period 


We had hoped that the state of emergency was to be 
ended last weekend. We urge that it be ended now and see no 
justification for maintaining it In particular, we urge the 
immediate end of all forms of press censorship in Panama 


Q Can you respond to the charges that some in the 
Panamanian Government are making that the United States is 
interfering in their affairs in a sort of underhanded way to 
scuttle the Canal Treaty and the transfer of control over the 
Canal? 


a No, I don't have any comment on those charges 


Q But you can't -- just to reassure the Panamanians 
that we want the transfer to go ahead? 


a It should not be seen as an effort of reassurance 
or not We just don't comment on charges like that 


Q Do you have any comment to the statements made by 
General Evren of Turkey that his country might reconsider its 
links with NATO? 


” We have seen the press reports about President 
Evren's speech, but we've not seen the text. We have no reason 
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to question Turkey's continued participation as an active and 
loyal member of NATO 


Q On Panama, by not denying the allegations, aren't 
you playing into the hands of those who say the United States 
is indeed intent on scuttling the Ireaty? 


A [t is certainly not my intention to pass any 
message by “no comment" or not talking about those charges I 
simply have nothing to say about them. 


Q Thank you. 
4 One more. 
Q Earlier, you said that you're looking for some 


constructive behavior on the part of the Soviets to allow them 
any participation, say, in a proposed Middle East conference 


A Yes. 


Q Are there any specific requirements the United 
States has before they are going to allow the Soviets to jvoin 
any proposed conference? 


a Again, I'm not going to get into the specifics of 
requirements that we spelled out. Certainly, we have made 
clear our position that the resumption of relations with Israel 
and increased Jewish migration from the Soviet Union would be 
among positive steps. 


Q And also on the Gulf, is there any progress on 
the five permanent powers in the Security Council in policing 
the Gulf and so forth? 


a No. I don't have anything further beyond what we 
said yesterday. 


Q Thank you. 


4 Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 














Posteé: June 23, 1957 


TAKEN QUESTION 


QUESTION TAKEN AT JUNE 23 DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


KOREA: DErONSTRATORS INJURED IN PUSAN 





Q: Do you have confirmation of reports that a busload of 
demonstrators leaving the area of the Pusan Catholic Center 
were attacked by police, and a lot of people were hurt? 

A: -- WE HAVE REPORTS FROM THE EMBASSY THAT THE POLICE IN 
PUSAN FIRED TEAR GAS AT A BUS TAKING DEMONSTRATORS AWAY 
FROM THE CATHOLIC CENTER, WHICH THE DEMONSTRATORS HAD 
OCCUPIED FOR SEVERAL DAYS. SEVERAL DEMONSTRATORS HAVE BEEN 


HOSPITALIZED FOR INJURIES CAUSED BY THE TEAR GAS ATTACK. 


-- WE REPEAT OUR CALL FOR RESTRAINT BY ALL SIDES IN 
KOREA. NEITHER VIOLENCE NOR THE ABUSE OF FORCE CONTRIBUTE 
TO THE RESOLUTION OF THE POLITICAL PROBLEMS FACING THE 


REPUBLIC OF KOREA. 











Posted: June 24, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the June 23, 1987 press briefinc: 


PANAMA: CANAL TREATY 





Can you resrond to the charges that some in the 
Panamanian Government are makinc that the United 
States is interfering in their affairs in a sort of 
underhanded way to scuttle the Canal Treaty and the 


transfer of control over the Canal? 


AS WE HAVE RCITERATED PREVIOUSLY WHEN THIS ISSUE HAS 
BEEN RAISED: THE UNITED STATES WILL HONOR ITS TREATY 


OBLIGATIONS AND COMMITMENTS. 
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WEONESDAY, JUNE 24, 1987, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon afternoon ladies and 
gentlemen, I have one announcement. On June 25 and 26, 
Thursday and Friday, approximately 600 members of the National 
Association of Elementary School Principals, National 
Association of Secondary School Principals, and the National 
Council for Social Studies will attend a two-day ON-THE-RECORD 
Foreign Policy Conference hosted by the State Department in the 
Loy Henderson Conference Room. 


Deputy Secretary Whitehead will address the Conference from 
5:00 to 5:30 on Friday, June 26. There will be questions and 
answers from the participants following his remarks on U.S. 
Global Responsibilities and the Foreign Affairs Budget. 


Additionally, attendees will be addressed on a broad 
range of foreign policy subjects as well as participate in 
afternoon workshops. For further information, you may call 
Eileen McCormick at 647-1710. 


Now, ['ll be happy to start with questions. 


Q The West German Government announced that it had 
rejected the U.S. request for the extradition of Mohainmed 
Hamadei and would try him there, I quess for air piracy and 
murders. Is that satisfactory to the U.S. Government? 


a The White House this morning has issued a 
statement noting that the Federal Republic of Germany has 
informed us that it will try Mohammed Hamadei on all charges 
associated with the TWA 847 case, including murder, hijacking 
and hostage-taking, as well as crimes committed in Germany. 
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As you know, we had stated a preference to try Hamadel 
in the United States because Robert Dean Stetnem, the murder 
victim, was an American citizen TWA is an American carrier, 
and most of the hostages were American citizens 


We certainly mace our views known in the strongest 
possible terms to the German Government that we preferred 
extradition but that. certainly, our desire was that Hamacei be 
brought to justice either by prosecution or preferably by 
extradition for all the charges associated with the TWA case. 
including murder and hijacking The German decision satisfies 
our concerns 


Q Was there any explanation from the Germans as to 
why they did this rather than giving the man to an American 
trial? 


- I think tnrat you'd have to go to the German 
Government for those reasons of why they made their decision. 


Q Can you say whether there are any internal laws 
in Germany which bore on their decision that would restrict 
their ability, under their own laws, to extradite him, as we 
requested? 


- We don't really have any -- I really can't answer 
thet question as it regards German law Certainly, under the 
terms of the U.S.-FRG Extradition Treaty of 1978, the Federal 
Republic of Germany would only be in a position to deny 
extradition if it prosecutes -- excuse me, the question was 
worded differently They would only be in a position to deny 
extradition if it prosecutes Hamadei on all charges for which 
extradition was sought, and I think from that you can see that 
they will try him on all the charges They‘ve given us the 
assurances on that 


Q ill he face the equivalent penalty there that he 
would here had he been brought to trial here? 


- I think that question of what he would face was 
covered in the White House statement. We ave been assured by 
the Federal Republic of Germany that Hamadei will be dealt with 
to the full extent of the law. German law erovides for a life 
sentence on conviction for murder 
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io) Do you have any assurances that the Germans will 
not trade Hamadei for West German hostaces after a conviction? 


a We are relying on the repeated assurances by the 
Government of the Federal Republic that there will be no deal 
Additionally, the Federal Republic of Germany joined in the 
Venice Summit Declaration in which the signatories confirmed 
the commitment of each of us to the principle of making no 
concessions to terrorists or their sponsors. 


after consultations with the Federal Republic of 
Germany, we see nothing in this case which would make clemency 
appropriate at any stage The Germans themselves have said 
they will not consider appeals for clemency 


Q On another topic? 

. Anything else on this? 

Q A related one. There are reports from Beirut 
today that the kidnappers of Mr. Glass -- the family of Mr 
Hamadei -- actually, his brother-in-law -- do you have anything 
on this? 

. No, I don't have anything on that. 

Q Do you have anything on Glass himself? I mean, 


anything lately? 


- Let's finish Were there any other questions on 
Hamacei before -- 


Q Do you have any reaction to Mrs. Stethem's 
criticism of the fact that the government hasn't done enough to 
extradite Hamadei? 


- Well, I think that we all can sympathize and 
understand her strong feelings on this matter. As we have 
stated before, the U.S. Government has repeatedly raised the 
Hamadei case with senior levels of the Federal Republic. In 
these discussions, we underscored in the strongest terms our 
Gesire that Hamacdei be brought to justice, as I said, either by 
prosecution or preferably by extradition, but the decision that 
the Germans have made has satisfied our concerns. 


Q On the Gulf, are you -- 
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Wait a minute Now, if we're through with this, 
then you asked about the question of Mr. Glass Would you 
repeat your question? 


Q What can you tell us about Mr. Glass‘ saga? 


. Well, I really don't have anything further on 
it While we are relieved that two Lebanese hostages have been 
released, we are, of course, gravely cisappointed that Mr. 
Glass and none of the others were released We repeat our call 
on those responsible to effect the immediate and unconditional 


release of all hostages 


Q Do you have any comment on the release of Kim Dae 
Jung? 


a Let's finish with this before we -- is there 
anything else on the Glass kidnapping? 


~-MORE-- 
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Q On the Gulf -- 


a Well. no Do you want to move now to Korea? 
Q Yes. 
rs) We have seen the press reports, but we really 


cannot confirm that the house arrest of Kim Dae Jung has been 
lifted We have repeated many times in the past that we regret 
actions by the Korean Government to limit the political rights 
of any individuals, including those of Kim Dae Jung 


Q Do you have any comment on the meeting today in 
Seoul? 


= We welcome the dialogue among the different 
political parties that has begun as the best hope for a 
peaceful resolution of Korea's political crisis. This meeting 
constitutes an important initial step toward intra-party 
dialogue and compromise. We hope it will initiate a process 
that both sides will take to positive results. 


Q Kim Young Sam says he's failed to -- the meeting 
with President Chun failed to meet his expectations, and, 
therefore, he and others will go ahead with a big rally planned 
for Friday. Does the U.S. have any view of that? 


a Well, let me repeat, that I don't think we had 
any expectation that everything could be solved initially. 
What we have stressed in this is that a dialogue and a process 
should begin, and, as we stated, that we hope that this 
dialogue will continue. 


Q Well, is it your sense that the situation is less 
dangerous or more dangerous than it was yesterday after the 
meeting of Chun and Kim Young Sam? 


“ I don't think that we're going to give readings 
on whether the situation is less or more from day to day. What 
we're talking about is a process beginning. We hope it 
continues. I think that there will be ups and downs in this, 
and what we're stressing is that they maintain the dialogue and 
work to ease the political crisis 


Q Has Mr. Sigur made some report to the Department 
about his doings, or is he anticipating doin} that when he's 
finished? 
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A Well, Assistant Secretary Sigur has had a busy 
schedule, two full days of meetings with government, 
opposition, religious and academic leaders. He has already met 
with President Chun, Roh Tae Woo, Kim Dae Jung, Steven Cardinal 
Kim, Prime Minister Lee, Foreign Minister Choi, plus a number 
of others He meets with Kim Young Sam Thursday. Certainly, 
he's been reporting on these conversations, and we expect him 
to have a full report when he returns 


Q And, finally, do you have anything to say today 
about the question that I raised yesterday? What is the U.S 
position on the use of Korean forces that are under the 
operational control of the joint command and any measures taken 
internally in Korea? 


4 No. I said yesterday we weren't going to 
speculate on that, and [I don't have anything further. 


Q What's Under Secretary Derwinski's role in Korea? 


- We had talked about, that his visit had been 
scheduled earlier He, of course, deals with questions of 
security assistance. He's had, certainly, meetings with a 
variety of Korean officials in his capacity in that head, and I 
think he has reinforced the position and the thrust of the 
remarks that have been made by Assistant Secretary Sigur, as 
weli as our Ambassador. 


Q Some of the Korean press reports indicate that 
Derwinski is also meeting political leaders Is that the case? 
a I don't have the exact schedule of who he saw and 


what not, so I really am not going to comment on that. 


Q I asked this question last week, and if you're -- 
if you have ncthing more on it now, I'm wondering if you could 
at least post an answer of some kind And that is, do any of 
the opposition parties in Korea advocate a withdrawal of U.S 
troops from Korea as part of their platform? 


is) I remember your question. I said that I had not 
been aware of any specific platforms on this I think that 
it's not one opposition. There are various oppositions. Let 
me see if we have any sort of analysis of any of their 
positions. 


Q Are you cooperating with Kuwait and Saudi Arabia 
in clearing the mines in the Gulf? [ranian mines? 
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A On the question of clearing mines in Kuwaiti 
waters, in cooperation with the Government of Kuwait, a small 
U.S. military survey team is currently in Kuwait to evaluate 
whether mines are in the deep-water channel approaches to 
Kuwait. 


Q And do you have anything on the Saudi cooperation? 

a We know that the Saudis share the concern of 
Kuwait and the United States over the mining of channel 
approaches. The Government of Saudi Arabia has indicated its 
willingness to explore means of cooperation which might 
effectively address the problem. 


Q Have you protested to the Iranians for putting 
mines in the area? 


a I just can't help you with that 


Q Can you confirm that the date of July 6 and 7 has 
been scheduled for the meeting with Murphy and Polyakov? 


” Yes. That meeting between Assistant Secretary 
Murphy and his Soviet counterpart will take place in Europe on 
July 6 and 7 

Q In Geneva, or -- 

“ Yes. It is in Geneva. 

Q Thank you 

Aa Wait a minute One more. Okay 

Q How about the Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting, now 
that 24 hours have passed since General Rowny's announcement? 


Is there any further on that? 


a No. I'll stick with what we said yesterday 


Q Anything on the Turkish ship that was hit by the 
Iraq carrier --— or Iraq missile? 


A No. I don't have anything on that 


Q Murphy -- what will be the focus? I know Middle 
East, but will -- the Gulf will come up, or the international 
conference, or what? 
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4 We have said and described this meeting as an 
exchange of views on the Middle East, and naturally we would 
expect the Middle East peace process to be included, as well as 
the Iran-Iraq war and the situation in the Gulf 


Q Do you have anything on the resignation of the 
Peruvian Cabinet? 


a No. I don't have any comment on that 

Q Anything on the reports that General Pinochet in 
Chile may be running again’ 

A No. I don't have any comment on tnat. 

Q Anything on the situation in Panama, and the 
visit there by Mr. Ortega -- President Ortega? 

- No. I don't have any comment 


Q All right 
A Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 








Posted: June 24, 198 


TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at the June 24, 1987 Daily Press Briefing 





Q: Do any of the oppcsition parties in South Korea advocate as 

part of their platform(s) the withdrawal of U.S. forces from 

South Korea? 

A: -- U.S. FORCES IN KOREA ARE THERE TO DETER POTENTIAL 
AGGRESSION FROM NORTH KOREA. THERE IS GENERAL AGREEMENT 
AMONG THE GOVERNMENT, THE OPPOSITION, AND THE PEOPLE OF 
THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA THAT THE PRESENCE OF U.S. FORCES IN 


THEIR COUNTRY IS VALUABLE IN DETERRING SUCH AGGRESSION, 


AND THEY HAVE INDICATED THIS TO U.S. OFFICIALS. 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have an announcement on Korea. 


Assistant Secretary Sigur has completed his visit to 
Korea and will be reporting to the President and the Secretary 
shortly. The United States continues to support a political 
process marked by dialogue and negotiation. We have said often 
that we regard peaceful demonstrations as a legitimate 
political statement. However, we strongly urge all the parties 
involved to avoid violence. 


Finally, as Or. Sigur said on leaving Seoul, we have 
made crystal clear to the Korean Government that political 
problems require political solutions, not military 
intervention. That remains our view. 


We have welcomed the meeting between President Chun 
and Kim Young Sam. We hope it will be the beginning of a 
dialogue on concrete steps designed to meet the aspirations of 
the Korean people for greater participation in their 
government. As we have said in the past, compromise requires 
steps by all sides. We look to the government as well as to 
other parties to further the process. 


Q Could we have a copy? 
A Excuse me? Yes. We'll provide copies. 
Q What is the State Department's view of the 


demonstrations that are planned for Friday. The spokesman for 
the government there is calling them reckless and illegal and 
vowing to use stern legal action against them. Do you view 
that Friday's demonstration should be allowed to go on or -- 


a Well, LI think we're all aware of the plans for a 
mass protest march tomorrow in Seoul. As I have just said, we 
support peaceful demonstrations but do not condone violence or 
the abuse of force by any side. We also oppose the use of the 
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military to resolve political issues. The United States 
Government has made that position very clear in many recent 
statements. 


Q Phyllis, what is the latest State Department 
assessment of the Korean situation, since Sigur's visit and 
meeting with the city's government officers and opposition 
leaders met with Chun, etc.? 


- Well, I think that we have made very clear -- I 
think the President used the phrase that, “We're very seriously 
concerned," and I really have no other classification or 
observation beyond that. 


Q Do you have anything on Under Secretary 
Derwinski's trip there? 


o No. We discussed this yesterday, that his visit 
had been scheduled for some time, and it has to do with his 
responsibilities, formerly as Counselor and now as T, or in 
charge of security assistance. He met with a wide variety of 
people there, but nothing further on that. 


Q Phyllis, in your statement, saying that Assistant 
Secretary Sigur made it crystal clear that political problems 
require political solutions and not military ones. It's well 
known that forms of aggression by hostile powers are --— take 
other forms than military aggression, coming under the general 
category of low intensity warfare. 


To that end, is the United States willing, in the 
spirit of political solutions, to make known any of its 
findings -- intelligence findings -- concerning North Korean or 
other hostile penetration of opposition movements in South 
Korea publicly? 


a Again -- well, certainly, I think our position on 
anything involving intelligence reports is well known; that it 
would be highly unlikely that those would be available. But to 
the general point of our commitment to the security of Korea, [ 
would refer you to the text of Assistant Secretary Sigur's 
press conference that he gave in Seoul before he left. Copies 
of that are available in the Press Office. 


Q Can you tell of any agreements or disagreements 
between Dr. Sigur and the Korean Government? 


is) I have nothing on that. 
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Q And on North Korea, a North Korean general, I 
believe, was quoted yesterday by news agencies as saying 
they're watching the situation in the south very carefully 
Does the U.S. have any indications of special attention or 
activity or anything on the part of North Korea regarding the 
South Korean situation? 


. I just have nothing on that 
Q Phyllis, your statement has an air of urgency 
about it, anc we hac Gaston Sigur meeting with the President, 


which is not really usual I'm wondering why the Secretary 
hasn't returned here in light of this rather serious situation 


- Well, the Secretary at this very moment is 
returning 


Q He's en route? 

“ He is en route to Washington He will be here 
He has been in the area He has fully been kept up to date on 
every development, and I don't think that one should read 
urgency or non-urgency into the statement I think it stands 


for itself 


Q Will he go with Mr. Sigur to see the President? 
- I don't have the -- you know, the exact date I 
think it would be normal practice Usually in any situation 


like that, that would be the normal -- 
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Q When will that be?’ 


~ Well, we understand that Dr. Sigur is to arrive 
this afternoon, and how that's going to work out in schedules 
and with jet lag, I'm just not sure 


Q So it might be this weekend 

A Certainly 

Q Is the President -- 

2 What? 

Q Isn't the President having a medical something 
tomorrow? 

2 Well, this is what I said about schedules, and 


how they will work it out; that we expect the Assistant 
Secretary to return this evening, and that I'm sure they'll 
work out the meetings as soon as possible. 


Q Previous instances of unrest in South Korea have 
been accompanied by appeals from that podium on North Korea to 
exercise restraint and not to try to take advantage of the 
Situation, and I notice you've been reticent for the past week 
in even discussing the subject of the North, and I'm curious as 
to why 


ey I just can't help you with any speculation on 
that, but again [I think in general terms our commitment to 
Korea's security is addressed in the text of Assistant 
Secretary Sigur's press conference, and ['d refer you to that 


Q Phyllis, twice you've urged or discouraged the 
military to intervene or military intervention there Do you 
know something that made you -- made those statements or such 
urgings to the military? 


Aa No. I don't want to give any implication of 
knowledge, or things like that As I said, the stat ewents 
stand for themselves 


Q So we're not ready to read in it that there is a 
possibility of any military intervention? 
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A No. I don't -- what ['m trying to say is that 
you shouldn't read beyond the words The words are there, I 
think they're clear, and ['1ll stick with that 


Q On another subject? 
“ Yes 
Q Phyllis, there's a Palestinian editor in the West 


Bank who announced that he will participate in elections 
there Do you support Palestinian participation in elections 
in the West Bank? 


- Without any specific comments on any candidates 
or people who are running, I[ think that it's clear that the 
United States strongly supports government through the 
democratic process. In that spirit we believe all the people 
of Jerusalem should decide how to run their municipal affairs 
for themselves. 


Q Even if it is under occupation? 

a I'm not going to co beyond that I don't have 
any comment on that 

Q Phyllis, anything on Mr. Glass' case? 

” No I really don't have anything on that 
kidnapping 

Q Phyllis, can I please follow up on that question’ 

A Yes 

Q You know, Jerusalem, as far as the economics are 


concerned, as far as I know is still considered occupied 
territory as part of the West Bank What you just said now 
would negate that statement or that position of the United 
States consideration of Jerusalem as part of the occupied 
territories. You're calling on Palestinian citizens there to 
take part in an Israeli-annexed city election 


i) Without getting into the 1° «+l entanglements and 
discussion of that, again let me refer to the words that we 
used of believing that all the people of Jerusalem should 
decide how to run their municipal affairs for themselves 
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Q Back to Mr. Glass, do you support the Syrian 
Government push ahead, taking military actions to try to 
release him, to free the kidnapper? 


I mean, to free the kidnapped. 


a We touched on this whole question before, and I 
just have no comments on that. 


Q At what level you are in contact with the Syrian 
Government on this matter? 


a We're in contact through diplomatic channels. 


Q [ just wanted to -- Mr. Glitman is quoted as 
saying that the Administration is considering converting these 
Pershing [I missiles that are being phased out into Pershing 
I-B's that might then be turned over to West Germany. Is that 
in fact under consideration? Would that be legal under the 
treaty that's being discussed with the Russians? 


i) In regard to the question of converting Pershing 
II longer-range INF missiles to Pershing I-8 shorter-range INF 
missiles, let me point out that the real issue is the right of 
the United States and the Soviet Union for equality for the 
systems covered by the U.S. draft treaty. Our proposal would 
permit each side to reach equality either by destroying systems 
or by converting them to permitted systems. Our draft INF 
treaty would also permit us to convert longer-range Pershing II 
missiles to shorter-range INF Pershing [-8's 


There is currently no U.S. or West German proposal to 
convert Pershing II's to Pershing I-8's for Bonn. This is a 
technical-legal issue, and at this stage is hypothetical But 
conversion has long been accepted as a method of eliminating 
treaty limited systems in arms control, one which the Soviets 
have used. If we were to reach agreement in Geneva on our 
proposal for global zero in shorter-range INF missiles for the 
U.S. and the U.S.S.R., we would not have the right to deploy 
any U.S. Pershing I-B's ourselves. 
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We have a long established program of cooperation with 
the Federal Republic of Germany. As part of that program we 
provide Pershing I missiles and launchers We have made clear 
from the outset of the Geneva talks that we will not allow 
bilateral negotiations to affect existing patterns of 
cooperation with our allies For the Soviets to raise this 
issue now suggests that they are creating new obstacles to a 
successful conclusion to these INF negotiations 


Q The answer sounds like it's yes. If there was a 
Global -- you're saying that the U.S. proposal is that there be 
a global ban on SRINF, but that the U.S. would have the right 
to make this conversion 


a Yes. Conversion -- and that has always been our 
position. 

Q Would the Soviets have the same right? 

2) Well, I think the levels where they are -- that 


it's the right to equality, and since the Soviets are ahead, 
that it's not quite the same issue [f they were to fall to a 
position where it would not be equal, under our treaty I think 
it would be safe to assume that they would have that right. 


Q That doesn't sound like a global zero for SRINF 


a But there is a qualifying phrase in there: That 
if we were to reach agreement in Geneva on our proposal for 
global zero in SRINF, we would not have the right to deploy any 
U.S. Pershing I-8's ourselves 


Q I know But you'd have the right to convert them 
to the West Germans, to get -- 


Q Well, the Soviets -- my question, would the 
Soviets have the right to do likewise with their allies? 


A Let me take that question to be absolutely sure 
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Q But, Phyllis, when the Secretary and his 
delegation were in Moscow, they didn't nail down the 1-8 issue, 
so then subsequently the Soviets brought that up and one would 
have to assume that Glitman's suggestion would only add to the 
snag in the negotiations? 


A But I think our position has always been clear, 
that we have never considered the German system, which we 
consider to be part of this pattern of cooperation, to be 
included in the INF agreement, so that there's no change. We 
have never considered those to be part of the INF negotiations 
with the Soviets. 


And, again, if 1 may repeat what we have said, that 
for the Soviets to raise this issue now suggests that they are 
creating new obstacles to the conclusion of a treaty 


Q Where do the Soviets -- Mr. Glitman is the one -- 
where did the Soviets raise this issue of conversion? 


Q They have talked about it, as I understand it, in 
Geneva I don't have the exact dates of where they've raised 
it. 


Q Pershing I-A's are partly in the hands of the 
Germans, -- raised by the Soviets, and the United States' 
position is that those are outside of the negotiation regarding 
NF But as [ understand your statement, now you're talking 
about taking a weapon which is inside the negotiation with the 
INF and converting it to something that you say is outside the 
negotiation with the INF even though it's at the appropriate 
range covered by INF Isn't that a change? 


- No, I don't think it should be read as a change 
The conversion has been accepted, as [ said, as a method of 
eliminating treaty-limited systems in arms control, one which 
the Soviets have used 


Q But the whole point of what Gorbachev did in 
April was to take that issue out by saying let's not have any 
in those appropriate ranges by saying zero INF 


a That's right 
Q Therefore, this negated the U.S. irsistence on 
the right to match shorter-range weapons But now, if I 


understand your statement. you're talking about .x0t under a 
right to match but taking and converting weapons which are 
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covered by INF and taking them out into a bilateral category 
with Germany so that they're not included under the 
restrictions of INF, and that, 1t seems to me, is a new wrinkle 
introduced by the United States That's if I understand the 
statement correctly. 


A Well, again, I think on this that I will -- let 
me provide you with the statement and double-check on that 
question It has certainly been my understanding that this is 
not a new position; that it is one that we've maintained 
before, and that conversion under these terms is a position 
that we have maintained for some time 


Q If I could just make a point of clarification 
What I understand your statement to mean is that there's two 
basic issues here One is the premise of any agreements on 
short-range INF, and that is that they're based on equality, 
whether that equality is at a certain number or that equality 
is zero 


2) It's the right to equality 


Q Right And that that is what Mr. Glitman's 
remarks is in reference to Subsequently, if that equality is 
negotiated down to zero, as we would prefer, that's fine. The 
issue of the Pershing I-8's deployed under German jurisdiction 
is an entirely different issue, and that's not -- he wasn't 
referring -- I mean, you're not mixing apples with oranges 
Those are two different situations 


a Again, I think that I'm just going to try to 
stick with the statement What we have said is that we do have 
this long established program of cooperation with Germany 


[I might add that the German Government has not yet 
decided whether to modernize its existing Pershing force 
Should they decide to modernize, we would discuss with the 
Germans how best to implement a modernization decision While 
modernization is a German decision to make, we agree with NATO 
military authorities that Pershing modernization would maintain 
and strengthen NATO's nuclear deterrent and flexible response 
capability 


We would therefore fully support a German decision to 
modernize 


Q Are the Soviets still maintaining that under the 
treaty they could keep short-range INF missiles in Asia? 
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A That has been part -- a hundred INF m “es has 
been -- 

Q I'm talking about the shorter-range INF missiles 

Put the hundred are part of the longer-range INF 

Q -— others that there were -- officials have said 
maintaining that they only wanted to eliminate the shorter- 
range INF Europe and not in -- they have some in Asia You 


don't have anything on that? 


a Let me check on that to be absolutely sure 

Q Another subject Has the issue -- could I stay 
with that? 

re) Certainly 

Q Does the issue of the Pershings have any bearing 


on whether or not this meeting will come off between Shultz and 
Shevardnadze? 


A We have talked about the possibility of the 
Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting as a possibility There are lots 
of factors that go into whether that meetina will take place 
and at what date, and I'm just not going to give more attention 
to one subject over another 


Q There was a report out of Madrid this morning - 


“ Wait a minute Okay, are we through? There was 
another question here, and then I'll get to you 


Q Daniel Ortega has indicated that he will 
participate in August Do you have any comment on that? 

a We welcome President Ortega's decision to attend 
the summit Nicaragua's refusal to participate had threatened 
to undermine the peace process This reversal will allow the 


process to get back on track 


We believe that the Arias initiative is 4 serious 
effort by the Central Americans themselves to resolve the 
conflict in the region Wwe have welcomed the initiative and 
hope that the Central American-led process will now proceed 
without delay 
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Q Copy of that? 
o Yes 


Q There's a report out of Madrid this morning that 
U.S. negotiators have rejected a Spanish request to remove a 
squadron of F-1l6s Do you have anything on that? 


A The current round -* U.S.-Spanish base talks is 
in process in Madrid We're not going to have any comment on 
the negotiations while they're taking place 


Q About the base negotiations, are you having 
discussions with the Greeks about the bases in Greece? 


- Let us check what the status is of those 
negotiations Certainly, our position has been that we would 
like the process to begin, but I don't have anything of whether 
the talks have actually begun 


Q Is the United States mediating between Great 
Britain and Argentina on the Falklands? Do you have anything 
on it? 


“ I don't have anything on that, but I think our 
standard position has been that we did not want to place 
ourselves in the position of mediating 


Q And as ear as you know, there's nothing new on 
that? 

2) Not that I'm aware of 

Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the current 


status of the Silkworm missiles at the Strait of Hormuz? 
“ No, I don't have anythirig else on that 


Q The Foreign Minister of Venezuela is convoking 
the Contadora countries and the support group in view of the 
failure of the Central Americans to meet this month How do 
you see that? 


” We have seen some reporting coming in on changes 
in the situation I really don't have anything on how the 
process is unfolding now I'll see if we can get something on 


that 

















-12- Thursday, 6/25/87 


Q Congressman Solarz is proposing changes in the 
rules governing diplomatic immunity. Does the State Department 
have a position on the changes he is proposing? 


“ I'm not aware that we have seen those proposals 
that he is making. Certainly, we will have opinions on them, 
but I just don't have anything on it now 


Q Phyllis, several weeks ago Vatican officials 
asked the State Department for information on Kurt Waldheim. 
In other words, the World War [II activity file on Waldheim, and 
they say that they have never receivec a reply or information 
from the State Department. Do you know anything about that? 


- No, I don't have anything on that. 

Q Phyllis, today the state of Israel provided the 
Iran-Contra Committee with additional documentation. Do you 
have any comment on that? 

” No, we don't have any comment on that. 

Q Mr. Danny Shamoun, one of the militia leaders of 
Lebanon, is in Washington Do you have anything on his 
contacts with anyone in the State Department? 

“ No. I don't have anything on those contacts 

Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on the story on 


Tunisia in the Wasiiington Post? Are you concerned about the 
unstable conditions there?’ 





A I just don't have anything to comment on that 


Q What about the huge arrest of people there? Do 
you have any comment on that? 


i) No, I don't have anything on that 

6111? 

Q Phyllis, the Democrats now apparently are not 
going to fight the Administration on reflagging Have you any 
reaction to that? Have you a date now for the first vessel -- 
reflagged vessel -- taking steam? 
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a Again, I don't have a date on that. We've been 
talking in general terms that when the President was satisfied 
that the protection regime was in place and that the technical 
details had been worked out, we would then proceed. and that 
remains our position. But [I don't have any date on when that 
might be. 


Q Do you have anything more on the AWACS, the new 
AWACS orbit, I guess you would cal) it? 


s No, we had said that we had an agreement in 
principle with Saudi Arabia and that discussions are continuing 
on the modalities, and I don't have any indication that that's 
a process that's been completed 


Q While we're still in the puddle, do you have 
anything concerning the mines in the northern part of the Gulf? 


Aa No, nothing further beyond what we said 
yesterday, that we have a survey team trying to assess what the 
Situation is. 


Q How long will it take to survey the situation? 
A Beats me [ really can't help you with that. 
Q I didn't understand what you meant when you 


answered me on Danny Shamoun. Do you mean that no contacts or 
no comments on his contacts? 


No I just don't have anything on his visit I 
understand that -- I am aware that he is in town but it's a 
private visit 


Q But can I follow up? He asked the American 
Administration to persuade the Syrians to withdraw Do you 
support this proposal? 


4 I'm simply not aware of any proposal that he's 
made. 


Q This isn't foreign policy But do you have a 
comment on a letter from Cummington, Massachusetts, from the 
town council asking the Secretary of State to put a "No 
Trespassing"” sign on his property to prevent nude sunbathers 
from making their way to wherever they want to go? 
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- We have been aware that there seems to be a 
question about this letter. We've been in touch with various 
reporters who've inquired about it. We've pointed out that the 
Secretary has been occupied with affairs of state. We're 
trying to get the bare facts on this, (laughter) and as soon as 
I have a report, [I'll be glad to help you. 


Q Anything further on this plan, which the White 
House has confirmed, to set up a team to engage in public 
diplomacy on behalf of new aid to the contras? 


A I don't have anything on that White House plan. 
I think you'd have to address your comments to them. 


Q Are you getting anywhere near having General del 
Pino ready for a public appearance? 


A I have kept this issue under discussion, and [ 
just don't have an answer for you yet on that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have a readout of any kind on the 
meetings between Norweigan officials and representatives of our 
government yesterday concerning this transfer of technology to 
the Soviets, whether we were satisfied with what they had to 
say about preventing this from happening in the future? 


fs) Are vou referring to what has been called the 
Kongsberg technology diversion case? 


Q Submarine technology; right 

4 With the Government of Norway? 

Q Right 

Let me just point out that the Defense Minister 


of Norway has been in Washington to discuss the role of Norway 
and Norway's Kongsberg Corporation in the Toshiba-Kongsberg 
diversion case. He has meet with Under Secretary Armacost and 
will be seeing Under Secretary Derwinski later today 


We are following closely the investigations of the 
Government of Norway into the technology diversion case and 
into its impact on our security programs. I would note that as 
a result of their initial police investigation, the Norwegian 
Government has disbanded Kongsberg Trading Company, the 
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subsidiary of Kongsberg Vaapenfabrikk which engineered the 
diversion, and its employees have been dismissed and will not 
be rehired by any part of Kongsberg 


The reorganized Kongsberg has been barred from any 
dealings with East bloc countries, and the chief of the 
now-closed Moscow sales office of Kongsberg Trading has bern 
charged 


Additionally, in acknowledging that their export 
control system and procedures had failed, the Norwegian 
Government has announced the formation of an intra—Ministerial 
Committee to completely revamp the system, strengthening 
enforcement with on-site inspections and drastically increasing 
penalties as well as extending the statute of limitations to 
ten years. 


There will be continuing consultations and visits 
between our two governments to assess the effectiveness of 
these changes. 


. Senator Garn has introduced legislation with 
punitive sanctions against countries that are found to allow 
such things as this to occur Do you feel that that's 
necessary, or are you satisfied that these measures taken by 
the Norwegians -- . 


+ We have not seen the complete text of some of 
this legislation I understand it's been under review, and so 
I don't want to comment on specific proposals. But I think, in 
general, we have felt that, certainly, the cooperation of the 
Government of Norway has been sufficient and that we will stay 
in close consultation, as I said, to see about the effects of 
their changes. 


Q Do you have anything on a Chinese protest over 
legislation that passed the House that criticized human rights 
policies there? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q That's enough. 


a Oh, sorry. 
Q You've exceeded your quota. 
a Okay, and away we go. 


(Press briefing concluded 1:03 p.m.) 
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ON THE RECORD PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ABOARD AIRCRAFT 
ENROUTE CALIFORNIA TO ANDREWS AFB 


SU 2s, 1987 


QUESTION: Can you deal with a story that came up while we were 
out. It's a rather soft story, but nevertheless, it seems to 
have a life of its own It's that the United States 
Government, as a practice over a period of years, has used the 
Saudi Arabians as a source of financing for a lot of different 
projects which have never come up This is besides the Iran 
arms thing, beyono that Is there anything to such reports? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to make any comment on the 
actions of the Government of Saudi Arabia, that's for the 
Government of Saudi Arabia to do. And I think I better just 
leave it at that. 





QUESTION: There is talk that Chun may call martial law -- 
President Chun may impose mertial law, and if he does pull out 
Army troops to handle the demonstrators in Seoul, do you see 
any danger that the U.S. military may become implicated the way 
it did in the tragedy at Kwangju? 





CRETARY SHULTZ: We have mace our view about the use of 
wartial law very clear, including in a statement that's just 
been issued at the Department, and also Gaston Sigur's 
statements in Seoul. We think what the government and the 
opposition should point for is a dialogue and political 
solution, and to avoid violence. Peaceful demonstrations are 
one thing, violence is something else again -- violence in 
connection with demonstrations. All these things -~- all these 
forms of violence we think should be avoided. So I don't want 
to get drawn into an “iffy" business. So far they have avoided 
martial law, and I think that should continue. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, for the last two weeks during a 





turmoil in South Korea most eyes has been focused on Mr. Chun. 
I was wondering what you can tell us about the quality of the 
opposition leaders? Are these men you feel you can deal with? 
Are their impulses democratic? Have they behaved responsibly 
over the past two weeks? What is the estimation -- the readout 
you are getting from Mr. Sigur and others who are there now? 




















“ECRETARY SHULTZ: well, there are two groups you might say. 





ere are the people who have been elected to the National 

ssembly and who are in opposition, and there are political 
leaders who aren't in the Assembly and who are identified as 
Opposition people. We have met with all of them. We presume 
that all are interested in a democratic Korea and, as with most 
political leaders, they seek to be the leaders But we have 
tried to have a dialogue and, I think, successfully with all of 
them. I don't want to try to characterize their relative 
merits, that's not for me to do. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you have any comment on Mr. 
Rowny's statements in Geneva about your meeting? I understand 
you don't have a date yet with Mr. Shevardnadze, but is he 
right on the thrust of his statements that if they work hard 
the next few weeks that he will be coming? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The situation is that both Mr. Shevardnadze 
anc I agree that we are prepared to meet whenever it seems 
geniunely useful to do so. We each are busy, but we each can 
arrange calendars in one way or another to make a meeting 
possible, if it does seems useful 





There has been some exchanges of views about that subject with 
a possibility of a meeting sometime before long, but there has 
‘een no date fixed for such a meeting, or there hasn't been any 

in other words there hasn't been any agreement to have one, 
ther than the general notion that we are quite prepared to do 
so. I am and he is. 


We have a convention on these meetings that they alternate 
between countries, so the last one was in Moscow, the next one 
will be in Washington. Just as when we are in some third 
country, we alternate between their embassy and our embassy. 
It is a good way of avoiding arguments about where you meet 

So that's the situation. 


QUESTION: The New York Times is under the impression that you 
are deliberately distancing yourself from developing Gulf 
policy in Washington. Do you think that's a fair comment? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I've seen that comment in a couple of 
places, and I am puzzled by it, because I've been very strong 
in my statements about this subject consistently. 





I think our approach to this is basically a well-coordinated 
approach. I spoke about it in my press conference at the 
Venice Summit, and I believe that most of the television 
interviews that I did at the Venice Summit were mostly about 
this issue, that is, that's what the questions were about, so 
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that was what my answers were about. I think it came up on one 
© our flights, perhaps the one between Venice and Reykjavik, I 
n't remember exactly. 


At any rate, I've spoken clearly, unequivocally on all those 
occasions. Under Secretary Armacost, on behalf of the 
Department and the Administration, has testified as have 
others, so I don't see why there should be any doubt about my 
views The fact that I've been in Asia means that I haven't 
been in Washington by definition. But [I think it was very 
important to carry through on the presence at the ASEAN meeting 
and in the Australian meeting. Those were important things to 


do. 


The useful thing -- if we get up the transcripts of the 
different things I've said at Venice and Reykjavik -- we can 
get those up and when we get back you can see them at the 
Department. Is that right, Judy? 


MS. O'NEIL: Yes. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you tell us basically the state 
of your optimism or pessimism about arms control at this 
point? Has anything happened since Reykjavik that changes 
this, and moves the ball along at all? 





“CRETARY SHULTZ: The result of all the consultations 
llowing my Moscow visit, including the consultations of the 
rresident with his counterparts at Venice, and directly by 
cables, and then the meeting of the foreign ministers of all 
the NATO countries has been a Presidential response and 
instructions in Geneva. So that has moved the ball forward. 





I think it is fair to say that the discussions are very 
positive, including the discussions between Ambassadors 
Kampelman and Vorontsov in Geneva. There is no outcome, but 
there is very hard work going on -- on an INF agreement, on 
our START agreement, and in the defense and space area. We 
also have at the NATO meeting agreed on our procedural approach 
to the conventional arms area, and that is in motion. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what are the qualities needed to be 
Secretary of State? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know. (Laughter). 





QUESTION: You have been in this job for 5 or 6 years now, and 
you had a good chance to think about the sort of challenges 
that somebody in this job faces. What do you think they need 
most of all? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are all sorts of people who, as 
mmy Durante says, want to get into the act. What you need 
2 two things. First, you need to be nominated by the 
rresident. And, second, you need to be confirmed by the 
Senate. (Laughter). 





QUESTION: I would like to get back to Korea for a minute. 
Could you comment specifically on what Kim Young Sam said about 
President Chun not going far enough in saying -- let me go back 
~- Chun said he wanted to have some talks but he wouldn't 
specifically agree to any -- that constitutional changes were 
necessary. Do you agree that doesn't go far enough? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hope that what has started in Korea 
recently marks the beginning of the sort of dialogue that we 
have called for, and which others have called for. Usually the 
beginning of something like that doesn't -- isn't the end in 
the sense of concluding everything. We have called for that to 
continue. We have, of course, our reporting from Gaston 

Sigur. We will be getting back to Washington, as I understand, 
at some odd time this evening, tonight. I expect to meet with 
him in the morning, and I think probably the President would 
want to meet with him as well. I[ think i'll try not to make 
any more detailed comments until I get his feel for the 
situation directly. 





‘ESTION: With that in mind, I have a Korea question as well, 
Secretary. In your calls for democratic reform and 

electoral dialogue for electoral reform, one of the problems is 
that Mr. Chun has already selected a successor. I[s it your 
outlook that these reforms should be practice by Mr. Roh after 
he takes office, or are we talking about reforms that would 
open up the whole process and possibly preclude his ascension 
to the (inaudible)? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What has happened in President Chun Doo 
Hwan's party is the selection of a candidate. Whether the 
candidate gets elected or not is yet to be seen. There is an 
electoral process and presumably other candidates. [ think 
that we want to see a peaceful and democratically oriented 
process of selection of the successor to President Chun Doo 
Hwan, who has stated and reaffirmed his intention to step down 
in February 1988. So, we are talking about a transition. As I 
said, we want it to be peaceful. We want it to democratic. 





People are identifying themselves as candidates and the debate 
is, in part, about what kind of an electoral process there will 
be, and in part about the surrounding arrangements, whatever 
the electoral process is -- that is, what sort of access to 
radio, television, and so on is open to everyone. 
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Those are the two categories of issues as [ understand it. But 
don't think it is fair to say that a successor has been 
o9sen. That is a bridge that President Chun is not able to 
--Oss all by himself. 


QUESTION: In your view, it's not desirable or evitable that 
Mr. Roh is the next leader? Not inevitable? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's not for me to pass judgment on the 
various candidates that will come forward. That's for the 
Korean people to do -- should be their selection. And since 
it's a -- we look for a democratic process, the outcome is best 
left to the election itself. 





MR. REOMAN: Thank you. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. [ 
don't have any announcements. Matt? 


Q Does the announcement by the White House this 
morning that a special envoy is going to Syria represent -- 
apparently it does represent the lifting of one of the 
sanctions imposed on November 14 against high-level visits. 


Are any of these other measures that were announced 
then now being re-evaluated, and, if so, why? 


A [I don't have any change concerning any of those 
other measures. This envoy that's been referred to is a 
one-time step. [ think you should look at it more in that 
context than in some sort of lifting of some overall policy. 


By way of general comment, [I would just say that Syria 
is an important country in the region. It would have an 
important role to play in any overall Middle East peace 
settlement. As you know, we do continue to maintain diplomatic 
relations and contacts with Syria. 


The President's letter, and the possibility of this 
envoy, is part of that process. 


Q Is Syria still considered a terrorist country by 
the Administration? 


a] That decision is made once a year, and they're 
still on the list. 


Q Chuck, in your statement, does that suggest that 
we should read this as part of the Middle East effort and not 
an effort to get hostages released? 
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= An important thrust of the President's letter, as 
well as our contacts with Syria over time, is the Middle East 
peace process. As [I just said, there are other issues. You do 
know that we have been, in the case of hostages, for example, 
in contact with the Syrians as we have been in contact with 
other people. 


But I would emphasize that the hostage issue, and our 
discussions with the Syrians, is not linked to the question of 
U.S.-Syrian relations in some broader sense. 


Q Can you tell us, if you know, how many of the 
Americans who are hostages are in areas under Syrian control? 


A No, [I can't. 


Q If somebody were to suggest that this is a way 
fe Syria to get the U.S.'s attention, this whole 
hostage/terrorism activity that the State Department has 
accused Syria of, and that Syria has accomplished it, would you 
dismiss that as being unduly cynical? 


A ['m not in a position to comment on various 
hypothetical scenarios you might draw up. I've tried to 


explain, as best I can, the nature of the President's letter, 
where it fits into our contacts with Syria. 


Q All right, let me ask the obvious then. Was the 
Secretary of State consulted? Does he approve -~ not after the 
fact -- but was he consulted before the fact, and does he 
approve? Was the terrorism -- 

Yes, and yes 

Yes? Was the NEA Bureau consulted? 
Yes. 

And was the Terrorism Office consulted? 
Yes. 


Thank you. 


(inaudible) to the return of the American 
Ambassador to Damascus? 








Friday, 6/26/87 


is) There's been no change on that. [I don't want, as 
I said in response to Matt's question, to lead you to believe 
that this resolves any particular question. [t's part of this 
process of continuing contacts with the Syrians on a range of 
questions. There are no plans at present for the return of the 
Ambassador. 


Q Have you been in consultation with the European 
countries, especially Britain, with regard to the new approach 
to Syria? 


a) I'd only answer that in amore general sense, 
without reference to any so-called new approach. We are, as 
always, in a process of consultation with any number of our 
Allied partners. 


Q Chuck, for the last week and a half, you refused 
to confirm that the Syrians expelled Abu Nidal. Do you have 
anything now on it? 


A No, [I still don't. 


Q Why, I mean -- you don't think this movement of 
the President towards Syria is related to the condition you put 
on Syria that they should expel Abu Nidal? You can't connect 
them at all, I mean? 


A I'm not in a position to help you on that 
question. 


Q Does the Administration still believe that one 
should not negotiate with terrorists? 


a That's right. 


Q Special Report No. 157, which was issued by the 
State Department, December 1986, spends four pages describing 
Syrian support for international terrorism. Aren't you bending 
the rule a little bit? 


sy I think you're going way back in history at this 
point, Bill. You know that -- 


Q Six months is way back in history? 


a Let me just recap some more recente history. [In 
November, if you would want to clarify the record, we took some 
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very strong steps vis-a-vis Syria, especially because of our 
concern with Syrian involvement in terrorism. So we do take 
actions, and the record is clearly there and the record 
post-dates what you're referring to there. 


Q Oh, so you're saying now that Hafiz al-Assad has 
gone straight? 


- I'm not saying anything beyond what I've just 
said. 


Q What has happened, ivi the meantime, in the area 
of terrorism? At the White House this morning they were saying 
that the Syrians have been somewhat more cooperative and 
helpful, and maybe less supportive of terrorism. Do you have 
any elaboration of that? 


a No, [ don't. 

Q Well, is it the case? Do you support that 
characterization? 

a I don't have any new evaluation. 

Q Chuck, those four pages that Bill referred to, 


are you aware of any change in U.S. assessment of Syria's 
implication in any of those incidents that they were accused of 
sponsoring? I mean, has there been new evidence that's come in 
so that you've changed your mind about the attempt to blow up 
the E1l-Al airliner, the massacre at the two airports Christmas 
season '85? 


No, I know of nothing that changes that 
evaluation. 
Q Chuck, let me just go back -- sorry -— Chuck, the 


they did issue a statement November 14, 1986. One paragrapt 
states, "Finally, we are reducing the staff of our Embassy 
Damascus and no high-level visits between the U.S. and Syria 
will take place." Where is the consistency in our foreign 
policy? 


White House issued a statement. You mentioned November, of 


a Where is the consistency in your question would 
be my first question. I[ don't know what you're talking about 
at this point -- 


Q My question is crystal clear. 
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“ Matt asked a question a@ second ago along those 
same lines to which [ responded, and I believe you're asking 
essentially the same question. 


Q But does that represent -- you're not going -- 
A And [I answered the question. 


Q We've lifted -- that's been lifted? That 
exception is being made. 


fe) I said this was part of the President's letter 
and nothing more than that. But [ said I would not 
characterize it as some sort of blanket lifting of a principle. 


Q But it's somewhat -- 
Q This says "No visits will take place." 


Q Can you just chronicle for us what Syria did that 
this corresponds to? The rationale for this was laid out 
there. What of this statement has Syria changed that has 
caused the U.S. to change? 


o I'm not going to be able to help you concerning 
this particular question beyond what ['ve said, that Syria is 
an important country in the region for a variety of reasons. 
We've had contact with them through our Charge in Damascus for 
some time, since our Ambassador was withdrawn, and this is part 
of a continuing process of dialogue with the Syrian Government. 


Q Chuck, had the Charge d'affaires of the Embassy 
there informed you from Syrian sources that the Syrians are 
going to crack down on the hostage-takers, and possibly release 
Mr. Glass and the two other Lebanese that they are already 
released, that you are taking this step by going to send an 
envoy there? 

a No, I can't help you on that kind of stuff 
unless you want -- 


Q What about the timing? What's the timing? Why 
now? And why didn't you send an envoy before to Syria? 


4 There was a long exchange at the White House this 
morning on this subject. [ can't take it beyond that. 


Q May I try, Chuck? Did I understand correctly 
that you said that Syria remains on the terrorist list? 
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” Yes. 


Q Did I understand correctly that you said we are 
sending an envoy, and that -- 


a The White House has spoken to that question this 
morning. 


Q Okay Did I understand that our policy continues 
that we don't negotiate with terrorists? 


2) That we don't make deals with hostage-takers, we 
don't negotiate for hostages. That's our policy. 
Q I guess my question is I'm having trouble 


reconciling. 


a) The fact of the matter is we have had diplomatic 
representation in Syria continuously. There's been no 
difference in that except that we've not had an Ambassador 
there. We took some other steps in November, that Bill made 
reference to a minute ago, in response to some specific actions 
that the Syrians have taken. 


Q Did the Syrians initiate this rapprochement or 
not, or did you initiate it? 


4 I'm not going to characterize it beyond what I've 
done several times. 


Q Who is the envoy, Chuck, and when is he leaving’ 
A [I can't help you on that. 
Q You said -- you made some reference to -- here's 


a contradiction maybe. We're all looking for contradictions 
because the policy goes down so easily, you see. You say this 
is part of our process of continuing a dialogue with Syria. [ 
thought you interrupted that dialogue when you brought Eagieton 
home and you left some caretakers in Damascus, that you had 
lowered -- 


3 We lowered the level of our diplomatic 
representation. That's not a rupture in the dialogue. We did 
not break diplomatic relations, and I think there, maybe, is 
where some people go off track by assuming that somehow all 
contact with Syria had ceased At the time, we talked about 
difficulties we had with certain aspects of Syrian behavior. 

















Wwe announced some actions that we were taking That does not 
mean that in the interim we have vot continued to deal with 
Syria on a number of important Issues 1n some cases -- perhaps 
these you're more aware of -- and other cases maybe ones you 
don't seem to be aware of 


Indeed, that may be the problem The problem may 
be the word "dialogue," so let's get away from the word 
“dialogue .“ Ewen in this period when there was no Ambassador 
in Damascus, and even in this period where there was a 
prohibition on high-level contacts, are you saying that the 
United States and Syria were in discussion about Middle East 
peace prospects, for instance? 


a Yes. 


Q Chuck, can you tell if the Syrians have, at any 
recent time, requested to be taken off the list of states 
supporting terrorism? 


- I don't know whether or not they have. But it's 
not a question of request and reaction in this case That is a 
list which is done each year and, as a consequence, when it 
comes up for review, each country that is or is not on it will 
be duly reviewec 


Q Chuck, you said there were some contacts we 
apparently weren't aware of Are you aware of those contacts? 


- Barry just, for example, pointed out the fact 
that through our Charge, for example, we have had discussions 
with the Syrians over these months on things like the Middle 
East process and on Lebanon. And, as we've said any number of 
times, in talking about hostage issues, for example, that we, 
through diplomatic channels, have been in touch with Syria as 
with other actors in the region on the basis of our stated 
policy concerning dealing with that particular question. 


Q Have there been any high-level contacts that we 
would not be aware of? 


£ That one I can't help you on. 


Chuck, you said that the sanctions have not yet 
been changed, but are they under review at this point? 


A Again, I really can't take this particular 
question further than I have when we made those 

















evaluating Syrian behavior So in that sense, they've always 
been under review from the very Gay we made them 


announcements, we said that it would be a continuing process of 


Q Could you evaluate Syrian behavior then? 


A I'm not in a position to offer you any further 
wrap-up simmary evaluation 


@) Has this evaluation process, though, been stepped 
up at this point? We've seen one indicator that we're resuming 
a dialogue It's logical for us to ask the question: are we 
taking a fresh look? 


A That's part of the evaluation process 


Q King Hussein was in Damascus. Did he help you in 
bringing the United States and Syria together before this 
announcement that Reagan sent messages to President Assad? Did 
King Hussein help in this rapprochement? 


. I just don't have anything on that 


Q Chuck, let me quote from this State Department 
report lt says -- 


A You're back in what month now? 


-—MORE -- 
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Q I'm back in December -- I'm back in pre-history 
-~- December, 1986. It's really ancient times, Chuck. “Attacks 
by Syrian-supported groups since 1983 have killed or wounded 
nearly 500 people. Syrian-supported groups have attacked US 
facilities in the Middle East over ten times since 1983." 


Shouldn't the U.S. at least get an apology before it 
resumes a dialogue? 


i) You seem to set up a lot of criteria, a lot of 
standards, which may be perfectly valid, you know, if you were 
Secretary of State or President, or whatever you might hope to 
be, but the fact of the matter is that we have set forward over 
time some difficulties we have with Syrian behavior. We've set 
them forth in very clear terms. We've tried to make it crystal 
clear that some change in those kind of behaviors would be 
desirable and appropriate. 


That's what we continue to work toward There is a process of 
dialogue that includes some other very big issues, of course, 
in the Middle East that I've made reference to. 


That's the nature of the process, and it's a much more 
complicated and much less black and white scenario than the one 
that you would seem to set up. 


Q All right Let's go into grays then. You spoke 
of talking to the Syrians about Lebanon. I happened to hear a 
candidate for the Presidency of Lebanon express great fears 
this morning thet Syria is going to swallow up his country 
sometime next year He may be cynical; he may know something, 


I don't know But can you capsule for us -- if it's gray, I'll 
take down gray, too -- what the United States has accomplished 
with Syria so far as Lebanon's -- what do you always call it? 


-- territorial integrity? What have you accomplished with the 
Syrians? 


‘ Sovereignty, territorial integrity, departure of 
all foreign forces -- 


Q Yeah. I still see them there in great numbers 


a That still is our policy, and that's still what 
we would be seeking. 


* 
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Q You said you'd talk -- no, but I'm trying to get 
some sort of a summation if I can. You didn't expect this, and 
I didn't expect to ask you, but if you can ad lib, it would be 
nice. What has the U.S. been able to accomplish in this quiet 
dialogue with Syria regarding Lebanon's future? 


- I have to resist your invitation 

Q How do you read the role of Syria in Lebanon, 
Chuck? 

- Excuse me? 

Q How do you evaluate the Syrian role in Lebanon? 

= I don't have anything beyond what we've gone over 


Many times before 


Q In the absence of any change of behavior by the 
Syrians, to which you can attest, there's an appearance here of 
a bending of principles in the context of hostages being taken 
in Lebanon. I wonder if you would address that perception? 


- I did earlier, and I'm sorry if you missed it I 
said there's absolutely no linkage between what we're concerned 
with on hostages and this broader question of uU §$.-Syrian 
relations and how they're developing We've said many times 
that hostages are a humanitarian issue They have to be 
resolved on their own merit That any state, including Syria 
and others, who may have influence or the ability to do 
something ought to do so on the basis of that humanitarian 
concern; and that for our part -- and our policy now has been 
reiterated any number of times -- we're not going to deal or 
make deals with hostage-takers 


Q Chuck, along those lines, has the highly visible 
Syrian effort recently in the hostage matter raised hopes that 
perhaps there might be some resolution? That we're getting 
closer to a resolution of the hostage matter? 


- I just don't want to offer any new 
characterization of higher or lower hopes It's just a 
Question that we continue to work at 


Q Chuck, can you reiterate now the United States’ 
terms or conditions to restoration of full diplomatic relations 
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between the United States and Syria? At the present time, what 
are your conditions or terms for restoration of full diplometic 
relations between Syria and the United States? 


a I don't have any such reiteration to put 
forward You certainly can refer to the record This subject 
has come up at briefings here for the last six or eight months, 
-- maybe longer 


Q Because they're on the terrorist list and remain 
there now, is there a prohibition on U.S. arms sales to Syria 
-- I guess if I put it in Reagan terms -- or to Syrians, 
elements of the Syrian people? (Laughter) 

fe) The nature of the so-called terrorism -- 

Q If it's not government-to-government, is there a 


prohibition on selling Syrians generally weapons? : 


fs) There are certain restrictions that apply as a 
result of countries that are placed on the so-called “terrorism 
list" which in fact has less to do with terrorism than it does 
to placing restrictions on certain kinds of sales, and those 
restrictions apply to Syria. 


Q Chuck, what change can you tell us about that has 
occurred in Syria's behavior? You said -- you mentioned change 
in behavior 


a I think the question's been asked three times 


Q Well, [ mean, we know about the Glass -- 
intervention on behalf of Charles Glass Any other things that 
you can tell us about? 


a No, not really. Let me just again try to put it 
back where I started, which is that we have these contacts, we 
have this dialogue with Syria -- it's an important regional 
actor -- we've pursued them on a number of issues, and that's 
still what this is all about. 


Q But wasn't it always important? When did it 
become important? Wasn't it important in December when -- 
(laughter) 
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a [t was important in December That's why [ say 
that some people may have missed the fact that there have been 
continuing contacts on issues throughout this period. We have 
not broken diplomatic relations with Syria 


Q You mean when you withdrew the Ambassador, we 
should have written that you enhanced your relationship with 
Syria? 


Q I didn't say it was enhanced I said it 
continued. 

Q Do we have it backwards? 

I said it continued 

Q Chuck, is this in preparation for the meeting 


between Mr. Murphy and Polyakov? Are they going to be held by 
the end of this month or first week of next month, that the 
Soviets want to participate, and you want them tc pressure 
Syria to be more forthcoming in the peace process? 


Aa I don't see any relationship between the two. 


Q I don't know, maybe you answered this, but I'm -- 
do the measures taken on November 14, all of them, except for 
the one that you're relaxing, remain in effect? 


Q That is the basic outline of the policy and the 
measures we've taken, and, yes, they're in effect 


Q All except for this one remaining -- the 
high-level visits -- remain in effect Could you take the 
question of the Abu Nidal office, whether it's -- 


- It's been raised any number of times, and I take 
that as a standing requirement. When ['m able to shed any 
light on that particular story, I'd be happy to do so, but I 
can't. 


Q Have the Syrians demonstrated any additional 
cooperation with the U.S. on the peace process? Has there been 
any shift in their position? 


- I don't have any evaluation on specific issues 
like that to offer. 


Q You micht sav. "Go to the Israelis," but this 
would be -- 
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a Should I say it now and -- 


Q No. This would be pertinent. Is there a view, 
at least in part of the multi-fractured Israeli Government, 
that Syria should be part of the Middle East peace conference? 
Or is this a U.S. on its own, consulting with Syria, because, 
as you say, they're an actor or a player? 





Qa I don't know -- 
Q Is there a mutual interest? 
4 You would have to go to the Israeli Government if 


you want their position. You know what our position is: that 
in any overall comprehensive settlement, there's going to have 
to be a role for Syria to play. 


Q Chuck, is Lebanon as a state on the list of 
states supporting terrorism? 





_ Lebanon? 

Q Yes. 

) No. 

Q Not on the list of states supporting terrorism? 
a No. 

Q Not even the militias of Lebanon? (Laughter) 


Not the militias? 
A (Laughter) Yes, George? 
y A different reaqional actor -- 


Q What's wrong with the question? I don't 
understand. 


-- ina different region. I understand there are 
reports that Nicaraguan refugees are being given permission to 
work, without fear of deportation, because of conditions in 
Nicaragua. Is this the right building to ask that question? 





6 We'll take a look at it. I don't have the 
answer. If it's the right building, we'll see if we can do 
something. 








-14- Friday, 6/26/87 


Q Moving around the world, do you have a reaction 
to the arrests of opposition leaders in Korea and the 
recurrence of new violence -- recurrence of violence? 


A First, as most of you may have heard, after the 
Secretary and Gaston Sigur meet with the President this 
afternoon, Mr. Sigur is going to be doing a briefing at the 
White House at approximately 1:30. That will be ON THE RECORD, 
and as a consequence you'll be able to get some even more 
first-hand information. 


What I have is very cursory because of that. I would 
just say concerning the demonstrations only that initial 
reports indicate that massive police deployments largely 
blocked the march by dispersing the gatherings with tear gas. 
There are also reports of demonstrators carrying gasoline 
bombs, so that in essence it's really too early to evaluate the 
level of violence. 


I would reiterate t'iat our support for the right to 
peaceful assembly, as well as our opposition to violence and 
force is well known, and we again urge all sides to exercise 
restraint. 


Concerning the arrests you referred to, these 
developments were particularly disappointing. The government 
should seek means of communicating with the opposition leaders 
other than through the police. 


Q There are some press reports from Athens today, 
and they talk about the setback in Greek-—American relations 
after a meeting yesterday between the Foreign Minister, Mr. 
Papoulias, and Ambassador Keeley. Would you have anything on 
that? 


a) No. 


Q Do you have anything on the negotiations on the 
U.S. bases with Greece, whether they've started already or -- 


A I don't believe they've started. You saw the 
statement that we issued after our talks in Reykjavik between 
Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Papoulias. That is the 
last event that I'm aware of, but that emphasized our desire 
that we should get these things underway. 


Q Do you have any update on the Gulf reflagging 
plan? 
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No. No change. 

When do you think it's going to take effect? 
No change from previous estimates. 

What was the previous estimate? 


4 You'll have to check the record. I've been gone 
for a few days. 


Q There really wasn't any -- 

A Then it's similar. 

Q Beginning of July. 

A There it is. See, someone had that. 


Q Anything on U.S. citizens on that Philippine 
flight that crashed? 


a Let me give you what I have, which is that 
Philippines Airlines informed our Embassy in Manila of the 
crash of Flight 206 from Manila to Bagio. It was carrying 45 
passengers. U.S. Air Force helicopters and planes joined the 
Philippine Air Force in the search, but there were no survivors 
visible. Because of darkness and bad weather, the search has 
been called off until daylight. There are believed to be some 
American citizens aboard, but we've not yet been able to 
confirm the number. And, of course, the Embassy is continuing 
to stay in close touch with Filipino authorities. 


Q Anything to say on the Shultz-Shevardnadze 
meeting? 


4 No. 


Q What about other meetings? We know about the one 
in Geneva about the Middle East, but are there any other top 
level meetings coming up that you know of here in Washington, 
say? 


Here in Washington -- 
On arms control maybe? 


Here in Washington, I don't know of. 
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Is there an arms control meeting? Is that coming 
up? 


a You're talking about on the arms control front. 
I don't know of anything there. The nuclear testing experts 
will be getting together ageéin in -- for their next round of 
talks in Geneva in July Date yet to be fixed. There are any 
number of these kind o* bilateral groupings that continue to 
and will continue to have meetings. 


On arms control, do you have anything beyond what 
Phyllis had yesterday on the possibility of converting Pershing 
II's and the Soviet reaction to that possibility? 
fs No. I don't have anything new beyond that. 


Q Any commentary on Gorbachev's economic reform? 


a No. 


Q Chuck, you have been with the Secretary during 
the long days last. Do you have any comment on the report 
saying that the Secretary is not in agreement terms with the 
policy of reflagging the Kuwaiti tankers and escorting them? 


a) The Secretary was asked that question on our way 
back yesterday, and so that is available in the transcript. 
But to summarize, I believe his words were that he found that 
rather puzzling, since from the very start, whenever he's been 
asked about this question -- and I think if you go back to 
Venice, for example, where we did any number of interviews with 
most of the network: represented here, with other people -- the 
Secretary did a full-scale press briefing, he was asked on the 
plane -—- he's been unequivocal] in his support for our policy. 


Q There seem to be some complaints about the 
processing of elections in Haiti. The government has sort of 
changed the electoral law that was submitted by the electoral 
council, and arrested a couple of people, and has announced 
that they will do the picking and choosing on what parties will 
participate. 


Is the United States doing anything in this area 
possibly to increase the prospects for democracy in that 
unhappy island? 


A I just don't have anything by way of specific 
answer to your question. I could only answer in the most 











-17- Friday, 6/26/87 


general terms which you're aware of about our concern for the 
continuation of the democratic process in Haiti. But I just 
don't have anything to offer on the specifics of your story. 


Q Do you have anything on the Secretary's letter 
concerning Elliott Abrams? 


a No. What would you like to have on it? 
Q Well, the text. 
You could have the text. 
You'll put that out in there? 
Yes. 
Is the Secretary still 100% on Mr. Abrams? 
One thousand? 
a Fully. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon. This an ON-THE-ABCORD 
briefing for sound and casera by Assistant Secretary of State for 
Raet Asian and Pacific Affairs, Gaston Sigur. Mr. Sigur will be 
providing @ briefing on his visit to South Korea and his seeting 
today with the President. 


Before he takes your questions, he has « few opening 
remarke. 


Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY GIGUM: Thank you. I've just set with the 
President and have given his «a briefing on ay visit to South Koree. 
I returned last evening. This is a very tense tise in Kores, full of 
opportunities for progress toward « political comprosise, yet 
carrying riske of degeneration into violent confrontation. 


Let me strees thet violence serves no positive goals. f 
benefitted from meetings with very sany iagortant Korean leaders. {tf 
saw President Chun Doo Hwan; OJP Chairman Roh Tae Woo; Prise Minister 
Lee Man Fi; and Poreign Minister Choi from the government. I saw Kia 
Young Sem and Kim Dae Jung from the opposition. In addition, I wae 
able to meet with euch distinguished Koreans as Cardinal Kia. 


The visit was @ productive one. [t provided a sense of 
how thinge etand and how they're soving in Korean politics. These 
meetings gave se an Opportunity to share the President's perspective 
on developments there. The meetings between President Chun and the 
leaders of the spposition parties, including Kia Young Sas. are an 
initial etzp. There have been sope small signe of flexibility which 
we hope are indications thet the governsent will sake further 
concer te positive soves. It should do so. 


We urge tolerance for peaceful demonstrations, release 
of people iaprisoned for politica! activities, an end to preeapt ive 
arrests and house arrests. Such steps are nece - fe ies 
dielogue. This ie so tise for intransigence. The eident hopes 
the government and opposition join in « process of real coaprosise. 
We believe the Kerean public shares this hope. 


Wile in Seoul, t emphasised the President's view that 
the probleas Kores feces are politics) problems. Lasting solutions 
must be political agreements that Kereans reach theaselves. Military 
etepe offer no solution. The Korean people believe that ese 
toward Genande that 01] Korean leaders exzanine their 
positions end work toward the siddle. They esk fer consensus to 
Teplece confrontation, seetings to replece posturing, and for 
cougrosise te pave the way to progress. 


Let we eake @ final cbeervation. The President is «a 





great beliewer {. the future of Korea and the Korean people. Their 
accogplishments since the end of the Korean War are breathtaking. We 
are fully confident -- the President is fully confident that they 
will achieve the progress they seek toward @ sore broadly-based 
political systes. 


I'll try to anewer any questions you assy have. 
* Yes. 


Q Is there anything elee that this edsinisetration, 
that Ronald Reagan can do right now to try to break through whet 
appears to be en increasingly difficult situation -- in Korea today? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: I think that the policy that we are 
pureui -- the policy that the President has set out -- is the 
spprope ate one. I think that the people that I set in Keres fros 
all sides believe that it's the appropriete one, and that we «sre 


standing by them. We believe in the Korean peo,le. 














We believe that they are at a historic point in their history and 
that the solutions that they are trying to achieve -- that is to have 
a peaceful transfer of power which will be done and lead to a much 
broader democratic system -- that these are things we fully back. 


They know we fully back them. They know how Strongly we 
believe in this. And I don't think they really want us to do any 
more at this time. That's certainly the impression that I got from 
the people with whom I spoke, including the top people in the 
opposition. 


Q Gaston, do you think the opposition leaders were 
Sonegee in being so skeptical and so negative after their first 
meeting? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: I think we're watching a political 
process here. I think we have to look at it that way. Politicians, 
after all, take pretty strong positions on a lot of things. 


I think that everybody recognizes, including the people 
about whom you just mentioned, believe in a “= recognizes 
that things are changing, thet movement is taking place. They know 
that. They want to be sure that they get ae much of what they want 
out of it as possible. That's perfectly understandable. That's the 
political game. And [I think that's what we're witnessing. 


What are the most constructive things that the U.S. 
can do at this point? Beyond the sort of trip that you have sade and 
the expressione of support that you're repeating here today, what 
specifically can the U.S. do? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: I think we have to be very careful that 
we do not appear to be intervening, in detail almost, in the 
political process in Korea. We have got to continue to strongly urge 
that the transfer of power take place, that it take place in peaceful 
circumstances, that it take place with continuing and growing 
dialogue between all parties concerned. We believe that these things 
are essential. 


We have, as I say, a firm belief in the Korean people in 
theic capacity to achieve the results they want. There is, 1 
believe, undoubtedly, a tremendous desire on the part of the Korean 
people for democracy. They want a broader based systes. That's 
obvious, and no one denies that, everyone accepts that. Sut they've 
got to reach it their own way. They've got to do it through -- we 
can't do it and it's got to be Korean style. And they have to reach 
the -- they have to go to the negotiations and reach the decisions. 


Q Well, is it necessary for President Chun Doo Hwan to 
give up his plans to transfer power, as he has announced, neat sear 


SECRETARY SIGUR: i think «- 
Q -- and adopt another means? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: i'm not quite sure how this is going to 
be done and I would hesitate to try to speculate on that. 
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Certainly the big thing is that they get back to the table and then 
-~- they've started thet already -- and they begin to talk and talk in 
detail about all these tnings. How is it going to work? How are we 
going to work this thing? And I mean, President Chun has elready, in 
@ sense, seid thet the Constitutional revieion talks cen resume. 

This is good ané this puts them -- puts everything back on the 

table. Ané they've just got to go et it, hammer ané tonge as to 
how they're going to do this thing. Ané I think they all heve « 
sense of confidence, in « way, of being able to Go something, yes. 


Q Secretary, about the role of the United Stetes -- 
one thing thet ie in the role and purview of the United Stetes is 
thet @ Uniteé Stetes commander is the commander of the joint South 
Korean-U.8. military command. As you know, the bulk of the South 
Korean armed forces are under operationel control of thet command. 
fas the Uniteé States expressed to the South Koreen military, or whet 
is ite ettitude about the use of those forces to -- for internal 


purposes? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: I woulé simply sey, Don, et this stage 
thet the United Stetes nes made it eminently clear thet any 
intervention by the military into thie situation is unwarranted ané 
we oppose it. We've steted thet very, very clearly. I wouldn't want 
to go into the other aspects of it, but -- et this point, but there 
ig no doubt of opposition and everybody knows it and it's es cleer es 
dev. 


Q You talkeé a minute ago about some signs of 
flexibility ané -- but yet Kim was put under house arrest again 
within 24 hours. How is thet flexible -- this whole approach, given 
wheat we've seen just today in Korea? And does the U.S. plan to 
protest any of what's happened in the lest 24 hours? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: Well, we make it clear thet we oppose 
the house arrest of anybody like thet. That's the wrong way to go. 
We've saié thet on many occasions. <I think the thing to understand 
ie thet this was e very epecial day -- this peace march in Koree. 
Everybody knew it ané in Koree everybody recognized thet it was an 
important dey thet was goinc to take place. But it was « single 
event ané it wes understood thet way. It was an event thet was going 
to come and it was going to be gotten over and it was going to pass. 
Ané I'm very hopeful thet the house errest of Mr. Kim Dae Jung will 
be lifteé shortly -- thet it in our view -- of course we do not 
approve of this sort of thing. 


The second part of my question -- does the U.S. plan 
to launch some kiné of protest about this or to make its -- that view 
known? 




















- $ « 
- 


SECRETARY SIGUR: Well, we make our views known. They 
know our view. We've made it known. 


Q Bow 614 you find the President of Korea? «: mean, is 
he reaéy to Compromise, give in, go for Sroke, or leave, or fight? 
It's ower for him, igen't it? I mean, does he realise that? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: Well, I think he's -- there's no 
guestion in terms of him leaving power by February of next year. wo 
question ebout thet. I think he wery such intends to fill out bis 
tera, but he doesn't intend to stay beyond and that was ebout -- 
Steted about as strongly to me as he could possibly stete it. 


Be recognizes the strong yearnings -- let's put it thet 
wey -- of the people for « broader based systems. They want to heve 
the sey in their politicel effairs and he knows it. 


Q Bow ¢i¢ you finé our President todésy? Was he -- 
SECRETARY SIGUR: Fine, as always. Whet do you sean? 
Q Dié he ask questions? Dié he sees well? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: Ob, yes. Ob, indeed. Ob, indeed. te 
seeneé just greet. And he was fully on top of this situation. 


Q From your éiscuesions with President Chun, could you 
give an evaluation of how amenable you think he is to some of the 
Suggestions of reform thet you brought ané thet heave been -- 


SECRETARY SIGUR: I think he's -- he underetands he's got 
to look at everything, and he is looking et ewerything. I thine he's 
~~ I mean, surely he's got his own ideas about how these reforms 
shoulé teke place, but he Knows they heve to teke plece. And he 
understands thet changes are in the wind. There's just no question 
about it. 


ané I found him very much ewere of whet he was facing and 
whet his country was fecing -- very clear in thet sense. Fe hes 
éifferences, of course, with the opposition in terme of how fest and 
whet exactly should be done, Dut I found him understanding thet these 
things heave to be coped with. 


ie} He seemed to be giving @ contest for the re-errest 
of Kim Dee Jung. Did the Korean leadership -- ¢1¢ the government 
give any eévance indication that his releese from house arrest might 
be as brief as it wes, or 416 they give you any indicetion that *e 
will egein De released in the next few weeks? 


SECRETARY SICUR: They geve me no indication of anything 
like thet. Wo. I didn’t -- whet Go you mean putting a contest? { 
Gon't guite know whet you mean. 


Q Well, you're seying thet it's in the contest of « 
neationel peace leunch, #hich was long expected and a1] sorts of 
things would happen todey. 


SBCRETARY SIGUR: I didn't mean to put thet in thet «ind 
of # contest. I mean we oppose the ides of house arrest. It didn't 
necessarily heve to happen, Dut I think it 616 happen within that 
contest. We're sorry thet it happened end we hope thet it is « very. 
very temporary thing. 


9 Well, ere you ¢isturbed ebout the deterioration of 
things since you Left Kores? 


SECRERTART SIGUB: I wouldn't call it thet. It seems to 
we thet et least from whet we know now thet they 








nave gotten throwgh this Sey without anything of @ tremendous tregic 
nature occuring, and I think toere was greet concern and worry sbout 

‘ it when I left, and from eweryone from a1. ei¢@8 about this thing. 
Ang I just Dope that they cen get on sow with the dialogue that hes 
peen restored and with the ¢iscussions and negotiations which will 
Lead to the necessary compromises. 


: 3 Tou eeic that your seetings were am initial step -- 
. your Beetings with various opposition leaders. What 4i¢ you sean? 
Arce there further steps planned? What's next? 
teow WMicadibe«< « - - ‘ 
wt <_e & J SECRETARY SiGUR: | didén't sean ay seetings. I think yee 


Sisresé se there. ! seant the seetings between Chun and Ein Young 
Seam were ‘initial steps. 


So the 7.5. Ses no additional steps planned aside 
from whet you're saying bere today? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: Well, we're gol te comtinue our 
ley of pressing and stating cur concerne stating what we stand 
, and whet we think the Korean people want to see. 


@ Dr. Sigur, some Eoreans i've talked with ower the 
pest couple of weeks heave an almost pathological distrust and 
suspicion of Chun end his military supporters. They baeve said in 
effect thet they Suet can't trust him to keep bis word, that if they 
let up, thet if peece, cals is restored, then Chun will just go >Dec« 
to what he intended to So .5 the firet place, and that thie impulse 
to proeden the Sase of political -- politics in Eoree will just 
fiaegle owt. Did you get any feeling of that from the opposition. and 
So you think thet this could stend es « sajor impediment to any «ind 
of seaningfsl talxs? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: Well, it's an interesting point. and | 
thine there certainly are Koreans who feel thet way -- that it's « 
very @ifficult situation, and it does complicate it -- the fact thet 
you 6c hewe that attitude. However, © wouldn't feel thet it is a 


saicor impediment -- let se put it thet way ~~ to the dialogue and to 
the decision-mgating process in Korea among the various political 
eLeserts. 


I think there are certein things that are happening -- 
imperatives in the situation -- that sllow for « compromise 
resolution, end I thine part of thet is, a8 I seid, the recognition 
on the part of the government and the Presiden: -- President Chun 

—~—--—a——~ - himself -- of the recognition that the situation is not whet .t «es 
cefore, and that there'we simply got to be changes and that the 
forean people are demanding these changes. And I think that we're 
facing that «tind of @ s.tustion where ceelism can perhaps dominate. 


Let's hope so anyway. 

@ What 4i¢ you find out sdout the return of Zia See 
Jang to house arrest, and whet was done then? What did the 
government then do? 


SECRETARY SIGUR: Our government? 








Our gowernment didn't Go anything -- we found that owt im the early 
howrs of thie sorning. | guess -- owr tise. I can't specifically 
remember ezactiy. Sut our position. as I said. on house arrest and 
om thet sort of action is very cleer. very well-known, and the 
government of Korese is fully sware of where we sit on this and where 
we stand on thie. 


Q So you Gon't feel this is « betrayal of « comsitsent 
to Chun? 


MAR. SIGUR: it wae not « betrayal of « commiteent as 
such. We -- and we don't go into very specific things in that sense. 
obviously. We Neve said over and over egain that mot only do we went 
mr. Kiem Dee Jung out of house arrest, we want his political rights 
restored. We have sede that very. very clear. Our position has 
never been different from thet. et leeet nct since I've been around. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
2ED 1:46 P.=. for 
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DPC #112 


MONDAY, JUNE 29, 1987, 12:15 PM 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN. Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Let me begin with a number of announcements 


First, Secretary Shultz will speak at the 29th annual 
Detroit-Windsor International Freedom Festival in Detroit on 
July 2 -- that's Thursday -- on the occasion of receiving the 
1987 Festival Award Canadian Secretary of State for External 
affairs Charles Joseph Clark will be the co-recipient. 


The luncheon will take place at Cobo Hall's Riverfront 
Ballroom, with Secretaries Shultz and Clark's speeches 
beginning at 12:15 p.m. If you plan to cover or wish 
information, please contact Wes Johnson of the Detroit Economic 
Club, Area 313-963-8547. 


In addition, the two Secretaries will meet at 
Willistead Manor, Windsor, Ontario, that afternoon beginning at 
2:00 o'clock This is part of the regular meetings between the 
two. As you know, they meet on a quarterly basis to discuss 
bilateral and multilateral issues of mutual interest. For 
information concerning coverage of that, please contact Jim 
Thurber at the American Embassy in Ottawa, 613-238-5335. 

That's on Thursday 


Q On that, is the Secretary taking press with him? 
4 No. We're treating this as a domestic trip, 


essentially We're flyino to Detroit and then driving across 
the border for that meetine which will last several hours. 


Q Is that Weanesday-Thursday, Chuck? 

a No. That's all on Thursday 

Q All on Thursday 

a This morning, Secretary Shultz met with nine 


members of the U.S.-Soviet Divided Spouses Coalition. These 
are American citizens whose Soviet husbands and wives have not 
been permitted to come to the United States. 


During his trip to Moscow in April, the Secretary also 
met at the U.S. Embassy with the Soviet spouses. Problems 
related to U.S.-Soviet marriages are of great concern to the 
U.S. Government since we know in what difficult circumstances 
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these couples must live. Not oniy are husbands and wives 
forced to remain apart, but the children of some of these 
marriages are growing up separated from one of their parents 

In other instances, the so-called “blocked” marriages, 
U.S.-Soviet couples have been assigned a wedding date by Soviet 
officials and then prevented from marrying. U.S. officials 
have discussed divided spouses and blocked marriages with the 
Soviets on a number of occasions, and we will continue our 
efforts until every one of these cases is resolved 


Any questions? 
Q That's it? 
a No, no I have some other announcements. 


Moving along, as part of our series of regional 
meetings with the Soviets, Assistant Secretary Crocker will be 
meeting with his Soviet counterpart, Deputy Foreign Minister 
Anatoly Adamishin, in London on Thursday, July 2, for bilateral 
discussions. These are a continuation of bilateral regional 
talks that we have held with the Soviets over a number of years 
at periodic intervals. The last such talks were about a year 
ago for this region. 


Q On that specific item, Chuck, is it true that the 
White House would like Crocker to take up the subject of 
possible joint cooperation on fighting AIDS disease with the 
Soviets? 


a I don't have anything on that The agenda, as 
usual, is a variety of African regional issues without specific 
focus, but I'll take a look to see if we can clarify that point 


Q Do we have a spelling on the Soviet’ 


a Yes The name is Adamishin, A-d-—a-m-1i-s-h-1-n 
First name, Anatoly. 


Q What was the date? 
a Thursday, July 2. 


And finally, or the reform proposals in Korea, we very 
much welcome Democratic Justice Party Chairman Roh's coming 
forth with proposals to open *+he process of reform in Korea 
The United States Government has long supported democratic 
government in Korea. President Reagan made this point when he 
visitea Seoul in 1983. The Secretary and Assistant Secretary 
Sigur have also spoken several times recently on these issues 
The finel results will be determined as the Korean parties talk 
with each other. 


That's all I have Jim? 
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Q On Korea, is what appears to have happened 
essentially what the United States has wanted to happen? Is 
that the end result of what U.S. diplomacy has been aiming at? 


a We haven't attempted to specify what the exact 
specifics of the end result ought to be. We have talked about 
the desirability of a democratic process that would be more 
open and that would lead to a solution which was acceptable to 
all Koreans We are certainly pleased with the latest 
developments. If these steps open the door to greater 
democracy in Korea, as we hope they do, all the credit belongs 
to Korea and to the Koreans. 


To capsulize what I said in the beginning, we very 
much support the process, not particular positions. This 
proposal is a positive step, a concrete move to resolve 
political problems which have been so divisive up to now. If a 
new political system is to last, it must, however, be made in 
Korea. 


Q Did President Chun Doo Hwan accept Mr. Roh's 
proposal? 


a Again, that's not for me to say. It's for 
President Chun, of course, to make up his own mind. For our 
part, we believe now is a good opportunity to break what 
Koreans have described as a sad cycle of confrontation and 
violence associated with political changes in Korea. We hope 
that all sides will regard this proposal as a chance to move 
forward and to create concrete results 


Q No. What I mean is whether U.S. Government was 
informed from the President, Chun Doo Hwan, whether he's going 
to accept this proposal or not. 


re) As usual, I won't go into diplomatic exchanges, 
and in any case, [ would leave it to the Korean leaders to 
speak to those kind of questions. 


Q One more thing. Secretary Armacost is scheduled 
to meet with the Vice Foreign Minister, Mr. Oh, this 
afternoon. Will the current Korean situation be discussed? 


Q That will be one of the issues, but let me say, 
first of all, that this is in the context of the U.S.-Korea 
economic consultations, which are annual talks between 
sub-Cabinet level economic officials. They assess a full range 
of economic issues between the two countries 


These particular talks were scheduled several months 
ago and are unrelated to events of recent days. The meeting 
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with Mr. Armacost was likewise scheduled before these recent 
events. It will cover the economic bilateral, but also will 
certainly address the recent developments as well. 


Q On another subject, do you have any comment on 
reports that the United States and Egypt have agreed in 
principle to permit the production of M-l1 tanks in Egypt? 


A We have decided in principle to assist Egypt in 
some form of co-production of the M-1Al tank, but the 
modalities and details have not yet been decided. Sensitive 
technologies will be protected and will not be manufactured in 


Egypt 


We have completed a number of preliminary steps such 
as certification by the National Disclosure Policy Committee, 
and we have granted General Dynamics a munitions license to 
discuss co-production of the M-1Al in the context of the M-60 
tank rebuild facility now under construction in Egypt. 


Q Does the Egyptian Ambassador, his meeting today 
with Crocker, have anything to do with this? 


a I don't have any information on that meeting. 

Q Can you give us any feel for what proportion of 
the production would be in Egypt? 

a) No, I can't I'd have to emphasize, as I did in 
the last sentence of what I gave you, that this is all ina 
very preliminary stage -- or perhaps I didn't give you that; 


yes, I did. It is in a preliminary stage. The most I could 
say is a very general characterization, that we believe that 
such cooperative programs such as this do serve our mutual 
interests. 


Q Would Egypt have the right under the agreement to 
sell those tanks to third parties? 


a At this stage, Jim, I just don't have any other 
details as to what form all this might take. I can only 
emphasize the word “preliminary” at this stage. 


Q Chuck, on another subject, can you clarify for us 
what's going on between -- 

Q Can we stay on the same subject? 

” I'll come back, Bill. Just a second. 

Q Parts of the same story says that the United 


States has already allotted the sum of $168 million to the 
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preliminary stage of the joint production of the M-1. Do you 
have any comment on this part, or if the Congress has already 
been notified about this? 


a I don't have anything on that figure, nor did I 
see it, and I can only speculate. I did mention there's a M-60 
tank rebuild facility, for example, that's already under 
construction. 


We have not notified the project to the Congress 
because our discussions with Egypt are in a preliminary stage, 
and there's not yet sufficient detail to do so. 


Q The M-1 joint construction could take place ina 
M-60 rebuild facility? 


a I only say that General Dynamics has been granted 
a license to discuss co-production in the context of that 
rebuild facility. 


Q Any idea where the money will come from, whether 
FMS credits or ESF funds? 


A No. Bill? 


Q Chuck, could you clarify for us what is going on 
now between the U.S. and Greece? My sense of it is that the 
U.S. knows that the Greek Government has been negotiating with 
Abu Nidal over something or other and is very upset about it, 
and the Greeks are reacting to that. Can you clarify? 


a I can't help you much. Many aspects of this 
story as reported deal with alleged intelligence matters. 
Others deal with diplomatic exchanges. I'm not prepared to go 
into those. I could only say that it is our practice to share 
information with our Allies, including Greece, on the issue of 
terrorism, and that in the course of those kind of discussions 
there are points of disagreement. 


Q Could you say whether or not the dispute is so 
serious that, as one or two wire reports have it, the future of 
the U.S. bases is being threatened by the Greek Government? 


a I don't have any way to evaluate that because all 
we have seen on that are the wire reports, so the statements 
that you referred to exist for us at this point only in that 
context 


Q Could you characterize this as a serious dispute? 


a I'm not prepared to give any further 
characterization. On the question of the base negotiations, I 
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was asked a question last Thursday, I believe. The answer I 
gave to that still stands, which is we believe that those 
negotiations ought to get underway as soon as possible 


Q Without getting into diplomatic exchanges, does 
the United States Government believe that the Greek Government 
has been in contact with international terrorists? 


A That's the kind of intelligence question I can't 
answer. 


Q Chuck, again, about the same subject of the 
tanks. Is the U.S. Government in contact with the Israelis 
with regard to this preliminary stage of talks with Egypt about 
co-production of the tanks? 


2) There are no other governments involved at this 
stage. 


Q Is the U.S. Ambassador in Greece coming back for 
talks about this subject? 


a I haven't seen anything to that effect, but Ii 
have to answer that specifically by saying I just don't know. 


Chuck, on another subject. Schlesinger has 
reported to the Budget Committee today about the U.S. Embassy 
in Moscow, suggesting that the top three stories be chopped 
off, the bottom five debugged, a whole new storage area -- 
essentially saying that roughly more than $80 million will be 
needed to redo the damage. Have you anything on this? 


a I could only say in summary form what the Deputy 
Secretary said at the same hearing. Basically, to recap, the 
Secretary was briefed on Friday by Jim Schlesinger who had 
carried out a comprehensive review of the new Moscow Chancery 
Building. Schlesinger has done an admirably job. His report 
lays out an effective framework for establishing a secure new 
office building in Moscow. 


Many specific details remain to be worked out. The 
study by Mel Laird's group and the President's Foreign 
Intelligence Advisory Board may contribute useful additional 
suggestions, but Mr. Schlesinger has laid the foundation for 
what we believe is a workable plan. Both the Laird Commission 
Report and the PFIAB study of security practices at our posts 
worldwide should be completed in the next few weeks. 


I note from the Deputy Secretary's testimony that he 
said we'll be drawing from these reports and feeding them into 
a set of decisions which the Administration will soon be taking. 
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Q You called that a workable plan. I[s that another 
way of saying that, in general, you accept the recommendations 
of Mr. Schlesinger? 


A I don't want to go so far as to say that a final 
decision has been made. I'd refer you, in fact, to the 
testimony by Mr. Whitehead which addressed that specific 
question, and I think the operative line was that we'd like to 
see the Laird Commission Report, we'd like to see the PFIAB 
Report. The latter is due about July 15, and the 
Administration would then soon be making decisions. 


Q Is there physically a Schlesinger Report, a 
written report that went to the Secretary, and is that going to 
be made available at some point? 


A There is physically a report. It's my 
understanding that the Schlesinger group is in the process of 
preparing an unclassified version of that, which -- I have 
heard but have not been able to confirm -- will be available 
this week for the public. So we'll keep in touch with that, 
but right now I don't know when that might be. 


Q On a different subject. The Secretary said on 
Sunday that the reflagging procedure should not be delayed, but 
he himself didn't seem entirely clear as to when this was going 
to take place, when the escorting would begin. Can you clarify 
for us when it is that this on-schedule reflagging is going to 
take place? 


a I can't do any better than the Secretary did. He 
gave, I think, an accurate characterization of the state of 
play, and I'd leave it at that. 


Q There is no date? There is no timetable for 
proceeding with this? 


4 In the sense that there is a general procedure 
for proceeding, the answer is yes. The President has said from 
the start a number of weeks ago that when we're ready to 
proceed, when the procedures are in place, we'll be on with it. 


Shall we expect this will be announced after the 
fact, after it is done, or after the motion -- 


A I don't want to promise before or after. I'm 
just saying that if your question is, is there a precise date 
fixed today, the answer is no. If your question is, are we 
moving forward in a process which will lead to some action in 
the timeframe that the Secretary talked about, the answer is 


yes. 
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Q Are you having a restudy of it? 
i] No. 
Q Back on the tank program with Egypt. Is it the 


American understanding that it will help the economy of Egypt? 
And if yes, how? 


a Again, this is all in a preliminary stage, and 
I'm unfortunately just not able to take this story as far as 
some of you would like to take it today. 


Q The same subject, please. It's quite clear that 
you're putting emphasis on the preliminary character of the 
talks. Does this mean that you allude to the fact that there 
are oppositions in both countries? 


4 I don't think [I've alluded to any opposition. 
I've described to you by way of details, in fact, a couple of 
the things that specifically have been done but emphasizing 
that it is a preliminary stage. 


Q Chuck, on the Gulf, did the Iranians propose to 
halt attacks against ships in the Gulf area? Can you confirm 
that? 


4 I could not confirm anything beyond what you have 
seen. Iranian spokesmen of various sorts have made statements 
to that effect that I have seen reported. I can't confirm 
them I wouldn't throw them into question. I just can't take 
it any further. 


For our part, we've long been committed to finding a 
comprehensive solution to the Iran-Iraq war which would entail 
a complete ceasefire, a return to pre-war borders, an exchange 
of prisoners, and negotiations to end this tragic conflict. 


The Iranian proposal, as we've seen it, falls far 
short of an end to the war. it also diverts internationai 
attention away from the major United Nations Security Council 
effort aimed at a comprehensive resolution with enforcement 
measures which is currently underway in New York. 


Q On that, Chuck, do you have anything on the 
Iranian threat or declaration that the U.S. moves in the Gulf 
were tantamount to a declaration of war? 


a I don't have anything by way of specific reaction 
other than to say I did note those reports. I could only 
emphasize what has probably been said by this time several 
hundred of times, which is that our role there is deterrent, 
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that we're going to be assuring safety for American shipping, 
that that shipping is not related to the war itself, that the 
United States remains neutral as far as that war is concerned, 
and finally -- to draw your attention to the various things 
that the Secretary said yesterday -- that we're proceeding with 
the arrangements, that the United States Navy and U.S. Forces 
will be able to protect themselves and to do what is necessary 
in what is essentially a deterrent role. That's what it's 
meant to be. 


Q There were reports that Mr. Vernon Walters -- 
Ambassador Vernon Walters -- was on his way to Damascus as an 
envoy of President Reagan. Is that so, and when will he arrive 


there? 


a I assume you are referring to a story that we 
talked about on Friday in which the offer of a special emissary 
to Damascus had been put forward. We did not, and I cannot 
now, tell you who that emissary might be. I do know, however, 
that as far as Dick Walters whereabouts is concerned, that's 
not where he is now. 


Q Chuck, is Syria helping in defusing the tension 
between the United States and [ran? 


i) Excuse me? 


Q Is Syria one of the countries helping the United 
States in defusing tension with Iran? 


a With Iran? 
Q Yeah. 


i) I don't have anything by way of specific answer 
to that, no. I just can't help you on that one. 


Do you have any comment regarding the last round 
of talks in Madrid, Spain, related to the American bases there 
in Spain? 


A Just a very brief response, to say that these 
negotiations are still continuing. There are critical issues 
remaining to be resolved. For our part, we're continuing to 
work for an agreement that is consistent with the interests of 
both sides and with the security of the entire Alliance. 


Q Back to the Greek talks, are they behind schedule 
now -- the renegotiation of the Greek bases? 


4 There is no schedule per se that has been put 
forward. The Secretary and Prime Minister Papandreou agreed 
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some time back that we ought to get at this question well 
before the expiration of the current agreement. 


Q Which is what? 


A Which is in 1988 some time The Secretary, when 
he met with Foreign Minister Papoulias in Reykjavik, likewise 
agreed that we ought to continue that process, and we made 
known at that time our desire to get these discussions under 
way. But that's where it stands as far as I know. 


Q Another topic? Did you have anything on the 
split in the Dutch Church in South Africa? That's a big story 
down there 


. No, I don't 


Q All right Do you have anything on any protest 
by President Botha about statements that Crocker made last week? 


. No 


Q Do you have any reaction to the urgent recall of 
the Panamanian Ambassador by the Government? 


- My reaction to the recall per se would be no, I 
don't have any reaction; but we are disturbed that some in 
Panama are attempting to turn these events into a 
U.S.-Panamanian conflict The occurrences of the recent days 
in Panama are a problem that must be addressed first and 
foremost by Panamanians The U.S. and Panama are treaty 
partners. We're bound by many common interests We shall 
continue to work together, and the U.S. will honor its 
obligations 


Every Senator who spoke in the debate, which was the 
reason for the recall, acknowledged our treaty obligations and 
spoke in professed friendship for Panama 


But we can't be neutral on the need for full adherence 
to democratic processes This is a principle we applied to our 
relations with all the countries of Latin America without 
exception. We urge the Panamanian Government leaders to lift 
as quickly @s possible the state of emergency that has 
disrupted that country in recent days We urge them to 
undertake an effort to find solutions that enjoy wide support 
among their citizens 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 


A Yes 
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Q The Department of State backs the resolution 
approved by the Senate? Or what's your -- what are your 
comments on that? 


= We share the concerns of the House and the Senate 
over the situation in Panama. anc we are in agreement with the 
Senate resolution to the extent it supports a democratic 
process and to the extent it disapproves of the suspension 
under the current state of emergency of various civil rights 
We did regret that the Senate chose to reject the amendment 
proposed by Senators Dodd and Evans 


Q Do you have any comment on the expressions of 
support for General Noriega that he has received from President 
Ortega and Castro? 


7 No. 
Q On another subject. Chuck, do you have -- 


Q Still on Panama Dic the State Department 
receive a letter of protest from the Panamanian Fureign 
Minister on that Senate resolution? 


~ Il saw a report that they had planned such a 
protest, but at this point I don't have any information that we 
have received such a protest 


Q Also on Central America, anything on new Soviet 
arms shipments to Nicaragua? 


ra No 


Q On another subject, Chuck, do you have anything 
on the status of EVDs for Poles? My sense of it is that the 
emergency emigration visas’ situation was cancelled on Friday 
by the State Department, and that was overridden by the White 
House? 


a I don't have anything on that I'll take a 
look. Agaim, this is a question that often falls outside of 
our competence, as did a question that I was asked about 
another nationality at the end of last week. 


Q The Nicaraguan question? You still don't have 
anything more on that? 


. I was told that that does fall outside of our 
competence. You should talk to Justice. 
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. The Mexican press reported yesterday a statement 
by the Mexican Ambassador here 19 Wasnington to the extent that 
there will be another summit between ce la Madrid and Reagan 
Would you have anything on it?’ 


- No, I don't As you're aware -- and this without 
any commentary on specifics -- there is an arrangement for the 
two of them to get together on a fairly regular basis But I 


don't have anything yet, and you should stay in touch wath the 
White House on that kind of question 


Q Chuck, back on the Persian Gulf, you said earlier 
that the US. role is deterrence to ensure safety for American 
shipping in the Persian Gulf Are we to infer from that that 
the United States no longer distinguishes between “uwaiti ships 
which are reflagged and American ships with American crews? 


-) The so-called Kuwaiti vessels would be American 
ships at the point that this takes effect, so the two are one 
anc the same 


Q There is no distinction then Once they get the 
American flag --- 


- They are American ships 

Q -- they are American ships 

~ That's right 

Q Chuck, yOu said you regretted that the Senate 


Gidn't accept Senator Dodd's amendment Are you referring to 
the mention of General Noriega by name in the original Dodd 
wanted to remove his name Is that what you're referring to’ 


= The only specifics I would offer would be to note 
two things that first the Panama Treaty is the law of the 
land and we intend to uphold our obligations under it; and, 
secondly, that the United States firmly supports the democratic 
process in Panama It's up to Panamanians to decide the nature 
and the timing of any steps which should be taken 


Q What's the purpose of sending an envoy to 
Damascus? 

~ What is the purpose’ 

Q Yeah 

- Aacain, going back to our perhaps inconclusive 


conversation of last Friday. there has been some indication of 
a change in Syrian attituces toward its use of terrorism The 
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@bu Nidal organization offices in Damascus have been closed 
The U.S. had consistently noted that if Syria takes steps to 
modify its policy on terrorism, we will respond 


President Reagan. as you know, has sent a letter to 
President Assad, has extended an offer of a special emissary to 
discuss US -Syrian relations Our goal is to explore whether 
the basis for a broadened dialogue exists And to reiterate 
what I said on Friday. Syria is an important player in the 
region We have maintained diplomatic relations and a dialogue 
with Syria That's the state of play as of now 


Q Why could you not confirm the closure of the Abu 
Nidal offices on Friday? It took you over the weekend to -- 


4 You're not happy to have it today? 

Q Yes But, I mean, why? I asked you two weeks 
ago 

-) I told vou that was a question I would have under 


continuing review, and [I'm happy to say [I -- 


Q Could I have a copy of that? 

= No 

Q Has he been kicked out? 

a What [I have basically is what [| have said, that 


his offices in Damascus have been closed There are reports 
that his personnel have relocated to a number of locations 
around the Mediterranean We can't confirm these reports, but 
we do believe that some Abu Nidal organization members have 
gone to Libya where the organization maintains offices 


Q How about Lebanon? 
* Beyond that I can't offer any other details 
Q Can you take the question as to whether any have 


relocated in Greece? 


a Sounds like an intelligence question I've taken 
that as far as I -- 


Q Well, you say that they've gone to Libya, but you 
won't -- 


a I've taken it as far as I can, and. as always. 
I'll see what I can keep doing 


Q Libya's not an intelligence question, right? 
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Q Chuck, on that, do you know if George Habash and 
Nayef Hewatmeh and Ahmed Jibrxl and Abu Musa still have offices 
in Damascus, and are they still terrorists? (Laughter) 


= I don't know whether they still have offices 
there 

Q Could you take the question? 

“ I'm not sure that I've ever addressed that issue 


in the past 


Q Is it possible that some of the Abu Nidal 
organizations might have relocated to areas in Lebanon still 
under Syria's control? 


a Those are questions I just can't help you with. 


Q Chuck, Go you expect discussions by the U.S. 
envoy to Damascus to include the Persian Gulf situation? 


A I wouldn't want to iimit the agenda The kind of 
things that I have specified before would include the Middle 
East peace process, Lebanon, the question of terrorism. But I 
wouldn't want to say that other regional issues could not come 
up. But I'm not in a position to confirm it either. 


Q The offices closed, are those the cultural 
offices or the military offices? 


-) I don't have those kind of details 


Q Chuck, you were saying that they have transferred 
some of their elements to Libya Is this a piece information 
or a sort of deduction somehow, because they have already 
offices in Libya? It's serious 


a I did say that, that they already had some 
offices there. 

Qo Yes. 

a I can't help you in defining any further the kind 


of answer you're looking for. 


Q Do you know what happened to the commander of the 
Syrian Air Force? There was a suggestion that he may have been 
responsible for the bomb attempt on the £1 41 plane and had 
been demoted or moved aside Have you had any more information 
about that? 
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a I can't help you with him 
Q Thank you 
A One more question here 


Q You aren't going to say who the envoy to Syria 
may be, but can you say anything about when this meeting may 


take place? 
a No. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 30, 1987, 12:09 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Two announcements to begin with: 


Dr. James Schlesinger will hold a news conference on 
his Embassy Moscow report here in the Press Briefing Room, 
Wednesday, July 1, 3:00 p.m. Copies of the report will be made 
available at the news conference. His comments will be ON THE 
RECORD with auestions and answers to follow. That's tomorrow, 
3:00 p.m 


Q Any chance that the report could come out a 
little bit before that? [t would make the questions a little 
bit better maybe 


5 We have raised that issue with his staff The 
information that [ just gave you is what we have from them thus 
far. 


Q Could you raise it again, though? 


Qa We'll keep trying, but it's his report and his 
press conference. 


In response to reported shortages of agricultural 
workers for the current harvest season, the Department is 
cooperating with the Immigration and Naturalization Service to 
expedite admission into the United States of overseas 
applicants for the Special Agricultural Worker Program, the 
so-called SAW Program 


As of July 1, SAW applications in Mexico, the country 
From which most migrant workers traditionally have come, will 
be accepted at U.S. Consulates in Hermosillo and Monterrey as 
well as at our Embassy in Mexico City 


Yesterday the INS announced temporary emergency 
procedures from July 1 to November 1 During that period the 
requirement for applicants to present supporting documentation 
will be waived for purposes of entry into the United States, 
both by the INS and by our Consulates abroad 
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We hope that these measures will facilitate the entry 
of agricultural workers and give them the opportunity to obtain 
the required documentation in the United States, allowing for a 
smooth transition to a legal, agricultural workforce. 


Q Do you know how many workers you are going to 
take? 

A I'd refer you to INS for a definitive word on all 
of this I don't have any information concerning quotas 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

os Yes 

Q How long -- I may have just missed this How 
long did you say this program would -- this expedition will be 


extended? 


fs) It's from July 1 to November 1 But particularly 
what's relevant to the State Department here is that in 
addition now to our Embassy, our two Consulates -- two of our 
Consulates in Mexico will also be available to implement this 


program Two more processing locations have been added 


Q It's reported from Beirut today that two American 
hostages have been moved to Iran Do you have any confirmation 
of that? 


A No, I don't I don't have any information on 
that 


Q What is the position now on Iran and whether -- 
how the United States would view such a thing if it were to 
occur? 


A I don't have anything new to add to that story 
The question was asked at the White House briefing this morning 
of the Nationa] Security Adviser, and I won't go beyond what he 
said 


Q But haven't ther been previous warnings to Iran 
about these American hostages? 


A You'll have to check the record I haven't done 
them [I'm not sure You may find something, but -- 
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. Do you have anything on the ultimatum the Syrians 
gave the kidnappers -- 


A No. 


Q What's the State Department's best information 
now on where the hostages are? 


2) Again, I'm not going to go into what we've always 
called operational details as to who may be holding them or 
where they may be held 


Q Chuck, can you tell us, a while back, two bills 
were introduced to shut the PLO offices in the United States, 
and the State Department at the time said that you were looking 
to see if -- [ mean, to formulate a position on that. Have you 
done that? Can you tell us anything about it? 


2) It is still the case that we are still looking at 
the situation 


Q Chuck, on the way in, my oftice called and said 
there's some kind of fire, or something, at the Kuwaiti 
Embassy I don't know whether that's in the rumor stage. At 


the U.S. Embassy in Kuwait. Whether that's just a silly rumor, 
or whether there's something to it or a story, or what? 


A The information [ have is that there was a tank 
of propane gas or some sort of flammable liquid on a commercial 
truck in the vicinity of the Embassy that apparently exploded 
or caught on fire, but it doesn't seem to have involved the 
Embassy in any way 


Q And it's just an accident? 
A [t appears to be an accident. 
Q Do you have anything to say about the Assembly in 


Panama, the legislative assembly, calling for the expulsion of 
Ambassador Davis? 


A We support the efforts that Ambassador Davis has 
undertaken in Panama during the past few weeks. His actions 
have been to maintain an open and productive dialogue with both 
the Government of Panama and its Panamanian critics. However, 
always with a view that Panama's problems are to be solved by 
Panamanians. We also note Foreign Minister Abadia's statement 
yesterday that the Panamanian Government continues to maintain 
cordial relations with the U.S., and “there is no breaking of 
diplomatic relations or anything of the kind." 
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Q Can I have a copy of that? 
s No. 


Q Back to the Middle East for a moment: a family of 
American citizens, a mother and four children -- actually, nine 
children; five were not hers -- went to visit their relatives 
on the West Bank last Friday. They were stopped at the airport 
for a whole nignt, interrogated, according to them harassed; 
were not allowed to make a phone call to the U. S. Consulate or 
to U.S. authorities there as American citizens. They were put 
on the first plane the next morning and sent back to Paris and 
back to the United States. 


Previously. the State Department said that you have 
talked to the [sraelis, you would talk to the Israelis about 
that The case is repeating itself Do you have anything now 
that you can tell us about this? 


a I have some language which is somewhat similar to 
what you just referred to, but let me bring it up [ had it 
yesterday, but you weren't here so I didn't bring it back again 
today 


Q Do you have anything on the U.S.-South Korean 
trade talks that are underway at the moment? 


4 Nothing beyond what I said yesterday in response 
to a question 


Q Chuck, where do we stand now on the 
Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting plans? 


A The current status is still as reflected by the 
Secretary in his most recent comm Thursday, I[ believe it 
was, saying that there is the pc cy of a meeting, but we 


do not have any dates on the cai : 


Q Has the U.S. proposed a meeting to the Soviet 
Union? 


4 Again, I'd refer you to the Secretary's remarks 
[t's a mutual agreement between the two ministers that they're 
willine to clear their calendars on relatively short notice, if 
necessary, in order to have a meeting, that they stay in touch 
with one another and they believe such meetings are useful. So 
that in essence, to the extent one talks about dates, ['m not 
sure that gets to your question of whether one side or another 
proposes a meeting. 
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Q Somebody has to propose one in order to have one. 


A As I say, they are mutually agreed that they 
ought to get together now and again. 


Q Has it been mutually agreed that such a meeting 
would be useful in the foreseeable future? 


4 Again, take a look at the Secretary's remarks. 
That is exactly where things stand today. 


Going back to your question -- and let me just 
reiterate this -- we believe strongly that all American 
citizens are entitled to equal treatment under the laws of 
foreign countries; we oppose any discrimination against our 
citizens on the basis of race, religion, or ethnic background, 
and the Israeli Government is well aware of our views. 


Q Is this -- 


ia On the particular details of your case, by the 
way, we know those details, but we don't have a Privacy Act 
waiver, and as a consequence, we can't go into other details. 
But you seem to be aware of those anyway. 


Q Yes. What is the procedure to have the Privacy 
Act waiver, by the way? 


A It, basically, depends upon the individual 
involved. 


Q Did you raise it with the Israelis? And what is 
the Israeli reaction to that? 


A Beyond saying that the Israeli Government is 
aware of our views, ['ll leave it at that. Yes, we have raised 
it, obviously. 


Q There seemed to have been some comment at the 
time of this incident by both the Israelis -- an Israeli 
security agent -- and by the diplomat involved who finally was 


able to appear, that there in fact is a rising incidence of 
this sort of case where people are being turned away as they 
fly in to see family members. Do you know if that's the case? 


a I don't have statistics to offer, but whether or 
not there is a rising incidence, the fact remains that we are 
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concerned by this practice as reflected in the statement that I 
just made or reiterated again, and that is something that we 
have and will be taking up with the Israelis. 


Q Chuck, can I ask another? I was talking to some 
Arab-American organizations that represent -- the 
Anti-Discrimination Committee, for example -- who are supposed 


to care for Arab-Americans' rights in the United States, and 
they say that previously they have heard this language 
repeatedly, but the [sraeli Government continues "to harass 
Arab-Americans," and Arab-Americans seem to be considered, or 
they consider themselves as to be less equal than most other 
Americans. 


I mean, what more can the State Department or the 
Administration do to satisfy the -- I don't know, the 
Arab-Americans that they are really equal citizens just like 
all other Americans? 


a First, just to make crystal clear: we oppose any 
kind of discrimination of this kind against any of our 
citizens. That's the bottom line, in terms of principle. 


In terms of what we can do and how successful we will 
be, il's an issue we'll stay on top of, and I'm sure it will 
come up here and [I hope to be able to report as things move 
along. 


Q Anything to say on the envoy that's going to go 
to Syria? 


is) I don't have anything beyond what you already 
know. 


Q Chuck, can you update us about the role of the 
American Administration and the Security Council trying to 
adopt very strong resolutions to end the Iraq-Iran war? 


a) You were aware of the White House briefing this 
morning? 

Q Yes, yes 

a So there you have a long statement by Marlin 


Fitzwater on the actions that we're taking, particularly on the 
diplomatic efforts in order to end that war through the United 
Nations. I don't know whether I should recap all of that for 
you, but basically that is a summary of where we stand today. 
Those efforts are being pressed forward. We are urging action, 
hopefully by the middle of July. 
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The President is sending a special emissary to some 
Capitals in order to have even more intensive discussions. 
Secretary Shultz has been charged with directing the overall 
diplomatic effort and he himself would attend the Security 
Council meeting on this particular resolution at the United 
Nations 


Q Do you know when that might be? 


: Again, mid July is the basic window that we're 
shooting for 


Q Where will Ambassador Walters be going? 
A Not yet in a position to give you the details of 


his itinerary, but we'll provide that as it's firmed up I 
could only say that I expect him to get underway even this week. 


Q The Secretary had to leave early from that 
discussion at the White House Do you know whether he believes 
that the -- or what his feelings are about the question of 


whether the reflagging effort will increase the risk of 
Iranian-sponsored terrorism against Americans either in the 
U.S. or abroad, or American interests abroad? 


He wasn't able to answer that He wasn't able to -- 


a I think the question was asked, however. 
Q Not of him, I don't think 
a But I don't know of any reason that he would 


differ with the answers that were given 


Q The answers that were given differed a bit 

“ Having not heard all of those, I just don't -- 

Q You don't know what his view is on that question? 
~ I don't know of anything special 

Q There's been another Iranian attack on a Kuwaiti 


ship In the context of the information that Congressman Aspin 
has been putting out the last couple of weeks, essentially that 
tne Iranians have now almost exclusively put their attention in 
the last six months towards attacking Kuwaiti ships as opposed 
to ships of other nationalities, I wonder whether in that 
context what you think of the idea of the reflagging? 
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fe) That's where the whole idea came from, you may 
remember. Our policy concerning the reflagging is unchanged 
We continue to proceed with it as the announcement, again at 
the White House this morning, made clear. This most recent 
Iranian attack is another attempt to intimidate the smaller 
Gulf states in the region. And for our part we continue to 
believe that the U.S. flaa and the protection arrangement will 
act as a deterrent And, again, I went through the various 
rationales for that yesterday 


Q Are these AWACS flights all set now, the new ones? 
I don‘t have any more definitive status report, 
but what we said previously, that things are proceeding on the 


right track, still remains operative. 


Q Do you know if the United Emirates has given its 
approval to overflights? 


4 That kind of detail, I can't help you 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JULY 1, 1987, 12:27 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Two announcements First, a reminder that there will be an 
ON-THE-RECORD press briefing today at 3:00 p.m. by Dr. James 
Schlesinger on the subject of his Moscow Embassy Report 
Copies of that report are available in the Press Office so that 
you can pick them up after the briefing That, in response to 
popular demand 


Secondly, the United States is protesting, in the 
strongest terms, to the government of Panama its unmistakable 
involvement in demonstrations yesterday, which resulted in 
Significant damage to U.S. diplomatic property and which put 
U.S. diplomatic personnel at risk The Government of Panama, 
clearly and purposely, violated its obligation under 
international law to protect the U.S. Mission and its personnel 


It appears that the Government of Panama lifted the 
state of emergency yesterday, not for the purpose of restoring 
civil liberties to Panamanian citizens but primarily in order 
to orchestrate a demonstration against the United States 
Embassy In particular, the United States regards the 
involvement of government ministers and the President of the 
Government Party in leading the demonstrations as totally 
unacceptable 


Panamanian security forces have protected the U.S 
Embassy in the past, and we fully expected that the same 
protection would be rendered during yesterday's staged 
demonstration. In fact, however, police protection was 
withdrawn a short time before the crowds reached the Embassy 


[It is clear, therefore, that a decision was made at 
the highest levels of the security forces not to protect the 
Embassy Actions of this kind will have a significant and 
negative impact on relations between the United States and 
Panaina 


In view of yesterday's incident, we have decided to 
close the U.S. Consular Section and the USIS Library in Panama 
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until the government of Panama offers guarantees vo appropriate 
protection. 


Q Has the United States decided to do anything 
about pulling Ambassador Davis out? 


- What I have given you is our reaction. 


Q Have the Panamanians come to the United States 
with an official persona non grata order on the Ambassador? 





a I know of nothing on that beyond what the 
National Assembly in Panama did the day before yesterday, to 
which I responded yesterday. 


Q Yes, but they simply authorized the Executive 
Branch in Panama to issue the persona non grata. 





a I don't know of anything beyond what I just said 


Q Chuck, what will the U.S. do in the future to 
ensure the protection of the Embassy if the Panamanians don't? 
Is there any plan to beef up security with our own personnel? 


a I don't know of any particular plan that would 
fit the description that you have just put forward. Obviously, 
we'll do what we can to protect our personnel and our 
premises. But, as I said in my statement, there is an 
international obligation for the host countries to play their 
role in protecting diplomatic premises as well. It's the 
latter which is primarily at issue here, and that is the point 
which I've tried to make in this statement 


Q Do you have any figure on how big the size of the 
demonstration was? 


2) I don't have anything that I would treat as 
definitive The numbers I have seen are on the order of 5,000, 
but I have to say again that that's not very definitive 


Q Yesterday, you noted the statement by the 
Panamanian Foreign Minister that suggested that the Panamanian 
Government wanted to continue cordial relations with the United 
States In light of the incident yesterday, do you think that 
the Panamanian Government still wants to maintain cordial 
relations with the United States? 


A I don't have any reason to question the statement 
which I made reference to yesterday. It was made, as you said, 
by the Foreign Minister. For our part, we would hope that 
that's the case But what I'm pointing out here is a very 
difficult security problem for us when a host-country 
government not only abdicates its obligations under 
international law but, further, takes an active role in helping 
to stage the demonstrations. 
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Q But it's not just a security problem, as you 
pointed out. If the government made an active decision to 
withdraw security for the Embassy, doesn't it say something 
about that government's desire for the state of relations with 
the U.S.? 


2) I don't know that I can necessarily draw that 
conclusion. 


Q Chuck, what do you believe they are aiming at -- 
the Panamanians -- by orchestrating demonstrations against the 
United States? What are they aiming at, do you think? 


Aa I really couldn't answer that. You'd have to 
talk to the Panamanians 


Q Do you have any concerns relating to the American 
forces in the Canal zone? 


a What is the question exactly? 


Q Do you have any concerns with regard to the 
presence of the American armed forces in the Canal Zone? 


a I don't know of any relationship of this incident 
to our forces in the Canal Zone. 


Q Can you say whether there was any forewarning by 
representatives of the government that there might be such a 
demonstration if Ambassador Davis wasn't removed, and what the 
demands were that were presented by the spokesman of the 
demonstration? And if you say the President of the Governinent 
Party, that's not the President of the country, is it or is it 
who's -- 


a) I said they were Cabinet Ministers participating 
as well as the President of the Government Party. 


Q What was the content of their protest? 


A The content of the protest, [I don't know 
precisely. The demonstration did result in damage to our 
property through various rocks, other kinds of things, being 
thrown apparently at our premises. There was danger to 
diplomatic personnel, of course, because of the same reasons. 
Beyond that, I really couldn't go any further in defining what 
the demonstrators hoped to achieve. 


Q What's the assessment? 


2) In terms of physical damage, I[ don't have any 
dollar estimate to put on it other than the characterization I 
gave you, which was significant. I believe [I'm correct in 
Saying that there were no injuries. 
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Q Was there any threat to diplomats own homes? 
= Not that I know of. 
Q Any diplomats, U.S. government employees or 


dependents being pulled out? 


” Not that [ know of. 

Q Any alert of any sort involving U.S. forces in 
Panama? 

a No 

Q Both you and Secretary Abrams have a point of 


saying that the U.S. obligation vis-a-vis the Panama Canal 
Treaty has not been affected by these demonstrations. Given 
what's happened yesterday, can you see anywhere down the road 
where the United States may be forced to reconsider its 
position? 


~ No. 
Q When was the protest actually filed? 
A It is being made, and [I'm not sure whether it has 


been made yet, in Panama by our Ambassador. 


Q By Ambassador Davis? 
fe) Yes. And it will also be made here. 
Q And can you give us the current status of the 


U.S. assistance program to Panama? 


A We'll have to post that. 

Q Is there any foreign instigation in the whole 
episode? 

) I don't know of any. 

Q Last night Elliott Abrams said that the military 


leaders of Panama ought to remove their institution from 
politics and end any appearance of corruption as well as 
modernize their forces. 


Is there any elaboration on this “appearance of 
corruption?" Is there also corruption or is it just an 
appearance of corruption, as far as you know? 


- I don't have any elaboration on it. 
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Q Are you considering to recall Ambassador Davis 
for consultations in the near future? 


3) I don't know of any such plans. 


Q When will the Panamanian Ambassador to the U.S. 
come to the State Department to receive the protest? 


A I believe the Panamanian Ambassador was recalled 
a day or so ago, so it would be the Charge who would be coming 
in. I expect that he would be here today, probably this 
afternoon. 


Q Chuck, another subject? Can you tell us anything 
on the meeting of the Secretary with the Defense Minister of 
Israel .? 


A Defense Minister Rabin is visiting Washington 
primarily to discuss issues relating to Israel's Lavi fighter 
aircraft project He will be seeing Secretary Shultz late this 
afternoon. He also has met, [ believe, with the Vice President 
and also was meeting with Secretary Weinberger. I think that, 
basically, captures what I can say at this point. 


Q Are you still, I mean, against the Lavi project 
till now? Are there any reconsiderations? 


a) Our position, which I'll reiterate very briefly 
for you, is that we've made clear that the United States has 
serious concerns over the cost of continuing the Lavi, and the 
effect such costs would have upon our ongoing Security 
Assistance Program to Israel However, the final decision on 
the Lavi must be made by the Government of Israel. 


Q Chuck, you say costs. Costs to both countries? 


a That's a complicated question as to exactly how 
costs worked out 


Q Well, I mean you say as the costs are incurred, 
unpleasantly high The cost to the United States? It's 
costing, and also helping the Israeli economy, in another way, 
so what are you -- 


A I believe there are costs on both sides 
Q They're too high? 
A In the sense that the Lavi project involves some 


U.S. support also. 


Q But the last installment, $250 million is gone 
now to the Lavi, right? 


A I don't know the status of that. 
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Q Do you have any indication that Rabin will also 
be talking about the Persian Gulf policy articulated by the 
Administration yesterday? And can you say whether the Israelis 
have a position with regard to that? 


A I couldn't say what other issues he might raise. 
The primary purpose of his visit is as I've just described it. 
That's what we're preparing to talk about, at least as the 
major subject. 


Q Chuck, does this visit have anything to do with 
the semi-annual meeting of the Political Military Committee 
between the United States and Israel? 


A I don't believe so. 
Q Will you take the question? 


A I think I've answered it. I[f it's other than 
that, we'll let you know. 


Q Chuck, has the Soviet Union proposed to the 
United States the elimination to zero of shorter-range INF 
missiles as well as a global zero on long-range INF missiles? 


9) Yes, we have. We did that in the aftermath of 
the NATO meeting at Reykjavik. The President then announced 
that he would be proposing that. 


Q I may have misspoken. Has the Soviet Union 
proposed to the United States a global zero on INF missiles? 


A Let me answer the question in a more general way, 
because if we start going into the details of negotiations, it 
becomes rather more complicated. I'd say, first of all, as you 


all know, that our negotiators are hard at work. They have 
discussed a number of ideas with their Soviet counterparts. 

But the bottom line is that we haven't reached an agreement, 
either formal, informal, in principle, a handshake or otherwise 


Q Have the talks broken up? 


fs) The talks are ongoing What I'm trying to 
capture here is the fact that there are talks. There are lots 
of ideas that are talked about, of course. That's the purpose 
of negotiations. 


Q Can we come back to the substantive question, 
though, of whether the Soviets have now proposed eliminating 
all LRINF missiles on a global basis? 


2) Again, I don't want to go into what Soviet 
positions are. I just wouldn't want to lead you to believe 
that there's been any change in known positions. 
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Q Any date yet, Chuck, on Shuitz/Shevardnadze? 
s No. 


Q Chuck, on the Shultz/Shevardnadze, the Soviet 
news agency, Novosti, yesterday had an article stating that the 
two men would be meeting in July. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


a I saw that. Maybe Novosti knows something that 
we don't, but we don't have any dates. 


Q Do you have a date yet for the Secretary's trip 
to the U.N.? 


a No. Again, the target as set forth in the 
material from the White House yesterday is for the middle of 
July. But until we see how these consultations develop, we 
can't fix a date. 


Q Would you expect Shevardnadze to attend that 
meeting if the Secretary of State attends that meeting? 


A You'll have to ask the Soviets. 


Q Well, I wouldn't ask them if the U.S. would 
expect it. I would ask you if the U.S. would expect it. 


3) It's not for us to expect or not expect. We have 
stated the importance we attach to that issue. There are a 
number of steps underway to try to see if we can't do something 
on the diplomatic front to bring this war to an end. In that 
context, the Secretary of State is prepared to go to that 
Security Council meeting, which we hope would take place in the 
time frame of a couple of weeks from now. 


Q Would the U.S. consider a ministerial-level 
meeting among the Security Council members to be appropriate in 
connection with the Persian Gulf issue? 


A [If other countries attach the same importance and 
want to participate, that would certainly be welcome. 


Q Well, you don't think any of them attach less 
importance to it than the United States does, do you? 


A I can't speak for them. I would hope not. 
Q Can you at least say on the INF whether the 


Soviet negotiator who formerly raised ideas about compromise 
having to do with global zeros? 
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A No, I'm not going to go into specific ideas that 
have been raised. When I talk about thinas being discussed and 
ideas being discussed, you all know that our position has long 
been that the final figure on LRINF ought to be zero; that we 
have agreed, however, to go aloug with the Reykjavik 
formulation of 100 if that's what the Soviets desire to do. 


Q The story in The New York Times this morning, is 
any of it wrong? 





A I think L've given you a fairly definitive answer 
to most of these questions. 


Q Chuck, a trial has started today in Paris which 
is extremely unusual in nature insofar as the Soviet Government 
is officially suing a U.S. citizen for libel, namely Lyndon 
LaRouche, because Mr. LaRouche charges the Soviet policy of 
pere-stroika with being a war mobilization, economic reforms 
for the purpose of a war mobilization. 





Does the State Department have any comment on that 
trial? And secondly, do you think that the characterization of 
pere-stroika as a war mobilization or preparation is an 
appropriate characterization? 





os I don't have any way to help you in terms of 
what's an appropriate characterization. And in the case of the 
trial, as you call it, has it actually started? 


Q Yes. It began today. 


4 I just haven't seen anything about that, so again 
[ don't have any comment to offer. 


Q Chuck, this may have come up before, but I 
believe the Senate in the trade bill has essentially denied MFN 
to Romania. Does the State Department have a position on that, 
or have you already stated one? 


A We have stated a position. The President had put 
forward his recommendation that MFN be extended to Romania. In 
so doing there was a fairly lengthy public announcement which 
gave his rationale and the pros and cons that he had taken in 
consideration in making that recommendation. His 
recommendation was that it should have been approved. 


Q Well, how concerned are you if it's going to be 
denied? [ mean, that affects your ability to carry out foreign 
policy, to say the least. 


A I don't have any analysis to extrapolate from 
that at this »oint. 


Q If I could just follow-up. I don't know when the 
trade bill's going to be completed, but it could be conceivably 
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even in the next day. If MFN is included in that trade bill, 
are you not going to have some reaction, because, you know, 
it's also been passed on the House side? 


a Some reaction to what? 


Q Well, to the fact that it's in the bill. Are you 
actively concerned about the fact that you're being denied an 
instrument of policy that you consider important? 


A I wouldn't take it beyond what I've said. The 
President put forward his position when he made his 
recommendation. Beyond that I don't have any further analysis. 


Q Come back to arms control for just a second, 
Chuck. Until recently, until the present time as far as I 
know, the U.S. Government position on modernization of Pershing 
missiles in Europe was that the U.S. reserved the right to do 
that. Has there been any change in that position, or does your 
statement that there's been no change in known position include 
the idea that the U.S. still reserves that right to modernize? 


A While not being sure I totally understand what 
you're saying. [ believe the latter. On the question of 
modernization, that is a question that has not been raised by 
either ourselves or the Germans. The Germans have not yet 
decided whether to modernize the existing Pershing force. 
Should they decide to modernize, at that point we would discuss 
with them how best to implement a modernization decision. 


On the question of our cooperation with the Germans in 
the Pershing program, again you know our position. I'll repeat 
it very clearly. We've made clear from the outset of the 
Geneva talks that we won't allow bilateral negotiations to 
affect existing patterns of cooperation with our allies, and 
that is the case of the German program. 


Q We still welcome a German request for 
modernization? 


a) We have said before, and I would repeat it, 
that's a decision for them to make. But we would agree with 
NATO military authorities that Pershing modernization would 
maintain and strengthen NATO's nuclear deterrent and flexible 
response capability. 


Q What do you have on President Chun's speech: 


2) The United States very much welcomes President 
Chun's forthright acceptance of the proposals that have been 
put forth by Chairman Roh. As President Chun said, Koreans now 
want to see these ideas implemented. Korea's leaders have 
agreed on political reforms. We join the Korean people in 
urging all parties to get down quickly to the hard work of 
creating a new political structure. 
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Q Do you have anything on the situation in Haiti? 


A Let me start with a brief recap of the 
situation. Strike organizers have declared today a so-called 
"free day." No strikes will be conducted in order to allow a 
day for people to carry out necessary business. Further strike 
calls have been issued for tomorrow. 


President Namphy, addressing the Haitian people last 
night, stated the government's firm commitment to the 
democratic process and the constitution. President Namphy 
noted that the government was meeting with the electoral 
commission in an effort to resolve current differences over the 
conduct of the forthcoming elections that have given rise to 
the strike. President Namphy also reaffirmed his personal 
commitment to turn over the government to his elected successor 
in February 1988. 


The United States believes that continued progress 
towards a transition to democracy is essential and strongly 
supports reconciliation as the best means of resolving current 
outstanding issues. 


Assistant Secretary Abrams, in a speech that has 
already been remarked on, made our position clear last night in 
his address before the World Affairs Council. Copies of those 
remarks are available in the Press Office. 


Q Chuck, do you have any further information on 
contacts with Syria? 


a No. 
Q Anything about the envoy to go to Damascus? 
M4 Nothing further. 


Q Do you have anything new on foreign hostages who 
may or may not have been transported to Iran? 


4 What I have is very short and in many ways it's 
very similar to what was said yesterday by Mr. Carlucci at the 
White House, but we don't have anything to support those 
reports, and there are some signs that they're wrong 


Q Could you elaborate on what some of those signs 
might be? 


a No, I can't. 
Q Based on what signs? 


i) As I said, I'm not going to elaborate further. 
Again, I'd refer you to what Mr. Carlucci had to say yesterday. 
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Q Chuck, can I go back to Korea for a minute? Do 
you have any specifics on what it is that they have to do in 
the negotiations or in the discussions? What specifically the 
United States wants them to work out in this process? 


4 No, I don't. And there you know what we've 
consistently said. It's a process that we support, not the 
particular aspects of that, and those are for the Korean people 
to work out. 


Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to the Senate 
vote on Toshiba's potential impact on U.S.-Japanese relations? 


4 We are opposed to legislation requiring the 
President to impose trade sanctions against foreign companies 
in retaliation for violations of export control regimes by 
individuals or subsidiaries of those countries. 


Retaliating against Norway and Japan after their 
governments have begun to take remedial actions is not a 
solution to the problem. We believe that unilateral actions, 
such as the sanctions called for in this bill, could be 
counterproductive, because they run contrary to the spirit and 
practice of multilateral controls, and because they run the 
risk of weakening rather than strengthening our collective 
system of export controls. 


Since no U.S. citizens, firms or technologies were 
involved in this case, we believe we should depend on bilateral 
and multilateral contacts to strengthen the collective control 
system. We're also opposed to any amendment or bill which 
would require the administration to demand compensation from 
the companies. We believe it's inappropriate for the United 
States Government to seek compensation for actions of private 
firms in other countries, and such action could establish a 
precedent for similar claims against U.S. companies, whether or 
not they were actually involved in diversions. 


Q Chuck, you say there's a report that Syria has 
moved additional military forces into the Beirut area, perhaps 


in connection with an effort to free the hostages. Do you have 
any comment on that report? 


is) No. 


Q Do you have anything to confirm that military 
movement? 


A No. I couldn't confirm that. 


Q Meir Kahane took the oath of loyalty in the 
Israeli Knesset today. How would that affect his ability to 
enter this country on his dual citizenship? 
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to dismantle. In the section on project management, once again 
I have emphasized the need from one man in charge of the entire 
project in Moscow, one man who will have accountability And 
it is too easy in this area to trade off longer-term security 
considerations against present benefits or amenities, to use 
longer-term security considerations as trading capital in the 
ongoing relationship We wish to avoid that, and one mechanism 
for doing so is to place a single individual in charge so that 
decisions that previously have been taken in a kind of 
piecemeal manner can be avoided 


We have emphasized that if the Soviets are 
cooperative, that we can, usina American techniques of 
construction, complete this project and occupy the building in 
1990. That is a very substantial "if." It depends upon a 
degree of Soviet cooperation that we have not seen previously, 
but which we hope to elicit 


Dependent upon Soviet cooperation, this project can be 
completed quickly [t need not actually be completed quickly; 
it can result in an ongoing restructuring of the sort that one 
sees at Union Station (Laughter) We hope to do better than 
that 


Soviet cooperation is essential We are dealing with 
a sovereign country fhe Soviets will have a variety of 
incentives to move in this direction. If the Soviets fail to 
accommodate us, it will have a major impact n the relationship 
at a time when they wish to avoid a negative impact This, for 
the Soviet Union, is a secondary matter, and [ believe that the 
Soviets will discern that the gains to them of continuing to 
hold firm on the question of embassy construction are vastly 
exceeded by the costs I hope for Soviet cooperation 


Finally, with regard to the subject of Mount Alto, we 
have heard a good deal of exaggeration in this area in the 
course of recent months [t is said that the new embassy 15 
built on a Swamp as opposed to Mount Alto which represents the 
glorious heights of the City of Washington These 
exaggerations, I think, reflect the fact that Mount Alto has 
become a symbol -- a symbol of all of our frustrations over the 
Embassy project, and that, therefore, more significance has 
been attached to the height question and the line of sight 
question that it deserves At the margin, Mount Alto 
contributes something, but at the margin modestly to overall 
Soviet intelligence capabilities 


One should emphasize, nonetheless that under no 
circumstances should the Soviet Union be allowed to occupy the 
new chancery at Mount Alto until we occupy our premises in 
Moscow 


Thank you ver mucn 
y 4 














Q Mr. Secretary, in your report, you say that the 
U. S. Government, “consistently underestimated the 
determination and ability of Soviet intelligence organizations 
to penetrate the new chancery building," and in fact, you 
underlined this in your comments just now 


To which part of the U.S. Government do you 
specifically attribute this oversight, to officers in the 
Department of State or in other government departments? 


A The first point I should make is that Mr. Shultz 
did not give me the assignment to assess blame and that 
allocation of blame at this stage serves relatively little 
purpose, save in terms of what we can learn from past events 
The blame is upon all of us As a nation, we have failed to 
recognize the improvements in Soviet technology and the 
continuing determination of the Soviet Union to move in these 
directions This is not something that applies at the new 
Chancery building in Moscow; it applies generally over a period 
of 40-50 years with regard to Embassy operations in the Soviet 
Union 


Some of you, no doubt, have been to the existing 
office building in Moscow [It 1s a Situation which [I think you 
will agree is less than ideal When we moved into the new 
office building, in 1953, the Soviet Union offered to help us 
move, and we accepted that offer. (Laughter) The Soviets, in 
preparation for our move, worked behind tarpaulins for an 
extended period We do not know precisely what they were doing 
tehind the tarpaulins They may have been blushing; they may 
have been laughing at us That is reflected, I think, in the 
entire history, and it is not a question of the Department of 
State or any other entity; it reflects the American attitude 


One should recognize that, to some extent, this 
attitude was better justified in the past before the Soviets 
began to move so impressively up the curve of technology that [ 
have previously described 


Now, I'm sure that you are not entirely satisfied with 
that answer, so let me continue. Well, go ahead 


Q I just wanted to follow up that it is correct, is 
it not, that some members of the Senate and the Congress, the 
House of Representatives have consistently complained about 
evident lack of zeal by the Department of State in overseeing 
security operations within the Embassy in Moscow 


A [ think that is a correct statement, consistently 
if it applies to recent years. If you look at the overall 
pattern of the behavior of the United States in these matters 
over the years, there are no standout performers. Some 
agencies of the Executive branch detected problems in Moscow 
earlier than did other agencies, and they had uphill sledding 
expressing and persuading others of their concerns, and the 
others include much more than che Department of State. 














As time has rolled by, there has been a gradual 
dawning awareness of the problems in Moscow, and I will say 
that the State Department was one of the last to get onboard 
which is consistent with your observation with respect to 
Capitol Hill 


Sir 

Q There seems to be the impression that the 
Russians have been fiendishly cunning over all this, but 
surely, there's another attitude you would take, that in fact, 
they have been incredibly stupid And what have they 
achieved? They have locked themselves out of their own 
etibassy; they've been discovered 


I mean, do you not think that perhaps, though, they've 
been the foolish people in this whole mess? 


qa I think that they have been enormously cunning in 
the exploitation of the available technology, that the ultimate 
result, as your question implies, has not been entirely to 
their Liking In the first place, ultimately, the United 
States was able to detect these intrusions They were quite 
cunning, as you put it 


Are you all familiar with the fact that under the 


agreement, they were allowed to pre-cast the concrete members 
off-site? In the course of doing so they Signed a method of 
including their intrusive devices in such a manner that it was 
undetectable by x-ray That was rather impressive of them, 
technically speaking And were it not for the fact that the 
United States had developed a new method of detection, we would 
not have caught all of these intrusions Those who nave 
developed the new method of detection may I say 1n passing 


deserve a medal for their own ingenuity 


But as a result of the fortunate development of new 
methods of detection, indeed we did catch the Russians, and 
indeed the results are as you have indicated They took a 
chance, as is so frequently the case in intelligence 
operations For a while, they were successful which is what 
we mean by their impressive performance -- and ultimately, they 


were unsuccessful, which may earn for them the condemnation of 
judgment that you've expressed 


Q They underestimated American technology? 
A They did indeed ultimately underestimate Americar 
technology 


Now, under the heading of stupidity, there is a great 
deal to he shared generally around the world [t was Napoleon 
who observed that there are limits to rascality but there are 
no Limits to stupidity And there is no reascn for us to be 

















particularly indignant about what the Sovie’s have done, we 
opened ourselves up to this kind of action on the part of their 
security services 


Sir? 

Q Were you entirely occupied with just being on the 
Site and so forth? You did not discuss with any Soviet 
officials whether you've thrust out there that, whether they 


would be willing to cooperate so this could be done quickly 

You didn't get a chance to test out glasnost, and see if this 
is all going to be cooperative and the Soviets will help in 
every way to correct all these deficiencies, and get us on with 
the job? 


i) I did get my “toe in the water," if that's what 
testing means ['ve raised these questions with senior Soviet 
officials, and 1 got a rather sympathetic response It's not 


only a matter of glasnost; we think that the restructuring of 
the Embassy compound may fall under the heading of pere-stroika 


Q Could you talk a little bit more about incentives 
that you said the Soviets would have to actually be cooperative 
in this project? Are you saying that the United States should 
perhaps tie it somehow to an arms treaty or something dramatic 
like that? 


A I think that it is a question that -- I'll come 
to that in a moment 


In the first place, as the prior question suggested, 
the Soviets do want to move into their new facilities on Mount 
Alto On Mount Alto, they just have a splendid view, and they 
would like to enjoy that view more than they are able to do on 


Sixteenth Street So that is some degree of incentive for them 
to cooperate [ think they understand that they are not going 
to move 


Secondly, a principal Soviet objective at the present 
time, as every Soviet official with whom one converses 
indicates, is, “How can we improve the relations between our 
two countries?" That is a major thrust of Soviet foreign 
policy One way of improving those relations is to get rid of 
this nagging problem 


You have mentioned a specific area of movement which 
is the INF Indeed, in the atmosphere associated with the 
movement towards a treaty which will take place, we will 
assume, over the course of the next six months it would seem 
to me that we would be able to iron out this kind of problem 
From the Soviet's standpoint, the success of their intelligence 
agencies, while technically impressive, and no doubt a source 
of amusement and satisfaction to many of them, is a secondary 
accomplishment, and may detract from what they would like to 
achieve in more important areas such as arms control 














Mr. Gorbachev, I think we all recognize, would like to 
improve the economic performance of the Soviet Union, and he is 
willing to forego, at least for the time being, the rather 
futile ideological conflict with the West in order to earn for 
himself a breathing space All of this militates against 
continuing to cling to the advantages that they have obtained 
through negotiations on the terms of construction and through 
the exploitation of the Agreement of 1972 


Finally, I might say that there are certain areas in 
which the United States has potential leverage The Soviets do 
benefit from many aspects of operating in a free society, and I 
think that they realize that some of those things are at risk 
All in all, the benefits to che Soviets of accommodating us on 
this exceed the gains And finally, they have taken note of 
the fact that there has been some sense of outrage on the part 
of the public, and particularly on the part of the Congress 
They have, no doubt, taken notice of the various bills that 
have been presented and some of them have moved -- on the 
Hill, including the vote of the House the other day of 414 to 
zero, which does not fall under the label of a cliffhanger 
And as they look at that, they recognize, [ think, that they 
are going to have to do something to rid themselves of the 
political problem that has been engendered by the technical 
success 


Q Once the recommendations are inplemented, will 
the new Embassy complex be completely secur 


A The new Embassy complex should be technically 
secure if we can provide physical security [ mentioned at the 
outset that my assiqnment from Secretary Shultz was to deal 
with the problem of technical security 


At one time in the past it was hoped that technical 


security, by itself, could provide security overall [I think 
that that is a pious hope that physical security 15 a 
prerequisite for technical security So what I have dealt 
with here is technical security If the Soviets are able to 


move into these facilities in one way or another, they can 
compromise the security of that facility 


But there is an important difference between a 
tai ility that has the inherent capacity of be ing kept safe as 


ypposed to one which we presently own which is inherently quite 
badly penetrated lf we are areful about physical security 
measures we should be able to provide overall ecurity The 
technical security measures here are sufficiently aqood But 


one should understand that one is dealing with a kind of 
continuing intelliaence war marked by counter measures and 
counter/counter measures and counter/counter/counter measures 


ana that under those ircumstances me can never guarantee 


total » rt rity 
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Q In the penetration of the Embassy you say that we 
don't yet understand either the technology or the underlying 
strategy. This makes it sound as if they're still way ahead of 
us on the intelligence curve about which you've spoken already. 


What are we to make out of this -- that we don't have 
a clue how they penetrated? Is there some new principle 
involved here about how they did it? 


A No They have had -- first of all, they have an 
overall strategy of what they are attempting to accomplish 
which we do not fully understand but which we partially 
understand, and it is not until we have a full understanding 
that we will feel comfortable. 


In this area, no doubt they have a measure of success, 
as the offense frequently has. One should not conclude from 
that that they are ahead of us generally on the curve of 
intelligence technology. 


Q I want to follow up this earlier question about 
Soviet help in going through with these plans. You used the 
phrase “sympathetic response" to your suggestions to them, that 
this glasnost would be a factor here. Could you be more 
specific? Did they tell you, yeah, we've got the KGB under 
control and we're going to go through with all these things? 


What, specifically, did they say to you that gives you 
an impression that they'll be forthcoming? 


A I'm not sure I stated that I have an impression 
that they will be forthcoming [ have an impression of a 
sympathetic hearing on the part of the Soviet figures. 


[ don't think that one can expect that they will ever 
admit that they have proceeded so effectively or ineffectively, 


for that matter, to bug an Embassy [I do not think therefore 
that they will concede that their security services, were 
participants in such a thing, and -- therefore they will not 


concede that there is any need to get their security services 
under control, and they will certainly not give assurance that 
they will have done so. 


With respect to the sympathetic hearing, I think they 
understand that they have a problem that is affecting the 
overall relationship; that they understand that problem has 
become particularly acute on Capitol Hill and that it is likely 
to interfere with their larger policy objectives The sympathy 
does not extend generally to a feeling that somehow or other in 
this great intelligence war that they had unjustly achieved 
success at the expense of the United States [I did not detect 
any sympathy of that sort 


Q Did you ask any Soviet official, and did they 
respond, how it was that at a time of proclaimed peaceableness 
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and openness towards the outside world and desire for 
improvement of relations with the United States they engaged in 
the most massive act of hostile intelligence against the U.S. 
installation in recent memory? Was there no contradition in 
this -- 


A The action -- your question, I think, is quite 
right but not for the time period that you specify. The 
actions that the Soviets are taking that are reflected in the 
Soviet penetration of the Embassy trace back to the early and 
middle Seventies, another period of, what shall I say, 
apparently harmonious relations. 


For the period of glasnost, Mr. Gorbachev's regime, 
which has gone on for the last 18 months, we are looking at a 
period that has post-dated the actions that were necessary to 
bug the Embassy So the timing of those actions, both the 
planning which took place in the Seventies and the actual 
implementation in the early 1980s, took place outside of this 
new spirit of glasnost. That's the first point. 

The second point is that even in the period of 
detente, the Soviets, as you will recall, defined "detente" as 
the intensification of the ideological struggle. That does not 
have an all together friendly ring to it This, I think, falls 
under that heading. 


The Soviets do feel that -- this is not drawn from any 
policy statement from the Politburo -- but the Soviets do feel 
that everything is fair in love, war and intelligence-gathering 
which re-enforce each other and are not sharply defined. They 
do not therefore, I think, feel that they somehow or other 
crossed the line by their activities. If anything, they would 
feel that the Americans failed to take the appropriate steps 
and that the opportunities that the Americans presented to them 
was simply irresistible 


Q Is there any correlation between security and 
aesthetics? That thing (referring to building diagram) has all 
the joy and beauty of a couple of K Street boxes in 
Washington. Was there no way that that building could have 
been made better-looking? I suppose it's too late now But 
did you look at that element of it at all Who is responsible 
for it? 


A Of course, the question of aesthetics is all in 
the eye of the beholder. 


Q Does it have to be like that? 


A The construction reflects the customs of the 
country, of the host country (Laughter) 


You should understand that it is not intended that the 
Annex have windows that are really windows It is intended 
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that they be bricked-up. As you mentioned, it is a question of 
aesthetics. We want the Annex to appear to be an open 
building, harmoniously designed like the Chancery building, and 
it was done so. But it is also designed to be reasonably 
impervious to Soviet offensive moves. 


MR. REDMAN: Just a couple more quick questions. 
Karen? 


Q You say that there's been really a lax mentality 
upon the part of the U.S. over decades. In that context, can 
you explain why you feel the Mount Alto site represents minimal 
or modest -- 


A As you review the number of Soviet facilities 
around the city of Washington, the fact that one has no 
Guarantee that. the Soviets do not have access to block-country 
facilities around the city of Washington, and that we must act 
on the assumption that, indeed, they may have such access, as 
one considers Soviet trawlers off the coast and Soviet 
intelligence facilities in Cuba that can read satellite 
traffic, the Soviets are getting a fairly heavy take from 
relatively open communications in this country. We should be 
moving in away that diminishes their opportunities by various 
methods designed essentially to harden our communications 


Ihe Mount Alto site does provide them with something 
additional But we must judge what they get at the margin 
When one looks at all of their capabilities already in this 
country, including the city of Washington, the facilities at 
the U.N., what they get from the additional height in Mount 
Alito adds something to them but not very much at the margin. 
[t is, in retrospect, a less than ideal site. 


Our capacity, I think, to alter the agreement for the 
exchange of sites is quite limited and would not be 
particularly tempting if we were to suggest it to the Soviets 


MR. REDMAN: This is the final question, Jim? 


Q Just a point of detail, Dr. Schlesinger. You 
said that they used available technology and expanded upon it. 
How much of that technology was American-made? I'm speaking of 
fiberoptic systems that were found. 


A The Soviet manfacturing base is not commensurate 
with their ingenuity in exploiting existing technologies. One 
should not assume that they have had to rely exclusively on 
hardware of their own manufacture and one should assume, I 
think, that when they had the opportunity of availing 
themselves of hardware of better design, quality, and 
durability in the West, that they have done so. 


Q Are you saying that American-made technology was 
found in there? 








A [ didn't say anything I left something for you 
to reflect upon. 


Thank you 


(Briefing concluded at 3:43 p.m.) 
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night at Lincoln Center Such threats of violence, whatever 
their intended purpose, are incompatible with internationally 
accepted standards of hospitality, and do a disservice to this 
country, to the theatre-going public, and to the reputation of 
a great city 


The return of the Bolshoi Ballet to the United States 
after an eleven-year absence is part of a joint effort 
initiated by President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev 
in Geneva in 1985 to expand contacts and exchanges between the 
Uniteaq States and the Soviet Union 


Cultural exchange is a two-way street, and benefits 
both sides Under the umbrella of the exchanges agreement, 
Soviet citizens are able to hear and see American artists and 
exhibits, just as American audiences are again able to see the 
Bolshoi Ballet This spring, for example, an art exhibit, “The 
Three Generations of the Wyeths," toured the Soviet Union as 


did the Baltimore Symphony 

We are concerned about the safety of Soviet visitors 
and are determined to back local authorities in their efforts 
to prevent incidents of the sort that took place Tuesday 
night We will continue to work together with local 


authorities to ensure that such incidents are not repeated 


Excuse me Sondra McCarty is the duty officer, n 
I misspoke 


, 


Q Do you have a protest from the Soviet 


what prompted your statement today? 


Yes understanco that there was a protest mace 


9u Nave anything abdout who was bDenind this’? 


No, I don't have any information I thirk the 
New York ice Department is looking into that 


Can we have a copy of that? 
Yes 


did it take until today to issue this 


Statement 


It was Tuesday night I don't think people were 
prepared -- they weren't sure what the local situation had 
been I don't think there is any significance in the delay 
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Q Have the Soviets threatened to cancel the Bolshoi 
tour? 

Q I don't have any details on that 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

A Yes 

Q Can you tell us anything more about the Soviet 
protest - 

5 No 

Q -— and the U.S. response to it? 

Q No, I don't have any details 

Q Phyllis, has the United States received any 


response from the Panamanian Government about its protest? 


A We have not received an official reaction from 
the Panamanian Government to our protest of yesterday 


Q And has the United States decided wha’. to do 
about recalling or not recalling Ambassador Davis? 


A I just don't have anything on that question 
Chuck addressed it yesterday We've mace our views known, and 
I don't really have anything further on that kind of 
speculation 


Q Phyllis, the same subject Do you Nave any 
comment on Noriega's statement during the rally yesterday that 
the United States was responsible for fomenting unrest in 
Panama in order to undermine the future of the Panama Canal 
treaties? 

- No, I don't have any specifi eactions to hi 


aiiegations 


Q So the U.S. view of American-Panamanian relations 
stands with what Chuck said on Tuesday, which is that we rely 
on the Foreign Minister's statement as being an indication of a 
desire for cordial relations between the two countries? 


A I'm not going to reaffirm a quote Let me simply 
stand by the record of what we've said this week already about 
our general relationship with Panama and how we see this 
situation and the efforts toward democratization I don't have 
anything further on that 
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Q Yesterday, a group of vigilantes, I guess, in 
plain clothes attacked the headquarters of the opposition party 
in Panama and, I gather, injured a couple of the top leaders 





sending one to the hospital Do you have any comment on this 
" 4 7 4 = 1 
pDecause it sounds Like it's a new turn in -- 

“ I don't have any specific comment on that we 
inderstand there were incidents of political violence in Panama 
City yesterday inciuging attacks on the neaaqcquarters 9—f the 
pposition Christian Democratic Party and the pro-government 
r ~ x r ’ —_— = r a 2 , 
vemocrati Revolutionary Party Various stucent factions aiso 
demonstrated throughout the day Evidently commercial activity 
in Panama City, Nowever was near norma! 

a Any change in the aiert status OT HmMer i an rorce 
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responses by government forces We note that the absence of 
Jdemocratic institutions in Chile compounds the difficulty of 
ensuring the impartial rule of law 


4 
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Does the United States know if 
has offered to mediate between Iran and Iraq? 


p you with that 
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Q Is 1t possible that the Syrians have already been 
notified about the person who is going to be the envoy for the 
United States? 


Q I'm not going to get into the details of our 


diplomatic discussions 


Q Are the Syrians upset because you are sending 
somebody because of the closure of the Abu Nidal offices, not 
because of other things? There are some rumors about that 


A ['m not going to speculate on Syrian attitudes or 
this, whether they're upset or not upset I just can't heip 
you wita that 


Q But you announced the envoy almost a week ago 
and it's been Six Gays since the announcement Has some steam 
gone out of this great need that you had last week to consult 
with the yrians about the Middle East peace process, about the 
nostages There seemed to be some urgency in reversing 


President Reagan's own ban on high-level visits 


A I don't think there has been any lessening of the 
;team of our diplomatic efforts to, first of all, bring about 
in end to the Iran-Iraq war and certainly as a tacti‘ in that 


work through the U.N 


We have announced Walters visits, his consultations 
proceeding ana [| think one thing depends upon another 
in the steos like this We're proceeding with a plar 
jon't think it woul be correct to say that any steam 
it of our efforts We're proceeding as we had plan: 


to solicit the views of Hafiz 

rirg to 1 know you’ 

end the war But last week the point was that you 

envoy to Damascus because the Charge wasn’t good 
ad to get a special emissary to know what Assad 


re working like 


na now é Gays later you not only won’ ¢ te] 
,ary is ne apparently hasn't gone ana | 


; about to leave either wherever he is 


A Well Barry LI think you have enougn experience 
in the diplomatic world to know that some things have to be 
worked rut in schedules plans One likes to QO carefully OT 

nas, and I'll just leave it at that 


s 


2a’ ang of envoys, Harry Bergold, I guess, has 
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terminated his service in Managua [s there a replacement? [s 
there a plan to replace him? 

A I understand that the process of choosing a 


replacement is underway, but in all matters like this an 
announcement would come from the White House 


Q [s it far underway or -- it sounds like it has 
some false starts 


A I can't help you with that. We never discuss the 
pace and the process of choosing the Ambassador 


Q In the light of the talks by Mr. Rabin in 
Washington, can you talk of any progress towards an 
international conference following these? 

A I don't think that hould expect or look for 
indications of progress nm the pea onference Rabin is the 
Defense Minister, as we said He was here to discuss a more 
specific problem which is the continuation of the Israeli LAV! 
fighter 

Q Does this mean that the United States I1i0 Tf t 
talk about an envoy going to Damascus with Mr Rabin? 

A Again Ae just are not Going ro Ij 1 int< rMne 
letails of our giscussions He's held as all KNOW many 
positions in the Israeli Government But the focus thi time 
FF MLS Visit was on the LAVI fighter 

\Y Ls the Mur pny meeting Weneva still nmror next 
NVe K r L1G t 

4 v¢ 

\W ] } Murphy 20] 1g to Tt anvwiner ys ‘ror Geneva y 
ne } qo to 30 

i) | " Olu ’ no pilaf} peyona ' PVa 

» Phyllis mn the ichlesinger report on the 
Embassy in Moscow na the Secretary tf State since ne’s had 
the report now for aimost a week. made any decision on whet ar 
to acopt or a i Pept Tne recommendations of Jim 7 hlesinas r 

A No l think that we had pointed out that Mr 


ichlesinger's report would certainly be given a great deal of 
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consideration but that the Secretary was also waiting to have 
the report from the Laird panel, that there was also the report 
coming in from the PFIAB Group and that when all these things 
came together -- and [I think that these are expected shortly -- 
then he would make his decisions 


Q [ have one more Are you aware of any sort of 
communication recently between President Reagan and Soviet 
leader Gorbachev? 


A Well. I think that when we talked about the 
efforts, or when the efforts were being talked about from the 
White House last week, they were talking about messages to 
various leaders 


Q In connection with the Gulf U.N Security Council? 


A [In connection with tne JN ecurity Couns il 
resolution 


Q Okay Not in connection with the Soviet-American 
arms negotiations or summit or ministerial? 


" No The message that was talked about was in 
connec*ion with the activities of the ecurity Council 


Q Okay Thank you 


Happy fourth! 
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think this is important? 
9 Well, there*s an opening, Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY LYNG: This is an historic proposal that we're 
making. It culminates really well over a year of work, starting at 
the O£CD in Paris in May of 1986, going to the Tokyo summit, where 
comments were made in the -- recommendations were made in the 
declaration urging some changes in agricultural subsidy policy. From 
there we went to Punta del Este, and some of you were there, where 73 
nations agreed on the need for some revisions -- major revisions and 
reforms in agricultural trade policy. 


This year -- early this year the Agriculture Committee of 
the GATT was formed to go ahead with this Uruguay round of trade 
negotia:ions, where for the first time agriculture is on center stage 
-- it"s the important part of -- for agriculture. 


Then the OSCD meeting this year, where 24 nations agreed 
on this policy, and then that was followed by the Venice summit, 
where agriculture reform was given much more -- a much stronger 
endorsement. 


So we today, in Geneva, at the Agriculture Committee, are 
tabling the United States" recommendations to lead the way in trying 
to get this reform negotiation underway. 


0 Mr. Secretary? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER. Before we go to the questions, let 
me just give you about a two minute summary of what is involved 
there, and this is a bit of a follow-up to your question, too, San. 


One of the major shortcomings of the GATT -- the General 
Agreement of Tariffs and Trade -- during its 40-year existence is 
that it has mever effectively confronted agricuitrral trade policy 
problems. It has done a reasonably good job in the industrial area 
over the last four decades, but very little has happened to provide 
any discipline over the way agricultural trade is conducted. 


The consequence of that is that we‘re in whet is almost a 
crisis situation worldwide in terms of the distortions that exist in 
this area. Secretary Lyng and you and I as taxpayers are spending 
$30 billion a year or thereabouts in programs of various kinds going 
into agriculture, distorting -- many of which distort the 
agricultural trade picture internationally. 


The European Community is probably spending $40 billion 
as a Minimum, and maybe more. That not only provides a tremendous 
distortion of trading patterns for the two of us, but also does 
tremendous damage to the lesser developed countries who have to try 
to compete against the treasuries of these countries. 


But let me say in 30 seconds, the essence of the proposal 
is that over a ten-year period, all of the participating nations of 
the GATT would phase out these impediments and distortions to 
agricultural trade. 
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In other words, all export subsidy kinds of programs and other 
subsidies -- domestic, indirect, direct subsidies -- whatever they 
may be, that distort trade would be phased out over a period of 10 
years, as would all import restrictions on agriculture quota programs 
and whatnot. And that is a major quantum leap forward. 


Yes, Andrea. 


Q But, in Venice, the European partners rejected any 
notion -- in fact, the President's rhetoric about eliminating 
subsidies by the year 2000 was roundly rejected. West Germany, Japan 
and the rest of the Europeans were very, very negative about this. 
So, what*s the point? Why do all this? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, this is a negotiation, 
obviously. And we‘ll be happy to look at their negotiating proposals 
when they submit them in Geneva -- as we trust they'll examine ours. 
But we‘re cautiously optimistic that -- 


o Why? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: -- there will be a lot of support 
for this. 


Well, first of all, because the European Community is in 
major financial difficulties with its programs. As you know, they 
had meetings at the ministerial level just this last week -- trying 
to determine how to keep the common agricultural policy from going 
bankrupt. This kind of program would give them very substantial 
relief in terms of cost of a period of years. And also because 
there’s going to -- there will be immense lesser developed country 
Support for the U.S. proposal or something very similar to it because 
of the damage that they're suffering as a result of the present 
Situation. 


Q But, given the political realities that created thi 
in this country and in Europe, how can you expect a change? You‘re 
going to continue to subsidize for 10 years in this country, right? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, in all countries, presumably, 
Bill, because this -- the phase out will be gradual over a period of 
a decade. The reason for that is an obvious one -- these are 
politically sensitive issues in all countries. There‘*s no way to 
accomplish this kind of change overnight. What we're talking about 
is a huge adjustment in agricultural production and trade policies 
throughout the world. As I said, it*s a quantum leap forward in the 
conduct of agricultural trade and a quantum leap forward in the 
disciplines that will exist throughout the world. So it‘ll have to 
be done gradually. And everybody had to go down the road together. 
Nobody*s going to want to do it unilaterally. 


©) But where‘s the incentive? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, the incentive is the -- one, a 
cost incentive, because of the tremendous tax burden that these 
programs provide internationally. And the other incentive is the -- 

cimply the qree+ion of tryina +m =wve toward a system that makes 
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some sense and rationalizes the way production and trade are 
conducted. In other words, we ought to give people who -- 


Q Sir, how are you going to -- 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: -- have a comparative advantage, a 
chance to take advantage -- a chance to export. 


Q How are we going to distinguish between domestic 
subsidies that affect trade and domestic subsidies that don't affect 
trade? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Okay. 
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export subsidization. So domestic incentives to produce are going to 
have to be attacked in this whole issue. 


Q In other words -- in other words -- 
Q Are we talking about phasing out all the U.S. 
domestic farm support programs? Is that really what we're talking 


about here? 


SECRETARY LYNG: Yes. 


Q All price supports for all U.S. commodities? 
Q -- issue in ‘88. 
Q Part of the reason why subsidies are needed in the 


first place -- 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: No, I don't think it'll be an issue 
in ‘88 at all, because -- 


Q Ninety-two? (Laughter. ) 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: -- because we would hope to do this 
on a bipartisan basis. If this is in the interest of the United 
States, it's in the interest of everyone in the United States. And 
we're convinced that U.S. agriculture does have a comparative 
advantage here, and that if we move to a free and open system of 
international trade and agriculture that the United States will do 
very well indeed in most agricultural production. 


And let me add to finish the last question, Tom, there'll 
be just two exceptions to this. One will be bona fide food aid 
programs, Public Law 480, the Food for Peace Program kind of thing. 
And the second one would be what we call “decoupled” financial 
assistance to agriculture, that is, financial assistance that is in 
no way related to production levels or production incentives. In 
other words -- 


Q Like what? 

AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Oh, cash, for example. If the 
government of Germany would choose to make cash payments to its small 
farmers in southern Germany to have them iive on the farm rather than 
to have them live in the city, that would be permitted. 


Q Would any current U.S programs -- 


Q Isn't it true that any cash payment to farming has 
to affect production and pricing decisions? 

AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Certainly, one could make that case, 
but obviously, much less so if those payments are totally decoupled 
from production than if they are coupled. 


Q Isn‘t this a bit duplicitous of -- vou're proposing 
an entire change -- 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Duplicitous? 

Q There's that word. 

Q Good word. 

Q -- proposing an entire change in the American 
agricultural system through the back door, through -- subject to 
foreign trade. Why don't you just come out and say, we're really 
changing the whole American system of subsidies? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, we are going to change the 


MORE 

















—— = 


whole American system of agricultural subsidies. That's the intent of 
the program. I don't see that there's anything duplicitous about it. 
We're laying it right on the table to all of you this morning. And 
Clearly, we expect -- we're going to lay it out on the table in 
Geneva and everybody else in the world, too. And clearly at the end 
of the day if this is successfully negotiated, there will have to be 
a congressional and parliamentary implementation in all the major 
countries. There aren't going to be surprises in this, it will be 
thoroughly debated and discussed everywhere in the world over the 
next two years or however long the negotiation takes. 


Q What evidence do you have of the bipartisan support 
you've been talking about -- to follow-up on that? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Dick wanted to make a comment on 
that. 


SECRETARY LYNG: We are not going to do this 
unilaterally, you understand. This is a multilateral trade 
negotiation. And the way to accomplish these removals of subsidies 
is to do it on a global basis. We obviously have a lot of trouble 
doing in this country unilaterally, politics being what it is, and 
the concerns of our being out of step with the European Community 
subsidies. But by doing it globally and bringing them all down over 
a period of time, we can do this. 


The other thing is that in the absence of doing it, we 
can only see more chaos in this marketing all the time. It's to the 
advantage of the rich countries, perhaps, to have this chaos, but 
it's immoral, and it's wrong, as it affects the Third World 
countries. And if some of us can afford these subsidies -- perhaps 
we can, we don't think we can, but we do it -- but the countries that 
don't have that choice are the ones that are really being killed 
under the current situation, getting worse every year. 


Q Mr. Lyng, what is the advantage to the American -- 
Q Mr. Lyng -- excuse me -- 
SECRETARY LYNG: The lady was there first. 


Q The question is, how are you going to mobilize 
support for this program here domestically? Are you going to try to 
bring this international axe down on the domestic Congress? It seems 
-- you have very little bipartisan support already for these 
proposals. 


SECRETARY LYNG: I don't think that's true. I think we 
have excellent support -- 


Q Well, who is there for you then in the Democratic 
Party? 


SECRETARY LYNG: Well, we have the support of 
organizations like the American Farm Bureau Federation, and 
cooperative groups, the -- 


Q Who in iiie VuUNuyress do yvu wave On bDoOaids 


SECRETARY LYNG: Well, it's not a congressional issue at 
this point. But we've met with the agriculture committees of both 
houses, and we've been pleased and -- at the response we have there, 
because I think they understand the importance of this. U.S. farmers 
can compete with farmers around the world, and they know they can, 
but they know they cannot compete by themselves with the treasuries 
of foreign governments. 


Q Eliminate tobacco subsidies first. 
Q Given -- the incentive is for the American farmer, 
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are you saying that this would enable American farm products to crack 
over the walls into Europe and get that European market? And if so, 
how much is it worth? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, the answer is -- well, excuse 
me, Dick. Let me make a try, and then Dick can conclude that. I 
just wanted to say that if there is any doubt about the 
competitiveness of American agriculture, I hope we can put that to 
rest. In my judgment, the vast majority of American agriculture is 
enormously competitive internationally today. Now, obviously, a lot 
of this depends on where exchange rates are at a given point in time, 
and clearly, exchange rates are more favorable toward our 
competitiveness in a whole lot of products today than they were, say, 
two years ago. 


But assuming anything near the existing exchange rate 
relationships, I really believe that American farmers, in the vast 
majority of the things they produce, can seil exceptionally well 
internationally, and that this proposal clearly -- clearly is in the 
self-interest of this country and the American agricultural 
community, and that's why it should generate broad bipartisan support 
if people understand that. 


Q Well, in dollar figures, what would be the 
advantage? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Dollar figures? Dick, do you want 
to make any kind of an estimate? 


Q -- in dollar figures, what would be the advantage of 
being able to get into Europe where you're frozen out in many cases, 
I know? 


SECRETARY LYNG: Well, you have to talk about it over 
this period of change. You can't do it precipitously because of what 
it would -- the damage it would do to the European farmers. That's 
why you can't change these things individually. That's why we have 
to do it 
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all together. I think it would be wrong to suggest that we would 
gain in many, many hundreds of millions or billions of dollars in one 
Or another markets. It's hard to anticipate. 


Q That would have raised that kind of incentive to 
get from Congress -- 


SECRETARY LYNG: Of course, and that will be part and 
parcel to this business of bringing the thing down. 


Q Given the market, these subsidies, in large part, 
are due to the high increase in energy costs and debt costs to the 
farmer, which have caused a requirement for these kinds of subsidies. 
How do you see a demographic change in the nature of farming in the 
U.S. and in Europe as result of removing all subsidies? Would a 
completely free market in the farm sector ultimately make farm prices 
completely susceptible to costs of energy and debt? And would that 
in the long run do any good to the Third World? 


Q Thirty seconds or less. 

SECRETARY LYNG: The fact is that all of those factors 
are involved, but not as much as the distortion of subsidization. 
The European Community, aS an example, subsidizing wheat currently 
into Brazil at levels $40, $50, $60 a ton -- greater -- below the 
price that we could possible compete. 

Q Mr. Secretary -- 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Let's go one -- clear in the back -- 


Q Just a minute. 

Q Ambassador Yeutter, what do you plan to do about the 
nontariff trade barrier, i.e., the EEC third country meat directive, 
for example -- what do you do about that? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, many of those we'll try to 
resolve on a bilateral basis long before the conclusion of the 
Uruguay round. That will be one that'll be discussed tomorrow as a 
matter of fact, when the Commissioner DeClercg is here in Washington 
along with Commissioner Andreas and some of these kinds of problems 
may fold into the Uruguay round, but I -- that one will not because 
it has a tighter time deadline than that. But nontariff trade 
barriers clearly will be a part of this because, to the degree that 
we can identify them, they'll clearly be confronted in the Uruguay 
round. 


Q Do you have any indication of diplomatic report from 
abroad -- from other countries? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: The question -- what is my 
diplomatic support from abroad? We'll find that out later today in 
Geneva. But I would expect that the so-called "Cairns Group," which, 
as you know, is made up of a number of countries who feel that they 
have been severely damaged by all of these trade distortions, will be 
strongly in support conceptually. That's about -- the Cairns Group 
is -- was started by Australia and involves Australia, Canada and a 
lot of the lesser developed countries. aAuwu 4 wousd expece ciuat they 
will be quite supportive today. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:22 A.M. EDT 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 


have only one brief reminder to begin with, which is that there 
is a BACKGROUND briefing at 2:30 this afternoon in the briefing 
room on the subject of Afghanistan. Jim? 


Q Can you tell us something, first of all, about 
the Panamanian envoy who has been sent here, according to the 
Post? And also, does the U.S. Government consider the measures 
taken by the Panamanian Government into the investigations 
sufficient? 





A First of all on the envoy, who is Mr. Aquilino 
Boyd, he is a distinguished and highly regarded diplomat, but 
at this time we have not had a request from him for an 
appointment. 


Concerning any actions that have been taken by the 
Panamanian Government, [ don't have any definitive reaction 
yet. I would only note that Panama's Foreign Minister has 
expressed regret over the incident and has publicly said the 
Panamanian Government will furnish compensation. 


Q Into the damage at the Embassy? 
o That's for the damage. 
Q And how about the investigation that the 


President talked about into the activities of military officers? 


A Ultimately, the Panamanian Government will have 
to answer to the Panamanian people for the conduct of the 
country's military establishment. Obviously it's critical that 
any investigation must enjoy the faith and confidence of the 
Panamanian people. We continue to support efforts to get the 
facts on allegations of military involvement in 1984 electoral 
fraud and complicity in the murder of Hugo Spadafora. 


As we've said before, the current difficulties in 
Panama are internal ones which can only be solved by 
Panamanians themselves. 


Q And back on Boyd, you say he hasn't requested an 
appointment, but is it your understanding that he is here in an 
attempt to patch up relations with the United States? 
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a Beyond what I've said, I just don't have any 
details as to what his exact mission is meant to be. 


Q Are you saying there can, or cannot be, an 
independent investigation or inquiry if the Attorney General 
does the investigation, or should there be a special 
independent person looking into the problems? 

A I'm not commenting on those kinds of specific 
possibilities. ['ve given you a general reaction, and I'd 
leave it at that. 

Q Does the Administration have any reaction to the 
Organization of American States condemnation of the U.S. 
interference into Panamanian affairs? 

a No, [I don't have anything. I'm not sure whether 
our Ambassador to the OAS had some comment at the time or not. 
You might check with them. 

Q Chuck, could you give us a rundown that's as 
complete as possible about the Mayor Kolleck's decision on 
boycotting National Day receptions in Jerusalem? 

A I just don't have anything on that. 


Would you try to look for something later in the 


I'll take a look at it. 
Because it's quite a story 
I'll take a look at it. 
Thanks. 


Has the U.S. received the Russian initiative 


Q 
officially? 


8 Which Russian initiative are we talking about? 
Q On the withdrawal from the Gulf. 
m You mean a TASS announcement? 

Yes. 

I think that's all that exists. 


Sorry? 
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That's all that exists, as far as [ know. 
Q You have not received anything from them? 
A I just said that's all that exists. 
Q But can you add to what Howard Baker said that 


you will have a fresh look on this subject? 


4 No, I can't add to what he said. I would 
encourage you to look at his entire transcript in which he 
reiterated what I think you would all recognize as our basic 
policy concerning the Gulf. 


Q So there will be no delay in the reflagqging 
because of this new statement from the Soviets and from you? 


A No. And if you look at what Mr. Baker said, he 
also said the same thing, that there will be no delay. 


Q Maybe you can close a loop, because the 
impression [ got from Baker was that we are in the Gulf, the 
U.S. is in the Gulf, largely to keep the Soviets from extending 
themselves, and if they pull back we pull back. 


I thought there was another rationale. I thought the 
rationale was the I[ran-Iraq war and to try to protect shipping, 
which the Russians, you know, may be doing likewise. 


a) [I don't believe, in making the statements that 
you're referring to, that he was specifically trying to point 
out that reason as the reason we were in the Gulf. I think, as 
you rightly point out, that there are a variety of reasons, 
longstanding ones, going back for more than some 40 years as to 
why we have interests in the Gulf. We've gone through that 
list of reasons before. The Soviet presence and potential for 
filling the vacuum is one of them. But as you point out, it is 
one among many. 


Q Well, again, you know, there are limits as to how 
much you can interpret the White House chief of staff. But 
should the Soviets pull out, wouldn't there be reason for the 
U.S. to stay anyhow to protect shipping? 


4 The basic rationale for our policy, as you point 
out, has been, among other things, to maintain our interests in 
that area. That includes freedom of navigation; that includes 
the free flow of oil out of the Gulf. That's why we've had a 
naval presence there for all of these years. Sometimes that 
presence has been maintained by only a single ship; at other 
times we have increased the size of the force. Recently, for 
example, we've supplemented the Middle East force in 
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anticipation of escorting these tankers. So I think what he 
was getting at, obviously, is if hostilities were to cease -- 
if there were no further threats to shipping, for example, in 
the Gulf --— then we could reassess the size of our presence 
there. 


Q Chuck, if Mr. Baker's statements are reflecting 
the previous statements of the Administration, what is then 
fresh in the look he is calling for? 


~ [I've answered that in several ways, first 
inviting you to read the total transcript -- all of his remarks 
~- and there you will find a lot of what I just said in 
response to Barry's question, the bottom line being that if we 
were to come to a situation where there were a cease-fire, 
where everybody returned to traditional borders, release of 
prisoners, cessation of hostilities, a general relaxation of 
tension or an ending of the war, then the size of the U.S. 
presence could be looked at again. That's in essence what he 
was saving. 


Q Well, Chuck, you agree with one of the Iranian 
demands which said that all foreign powers should withdraw from 
the Gulf? 


A I don't know where I've said that. I didn't say 
anything about withdrawing from the Gulf. 


Q No, but if there was -- the thing you talk about 
achieved, you reassess the size of your presence there. That's 
what you just said. 


a I was speaking simply, again, to a hypothetical 
Situation; and if you want to keep putting specifics on it, 
I'll just stop where I am, if that's what you want to draw on. 
['m just trying to help you to understand what he was saying. 
And in response to Barry's question, I said our presence there 
has been one ship; it's been many more ships at different 
times, depending on the nature of the situation in the Gulf. 
Our interests in the Gulf and our reasons for being there have 
remained consistent, and they haven't changed. Nor did he say 
that they had changed in any way. 


Q Do you still have that deadline for reflagging by 
July 15, or has it been changed? 


a I don't know why you call it deadline, but 
nonetheless Mr. Baker again addressed that question yesterday 
and in so doing said basically that appeared to be still the 
approximate timetable. 
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0 Chuck, do you have anything on the Navy's air 
role now in the Gulf? Are these regular escort flights that 
have started? What is the —- you saw the Washington Post story 





of yesterday on a different subject, but the Navy sent fighter 
jets up to check out [ran's Silkworm missiles and would have 
attacked them had they been operational 


a There I think the characterization of that air 
activity is not at all as described in that article. That was 
addressed at the White House this morning, to the extent that 
Marlin Fitzwater said that this activity had nothing to do with 
Silkworms, that it was an air exercise involving elements that 
are there in the region. 


Concerning your original question, I just don't have 
that, and [I'd have to ask you to check with the Pentagon. 


Q Can you give us a U.S. status report or the U.S. 
view of the status of the Silkworms at this point? 


Again, that's a difficult question. Those are 
mobile missiles -~- they can be moved in or out. AS a 
consequence, I'm not in a position where I can give you a 
status report of where they are, how many there are at any 
Given day. 


Q Well, in conjunction with your last answer, if 
the missiles were moved in, even if they are mobile, but if 
they're moved in even briefly or prepared to be moved in, how 
can you make the argument that the flights had nothing to do 
with that movement? 


A Because we know that there was an air exercise 
scheduled between the elements that were out there, and we know 
that's what they were doing 


Q But the missing piece is, what was happening with 
the Silkworms at that time? 


- If there were something happening with the 
Silkworms, it could have been coincidental. But you're looking 
for a cause and effect, and that's the question I'm trying to 
answer. 


Q Could we then ask you more specifically what the 
condition of their launchers are, whether the missiles are next 
to them or not since the missiles are mobile? 


" Again, all elements can be moved. There are 
radars, for example, that are associated with them; they are 
also mobile, so that that equipment can move in and out, or 
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portions of that equipment can move in and out And that's why 
I say for me to tell you now that they are in one state might 


~ 


not be reflective of what their state would be an hour from now 
Q Are the revetments complete? 


- I don't know exactly what you mean by complete, 
but we have talked about firing positions that hawe been 
prepared 


Q I don't understand Are you saying that the 
wissiles had at some point been operational and they may not be 
nota? 


- No I'm saying basically what I'we said 


Q Was that air exercise a routine exercise or new 
exercise, or how was it going, the air exercise you just said 
about the --? 


+ We have a certain number -- and again, talk to 
the Pentagon if you want the details -- but we have a certain 
number of combat elements in the region Some of them are 
coming and some of them are going, and they take occasion of 
their mutual presence to exercise together 


Q Chuck, the Pentagon said it was related to the 
departure of the Stark from Bahrain -- the jets 


a What I said in essence doesn't contradict that 


Q Chuck, do you have any response to the 
observation that was made over the weekend, on the basis of the 
chronology thet was supplied by the Department of Defense, that 
the Aciministration only began consulting Congress about the 
reflagging or protecting of Kuwaiti ships after it made a 
decision to do so and notified the Kuwaitis? 


a I don't have any real commentary on that 
chronology. You know the chronology that we have put forward 
of the consultations that did take place and that were offered 
over quite some period of time, well in adwance of course of 
any implementation of any decisions 


Q Chuck, is the pre-emptive strike against those 
Missiles still one of the options under consideration by the 
Administration? 


. I don't address those kinds of questions 


Q Chuck, can I come back to something earlier for 
just a second? You cast off the answer to a question there 
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I'd just like to see if we can get an answer at all Can you 
say whether the Silkworms have ever been operational in those 
prepared sites? 


A No I'm not prepared to answer that question, 
simply because I think in this kind of system it's just too 
difficult to know what “operational” might be, or what 
“operational” might mean 


Q Well, it's not difficult to know -—- you used the 
phrase a lot in reference to -- I mean, the U.S. Government 
uses the phrase a lot in reference to all sorts of weapons 
around the world. The U.S. has described those missiles as 
"site preparation underway," and so on Can you say now 
whether site preparation is complete? 


fa) Again, not being the world's leading expert on 
the subject, when you say “complete,” I don't know. In fact, a 
Military expert would say it's complete It's perhaps possible 
to fire missiles from incomplete sites I don't want to 
eliminate those kinds of options So this question of 
“operational” is just not one I'm prepared to go into. 


Q Do the missiles pose a threat to shipping at this 


stage? And aren't the launchers in place, whether that makes a 
whole site operational? 


A The fact that these missiles exist in Iran, that 
they have chosen to purchase these missiles, and given the 
capability that we know is associated with those missiles, 
those are the reasons for which we have stated owr concern; and 
that concern remains a real one, whether or not a missile is 
sitting in a prepared site on a given day or not 


Q Chuck, same area in the Middle East King 
Hussein made a statement yesterday or this morning to an 
Austrian Magazine -- said that the United States, or rather the 
United Nations Secretary General will be calling for the 
convening of an international conference for peace soon Do 
you have anything to offer on this? 


- No Nothing 


Q And King Hussein also said that he is not going 
to ask the United States for weapons any more Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A No -- again 


Q Chuck, on another subject, if I may There's a 
general impression that even though there was no date for the 
Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting, preparations themselves are 
slipping, that the talks evidently ower the last few days 











Monday, 7/6/87 


haven't gone very well, and August now seems more likely than 
July. Without giving us a date, because I don't think there is 
one yet, can you give us a notion how far along the 
preparations are for this meeting? 


L I think what we've said in the past is still 
operative, and I really don't think it would serve any purpose 
to change that. The Secretary has addressed the general 
question of a meeting, and you are right in saying that there 
are no dates on the calendar 


Q Chuck, just to follow that up, you have also said 
in the past that the two Ministers have agreed that when they 
consider it a good thing to meet, they can clear the decks 
fairly rapidly and do it in fairly short order. There is 
obviously a problem Can you tell us what it is? 


a No I just can't get at that question in the 
sense that there's never been a meeting scheduled It's 
something that the Secretary has indicated that we stay in 
touch on, but until we decide on a meeting and put some dates 
to it, there is no meeting 


Q What we're looking at here is a window of 


opportunity that seems to have been closed, and I'm just 
wondering whether you can tell us what went wrong with that 
particular window of opportunity? 


a No I can't help you 


Q Chuck, could you address the essential part of 
Barry's question, and that is that there's no date because 
progress is stalled, slowed down, in Geneva Things are moving 
very, very slowly 


4 Again, it's always difficult to characterize the 
state of negotiations as complicated as these These are very 
intense negotiations. Negotiators are meeting on a routine 
basis. There are some areas in which we've made more progress 
than others. I think that's natural in a negotiation There 
are still some other issues that remain to be resolved 


So I think it's more fair to say that perhaps one has 
good weeks, bad weeks, in negotiations, or less good or better 
weeks And I think that's a more accurate way of describing a 
negotiating process, which is what we're engaged in now 


Q If they're going on a routine basis, I suppose 
that means that there's no point right now for Mr. Kampelman to 
go back and see Mr. Vrontsov because the talks are sort of at a 
routine ebb 
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~ I just don't know what Kampelman's current plans 
are. . 

Q Is this a good week or a bad week, Chuck? 

a This week? We'll have to see. We hope it's a 
good one. 

Q How about last week? 

a I don't want to give any week a particular 


characterization. 


Q Chuck, was that or any other issue discussed with 
the Secretary and the Yugoslav visitor this morning? 


- I don't have anything on that 


Q On another issue, do you have anything new on 
developments in Haiti? And how serious do you consider the 
Situation there? 


6 I have a very brief status report The strike 
continues today, but our Embassy has no reports of new 
violence Many of the strike leaders have called for an end to 
the strike, but others asked for the strike to continue. Many 
are working to find an acceptable solution For our part, 
we're continuing to watch the situation closely 


Q Chuck, I hope you will excuse my ignorance if 
this question has been asked before Do you have any comment 
on the claims made by Israel that Syria is diverting the water 
of the Yarmuk River? 


. No, I don't have anything new on that It's a 
question that's come up in the past I'll take a look and see 
if there's anything new to be said 


Q Rabin is telling the Israeli Cabinet that the 
Americans have offered incentives if the Israelis scrap the 
LAVI project. Do you have any comment on that or confirmation 
of that? 


a No, I don't 


Q According to various press reports from Athens 
that have been confirmed by the Government of Greece, Soviet 
leader Mr. Gorbachev has written a letter to Mr. Papandreou 
stating that he supports his efforts for the removal of U.S 
bases Would you have any comment on that? 
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= _No, I don't You know our position on the bases, 
and I don't have any other commentary. 


« A follow up, if I may, on this Mr. Papandreou 
has also stated this past week that he insists on formal and 
public recalling of the accusations made by the U.S. Government 
on certain issues having to do with terrorism. Would you have 
any comment on it? 


- I've spoken to the general question before, and I 
don't have anything to add to that 


Q Chuck, anything on the hostages? During the 
weekend there were a lot of reports on Waite and others. Can 


you confirm any -- 


= Don't have any way to confirm any of those 
reports. 


Q Chuck, on that subject, there's a report this 
morning that Syria has told Iran in the bluntest of terms that 
Syria is aware of the location of the hostages and identities 
of the kidnappers and is effectively threatening military 
action to release them if Iran doesn't do so. Do you have any 
comment on that report? Is the U.S. aware of such a 
communication between Syria and Iran? 


a I don't really have any comment on that. My only 
response would be the usual one, without reference to any of 
these specific reports, which is that we hope any country in 
the region that has the capability to do something will 
exercise that capability 


Q Do you think Syria has the capability to do that? 


a We've said many times that Syria is one of the 
important regional actors, and whatever influence Syria has we 
hope they will use. 


Q Aside from influence, do they have the military 
capability at this point to carry out any action in the 
southern Beirut area? 


o I can't make those kinds of judgments. 
Q Do you support any military action? 
re) I'm not going to go into the specifics. 


Q Wiet happened to the U.S. envoy who's supposed to 
be going to Damascus to meet with President Assad? 
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= I don't have anything new on that 


Q Possibly related to that, where is General 
Walters? Is he in China now, or has he gone there? What is 
his status? 


a His next stops will be Tokyo and Beijing. He 
will be there shortly I don't believe he's arrived there yet. 
Q He didn't go from Moscow direct to there? 

- I don't believe he went directly; no. 


Q Did he go to Syria? 

Q Where did he go? 

Q Did he leave Moscow on Saturday? 
Beyond that, I[ can't help on that. 


Q Did he leave Moscow and go to Damascus when he 
left Moscow on Saturday? 


4 I don't have anything else on his travel. 


Q Is that the order of travel? Last week it was 
Beijing, then Tokyo Or did you just mix them up? 


a I'm not sure which they go, but those are the 
next two stops, in one order or the other. 


Q Is he travelling under his own name, as he says 
he always does, checking in grandly to hotels? He's not a 
surreptitious fellow at all, but you just can't say where he's 
been all weekend. Right? 


Q Chuck, on envoys, has Vietnam told the U.S 
officially it would like Vessey to come to talk about MIAs? 


a The Government of Vietnam has agreed to receive 
special Presidential emissary General John Vessey in Hanoi to 
discuss the POW/MIA issue If progress is possible on other 
humanitarian issues, they will also be addressed. 


The Vietnamese have agreed to treat these humanitarian 
issues separately without linkage to broader political concerns 


Q So no date or anything? 
a We're discussing the details of the proposed trip 


with the Vietnamese, or I should say we will be discussing that 
in the near future. No decision on dates has been reached. 
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Q Do you have anything on a Panamanian envoy seeing 
people in the State Department today, or was that asked? 


A I was asked that earlier. 
Q Excuse me, I'm sorry. 


Q Do you know where arrangements will be made or 
where the discussions will be held with the Vietnamese? 


A How or where? 


Q Where, location --— when, where? Sounds like it's 
pretty imminent. 


Aa You know we do have ways to stay in touch with 
the Vietnamese. I just don't know this time exactly what 
channel will be used. 


Q Charles, did you say anything about the Waldheim 
verdict -- excuse me -- on the Barbie verdict? (Laughter) 


- No, I don't have any comment. 


Q Chuck, in recent weeks there has been a Soviet 
delegation in the United States which I understand has been 
talking to some American aerospace companies, including Hughes 
and Ford Aerospace, offering Soviet launching capabilities for 
American industrial communications satellites Does the U.S. 
have any view on U.S. firms partaking or not partaking of those 
services when they're not available by the U.S. within the U.S.? 


A Let me see if we can dig up something on that. 
Q I'd appreciate it. 


Since George Gedda isn't here, let me ask a Cuban 
question. The defector del Pino apparently has told his 
debriefers that there are only some 400 Cuban troops in 
Nicaragua, which is ten percent of the estimate that you use. 
Is there some way of clearing this up? 





A [I'll take a look at it. I just don't know the 
answer to that right off the cuff. 


Q Chuck, I'd like to ask a Panama question. Excuse 
me if you've been asked it before. Has the U.S. calculated the 
damages to American property last week in those demonstrations 
and asked the Panamanians for compensation? 
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4 I don't have any figure on the dollar amounts of 
the damage. And concerning compensation, what I have on that 
is basically what I said in response to an earlier question. 


Q Chuck, the group of the South Africans going to 
meet with the ANC in Senegal, is the U.S. going to observe 
those talks in any way? 


a) I don't know of any U.S. involvement in those. 


Q [Is there a list of countries that you consider as 
important to play a part in the releasing of the hostages in 
the Middle East? 


A Is there a list? 
Q Yes. 
A No. It's any and all. 


Q You mentioned Syria as an important country that 
could play a role in this. Are there other countries that you 
can mention? 


Q I'd put every country in the region that has any 
influence and any capability. 








Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 





Question taken at the July 6, 1987 Daily Press Briefing: 


SOVIET OFFER TO LAUNCH U.S. COMMERCIAL SATELLITES 





In recent weeks there has been a Soviet delegation in the 
U.S. which has been talking to some U.S. aerospace companies 
offering Soviet launching capability for American industrial 
communications satellites. Does the U.S. have any View on 
U.S. firms partaking or not partaking of those services when 
they are not available in the U.S.? 

LAST SUMMER THE SOVIET UNION OFFERED TO PROVIDE COMMERCIAL 
SPACE LAUNCH SERVICES AS A PART OF THEIR PROPOSED PROGRAM 
FOR “INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION IN THE PEACEFUL EXPLORATION 
OF OUTER SPACE..." SINCE THAT TIME THEY HAVE ATTEMPTED TO 
ESTABLISH THE iNFRASTRUCTURE AND MERCHANDISING TECHNIQUES 
TO MARKET THE USE OF THE SOVIET BOOSTERS, PARTICULARLY THE 


"PROTON" LAUNCH VEHICLE. 


U.S. ARMS CONTROL LAWS, AND SPECIFICALLY THE INTERNATIONAL 
TRAFFIC IN ARMS REGULATIONS (ITAR), PROHIBIT THE TRANSFER 
TO THE SOVIET UNION OF U.S.-ORIGIN TECHNOLOGY WHICH IS USED 
IN U.S. AND OTHER WESTERN NATIONS' COMMUNICATIONS 
SATELLITES. LAUNCH VEHICLES, OTHER SPACECRAFT, SPACE 
ELECTRONICS AND RELATED TECHNOLOGIES AND TECHNICAL DATA AND 
INFORMATION REQUIRED TO INTEGRATE THIS EQUIPMENT IS 
SIMILARLY CONTROLLED AND WOULD NOT BE PERMITTED TO BE 


EXPORTED TO THE USSR. 

















SOVIET OFFICIALS HAVE MET WITH THE STATE DEPARTMENT TO 
DISCUSS THE COMMERCIAL LAUNCH PROPOSAL. THEY HAVE BEEN 
CLEARLY INFORMED OF THE LONGSTANDING PROHIBITIONS ON THE 
TRANSFER OF U.S. SPACE TECHNOLOGY TO THE SOVIET UNION. THEY 
HAVE ALSO BEEN INFORMED THAT NO CHANGE IS CONTEMPLATED IN 
THIS POLICY, NOR ARE WE SEEKING A WAIVER TO EXISTING LAWS, 
REGULATIONS OR POLICIES, 








TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the July 6, 1987 daily oress briefinc: 


NICARAGUA/CUBA: NUMBER.OF CUBAN TROOPS IN NICARAGUA 





Q Could you give us your latest estimate of the number 
of Cuban military personnel in Nicaragua? Your 
figures are difterent from those provided by General 
del Pino. How do you account for this discrepancy? 


-- ESTIMATES OF CUBAN PERSONNEL IN NICARAGUA, INCLUDING 
MILITARY ADVISORS, TRAINERS, MAINTENANCE PERSONNEL, 
MEMBERS OF THE SECURITY SERVICES, AND OTHERS, ARE MADE 
FROM TIME TO TIME ON THE BASIS OF MULTI-SOURCE 
INFORMATION. THE MOST RECENT ESTIMATE PLACED THE 
NUMBER OF CUBAN MILITARY PERSONNEL IN NICARAGUA AT 


BETWEEN 2000 AND 2500. THIS FIGURE INCLUDES MILITARY 





ADVISORS, TRAINERS, MAINTENANCE PERSONNEL, SECURITY 


SERVICE PERSONNEL, AND OTHERS. 


-- WE UPDATE OUR ESTIMATES CONTINUALLY USING ALL 

AVIALABLE INFORMATION, INLUDING STATEMENTS OF CUBANS, 

, NICARAGUANS AND OTHERS. I WOULD NOTE THAT CUBAN VICE 
FOREIGN MINISTER ALARCON CONCEDED PUBLICLY IN JULY OF 
LAST YEAR THAT 800 CUBAN MILITARY PERSONNEL WERE IN 
NEEARAGUA AT THAT TIME. HE IS NOT LIKELY TO HAVE 
BEBGERAATED THE TOTAL, AND WE PRESUMED IT TO BE 
CONSIDERABLY LARGER. 


-- THE INFORMATION PROVIDED BY GENERAL DEL PINO, AS WELL 
AS THAT OBTAINED FROM OTHER SOURCES, WILL BE 


CONSIDERED WHEN THE NEXT ESTIMATE [S MADE. 














DEPARIMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
MILITARY SITUATION IN AFGHANISTAN 
MONDAY, JULY 6, 1987, 2:35 P.M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: [I appreciate your 
attendance today. Afghanistan is obviously an issue with which 
we in the Administration, Congress, and the U.S. Government, 
generally are very concerned 


I suppose it's no secret to say that we felt that the 
war in Afghanistan is important, as it is, in international 
affair; and as intense as the military struggle has been, has, 
in fact, been an under-reported war. My effort today is not 
really to try to redress that balance but to perhaps give a 
sense of perspective as to what has been going on militarily in 
the past few months, a kind of perspective that you could all 
drawn on as you report day to day events over the coming months. 


It has seemed to us that in tuio recent maior 
operations in Afghanistan, certain trends have emerged which 
are noteworthy and are to have attention drawn to them. I'm 
referring in particular to campaigns in Paktia Province, and I 
have a couple of maps here. In Paktia Province here 
(indicating map) near the Pakistan border and in Qandahar in 
the south, the major city in the south of Afghanistan. 


The basic story, which has seemed to us -- those 
Afghan watchers in the U.S. Government --— as emerging out of 
these two major operations, is that the Resistance has 
demonstrated an ability to fight Soviet communist forces in 
pitched battles over an extended period of time and to fight 
them to standstill. This, of course, is in sharp contrast to 
the experience of last year, in April, when, in a similar 
Situation, a major communist attack on a logistic center at 
Zhawar Kili, also in Paktia Province, the Resistance was 
overrun and the logistics base was captured. 


The results which we've seen out of these two major 
operations seemed to have been achieved from perhaps several 
factors. First, we've seen better coordination of cross-party 
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lines among the commanders in the field and among their field 
organizations. We've seen, secondly, a growing resistance 
ability to neutralize the previous communist advantage in air 
power. And, third, and finally, we've seen a continuing weak 
DRA, Afghan military performance, crippled in particular by a 
high rate of desertions. The result of this has been, of these 
two campaigns, is that Resistance morale is at perhaps an 
all-time high. They consider that tnese campaigns, these two 
operations, were real military successes; that they stood and 
fought crack Soviet and Afghan units and defeated them. 


The first area that I mentioned of Resistance 
cooperation, there are a number of things which one can point 
to -- specific examples. First, the various field 
organizations and, indeed, the parties which support them, 
actively shared supplies, equipment, munitions, among their 
various fighting units in the field. This was even including 
the leadership level in the Paktia campaion. This is a rather 
unusual development and certainly a very neartening one from 
the Resistance point of view. 


Secondly, we saw a willingness on the part of the 
various Resistance units to support one another in terms of 
fire support. That is, when one unit was tied down, that they 
would employ their rockets or their fire power to shoot into 
the communist rear, or on their flanks to relieve the pressure 


And, third, and this was particularly true in the 
Qandahar campaign. There were diversionary attacks, that is, 
well away from the front in the Arghandab Valley where the 
major fighting took place. There were attacks on Qandahar 
Airport, attacks on a Soviet fire base, west of Qandahar. It 
seemed to us, in analyzing these events from this vantage 
point, that these were clearly coordinated efforts to relieve 
the pressure on the Resistance who were at the front. 


In the area of neutralizing the previous communist air 
advantage, what we've seen there are, I think, two basic 
developments. First, that the bombing employed by communist 
aircraft has been diminished in its accuracy because they are 
flying much higher. The bombing raids which used to take place 
at an altitude of two to three, four thousand feet now appear 
to be generally up at about the 10,000 foot level. When you 
increase your altitude of your bombing, I understand that the 
accuracy diminishes by the square of the distance. So the 
bombing runs of Resistance positions have been unusually 
accurate because they've been taxing place at a very high 
altitude. 














Secondly, there's a clearly reduced role for the 
MI-24/25 helicopter gunships in direct support of communist 
troops. They're tending to stay away from the battle, employed 
under conditions where apparently security can be better 
assured. 


This, of course, has made a big difference in terms of 
the ability of the Resistance forces to stand and fight. In 
the past, when they were able to bring in helicopter gunships 
to a couple hundred feet away from Resistance positions and 
just open up. obviously, the Resistance was unable to stand and 
fight. That now has clearly changed. 


Finally, in terms of the desertion rate. these 
figures are always very difficult to advance with any great 
confidence. But, clearly, the ‘‘esertion rate in both the 
Paktia and the Qandahar campaign was very high. Resistance 
sources have spoken of hundreds of desertions in Paktia and 
perhaps as many as 400 DRA troops in Qandahar. These were 
desertions of small units and of individuals in the heat of 
battle. Not surprising, we've seen this as a fairly consistent 
feature of the war, particularly since so many of the DRA 
troops are young Afghans who have been impressed into the 
military by force. 


There were apparently a couvle of instances in which 
DRA garrisons were suspected of being in the process of going 
over to the Resistance en masse. In those cases, this was in 
Paktia. They were bombed deliberately by communist aircraft. 
Obviously, not an action to endear the Afghans to their Soviet 
comrades in arms. 


Now, just a word about the campaigns themselves. We 
saw in Paktia a force of approximately 5,500 Soviet units drawn 
from the Kabul area and eastern Afghanistan, including at least 
a battalion of the crack Spetsnaz fighters, converged on the 
Ali Khel region, an area which is, as I said, close by the 
Pakistan border and are important supply routes -- this 
immediate area here. (Indicating) Ali Khel is a garrison 
which has been under attack repeatedly; indeed, under siege, I 
think, through most of the war and certainly in recent years 
It's approximately half way between Gardez here and the . 
border. Can you see all this from over there? 





Q We would be obliged if you spell out the word. 


a Pardon me? 











Q Spell out the word.? 


2) Ali Khel is spelled A-1-I; and a separate word, 
K—-H-E-L. This is perhaps a better map. Here is Gardez and 
here is Ali Khel. One of the major battles of this particular 
operation was actually between Ali Khel and the border at a 
place called Baran Khel. That's B-A-R-A-N. That operation, 
after the -- there is a small DRA garrison at Baran Khel. 
After intense artillery in air vombardment of the Resistance 
positions surrounding that garrison, the Soviets actually -- 
the Spetsnaz units were deployed to guide the Resistance out 





A very unusual feature of the conflict was that there 
was actual hand-to-hand conflict between the Spetsnaz and the 
Soviets. As a result of what was basically a three week 
campaign, lasting from I think from May 22 to June 12, the 
Soviets and the few Afghans that were involved -- perhaps two 
to three thousand Afghan combat troops -- withdrew, leaving the 
situation in the region largely as it was before. Indeed, we 
have information in the last few days that the siege of Ali 
Khel and the other small garrisons in the region have been 
resumed in full force and that there is major fighting again in 
the last few days around the major garrison of Ali Khel. 





In Qandahar, we had a somewhat different situation in 
that this was primarily a DRA operation. [t was not local 
forces but really crack units brought from all over Afghanistan 
-- from the north, from the Kabul area, from eastern 
Afghanistan down to Qandahar, carefully staged, about 5,000 DRA 
troops supported by at least 1,500 Soviets in a blocking 
position 


The aim of the operation was to sweep up the Arghandab 
Valley. That's A-R-G-H-A-N-D-A-B. That's one of the major 
rivers in southern Afghanistan -- to push up this valley west 
of Qandahar which apparently has been an area of guerrilla 
concentration over the years, and to sweep the area of 
guerrillas. The Soviets set up a fire base and a blocking 
position at the base of the valley. This whole operation began 
almost at the same time as the Paktia operation, about May 23, 
and seems only in the last few days to be winding down. 


There was bloody fighting during that whole period; 
heavy casualties on both sides. We know that from reports from 
hospitals as well as first-hand reports from Resistance 
sources. An important local commander was killed by the name 
of Lala Malang. The result of that operation has been really 








very much a standoff from both sides We were particularly 
interested in it because of the close cooperation of Resistance 
units throughout the area of which I've mentioned previousl 

The upshot of all of this, it seems to us is that the 
Resistance is not only alive and well but they hawe increased 
their relative strength, vis-a-vis their communist opponents ir 
Afghanistan They are clearly well arme Their morale is at 
perhaps an all-time higt They have improved their tactical 
battlefield capabilities in a very substantial, tangible ways 
The outlook, certainly for the Soviets over the rest of this 
fighting season is not a good one Our expectation is that the 
fighting will be intense and that the Resistance will, at 


least, hold its own for the foreseeable future 


That s the Dasic message 


Q Can I ask a couple of questions about the air 
war’? The last time we had one of these you gave, I think, the 
Soviet and Afghan aircraft loss as approaching one a day Is 
that still the rate’ 

b Certainis from Resistance sources their 
reporting would indicate an aircraft loss of at least one a 

I don't necessarily want to associate myself with that 
. 


no sure it's really productive to pursue the numbers game 


' : at the battlefield equation 
has changed in favor of the Resistance because the communist 
side is no longer able to employ it 1] 
advantageous ways hat has been \ 
two major battles and other engagements this fighting seasor 


oe 
n 
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Q Specifically, what weapons have the rebels 


A Well, there are certainly reports of Stingers a: 
well as other surface-to-air missiles I'm not able to comment 
in any detail or confirm-or-deny, but you know the s 

Q A Stinger, I am told, is one of the weapons whict 
is not easily available in the international marketplace Sc 
where do you think they're getting 


ny 
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t I'm really not nm a position to speculate on that 
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a negotiated 
Afghans have been exerting 
ve to take the negotiations 
that if we indeed are correct 
military struggle. that that 
the Soviets will, sooner rather than 
later, co ) ment that they're going to have to 
negotiate Afghanistan We hope that that’s 
the lesson 


Where are deserters going’? What percentage are 
What percentage are simoly vapori7ine? 


think the general pattern is that the deserters 
rse. welcomed Their weapons are taken from them 
receive a good reception, they generally try to 


take as many weapons with them when they co across They are 
for the most part sent home, or they may ao to Pakistan to on 
he refugee camps In some cases they, of course, want to 

the resistance and are welcomed into the resistance units 


I'd like to follow up Michael's question Have 
igence since these engagements or Guring them of 

Soviet attitudes toward the negotiations?’ 

I think it's probably too early to draw any 

conclusions on Soviet behavior as a result of the 

urse of the fighting But, certainly. over the past year the 
viets have been engaged in the negotiating process and 

aling with the political issues in a much more direct way 

an was true before 


i think that reflects -- I hope that reflects the 
judgment on their part that military means alone won't get them 
out of this war, and that they're going to have to have a 
political policy to supplement their military efforts I hope 
that that means that they'll move toward a negotiated solution 





As I said before, we remain cautious in our assessment 
of Soviet intentions [ don t think our judgment as to the 
ultimate intentions has really changed in any material way 

Q Do you see improved cooperation among and between 
all seve resistance groups. or is it stronger among group 
that are theologically tied so that they might form a couple of 

> 


= I wouldn't want to predict into the future about 
constellation of the various groups What I've been noting 
here is practical cooperation in the field, among field 
commanders. and there, there's a clear trend toward more 
working together and not the same kind of competition that 
certainly was a major feature of the fighting inside 
Afghanistan in the early years of the war 

S$ cooperation be between people waring 


Q Would thi 

the same cloak -- in other words, from the same group -- or 
between groups’ Because the area around Paktia, I understand 
it, 1s basically Pathan territory. fundamentalist, and there 
are none of the moderates in there so the cooperation must be 
amongst chemselves 


= No he moderates are well represented in the 
Paktia region, and in Paktia Province we saw an important 
effort on the part of six of the seven groups, so it really was 
] l or tribal lines -- that cooperation 


w 
Q 
| 
oO 
v 
yv 
. 
re 
) 
2 
O 
as 
ad 
tu 
7 
QO 
’ 
© 
ee) 
~ 
QO 
w 
r 
q 


Q And is this because of necessi 
managed to emerge as a head-knocker together 
to coopera ? 


ty, or has somebody 
in getting people 
te? How do you account for this? 


= No I don't think there's a head-knocker on the 
Afghan side, but I think it's a growing awareness on the part 
of all Afghans that they have to stop fighting one another and 
fighting the Soviets more effectively, and that their ability 
to do that -- to cooperate in the field -- improves their 
performance on the battlefield 

Q Is this increased military effort -- you know, 
increasing incursions coming into Pakistan -- how are you 
looking at that -- (a) And (b) are there any plans to send 
specific additional kinds of weaponry to aid the Mujahedin from 
the u S.? 

“ In terms of the impact on cross-border 
operations, you're suggesting that there may be a connection? 





Obviously, one worries about that, and there may be a 
connection in terms of what we've seen as a very dramatic 
increase in cross-border operations, including the use of air 
power, dropping of munitions deliberately on civilian areas in 


Pakistan There's a tremendous loss of life so far this year 
but also in terms of artillery, cross-border attacks, which 
escalated as well, and sabotage and bombing attacks -- again 


terror tactics aimed at the civilian population All of that 
reflects I presume, Soviet frustration with the course of the 
war in Afghanistan and are matters of very great concern to us 


We have over the past six years had a fairly 
substantial program of both economic and security assistance t 
Pakistan On the economic side we've had programs which have 
been deliberately targeted at the border regions, and 
militarily our efforts have been designed to help Pakistan 
deter the kind of cross-border operations that we see today 
and I think the Pakistanis are in really quite good shape to 
handle the sorts of incidents which we've seen to date 


Q I was wonderina whether the two military 
campaigns you've described have been accompanied by any change 
in the overall level of Soviet forces in Afghanistan 


2 No 

Q I think the figure that you put out in your 
December report was 118,000 Is that still your current 
estimate?’ 

= We're still counting the Soviets It's something 


in the range of 116,000 to 118,000 troops Yes 


Q Do you have any estimate on the Soviet casualties 

fe) The end-of -the-year figures which we're holding 
are 30-35,000 -- that is, both killed and wounded on the Soviet 
Side -- and approximately one-third of those killed 
Obviously, that's up a bit now Perhaps let's add 2,000 to 
both figu e: - maybe 32-37,000 We really haven't done 
another ca il vetting of that material 

Q You say that the Soviets are keeping their 


helicopter gunships away from the actual forward edge of the 
battle, and that they are dropping their bombs from 10,000 feet 
instead of 2,000 feet How are they fighting these campaigns 
on the ground now with special forces troops? Can you describe 
what sort of tactics they're using? Is it small-unit tactics 
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where they go and search out little areas, or do they put -- if 
they've got $500 guys. and that's a mass of troops, how are 
they deploying and - 


A In terms of the use of firepower, they are 
relying relatively more on artillery, and we've seen over the 
last 18 months a very substantial upgrade in the artillery in 
Afghanistan, voth in terms of numbers of artillery pieces and 
in terms of new types of artillery This 1s not a new feature 
of these last two campaigns which I['ve described, but has been 
a growing pattern for at least a year now of heavy reliance on 
artillery So that has tended to make up a bit for the loss of 
their ability on the airpower side 


And, yes, in terms of their tactics, we're seeing 
Soviets now getting out of their APC's and fighting more 
directly in small-unit operations They're mucn more 
flexible That's, of course, a characteristic feature of the 
Spetsnaz units, but it's true of other Soviet units as well; 
that they're willing to get out from behind their armor and 
engage more directly in the hattle As a result. our 
impression is that they're taking heavier casualties, and that 
will be an increasing trend in the future 


Q Would you give any more details of the 
circumstances in which the Soviet forces became engaged ir 
hand-to-hand fighting in fact? How did it actually take 
place? What was t*e operation when they got engaged in 
hand-to-hand fighting? 


“ In this particular garrison, small DRA garrison, 
they had been trying to dislodge the resistance who had the 
garrison encircled They first tried their general tactic of 


using artillery and airpower, but when that didn't work, they 
deployed Spetsnaz units, and they operate really at the company 
and platoon level They went in, and we actually saw real 
hand-to-hand combat, which the resistance were really quite 
excited about 


Q While they were trying to get into the garrison 
or coming out of the garrison? 


+ No When they were trying to engage the 
resistance -- 


Q The break-in 





a -- who had the garrison encircled This was not 
a resistance stronghold This 1s a DRA garrison that was unde: 
siege by resistance who had 1t surrounded, and the resistance 
had a chance to engage them in hand-to-hand combat, and they 
felt they did very well It was a pretty exciting experience 
for them, because they haven't had their chance to engage the 
Soviets very much 


MR REDMAN Let's take a couple more questions - one 
from each side -- from people who haven't asked Perhaps this 
gentleman over here 


Q I just want to check on the helicopters Are you 
saying that small-arms fire is driving off the helicopters or 
Stingers or what? It's still unclear to me 


Qa It's a combination of surface-to-air missiles and 
improved use of heavy machine guns, the 12.7 heavy machine gun 
the Dashika The numbers of aircraft which are being brought 


down by the heavy machine guns has risen, in part because 
they're using different tactics. They now sometimes try to 
bring the helicopters in very low, close to the ground, in 
order to avoid the surface-to-air missiles, and that makes them 
much more vulnerable to the 12.7 millimeter heavy machine gun 


Q And is it something in the training of the 
resistance that has made the heavy machine guns more effective 
or is it simply the chance in the tactics of the Soviets? 


A I think it's that the Soviets have had to alter 
their tactics and bring those helicopters in on occasion at 
very low altitudes which makes them very vulnerable to machine 
gun attack 


ix. REDMAN Someone over here? 


Q An article in The Washington Post says -- today 
issue -- “The success of Afghan guerrillas in using the 
Stingers had helped to convince skeptics within the 
Administration that rebels may actually have a chance to 
succeed in wearing down the Soviets and persuading them to 
withdraw." Doesn't it mean the military solution of the crisi< 





fe) No It certainly doesn't I wouldn't comment on 
the general thesis that is advanced in that quote, but let me 
just say in terms of U.S. policy, I think it's been clear from 
the beginning, and that is that we haven't really seen a 
possibility that the Afghan resistance could prevail 
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militarily; that the hope of the military effort is to make it 
difficult enough for the Soviets in Afghanistan, that they will 
decide that they need to go the route of negotiation 

Certainly, our policy has not changed on that at all, nor has 
our assessment of the possibility of a military solution 

change We don't believe it's possible 


MR. REOMAN These two are absolutely the last ones 
Michael, this is following up on that point? 


Q Yes. I want to follow up on that point, because 
you've talked several times now about a negotiation track, but 
we haven't heard anything From Geneva in the last couple, three 
months, and the last time I recall hearing anything, the two 
sides were still -- or the three sides or the four sides, or 
however many are there at the moment -- were still quite a long 
ways in terms of the length of the withdrawal period and what 
kind of government would be left behind 


Do you see the improvement on the ground militarily 
for the resistance havina an immediate impact on the Geneva 
talks, or are we looking at something that is going to have to 
be taken back to Moscow, reassessed and, you know, everything 
has to go back into the bureaucracy before something pops out 
at Geneva? 


A It's awfully hard to speculate on how the Soviets 
are going to be making their decisions [I think it's a factor 
that clearly has to be fed into Soviet decision-making that if 
they had a military solution, then, of course, the pressure is 
off and the conditions on their side harden I'd hope that the 
lack of effectiveness militarily of Soviet-—Communist forces 
this season will be recognized quickly in Moscow, and that this 
will be an added incentive for the Soviets to move quickly to a 
solution Certainly, the outlines for a solution are there 
They've been worked out in the U.N. process, and I think most 
observers believe that, given will on the Soviet side, the 
process could be moved quickly to a resolution 


President Zia ul-Haq said in his interview with 
John McLaughlin about a week ago that he thinks the Soviets 
will leave next year, if not this year, and they will 
absolutely insist on not only a neutral Afghanistan but a 
neutral Pakistan Now, is this a comfortable or a realistic 
solution for us? 


“ It's really up to the Pakistanis to decide that 
question. The Pakistanis, clearly, are a non-aligned nation, 





they're proud of their independence, there's been a substantial 
measure of cooperation between the United States and Pakistan 
in recent years, but the question of Pakistan's political 
orientation is one that they'll certainly be deciding on their 


own 


As far as Afghanistan is concerned, certainly I think 
most parties would agree that it would be very desirable to see 
Afghanistan moved to the status quo ante in which Afghanistan 
clearly was not a threat to any of its neighbors or to anyone, 
for that matter While there was not a formal state of 
neutrality in effect for Afghanistan, it was a genuinely 
non-aligned nation, non-threatening nation, and whatever 
arrangements might be appropriate to ensure that in the future, 
I'm sure would be welcomed by everyone and certainly by the 
United States which has never had any particular designs on 


Afghanistan 





MR REDMAN lhank you 


(The briefing concluded at 3:16 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with one announcement concerning Haiti. 


We are encouraged by recent signs that Haiti is 
Quieting down and returning to the difficult but essential task 
of building democracy. The overwhelming majority of Haitians 
want elections to take place soon under the country's newly 
ratified constitution. For that to happen, a period of 
stability and constructive effort is required. The newly 
established Provisional Electoral Council has now succeeded in 
attaining its goal of full independence to organize the 
upcoming elections for local and national offices. 


The National Council of Government has reiterated its 
firm commitment to all future steps of its transition calendar, 
leading to the inauguration of a new civilian president in 
February, 1988. The Haitian armed forces have reaffirmed their 
allegiance to the constitution and their support for the 
Provisional Electoral Council. 


The political groups that called for strikes have 
accomplished their goals. Nothing now stands in the way of 
holding the elections Continued violence can only interfere 
with the chances of holding early and successful elections. As 
strong supporters of the transition to democracy in Haiti, we 
hope Haitians will turn their efforts away from recrimination 
and fix their sights on early elections as the only way to 
complete the transition to democracy and get the government 
they want in February of next year. 


Q Has the State Department seen the videotape of 
Charles Glass, and do you have anything to say about its 
motives? 
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. We have not seen the videotape, so what 
observations I have to offer are based on news reports 
concerning its contents. First, the obvious: Any statements 
made by hostages under such circumstances are always made under 
duress. Second, this tape, like previous videotapes of 
hostages, is apparently another cynical attempt to manipulate 
public opinion. We repeat, that Mr. Glass and all the 
hostages, innocent victims, should be released immediately and 
unconditionally. 


Q Is it possible for you to state flatly and 
categorically that he was not and is not now an employee of the 
U.S. Government? 


A He is not now and never has been an employee of 
the United States Government. As I just said, he's an innocent 
victim of cruel terrorism. 


Q Has he ever been a direct -- indirect employee of 
the U.S. Government? 


a I'm not going to take it any further than what I 
just have, for no reasons other thar «he very obvious ones. 
Q Are you more concerned about his fate after this 


video and what it carries of his so-called statement? 


a I am not in a position to say I'm either more or 
less worried about his fate. We have always been concerned 
about his fate, as we have about the fate of the other 
hostages. That goes without saying, I[ believe. The points I 
would stress are the ones that I have just made, that these 
videotapes are an attempt to manipulate public opinion. 

They're a particularly cruel way of attempting to do that, and, 
as I said, the obvious point that these are clearly made under 
duress. 


Q Have you talked to the Syrians about his fate or 
whereabouts or anything? 


ms Again, I'm not going to go into the specifics of 
our various communications with individual actors or countries, 
and I'll just leave it with the general statements I've made in 
the past about our efforts. 


Q General Walters is in Damascus now, and -- I 
mean, presumably he's not there for the fun of it. Is he 
discussing the fate of the hostages and ways to get them 
released with the Syrian Government, and what else is he up to 
there? 
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4 Just to review, then, since you've raised the 
issue, he did -- we're talking about Ambassador Walters now -- 
he did arrive in Damascus this past Sunday. He left early this 
morning. He had two meetings with President Assad, one on 
Sunday and one on Monday. You know the reason he went. It was 
a result of a letter from President Reagan to President Assad, 
proposing a special emissary to explore whether a basis exists 
for a broader dialogue between the U.S. and Syria. 


Concerning the items on the agenda, I've referred to 
those in the past -- including the Middle East, Lebanon, peace 
process, Gulf war, terrorism -- so that without commenting on 
the specifics of his discussions, I would note that the U.S. 
has been in touch with Syria and others on the hostage 
Situation. As I have said before, we are appreciative of any 
assistance in obtaining their safe release. The U.S. continues 
to believe that those holding the hostages should release them 
immediately and unconditionally. 


As a result of this meeting, is the U.S. going to 
return Mr. Eagleton or anyone else as aibassador to Syria? Are 
we going to change our state of relations with that country? 


2) The state of our relationship is basically as you 
know it. We took some steps last fall. We took some measures, 
including the removal of our Ambassador, some sanctions. The 
President made the offer of a special emissary for the reasons 
that I have just restated. That visit has now taken place. 

The next step will be for Ambassador Walters to report back to 
the Secretary and to the President. That's the state of play, 
and I think that's an accurate description of where we are 
today. 


Q Chuck, among the items on the agenda you mention 
now, you didn't mention bilateral relations between Syria and 
the United States. You mean they are not the subject of 
discussion? 


2) I don't want to eliminate those to the extent 
that there are bilateral issues. They could be raised. 


Q Chuck, there was a tape of an interview with him 
in Damascus played on the news yesterday, giving a favorable 
characterization of his talks with President Assad. Can you 
confirm that these talks were productive and favorable? It was 
also reported on the news yesterday that the Syrians -- it was 
alleged on the news that they know virtually the precise 
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location of a number of the U.S. hostages held in Lebanon Can 
you either confirm or deny that and comment on whether or not 
you think that's at all related to the subsequent action by the 
terrorists to release this tape of Glass? 


t On your last two questions, I can't help you. On 
the former, I'd leave any characterizations to Ambassador 


Walters - 


Q Chuck, do you know whether the exploration of the 
basis for a broader dialogue has resulted in aU.S. conclusion 
that there is a basis for a broader dialogue with Syria? 


a I think my answer to Bill's question was an 
attempt to tell you that there are no conclusions at this 
point What has happened is a special emissary has gone out 
The next step is for him to report back, so that really no 
other decisions have been mace 

Q Can you y wheth the US. learned anything 
about the hostages -- ve 2 of the hostages as a result of 
General Walters' visit’ 


a Os eK: detalled que 


wouldn't go 


just said 


- 
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Q You were evasive last week about General Walters 
as the envoy, and you didn't want to mention the envoy by 
name. Now you are talking about his meetings Up to yesterday 
you didn't want to talk about an envoy there what ceneratec 
-— since it became general knowledc+ -- and now we are 
admitting that he has been there in Damascus Will this be a 
prelude for resumption of full diplomatic relations or not 
between the United States and Syria? 


+ I would just let the record show that I think 
“discreet” is a better word than “evasive.” In any case, the 
reason for that approach to the visit was that the United 
States Government and the Government of Syria had agreed that 
it would be best to make this unannounced visit and, in 
essence, that's the way we tried to handle it Once the visit 
nad taken place, the ground rules changed 


Q So we're going back to last week, also the 
question, that the reason that this rapproachement came about 
and the letter from the President was because Swria closed the 
offices of Abu Nidal and kicked him out from there Is this 
the reason that the whole rapproachement began between Syria 
anc the United States? 


- I answered that question on the record last week 


Q On Mr. Glass again I just want to be clear 


Your denial wes about employment, and there was a follow-up 
guestion Do you mean to categorically deny the charge that's 
contained in that tape, that he worked for the CIA? 


- I've said what I can say on the subject And 
that, without reference so much as to this particular case, as 
to a general rule of trying to determine what one can and 
cannot say on this kind of a question 


Q That's still not clear I'm afraid 


- It may not be clear but that's all you're going 
to get from me 


Q Okay So the only question you're answering is 
whether or not he was ever or is employed by the CIA You're 


not answering -- 


ca By the United States Government 
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Q By the Unitec States Government You're not 
answering -- 


a) anc that IL've answered categorically 


Q You're not answering the question of whether he 
ever did or does report to the United States Government? 


~ I don't even know what you mean by that kind of 
Question with those kind of vague terms 


Q Deliver reports -- deliver, written or oral 
reports to the employees of the U.S. Government? 


- I ve tried to give you a 
categorical ans : hope captures the spirit of 
question, thine videotape anc al 

t f n te 


4 
a ic + 
J y-. + 


rest of it. bu 
ON-THE- RECO D 


Q Can you exp] > for the record, 
ceneral kind of way. what ) is for answering 
that particular way’ 


A I don 


on the record here 


Q It may because it would be certainly possible to 
reac what you've just said as an indication that you were 
leaving open the possibility that he was an employee of the 
CIA, or at least was an agent of If you can't close 
it that way, at least maybe you l us what you can't 


- I'm not intending to leave open or close 
possibilities along those lines I'm just saying that what I 
can tell you on this issue -- I hope everyone here would 
understand -- are particularly good reasons that go beyond this 
particular case That's where I'm going to leave it, as I 
have, on past incidents of this kind where similar charges have 
been mace we've talked about duress, we've talked about other 
things I've taken this one, in essence, as far as I think 
it's in anyone's interest to take it 


Q Speaking of past incidents of this kind, do you 
have any comment on the ABC news report which said that the 
U S. shipped some weapons and sent some personnel to Iran in an 
attempt to get William Buckley out of his captivity in 1984? 
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No I have absolutely nothing on that 
No comment on that? 
- NO 


Q It was reported at the White House today that 
Secretary Murphy is meeting with the Soviet counterpart in 
Geneva Can you give us any idea of what they're going to be 
talking about specifically’ 


- I hope you didn't have to rely on the White House 
today since we announced that about three weeks ago we gave 
you the reason for the visit and the meeting 


Can you give us a readout? 
I don’ have any readout yet 


, the group that is 
holding him l 0] ; n, I mean his name 
nothwithstanding, ; » a yo iew, the same group or 
Similar type of group that >] Iran just with another 
name? Or what 


anything to offer on the g.oup 


the Murphy : j Can you tell 
us whether Murphy met with any other off ; of other 
governments during h in Geneva, ns to meet with 
them during his stay 


- The meetings with Mr. Polyakov are the only 
meetings I know of as of now, but we'll keep an eye on that if 
he Goes have any other meetings 


Q Can 1 go back to the question of Glass for a 
moment? Glass also said in the videotape that he is not alone, 
that the agency uses other journalists regularly for this sort 
of thing Can you comment on that? 


- In the first place, it's not for me to comment 
Since I'm not the agency involved You are all aware of 
statements that have been made ON-THE-RECORD concerning the 
policy of those other agencies, that they have, in fact, 
regulations that prohibit them from doing such things, and that 
they do not do such things 
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Q Chuck, are you under any impression that the 
Syrians may have slowed down their efforts to release Mr. Glass 
because of such information getting to their knowledge? That 
he's maybe related to the CIA directly or indirectly? 


a I don't have any information at all that would 
lead to that conciusion 


Q I'd take you back to the U.S. quarrel with 
Greece, or Greece's quarrel with the U.S. on Abu Nidal. In the 
latest, Papandreou is demanding now that the U.S. retract 
whatever charges the Ambassador discreetly communicated before 
Papandreou decided to make it all public as a price, basically, 
for the base talks Have you anything on that? 


a No, I don't, really 


Q On the Persian Gulf, has the State Department 
seen the statement by a Soviet official offering a deal in 
which the Soviet Union would pull out of the Persian Gulf if 
the United States and its Allies agreed to do the same? 


fe) And I believe the statement said if the war were 
ended, for example So as far as I can see, in essence, it's 
the same question we talked about yesterday, and I answered it 
at some length on three or four occasions -- to the extent I 
was accused in one publication of having gone to some length to 
address the question 


Q Aside from that, Chuck - 


- So I don't want to go to any length as a 
consequence I will only take one question on this 


Q Has the US. received that proposal in any formal 
way from the Soviet Union? 


.) As far as I know, it's in the public sense that 
you know it 


Q Okay So essentially, it's the same 
a I can't say, for example, whether or not Mr 


Polyakov might have mentioned it in his talks with Murphy; but 
I 








~§- Tuesday, 7/7/87 


don't think it exists in any rormal sense, as you would pose 
the question 


Q You mean they communicated with you through 
Tass? They did not deliver anything to you in writing? 


- I've just answered the question 


Q A couple of months ago the Laird Commission was 
formed and the State Department arranged a news conference here 
in the Department at which the Commission members participated 
and answered questions I believe during that news conference 
it was stated that the results of that Commission's work would 
be made public Can you tell us when you'll be scheduling the 
news conference to discuss the contents of the Laird Commission 
report which has now been given to the President? 


- First, for those of your colleagues who are not 
aware of the status, the Laird Commission did deliver its 
report yesterday to Secretary Shultz and today to President 
Reagan It is a classified report 


Concerning public handling, I just don't know what the 
plans will be for that I do think we ought to keep in mind, 
in this particular report, since it deals with the 
intelligence, the counter-intelligence threat, that there are 
large parts of it -- I would say very large parts of it -- 
which are probably not suitable for public consumption 


-~MORE -- 
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Q Does it bear at all -- do the contents of that 
report bear at all on the cases of individual Marines who have 
been accused, and in some cases, against whom charges have been 
dropped in connection with espionage at the U.S. Embassy in 
Moscow? 


A I'd have to take you back to the press conference 
and public mandate to which you referred, but my understanding 
as I recall it, is that the Laird Commission was focusing on 
security practices, not on investigations of specific cases 
such as the ones you refer to 


Q But those practices would presumably have been 
looked into with regard to that embassy as well as other 
embassies? 


a In terms of general practices and security 
procedures, yes, it would apply 


Q Would you take, at least take the request or the 
Question that some members of the press would like to pursue, 
what that Commission discovered about shortcomings, if any, and 
perhaps a pat on the back, if any, for U.S. Government 
practices? 


- Sure Sure, and I just want to emphasize, 
however, that because we're dealing with measures and 
countermeasures in the security/intelligence fields, that you 
will understand that there are going to be lots of things, 
because of the very nature of the report, that just should not 
be made public 


Q The report was also according to seek to assign 
accountability for any shortcomings or failures in the security 
practices Will that part of the report be suitable for putiic 
consumption? 


a I just don't have any other details concerning 
the public aspects of the report beyond what I've tried to give 
you now 


Q Do you feel the State Department, after all the 
criticism it's received from the Hill and from elsewhere, it 
needs to get out the portions of the report that spell out 
whether or not it is at fault for security lapses? 
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A These are all professional reports The 
judgments that they render, to the extent that they become 
public, are available. That's our only goal in all of this. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to Charles Glass, if I might 
ask, if you can say anything about this, was he, if he was not 
employed by the U.S. Government under any circumstances, was he 
an outside contractor for the United States Government? 


i) I can't help you. 


Q New subject? The White House has just announced 
the appointment of Tom Loeffler, a former Congressman, as a 
principal coordinator for Central America Does that mean that 
Elliott Abrams will no longer spearhead the Administration's 
drive to obtain assistance for the Nicaraguan Contras? And if 
not, can you explain what the relationship between those two 
roles will be? 


a I don't know exactly how those jobs will 
interrelate, nor do I know the exact mandate of this position 
at the White House, but I'll take a look at that 


Q As far as you know -- 


Qa But the fact remains that Elliott Abrams is the 
principal Administration spokesman and policy person for this 
particular area of our policy 


Q As long as you're going to look into that 
question, could I also ask what the relationship would be 
between Mr. Loeffler and Habib, for example? 


Qa First of all, could I suggest you ask the White 
House since it's their position what their plans for this 
particular person are, and then I'll look at it from our 
perspective, as well 


Q That's fine 


) As far as I know, this has all been coordinated 
among the various people. I'm sure there's sort of a 
well-defined role out there. 


Q Well, do you know that? It seems as though you 
really don't -- 
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rs) Aas far as I know, that's the case, but not having 
all the details, I prefer to reserve judgment, or reserve final 


commentary. 


Q I mean, since this is foreign policy, and sure 
the White House is another place, but it's all foreign policy, 
and one presumes it all works together, so -- 


Aa That's right. 


Q In Venice, Secretary of State -- I thought it was 
made clear that the Secretary of State would be the one who 
would be spearheading and coordinating efforts on Central 
American issues, among his other responsibilities of course. 


A I think that's clear Yes, that's still true. 


Q So in that sense, Loeffler's appointment does 
seem to impinge up rn the State Department's mandate in the 
conduct of foreigi policy 


a I don't think anybody's mandate is being impinged 
upon. We do have a government here in which various agencies 
can work together 


Q Will Loeffler take his instructions from the 


Secretary of State? 


a I don't have any other details on his particular 
mandate. 


Q You have to understand our curiosity It's just 
that it's a new position He's not replacing someone ina 
position with a well-defined role, so -- 


- Sure. 

Q It was reported yesterday in American and foreign 
papers that the State Department has completed its review 
regarding closure of the PLO and the PIO offices in Washington 
and New York and that you have recommended to Justice closure. 
Can you confirm or deny that? 

A I can't confirm that at all 


So the review still is underway? 
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As far as I know. 
Q How long it will take? 
a I don't know. 


Q Anything new on a Shultz/Shevardnadze meeting 
date at this point? 


4 Nothing new. 


Q Do you have anything on the Japanese Ambassador's 
meeting here this morning? 


A Only that that's one of the periodic 
consultations between the Under Secretary and the Japanese 
Ambassador -- another in the series. 


Q On the death of Karl Linnas, is the U.S 
satisfied that he died of natural causes? Have you received or 
inquired of the Soviets at all concerning the circumstances of 
his death, or received a communique from them about it? 


4 I don't know what information we mijht have on 
that. I'll take a look if there's anything we have to say. 


Q Chuck, Oliver North testified this morning that 


Secretary Shultz was aware of the preparation of a chronology 
which included false information about shipping of oil 
exploration equipment to the Middle East. Do you have any 
comment on the Secretary's position on that preparation of that 
document and on North's allegation? 


a I'm not even sure what the allegation was. In 
any case, the Secretary will have a chance to testify, as well, 
at some point. 


Q The Swedish military is going to remove troops 
from Cyprus, and there has been some speculation that they 
would be replaced by Warsaw Pact troops, namely from Poland. 
Is the United States going to appeal to the Swedish Government 
to change its decision about withdrawing those troops, or in 
somehow or in some fashion take measures to insure that the 
Warsaw Pact troops are not put in in their place? 


“ I just don't have anything on that story. 
Q Chuck, wait a minute, please. I'm sorry. Can 


you tell us whether the Secretary of State has been watching 
the hearings at all today? 
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I don't believe so 

You don't believe he has -- 
No. 

-- at all. Have you been -- 


a “at all" -- I have no idea whether he passed by a 
television set in the lobby some place. I just don't know. 


Q Could you take the question as to whether the 
Secretary of State has watched any of the North testimony 
today, please? 


a I don't want to do a Nielson poll here to see 
which networks are most frequently watched, or which programs, 
so -- 


Q I didn't ask for -- The question was not which 
network -- 


A No I really don't quite see the relevance of 
the question, and [I'll leave it at that 


Q Now, wait a Minute Chuck, the hearings have a 
great deal to do with the conduct of American foreign policy, 


and the question was not, “Which channel is the Secretary 
watching?" The question was, “Is he paying attention to the 
substance of these hearings." 


He has said himself many times that a lot of other 
people know a lot more about this matter than he does. One of 
those people was Oliver North -- 


a) And the substance of my answer, Ralph, is that 
whether or not he watches television at a given moment on a 
Given day is not the crucial test. The fact of the matter is 
that the Secretary will be testifying. His testimony will take 
into account all of the things that have been said. He will be 
aware of that. And to the extent that he wants to watch 
television, he'll do it; to the extent that he reads reports 
done by other people, he'll do it, so that there is a way that 
he is kept apprised. 


Q Can you tell us what that is? 


m I don't see any -- 

















Tuesday, 7/7/87 


Q Has the Secretary hired a personal lawyer who 
will accompany him to the Hill when he goes up there to 
testify, or will it be a State Department person? 


-) I don't have that detail, just don't. 

Q Would you take that question? 

a I don't see what relevance it has. He's going to 
be testifying; he's testified many times before. I don't know 
that there is anything out of the ordinary in conjunction with 
this testimony. That would be my answer to your question. 

Q Most of the witnesses have chosen to have the 
advice of their own personal counsel. So could you see whether 
he, too, feels that that would be in his interest to do that 
and if he has retained someone to help him? 

Qa I'll take a look 

Q Thank you. 


(Whereupon, the briefing concluded at 12.45 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Tuesday July 7 daily press briefing: 


SOVIET UNION: DEATH OF KARL LINNAS 





Q: Is the Department of State satisfied that Karl Linnas died of 
natural causes? 
A: WE HAVE SEEN NOTHING WHICH WOULD INDICATE THAT MR. LINNAS 


DIED OF OTHER THAN NATURAL CAUSES. 


Q: Has the State Department contacted the Soviets to inquire into 
the circumstances surrounding Linnas' death? 


A: SINCE MR. LINNAS WAS NOT A U.S. CITIZEN, THE STATE 
DEPARTMENT HAS NOT CONTACTED THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT DIRECTLY 
CONCERNING HIS DEATH. 

U.S. CONSULAR OFFICIALS IN LENINGRAD HAVE ASSISTED MR. 
LINNAS' DAUGHTER -- WHO IS A U.S. CITIZEN -- IN OBTAINING 


HER FATHER'S REMAINS AND PERSONAL BELONGINGS. 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDE X 


Wednesday, July 8, 1987 





BRIEFER: Charles Redman 


Subject Page 


PHILIPPINES/DEPARTMENT 
Judge Soafer's Meeting with Former President 


Dn 246s eek soe) 68 240066 005:0:060.64 06 O18 000% Ree l 

U.S. Concerns Regarding Marcos' Activities .......... RAR. 
INS Travel Restrictions [Imposed on Marcos ........... 1-5 
President Reagan's Letter to Marcos ..............5.4., 1,5 
Subpoena for Marcos to Appear in Alexandria Court... 6 


PERSIAN GULF 
U.S./Kuwaiti Understanding on Reflagging and Escort. .7-13 


Iranian Fortification of Abu Musa Island ............ 7 
SYRIA 

Vernon Walter's Meeting with President Assad ........ 14-15 

Reported Return of U.S. Ambassador ..............045. 15 
MIDDLE EAST 

Readout on Murphy/Polyakov Talks ....................15=16 

Meetings by Murphy with Other Officials oye verry 16 
LRAN/IRAQ WAR 

UN Security Council Resolution/Shultz schedule ...... 16-18 
PANAMA 


Panamanian Envoy Boyd's Charges of U.S. Interference. 18 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #118 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 8, 1987, 12:16 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon I 
don't have any announcements Jim? 


Q Can you tell us anything about Judge Sofaer's 
mission to Honolulu, and his discussions with former President 
Marcos? 


a Judge Sofaer, the Legal Adviser to the 
Department, met with Mr. Marcos in Honolulu July 6 to July 7 
He was accompanied by Grescory Waldon, Associate Deputy Attorney 
General, and Charles 8. Salmon, Jr., Director of the Office of 
Philippine affairs here at the Department 


Judge Sofaer conveyed to Mr. Marcos U.S. concerns 
about his activities which we believe violated the 
understanding under which he is permitted to remain as a guest 
in the United States The U.S. is seriously disturbed by 
indications that Mr. Marcos appeared to be seeking to 
destablize the Aquino Government and was contemplating a return 
to the Philippines without the expressed permission of the 
Philippine Government 


Mr. Marcos was also advised of certain travel 
restrictions being imposed on him by the INS, pursuant to the 
ciscussions between the Department of State and the Department 
of Justice 


And, finally, Judge Sofaer conveyed a message to Mr 
Marcos from President Reagan 


Q Specifically, what does the State Department 
tnink that Marcos was doing to destablize the Philippine 
Government? 
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: Concerning the details, I'm not in a position to 
describe those to you. I'd have to leave my description of our 
concerns in a more general fashion that I've given them to you 


Q And -- I'm sorry, had you finished? 

A That answer? Yes. 

Q And what are the travel restrictions? 

. Let me start by saying that for all of the 


details on this, I'd refer you to the Justice Department since 
they're the real experts on it. But, basically, there is a 
section of the immigration law, 8-CFR 215.3 which applies, in 
this particular case, and under the immicration rules, 8-CFR 
215.2, the INS District Deputy Director has the authority to 
bar any alien from departing the United States. Such an order 
has been issued for Mr. Marcos. 


Q Chuck, after all this, and there have been 
several similar incidents, although you didn't have the tape of 
an arms dealer to work with before, what claim does Marcos have 
on the United States Why does the Unitec States continue to 
give refuge to a fellow who you apparently have a lot of 
trouble with and have lots of bad things concerning you? 


- The reasons for that are those which we went into 
for many days running, as I recall, some months ago. So those 
are all there. The bottom line is that he's a guest in this 
country but also, as a guest, he has to obey U.S. law. It's 
for that reason that Judge Sofaer and some other people have 
just visited him and that these restrictions on his travel have 
been imposed. 


Q But he hasn't overstepped yet, the State 
Department feels, the definition of a “guest?” 


- The status of our arrangements are as I've 
Gescribded them. 


Q Wait a minute You said a minute ago that he 
violated the agreement or understanding -- yeah, the 
understanding, but he didn't violate the law. Is that what 
you're saying? He violated an understanding, but not the law 
so he's still a quest. Is that accurate? 


- He's still a quest. As a guest, he's expected to 
obey the laws 
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Q Has he obeyed the laws? 


- We have concerns about some of the kinds of 
things that he's been doing. As a consequence, we've taken a 
number of steps and those we have taken under our law In 
particular, under INS -- under immigration rules that [I've made 
reference to. 


Q Okay, sO you have concerns about his activities 
but he hasn't violated the law yet. Is that accurate? 


= What he has been informed -- and I'm not the 
lawyer here so that's the only reason I'm avoiding the 
technical question -- is that under this immigration rule that 
I referred to, it says -- there's a part that says, INS has 
reason to believe that, in this case, Marcos intends to depart 
from the United States in a manner which would be prejudicial 
to the interests of the United States That's what the law 
Says, or the rule says in this case And based on that, and 
other authority, we are therefore acting to impose this travel 
restriction. 


Q Okay Now let me ask this You used the phrase 
"guest" to describe Marcos. He's a guest. But, in effect, 
Since he can't leave the United States now, he's no longer a 
guest, is he? He's, in effect, a prisoner now? 


- That's your determination, Ralph. I'm not going 
to make the kind of distinctions you seem to want to make 
What I'm saying is. even as a guest he's expected to obey our 
laws and that's what we're ensuring that he does 


Q And as a guest, he's not permitted to leave the 
United States? 


A That's exactly right. 


Q I think Ralph is trying to get at something Is 
he able to leave t*e United States under his own volition if he 
gives up certain rights, or does he have to stay here as a 
guest? 


2 This measure that we have taken is not one that 
applies to guests It applies to aliens here in this country 
which is his status That is the kind of order that has been 
issued. He can appeal this departure control order, issued by 
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the INS before an immigration judge if he wants The judge 
Makes a recommendation to the INS regional commissioner whose 
decision is final 


Federal officials, acting under the direction of the 
United States Attorney in Hawaii, are prepared to enforce the 
departure control order 


Q So he is being held here? 


= I can't put it in any other terms than the ones 
I've put it in which are perfectly clear and are the ones based 
on the rules and regulations, and that's where I have to stay 


Q Chuck can (inaudible) to a different area of the 
United States or to the United States itself? 


a As I understand this control, but, again, please 
talk to Justice, but as I understand this control, it does 
restrict him to a specific area 


Q He can't go to Yellowstone or Disneyland or any 
of the summertime fun things that most -- I mean, does he have 
-—- you know, we restrict people at 25 miles and we think 
they're spies. I wonder what you do with Marcos? 


a You'll have to talk to Justice. But it's 
certainly no oroader than Hawaii, but it may be even narrower 
than that 


Q Does that bar on his travel apply to a permanent 
relocation should he decide to leave the United States 
permanently, or is it just for a temporary trip out of the 
country and back? 


2) As I understand it, but please talk to Justice, 
it applies to any departure 


Q Have you checked his travel papers now? Does he 
have just U.S. travel papers? Is that the way you're able to 
enforce this? 


- As I say, there are sections of the law that 
apply to aliens concerning travel, concerning these 
restrictions That's what's being applied You'll have to 
talk to Justice for these other details. 


Q Just a follow-up question -- the same subject, 
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please About the letter from President Reagan to Marcos, what 
type of letter? Is it personal, oral, written, official? 


A It's written. It's official. And, basically, 
the President has stated from the outset that while Mr. Marcos 
is in the United States he is subject to our laws and that 
message was repeated. 


Q Chuck, what are the penalties if he violates this 
law? You deport him or what? (Laughter) 


A You'll have to talk to Justice, Jim. 

Q Could he be held there for the rest of his life, 
in Hawaii? 

4 You'll have to talk to Justice. 

Q Chuck, I'm sure you're not going to like this 


comparison either, but when we asked you questions in the last 
Few weeks, or over the course of past years about other 
countries, particularly -- one that comes to mind is Korea 
where dissidents are held in house arrest, you respond to that 
phrase, “house arrest," because it's widely understood what 
that means. Would you care to draw a distinction between that 
and the kind of restrictions the U.S. has now placed on 
Ferdinand Marcos? - 


= ['ve explained the restrictions, their basis in 
rules and regulations I think that stands by itself 


Q So it doesn't make -- 


a You can't ask the government to do any less than 
apply its rules and regulations. 


Q Chuck, are these restrictions at the request of 
the Philippine Government, and did Secretary Shultz and Mrs 
Aquino discuss this when he was in Manila? 


a This is done in response to our responsibilities 
to enforce our rules. That's why it's done 
Q Is there a precedent for a former head of state 


being held under what amounts to island arrest or whatever in 
this situation -- I'm just wondering -- in the United States? 
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A I don't know. 


Q Did you say, or did I miss it, whether Marcos had 
been attempting to purchase weapons? 


a I said I wasn't prepared to specify any of the 
particular concerns in that kind of detail. 


Q Can you steer us in any direction on that score? 
= Not beyond what [ said in this statement. 
Q Well, can you be of any assistance in terms of 


the kinds of activities he was engaged in? 
a Not beyond what I gave you in the statement 


Q In the past, you've talked about him making phone 
calls to associates in the Philippines Is that the kind of 
activity that you're talking about or something -- 


a I've specified it to the extent I can 


Q Do you know if he's well enough to appear ir 
court in Alexandria? Did Judge Sofaer or any of the other 
fellows who went to talk to him get an explanation whether 
Marcos has any intention of answering the subpoena? 


= That, [I don't know the answer to. On that score, 
for those of you who have followed it closely, he's also been 
reminded that he is presently barred from leaving the United 
States under an order issued by the Federal District Court, a 
judge in Alexandria on February ll, ‘87 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the statements 
by Congressman Aspin regarding differences between the United 
States and Kuwait on the escort of Kuwaiti shipments? 


a My first answer is a very simple one, that there 
is no misunderstanding. There is no disconnect between the 
United States and Kuwait on the modalities of the proposed 
naval protection regime or concerning what it will protect. 
Navy and Kuwaiti officials have worked together closely on the 
details of the protection regime for several months. There is 
full understanding. There is no justification for any delay. 


The vessels will continue their normal operating 
schedules of which, except in the case of one, do not involve 
what's been called a shuttle, and all of these vessels, 
including the one, will move in what are called “escort groups." 


Our Embassy confirmed to us again this morning that 
everything is on track Admiral Bernsen, the head of our 
Middle East force, was in Kuwait just yesterday to review the 
final modalities of the regime that his staff has been 
discussing with Kuwait for several months. 


Q Chuck, can you comment, then, on Congressman 
Aspin's statement that this will require additional ships 
beyond the ones that we've been told about so far -- additional 


naval ships? 


First of all, when you say "this," it implies 
there is some other regime being talked about. First point, 
that's not the case. 


Q Okay. 

Qa We're talking about the same regime, the same 
modalities that have been on the boards since we began these 
discussions months ago. 


Q The same number of ships? 


a The same number of escorts therefore are 
required. The number does not chance. 


Q But the percentage of Kuwaiti oil, as described 
by Aspin, is higher than had been previously understood, but 
you're saying “not true." 
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= Not true. Of the 11 ships, there is only one 
which is a crude tanker. It is that one that would perform in 
a so-called “shuttle” role, but again only moving in the 
context of these escort groups; and that one tanker would 
transport something on the order of about 20 percent of Kuwaiti 
crude exports, recognizing of course, that the bulk of Kuwaiti 
exports are product exports, not crude. 


Q Do you have a date yet, Chuck, for the first 
sailing? 


a The projected date is still as we previously 
said, mid-July; but I don't have any precise date to offer. 


Q What would be the benefit of the U.S. for this 
protection accorded to Kuwait? 


2) We've been through all the reasons many times, 
aod I don't think all of your colleagues need to hear them 
again. 


Q One tanker will carry 20 percent of Kuwait's 
crude or 20 percent of Kuwait's output? Is that what you said? 


a Crude exports. 

Q Crude exports. 

“ That's right 

Q That's the one that shuttles through the Straits 
of Hormuz and then transfers? 

) That's right 

Q Is that the one you -- Can you give us -- 

A In this context, “shuttle” is only used in the 


context that it transfers its product, or its crude, once it 
gets outside the Straits, whereas the 10 other ships continue 
on to their ultimate destinations in Europe, Africa, the Far 
fast, or wherever they are going. 


Q Doesn't that one shuttle affect the amount of 
time U.S. ships will have to be escorting? 


a) Absolutely not, because as I've said two times 
now, it moves in the context of the same escort groups in which 
the other ships are going to be moving. It's been known that 
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this one ship would move in that context, in that pattern since 
the beginning of the discussions, so it's always been part of 
the protection regime that's being developed There's just 
nothing, absolutely nothing new there. 


Q Does that mean that that ship effectively sits 
outside the Gulf after it has unloaded its crude ard waits for 
the other ten ships to return from their more-distant 
destinations, and then when they get back, it joins them in the 
context of the group escort? 


=) I don't want to go into the operational details, 
but the escort concept does not involve all eleven moving 
simultaneously They move in smaller groups. 


Q Chuck, in light of ABC yesterday transmitted 
satellite photo of Silkworms, do you have any idea now, are 
they operational, or do you have anything to help? 

a No, I don't have anything new. 


Q Are you alarmed by the increased number of the 
Iranians on the three islands in the middle of the Gulf? 


“ On Abu Musa? 

Q And the Lesser and Greater Tunbs Islands? 

- What's the last part? 

Q Lesser and the Greater Tunbs Islands? 

- Lesser and Greater Tunbs Islands Well, [ hope 


I'm covering all your islands. We have seen these reports that 
[Iranian Revolutionary Guards have sent some reinforcements to 
existing detachments on Abu Musa Island in the Strait of 
Hormuz. These detachments do not change the military balance 
in the area and do not pose a threat to U.S. shipping 


Q (Inaudible) feel that Abu Musa belongs to the 
United Arab Emirates and the Shah took it over I mean, do you 
still think the [ranians occupy it, or do you think -- 

a I don't have anything to offer on that 


Q Can you have a look on that? 


2) Where are we going here? 
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Q Kuwait: Just going back to your percentages, do 
you -— you probably don't have this in your background 
material, but do you know what percentage of Kuwait's output we 
will be escorting? 


” What kind of output? 
Q Oil, crude or refined product. 
A In terms of crude 20 percent, because it's only 


the one ship 
Q Only the one ship. All right. In terms of -- 


A In terms of product, about 50 percent, and in 
terms of LPG, virtually all of that. 


Q What's LPG? 
a Liquid petroleum gas. 


In a specific context, could you say how much of 
their output is in crude and how much in product? 


“ Excuse me, again. There are people talking here. 


Q Could you explain just how much of their 
production is in product and how much is in crude? 


s I don't have that. Sorry. 


Q Chuck, whether what Aspin said is true or not, 
what effect does that have on support for the plan in Congress? 


a I would hope it would have no effect since, in 
essence, there's nothing new here. I also noted that virtually 
all members of the Congressional delegation that were out there 
came back, in essence, saying the reflagging should go ahead. 


Q How can you -- if only 20 percent of it's crude, 
how can it be 50 percent? 


A We have 1l ships. We have one moving crude; we 
have four moving LPG, and we have 6 moving product. 


Q Chuck, just out of curiosity, was Aspin -- 
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4 And they have other ships in their fleet as well 
besides the ones we're dealing with. 


Q Was Aspin among those Congressmen who had been 
briefed on the details of this reflagging operation prior to 
his trip over there? 


a) I don't know. The information is widely 
available, but I just don't know specifically whether he was 
briefed 


Q Are the arrangements for the AWACs surveillance 
in place now, final? 


a I don't have anything that takes that beyond what 
you know, that the process is moving ahead smoothly. 


Q Is there some reason in principle that if the 
Kuwaitis decided they wanted to have a second ship doing 
shuttling, that you wouldn't be able to accommodate them? 


a No. There's no reason in principle. What would 
have to be required would be consultations with the United 
States Navy because the protective regime is our 
responsibility, and the Navy makes those determinations. And 
so if the Kuwaitis were to ask for a change in it, then it 
would have to be done in conjunction with the Navy, and they 
would make the determination on what it meant for their escorts. 


Q You could (inaudible) 100 percent of their crude 
just by changing. the mix of ships, couldn't you -- or they 
could? 

A I really couldn't speculate on that, but I said 


earlier that most of their export is product export, in fact, 
and not crude. 


Q Chuck, Congressman Aspin also said that the 
Kuwaitis were planning to charter one, and perhaps two, 
additional American-owned, American-flagged ships. Do you have 
anything on that? 


4 That's one of the things that the Kuwaitis have 
talked about. They've continued to discuss that, a commercial 
charter of two U.S. tankers. And again, we see no difficulty 
in providing escort to these two U.S. ships on the basis of our 
current presence in the region. 
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Q You're saying, no additional ships would be 
needed as part of the escort, if indeed two more American 
tankers were a part of the -- 


aq What I have is that we see no difficulty in 
providing escort to these ships. My assumption would be -- and 
again, I'm going a bit beyond what I've really formally 
prepared would be that they would be integrated into convoys. 


Q That would not change the profile of the escort? 
i) I don't think so. 


Q We're not locked into the 1l ships? You could 
add two to the group and still handle it with the 
American-planned convoy? 


s We're only talking here about a Kuwaiti 
possibility of chartering, which has certain commercial and 
other benefits to the United States as well, and my information 
is that those could be handled. 


Q Chuck, did the U.S. receive any requests for 
escorts or reflagging from other countries of the area, or from 
other countries that raise different flags? 


) I don't believe so. And as you're aware, the 
Kuwaiti concern comes specifically from the Iranian attempts to 
intimidate Kuwaiti shipping by targetting that particular group 
of ships. 


.Q It sounds like, in principle, you very easily 
could wind up conveying or convoying all of the Kuwaiti oil 
output in a very short time? 


) I don't know why you draw that conclusion. There 
are other ships that are moving in and out that are not part of 
our escort procedures. 


Q Well, because if they're able to charter U.S. 
ships and you're going to provide the protection for them, 
those ships could be used for shuttles because you've already 
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established a shuttle in principle, and they could be carrying 
out the rest of the crude. [I mean it sounds like there are so 
many different ways that they could use their ships -- 


“ But the importance in the percentage of crude is 
one that I fail to see. What we're doing is protecting Kuwaiti 
shipping. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Does the rest of their fleet operate any 
differently from the 11 we've undertaken? 


A I don't know what their mode of operation is. 


Q Do you believe it's possible that Chairman Aspin 
was provided information from the Kuwaitis that's different 
from the information you're basing on? 


i) I don't want to speculate on why this 
misunderstanding has arisen. I could only emphasize that we've 
been in touch with the Kuwaitis as recently as today, and 
there's no change in the modality. 


Q (Inaudible) an explanation why Chairman Aspin has 
quite a different view of the prospects of the coming days. 
It's a matter of days to come? 


fe) I don't think I could have been much clearer in 
trying to give you the background and to show you that this has 
progressed in a relatively routine and consistent manner. 


Q How about General Walters? 
) Oh, yes, Bill. 


Q Monday -- I guess it was a Monday interview, 
after meeting with Assad twice, he sounded pretty upbeat and 
optimistic about some movement on the hostage issue, but then 
that was followed by the Giass videotape. So, was Walters 
justified in being optimistic as far as you know, and what was 
the reason for his optimism, and has that changed? 


>) I don't have any way to make those kinds of 
evaluations. He's gone off now to Tokyo and then to Beijing. 
When he comes back, he will be giving detailed reports to the 
Secretary and to the President, and, as a consequence, ['m just 
not in a position to make those kinds of judgments for you. 


Q He must have done some initial reporting, and 
based on that initial reporting is there any reason for 
optimism? 
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reporting on his meetings directly to the Secretary on his 
return to Washington, and so until he's done that, I don't have 
anything to offer 


Q When does he get back? 


A I don't have the exact date, but it would be 
within the next few days 


Q And do you have an answer to the question 
yesterday about whether he met with, or whether he met with any 
other -- any officials from any government while he was in 
Geneva, or whether he's going to be meeting with any officials 
from other governments en route home? 


a As of now, I have only that he did meet with Mr. 
Jean Pierre Hocke, the U.N. High Commissioner for Refugees over 
the weekend -- last weekend, and I'll continue to see what I 


can do on any other meetings 


Q Do you have a date yet for the U.N. Security 
Council meeting or for the Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting? 


- On the latter, nothing new, and on the U.N 
Security Council meeting we do expect adoption next week of a 
resolution mandating an end to the war, but no firm date has 
been set for the meeting yet. 

Q Does Shultz go up next week sometime -- 


- That's what we would anticipate, if that meeting 
can be set 


Q So that means that before Walters goes to 
Beijing, you are -- you believe the Security Council will adopt 
the resolution? 


2 He will be in Beijing before next weekend 


Q I know, but before he goes there, you feel 
confident enough that there will be approval of that resolution 


- I've just said it 


Q Can you elaborate on why you feel confident that 


way? 
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o We've had ongoing discussions for quite a number 
of weeks, as you well know, and so what I've said today is 
based upon those discussions. 


Q Will there be an immediate follow-on with the 
important resolution, the one that has teeth in it, or will you 
delay for a while and hope that General Walters will succeed 
and the Soviets will come your way? What is the game plan 
now? Everybody knows you're going to get the first resolution 
approved. What about the second one? 


~ First, as you say, we do expect agreement on this 
cease-fire withdrawal resolution, but that should be -- a draft 
text should be agreed in the next few days, and then adoption 
some time next week. Discussions about a follow-on resolution 
on enforcement measures in the event of non-compliance with a 
cease-fire are continuing -- those discussions. So I don't 
have any prediction to make 


Q Will the Secretary stay around for a while, or 
will he just be there to see the first resolution through? Do 
you have any idea what his activities will be? 


- It would in essence be for the purpose of the 
Secu) ' Council debate on that first resolution 
Q Might he meet with Shevardnadze there, if 


Shevardnadze were to come? 


- What I said about any meetings applies to the 
United Nations as well as Washington. There's nothing on the 
agenda now 


Q On that subject, Chuck, things are slipping on 
the proposed July meeting with -- between Shultz-Shevardnadze, 
and they've seemingly slipped into August, and the Secretary's 
apparently locked into going on vacation around the i3th 
through the 8th of September Is it now conceivable that, you 
know, we'll just push this Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting on to 
the normal UNGA schedule of late September or early October? 


4 I don't know that there's any real reason to 
speculate how this might work out. The Secretary's tried to 
make his position clear as to how he approaches the idea of a 
meeting, and so that when one is scheduled, we'll let you 
know. But I just don't see any particular factors that would 
lead me to speculate one way or the other. You know what the 
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parameters are for a meeting, and when the two men decide that 
the time is ripe, there will be a meeting 


Q The main factor, Chuck, is that there's no 
progress at Geneva, and the main reason, as far as I can figure 
out that there's no progress at Geneva, it seems the Pentagon 
is saying, “Whoa, too fast! Too much!" 


a Likewise, I just can't join in your speculation 
as to what the motivations are 


Q Chuck, on another subject, the Panamanian envoy, 
Mr. Boyd, this morning said that the United States has been 
interfering with Panamanian internal affairs, and that if any 
apologies are due, they would be due from the United States to 
Panama Do you have any comment? 


a I had not previously seen that comment, but what 
I would do is refer you to what we've said any number of times 
concerning our concerns in Panama; that we're not neutral as 
far as democracy is concerned, but in terms of contacts, for 
example, we deal with the government, with the opposition, as 
we do around the world, and we have not taken sides in that 
sense 


Q and the President of Panama has declared a ban on 
all demonstrations -- opposition and pro-government Do you 
have any comment? 


- No, I don't 

Q On the same subject, Chuck, he also said at the 
news conference today that they would pay for damages at the 
Embassy Have they --— have we already announced that that's 


been done? 


a I said that was said earlier by the Foreign 
Minister 


Q Chuck, going back to Shultz for just a second at 
the U.N., I think I was out of the country at the time that it 
was announced that Shultz would go to attend this meeting, but 
are you basically now saying that all he's going to do is go up 
and participate in debate? That wasn't why the US. called 
that meeting was it -- to pass a cease-fire resolution? The 
U.S. -- 
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“ What you need to take a look at first is the 
President's announcement of two weeks ago or so, in which he 
stressed the importance we placed on this effort to end the 
war, because that is the root of the problem of the current 
difficulties in the Gulf. They arise from tensions that come 
from that war 


So the President had put the Secretary in charge of a 
major effort to see if we could bring this U.N. Security 
Council effort to fruition In the context of that, General 
Walters visited some capitals, as you know. The President also 
announced that -- to demonstrate the importance that we attach 
to this effort to end this war politically and peacefully, that 
the Secretary would go to the United Nations for that meeting 
at the time that resolution came up for adoption. So the 
Secretary's presence is to show the importance we attach to 
that, and the determination with which we are pursuing this 
kind of a negotiated solution 


Q Same subject Is he the only one from the -- the 
Secretary of State is going to atten [ mean, are the other 
five permanent foreign -- 


4 I can't speak for them I don't rule any 
particular attendance in or out They'll each have to make 
their own decisions 


Q Did you see the report in the Evans & Novak 
column this morning about a letter from Director Casey about 
Secretary Shultz? 





2 You're giving me the easy ones first? 
Q Yes. 

4 Yes, I saw it 

Q Okay What do you think of it? 

A I don't have any comment 

Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, JULY 9, 1987, 12:20 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
One announcement to begin with This afternoon, the Secretary 
will be meeting with American-Jewish leaders to discuss the 
status of Soviet Jewry While Soviet Jewish emigration levels 
have risen in 1987, we remain very aware of how far current 
levels are from those of the seventies It's also a matter for 
concern that June was the first month this year in which 
absolute numbers of Soviet Jewish emigrants did not increase 


Of the 19 Hebrew teachers convicted between 1984-1986. 
only Aleksey Magarik remains imprisoned Unfortunately, 
however, there are many other Jewish political prisoners in 
the Soviet Union, and it remains very difficult for Soviet Jews 
to practice their religion 


All those utho wish to leave the Soviet Union, whether 
to emigrate or to visit abroad, should be able to do so 
Everyone -- whether Christian, Jewish, Moslem, or of any other 
faith -- should be free to practice his or her religion Those 
who disagree with their government should not be sent to 
prisons or psychiatric hospitals We will continue to press 
the Soviet Union on these and other human rights issues 


Q What is the level in July? 

a Pardon? 

Q What is the level of the Jewish emigration in 
July? 

) In June 

Q June. 

During June, 796 Soviet Jews arrived in the West 


compared with 871 during May As L indicated, we would hope 
that this does not mean that monthly figures are leveling off 
or that there will be a downward trend 


I could recapitulate for the year 
total for 1987 for Soviet Jewish emigratior 
this compares favorably with 1986, in which a 
Soviet Jews emigrated, it is far below levels 
which averaged more than 2,000 per month 


P - . 7 T } _- 
*) Can you say exactiy which Jewish jieacers are 


going to meet with tne e etary, and if anything else is gol 


to be discussed’? 


fe) I've given you in essence, 1 think, what would 


the basic thrust of the conversation You can check with | 
Press Office and see if they can provide some names 


Q At whose request is the meeting being held? 


A I don't know who specifically requested it 
Secretary routinely meets with a variety of groups such as 


Q So this 1S a periodic meeting (inaudible)? 


public schedule, I[ believe, yes, 


ne 


ror 86 that was for the entire year 


for the comparabdle period of --? 


That 


rignt 
Q o the entire year 


[ agree it's not totally 
the 914 figure is for the entire year 


Q Entire year 


- That's right 


One other announcement, Secretary Shultz will addre 


Hadassah's annual national convention on the occasion of 


receiving the organization's Henrietta Szold Award on Monday 


* , 


July 13 at the Baltimore Convention Center, Halls C and D 
Secretary's speech is scheduled for approximately 7.00 p.m 


, 


The doors will be open to the media, using the Hall C entran 
beginning at 5:30 All electronic equipment must be in place 


by 6:45 














[If you wish to cover or need additional information, 
please contact Jim Lee of Hadassan Until Sunday he can be 
reached at 301-528-1552. and then on the afternoon of the 12th, 
Hadassah will have press facilities at the Convention Center, 
room 319, and there the number is 301-244-8043 We do expect 
to have an advance text of the Secretary's speech, but at this 
point, I don't have the title 


Jim 
Q A House Subcommittee released the text of some of 
the Marcos tapes [t raises a question, which is, what he was 


doing and talking about, 1s that not against US. law? 


i) For those kind of judgments, ['d have to refer 
you to Justice I can't make that determination You know 
that there are certain determinations that were made under INS 
rules that we talked about yesterday, so there was certainly 
sufficient ground to do that Whether or not there are grounds 
for anything else, that's a call fur Justice 


Q Well, without getting into the legalities of it, 
talking about raising an army, buying munitions, and talking of 
seizing a head of state, of a friendly head of state, as a 
hostage would strike me as prima facie evidence of illegality 


Wouldn't it strike you that same way? 


“ I just can't answer any better than I have I'm 
just not in @ position to make those judgments [{'m happy to 
talk about foreign policy in whatever area of the world, but 
that's the kind of judgment [ can't make 


Q But this is one of those areas where our actions 
influence foreign policy, and [ would think the Philippines 
would have a perfect right to ask the State Department -- not 
the Justice Department, the State Department -- for some kind 
of assurance that this nonsense is not going to go on 

i) I think our actions make it clear that we have 
been keeping the situation under obdservation, that we are 
willing to take steps This is not the first time, as you 
know, that we have taken various steps I believe the 


Philiopine Government, Mrs Aauino herself, has already 
expressed appreciation for our actions in this particular case 


Q [ was going to ask you along those lines, has the 
United States said something recently to the Philippine 
Government about this event? i mean have you hed any 
communication with them, sent the Ambassador in to make any 


sort of a statement? 
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a I don't know of anything which would fit your 
category of an official statement, but I'm sure that there have 
been exchanges with the Government of the Philippines { just 


don't have the particular details as to with whom those might 
have been 


Q Chuck, when did the U.S. Government come into 
possession of the tape recording? 


A I don't have that information 


Q Because there are some reports that it's been in 
U.S. hands for five weeks, and I was wondering why it was only 
on Monday that officials were sent out to Hawaii to suggest 
that he desist? 


A I really can't explain for you the timing of why 
actions are taken at particular times, but the bottom line 
remains that our actions were effective 


Q Can you give us what you know about the tanker in 
the Persian Gulf? Does it affect U.S. plans in that part of 
the world in any way? 


Q The answer to the last part of your question is 
simple no, it does not On the question of the tanker, it 
seems to have been yet another ina long series of attacks 
perpetrated against non-belligerent and neutral shipping by the 
Iranians 


Since this vessel was sailing under a Liberian flag 
U.S. Naval forces in the Gulf were not responsible for its 
protection We regret that such attacks, with damage to 


property and all too often, loss of life, continue to occur 
This attack only underlines the urgent need for a comprehensiv: 
cease-fire covering all areas of the [ran-Iraq war As you 


know, such an approach is under active discussion by members of 
the United Nations Security Council 


And to reiterate what we have repeatedly stated, the 
tragedy and the waste of this conflict must be stopped 


Q Do you know any of the details about that 
incident? Apparently, this ship is owned by an American 
company 


fe) As I said, I don't have any details of the 
incident itself 
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Q You don't? 


5 I do believe that it is a U.S .-owned, although 
Liberian-flagged, ship 


Q Let me ask what the latest information might be 
on the kidnapping of three Americans yesterday in the Sudan? 
Apparently, the Sudanese Government has reported that some 
demands from the kidnappers have been made ['m interested in 
what information you might have on this 


Aa [ don't have any details on the last part of your 
Question concerning demands The latest information is that we 
are in regular contact with government authorities in 
Khartoum Efforts are being made by civil and military 
authorities in Equatoria Province to locate the captives and to 
secure their release 


Additionally, we are in contact with representatives 
of the Sudanese Peoples Liberation Army We have asked that 
the SPLA high command immediately investigate the incident and 
take steps to free the captives 


Q At what level are you in contact with the SPLA 
commander or people? 


A I don't have specifics beyond, we're in touch 
with the high command I've noticed a number of statements 
that you've no doubt seen by SPLA representatives indicating 
that they are looking into the incident 


Q Is there any concern over the safety of the 
hostages? Apparently, experience from past situations has been 
that hostages have been held for a while and then released 
Can you expect the same in this instance? 


A We're always concerned when people are taken 
hostage in situations like this. These are innocent victims 
We would very much hope that this situation will be resolved in 
the same manner as similar ones in the past have been 


For example, several months ago, there was an ACROSS 
official -- that's an organization out there -- who was held 
for several days by SPLA forces and then released And in July 
of .'86, there were two Maryknoll sisters captured by SPLA 
forces, and they were held for seven days and then released 
So, hopefully, that's what will happen in this case, but [ have 
no reason at this point to believe that we know exactly who has 
these people, or what will happen 


Q Chuck, can you confirm that the United States had 
donated in the past humanitarian aid to SPLA? 














-6 Thursday, 7/9/87 


I don't have anything on that 


Q Chuck, can you confirm the names and the 
hometowns, etc. - 


4 The names that I have are Steve Anderson of 
Minneapolis; Katy Taylor of Johnson City, Tennessee; and Mark 
Nikkel -- N-i-k-k-e-] The latest information that I had was 
hometown unknown. We can check to see if anything more is 
known 


STAFF California Reedley, California. 

MR. REOMAN: Reedley, California? 

STAFF: R-e-e-d-l-e-y 

Q Chuck, there's a story in The Washington Times 
this morning about the discovery of tunnels beneath the new 


U.S. Embassy in Moscow, and [ wonder if you have anything on 
that. 





2) It is true that there are tunnels. It's not a 
new discovery by any means. We've known about the tunnel 
system under the new U.S. Embassy in Moscow since the site was 
first surveyed prior to 1979 


The tunnels were physically inspected to our property 
lines We have no information as to where the tunnels finally 
lead. The service tunnels contain the water, electrical and 
sewage pipes which are commonly configured that way in climates 
such as Moscow The portions of the tunnel leading to the new 
Embassy have been controlled since construction began, and they 
are regularly monitored and inspected 


Q Controlled, monitored and inspected by U.S.? 


-* 


a Definitely 


Q So there's no -- 

A The fact remains here is that while we recognize 
the potential security threat -- and that's obviously why we 
control, inspect and monitor --— they are necessary in order to 


provide the water, the sewage and the electrical service to the 
compound 


Q Chuck, the report, I think, said that the tunnel 
led to a church where  - and it said that anonymous U.S. 
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officials were concerned that that might be some kind of a 
nerve center for eavesdropping on the Embassy Is that true? 
They're that concerned? 


a) There has been various speculation, but, as I 
said, we don't have any firm information as to where those 
tunnels lead What we are doing is controlling them, as I said 

Q May [ return you one more moment to the Persian 


Gulf? Yesterday the House passed legislation proposing to 
delay implementation of reflagging for 90 days. Do you have 
any comment on that? Do you plan to abide by it even though at 
this point it is not technically binding? 


fe) Concerning our plans -- and this irrespective of 
that legislation -- [I said in response to an earlier question 
that those plans are proceeding. The White House reacted in 
some detail, and so rather than duplicate that, I would refer 
you to what they had to say this morning 


Q Do you know, are the technical requirements for 
reflagging still being processed, or has that process 
essentially been completed and it's now just waiting some 
decision that reflagging will actually take place? 


a) This is on the part of the Coast Guard and the 
safety and security aspects -- 


Q Also what's involved in processing the various 
paperwork, the ownership, and the safety requirements You 
know, has that been concluded now on one or more of the tankers 


4 [ think [ would be safe in saying that that has 
been concluded on one or more of the tankers, but I don't have 
a real firm readout as to how many; whether it's all of them 
not 


Q Then what needs to be done in order to have the 
actual -- the tankers actually, technically been ref lagged 
What step needs to be -- is there a decision that needs to be 


made somewhere that this process can now make that final step’ 


a There your point of reference should be the Whits 
House statement of some weeks ago now which said that in 
essence we were ready to go, but we would go when the President 
made a decision that the time was appropriate So that's the 
basic answer 


Q The technicalities are complete, and you now need 
a White House decision, right? 











) Well, that's another way of putting it, but as 
long as we're working on the protective plan, there are still 
always more things that one can do, and ['m sure that people 
are taking advantage of that time to do them 


Q Chuck, a statement was put out late yesterday, a 
three-sentence statement by the State Department, regarding 
Colonel North's testimony, and I had a couple of questions, the 
most obvious of which is did the Secretary approve this 
statement? 


“ Oh, he certainly did 


Q All right. The statement, which I wish L'd 
brought along with me, said that what the Secretary was doing 
was sort of complimenting North on keeping the morale of the 
resistance up. This means the Secretary -- or tell me, does it 
mean that the Secretary was unaware that the morale was being 
kept up with secret funds or a plan to provide them with secret 
funds? Was it just -- was he just complimenting him on the 
spiritual support North was giving ihe resistance, or what? 
don't -- [ mean -- 


A Again, the point of reference is the statement, 
but, as the statement made clear, the Secretary had received 
report from Mr. McFarlane concerning Colonel North's efforts 
this particular area during what many referred to as a 
difficult period for the resistance; that Colonel North had 
done a good job of keeping up the spirit, keeping up the 
morale, of the resistance leaders That was in the Secretary 
ming, and only that, when he happened to see Colonel North at 
this reception, and where he made some sort of an appreciative 
comment 


Q So he was misled by McFarlane by not being 
all of what North was doing, or what? 


a That's a whole separate question The 
information that McFarlane gave him concerning the morale and 
keeping the spirits up, I have no reason to believe was 
incorrect 


Q But it was only part of the story 


“4 The rest of it is answered again in the 
statement He was not indicating either his knowledge of or 
approval of the activities to which North has recently 
testified 
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Q Chuck, referring to those news reports adout what 
was going on in Central America, those were published well 
before the Secretary congratulated Ollie on keeping up whatever 
he was keeping up How are we to go along with your 
interpretation that he was simply talking spiritual and 
morality, because there were news reports -- 


Q Because it's the truth, for the first point; 
that's all I can say Those are the facts 
Q Chuck, the same general subject. You haven't 


answered the question I posed yesterday about whether the 
Secretary is getting legal counsel from the Department 
attorneys -- or whether he has taken on his own counsel to help 
prepare him and escort him up to the Hill 


a) He's not taken on his own counsel 


Q Chuck, going back to the Gulf, when you say that 
the plans are proceeding, will this tanker incident or the 
resolution in the Congress, will this be putting this off from 
the, I think, the deadline or sort of the apparent, approximate 
deadline of the middle of this month for the reflagging? 


S That remains the approximate deadline 

Q You're still holding to that? 

A That's right 

Q But these two incidents will not -- or the 


Congress and the ship there will not impede or postpone? 


I've given my reaction, in essence, to both of 
those questions And the point I would re-emphasize, if that's 
what you want -- and | hasten to add, I'm not going on in 
length with responding to yet another question -- is that the 
issue here is to end the war That would resolve these kinds 
of problems, and that's what we're trying to do in the United 
Nations in that effort 


Q Chuck, to bounce back to North again, I wonder if 
the Secretary or the State Department -- you, being the 
Spokesman for it -- have any observations on the thrust of 


North's testimony? More than that, his tactics would seem to 
be to suggest generally that everything he did was approved by 
higher-ups but never explicitly presenting any evidence that 
anybody -- in fact, destroying evidence -— that anybody 
specifically approved his activities [Is there some comment on 
this type of tactic? 








- No 

Q Do you nave any ciearer spe ulatior 1 tay Jf t Ve 
timing of the United Nations bDusiness next week anymore than 
yesterday 

A I'm only bei 3 asked for clearer speculation 

Q an you 4110 nursGay 

= No, I like that I have no problem with that 
The state of play remains the same We're still expecting that 


na’ 


it will occur next week but a firm date has not been 


identifie 


Q How about Shevardnadze? 

Q Of the big five? Does it still look like only 
the Secretary will be speaking for his government? 

” Again, there's no change in status [I don't know 
of any acceptances or - it's not declines 

Q How about Shevardnadze’ - 

- In any case no other ommitmerts to come, but 

Q Has tne ° approacnea other governments asking 
that they send f reicr Ministers to this S j a? 

Q There have been a number of di issions witf 
other governments in w mh we have explained why Secretary 
2Auitz 1S going and the portance we attach t that But : 
I said previously, it's up to each government | Jecide whet 
or not they want to send their Foreign Minister 

Q Chuck, does this Administratior 

Q Shultz-Shevardnadze? 

“ Nothing new again 

Q Does this Administration believ “hat going or 
with the plan of reflagqging and escorting Kuwaiti ships as 
2anhancing the opportunities of the resolution from the Security 

uncil or is it vice versa? 

A I think you know the answer to the question 

But, basically, the reflagging operation is in response to s > 





specific concerns that we've enumera 
Because of this war, there is a 
have been attacks on non-bell 


In the case of the Kuwaitis, that country has asked us 
for help in protecting their shipping [hose are measures that 
had to have teen instituted, put in place in many cases, 
because of this war Our effort in the Security Council is to 


r) 
end the war, and therefore get at the root cause of these 
problems 


Q In the first of the two resolutions, which we are 
proposing to the Security Council it states as one of the 
points a program for reconstruction following the end of 
hostilities I'm wondering if we've developed a more detailed 
proposal of what that would actually look and involve that's 


going to be presented to the U.N whether anybocy 1S working 
on a so-called “reconstruction plan," putting any dollars on it 
or anything of that type? 

= pf ist don't know, and I don't have any detail 
to offer on that particular aspect of the resolution 

Q Nuc « wniie we re on tne sud ect f the U.N 
meeting, the New York Times had an intriguing story from Geneva 
today about the level of representation, Americar 
representation at UNCTAD an you confirm that level of 
representation And if they've got it right uld you explai 


to us why that level of representation 


- The first point to note, and the basi ne | 
think, is that the working head of our delegatior who was 
named in that article, is equivalent ¢ the working head of 
delegation at the last session of NCTAD it 1 true that 
1983 in Belgrade at NCTAD-6 that Kenneth Dar wr was ¢t 
Deputy Secretary at that time, did appear but it was for 
purpose of delivering the United States tatement and only 
that So that for the ynference, per se, we were represent 


at the same level 


We would emphasize that we believe the essential 
purposes of the organization, which are expansion of trade a 
fostering of economic development, can best be served by 
genuine exchanges of view aiong the participants rather thar 
the exchange f general peeches ang ir Geleagation ij 
preparec to participate in such exchanges 

Q Are youu aying that it » better 3e¢ Jown | 
the working level than to have a symbolic high official 


A? y , 
na / is tnat DVeCcausSe ft e wnoie tnrus of tne story 





wnhicn goes on enciessiy j tnat nenow TNe j 4 ate 
Putting cown tne tnira woria Oy BE ing eone iess triaf 3 
luminary to represent then 

7 ‘ : 

a Il think 1’ ve mace it s,far tnat we C De jileve 
that some genuine excnanges are what are really alled for 
It's been no secret that we've been dissatisfied with the 
results IF preva ‘ 4 > T N iA primarily Ue A4use tney 
Nave not nctrijit JtTeC 1a iy j antivyv 1 3 Nievenment 1 t le 4VUaidS 
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FRIDAY, JULY 10, 1987, 12:13 P. ™ 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two announcements to begin with 


First, the Department of State is extending the 
present travel advisory for Panama to August 11, 1987. The 
content of the advisory remains the same as previously. 


Q Why is that? 


a The advisory, just to refresh your memory, 
basically spoke of the unsettled conditions, sporadic incidents 
of violence, so that we recommended that U.S. citizens 
contemplating travel to Panama defer non-essential travel. 
Those who do find travel necessary should exercise caution, 
especially in Panama City and other urban areas. Large pubiic 
gatherings should be avoided It's basically the continuing 
concern over those kinds of issues 


Secondly, the United States Agency for International 
Development recently approved a second tranche of $6.8 million 
in emergency food assistance to Lebanon This shipment is in 
addition to the $8.4 million in food aid announced in April 
The United States direct food assistance to Lebanon is now 
valued at $15.2 million 


In this second tranche, the United States will provide 


i5,681 metric tons of basic food commodities rice, lentils, 
nonfat dried milk and vegetable oil, valued at $4.9 million 
This food adds another six months -- for a total of one year 


of food ration distribution to 100,000 needy displaced and 
war-affected families. Target beneficiaries of this program 
are located in all parts of Lebanon, and this food aid is being 
distributed to them regardiess of their confessional 
affiliation. Special attention will be given to nutritionally 
vulnerable groups) such as children and the elderly 
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The second tranche of commodities is scheduled to 
arrive in Lebanon in October 1987 A $1.9 million grant will 
cover the cost of transporting these commodities This program 
will be implemented in consultation with the Government of the 
Republic of Lebanon through the Save the Children Federation 
Under Save the Children Federation's supervision, food will 
also be distributed through local, private voluntary 
organizations and coordination committees 


This second tranche of this special food program has 
been approved in recognition of worsening economic conditions 
faced by the most needy Lebanese and of the interests of the 
American people in helping during this difficult period. 


Q Copy of that? 

a Yes. 

Q Chuck, recalling that there have been more than 
one occasion -- there's been more than one occasion when 


various groups in Lebanon don't mind starving out other groups 
in Lebanon, preventing food from getting through, do you have 
some agreement or some tacit agreement with 147 confessional 
groups in Lebanon that they will not interfere with the 
distribution of relief? 


A I don't want to imply that there is some 
agreement in that form that would cover all these groups, but 
our information is that the previous tranche that we have sent 
has been getting through, largely through the mechanisms and in 
the same context as this second tranche that I've just 
described 


Q Will this reach the Palestinian camps or -- 


is) [I can't comment on any specific area There are. 
obviously, difficulties in various parts of Lebanon, but, as ! 
said earlier, we think that generally it's getting through 
where it's needed 


Q How do you secure the effectiveness of this 
measure against selling those commodities by some of the groups 
on the open market? 


a I really can't comment on those kind of specifi< 
questions It's being done, as I said, through the Save the 
Chiddren Federation 
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Q May we drop back to Panama for a second and ask 
-- it's only been a few days, but has anything -- any procedure 
begun so far as compensating the U.S. Government? Are 
assessments, appraisals, being made of damage? Do you have 
some news to give us on that? 


- The latest information -- of course, you know 
that the Panama Government has expressed regret over the June 
30 incident and has committed itself to compensate the U.S. for 
damages sustained by the premises of our mission. We still 
don't have a precise dollar figure on the extent of the 
damages, but we do expect to be presenting our estimate within 
the next several days. 


Q Chuck, could I go -- on Panama? Has the 
Department had a chance yet to review the speech that the 
Panamanian President gave earlier this week, and is there any 
reaction to it? 


a No. I don't have any specific reaction beyond 
comments that I've had on other occasions. 


Jim? 


Q In general, has the response fron Panama been 
satisfactory in the eyes of the United States? Earlier, for 
example, the State Department had complained that some elements 
in the country were seeking to use anti-Americanism as an 
apparent deflection of popular feelings in the street. Is that 
still going on? 


a Il don't have any updated status report on that 
specific question. I think the facts of developments over the 
past week speak for themselves 


Q Chuck, on Marcos again -- a tired subject, but he 
keeps coming up, doesn't he? One Congressman, I know, 
yesterday suggested thac maybe he ought to be in a detention 
center instead of in Oahu Can we try you out again and wonder 
if -—- I know it's really a criminal subject, and maybe the 
Justice Department's the place to ask, but is the 
Administration considering doing anything about this fellow 
using U.S. hospitality to plot a revolution? 


a As you rightly predicted, that's not something 
about which I can speculate. The Justice Department is ina 
better position to answer those kind of questions I would 
only reiterate that Mr. Marcos has been warned in the strongest 
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possible terms that he must obey U.S. law and observe the 
understanding under which he came here as our quest. 


He is a lawyer himself. He certainly understands the 
nature of the penalty which may result from violations of our 
law and/or his current status. 


Q What -- and I didn't attend the hearing 
yesterday, so [I don't know if this was asked -- where does Mrs. 
Marcos figure in all this? Has she been given some more 
warnings? Can she leave Oahu without permission? 


a I don't know what her specific status is, and I'd 
have to ask you to talk to Justice to see if she's also covered. 


Q Can you look into that? 
Q I'll check with Justice. 
is) I'll take a look at it. 


Chuck, on that also, if you're going to look into 
it, could you also find out if it includes General Ver and 
other members of the party? 


A All right But let me say my understanding is 
that this order applies to Mr. Marcos, so if we can get 
something oeyond that, then we'll consider it having been 
looked into. 


Q Chuck, back to Lebanon, if I may, and asking in 
general terms, not in details, are you saying that previous 
experience is good with the implementation of such programs to 
offer food aid to the Lebanese? 


a Yes. As a general characterization, yes. 


Q So they are going to be on the same lines? No 
modifications of the modalities? No modifications of the style 
of implementing them somehow? 


A.- I don't have those kind of specifics. When I say 
the previoup program has been implemented successfully or 
satisfactorfly, I don't think that eliminates doing it better 
If people om the ground find better ways to do it, I don't want 
to prohibit that. 
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Q It means that the Administration had never 
received any Misgivings or complaints from this or that part an 
Lebanon, out of this? 


A I don't know about that It's a very complicated 
situation, and to your specific question that someone may have 
had a complaint, I can't answer that. That could well be the 
case What I'm speaking about is a global appreciation of what 
is a very Large amount of assistance going to something on the 
order of 100,000 needy people. 


Q Chuck. could you fill us in on tre status of the 
diplomatic efforts regarding the Persian Gulf, but especially 
on how the U.N. matter stands and whether Secretary Shultz will 
be shortly going up there to take part in it, or what? 


ra It hasn't much changed. The consultations are 
still going on in New York in the Security Council. We still 
expect that the mandatory cease-fire resolution will be adopted 
next week. At the same time, we still don't have a date and a 
time fixed for that Security Council meeting. When it does 
occur, however, as the President has said and as I've repeated, 
the Secretary will be going to New York for that meeting. 


Q Chuck, I think you had expected that by the end 
of this week there'd be an agreement on a text. Well, we still 
have some of Friday left, but can you meet that expectation 
now, or are things slowing down a little? 


rs I wouldn't say they're slowing down. At the same 
time, I don't have a status report in that degree of detail. 
It's my impression that things continue to work along 
consistently. 


Q How about explaining to us how, Chuck, the 
mandatory cease-fire resolutien that you are looking at differs 
from previous efforts that have been passed by the Security 
Council? 


a You have to be in some ways, I think, an expert 
in U.N. procedures to understand all of the nuances, but 
nonetheless, the fact that the wording makes it somewhat more 
mandatory than previous resolutions have been is an importarit 
distinction, but most importantly, I think, is the fact that 
the United Stetes and the other permanent members have been in 
close consultation concerning the kinds of enforcement measures 
that could be taken in the case of noncompliance by one party 
or the other. 
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Q But those would not be part of this resolution? 


a They would not be part of the initial 
resolutior. They would come into play should the Secretary 
General find that one or the other party had not complied after 


a reasonable period of time. 


Q well, wait a minute. You called this an initial 
resolution Some people call it the one and only likely 
resolution 


A I think it's everyone's hope that this would be 
the one and only. If there is compliance, then, of course, 
there's no need for any further action. 


Q Correct. 


a But we have certainly consulted and continue to 
do so, and there, I think, again those consultations continue -- 


Q But you do not mean to imply thac in this 
resolution in the U.N. there will be mandatory penalties or 
sanctions? 


a That's not been the intent in the United 
Nations. That's why I say you have to be somewhat of an expert 
in the U.N. system. The United Nations' way of doing business 
does not call for sanctions to be embodied in the initial 
resolution. 


Q Aside -- 


- The assumption, and I hope the strong assumption, 
is that the parties will comply. 


—- MORE -- 
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Q Aside from the considerations which are being 
made at the side of this and the different types of enforcement 
measures that are being considered but will not be involved in 
the resolution, the language of this resolution you are working 
on differs substantively almost not at all from things the U.N 
has done before, is that not correct? 


A I don't know that. I think there is. as I 
indicated earlier, a different and a stronger wording in the 
nature of the call. And. secondly -- and, again, we'd have to 
take a look at the text as it finally emerces -- I believe 
there is a provision for the Security Council to meet again in 
the case of noncompliance. 


But most important, again, is this building 
international consensus that we need to get at this problem of 
ending the war, that this represents a good effort, or a good 
opportunity, and in that sense the conversation and the debate, 
the discussion, first on this resolution in sight for next week 
and on the potential follow-up have been optimistic. 


Q Do you know of any other Foreign Minister that's 
likely to show up for this meeting next week? 


fat I can't give you a roll call. I don't know 
whether any will show up or not. But, again, to reiterate, if 
you go back two or three days, I explained why it was that 
Secretary Shultz was going. 


Q If they have to come back on noncompliance, then 
another resolution will have to be prepared, will it not, 
through the Security Council? Is that resolution ready -- ina 
pigeon hole -- ready to be played out before them? Where is 


the discussion? 


s I'd leave my cescription of that as I answered in 
response to a previous question. There have been serious, 
in-depth, productive discussions on that issue. 


Q Did you earlier in the week give an answer to the 
suggestions for use of the U.N. flag in the Persian Gulf? 


ca I'm not sure we -- 


A proposal of Mr. Vance and others, suggesting 
that the United Nations should lend its flag to all commercial 
shipping in the Persian Gulf as an alternative to the action 
which the U.S. Government has planned. 
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A In the first place. I wasn't aware that the 
United Nations had a flac to iend. or that it was in the habit 
of registering shipping. But. on the other hand, there are a 
number of reasons why we have undertaken this action. 


In order to answer your question, what I would do 
would be to reiterate the reasons for our presence -- the fact 
that the Kuwaitis have asked us. as a friend and an ally of 
long standing in the region, to assist them in a particular 
way. And that. in the end, it's not the presence of our Navy 
that causes the tensions in the region. The reason there are 
tensions is because of the war. That's what needs to be ended. 


Q He's suggesting -- he and Elliott Richardson, 
another former senior State Department official in a different 
Administration -- that if you put the shipping in the Persian 
Gulf under the protection of the United Nations, it's much more 
likely that all the combatants would respect that situation 
than if the U.S. moves into it alone. 


A I don't know why that's necessarily so. The 
deterrent effect of the U.S. presence has been extremely 
effective ever since we've been in the Guif. It's continued to 
be very effective for U.S.-flag shipping. There's never been 
an attack on a U.S.-flag commercial vessel. So I think the 
facts are there to show that, first, our presence can serve a 
deterrent role, and, secondly, that given that fact, the real 
emphasis has got to be not so much on how one protects shipping 
but on removing the reason that that protection needs to be 
present at all. 


Q So do I gather that your position is that this is 
a bad idea? 


a I think you can gather from what I've said that 
there are good, long-standing reasons why the United States is 
proceeding as it is. 


Q Chuck, when Crocker meets next week with the 
Angolans, is diplomatic relations on the agenda at all or is it 
simply talkgmg about the Cubans in Namibia? 


Aa -. It's very much the former, or the latter. I'm 
not sure which -- the latter. 


‘ Q What about the former? 


—_— - —s- ---o- =e- r 
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- Just to rehash for those who haven't followed it, 
the next round of talks with the Angolan Government is set for 
July 14 and 15 in Luanda. These discussions will be in the 
context of U.S. efforts to achieve a negotiated agreement for 
the implementation of United Nations Security Council 
Resolution 435, process for Namibian independence, and, in that 
connection, Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola. Any 
consideration of diplomatic relations between the United States 
and Angola is premature, given the need for progress on the 
major issue we have been discussing with Luanda, Cuban troop 
withdrawal from Angola. 


But, in closing, I would say that we do hope that the 
upcoming discussions in Luanda will lead to progress and pave 
the way for independence for Namibia. 


Q Has he left already on his way, or -- 


+ He'll be leaving shortly; probably over the 
weekend. I don't have the exact departure date. 


Q Do you have any word on the possible meeting of 
Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze? Or, 
alternatively, any explanation of why it seems to have gotten 
hung up somewhere? 


a First, no date has been set. I might note that 
Ambassador Dubinin was in to see the Secretary this morning. 
The Ambassador had been in Moscow for a couple of weeks. He 
came back. They met this morning. He reported to the 
Secretary on a variety of issues, including such things as the 
economic decisions of the Party Plenum. They reviewed a wide 
range of bilateral issues, including where the relationship 
stands. The kinds of things they talked about were the recent 
experts meetings on regional issues; human rights -- emigration 
issues -- were touched on; the Geneva negotiations and nuclear 
testing talks were covered. 


But on the question of a date for a meeting, we have 
not fixed one. And, in that context, I might note that it 
would seem tg@ us that the Soviet Union seems to be drawing back 
in the last week or two from what we would consider a 
constructive or positive approach to addressing some of the 
tough issues that are out there. You can see that in a couple 
of areas -- the one we've just talked about: inability or 
fatlure to agree to dates for a Ministerial meeting. for our 
part, the welcome mat is out, but they don't seem to be ready 
to accept any dates. 
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And, secondly, we've seen what I termed a “drawing 
back" in Geneva where we've seen, again, over this period of 
the last several weeks, a lack of willingness to engage 
seriously and constructively in the negotiating process. 


So, in closing, I would only summarize by saying we 
regret that. We're prepared to go on as rapidly and as 
constructively as possible. But, in the meantime, we'll simply 
continue with the other talks that are going on. We have the 
nuclear testing experts meeting in July. We have some 
bilateral CW talks going on, so that's, in essence, the state 
of the relationship. 


Q Did Mr. Dubinin express any annoyance at the 
reports coming out of this government, saying that the Soviets 
have put forward a new offer and that the two sides were close 
to agreement on INF? 


a Not that I know of. The discussion, as I said, 
did include the Geneva negotiations, but I just don't know that 
that particular aspect was raised. 


Q Chuck, did you say that they had discussed the 
date, the possible Ministerial meeting this morning? 


Qa Not really, in the sense that no date was fixed 
or no date was agreed on or proposed as a result of that 
meeting. That's where it was left. 


Q Did they have a discussion of that topic? 


o Not per se. 


Q You had said that a mid-July meeting was a 
possibility. Now, it's mid -- what's now a possibility? It's 
no longer a possibility? What is a possibility? 


A Again, I don't have any target date to set out 
for you. I can cnly repeat that the Secretary has said 
previously that we have found a relatively regular routine for 
these kinds of meetings to be useful. They have proved to be a 
way of —y +~ ball forward -- on the most part; there have 
been some t have not been as successful as others, but, as a 


general rule, they have shown themselves to be a useful tool. 
So that, as I said, the welcome mat is out. The Soviets simply 
hayen't accepted any dates. 
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Q Did the Secretary Nave some expectation before 
his meeting with the Ambassador that this might be an 
opportunity to fix a date? 


a I wouldn't characterize it as a particular 
expectation, no. On the other hand, in reviewing these issues, 
at looking at what I have described as a relative unwillingness 
to engage constructively and substantively over the past 
several weeks, this was an opportunity to test the water in 
that sense. 


Q Chuck, can I ask one other -- I'm sorry. 


Q How long did the meeting last between the 
Secretary and Ambassador Dubinin? 


Aa I think somewhere on the order of 45 minutes or 
an hour, but I'll have to take a look at that. I don't know 
the exact duration. 


Q It was requested by the Ambassador, I assume? 


A Yes. 


Q Chuck, a couple of quick things. There was an 
expectation -- certainly, Ambassador Kampelman had an 
expectation -- the Soviets would put down the text of their own 
START treaty proposal. I gather they didn't. They haven't 
yet, in Geneva? Is that one of the areas where there's not the 
progress you wanted? 


a I believe what you say is correct, but I would 
limit my remarks to a more general characterization which is, 
even more broadly speaking, simply a lack of willingness to 
engage now for the past couple of weeks. 


Q The areas where you had been making the most 
rapid progress -- in INF, where you had had informal and more 
casual discussions -- that was the area where you were looking 
for movement. Is that the area that you're focusing on? I 
mean, that ig the area, in particular, where there is a lack of 


willingnes¢_@¢@ engage now? 


a I don't want to go into specific categories and 
try to say one or the other is more or less at issue here. But 
I oo think it's a fair characterization to say that it's a 
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general approach. And, in that sense, covers in one way or 
another the areas before us, but particularly the important 
areas. 


Q Can we talk about broad categories? Murphy saw 
Polyakov -- presumably, he might be on the tube this weekend 
and we'll see what he has to say -- but while we wait for 
television, can you tell us if the Middle East falls in that 
area of lack of progress, or is it @ productive side show where 
you are doing better with the Soviets on the Persian Gulf and 
on the Middle East than you might be doing in arms control? 


A I'm not going to go across the whole range of the 
agenda and try to say this area or that area is more or less 


good. 


Q Well, you've been very clear about arms control. 


i] What I've tried to do is pick out two areas which 
are important areas and are demonstrative of the point I was 
trying to make. I also said that we do continue to have talks 
in a number of areas. The regional talks are one of those. 
There are others upcoming. So, in that sense, there are 
talks. But in a couple of very important ways, as I've tried 
to point out, we have seen this drawing back and that's what we 


think is regrettable. 


Q The two areas, right, are the date -- that's an 
area -- and arms control; correct? That where you have 
criticized the Soviets. 


4 That's right. 
--MORE-- 
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Q I think it's a fair question to ask you about the 
Middle East -- I don't know why we're all dealing in such vague 
generalities; I don't know how we got into this. Are the 
Russians going to recognize Israel? Are they going to help you 
set up a peace conference, or are they being obstructionist? 
It's a simple question. 


You don't have to answer it, but I don't know why I 
ask you in general terms. Murphy saw Polyakov four days ago, 
or a week ago. 


7 And I gave -- 


Q Are the Soviets prepared to meet the U.S. 
conditions and Israel's conditions to resume relations with 
Israel and play a constructive role in the Middle East peace 
conference? 


a And those kind of detailed questions, as you 
might suspect, I can't help you on. I gave you a readout 
yesterday as best I could on Mr. Murphy's meetings and said 
that pending his return to Washington and full reporting to the 
Secretary, I wouldn't be able to go further. 


Q Chuck, a simple point of clarification: have 
specific dates been offered to the Soviets and they have 
rebuffed them or ignored them? 


A We have put forward a number of dates as 
possibilities for working purposes. 


Q Chuck, talking about conditions for -- 


m That's what I mean when [I say, “The welcome mat 
is out." 


Q Before we go over to the Middle East, can I 
follow up on this Soviet question? As you know, both countries 
-- and especially the United States -- have been working 
against some kind of a timetable, given the nature of the U.S. 
political system, the time it would take for completion of a 
treaty, rat#fication of a treaty, and so on. What are the 
implications of this Soviet stall, as you sort of described it, 
for getting an INF treaty in time to have a meeting of 
President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev this year and 
getting that treaty ratified by Congress? 
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4 I can start by saying we're not working against 
the kind of deadlines, as you seem to put them forward. What 
we're working for, as has been said a number of times, is a 
good, constructive treaty which is in the interest of both 
sides and increases our mutual securityw. That's our objective 
and that's what the President wants and that's what our 
negotiators are working for. 


Now, for that process to work, we do have to have 
serious, constructive negotiations, and to the extent that 
Soviet negotiators are not willing or able to participate in 
such a way, it slows the process down. By the same token, we 
have found in the past, that meetings between ministers -- 
again, as I said earlier -- are often a useful way to push the 
ball forward. So I really couldn't say in specific terms what 
impact this will have. If the Soviets are willing to move on, 
then so are we -- and right now. 


Q But we have been unable to have a ministerial 
meeting. If the two sides are not able to have a ministerial 
meeting until, say, September, that surely suggests that it's 
going to be mid-fall at the earliest before you could ever get 
to the kind of progress that had been hoped for this summer. 


A I can't really engage in speculation as to what 
it means or it doesn't mean for the future. I can only try to 
describe, as best I can, the current situation, which is what 
I've done. 


Q Have the Soviets given any explanation for this 
apparent drawback? And do they consider there to be a drawback 
on their side? 


“ I don't know how they would characterize it. 
That's up to them, of course. I can only tell you how we see 
it objectively, as we see things developing, particularly in 
Geneva, but also in the other aspects I've talked about. 


Q But do they give a reason for this attitude? 
Whether or not they would characterize it the same way as you 
do, do they: give a reason for not agreeing to dates, for a lack 
of progress, Geneva? 


* 
Aa < Again, I think I don't want to put myself in the 
position of also characterizing the Soviet approach, and I 
think I'd leave that to them. 
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Q Characterizing -- I meen you've described a 
Situation -- 


A But you're asking me now more for motivation and 


Q -- and accused the Soviets of doing certain 
things. And the next question is, “What have they said to you 
about this?" How have they explained it? 


Q Have they directly turned down any of your dates? 

A It's not so much a question of directly turning 
down, no. It's a question of being willing to meet and not 
having any dates picked up. 


Q Chuck, have they raised the issue of the West 
German Pershing I's at Geneva? 


a At Geneva? 
Q Geneva, yes. 


“ I think you're all aware that that's been part of 
their position. Yes, that has been discussed. 


Q But they never brought it up at Geneva before. 


Q Previously, you'd told us thet it had not been on 
the table for the negotiations -- 


A And it certainly isn't. When you say, “Has it 
been raised," that doesn't mean people don't talk about it. 
But our position is crystal clear on that. 

Q They -- 


4 It is not a subject for negotiation at Geneva. 


Q They have made their position clear at Geneva as 
well as inthe press and around the edges. ; 


A. I think that's right. 


Q Chuck, on the specific issue of scheduling, is 
one of the windows, possible windows, for a ministerial meeting 
early August, for example? Is that still a possibility? 
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a Again, I don't want to put any windows with that 
kind of specificity before you. Again, the Secretary's words 
are the most apropos when he said that he's willing to 
rearrange his calendar at fairly short notice if that's what's 
necessary. It's been his understanding, as well, that Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze is willing to do that. 


Q My question is actually a devious way of asking 
another question, which was, is it now out of the realm of 
possibility that the Secretary will make a trip this summer to 
southern Africa? 


a That is a devious way of getting to that. 
(Laughter) I don't know of any other travel planned for this 
summer. 


Q Chuck, yesterday Morris Abram, one of the 
American Jewish leaders, saw Secretary Shultz and he came out 
of the Department, or came out of this meeting, with a rather 
harsh statement with regard to what the Soviets are doing in 
Jewish emigration after having been much more positive about 
this matter some weeks ago. 


Does the Secretary and the Department share Mr. 
Abram's assessment, which he gave after his meeting with 
Secretary Shultz, that there's really no progress, and even 
some backsliding on the area of emigration? 


a I don't want to say we either share or don't 
share. There are obviously many points in what Mr. Abram and 
his group put forward that we can confirm, that we totally 
agree with. I'd say that the answer is that our appreciation 
of the situation is probably very close to his, and in that 
sense we agree -- as I made clear in a statement I read 
yesterday before the meeting -- we continue to have very deep 
concerns about Soviet performance on these kind of questions -- 
Jewish emigration, Jewish family life, and other such questions. 


Q To follow up on that, today Shimon Peres -- 


QQ... Cam we have a filing break here? 
sx 


A ¥ Please. 


Q -- Shimon Peres was quoted that the Ambassador to 
Israel gave him the impression that the Soviet Union had 
abandoned its intransigent position on the Middle East toward 
Israel. Can you comment on that? 
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A No. 


Q Chuck, there are press reports from Egypt, I 
should say opposition press are saying that the United States 
is putting new conditions to the visit of Mr. Mubarak to the 
United States. One of them is relating to a sort of military 
agreement between the two countries. Th other is to denounce, 
or renounce, the objective of a Palestiniin state as a 
condition to the international peace conference for the Middle 
East. Do you have any comment on that? 


a There are no such preconditions. 


Q Chuck, is the State Department concerned about 
the Kurdish attacks in Turkey? There was a big wipe-out on 
Wednesday, I believe it was. 


a Of course, we would deplore this kind of attack 
which kills innocent victims, just as we abhor all such acts of 
terrorism and the innocent victims which are all too often 
claimed. 

















Q Do you see the Iranian hands behind that? 


“ I don't have any specifics as to who may have 
been behind it. 


Q Do you have anything new to say about the 
situation in South Korea as it's developing these days? 


4 No. 


Q On the meeting with the Central American 
Ambassadors this morning, is there any indication that the 
Costa Ricans are willing to adjust the Arias proposal to 
accommodate U.S. objections? 


a) First of all, there are a number of assumptions 
that are implicit in your question, so I don't necessarily 
accept any of those. But you heard the Secretary and his 
remarks afterwards. 


He. met with the four Ambassadors to reconfirm our 
support forP”’S.negotiated solution to the crisis in Central 
America. He emphasized our support for democracy and stability 
in the region. He underlined the fact that we welcome the 
Arias proposals, noting that we are pleased that the meeting of 
Central American presidents in Guatemala has been rescheduled. 
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We want the process to proceed without delay. We hope the 
Central Americans will engage in the necessary preparatory 
consultations so that the August 6 summit can produce a 
positive outcome. 


That was the thrust of that meeting. It was a 
discussion of the peace process, the Arias plan, and how to 
move the negotiating process forward. I think we found it 
extremely useful. 


Chuck, can you tell us anything about Margaret 
Thatcher's visit here next week? 


Q The same subject, please. 


” I'll finish this in a hurry. I can't at this 
point. 


Q Would he agree with the Costa Rican Ambassador's 
statement that the U.S. and Costa Rica disagree about the means 
to the same end? 


That question was not raised in the meeting at 
all, so the only remarks were those made. The Secretary was 
asked a question and essentially answered it. 


Q Chuck, we are only five days from mid-July. 


) You're right. I can concur. 

(Laughter) 

Q Can you tell that the countdown for the 
implementation of the plan to escort the tankers in the Gulf 
area has already started? 


4 I would describe that plan and its implementation 
date in no different terms than I've done in the past. 


Q Which is? The date? 
a I've said it at least six times. 
Q Mid-—July? 


2) Let me reconfirm before we end, that the meeting 
with Dubinin was about one hour. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
don't have any announcements Matt? 


Q Is the escort of the reflagged tankers still 
going to happen in mid-July? 


A The process is going ahead on sc edule. As you 
know, we've never set a specific date but, as I've said before, 
when the President makes a decision for the final 
implementation, it wiil happen 


Q Can you help with what the schedule is, if it's 
going ahead on schedule? 


A Not beyond what we've talked about before I 
don't want to make a big thing out of "schedule," as a word, 


per se 


Q Mid-July is what you had said that the 
expectation was, right, which is Wednesday? 


a Mid-July is a period of time 


Q Chuck, does that mean that everything is in 
place, all of the details have been handled, it just means tt 
the President has to sign of fF? Is that all that remains to be 
done? 


oS + 


- Again, I don't want to go into those kind of 
specifics. We've answered the question before. The process is 
proceeding. There is no delay, if you will, in the sense that 
there's anything in particular that will hold it up It's just 
@ question of the President deciding to make the decision at 
the appropriate time. 








Q Chuck, my understanding from the Coast Guard, 
however, is that the paperwor«x has not been completed, that 
they're still awaiting some paperwork, that presumably thie 
reflagging can't be concluded until they get some additional 
documentation from the Kuwaitis, the Kuwaiti Oil Tanker 
Company Is that correct? Or is it as you said last week, 
it's all been processed? 


a I said, in fact, I didn't have the status report 
on the processing of the paperwork, and I referred you to the 
Coast Guard, and I'm happy you went to see them. But that is 
part of the process And, again, I think even your information 
indicates that that's proceeding 


Q Chuck, what's the status of the mines which are 
sitting out there and apparently have not yet been detonated 
although they have been identified and ballooned? 


é I don't have any recent status report on that 
The Pentagon might be in a better position to help you. 


Q is another country gcing to help us get those 
mines detonated? 


a Nor do I have those kind of details 


Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to the reports 
that Iran seized an oil tanker yesterday? 


ra No 


Q On the Gulf, Chuck, do you have a date for the 
Security Council now? 


a No, I don't have a date yet I'd stay with 
essentially what I said last week, which is. we do expect it ¢ 
happen this week It's just that the exact date hasn't been '- 
pinned down. 


And since you've raised the Security Council, I was 
asked some questions by Jack, I think, about why this Security 
Council resolution is different, and I looked into that So 
let me give you what I have 


The progress which has been made toward obtaining this 
resolution reflects an almost unprecedented level of agreement 
and cooperation by the five permanent members and others now 
serving on the U.N. Security Council 














All members of the Security Council continue to work 
Giligently towards a resolution Gemanding that both parties 
observe a ceasefire leading to the end of the war. Previous 
resolutions seeking to end the Iran-Iraq war were not 
mandatory. They “called for" an end to fighting but did not 
order it 


The new Graft resolution demands an immediate 
ceasefire, discontinuation of all military actions and 
withdrawal to internationally recognized boundaries. This 
resolution, unlike the others, will be explicitly based on 
Articles 39 and 40 of Chapter VII of the U. N. Charter. Thus, 
as a matter of international law, Iran and Iraq, as U.N. 
members will be obligated to comply with the terms of the 
resolution. Failure to comply would make the noncompliant 
party or parties liable to enforcement measures that can be 
ordered subsequently by the Security Council. 


While the draft resolution does not itself contain 
enforcement measures, it sets the stage for them by its 
reference to articles 39 and 40 of the Charter and its 
statement that the Councii will meet again as required to 


consider next steps 


Q Chuck, is this the first time that a Security 
Council resolution was considered by the U.S. Government a 
Matter of international law requiring compliance, or does this 
happen now and then? 


“ I don't know that there's anything of a 
ground-breaking nature there 


Q Alright. 1 just wonder if the United States would 
feel obliged to comply with the resolution? Of course, it can 
veto the resolution I have in mind your view on the Worid 
Court which is sort of like, if you decide it's a political 
issue, you just skip it I don't know why Iran can't decide 
simply that this is a political decision and, you know, see you 
later? 


i) I've given you the state of play and what would 
happen should one of the parties not comply 


Q If they don't comply, then you'll have another 
meeting, and that will really terrify them? 


< No, I don't believe it comes down to that at 
all I believe it comes down to the United Nations then 
considering appropriate enforcement measures 

















Q But it would be mandatory if the United -- I 
mean, the United Nations would have to find a way for -- 


= I think the fact that a number of Security 
Council members or others would see fit to impose enforcement 
measures on a noncompliant party which, as you know, in our 
view should include withholding arms shipments, could have a 
substantial material impact on one or the other of the parties 


Q There is no unanimity of views on what sort of 
enforcement measures ought to be imposed should there be 
noncompliance, is there? 


= Let me give you the status on that. First, you 
know Ambassador Walters has been consulting in a number of 
places on the subject of this resolution. We're pleased with 
the results of Ambassador Walters' recent consultations in 
Moscow and Beijing 


As he stated in his July 11 press conference in 
Beijing, the atmosphere in both capitals was “more favorable 


than I had expected “ We noted that there is extraordinary 
unanimity among the five permanent Council members on the 
importance of ending the war The permanent members of the 


Council also share broad agreement that if the U.N. resolution 
is rejected by one or both parties, further actions must be 
considered. 


. @ Chuck, an “enforcement measure,“ if you are only 
talking about an armed boycott, it was sot effective in the 
past. I mean, is there any other enforcement measure you are 
thinking of? 


rs I don't want to go into a further detailed 
discussion of what is essentially a premature question at this 
time The issue before the Security Council, in the first 
place, is to pass this resolution demanding an end to the war 
The question of compliance or noncompliance would therefore be 
somewhere down the road. 


Q Chuck, there being such unanimity, I wonder, if 
you don't have it off the top of your head, if we could be 
provided with a box score on the Big Five and how many of them, 
if any, are arming [Iraq and how many are arming Iran? [ think 
you've said none of the five, which includes France, are arming 
Iran. Presumably -- 
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A I don't believe that's the case But, in any 
case, I don't think I'm going to be in the position from the 
podium to give you that kind of a box score. 


Q I'm sorry, it was France that we were told was no 
longer arming [ran, although they had at one point, as well as 
Iraq. 


Can we -- you know -- you want a ceasefire, you want 
arms delivery stopped. It would be nice to know what these 
five countries are doing about stopping the war by not 
supplying the weapons to fight it? 


China denies it's arming. You say they are. I mean, 
you know, we'd like to have -- it seems a reasonable thing to 
find out where they stand -- 


a If I can do anything, [ will. 
Q -- in actual practice 


i 


Q Can yOu say whether eit 
reaction to this proposed resolution? 


su 


her Iran or Iraq has had 


a I don't have any reaction to offer on their 
behalf if they have 


Q Is there in the minds of the Administration any 
kind of precedent, any kind of historical experience to base on 
such measures to be imposed on belligerent parties? 


- I just don't know. I'm not a historical expert 
to answer that question for you The fact of the matter is, we 
have a specific action that's being undertaken now in response 
to a specific problem That's what we're dealing with in this 
context. 


Q Over the weekend Iraq claimed that it had 
launched a major offensive near the North Majnoon Island area 
and tried to take back some land Do you have any flight 
report on that? 


~ No. 
‘ Q None? 


Q Still on the region, Chuck Is there being 
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considered a traveler's advisory to Israel as it is being 
reported today -- in the New York Times -- due to Israel's 
treatment of black and Arab Americans on the border? 








- I don't have anything in response to your 
specific question Concerning the more general issue of the 
difficulties that some Arab and black Americans have had, we 
have received a number of complaints from Palestinian 
Americans, especially since the start of the summer tourist 
season, of problems entering Israel and the occupied 


territories 


In the past, we've also received similar complaints 
from some black American visitors to Israel. We've raised the 
issue with the Government of Israel and have followed up 
individual complaints on a case-by-case basis, stressing that 
the United States believes strongly that all American citizens 
are entitled to equal treatment under the laws of foreign 
countries and that we oppose any discrimination against our 
citizens on the basis of race, religion or ethnic background. 


We're continuina to enaaage the Government of Israel on 
this issue. 


-~-MORE-- 











7- Monday, 7/13/87 


Q So there really is no travelers advisory being 
considered »r contemplated at this point? 


- What [I've given you is the current state of play 
and that's where [I'll leave my description of the situation. 


Q Were there any official demarches which were 
filed with the State of Israel about this with the Government 
of Israel, official protests from the United States Government 
besides what you said at the podium here? Did you file a 
complaint with the Israeli Government about this practice? 


- It's not so much a question of filing something. 
Our people in Israel are certainly in contact with [Israeli 
authorities at any number of levels As I said, they have made 
known strongly our concerns in this area. 


Q There is a difference between contact, and you 
know, having it on the record that the State Department, the 
United States Government -- 


A It's equally son the record. When diplomats go to 
talk about these issues, that's on the record -- that is the 
United States Government speaking 

Q Can we have a copy of that statement you read? 

= Okay 

Q Is this being handled by the Embassy in Tel Aviv 


as well as the Consulate in Jerusalem? 


It's certainly being handled by the Embassy. I 
just don't have the specific Getails of where the various 
people have raised the issue 


Q The Israeli Government has some tendency of 
ignoring things that come out of the Consulate. That's why I 
was wondering if it was being handled through the people they 
seem to pay more attention to. 


“ It's being raised by the Embassy. 


Q Has the State Department met with the new [sraeli 
Ambassador on this? 
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A At this time, [ just don't know whether that's 
been raised with him or not 

Q Can you check that or a status of meetings with 
him? 

A I've answered the question of whether or not it's 


been raised with the [sraeli Government. My answer there is 
strongly affirmative, so I think I've covered the issue as far 


as [I can. 


Q But you don't dare knock down the travel 
restriction part of it? Are travel restrictions being 
considered? You don't want to comment on that one way or the 
other? 


a Because it's a future tense question and, as you 
know, [ hesitate to go into those (inaudible) questions. 


Q Well, quite often you will say, "We are actively 
considering" somethina if you want to send a message to a 
particular friend or adversary You do not care to Say you are 


actively considering? 


A I've said what LI care to say. 

Q Did you say when you raised the issue with the 
Israelis? 

4 I haven't said when, but it has been raised, as | 


said, a number of times. 


Q When? 
a Both in general terms and on a case-by-case basis 
Q But you can't say when. 
“ Many times. 
In the past year -- two years, three years ago? 
When? 
fe) In the past weeks and months. As I said, it's 


been this summer tourist season, for example, where we've had 
some specific problems, and we have raised it in that context. 
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Q Chuck, have you asked the Israelis for a reason 


as to why these things are being done? Do you know -- can you 
tell us as to why Israel is doing what it is doing to special 


ethnic groups of Americans? 


a I'm not in a position to enlighten you on that 
question. Our concern is the treatment of American citizens 
regardless of the motivations, and that's the point we're 
trying to stress. 


Q Didn't you ask for an explanation as to why it is 
being done? 


A I'm not sure whether people were asked or not, 
but in any case ['m just not going to be able to give you that 
from this podium. 


Can you quantify the complaints? Have there been 
thousands, hundreds, dozens, less than five? 


“ I don't have anything that quantifies them. 

Q More this season than last year? 

a -~ nor a way to make a comparison with last year. 
Q Can we try to get some? 

A If we can do something, I will. 


Was the reflagging process discussed in Geneva 
between Murphy and Polyakov? 


A I've given a couple of summary readouts of the 
kind of things that were discussed at the end of last week. 
That's where I'll leave it right now. 


Q Chuck, you said it was a matter of days and 
weeks, but do you feel that there is a sort of persistence in 
the behavior of the Israelis against blacks and Arab-Americans? 


ma Again, it's -- 


Q Is the time long enough to say that they are 
continuing in challenge of all kinds of presentations you made 
against this? 
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A I don't have any Way to make that 
characterization. 411 I[ can do is try to let you know, as I 
have, that it is something that we have been aware of, 
concerned about, and that we have continued to work with and 
express our concerns in the strongest terms to the Israeli 
Government. 


Q Are they responsive? 


A Whether or not some of the cases in individual 
circumstances have been resolved, I just don't know; but as I 
say, it continues to be a concern and that's why we're working 
on it. 


Q Chuck, why are you handling this issue with silk 
gloves, not coming over, sending some punches like you do to 
other countries, whether it's Eastern Bloc or Wescern Bloc or 
Central America? 


a Well, I don't know why you say “silk gloves." 
['ve tried to make it clear that we have raised this issue in 
the strongest terms. It's something that we're concerned about 
for the reasons that ['ve given you a number of times. We've 
discussed this question before; it's not the first time, and 
we're working on it. 


Q New topic? Guess what? Any reaction to the 
Australian elections? And do you know whether the President or 
the Secretary have sent messages of congratulations or 
condolences, whatever? 


4 You're talking about Australia? 
Q Yes. 
a The Hawke government has won an historic third 


term in office. We congratulate them on this and look forward 
to continued close cooperation on many important issues of 
mutual concern. 


Concerning specific messages, I just don't happen to 
know. 


Q Would you check into that, please? 
‘ qa Sure. 


Q And any message in this election 
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“ It's very common practice, of course, for 
messages of congratulations to go out. 


Q Any messages on this to New Zealand? 
A Not that [ can see. 
Q Chuck, is the U.S. changing its policy toward the 


RENAMO group in Mozambique? And was there a meeting of any 
sort with the guerrilla group? 


- First, no, we're not changing our policy in any 
way. The Department's desk officer from Mozambique did meet 
with RENAMO's Washington representative, Louis Serapiao, on 
June 27 at Mr. Serapiao's residence to receive information on 
seven foreigners, including American citizen Kindra Bryan, who 
had been kidnapped on May 13 and are being held hostage by 
RENAMO. We had been told by Senator Helms that Mr. Serapiao 
had information which could lead to the hostages' release. 


Mr. Serapiao gave the desk officer a statement 
regarding the hostages which the International Committee of the 
Red Cross had already received from RENAMO representatives 
elsewhere. The [CRC is working actively in cooperation with 
the Government of Mozambique and the governments of whose 
citizens were taken hostage, to obtain the release of the 
hostages who remain in the hands of the kidnappers. 


_ What has happened here is that, as we've said in this 
and other situations involving the taking of American hostages, 
we have said we'd be prepared to meet with any one or any 
organization if this could lead to the safe release of the 
hostages. The desk officer's meeting was consistent with this 
humanitarian purpose. It was limited strictly to discussion of 
the kidnapping. It is our policy not to have official dealings 
with RENAMO as an organization; and our willingness to receive 
information from RENAMO in order to resolve humanitarian 
problems does not represent recognition of RENAMO as a 
political organization. 


Q What's the status of the kidnap victims? 
a The status is that the ICRC continues to work on 


this. They are still in the hands of RENAMO, and that's 
essentially where things are at this moment. 
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Q Chuck, a follow-up? Does that statement apply to 
meeting with the PLO, too? Would you read that part again 
about meeting with anybody? 


a Please check with the Press Office. It's our 
standard position on dealing with terrorists, with 
hostage-takers It's our standard policy. 


Q But you said the U.S. is willing to meet with 
anyone. 


A Concerning the safety, release, the well-being of 
American hostages. The rest of that policy is very clear, that 
we don't make concessions to terrorists; we don't make deals, 
and all the rest. 


Q Is that your characterization of RENAMO, terrorists 
and hostage-takers? 


4 These people have taken hostages. They have 
admitted to holding hostages, including an American citizen. 
It's as simple as that. 


Q Who is the current desk officer for Mozambique? 
You gave the name of the man he met with, but you didn't say -- 


“ I don't have his name. 

Q But you didn't meet with the government? 

Which government? 

Q The PLO question is kind of relevant, isn't it? 


[I mean, you're prepared to meet with groups as well as 
governments, as well as individuals? 


A Our position has always been we'll meet with any 
group or any individual concerning the safety, the well-being, 
the release of American hostages. That's standard policy in 
dealing with hostage situations without reference to any 
particular group or individual. 


Q I'm sorry. I thought U.S. policy was you would 
never meet with the PLO unless Hal Saunders happened to bunip 
into a guy at a social reception; that there was a pol*cy to 
stay away from them except to say, “How are you?" 
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A That is the general policy, that's right. 

Q Yes, but not to discuss hostages 

“ I don't want to try to -- 

Q To some groups, taking hostages - 

A -- rationalize apples and oranges with you, but 


there is a policy that is very clear in dealing with hostage 
situations. That's what ['m giving you. There is a policy on 
contacts with the PLO, and that policy still stands. 


Q But to some groups, taking hostages is a policy. 
In fact, sometimes it is the wherewithal of the entire group. 
And I wondered if that's a way to entice the United States to 
talk to them. 


os I don't know that it's ever been tried. 

Q Do you have any ‘information that the PLO is 
engaged in holding hostages, especially if they are Americans? 

A [ haven't said anything about the PLO in this 
briefing. I'm not sure where this issue came up. I've been 
talking about RENAMO -- that's where [ started from on this. 

Q Okay, how about Bulgaria? The Deputy Foreign 
Minister -- 

Q Just one more 

“ Sure. 

Q Do you anticipete that this meeting will free up 


the nomination on the Hill for the '' S. Ambassador to 
Mozambique? 


A I don't know that this meeting had any 
relationship to that. [ gave you the background for why we 
made this contact. 


Q You said that Senator Helms said, "Get involved 
somehow. “ 


‘ fe) That's right He had said that if we talked to 
Mr." Serapiao that he had information which would lead to the 
hostages' release. So we did that. 
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It was said, the al lions about so-called 
eavesdropping in your Amer 1 ce lex which isn't supported by 
any _— — 


ry Excuse me, sir Do you have a question? We car 
all go back and read the issu , since you've given us the 
dates, but do you have a question? 


-~ MORE 





Q It was said that these allegations are not 
supported by any physical evidence, and it was also sé@id that 
these allegations, (inaudible) complained, which come from the 
diplomatic contact between two countries at a very important 
moment, when there is agenda of arms control between two 
countries So the hope was expressed that American side turned 
into more constructive approach to this question wnat is your 
response to this -- 


* I think there's absolutely no doubt concerning 
what's been done to our new Embassy building in Moscow, and 
that anybody who says that that's somehow a fabrication or a 
creation of someone's mind need only talk to any number of 
Members of Congress who have been there, to Mr. Schlesinger. to 
Mr. Laird, to the President's PFIAB The results are all too 
clearly there and represent what has been called by many 
people, and rightly so, a massive effort to compromise that 
building 


So I think there's absolutely no question in anybody's 
mind here about what's been done there, and as a consequence. 
to say that we have somehow fabricated this or raised it for 
some other reason 1s just total nonsense 


Q And the second part of my question, please, about 
the desire thet American side turns into more constructive 
approach to this issue 


- As I said. to call this some sort of a fabricated 
idea that has anything to do with a constructive approach is 
just as far from the facts as one can be what we'd like to 
see, and what I tried to make clear Friday, is some 
constructive progress in some of the areas where we have been 
working very hard in recent weeks, Dut where we have seen, 
unfortunately now, an unwillingness or an inability of the 
Soviet side to continue that progress, and we went through that 
on Friday I'm sorry if you weren't here 


Sir? 


Q & follow-up. please Igor Borisenko with the 
TASS News Agency. Two days ago, I suppose, you said that you 
have a welcoming mat toward a visit of Eduard Shevardnadze, but 
you certainly understand that the conditions of the visit will 
depend on the general atmosphere of the relations between the 
twp countries. And just now you've said that. well, those who 
cabled the statement of TASS and the article in newspaper 
Izvestia -- really, you don't comment on that subject of the 
question But I have more precise subject 
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Q Is there 
Ramirez Jice President 
with Qadhafi yesterday’ 


Foreign Minister of Bulgaria is 
here. and som > ice ang early went to the 
Bulgarian € ; ans 2S : hat I wondered if you have 
anything i le t 1¢ says. (1) whether the US 
supports Bulgarian ent in G and (2) if the claims of 
repression of Turkish cul e will come up in these talks with 
Miss Ridgway anc. I cost? 


- At this 3 n't nave anything on that 
meeting. but we'll tak 2 ] t it with reference to those 
two questions 


¥ Chuck, on Panama, Go you have anything on The 
Wall Street Journal report that some Americans were arrested? 
Do you have anything on the general state of relations of the 
Boyd Op Ed in today's Post’ 





. On the question of the Americans arrested, the 
Embassy reports that there were 12 US citizens arrested in 
connection with the disturbances Friday Two of these were 
Gual U S -Panamanian citizens who were reportedly participating 
in street cGemonstrations The remaining ten appear to have 
been people who were caught up in the general wave of arrests 
which took place Friday as many Panamanians took to the streets 
in defiance of a Government ban on political demonstrations 


With the exception of the two dual nationals, the 
others are now free The dual nationals are still in custody 
We are receiving consular access to those two 


That's, I think, *he answer in terms of the status 
Americans Do you have any specific questions bdeyond that? 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Boyd Op Ed piece 
blaming -- essentially blaming the US. for the state of poor 
relations? 


a Well, there were a number of aspects to that Op 
Ed piece, but we would disagree in particular with his 
ohservation that somehow we had done something to encourage 
viglence and rebellion in Panama First, political violence 
had already broken out in Panama several weeks before the 
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Senate resolution to which he attributes a good deal of the 
blame. It is true, however, that pro-government elements in 
Panama seized upon that resolution to stir up anti-US 
sentiment which culminated in the June 30 attacks on our 
Mission. 


Q Were any of those Americans arrested last Friday 
employees of the U.S. Embassy or any otner U.S. Government 
agency? 


= I don't know whether any of them were Government 
employees or not. As [I say, I've characterized, as best I can, 
the nature of their involvement, and all of them were released, 
some before we had even had a chance to get to them, and we did 
have consular access to all of them. 


Q Chuck, there were more articles or Op Ed's 
calling for the removal of Assistant Secretary Abrams. Does 
the Secretary still stand by his staunch support for him? 

Qa Absolutely 


No change in tnat’ 


~ 
Q Thank you 
+ 


Chuck, on Crocker? 
Can we stay on for a few minutes? 
[I'm sorry Yes, sure 


The Secretary tonight -- are his remarks going to 
be off the cuff or will he have a text beforehand? 


- We're still working on that 


Q Can you comment -- do you know if there is any 
state involvement in the Kurdish violence in Turkey that took 
place last week? 


. Any state involvement? 


Q Yes. Responsibility from a foreign power in 
motivating that -- 


a I can't help you on that one 


Connie? 








Q Since the Crocker trip to Ang 


Goes he have any particular mancate,. and 
he'll accomplish on this trip?’ 


“ We went over that on Friday 
Q Thank you 


(The briefing 


concluded at 12:38 p.m 


Vv 
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(Taken Question) 


7/13/87 
Visit of Bulgarian Deputy Foreign Minister 





Q. In their meetings with Bulgarian Deputy Foreign Minister 
Lyuben Gotsev, what positions did Under Secretary Armacost and 
Assistant Secretary Ridgway take on the Turkish minority in 
Bulgaria? on Bulgaria's application to join GATT? 

A.- ASSISTANT SECRETARY RIDGWAY BEGAN MEETING WITH GOTSEV JULY 13 
AND WILL CONTINUE HER DISCUSSIONS JULY 14. MR. GOTSEV WILL MEET 
UNDER SECRETARY ARMACOST ON JULY 14. 

- THE FORCIBLE ASSIMILATION OF BULGARIA'S TURKISH MINORITY IS A 
TOPIC IN THESE MEETINGS, AS IT HAS BEEN IN EVERY HIGH-LEVEL U.S.- 
BULGARIAN CONTACT SINCE THE ASSIMILATION CAMPAIGN BEGAN IN 
DECEMBER 1984. THE U.S. POSITION HAS NOT CHANGED: THIS CAMPAIGN 
IS AN UNCONSCIONABLE VIOLATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS. 

THE U.S. IS EXAMINING THE ISSUE OF WHETHER BULGARIA'S ECONOMY 
IS NOW SUFFICIENTLY MARKET-ORIENTED TO WARRANT MEMBERSHIP IN THE 
GENERAL AGREEMENTS ON TARRIFFS AND TRADE (GATT). WE ARE 
LISTENING CAREFULLY TO BULGARIAN ARGUMENTS ON THIS POINT. 

THESE TWO ISSUES ARE NOT, OF COURSE, THE ONLY BILATERAL 
ISSUES ON THE AGENDA. WE ARE ALSO DISCUSSING A NUMBER OF OTHER 
MATTERS OF MUTUAL CONCERN IN THE FIELDS OF CULTURE, ECONOMICS, 


HUMAN RIGHTS, AND RECIPROCITY. 

















TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Monday, July 13 daily press briefing: 


ISRAEL: TREATMENT OF PALESTINIAN- AND BLACK- AMERICANS 


Q: How frequently have Arad Americans and black Americans 
encountered harassment when trying to enter Israel? Is there 


a pattern? 


A: -- ALTHOUGH COMPLANTS UAVE SEEN BROUGHT TO OUR ATTENTION FOR 
MANY YEARS, THERE WAS A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE IN THE NUMBER 
OF COMPLAINTS DURING LAST YEAR'S SUMMER TOURIST SEASON. 

-- AT THE HEIGHT OF THE TRAVEL SEASON WE RECEIVE SEVERAL 
REPORTS PER WEEK THAT ARAB-AMERICANS OR BLACK AMERICANS 
HAVE ENCOUNTERED PROBLEMS AT PORTS OF ENTRY OR HAVE BEEN 
DENIED ENTRY TO ISRAEL. 

-- SO FAR THIS YEAR, ABOUT SIXTY AMERICAN CITIZENS, EITHER 
SLACK AMERICANS OR ARAB AMERICANS, HAVE HAD PROBLEMS 
ENTERING ISRAEL. 

-- WE CONTINUE TO MONITOR THE SITUATION CLOSELY. 
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TUESDAY, JULY 14, 1987, 12:13 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon [ 
have no announcements 


Q What is the current state of play on the U.N 
Security Council? When does the Secretary expect to go up? 


- The state of play is essentially where I've left 
it before. The Security Council is still working in its own 
way to arrive at an acceptable date We don't have that date 
fixed yet, and as a consequence, [ just hesitate to set a 
particular deadline It's going to happen, but -- 


Q Do you suspect it might slip till next week now? 
Is it a possibility? 


A I can't rule out, the possibility that it could 
slip to next week, and part of that, of course, would involve 
scheduling difficullies on Gur part for certain days later in 
this week. 


Q Chuck, isn't part Of the problem that the 
Administration and maybe some other members of the Council, 
permanent members, would like a unanimous vote, and that the 
problem is with the nonpermanent, some of the [Third World 
members of the Council, not being fully on board -- the 
non-aligned, essentially not being on board? 


a I'm not sure that that totally captures the 
spirit of what's going on 

Q How about partially? 

A Perhaps. ['m not sure that unanimity is a 


absolute necessity, in fact, I'm sure it isn't I think 
there's no question that this resolution will pass by an 
overwhelming vote. Whether or not it's unanimous, I couldn't 
say. 








We are, among other things, in the process of taking 
into account various proposals that have been made by 
nonpermanent members, and that's part of the process that's 
going on in New York. 


Q Is it simply a matter of procedure, or is the 
hoped for outcome of the United States that there would be the 
first resolution and then the second follow-up resolution with 
the teeth in it. Is that plan now beginning to fall apart? 


a No. I think that's what -- I don't want to leave 
you with that impression at all. The kinds of things that are 
being looked at and are being worked on in the U.N. will not 
have an impact on those crucial aspects. 


Q Chuck, is the problem the wording of the first 
resolution or getting everybody on board for the second 
resolution? 


a What we're working on now is essentially the 
first resolution. That is the only resolution that exists ina 
form in which people can worry adDout language. I think the two 
reasons [ would put forward are, (1) scheduling, and (2) taking 
into account some of these ideas for changes or amendments that 
have been proposed by some of thé, nonpermanent members. 


Q There is a report that one person has been 
arrested in Pennsylvania. The fine is for giving steel to a 
Pakistani Brigadier, and that this steel will be useful for 
nuclear proliferation. Do you have anything on that? 


a I can't help you too much I can only say that 
we do understand a Canadian resident of Pakistani origin has 
been arrested in Pennsylvania on Friday and charged with 
attempting to export specialty steel and beryllium to Pakistan, 
in violation of U.S. Export Control laws and regulations The 
case is currently the subject of a criminal proceeding, and 
it's up to the courts to determine whether any violation of 
U.S. law occurred. That's in essence what I have. 


Q Would you repeat again what he was attempting to 
export? 
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A specialty steel and beryllium. 
And what? 
Beryllium. 


Q And that relates to the possible nuclear 
diversion and what? 


2) Those kind of details you'll have to speak to 
other experts who can tell you how those kind of items fit into 
nuclear programs. 


Q Could someone from the Bureau of Science and 
Technology tell us whether or not -- 


4 I'il see if there's anything further that we can 
say on those kinds of questions, although [ have seen what 
looks like informed reporting on that subject already by a 
number of people. ; 


Q Where in Pennsylvania? Which town? 


A Which town? 
a I don't know. You might check with justice. 
They're the ones who are responsible for that. 


- Q Has there been any contacts in favor of him from 
the Canadians or from the Pakistani Government? 


a Again, you'll have to talk to the Justice 
Department. 


Q Chuck, did you give his name? 


A No. You'll have to see Justice to see if that's 
releasable. 


Q Different subject? Do you have anything on 
Chester Crocker's meetings in Angola? 


A I don't have anything yet The meetings just 
began today. They're scheduled to last probably today and 
tomorrow, so I don't have any readout yet. 
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Q Back on the reflagging. Is the plan now linked 
somehow to the resolution by the Security Council? 


A No. 


Q So in other words, it will take effect by 
tomorrow or Thursday? 


a No. 

Q When will it start? 

A [It takes a while to get to his question. 

Q What is the middle of July? How long is it? 
a As [| said yesterday, that is a time period. 


Q The whole month was. 


A { don't want to try any more than I have in the 
past to set a deadline. the process, as ['ve said before, is 
moving ahead; it's essentially reeuy to go. But I at least can 
tell you, I would not lead you to expect anything this week. 
Beyond that, ['m not even in that:case setting any further 


deadlines; I'm just trying to help you in terms of getting at 
least a fix for the current time period. 


Q It's been said at the White House that the U.S. 
received new commitments from the United Arab Emirates. Can 
you shed some light on those commitments? 


A No. ['m not in a position to go into specific 
commitments by various states in the region. I believe the 
Pentagon has put forward a number of things that have been done 
by regional states. I think it fair to say that we have seen 
good cooperation from a number of them. 


Q Does that include the southern AWACs orbit?. Are 
they going to be able to fly over the United Arab Emirates? 


a Again, the status report on that is as I've given 
you before. I really can't take it beyond that. But the 
prognostication is good. 


‘ Q But you had said before that the modalities were 
being worked out. Now you say it's ready to go.. So [ assume, 
then, that those overflight rights are approved. 




















4 Your assumptions are your own I'll leave it 
with what I've said. 


Q Does the State Department have any observation on 
the arrival of the Soviet consular group in I[srael? 


a We've long regarded an increase in official 
contact between [srael and the Soviet Union as a positive step 


Q Was this a surprise to the U.S.? Did Mr. Murphy 
know about it as a result of his talk with Polyakov? 


I don't know whether or not he knew about it. In 
any case, it's something between the Soviet Union and the 
Israelis. 


Q The United States is involved with the Soviet 
Union and Israel in trying to arrange a peace conference. Does 
this in any way move along, or inch along a peace conference on 
the theory that the Soviets have taken a step toward having 
~elations with one of the principals? 


A [ think you'd be drawing a very big conclusion if 
you were to go in ttiat direction. I think our concerns with 
the Soviet role in a peace conference, most recently put 
forward by Secretary Shultz in his speech to Hadassah last 
night, are much more substantial and broad than this particular 
visit of a consular delegation to Israeli. 


“* Q Sorry. I didn't see the sseech. There was no 
advance text. 


A There will be a text very shortly. 
Q Did you expect this to have any effect at all on 


the peace process; because Soviet/Israeli relations before was 
one of the conditions to start the peace process? 


a As far as I know, that condition is still 
outstanding. 
Q Chuck, do you have any comment on attempts by 


some Israeli officials, including Mr. Shamir, to remove or 
dismiss Shimon Peres from his position as Foreign Minister for 
his attempts to bring the peace process in the area? 








A I can't help you on that one 


Q There is #2 report this morning about the Iranians 
trying to revive their air force. The reports say that they 
Cc 


approached firms linked with major U.S. arms suppliers Do you 
have anything on that? 


a That all sounds pretty vague to me No, I don't 
have anything on that I could only reiterate what you know to 
be our policy concerning arms to either side, to either 
belligerent in the Iran/Iraq war We don't do it 


Q What was the Israeli Government reaction to the 
question about black Americans being harassed at the border? 


a We covered that in quite some detail yesterday 
I'd invite you to take a look at that exchange That, 
basically, captures the state of play as it now exists 


ve which is on our agenda It's 
being actively by our people in Israel 


Q Chuck, back to refdagging, if I may Is there 
any attempt by any part to insert the proposal of United 
Nations' flagging or reflagging of the Kuwaiti or other Arab or 
Gulf States' ships? 


a) I haven't seen any mention of that in the context 
of the Security Council or the U.N. debate at all 


Q You mean this proposal is not being taken 
seriously by any of the parties concerned? 


- I'm not prepared to speak for all the other 














. Does the US. raise the issue as provided by 
recent law for a cut-off of aid’ 


- Again -- 


Q That was my question, how does it affect the law 
passed two years ago which mandates a cut-off of U.S. aid to 
any country attempting to export (inaudible) -- 


What I said in essence was, it's up to the courts 
to determine whether any violation of U.S. law has occurred 
For the moment, concerning those kind of questions, no 
judgments have been made 


Q What are you going to dco about the Greek demand 
for an apology over allegations that they are not as hot on 


terrorists as they might be. and the effect of that on base 
negotiations? 


a I just don't have any reaction to offer 


~ . i i ‘ j » . 2 - = - ~ oe 
Q i didn't ask you to react I said what were you 


going to do about it 
- I consider that a feaction of some form 


Q Was there an Aarmacost visit that's been told not 
to occur? 


‘ No, not at least the way you phrase it Mr 
armacost has been looking at the possibility of a trip which 
would include Greece, among some other nations The Secretary 


has asked Mr. Aarmacost to delay his trip for reasons unrelated 
to this particular issue I might add that his trip was 
already being talked about before this issue ever arose ne 
are in contact with the Greek Government on the subject of 
scheduline a visit by Under Secretary Armacost 


Q Did the Greeks say he shouldn't come’? 
+ The operative language which [I've just given you 


is that we are in contact with the Greek Government on the 
subject of scheduling this visit 











Q What were the other reasons for him not go 
You saicg there were some otne tA 
What are they? 
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~ The Secretary's reasons’ 
Q Yes 
- I think those are between the Secretary and Mr 


aArmacost 


Q There is a report that he is also going to India 
anc Pakistan 


a Yes 
Q Will the delay in the Greek trip affect anytning? 
A The fact that the Secretary is asking him to 


delay his visit affects all of the. visits that had been thought 
about for this visit So they are in the process now of 
reworking those ina slightly liater time frame to see if they 
can be acceptable to all the parties 


Q Do the reasons for the delay pertain to Greece or 
some of the other countries? 


= They are unrelated to Greece and not necessarily 
to any of the other countries 


Q Anything about the possibility of the return of 
ia 


Mr William Eagleton’? 


7 


- No change from what I've said befecre on that 
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Q On the same subject, Chuc st is 
with the scheduling of the base talks? Is anythis 


A Not that 1 know of You know what 
is, and I believe that's the latest information 


Q Can you confirm the report that Mrs Thatcher 
will raise the international conference with the Administration’ 


- I don't think it's for me to confirm or deny any 
particular subject that a visiting head of state might raise 
I think it's certainly reasonable to expect that among the 
kinds of things that she and the President and others will be 
talking about would include arms control negotiations, the 
situation in the Middle East, the Persian Gulf, the 
international economic situation So in that sense it's the 
best I can do in laying out an agenda for you 


Q She met recently with King Hussein, and there are 
many reports then that he authorized for the international 
conference to discuss with the Americans 


A We'll see when she comes 


Q Chuck, on the reflaggqing issue, yesterday you 
said something about the enforcement measures, you know, and 


you said something about it might include the arms shipment to 
be stopped to the warring parties, especially to Iran, if they 
cannot abide There are reports that this whole resolution at 
the United Nations that you are working on is just about face- 
Saving and it doesn't have a lot of teeth Can you adaress 
that you are more serious about this issue than just what they 
are saying about an attempt to placate Arab countries? 


a You were here yesterday 

Q Yes, I was 

- I gave a very long and detailed answer to 
specifically that question, so it's there in the briefing in 
considerable detail. I invite you to take a look at that 
because it goes to exactly to that issue 


Q May I have a new subject? 


a Sure 





w The Government in Taiwan announced formally 
yesterday its decision to lift its emergency decree on the 
martial law in your terms Do you have any comment on that? 


A We welcome the lifting of martial law which has 
been in effect on Taiwan for over 38 years Over the past 
months, Taiwan has made significant progess toward increased 
democracy and respect for human rights We believe that the 
lifting of martial law is an important event which sumbolizes 
the commitment of the Taiwan authorities to continue this 
process 


Q Does this result in a change in the U.S. non- 
relationship with Taiwan? 


4 I don't see that it has any impact on that 
relationship 


Q Doesn't this sound rather similar to about a year 
ago when they first announced they were going to lift martial 
law? I mean are we now in a situation where you're absolutely 
confident that this is going to happen? 

- It has happened 

Q It has happened Legally, definitively? 


4 Legally and definitively, we can take -- 


_ Q No loopholes? 


Q -- a look at that, but it's been widely announced 
that it has happened 


Q No loopholes? As you remember, we went through 
all this year ago and your remarks were uncommonly similar 


a I don't remember those remarks I can give you a 
little bit further if you want since the indications last fall 
that martial law would be lifted. 


Very significant changes in Taiwan's political life 
have occurred. The people of Taiwan deserve great credit for 
this remarkable political evolution We're confident of the 
commitment of Taiwan to continued reform and the development of 
democratic instituticns and processes 








And in that respect, if it's of any interest, there is 
also a new national security law It's too early to comment on 
how that would be implemented, but our view should be taken in 
the context of the other remarks I just made 


Q Did this Administration play any part in the 
decision by the Taipei Government? 


Aa This is a decision by the Government of Taiwan.* 


Q Yes Did you play any part in pushing for this 
decision to be taken? 


= No, I'm not going to answer the question 
Q Why not? 


a It's a sovereign decision by the Government of 
Taiwan. ** 


Q To go back to the relations with Syria. The 
European Community has begun high-level contacts with the 
Syrian officials Could you please tell us if they discussed 
this with you before they took this decision? And, second, can 
you give us a state of the Amerigan relations at this point now’ 


= [I don't have any further update on the relations 
beyond what I said in response to questions at the tine of the 
visit by Ambassador Walters It's been expressed in the 
context of that visit in the President's letter, so vo krow 
essentially where we stand. And as [ said in response co an 
earlier question, nothing has changed 


Concerning contacts with the EC, [ have to answer that 
in the abstract because we have a very close consultative 
process with the EC on a wide range of issues As a 
consequence, I think it would be perfectly normal that this 
particular issue should fall into that context 


Q Chuck, the State Department late yesterday 
responded on the issue of Bulgaria's treatment of ethnic Turks 


a I hope you were happy with that 
*The Spokesman meant to say by the “Taiwian authorities 


**The Spokesman meant to say “a decision by the Taiwar. 
authorities themselves." 
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Q Well, [ reported it because the Bulgarians had 
said earlier in the day, first of all, that they don't mistreat 
ethnic Turks; second, that it ought to be resolved between 
Bulgaria and Turkey; and, third, that Turkey is trying to 
distract attention from its own treatment of Kurds, Arabs and 
other minorities 


I wonder if the Bulgarians who are here again for a 
second day are making this point to Miss Ridgway or Mr. 
Armacost, and does the State Department have a position how 
this problem, that they say doesn't exist, but you say is 
horrendous, ought to be resolved? Does the State Deparment have 
a position on whether Turkey is mistreating its Kurdish 
minority? 


I think my answer to all of your questions is I 
really can't help you very much. You have a readout yesterday 
on the subjects which you have just raised again -- 


Q I appreciate it.. 


A -- $0 you have our position on the record. That 
position will not change between yesterday's meetings and 
today's meetings between Mr. Gotsev and Mr. Armacost. What the 
Sulgarians choose to bring up and, how they approach the issues 
is for them to say. We have spoken as to how we see these 
issues. 


. Q If there's satisfaction -- I guess this is the 
second and final day. If the question of Bulgarian membership 


in GATT is moved along, would somebody please tell us at the 
end of the day? 


a All right, yes. 


Q If the U.S. decides to support it, it would be 
newsworthy. 


a All right. 


Q The talks are now over, I guess, with the 
Bulgarians? I mean do you have a time -- 


a I don't know what time Mr. Armacost's meeting was 
scheduled today, but he was meeting -- 


Q Ten, according to your schedule 

















Q I mean was progress made during these two days? 

Q Or what? 

a Again, I don't have any sweeping characterization 
that allows me to answer that question I do know one of the 


things being discussed by our Bulgarian visitor was the 
possibility of continued high-level contacts It seems to be a 
process that we're engaged in here in looking at some of these 
issues 


Q Has the State Department and other relevant 
agencies made a decision about whether the Cuban Panam team can 
fly directly by charter or has to go to another country? 


a I don't know the answer to that particularly 
detailed question, because now you've not even addressed the 
question of whether they can get there, but whe ier it's direct 
or indirect and the like, so let me take a look at that and see 
if we can help 


Q Can we vet this? 
4 ['ll take a look at the question 
Q Chuck, a different question It may be kind of 


too philosophical for this gathering, but I can't help noticing 
the issue of slippage Shultz and Shevardnadze have slipped 
off into [I don't know where Reflagging is slipping. The 
Security Council is slipping It makes for a very slippery 
month of July, and I just wonder whether this is representative 
of the kind of damage the Iran/Contra affair has done to this 
country's foreign policy 


4 I think that's an easy one because in neither one 
of those cases is the [ran/Contra affair at issue at all, and 
what we have in the Security Council debate is a situation 
which I've described earlier. To the extent that there's 
slippage, as you put it, it's a very short slope if it is, 
indeed, slippery, because I don't expect this -- even if it 
doesn't occur this week --— to be much later than this week 
And I fully expect the results to be as we have talked about 
them in recent days 


: Concerning the situation with the Soviets and the 
Situation at Geneva, there's clearly no relationship that I can 
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determine between the subjects that you've brought up What we 
have in Geneva, unfortunately, 1s, as I've called it, an 
unwillingness or an inability to engage. [That's something that 
we see with particular regret because there are issues to be 
resolved, and that's exactly the point for having these 
negotiations. It's exactly the reason for having foreign 
ministers get together [t's in order to resolve these kinds 
of issues So our position has been as straightforward as I 
can put it. 


We think we ought to be talking about these issues, 
because that's the only way you're going to resolve them. To 
say that somehow you resolve the issues, and then you talk, can 
only be a charade because the purpose of talking is to resolve 
the issues. 


Q But, Chuck, I take it from what you said that 
there's been no change, as the State Department perceives it, 
in Soviet activity in Geneva since you kicked them in the shins 
last week. So I wondered why the two sides are staring at each 
other in Geneva. 


I understood that this round was unusual in the sense 
that there was an agreement between Ambassador Kampelman and 
Ambassador Vorontsov that they could not have a closing date, 
that this round could go on and on as long as there was 
something useful to discuss; and, indeed, those two principal 
figures would meet across the table -- 


A Yes 


Q -- if they had something to say to each other 


Why isn't the State Department considering collapsing 
this round at this point if the Soviets are just staring at you’ 


m To say that they're just staring -- 
Q They want a treaty on this 


a -- is perhaps an overstatement. There is 
technical work going on; the two sides continue to discuss 


But the difficulty here is that in terms of the core 
issues, which need to be resolved in order to unblock a whole 
stream of technical details, which then need to be resolved, we 
need to have some serious, substantive give-and-teke And if 
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Soviet negotiators believe that they can’t do it at their ’ 
level, then perhaps it needs treatment at some higher political 
level 


But at the same time, if they're not willing to meet 
at that level, then we seem to be in some sort of a Catch 22; 
and it's that kind of a situation which 1 have made reference 
to -- 


It's true 


“ -— and which we believe could very simply be 
resolved through several ways -- 


Q Well -- 


i) -- all of which involves engaging seriously. 
Thats all. 


Q Well, let's trip lightly over some of the key 
issues 


Is it still afact that they haven't submitted a draft 
of the START Treaty? 


” That's right They've not submitted the draft of 
the START Treaty. They said, L believe, in April that they 
planned to do that We haven't seen it yet 


One other area, I[ suppose, that might be mentioned is 
the SRINF proposal We reacted to that in the aftermath of 
Reykjavik We put down on the table then a proposal on June 
16th and we've yet to have a Soviet reacton to that 


So those are a couple of specifics where there's 
clearly some work that could very easily be done. 


Q You mean reaction or do you mean official 
reaction? I mean do you really mean there's been no 
gGive-and-take, as you would put it, on that? 


a To say that there's been absolutely no 
Give-and-take, no, I don't want to say that -- 


Q Uh-huh. 


“< - -- but the bottom line would be that they've thus 
far refused to take "Yes" for an answer. 











Q What about Star Wars where they'd, you know, like 
to hear something from the United States’? Has there been any 
discussion of that? 


a Again, I don't have any detail to offer other 
than to say that the same situation pertains 


Q Chuck, does this Administration have sort of a 
distinct position towards the renomination of President Mubarak 
for a second term in Egypt? 


a No 


Q The Israelis said that they consider this as a 
factor for stability. Do you share then the same idea? 


= I don't have any specific reaction at this 
point. You might take a look in the Press Office to see if 
something was prepared a week or so ago at the time that that 
was a more current event 


Q Do you have any update or comment on the fighting 
in Western Sahara? Apparently there is a big fight there in 
these two days. 


A No. Sorry, I don't. 


Q You have some advisers there -- reporting some 
American advisers in the Moroccan army. Can you confirm that? 


“ That's news to me. 
Can you look at that? 

8 I believe that I can safely deny that. [I don't 
know exactly what story you're referring to and where said 
advisers are and et cetera. 

Q It's in the FBIS today. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 pm) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One administrative announcement to begin with. 


A BACKGROUND briefing on the official working visit of 
British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher will be presented by a 
senior Administration official Thursday, July 16, 2:30 p.m., in 
the White House press briefing room. 


An additional BACKGROUND briefing on the Thatcher 
visit will be presented by another Administration official on 
Thursday at 10:00 o'clock in the Washington Foreign Press 
Center, International Press Building. 


Q Chuck, the Panamanian Government released 140 
people that were arrested in the protest on Friday. Do you 
have any comment on that, and can; you give a general assessment 
now of U.S. relations with Panama? 


a I don't have any new general assessment to offer 
you. You've been following the development of the situation 
over the past several weeks, and I think Assistant Secretary 
Abrams' statement of the recent days is still the most 
operative characterization in response to your question. 


Concerning those arrested and released, we understand 
that most of those arrested during Friday's demonstrations have 
now been released. We welcome that. We are concerned about 
reports of abuses of some of these detainees which have been 
made. We'll continue to monitor the situation closely. We 
don't have any precise information on the number, if any, that 
do remain in custody. 


The only other item concerning the relationship, which 
you've been curious about before, has been the subject of our 
claim. We did present an itemized claim for the damages on 
Monday, and at last reading [ still don't know that we have a 
formal response, but, as you know, the Panamanian Government 
has said on several occasions that it will pay for the damages, 
and we expect that they'll honor this commitment. 


Q Is there a figure on this? 
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A $106,000. 

Q Chuck, why is Mr. Walker and other members of the 
State Department -- why are they down in Panama now? What is 
their mission? 


A I don't know of any specific reason, but I'll 
take a look and see if we can get something more specific. 


Q Are you confirming they're there? 
A I don't know. 


Q Among those released, Chuck, does that include 
the two dual Americans you mentioned last week who have been -- 


A I don't have that exact information, but we'll 
take a look at that. 


Q Forgive me if I'Ve missed something, Chuck, but 
you referred to abuses that nave been reported. Carn you 
elaborate a little on that because I don't seem to have -- 


a No. I don't have anything specific to elaborate 


Q Chuck, have discussions begun with the Pakistani 
Government about the action of the Pakistani in seeking to 
export from the United States banned material for use in 
nuclear weapons making? 


4 The short answer is yes, but let me get to it. 
Q Can you amplify anything you know about this? 


ms Let me get to it with some amplification. First 
we are taking seriously our responsibilities under the Solarz 
Amendment. We cannot and will not tolerate any clandestine and 
illegal efforts to circumvent our export control laws. We are 
urging the Justice Department to follow up vigorously and to 
prosecute anyone responsible to the full extent of the law. 


We are urgently engaged in efforts to get all the 
facts to determine exactly what has transpired and establish 
who is responsible. We're working closely with the Department 
of Justice. And, finally, we are seeking an explanation from 
the Government of Pakistan. That's being done in several 
ways. Perhaps even now, but at mid-day Under Secretary 
Armacost will be raising that issue with Ambassador Marker here 
in Washington, and likewise we'll be raising it urgently in 
Islamabad. 


Q Chuck, what was your reference to the Solarz 
Amendment at the beginning? 
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. That we take seriously our responsibilities under 
that amendment. 
Q Well, do you take seriously, or do you see any 


quibble, any running room, in the amendment from simply cutting 
off aid to Pakistan if the accusation is correct? 


a At this point it really is premature to get into 
those kind of questions since we're still in a process of 
determining the facts. But concerning the amendment, as I've 
said, this case raises serious concerns about the applicability 
of the Solarz amendment. That amendment has a variety of 
actual and legal elements that must be resolved before a 
conclusion can be drawn concerning its applicability. 


We would note as well that the case of arshad Pervez 
remains before a court of law. We're urgently seeking as much 
information as possible to permit a thorough and conscientious 
review, and then, finally, ultimately the responsibility for 
making a determination under the Solarz Amendment, taking intco 
account all factors, including the national security importance 
of our relationship with Pakistan, rests with the President. 


Q Il take it you can't. make a flat statement that if 
the accusations are correct, the State Department would 
recommend that aid be cut off? 


. As 1 say, since there has been at this point no 
determination to impose Solarz Amendment sanctions on Pakistan, 
it's really a question that I can't get to 


Q Chuck, when did the Department learn that a 
Pakistani native had paid off an American undercover Customs 
agent to obtein this special kind of steel? 


. I couldn't tell you precisely when the Department 
learned. This is something that's been run by the Justice 
Department -- this particular investigation, for some time, as 


I understand it. 


Q The actual payoff, first payoff. was made in 
January, on the 14th or 13th, I believe, according to the 
testimony in court Could you find out when it was that the 
State Department learned of this? 


+ 


a I'll see 


Chuck, what is the State Department's impression 
of whether Pakistan in general is developing a nuclear bomb? 


‘. There the answer is essentially what we've said 
before. You know that there was a requirement under another 
law under which the President has certified it in October 1986 
that Pakistan does not pos:.ess a nuclear explosive device, and 
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that our assistance program reduces significantly the risk that 
it would possess such a device That is a different law that's 
being addressed there and is not affected by this case 


But, beyond that, I think in a nutshell what we have 
said many times is that we have repeatedly voiced our concerns 
about the overall nature and the direction of Pakistan's 
nuclear program and about Pakistan's ongoing unsafeguarded 
uranium enrichment activities That, I think, is the simplest 
formulation for many of the things that we have said concerning 
that program. 


Q We could look it up, of course, but what is the 
principal concern? That it might be used against India? It 
might be the Arab bomb that some Arab countries have been 
looking for? What is the concern basically? Why shouldn't 
Pakistan have a bomb like a lot of other countries? 


é Our basic concern is nuclear nonproliferation 
That has been a priority foreign policy objective for this 
Administration, as for others. and we have pursued that policy 
with recard to Pakistan as wel] as with regard to other 
countries. 

Q So there's no special concern here because of 
India, for instance? It's just -- 


A Any special -- 

Q It's a policy, if you don't want -- the U.S. and 
the Soviet Union do not want the proliferation of nuclear 
weapons. 

+ That's the rationale for our policy Yes 

Q Chuck, are you seeking more than an explanation? 


Are you seeking some specific actions on the part of the 
Pakistani Government to demonstrate that it's no longer engaged 
in an attempt to acquire technology for nuclear weapons -- 
specific deeds and actions on their part; not just an account 
of what happened in this case? 


- I can only answer that by saying, first, I've 
characterized the nature of our actions with r_gard to this 
particular case. And, secondly, as you look at the record, you 
will see that we have a long history of raising these 
particular concerns with Pakistan. And, in doing all of that, 
our objective has been, if you will, to reinforce and to do the 
Maximum possible to ensure that our nuclear nonproliferation 
concerns are met. 


Q But precisely because there has been a long 
history of this, and these concerns are strongly felt in 
Congress, and they persist, are you seeking more than just 
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assurances or an explanation of this case? At this point do 
you think something more is required to put this relationship 
right? 


a Well, I think I just answered that question the 
best I can. 


Q Chuck, if I may. you're fond of saying from the 
podium there that this Administration looks for actions not 
words on a variety of subjects I'm aware of your long record 
of words to Pakistan; I'm not aware of any deeds to back that 
up. Have there been deeds? Will there be deeds? 


4 Again, it's essentially the same question that's 
been asked before. Our objective in all of this with Pakistan, 
as with other countries around the world, has been to work 
toward successful implementation of nuclear nonproliferation, 
so that I'm just not in the position to characterize or to 
catalog various positive or negative actions by Pakistan -- or 
by anyone else. i 


Q May I ask you to clarify somethina? The Justice 
Department makes a Gistinction between what it, in fact, is 
investigating, which is bribing a Customs official in an 
attempt to export against the laws on these materials, and the 
Solarz Amendment which -- is that your responsibility to 
investigate? Who will be the lead agency in investigating 
whether in fact the Solarz Amendment was violated in terms of 
it being the government? 


“ As I said in response to a previous question, 
that it's the President's determination to make. We have an 
input to that decision, and part of that input is included in 
what I just described as our contacts. Now in this case with 
the Government of Pakistan, as I said, the objective of those 
contacts, in essence to seek an explanation, this part of the 
process of getting the facts. 


Q Chuck, can I stick on the subject? 


Q Same subject 
Q I'm sorry. 
‘ Q Has the State Department ever verified whether 


Pakistan is enriching uranium above the 95 percent level, 
despite the fact that Junejo gave a pledge last year that they 
were not? 


= I can't help you on that one. 


Q Does the State Department have any reason to 
believe that other countries, or companies in other countries, 
are involved? ‘n the past, the State Department has registered 
concern about Turkey and about German firms assisting Pakistan 
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in running around the world and getting the material they need 
to build the bomb. 


Are you inquiring of Turkey and of the German 
Government, can you tell us, in this case? 


- I have net seen any reference to those other 
governments in this case 


Q The Israelis, in particular, were having their 
misgivings or showing their own concerns regarding what they 
call the “Islamic"™ nuclear bomb Have they been in contact 
with you? Have they been of great use to the Administration, 
knowing about what's going on in Pakistan and maybe what's 
going on inside the United States of stealing material or 
stealing know-how? 


Q Can't help you on that one. 

Q Chuck, speaking of other countries, there's 
another name mentioned by Mr Pervez if I'm pronouncing it 
correctly -- David Walker, which the Justice Department says 


claims to be a Canadian Are you requesting any information 
from the Canadian Government regarding this case? Are they 
assisting in the investigation in-any way?’ 


- My understanding is the Canadian Government is 
assisting. But again, since the Justice Department is the 
primary agency responsible for the investigation, I[ think they 
are the ones in a better position to define the nature of that 
cooperation. 


Q Can I also ask whether you're requesting 
information from the Pakistani Government, whether we can 
interpret that to mean that you have reason to believe that the 
Pakistani Government was involved in some way in this case? 

The Justice Department says that it has no evidence of a 
connection between the government and the individuals 
involved. Do you have some reason to believe that there is a 
connection? 


“ I don't want to go beyond what Justice has said 
in terms of the facts of the case. [ did say that what we're 
involved in here is trying to gather the facts, and that's 
essentially what we're doing at this stage. 


Q Can i also ask -- a few moments ago you said -- I 
think you said -- that this case does not affect the question 
of the President's certification that took place in October 
‘86. I'm not sure if you mean that because the events of this 
case appear to have post-dated the certification, that that's 
why it doesn't affect it, or whether you mean this kind of case 
will not affect Presidential certifications of that sort? 
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= Concerning future certifications, obviously, this 
or any other facts could figure in that All [I'm saying is 
that the Presidential certification was made at a particular 
period of time under a certain law What we're looking at here 
is a collection of information with regard to the Solarz 
Amendment 


Q This appears to have begun, according to the 
people in Philadelphia, the Justice people in Philadelphia, 
appears to have begun in November of ‘86. Is there any 
conclusion you can draw about the certification process? 


- No, nothing I can draw. 


Q Chuck, was this guy a resident of Canada or a 
citizen of Canada? 


a What I have is not conclusive He apparently is 
a Canadian resident. We don't know whether he is a Canadian 
citizen, and there again, the Justice Department would be the 
better source 


Q On a related question, do you have any, does the 
Department have any indication who was behind the bombings in 
Karachi yesterday? And do you have any particular thing to say 
about it? 


A First, obviously, we've seen the reports of these 
bombings which took place in one of Karachi's most crowded 
bazaar areas yesterday We don't have any specific additional 
information. We do regret the loss of life, which we 
understand is high, and we condemn these bombings. 


Concerning responsibility, the most one can do now is 
look at previous similar incidents which have occurred in 
recent weeks and months, and if that's any indication, then 
this would appear to be the work of agents operating under the 
control of the Kabul regime's secret police -- the Khad. 


Chuck, this topic of Afghanistan -- I mean 
Pakistan. Is Pakistan a signatory party to the Nuclear 
Nonproliferation Treaty’ 


‘ “ No. 
+ Have they been asked to join? 
a You know what our standard position is. Wwe 


believe that that's a useful treaty, and we have encouraged 
adherence to that by Pakistan as well as other states. 


Q Encouraged, but did you ask them when they were 
here last year? The Prime Minister when he was here, was he 
asked? 
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A I'm not going to go into every particular detail, 
but it's been a subject that's been regularly and routinely 
discussed. 


Q Can you clarify whether the -- 


Q Your comments about -- that there have been no -- 
that it's still before a court, do you mean to assert that the 
penalties of the Solarz Amendment could not be imposed until 
and unless there is a conviction? 


a I don't know what the legal technicalities are. 
Imposing the Solarz Amendment is a Presidential decision. How 
Justice's actions ina legal sense, as you refer to them, 
interact, I just don't know specifically. 


Q No. There was a suggestion in some of your 
remarks that there's only a charge yet, that it's an act that 
hasn't been adjudicated, that this couldn't take place until 
there is a resolution in the courts. You do not mean to 
suggest that, I[ take? 


a I'm not drawing that particular conclusion. 
Q Can we move to the Gulf? 

= To the Gulf? 

Same subject? 


Q Same subject for just a second Maybe you can 
refresh my memory: Wasn't it in December ‘86-January ‘87 that 
the U.S. sent an envoy to Pakistan, or a message to Pakistan, 
about this subject? And if that's true -- and [I don't have the 
record in front of me -- doesn't that, the afterwards 
revelation of this case say something about how the Government 
of Pakistan considers these remonstrations by the U.S. 
Government? 


4 I can't draw any conclusions from the set of 
facts that you've put out. I['ve said in response to a number 
of questions -- and you know from having attended these 
briefings over a period of time -- that this has been, as I 
said in response to a question, a regular and important area of 
concern, and we've regularly talked about it here. 

Q But it's a question, not just -- it's obviously a 
matter of concern whether Pakistan is engaging in the kind of 
activities that the U.S. suspects. It's another matter of 
concern, isn't it, if they effectively ignore, by allowing to 
continue these sorts of activities, if they effectively ignore 
even U.S. statements about the case? 


- Once again, the status of this particular case is 
as I have described it now, and as a consequence, I'm just not 
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in a position today to draw the kind of conclusions that you're 
talking about. It's just a question of not being able to do it 


Q The Secretary won't see the Ambassador, will he, 
or will he? 


fe) I said earlier the meeting was between Under 
Secretary Armacost and the Ambassador 


Q What's the status of the discussions with 
Pakistan about AWACS types of aircraft? 


a There hasn't been any change from the previous 
guidance on that, as you know it. 


Q Which we're still discussing. We have not ruled 
out any particular system or --? 


2) That's right 


Q What do you consider the motives of these car 
bomb explosions? 


A I don't think I'm in a position to go into 
motivation. [I just don't have any way to do that. 


Q Chuck, have you seen the new threats by 
Rafsanjani against U.S. Naval escort to ships if they would 
commence on the 22nd of this month? 


a Do you have any question besides whether I['ve 
seen them or not? 


Q Well, I mean do you have any comment on them, I 
mean? 


- No, I don't really have any specific comment we 
have seen similar statements from a number of [ranian officials 
over weeks, and I suppose months, and all I would do is 
reiterate once again for those who haven't focused on what this 
is all about is that this is a protective plan in international 
waters to protect U.S. shipping from the threat that has been 
posed by this particular war. 


: Our presence and what the Navy will be doing is 
essentially deterrent, and I think that, in essence, is the 
answer to any of these kind of questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on that the Iranian Radio 
issued a statement that they refuse to accept the U.N. 
resolution off-hand, even before the United Nations Security 
Council issues it? 


a I haven't seen that. 
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Q Chuck, it's about as mid-July as you can get 
Can we write off the Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting until 
September? 
Q On the Gulf? Another Gulf question. 
” In any case, the answer to Barry's Question is a 


simple one, which is that I'd leave the prospects for that 
meeting exactly as [I've described it previously. 


Q Yesterday, I believe it was Marlin Fitzwater 
said, in passing at the White House, that all of the Gulf 
Cooperation Council States now in one way or another are 
cooperating with the U.S. with the escort mission. What are 
each of the GCC States doing specifically to assist the U.S.? 


a I'm not going to be able to help you on those 
kind of specifics, but I would agree totally with what Marlin 
said, that, as I said yesterday in fact, that there is 
cooperation coming from states in the region. It's of varying 
kinds depending on capabilities and what might be required. 


Q Can the cooperation -- as a follow-up -- any 
cooperation from countries beyond the vicinity of the Gulf 
area? I have in mind Egypt because there are so many claims 
inside Egypt that there is a certain role assigned to the 
Egyptians, maybe forces or military, wnatever, co assist the 
U.S. plan in the Gulf? 


a) I don't have any other specifics to offer. 
Q Chuck, do you have -- 


Q Chuck, how does the Administration feel about the 
result of yesterday's briefing from Members of Congress on the 
Gulf reflagging operation and the almost instantaneous public 
revelation of the scheduled date for beginning the operation? 


a The White House has reacted to that, I believe, 
saying that it's unfortunate that some of these details were 
revealed and that, as a result, some of the details might have 
to be changed. I think we would all realize that there are 
certain security concerns that are properly a part of this 
escort plan, and that is the reason for which we really are not 
putting forward specific dates for public consumption. 

Q Chuck, do you have by now a full or partial 
support to the reflagging idea from the Western allies -- 
England, France, Germany and Japan? 


A I'm not aware there's ever been any difficulty 
with such support. 


Q Complete support or partial support. What's 
their position about that now? 
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a That's been addressed many, many times, going 
back to the Venice Summit and even before that 
Q Yesterday, the White House -- Mr. Fitzwater -- 


said that Secretary Shultz is going to New York to the United 
Nations, but he didn't say when. Can you help us on that, 
please? When is he going to be in New York? 


a We discussed that yesterday. The state of play 
is still about the same as I described it. I think we would be 
looking for early next week as the most likely time period. 


Q New subject, Chuck? Relations between the U.S. 
and Greece appear to be worsening at a time when the Soviets 
are actively wooing Papandreou. Do you have any comment on the 
Soviet approach to Greece, on the current dispute with Greece, 
on Papandreou's demand for an apology, et cetera, et cetera? 


a I dor't have any reaction to your various 
questions other than to say I would not agree with your initial 
summation which says that relations appear to be getting worse. 


Q They're not? 

A I think it's always the case with allies that 
there are points of disagreement that arise. But to draw from 
that that we're on some sort of a down-hill slope or a longer 
trend line, I don't believe so. 


Q Would you say there are more rough spots than 
there are, for instance, in the U.S. relationship with Britain 
or with Denmark? 


a I don't see what it serves to compare any country 
with another country. They are each unique and have their own 
special characteristics. 


Q The Greek Government and the United States have 
been sort of hurling accusations at each other from time to 
time, and it's kind of ingenuous to suggest that -- 


a I'd object to that to some degree, Barry, because 
I have not hurled any accusations in recent days or weeks. 


‘ Q Not everything is done on the record. But I say, 
certainly Athens is on the record, threatening to close bases 
down. I mean, you know, it's -- 


Q Isn't it a fact that Papandreou is demanding 
formal apology from the U.S. before there are any base talks? 
Is that not a fact, Chuck? 


a I don't know that that's a fact. 





ir a 


-12- Wednesday, 7/15/87 
Q Is it correct to -- 
Q You don't know? 
a I saw ON-THE-RECORD statements from Greek 


spokesmen which did not say that even yesterday. 


Q But was that contradiction of what you believe to 
have been the case prior to those statements? Or was that an 
improvement, a change in positions? 


Aa Can't give you any reading on that. 


Q The Greek spokesman said yesterday that they 
don't want an apology but they do want some document that would 
recall the accusations that Ambassador Keeley made during a 
meeting with Foreign Minister Papoulias. There are some fine 
differences there. Do you think any such document is going to 
be given to the Greek Government? 


A I don't have any prediction on that. 


Q Chuck, one follow-up about having the base talks 
-- to have begun at some period +- that process had been slowed 
because of this controversy? 


“ I don't know quite how to answer that. There had 
never been a date set for the beginning of those talks. We had 
expressed our desire that they ought to get underway at an 
early date. 


Q But my understanding has been -- 
Aa That's been the state of play for some days now. 
Q But our Ambassador spoke to the Foreign Minister, 


which is basically to set up the procedures and to begin the 
base discussions, and that they were to follow shortly with 
some sense of truly imminent, and that has not taken place. 

And so one might draw the conclusion that, in fact, this timing 
has been put off -- that the corrected timing has slide because 
of this disagreement. 


A As I said before, there had never been any timing 
set, so it's pretty difficult for something to slide which has 
never been set. 


Q You, earlier, when this subject came up, you 
voiced considerable frustration on the subject, that the 
Secretary had talked to the Greeks, that they wanted the talks 
to begin, that you had assurances that all of this process 
would begin a great deal sooner. All of sudden, you seem to be 
far more understanding. 


f°) It's that you all seem to like to deal in a sort 
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of hyperbole that I really can't accept, when you say 
“considerable frustration." What I[ try to do is set forth the 
United States position, and I've set that forth, I think, ona 
number of occasions, saying that it has been our position that 
we think that the negotiations ought to get underway in 
sufficient time to resolve the situation before the bases 
expire. That's what I've said. The record is there. 


Q Under Secretary Derwinski, in the Senate hearing 
yesterday, said that Mr. Papandreou has made a lot of unhelpful 
public statements that do not help, obviously, Greek—American 
relations. Was that the impression exercised in hyperbole or 
just a, you know, Administration policy? 


A I didn't even see the statement so I have no way 
to reflect on that. 


Q Chuck, are there any -- now that Colonel North 
has completed his testimony, are there any impressions that 
Colonel North left with the public or with the Senate and the 
House that Secretary Shultz would like to dispel before he 
takes the witness stand next month? 


A [ don't have anything to offer on that, Ralph. 
Q Crocker? 
Pardon? 
Q Crocker. Chester Crocker. 
a Crocker. Sorry. He is still in Luanda, from the 


best information I can gather; the second day of his talks with 
the MPLA authorities, but I don't have any readout to offer. 


Q (Inaudible) 


“4 There seems to be one fellow, Barry, who didn't 
get a chance. Can he ask his? 


Q To go back to the article on Vorontsov in 
yesterday's New York Times where it is stated very specifically 
the areas that temper an agreement, and it seems that it is the 
United States that isn't willing to agree. What's your 
reaction on that, to be very specific -- 





a I could specifically take on each and every one 
of those points without any difficulty whatsoever. I think -- 


Q That to put on --- 


4 A few of them are very clearly -- and I'd just 
put them on the record, just to give an idea but I won't bore 
everybody by going through them all -- but take the question of 
the 72 P-1A's in Germany, that's an issue we've said 
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many times before has never been in these negotiations since 
they began in 1981, have never been raised by the Soviets, and 
if the Soviets now raise them at the eleventh hour, one has to 
ask who is putting obstacles in the way. 


If we take the question of basing, Mr. Gorbachev said, 
when we talked about this issue, the Soviets desire to keep 100 
on each side, a desire which, as you know, we have said we're 
willing to go along with but we don't think is the best idea. 
Because if you could do away with those 100, then you would 
eliminate lots of these problems, including the question of 
basing. But Mr. Gorbachev, in proposing that our 100 be in the 
United States, didn't mention Alaska at all. And so I think, 
again, the question has to be raised of who's bringing up these 
last-minute obstacles. 


The question on weapons being removed from the Far 
East, a question that [I've had the pleasure of addressing 
before, since it's so transparent. The fact of the matter is 
that the United States has no -such LRINF missiles in the Far 
East. The nuclear capable aircraft, which the Soviets would 
have us remove, are dwarfed in number by Soviet aircraft which 
would not be limited by the Soviet proposal. 


Those are just a few of the many things. I'd be glad 
to take on the rest with you if you had more time, but I see 
we're losing our audience rapidly. 


Q But one interesting specific question. You 
mentioned yourself the 72 Pershings. What would you say if the 
Soviet Union would deploy Soviet warheads -- Vorontsov 
mentioned that possibility -- if they would deploy Soviet 
nuclear warheads, for instance, on missiles in the other German 
state, would that be equivalent or what do you say about that? 


2) Your question comes from an ignorance of the 
negotiating process as it has developed over the years, because 
the fact is that established patterns of cooperation have long 
been accepted by the negotiating parties, as part of the rules 
of the road. The United States has long had a cooperative 
program with the Federal Republic of Germany. The Soviet Union 
has had none and has never claimed to have any. 


The fact of the matter here is that the Soviets have 
raised this in recent weeks after having ignored your argument, 
as well as the whole issue, for many, many years. 


Q Let me try again, to ask this man's question. 
Rafsanjani threatens not only the United States ships, he 
threatens the Gulf countries who are going to help the United 
States like military bases and ports, and things like that. 
He's saying Iran is going to seize these bases, capture them. 


How seriously do you take these threats by I[ran? 
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A I responded to that, [ think, in answering the 
other questions, and I didn't have any specific response but 
recalling part of the rationale we are there. 


I might note, by the way, in response to your 
(previous) question, that there is some material being prepared 
in response to Mr. Vorontsov's article, and we're very hopeful 
that Tass, Izvestia, that others in the Soviet Union to whom we 
will offer this material, will make it available to the Soviet 
public. So that, just as the American public have seen what 
Mr. Vorontsov had to say, which we think is a good idea, the 
Soviet public will likewise have a chance to see what our 
position is on some of those same questions. 





Q Do you know when that would be? 
7 Very soon. 

Q When? 

“ Very soon. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the July 15, 1987 daily press briefing: 


PANAMA: VISIT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS 





Q. Is there currently a group of Administration 
officials in Panama? If so, why? 


A. -- THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE PANAMA CANAL 
COMMISSION IS ATTENDING THE QUARTERLY BOARD MEETING 
THIS WEEK. COMMISSION OFFICIALS, STAFF, AND TWO 
MEMBERS OF THE DEPARTMENT'S OFFICE OF PANAMANIAN 
AFFAIRS ARE ALSO PRESENTLY IN PANAMA FOR THIS 
MEETING. 


DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR 
INTER-AMERICAN AFFAIRS WILLIAM WALKER IS ALSO IN 
PANAMA THIS WEEK FOR CONSULTATIONS WITH THE EMBASSY 
AND MEETINGS WITH PANAMANIAN OFFICIALS AND PRIVATE 
CITIZENS. 
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mR. EOWARD: We will sow baeve a oriefing by the 0.8. 
Anbassetor to tre Uniteé Bations, Ambessador Vernon Waters. This is 
ON TEE RECORD. but net for sound and camera. 


AABASEADOR WALTERS: Gooé aeorning. I have deen waiting 
for this oppertenity te talk to you, but I thought it would be 
inappropriate to éc it before I'é reported to the Presifest .n ry 
trip. 


. Where bave you been? 


MABASEADCE WALTERS: bere heave I been? I have been to 
Jeceve for the BCCSOC Conference, which ie part of ay U.N. job. I've 
been in Vienna for the extreoréinerily sueceseful Erug conference 
where we got totel snenimity of a1] the sembers of the United 
Saticss. Prom there, I went to Dapascus -—— mo, I's sorty — free 
there, I went to Budapest for oréinary 0.8. conmeultetions with the 
Tungerien ernment. Then I went to Moecew, where, for the firet 
time, the Soviets Sad inwited -- et leset io ty Enowlecge -- the 9.8. 
ee co the Uniteé Metions for Ceneultations before the General 
Arsesbly. 


We tat been worting in the Jniteé Bationgs on & re@oluticn 
te call for an end te the fighticg in Iran under instructions fros 
the Presigent. Ané I guess while I wes in Vienna, I got instructions 
to extené gy trip end, in Moscew, te bring up Gore thes just the 
ordinary “whet's going to happen in the 1987 Genera. Assembly" -- 
bring up epecificai.cy the question of the Gulf wer ané how to put it 
ts an ecg. 


I heé four bourse of telxe with the Soviets in Moscow on 
thie lesce ené with the Vice Foreign Minister Petreveky ené -- I 
guees they've got « lot of vice foreign Binieters. ! think 
Menéelevich ie also « Vice Foreign Minister <= on this iseve. Ané = 
evwphesizeéd that ay trip to Moecew wae se lenger just en ordinary 
comeultetion, but it wes tO wore with the Soviets to sake sure thet 
we got total anepicity of the five permanent members of the Security 
Council on this resciution. 


Sow, to ge beck to this resolution @ little bit te give 
you an i@@a, if Com@ultations some ronths ego, we Seciéed that it wee 
very i tant to pet am ené to this Gulf war. Ané@ I was inetructed 
by Weehington, by the President ané the Secretary te work haré to get 
thle resc.ation through. fc we bad s series of aeetings acd I vee 

; os 26 Beees “gg CM J -° “* ssers there, at the 
ebeninity among the Soviet Ceien, France, Britain, China asé the 
Taited Stetes on the Ceeirebiiity of ending thie war -- everyone for 
his different reasons. 


But there wes onceusel unanialty and © éeciéed I was going 
te teke advantage of it becaupe I hadn't encountered it sefere. 
so we set, the five permanent representatives of these fire countries 
Set end discussed what we could and sought inetructions {rea cour 
government. Ané we finally got to the peint where we were ready to 
éreft « proposal to evubeit to the Secretary General ané te the other 
senbers of the Security Council -~- there are 15 aembers, five of then 


ue. < ‘enien anne mitm_—~z=.: 








pertanent ané 10 of them for two-year periocés. 


At this point, we teok -- we sesched asreesent. we baé 
cur political counsellors’ Sraft together. So every coe of the fire 
POwers. talking about its own ebild -- they 6.2 participated in the 
érefting of the reeclution. “e shen took the resolution to the 
Secretary Gecerel and asneé his views ané se blessed it, aré we then, 
on tbe second of June, taée ‘t availseblie te the non-permanent 
senbers, she 10 other sembers of the Security Counei. -- Argentina, 
Venecuels, Zambia, Conge, the United Arab Republic, Sbene, ané «a 
number of other people. Do yOu want se te give you ell 107 


i) Ro, we stipulate thes. 
Q So, no. I went =~ thie is « test. You esterted. 


AMBASSADOR “VALTERS: Argentina, Venesuela, the United 
Arad Repeblic -- what? 


fe) Bo, nO. Ge abead. That's three. 


AMBASEADCE WALTERS: C-A-E. You're trying to discencert 
se. You say Eiscencert me on this subject, But sot on the others. 


@ The questicn ia, can you speak all those langeages? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: The only pecple I can't cask to are 
the Chinese. (Laugnhter.) 
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Zasdia. Congo, Gnana -- 

Q That's si2. 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Plus the five sembers is 1). 

 ] Right. 

AMBASSADCR WALTERS: Japan, Germany and italy. 

2 T don't Emow them, se i aseume you're on sack. 

Q Dan. belp Ais cut. 

Q Ané then what Sappened?§ (Laughter .) 

AMBASSADOR @ALTERS: fou have to underetand that I tave 
tS Soncentrate on the importent things. My subordinates bave to taow 
who ere the senders of the permanent committee. And efter all -- 

< ~~ Cheaé hearts about this. (Laughter.) 

Q -- get @ reselution er not? 

AMBASSADOR VALTERS: We're going to get a resolution. 

Q You are going to get & resolutica. 

0 Sat rot with economic sasctions? 

AMBASSADOR WALTSAS: Pardon se? 

Q Sut sot with eceonewic sanctions? 

AMBASEADOR WALTERS: Well, I thine this is divided into 
two things. We want to, fircat of all, * & resolution caeliing for 
tte eré of the war, and if we So it will be the firet tise the five 
pertanent sesbers, to sy trowledge, hare ever agreed on auch « 
Dicding call. The resmiutione of the Security Couneil by the charter 
of the United Sations are DSinding on 411 -- Bulgaria ia the iStb. 

oy Thanas. 

) All cigbt. (Appleuse.) 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS: -~- are binding on ell members. You 
toew, your sentory fades when you reach sy age. 


. At your age? You shoulé listen to the Presicent. 
(Laugbdter.) 


f°] In what way if it binding? 

AMBASEADOR WALTERS: it is by the charter of the United 
Patione -- all tember "ations «ho Dave signed the charter are sound 
to obeerve ané respect resclutions pesseeé by the Security Council. 

. Ctherwise? 

d Tes. ‘then sh2t Pre; 


MMBASEADOR WALTERS: Ctherwise you get om to this Chapter 
Seven. which is esforewment sessures. 


Q De yOu thine -= wbat is your senee of -- 
fe] Let bis firieh. 


Q What's enforcesest? 
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AMBASGADCR WALTERS: ell, enforcement is what ve 4ecide 
enforcement «iil be. You then sove to a second stage. if tenis 
resolution is passed and the Secretary General is charged wien seeing 
what be ean Go to bring this wer to an end, after @ reasonable periad 
that hes not Been defined yet -- but I certeinly will resist saaing 
it indefinite -- « reesonsbdle por ies. ané one cr beth sides refuge to 
comply, I thins then we face the serious crisis of the authority of 
the Security Council Deing fleuted. Acd, you anew, this is «# unique 
cocesion for the Onited Saticrse to do whet is wes created to do -- 
atop vers. 


You «now, it's funny «= I've been a soldiers foc 36 years 
and I've been to four wars. And es you get older, you begio te think 
sore about how horrible they are ané about stoppicg thes. e wilt 
then discuss, with the other perzanent aesbece -- the process will be 
repested. We'll Siscuss fircet with the peczanent serbers what we do. 
Aré = #11) tell you thet sost of the nation that are persanent 
aeabers bave a vested interest in the especial position thay have oy 
virtue of being personal — peraanent sembere, and have a vested 
interest in not baeving the euthority of the Seeurity Council fiouted. 


In the pest, it tes Seen slmoet impossible to get « 
security resolution peseeé because sctebody vetoes is -- the Soviets 
or we or the Britieh or the French or the Chinese -- somebody. And 
thie ie wbat's really senique about this. 


Q But 60 you have any agreement on a cease-fire? ¢= 


teen, i's a -- Of an afas embargo? Some of these persanent 
meabers are s@.ling arms to one party of anotber. 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS: “ell, we've got to get -- we're got 
to get two steps. Firet we've got to order them to stop the war. 
We've got to give the Secretery General «= 

. “= ignore that. 

AMBASSADCR WALTEAS: “e theca sove on to the second phase. 


Q Bot will they ignore it? Oo you Dave any evicence 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: < really ¢o sot have any definitive 
inforeation. <= am hopeful that we will get seme acceptation. 
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They will underetand that this is unique and they've never faced 
anytbing like this before. 


But, of course, Saving great esperience with Iren, having 
epené three sonthe there in 1951 negotiating with Moesadeq, ay 
impression at that tine «- 


Q Rezeaber what beppened to his, General. 
> f°) tes, and at who's hands? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: -~- my impression at that time -- at 
that time -- and, of course, things say have cbhangeé since -- was it 
ie @ country where two and two and four sake only on Monday. 
Wedresdéay and Friday. 


q All cight, so let's assume thet they don't agree -- 
Q and you got rid of Mossadeq. 
AMBASSADCR WALTERS: So, I didn't get cid of hin. 


Q Beve you got @n @greement GA an Oras embargo, gives 
the facts thet se aeny of the parties are -- 


Q Weren't you in the CIA then? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: i doen't want to go inte the phase 
ané presudge whet people are doing. Obviously, we've been thinking 
beyond this first resolution that I hope will come up early nest 
week. Obviously, there's been prelicinary thinking. We will go 
through with that -- tte same process we 6i¢ with the draft for the 
fircet resolution. soatent? the five sembers -- I'l] be with you in a 
second -- five seeders will dseft « paper on the basis of what their 
consensus is acd so forth. We will then tate that paper to the 
Secretary General. We will then take it to the son-permanent 
sesbers. 


Bow, on the firet document callisg for the cesse-fire, 
we've had o nuaber of amendsents from various countries which I thins 
we can go slong with nearly 11 of thes. So I's ful that we will 
get @ very lerge vote in favor of that resolution when it comes. 

“ —— Q ween? 
AMBASEADOR WALTSAS: Early sest weet, | hope. 


Q Ané & reasonable of period of time? Define that for 
“8. 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: The reasonadie period of tise, quite 
frankly, varies with different countries. And I's not going to go 
inte it now to -- 

Q What's the renge? 


AMBASSADOR WALTOAS: -- prejudice any negotiations { 
aight bave with thes. 


Q Weets? menthe? «Dats the range. 
AMBASSADCR WALTERS: “ell, my own view, for whatever it's 


werth, not the 6tate teent, Sut, se, Walters’ view, would be 
somewbere between 39 45 days a6 @ ceasccedle period. 
Yee? 


Q ar, Ambesee¢or, slightly off the oe but 614 oe 
pick “P any hints in your seetings in Moscow, at #11, on whet could 
unatick the deadloct on eras control between Shults ang sSheverénedse? 


- ow thee ee + ee ~~ ble. ——e . 

















Q ao yo. didn't coring the Preaident any private 
Giidarce on that subject? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: i cevez Oring guidance to the 


Presiéent. 
<I Zow adcut -- 
AMBASSADOR WALTERS: te gives se guidance. 
> st pe ¢ Eow about improvement on relations with Damascus? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: #011, | went to Demescus. I've been 
there on a number of occasions previously, sore 4iscretly than this 
time when I went in a 0.8. Air Porce sisglane -- 


g On a CIA cover? 
Q Did you bring @ cate and bible? (Laugbter.) 


AMBASEBADOR WALTBAS: Pardon se? MO, © Brought no giftce 
and teceived on gifts. 


Q Aseead must be quaking, given your scecord with 
Mossséeq. 


AMBASSADOR “WALTEAS: I don't tnow what you think about 
Moseateq. Mossaéeq fell abeut four years after I left Iran. 


. To. planted the seed. 
re} It took @ long tise for it te work, 


AMBASBADCR WALTERS: if I nad the kind of capability yeu 
Sttcibuting, there would be «@ ict less Bostile powers around the 
world, | cen tell you that. 


PI Well. what 416 you ¢o to Asead? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: I talted to him. I talked te hin et 
qrest lengtne te try and point te bia the advantages of doing the 
things we'é like bis te Go. And since that if etill in gestetion, ¢ 
Gon't want te get iste too such detail over it. 


*) Let's go back te 48 days. It passes the State 
aa’ Depertment -- 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS Sow, remenber that's my thing. It's 
i sot the State Sepertmenc or the President's. 
a 
? 
“ 


Q The State Depertsent agrees with Walters. How do 
you sove forwerd and whet does the seat resolution say? 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS: We're aoving forward already in 
Giscuesing what we Ge neat, if one of beth are resected. We're 
siceedy considering that possibility. fe, we, then -- and 
everybody's very anzious te be consulted and te have a chance te tave 
his gevernuent -- and what we have were the number of the 
ron-persanent sesbers. One of ie tie. ..,... 08 to we thar, you 
baow, they hadn't been consulted earlier. Sow if said yo were 
comeulted on the 26th of March, you got this paper en the 24 of 
Jene, which ia sin weees ago. Ané t+ * said -- when they pressed at 
home, I said, leokt, suet e8 I would like te, i can't sake you the 
siath permanent sember of the United Sations -- of the Seeurity 
Ceunei.. Sverysody wants to be the siath permanent member, bat, 
unfortunately, all can't. The charter is stipulated <= te change the 
eherter is the only thing I «sow sere difficult then trying te change 
the Constitution of the United States. 
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Q Given China's well-ancwn position in tne Iran-Iraq 
wat, what chances 460 you get to eve any king of Buscle penind your 
cease-fire resolution? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Well, without going into details. I 
can tell you thet we'ce optimistic -- if we do things the cight way 
and we proceed ag we proceeded with the fiset resolution = will be 
hopeful that we will have all five sembers on board. 


Q What's the right way? What 6e you sean by -- 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: {= Bean carrying out Consultations, 
allowing the non-permanent seabers to have their say, letting the -- 
having eome of the people with whom the franians witli talk — you 
know, they refssed to coneult with se when I was president of the 
eee Couneil, because i was the Great Gaetan. In fact, one of 
them pointed hie finger at se and said there sits Gatan #ith bis 
American accent. I don't tnow what accent be expected te to talk 
witS, But anywey -- 


. -* bilinguiet. 
AMBASSADCR WALTERS: wot Iranian. 
Q You've could bave talked << 


AMBASSADOR WALTBAS: Well, @ little bit Iranian. 
(Laugbter.) 8c, we were -- I tried to outline tbe process on the 
first. e intend to repeat that process on the second. The five get 
together. soe éraft a paper tbat will obtein thelr agreement. “hen 
ny hy Grafted that, they take it to the Secretary Generel to see if 
be has problems with it. If be doesn't, we teke it to the 10 
nen-persanent sesbers and give thea plenty of time to coneult their 
governseants and obtein @ decision. 


Q What's your tige frame in all of this? 
AMBASSADOR WALTSRS: My time frame doesn't count. 


ie) Bo, but what is your best guess as to when you can 
twist etms to get some tind of -- 


AMBASEADOR WALTERS: {1 would not want to beserd « guess. 
I thing it‘a usgent. My isetructiona from the President are to get 
it done es quickly as sible. An@ I will do everything I can tc 
bring that time frame into something like ay personal desires. 


and that's «+ that would looclude sanctions, thet 
nobedy @enés areas or nobody -- whet -- 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Well -—- 
. ~~ @eele in any way? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: 1 bave long been an qxponent 
obviously en erase ewmbarge would be some pact of it. bave long 
bees a proponent of semetbing I tnow Sam Donaldson will disapprove 
of, which i@ Constructive ambiguity. { do sot Believe in telling 
people whe are likely to disagree with you in great deteil what you 
plen to Go so they ceo prepare theme-*~-~ “-* it, * woul4 sev we 
will @iscues all eer of thie question, we will try to find the 
things that we think will Oring the soset preseure on both parties to 
stop the wer, and that's what we'll try and get approved. 


Q Let se just say, & point of personal privilege -- 
saybe you Gon't tell everything you tnow, Sut at least will we not 
agree that you sboelén't ile abowt it? Ané i's not oanene a éo, 
I'm just saying a8 @ principle of this cosetructive iguity. 


AMBABGADOR WALTERS: Well, you *mow, you're talting to # 
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veteran of the Watergate coanittee. 
*) The ten whe went to see Pat Gray << 


AMBASSADOR WALITSS: JI testified 23 times before thea, 
and ttey didn't catch ae in one yet. ‘(Laughter.) And tbey tried. 


Q Ro. As tre cnenvieble gan whe bed to go see Pat 
Gray, Go you have any comments on the present crisia here? 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS: 0. 
6 Eave yoo been loaning cut any wige lately? 


AMBASSADOR WALTEAS: So. Wever bad a wig, sever worn 
ome. aAné the wig was long Defore I went te CIA. Seat question. 





Q -* tal® to the Chinese on the subject of « 
possibility of « second resolution, which would inelude <= 


. Yo flLling. 


. “= ah eras embargo? O16 they give you any 
indication up or down whether they would support it? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Well, I think it would be 
inappropriate for se to e@aprees the Chinese position. I would just 
say that I rewain quite, quite Sag optimistic that if we de ali of 
the things that I neve Geecribeé, this procedure -- the five 
prepering the paper -~- don't forget the Chinese are os of those five. 
They will get their word in ell the way eloeg. And if we then est 
the Son-persenent sembers, I am a8 optimist that we 
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will Be able to bring some pressure that Day Oring this war to an 
ené, which I tbin® ie something =I would like to be connected with. 


G General Walters, not only the Chinese relationsbip 
with Iran, But the French and Soviet ae in sbipping ares to 
Iraq is an iseve. Sow, bow ere ne going to deal with that? The 
Prenct and the Soviet Union ere both permanent senbers of the 


Security Couneil, too. 
AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Yee -- 


Ace they == are you Cmpeenice that tbey'ce starting 
to oe srouné to the idee of an arme embargo and sanctions of « 
sort 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS; I believe that is not to ve 
enc) ded. 


Q Well -- (Leughter.) 

fe] That's perfectly ambiguous, General. 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Well, you koow, you've got to face 
ay problez. i've got to get agreement an these thiage. If I start 
telling you where I thick everybody stands, I'm not going to get it. 

Q Then why €i4 you cone in here? 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: And ay purpose ie to oring the war 
to an end «= Ddeceuse [I's telling you a great Geel. I think «= not 
with evercytbing you want. 

The Russians beve been making « great to-do about 
the American Bevel escorts in the Gulf. In your comwersatioes in 
moacow, 41d they caise that and do you see thet a6 @ potential 
obsetecle to 0.8. action nest week? 

AMBASGADOR WALTERS: The Soviet Cnion is a country with « 
remarkable record for paying attention to (te national interests. 
They caised that very peripherally with se. They were such sore 
speet about cur atteapte to liait the sise of the Soviet delegation 
et the 0.8. than they were about thet. 

8 is Gorbacher going to the 0.8.7 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Perdon se? 


Q Garbachev -- coming to the General Assembly? 
AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Only God snows, (Leugbter.) 
Q I's not going te tell. 

Q Could you tell ue whet the President -- 


AMBASEGADOR WALTERS: < 4idn't think you would, Sas. 
(Laugbter.) 


Q How long wee your Glaecussion With Cie ies cent” 
Could you give us sowe sense of bis ceaction? 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Well, obvicowsiy, = had reported to 
the Secretary of State; <I talked with Mr. Cartlucei before. I don't 
know when I wae in there. Someone will bawe to tell se. Se you know 
how long I wes in there? When you'ce in with the President, tine is 
vory = 


0 Se seemed to tocow who you were? (Laughter.) 
@ What wee bie attitude and 614 te give you any 
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inetructions? 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Ee not | koew who = was, cut be 
recalled « number of previous sissione of this type that = have 
performed without briefing you people ase I did on this cocasion. 

Q Bow 416 you find the President? 


fave you any further instructions? 01d you get any 
fucther icetructions? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Can we have some kisé of order is 
the questions? 


. Tes, of course. 

. Bow i4 you find the President? 

. fou turn left, geo in the Oval Office. (Laugbter.) 

AMBAGLADOR WALTBAS: I found the President in splendié 
fors. And, you tnow, when you're yf like I em, it manes you 
feel great to see someone a good deel older than you are in thet 
condition. (Leughter.) 

Q Aseaé of Syria. 

AMBASGADCR WALTERS: Yes. 

9 What can you tell ve “ore about it? You seid they 
~~ we pointed out the advantage of the things we want them to do. 
What are those things? 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Yell, there were @ number of things, 
obvicusly, that we're interested in «= like terrories, like the 
hostages, like vaking bis weight felt in the sense of bringing peace 
to the Gull area, to the Mid@le Beet peace process, to the isportance 
of Girect talks between Iereel and her Arab neighbore. 

tes? 

Q Without telling us what it is, can you tell ue if 
Assad ome ee any cseful information as to the location or condition 
of any of the hostages? 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: I don't think I can anewer that 
wittout prejudicing the futuce. 1°'4 ilse to, But IT don't think f 
cen. 

. te there any bope in the future? 

AMBASGADCR WALTERS: Yes, I think there is. 

The Iranians thie morning threatened to take 
Aserioans hostage ané put them in prison cagpe if the ships, 0.8. 
sbige go into the Gulf. 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: iranian rhetoric repinds me of -- 
well, i.’ weay enotic. 


Q Tou don't take it seriously? 

AMBAGGADOR WALTERS: Oh, I aay. It's & rather irrational 
country and never Know what they'll do, but I thine they're 
epart. And - might edé that some the people I telted to wbo have 
some kind of celationship with the Iranians, I advieed thes to advise 
the Iranians to be pradent an@ I think they -- 


Q What about Fboraseani, the sen you Gea) with? 
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AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Khorasseni? Ge never speaks to re. 
He's ore of the four people at the Cnited Nationa who never speaks to 
=e. 


Q Who are the others? 


AMBASSAOOR BALTBAS: The otbere are the Albenian, che 
Worth Korean, and tre Libyan -- sig surprise. 


e You didn't finish the anewer. What are the 
advantages? 


AMBASSADOR “ALTERS: ‘The advantages of what? 


, Q To the Syrians of <= you pointed out the advantage 
6 -- 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Well, I think they feel the fact 


that yy got the whole of tte Western Suropean Community kind of 
mad at thes. 
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They would like -- ovesynaty. curiously, likes to be thought 
reepectebie in internationsl teras. And I went through « nusber of 
thinge that I thought he would regard as being to his advantage in 
the hope that this would influence hia to do seze of the things that 
we 414. And I gust say, he received ae very courteously. I Red four 
po ag hia, and he sexed se to come Back agein for an hour the 
neat day. 


Q Did you offer any promises of returning the Aserican 
ambassador to Dasaecue? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: You krow, if I were to anewer 
qvestions like that, i could never Go this joB again. The only 
reason I'm eble to teik to these people is I cbeerve a certain 
confidentiality sbout certein things that I thick are relevant to 
achieveing the objectives we want -- set just for the <-< 

Q Were there prosises sade by you? 

AMBASEADOCR WALTERS: Were there any what? 

- Promises sade by you? 

AMBABGADCR WALTERS: So promises sade by te. 


Q ie it your expectation, General, thet the 0.#. 
tesolution would happen before the refiagging occurs? 


AMBASSADOR AALTERS: [ Gon't Know when the reflagging is 
due to cceur. ! fuset got beck from China yesterday. 


Q Well, the 22n4 of July ie@ the firet date, according 
to Lee Aspin. 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: I would hope, it would cecur as 000 
&@ possible, but I can't — uw -- there are a few finsl 
last-minute prides of suthership -- poe of authorship. God, San, 
you may have Billeé se with that. (Laughter. ) 


Yes, Jerry — Jerry, whea I've known longer than anybody 
elee ia thie roca. 


Py Ie the CIA? 
AMBABGADOR WALTERS: Go. (Laughter.) 
Q What? O'Leary's &@ pleast in the CIA? 


AMBASGADCR WALTERS: | knew Jerry O'Leary in the Bogotasc 
in 1948. 1] think the CIA was one year old at thet tise. 


2 In the Marine Corpse? 
Q Are you in the PLO, Helen? (Laughter. ) 
4 AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Don't fool with hia. (Laughter.) 

Q Seine orderly will get you nowhere around here. fo 
tnanaes ter eeeing ay hend. Do you have any trouble eccepting the 
Chinese answer -- accept the espeeences that they ¢@ net seil 
Silxworms to the Iraniace or you suet accept their -- 

Q It's @ trick question. 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS: Jerry. I'S trying te get souething. 
if = anewer your question, I may not get it, 


Q Carilueci hes already seid they do -- 
AMBASGADOR WALTERS: Does that anewer your question? 
MOAB 
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r* ] Carlucet's slready canfiraed that we don't believe 


Q Are they going to pull thes cut? 


AMBASEADCR WALTERS: I sean, who om I — if Carlueei's 
ezpressed « view, what does sine count? 


ie} But BZowaré Baxter has expressed a different view. 
ro) Bo, be took it back. 


Q Baker Keeps putting his foot in his seuth whes he 
talks about the Gulf. 


. Perhaps you'd lite to comment on that. (Leughter.) 


AMBASEADOR WALTERS: {< would like to put z tect in ay 
®Bouth all the way to being the Chief of Staff of the White Bouse, if 
that's lew you get there, 


MR. WOWARD: ‘Shy Gon't we finish up with these two -- 


Bow does the Usited States think that this 
cease-fire resolution will Bake any sore iaportent than cease-fire 
resolutions thet the 0.8. hes been adopting since the wer began is 
Septeaber of 19807 


NMBABEADOR WALTEAS: one of them hae been « fire call 
under the penalty of obligation to fulfill the cherter of the United 
Bations before, and to » anowledge, you heave never had any euch 
et agreed to by the five permanent seabers. Thet's what's unique 
ebout it. And thie hee been — I suet tell you that I've hed «@ lot 
of pressure oo ne from the adpinietration os this setter to get this 
Gone, to bring this war to an end. 


Q General, there were stories tha: suggested that your 
trip to Syria wee sade possible by Assad closing down terrorist 
hea@quertere ineide Syria. There were later stories that suggested 
maybe Asead hadn't really done coo auch after 011 because the 
terroriet base of tations serely moved into @yrian-controlie 
territory inside Libya. 


Q Lebanon. 
AMBASGADOR WALTIAS: Lebdancn. 


. Lebanon, rather. Could you provide an sasesenent of 
thet? 


AMBASGADOR WALTEAS: Well, he certainly closed it down in 
Syria, apd I certeinly sade cleer to hia the taportance we attached 
c@ the shutting down of thie organisation. And he asked se whether | 
held hie reeponsible for yey Bee happeneé in Lebanon, end I 
eeid I was not en Ottoman Suites seed to govern Syria and Lebanon 
together. And ewan Pe tind of teok thet -- 

f°] Te .nferetoed coer? 

AMBABGADCR WALTERS: Ee underetood that. 

. Did it make it sore Giffioult for you to pursue your 
Giplosatic initiatives with these revelations on the 811) of hew the 
President ané Rie eteff wes saying ome thing and doing another os -- 


AMBASGADCR WALTERS: i's not sure it wee quite perceived 
that way abroad. So, it dida't sake it sore difficult for ae. 


Q Bow sbout Charles Gleses? ite it true that the 
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Syriane are perticulerly -- they feel isavited or whatever be_euse he 
was captured in Lebanon while it wee on their watch? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: I would hope that thet is true. sut 
i went to sake plain that I aeked for all the hostages, not just 
Glass, not just che ones they've been holding, but the French, the 
British, the Gersans, the itelians, and the indians. 


Q be they have the power? Do the Syrians have the 
power to free the hostages? 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS: In & COuple of weeks, i'l) try and 


tell you. 
Q A couple of weeks? Hey. hey! 
N@ASEADCR WALTERS: You'll know the anewer, 
7 What's goiag te heppen? What's going to happen? 
AMBASBADCR WALTERS: if! keew. 
2 Bow «ill we Know «- 
. You do know. 
Q Why in such @ short tise frase, Senerel? 
. You've elreedy tolé us you -- 
ous AMBASGADOR WALTERS: Short time frase for what? fer 


Q A couple of weeks. 
AMBASGADOR WALTEBAS: For whet? 
Q for an anewer on the hostages. 


MGAASEADOR “WALTERS: Well, I sean, (t's & question of 
a be can locate them through intelligence and de scmathing 
ebout it. 


Q You've already told us there's hope. But I asen, 
you 6¢.8 to be optisiatic. 


Q what 40 you thick of the Iranian connection. 


AMBASGADCR WALTERS: Sut I tend to be optisistio by 
natere, 


Wat Go you thick of selling eras to Iran to get 
boetages? 


AABASGADOR WALTERS: Well, that reelly ie outeide of ay 
Veited Wations field of action. I just know that the President wae 
ander gigantic pressure. Be hed sant se three times to Syria te try 
and get then out, and I kept ceeding these articles by the families 
saying he ween't Gulag angihing, Me .. .. icyce@aful. And at ay 
age, tO gO tO Syria four times is -- te net the sost comfortable 
circumstances. 


. fone of the critics of the sothognses policy bere 
suggested that thie push in the United #atione ie wi éreesing, 
something to aske the reflagging situation sore palatable. for 
you reepond to that? 


AMBABGADOR WALTERS: Well, I would say if I wae 
viscerse)i of tO the edminietration, I'4 probebly be holding 
forth wit t, toe. But sinee i's not, I don't agree with it. 
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7 ell, could you elaborate on -- 

AMBAGGADCR ¥ALTERE: 56, I coulén't. 

. Bow long "as thie push in the 0.8. Seen going on? 

AMABASEADOR MALTERS: “ell, since March, which is before 
any of thie stuff built op. This ces been a permanent purpose ef the 
President's -=- te get this war estopped. 


ic you got your instructions from the President in 
March? Ie that weet you're saying? 


AMBASBADOR WALTERS: Yes, before march, 

@ Before Aarch? 

AMBABSGZADCR WALTERS: ‘Yes. 

Q Te presse fer the resclcotions -- 

AMBASSADOR VALTERS: ‘Yes. 

| -- thet ere now being considered? 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Yes. When you'se Gesling with 1568 
people. believe ae, you think cGealing with one government is « 
problen, you showlé try deeling 158. 


MR. EOWARD: Wait & sinute, Peter's hed his hand up and 


G You say you ested for s)1 of the hostages, you're 
saying you seated Assad? 


AMBASSADOR MALTEAS: I asked bia to do everything he 
could to bring about the release of these hostages and saié it would 
have @ positive impact in the cest of the world if be could find his 
way to a 

Q Ané what was bis reactica? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: He would try and see what de could 
do. 


Q when were you there -- in Damascus? 
AMBASEADOR WALTERS: I baven't got ay @iary. 
. Last week. 

Q Fitth and siath of July. 


GADOR WALTBAS: fifth ané sieth of July, says sy 
chief of staff. 


Q Stuite said -- 


AMBASGADOR “WALTERS: Te was there, too, with ge. And 
he'd been te the three previous cetasions to Assad. 


Q Aeé he ign't 72 years ol4. 
Q Tes, is te is. He just doesn't leek it. 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS: Yes, but you should see them et the 
ené of one these trips, they'ce a1) in worse shape than I an, 


What's your question? 
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ie} Sbults talked in Venice about One® resolution which 
would include econemic senctions. Did you originally geo fs¢ one 
reeclution, but found that because of the Chinese -- 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Well, no, it never seemed to ae that 
you could afford not te give the fighting gastsee & chaoce to 
Cooperate, that it was only feir to give them a chance to observe the 
binging appeal oy the Security Council. 


Q Thie wee not a fallback position? 
AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Pardon se? 
. This waa not a fallback position? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Ho, because the fallback position 
would reaver discuss with you. When you give your fallback position, 
you've giving the game away. 


} Conventions) wisdom -= espoused by the Presid¢ent is 
that it's iran that ia the fly in the cintment bere, that Iraq ecvil 
be willing to disengage and settle the war which Iraq started. is 
that cerrect? Is it isan that <= 


AMBASBADOR WALTERS: OS you expect te seriously, Sen, to 
Sisegree with the Preeicent's sesesement, if it is, indeed, whet you 
say it ia? 


fe} I think it -=- I sean, be's called Iren every cease in 
the beck, fe says iran, of course, was the villain of the peace of 
the «= the destruction eof cur 17 eallors. 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Thirty seven sailore plus the 252 
marines in Lebanen. 


You think @ national security adviscr should sate «4 
Gecision on taking funds from the Iran sales end give them te the 
Contras? 

AMBASEADOR WALTERS: You ére ee me to aenewer do I -- 
do I == beve I atopped beating ay wife? That is net @ qeestion 
telsteé te whet I's doing. 

: Without telling the President. 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS: That is net @ question related te ay 
competence. 


: Buy you're « commander ané you tncw the chain of 
Commend. Would you have tolerated, a8 a General -- were you @ Corps 
commanter at seme point -- if one of your subordinates bad done 
sometting which was cuteiéde the bounds -- 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: That's &@ philesepdicel, hypothetical 
cor inte which I could sot answer witheut taking more time then 

have an4 you bave. 

‘ You woulé Lave ticked their butt. (Laughter.) 

MR. BOWARD: Thank you very auch, Generel walters. 

AMBASGADOR WALTERS: Chay, thank you very such. 

Q Theck you, General. 


@ Are you coming back in « couple of weeke with « 
victory etatesent? 


Q Or the hostages? 
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AMBASSADOR FALTSAS: 30, i con't DdDeliewe in being -- you 
never get another ore. Sut if you tell about &@ Ci@creet aissgion, you 
reaver get another one. I ag not hiding it from you. I juse find 
that if i'm Believed to be discreet, I bave gore chance of achieving 
the objective <-- 


When Asead heare that he Fas a two-week deadlire to 
Get those hostages out -- 


AMBASGADOR WALTERS: Wo, i didn't say two weeta. 
@ You e216, “We'll know in @ couple of weeks," 


AMBASOADOR WALTEAS: That's cight -- we'll Enow in « 
couple of weeks <- 


Q The question wes, can Assad free the hostages? dees 
be bave the power? 


AMBASSADOR HALTBAS: Don't pin se down to any period of 
time. I 6ién't give you one. Two weets -- a few weeks could be two 
or it cesl4 Be eight. 

. Couple of weeks, we'll know the anewer,. 

Q De you expect bis to stop trying at tbat point? 

AMBASSADOR WALTERS: Wo. I thing it's &@ @atter of honor 
for him to try end show what he can do. At least I would think so if 
I were -- 

e Bas te got more power than -- 


MMBASGADOR WALTERS: You're luring Se into sore questions 


Q Does re have tore power than Ebomeini? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: if i tell you everything new, 
what'll I bawe for the neat tise? 


Q WO, w@ BQiweye lite to see you. 


Q What's your fallback position? (Laeughter.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #124 


THURSDAY, JULY 16, 1987, 12:17 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have a few Administrative announcements to begin with. 


First, the visit of the Danish Foreign Minister, and 
when we come to his name, you'll excuse my Danish. The 
Secretary meets today with Uffe Ellemann-Jensen, Danish 
Minister of Foreign Relations, in Ellemann-Jensen's capacity as 
President of the Council of the European Communities. 
Ellemann-Jensen's visit is part of the established political 
dialogue between the United States and the country holding the 
rotating EC Presidency I might nete that he met with 
Secretary Baker and Trade Representative Yeutter and with 
Members of Congress He's also met with the Vice President, 
and he'll call on the President this afternoon 


Secretary Shultz will deliver brief remarks at the 
issuance of U.S. and Moroccan stamps at a ceremony on July 17, 
Friday, 7:00 p.m, at the Anderson House, 2118 Mass Ave. The 
occasion is to commemorate the bicentennial of the U.S 
ratification of the U.S.-Moroccan Treaty of Peace and 
Friendship If you wish to cover and need additional 
information, contact Hugh McGonigle of the Postal Service at 
268-2323 


And, finally, Secretary Shultz will speak at the 

National League of Families, 18th Annual Meeting, on July 18 -- 
that's Saturday -- at 9:00 a.m. at the Washington J W. Marriott 
Hotel, 1331 Pennsylvania Avenue in the Grand Ballroom If you 
plan to cover or have questions, please contact Colleen Shine 
of the orgamization. There is going to be a Press Room at the 
hotel on tWM lower level, Coat Room 8 -- (Laughter) -- I only 
tell you whet they give me here The number there is 393-2000, 
Extension 6649. 
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Q That's 9:00? 
- Nine o'clock Saturday morning 
Q Couldn't make it any earlier, huh? 
- Jim 
Q Will he ever have a news conference with us in 


this large room that we have here, or maybe in the auditorium? 
Do you think he might find some time besides philatelic 
observations and Saturday mourning appearances in coat rooms? 
It would be nice if we could have a full-dress news conference 
at some point Could you sort of put a pitch in for us? 


a I always have that under review. 

Q Thank you 

Q Is the State Cepartment —-- 

Q Is there going to be text on that, Chuck? 

“ On which one? 

Q Saturday 

Q On the coat room speech? 

2) I expect there will be a text, but how much in 


advance we can have it, I can't predict 


Q Can you give us a topic for that? I assume it's 
the MIA's 


” It is the POW/MIA subject, yes 


Q@ * Is the State Department contemplating a travel 
advisory fo#yIsrael? 


ME ve been asked that question before, and I don't 
have anything new on that particular aspect of this issue 


Q What is the state of play’? Is the State 
Department expressing its concern to Israel about the-treatment 
of some Arab-—Americans’ 
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~ As I've said before, we certainly are. We are 
continuing to express our deep concern to the Israeli 
Government about discriminatory and arbitrary treatment of some 
American citizens. We're engaged in serious discussions with 
the Government of Israel on this problem, and we've requested 
assurances that it will be resolved promptly. 


The United States believes strongly that all American 
citizens are entitled to equal treatment under the laws of 
foreign countries regardless of race, religion or ethnic 
background. 


Q Chuck, what is Israel telling you -- why does 
Israel tell you that they're conducting these activities? 


a I'm not going to place myself in the position of 
speaking for [srael. What I'm trying to do is explain to you 
the problem, as we see it, and give you some idea of what we're 
trying to do about it. 


Q Chuck, how long have these incidents happened? 
Do you have any idea, for how many months or years these 
incidents happened? 


4 We posted something a few days in response to a 
similar question which gives you some history of the subject 
Aas for this year, we've received reports that about 75 American 
citizens have had problems entering Israel We have followed 
up individual complaints on a case-by-case basis as well with 
the Government of Israel 


Q You said 60 on Monday Fifteen have occurred in 

- What I have is, at this point, what people 
consider to be the best statistic I say it's about 75 

~ Chuck, Israel says the problem doesn't exist 


How do yow g@ about solving a problem that doesn't exist? 


> 

“sk think L've answered the question in the sense 
that, bec “of our concerns about what I've called 
Giscriminatory and arbitrary practices, we are raising the 
issue, and it's not our practice to raise issues that don't 
exiet, as we see them 


Q Are you getting a satisfactory response in your 


view? 


* 
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4 Again, [I'm not going to characterize the state of 
the on-going discussions But, as I said, we have reques. 


assurances that it will be resolved promptly, which I thina« 
a clear indication that we believe there's something more to be 
done. 


Q And have you had an incident since you have 
requested such action’? Has there been an incident, to your 
knowledge? 


- Again, it becomes a little confusing here because 
this is not the first time, as you know, that we have raised 
this issue So that, surely, there have been instances, yes, 
since we first raised the issue 


Q But not since you raised it stringently within 
the last week? 


a But I don't want to emphasize the point strongly 
only with regard to the last weeks It's something we have 
taken seriously for some time 


Q On what level will we approach the Israelis? 


A It's been approached at a number of levels. both 
in Washington and in Israel 


Q Was it discussed today with the Israelis here at 
the State Department’? 


“4 The new Israeli Ambassador has not yet presented 
his credentials and thus is not yet formally here He is in 
the building today for his first courtesy visit with Assistant 
Secretary Murphy But the issue, per se, will be raised with 
the Israeli Embassy tomorrow on the particular subject we're 
talking about now -- and that, I should say, “again raised 


It's not the first time 


Q why tomorrow? 

& . Wo particular reason That's when it's scheduled 
for 

Q Chuck, does that mean -- 1 mean, is that the 


bureaucratic thing, that the credentials will be presented 
between today and tomorrow, and then -- 
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~ No 
Q It'll be brief? 
” I'm not trying to say that at all 
Q Well, that's what I'm -- 
a I'm just saying that in <iolomatic practice, when 


you have demarches to make, you have tc nake them to people who 
are formally in charge 





Q Does that mean the Charge will receive the 
demarche tomorrow? 








a At this point, I can't say whether it will be the 
Charge, but it will be someone from the Israeli Embassy. 

Q Who will be presenting the demarche? 

ia I don't yet know. 

Q And what will it say? 

fe) It will express our concerns as I've expressed 
them 

Q Chuck, can I ask you whether Ambassador Pickering 


raised the demarche or presented the demarche in Jerusalem 
yesterday on behalf of the U.S.? 





A I don't have a day-by-day account of who has 
raised this issue, when and where So I'd leave my answer with 
what I said previously, that it has been raised both here and 
in Israel on a number of occasions over a period of time 


G And can I ask you whether the U.S. has told 
Israel already that the US. has -- is preparing a travel 
advisory and will have no alternative but to impose it unless 
Israel takes actions to prevent these sorts of episodes from 
occurring im the near future? 


a . Beyond what I said in response to a similar 
question, I just don't have anything on that one 


, Q What is the demarche tomorrow? You've already 
raised this recently, you said, with the Israelis why are you 
meet*ng with them again on this tomorrow? Is this -- 
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A This is something we're going to raise until it's 
been resolved. It's nothing more than that. You have to keep 
working on those issues until you get them resolved. That's 
what we're trying to do. 


Q We have a problem, I think. Many of us, I 
think, have been told by all sorts of people that, indeed, this 
travel advisory is in preparation unless the Israelis clean up 
their act within 30 days. You're denying that, or -- 


a I've answered the question a number of times. I 
haven't confirmed, denied, or otherwise commented on it as far 
as I can see. 


Was there an effort by the State Department to 
meet with the family from Fairfax County, the 
Palestinian—Americans or American-Palestinians, who were 
mistreated on the front page story of Glenn Frankel? 


“ Yes, we have discussed this case with Ms. Hamad 
and with the Government of Israel, that particular case. We 
have informed Ms. Hamad that, in response to our inquiries, 
Israeli officials have said she and her family would be 
permitted to enter. 


Q Without posting a bond? 

a My information is they would be permitted to 
enter 

Q That's different from the other -- 

A I don't have that specific detail 

Q Chuck, I know you are not willing to deal with 


the Israeli response to your presentations. But still there is 
a question about their response. Are they responding in 
different ways for the cases of black Americans than from the 
cases of Ara®—Americans, or are you having the same sort of 


response? ‘ee 


a “ I don't have any kind of detail on that kind of 
question to offer. 


: Q Has the United States ever issued a travel 
advisory on Israel in -- it's difficult to know exactly what 
word to use -- peacetime? 
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a I don't know. 


Q Chuck, are you concerned that you have put a 
demarche to the [Israelis or not? Are you consulting only? 


a What I've tried to get across is that this is a 
subject that we've been working on for some period of time, 
that there have been a number of demarchnes to the Israeli 
Government over time, and we're going to keep working at it. 


Q What about the time? I asked you about the time 
-- you did not specify -- two years, three years, four years? 


” I just Gon't know when Lhe problem came up for 
the first time, but we know the problem existed last summer so 
we were certainly working on it then. 


Q Does the State Department believe that the 
Israelis are in violation of some sort of international code? 


I don't know that that enters into it. i've 
expressed what our concerns are, which is basically arbitrary 
and discriminatory treatment. 


Q Are travel advisories issued -- 


Q Obviously the Israelis don't care much about your 
demarches in the past. Is there going to be anything in this 
that will get their attention that you've not been able to do 
with the ones last year and probably going back 20 years? 





is) [ don't have any way to make that kind of 
prediction of expected behavior. We work on all of this in the 
expectation that we can somehow arrive at a better situation 


Q Chuck, in light of the fact that you say 75 
American citizens have had this problem this year by the U.S 
Government count, what advice would you give to black and 
Arab-American citizens who have plans to travel to the state of 
Israel? 


a I don't have any particular advice to offer I 
think the problem has been publicized, and we're working on it, 
and we've worked on it on a case-Sy-case basis where that's 
been necessary as well 
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Q But at this point you don't have anything to say 
to anyone who's contemplating that kind of travel in light of 
your own statement of the number of problems and the obvious 
inability to resolve the problem over a period of at least a 


year and a half? 


4 What I've said, L['ve said to all of you here, and 
you being people who are a relay to the public, I presume all 
that will become known. That's all I have to say. 


--MORE-- 
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Israel has repeatedly cited security concerns. 
What is the difference between security concerns and the 
practices you see now going on at ports of entry? 


o I don't have any way to make that distinction for 
you. I don't know what they mean by that. 


Q Can you comment or possibly give your thoughts 
about a statement which was in the story this morning in The 
Washington Post that one of the officers at the airport said to 
these Arab-Americans, “We don't want you here." That's the 
type of language which has been used to these people, U.S. 
citizens? Do you have any thoughts on that? “We don't want 
you here." 





“ I don't have any way to comment on specific 
reported remarks of that kind because there's no way I can know 
the details. What I've tried to do is give you a general 
appreciation of our policy toward a more general category of 
arbitrary and discriminatory actions. 


Q Don't you see that there is some undertones or 
some slur here that Arab-Americans -- you know, 
Palestinian-Americans -- “you are not welcome here, even to 


visit your relatives"? 


m I can't do anything more for you than make the 
judgment [ already have, and that the U.S. Government has made 
is that in response to these kinds of actions we have very 
serious concerns, and that's what we're working on. There's no 
better way I can characterize them, because I think that that 
captures it, in fact, very concisely. 


Q Well, if these -- 
A Let's let Bill ask a question. 
Q Do you have any demarches to Arab countries like 





Saudi Arabia that don't give visas to Americans because they 
happen to be Jewish? 


A Your question specifically -- 


Q My question is: have you begun demarches to any 
Arab countries like Saudi Arabia specifically, for example, 
which do not issue visas to Americans because they happen to be 
Jewish, since we're on that kind of subject 














it 


-10- Thursday, 7716/87 


a T'll have to take a look at it and see what 
exists on that. 


® Can you try to answer the tuio issues 
simultaneous ly? 


A What's the other issue? 


Q The other issue will be you'll be asked tomorrow 
to explain what you formally told Israel. While you're at it, 
it woud be nice to know if you've ever told the Arab countries 
to end their discrimination against Jewish-—Americans. 


A Just to clarify the question, we have formally 
been in touch with Israel many times over many months, so if 
you're asking could I tell you what happens in yet another 
meeting tomorrow, yes. But you seem to be phrasing that as 
though this were the first time there was some sort of formal 
meeting. 


No. I just mean I expect tomorrow will be the 
day for you to make some, you know, explicit statement there 
about what Israel has again been asked to do. And I just wish 
when you do it, we could balance the story by knowing how 
active the State Department has been against discrimination in 
Arad countries. 


Q Or blacks to South Africa. 


Q Or blacks to South Africa, wherever. Apparently 
discrimination is not an isolated event in this world. 


I notice you are putting emphasis on the fact 
that you are following the episode case-by-case. Does this 
mean you are not seeing any kind of trend behind the 
case-by-case following of the uthole thing? 


a Not at all, and I think we've addressed this for 
about 20 minutes now, and I've made very clear that our 
concerns have been addressed first and foremost to what you 
call a broader issue. I've also said that we have been helpful 
and worked on issues on a case-by-case basis as well. 


‘ Q Yes. But -- 


P ra Some others -- 
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Q Can we have five solid minutes out of -- compared 
to 20 on this on Pakistan's nuclear problems? 
a Sure. 
Q Presumably Mr. Armacost has come back from lunch 


and been in touch with people He and the Ambassador vanished 
into thin air, but it's 24 hours now. Could you tell us what 
kind of an explanation he jot from Pakistan? 


a No (Laughter ) 
Q I really wasn't expecting much. 
a I want you to be clear where we're going on all 


this before we start it. What I can say is that Under 
Secretary Armacost raised our serious concerns about these 
issues with the Pakistani Ambassador yesterday. Our Ambassador 
in Islamabad is also raising the isswes. He may hawe done so 
by now, I just don't know the exact details as of yet. And, 
beyond that, the story in essence is where we left it 
yesterday. I really con't have anything to add to that. 


Q Since then, Chuck, the Pakistani Gowernment has 
formally denied any links with Mr. Pervez. Is that a 
satisfactory response? 


a I haven't seen that particular statement, and I 
don't have any reaction to that. 


Q Chuck, the U.S. has raised concerns like this 
before. Was there anything particularly new about what Mr. 
armacost had to say except, of course, for an instant criminal 
investigation? Are you any more concerned? Do you see 
gathering evidence that Pakistan is engaged in a nuclear 
project that you disapprove of? 


+ I don't want to make any characterization along 
the lines of the comparisons that you're making. I said 
yesterday -- and I'd repeat -- that we have discussed our 


concerns about the thrust and content of Pakistan's nuclear 
program as pert of an almost continuous dialogue we have had 
with the Government of Pakistan; in pursuit of our goal of 
heading off a nuclear arms race in South Asia in particular and 
in stemming the proliferation of nuclear weapons worldwide. 


Q Did Mr. Armacost at least alert, if not make a 
point of -- the Pakistani Ambassador make a point of the Solarz 
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amendment and the possibility that under the law Pakistan could 
be deprived of aid if it engages in this process much longer? 


a Again, without reference to the specific 
conversation about which I'm not going to have any comment, I 
don't think there's any question that the Pakistani Government 
and the Pakistani Ambassador understand the nature of the 
Solarz Amendment. 


Q Well, can you do it in some -- I understand you 
don't like to talk about specific conversations. Can you at 
least say that he reacquainted the Ambassador with American law? 


. No, I'm going to leave my comment where I left it. 


Q Chuck, on that point, can you say that -- you say 
that Aarmacost raised these concerns about Pakistan's nuclear 
program. Dic he raise the question of this specific criminal 
case with the Pakistani Ambassador or -- 


2 My statement here was a more general statement 
about what we've done over time. 

Q Right. 

a When I answered the question what Mr. armacost 


did, I was doing that in response to this specific case, which 
is how the question was phrased. 


Q So those -- this specific case was raised with 
the Pakistani Ambassador 


+ Exactly. 


Q Can I ask you whether -- if you know or whether 
Mr. armacost raised what must have been a rather embarrassing 
fact that Aarmacost himself was in Islamabad talking about these 
very issues four days after the accused individual was bribing 
a Commerce Department official in seeking an export license? I 
mean, in retrospect I'm sure Armacost must have thought that 
was an extraordinarily daring venture on the part of the 
individual involved. Did he get into that sort of detail? 


. As I said in response to several previous 
questions, I'm not going to go into the details of the 
comversation. 
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Q Is he reconsidering a prospective visit to 


Pakistan, and evidently to India and other countries in the 
region because of what is going on? 


- Not that I know of. 


Q He would still go to Pakistan no matter how 
often, presumably, Pakistan takes steps to develop the nuclear 
bomb? One has nothing to do with the other. 


a This is the old question of whether or not one 
addresses issues by running away from them or by trying to 
solve them, and -- 


Q Well, you don't sell to Cuba, for instance. I 
mean, there are all sorts of approaches. 


ra I don't think that your logic necessarily follows. 


Q Well, the State Department isn't terribly logical 
all the time on which country it talks to and which it 
doesn't. Sometimes it tries to solve problems by discourse and 
sometimes it tries to isolate countries, or bring them down 
even. 


ry We could have a long philosophical debate, but 
I'm not sure where the theory comes from that diplomacy is 
strictly defined as logical or, as any other discipline, 
diplomacy is sort of pursuit of national interests and the like 


Q Speaking of enforcement mechanisms, how about the 
U.N.? When is the Secretary planning on heading up in the 
direction of New York? 


. The state of play is exactly the same as I left 
it yesterday. 

Q Chuck -- 

a Matt's been having his hand up over here for a 


long time. Matt, please. 


Q Back to Cuba, the two diplomats that have been 
asked to leave, are those -- can they be replaced or -- 


“ a Yes. They can. 


° 
é 
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Q Oh, they can. 


= They can. 

Q They can. Uh-huh. 

a Yes. 

Q So it's not a reduction in the Cuban staff. 

= They can be replaced. 

Q Will the Americans be replaced -- the ones 
against whom the harassment was engaged in? Will the U.S. 
replace those, because they're presumably -- according to the 


U.S. statement, their job has been made so difficult that it's 
almost impossible to make. 


* I don't have anything on that. 
Q Why were these two Cubans, particular Cuban 
diplomats, named in this diplomatic nete? Was it a random 


selection, or have they done somethine that's objectionable? 


- As to why those two names were chosen, I can't 
help you on that. You know the more general rationale for why 
we took the action against these two. 


Q I mean, if they can be replaced, I don't -- I'ma 
little bit puzzled as to what this will achieve. 


Q Mr. Redman, in expelling Mr. Abierno and Mr. 
Lora, are you, too, alleging that they are spies, and what 
signal exactly is it that you are sending to the Cuban 
Government? 


. As our statement made clear last night, we're 
taking this in reaction to the media campaign against our 
personnel in Cuba, and to Cuban harassment which has created 
intolerable working conditions and living conditions for people 
assigned to the U.S. Interests Section. That kind of 
harassment Ras included spray painting of cars, dangerously 
close survetllance in automobiles and continuing problems 
encountered as we attempt to keep our Mission personnel 
adequately supplied. 


‘ Q Are you alleging that the two people that you've 
expelled, sir, are spies? 
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. I've given you the rationale for the action. 


Q The United States says that the Cubans have 
accused some of the Americans of espionage activities. There 
are 17 Cubans listed in the Interests Section, including these 
two people. Is it the U.S.'s view that these are all 
diplomats, or were they engaged, perhaps, in other kind of 
activity that you would find objectionable, if not these two 
specifically? 


= I don't have any commentary to offer on the rest. 
Q Chuck, go back to the Eastern Mediterranean. 
4 The Eastern Mediterranean. 


Yes. There was a letter from Under Secretary 
Armacost to Greek Foreign Minister Papoulias on this issue of 
Greek official contacts with Abu Nidal. The letter was 
characterized as satisfactory in its contents by Prime Minister 
Papandreou. Does that mean that the United States retracted 
its accusations about Greek contacts with Abu Nidal? 


a All I can tell you is that Under Secretary 
Armacost did send a letter to Greek Foreign Minister Papoulias 
westerday, and that it was delivered to the Greek Ambassador 
here. As you say, the Greek Government has publicly noted 
receipt of the letter. We understand they may release the text 
of the letter, and if the Greek Government chooses to release 
the letter, the text will speak for itself. 


Q A follow-up to the same question, please. A 
spokesman for the Greek Government announced that the dispute 
between the two governments regarding these contacts had 
already been settled today. Do you have anything in this 
regard? 


a I think he said that in reference to this same 
commentary that we were just talking about. I think that's 
exactly the same story, as I understand it. 


Last week Colonel Ollie North spoke about how 
late director Bill Casey wanted to have -- 


P a Who spoke about this? 


Q Colonel North spoke about how 8ill Casey wanted 
to have a CIA -- at least a covert organization outside of the 
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CIA without any Congressional oversight. And Third world 
leaders like Indian Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi have often 
spoke about a hidden hand in a foreign land What does all 
this do to U.S. credibility in terms of allegations like that, 
that are made? 


A I don't have any commentary on what's -- as you 
called them, allegations. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Chuck, go back to Greece for a second, whether or 
not the letter -- whether or not Greece chooses to release the 


letter and whether or not the letter speaks for itself, has the 
U.S. amended or retracted the allegations that have been made 
toward the Greeks in terms of their involvement with Abu Nidal, 
or do those stand as have been said, at least ON BACKGROUND, by 
Administration officials in past days? 


i) This is a bit of a departure. You want me now to 
confirm or deny things that have been said ON BACKGROUND here 
ON THE RECORD. No, I have nothing more. 


Michael? 

Q Can you tell us about the helicopter crash in El 
Salvador? 

a I believe the Pentagon and the Embassy have 


really provided all the details there are to be provided. I 
don't have anything beyond what they have offered. 


Q Does your characterization of the Soviet position 
several days ago still stand -- the Soviets -- this is with 
regard to arms control and setting a date for a Foreign 
Ministers meeting? Is there any progress on that or does it 
still -- are they still stepping back, as you called it? 


a I think the way I've described things is still 
accurate. There's no -- I described the state of play 
yesterday. 

Q Chuck, yesterday you refused to comment on the 


Iranian threats, but apparently now they are increasing their 
threats and they are bombing in Kuwait today. So, are you 
concerned about the Iranians saying any ports in the Gulf 
Giving facilities to American ships will be threatened -- will 
be attacked? 


A My answer is the same as yesterday. I haven't 
seen these reports of bombings in Kuwait, so I really don't 
have any wag to get to that. 


Q Concerning the exercises at the U.N. Security 
Council, I understand that some countries have proposed 
modifications and additional paragraphs to your draft. Can I 
ask’ you whether you have accepted some of those proposals? 
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4 I can't comment on any specific proposals. [ 


said two-days ago that one of the things we were working with 
was this process of amendments and changes, as you might 
expect. I'm sure that in the process, there are changes 
accepted, but what I also indicated and what [ believe to still 
be true is the fact that what results at the end of this 
process will be what we've been looking for from the start. 


Q Just one little clean-up question on Cuba again, 
I think I asked earlier whether the U.S. was replacing any of 
its staff there. Let me just ask whether the U.S. is 
withdrawing any of its staff. 


a And again, I don't have anything. 


Q Chuck, did the Cubans indicate they would comply 
with this, or is it just another one of -- because it wasn't 
an expulsion; it was a request that they would -- 


Did they indicate they were going to comply? 


A I can't helo you with that. I can only say that 
we do expect them to leave dy the 25th. 


Q Chuck, the State Department statement yesterday 
said that the campaign of harassment was so intolerable that 
some of these Americans feared for their safety and the safety 
of their families in Cuba. I'm really following up Ralph. If 
you're not withdrawing threatened -- the people who fear for 
their lives, are there any additional measures, are there any 
protective measures you can take? 


If it's that serious a situation, I guess some of us 
are puzzled how you could leave people there under such severe 
threats? 


a There are some measures that can be taken, but 
I'm not prepared to outline them. 


For the record, you did not say that you were not 
doing that, right? You said you had no comment on that. 


A . That's right. 


‘ Q Mr. Redman, on that same issue, do you have any 
plans to expel further more Cuban diplomats should the campaign 
down there continue, should the broadcasts continue? 
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A No, I don't have any future predictions to offer. 
Q Are Cuban athletes still welcome here in 


Indianapolis for the Pan-Am Games? Is there any change in that? 
A No, no change. 
Q Flying directly? 
4 No change. 


Q Chuck, you've more or less been consistent in 
saying that there would be no delay in the reflagging 
operation. In light of Congressman Aspin's and Senator Dole's 
disclosures, has there been a delay put in? 


A I addressed that yesterday, as did the White 
House, not so much in the sense of its causing a delay, but 
rather that certain details might have to be changed because of 
these disclosures. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on -- 

4 Some other people have not even had one question 
yet. 

Q I just got here. I'm sorry if I'm breaking into 


the briefing without proper timing. But I was listening 
through the Stroeger about what was being said about the 
advisory and about Israeli discrimination, alleged 
discrimination, and I was just wondering about some facts. 
First of all, could we have the text of the advisory on 
travel? Is that available? 


(Laughter) 


A I think you, by missing the first 20 minutes -- 
the Stroeger might not have been too clear on it. 


Q All right. You used the figure of 75 
discriminatory instances. Is there a timing on this? When did 
these take place? 


. a That is the count for this summer. 
Q That is the count this summer, that is to say 
from June 22 on? Is that what you're saying? 








io | 


oie Thursday, 7/16/87 


4 I don't want to put particular dates onit. 


Q You don't want to put -- And this Figure, is that 
the count that was actually made by consular officials in -- 
where are they? -- in East Jerusalem? Or was it given to the 
consular officials as a possible number, an approximate number 
by somebody like the accusers? 


a All I can say is that in response to questions, 
"Could we provide an estimate as to approximately how many 
cases were involved," we have done that. 


Q What [I'd like to know is, how was this estimate 
arrived at? 


a And I can't help you beyond that. 


Q One more question, please. How many thousands -- 
A Look, two or three questions per person seems to 
be -- Hank, you've got @ question over there? We'll come back 


to you. You'll have a chance. 
Q All right. 


Q Do you have anything on Abrams' trip to Mexico 
City? 


a Those are, I guess, what I would call routine 
bilateral consultations, as we do from time to time with the 
Merv- cans. 

Q Do you have any topics of what he's talking about? 


A [It's the range of issues. 


Q Anything on Poindexter's testimony yesterday 
about the Secretary, his response or anything? 


A No. 
In the back. 
Q Do you have anything on Ambassador Walter's 


encouragement after his talks with Assad about releasing, or 
working with the Syrians, working to get the hostages released 
in Lebanon? 


A Ambassador Walters himself spoke to those 
questions as he came out of the White House not all that long 
ago. You have him direct, and I don't want to try to put words 
in his mouth. 
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Q He basically expressed that there was some hope. 
Do you have anything further beyond that? 
~ As I say, [I don't want to go beyond what he had 
to say. 
Q He also said that the U.S. would see in a couple 


of weeks whether Assad had been able to accomplish anything. 
Can you explain his reference, his time reference there, by any 
chance? 


a Only that in saying “a couple of weeks" that he 
meant in no way to pin that down to the number 2, for example, 
that -- 


Q Seven days -- 


ry -- that was just, as he saw it, a very general 
and vague way of giving an appreciation of the time that might 
be involved. 


Q Wait a minute. So what you mean is that in the 
near future, you would expect to see either some results or a 
lack of them, which would indicate that Assad's recent efforts 
have not produced anything? 


A I don't know that he meant to imply anything as 
specific as all of that. The question was, as I understood it, 
"About how much time do you think it would take to see if these 
current efforts might bear results?" And he said a couple of 
weeks, by which he told me he didn't really have any fixed time 
frame in mind other than 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8. He wasn't trying to 
pick any number. 


Q A couple means two, Chuck. 


Aa I'm just trying to explain what he had in mind 
when he said “a couple." 


Joe. 

Q Can I go back? In this estimate of 75, can you 
tell us whether or not, how many are so-called black Hebrews 
and so-called Arab-—Americans and others who may have been 
turned aside at the airport? 


) It's about half and half. 
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Q Half and half. 





“ There are about 40 Arab-American cases and about 
35 black American cases. 


Q Black Americans. Okay. 


Now, do we have a record of how many people who are 
Arab-Americans or black Americans or whatever who have passed 
through the airport in Israel without any unusual delay of any 
kind? Do we have any estimates of that kind? 


"4 I don't have any estimates. 


Q Would you agree or disagree with the estimate 
that thousands of Arab-Americans pass through the airport in 
Israel every year without this charge of discrimination and 
through the usual procedures? 


6 That could well be the case, but it doesn't 
lessen in any way our concern when there is arbitrary and 
discriminatory treatment against even some Americans. 


Q Well, let's come back -- 
a In two more, you can come back again. 
Q To come back on the visit of the Danish Foreign 


Minister, will there be a readout or anything given on that? 
“4 Are you Danish? 
Q No, I'm Flemish. 


a Flemish. I was going to ask you to pronounce his 
name. (Laughter) 


I'll see if we have any readout, but as you can 
imagine, these kinds of meetings have a pretty set agenda on 
the range of issues that are current between the United States 
and the Common Market. 


Q Chuck, because of the recent talks in Hanoi, is 
there any progress toward the Vessey visit? 


4 We're still working out the final details with 
the Vietnamese concerning the Vessey visit. 
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Q Back to Cuba, if [I can, please: Our relationship 
with the government there, how much has this damaged a 
relationship which is already strained? 


a I can't offer anything on that. 


Q Chuck, on Panama, can you just say whether Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of State Walker is planning -- the taken 
question that was posted yesterday said he was planning to meet 
with government and other Panamanian citizens. Do you know if 
he's planning to meet with Mr. Diaz, by any chance? 


A I don't have the full rundown on everyone he has 
seen. He's -- 


Q I'm not asking about every one, just Diaz. 


4 He's departing today. I don't have that 
particular detail. 


Q Could we ask you to take the question of whether 
he plans to meet with that key opposition leader? 


a I'll see if there's anything we can do about his 
contacts in general. 


Q Did he see the General? 
a I don't know who he saw. 
Q One more travel advisory question. Are travel 


advisories usually issued on passport control matters? In the 
past when they've been issued since I've been here, they've 
been issued on the basis of conditions within the country 
itself. 


4 I'm not an expert in the subject of travel 
advisories. My understanding is that you issue one that has to 
do with anything chat might be of concern to U.S. travelers, so 
it could range from a shortage of hotel rooms to political 
violence, to demonstrations, to the kind of thing we're talking 
about, if that were ever decided. 


‘ Q Can I come back? 


fs) We'll work around it -- 
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Q You used the word "arbitrary discriminations 
The question is, whose word is this, "arbitrary?" Does this 
come from the consulate? 


A It comes from the United States Government 


Q Yes, well, the United States Government. But 
where did it originate? Can you reveal that? There is a good 
point in this because it may come from somebody who is already 
anti-Israel] in the Consulate in East Jerusalem. That has 
happened in the past. 


A You know, I just have to reject the whole notion 
of where you're coming from, that somehow our missions, our 
diplomatic missions are somehow biased and somehow put forward 
things that -- 


Q I'm not saying the missions are biased; I'm 
talking about one mission -- 


A -- are based on race, religion, or ethnic 
background in their own rignt. 


Q No. 


A I don't accept that, and I reject it on behalf of 
our people who are assigned to those missions 


That is a judgment made by the United States 
Government . 


Q Well, the judgment may be faulty Do they ask, 
inquire of the Israeli officials at the airports as to why 
these people were rejected? 


A Anyone else? 
Q Thank you. 
a You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
SENIOR a . OFFICIAL 
The Briefing Room 
July 16, 1987 
2:30 P.M. EDT 


MR. HOWARD: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. We 
will now begin our background briefing -- 


Q Why? Vernon Walters was on the record? 


MR. HOWARD: -- our background briefing on the visit of 
Prime Minister Thatcher. For your information, and not for 


publication, our briefer is the Qe 


Q Do you realize the President stepped on a rattler’s 
head, he just told us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Really? Recently? 


Q I don‘t know. In the Cabinet Room, before the 
reporters went in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the Cabinet Room? 


Q -- he turned to Weinberger and he said, “You know, 
once I got too close and stepped on a rattler‘s head.” 


Q Yes, but he had a big boot on. 
Q Is that what he said at the end there? 


Q No, at the beginning. But like most of his remarks, 
we have no idea what he's talking about. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've got this big black 
book and I don't know either. 


Q He did say he had boots on at the ranch. Long time 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. This -- 


Q Okay. That's an old story. Seriously, it's in the 
DOOK. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is to give you some 
shape and facts to sort of go with the Thatcher visit. Mrs. Thatcher 
arrives tonight. This is going to be a one-day, of-icial working 
visit. She last saw the President at the Venice summit meeting, and 
then you may recall she left early to go home and finish up the 
Campaigning and get re-elected. Her last visit here was the 15th of 
November, when she went up to Camp David. And the events -- are a 
meeting with the President tomorrow, and then a working lunch with 
the President and then some senior members of the administration. 
They're scheduled to make brief departure statements here after 
lunch. 


Besides the President, she‘s going to meet separately 
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with the Vice President, with Secretary Shultz, Secretary Weinberger, 
Secretary Baker. She'll be meeting Paul Volcker and the Federal 
Reserve Chairman-designate, Alan Greenspan, and members of the Senate 
leadership. And then she's doing several television programs 
throughout the day. And then she leaves in the afternoon -- late 
afternoon. (Laughter.) 


Q The Vanna White of her age. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The purpose of the visit 
-- it's not a sort of a special purpose visit. It's simply a 
continuation of the regular consultations, full range of topics. I 
would expect probably East-West relations, U.S.-Soviet relations, 
arms control, something in the Middle East, Iran-Iraq. Maybe 
something on the general international economic picture. I think, 
obviously, the U.S.-Soviet relationship will be there as cone of the 
topics whenever she comes. So that's pretty much the shape of it. 
Let me just -- 


Q Is the President going to try to reassure her that 
arms control is on track, and that he's not been so damaged by the 
hearings and the revelations that he can't show leadership in this 
area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t know that his 
starting point will be reassurance, but I would expect the two of 
them who have, let's say -- taking a look.at last November's exchange 
between the two of them where there was then afterwards a discussion 
of the priorities in arms control. The two of them have always 
talked arms control, and where are we and where are we going? 


Q Where are we? 


Q Can you give us any information or insight as to why 
the Soviets seem to be holding back from a meeting with Shultz? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that's a tough one 
and -- the word you use “holding back", another is “pause” -- I think 
those are both good ways to describe it. Things have been on a 
Slowdown in Geneva. We tabled a START text and thought they were 
going to. They did not. And there are a host of analyses. 


One, that perhaps has the most adherence -- because 
everybody's sort of asking the same guestion -- would be that 
whenever you find in U.S.-Soviet negotiations we get to a point where 
we're almost ready to write a new piece of progress, the Soviet Union 
decides that -- to sort of back off from the table and go out and see 
if they can test alliance solidarity -- to see if they can get a 
little bit away Irom the table and the public affairs propaganda 
field that they think they aren‘t going to be able to get at the 
table. And so some people would say it might go on all summer. 


Q Getting back to -- you didn't answer my question 
about whether the -- 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So I expect all of this. 
Let me wrap it up and say I don*t think it's going to be as narrow as 
just saying are you sticking with the arms control agenda and be 
strong, but I think it's going to go on into the substance, an 
exchange of views of what do you think the Soviets are up to, and -- 
because there*s mo certain answer out there. 


Q Are we prepared to give on the Pershing 1-As? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we're not. We're 
very clear the Pershing l-As are not on the table. 


Q All summer? I mean, what does that do to a 
timetable for a possible ratification of a treaty? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFrICciAL 
are asking <iemselves shat question seca.s2 we'v2 mace Focs sr5g2 
But they have not answered us on the Reykjavik NATO Council meeting. 
We informed them after the Council meeting that the Council had 
agreed on the double zero and that we wee ready to move. But we 
don't have an answer to that actual piece of correspondence. So it's 


Q Do you think it's possible they're waiting to see 
how much political damage is done to the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly I‘ve seen a 
lot of people commenting in that way and it's, in my view, the wrong 
thing for them to be doing, but I don't discount that at all -- that 
they're saying, well, should we or shouldn't we wait -- can we find 
advantage for ourselves in the unfolding Washington scene? But I'd 
go back to the earlier request -- where is most of the analytical 
community in town coming down on, and it's in the area of almost 
predictable Soviet practice when you get to these key moments in 
negotiations and we have made a lot of progress on INF and the 
alliance did go back to the Soviets ani say, okay, global zero, 
double zero -- that they take time out and start sort of running a 
propaganda campaign to see -- 


Q What do you mean testing the solidarity -- you mean 
of NATO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I mean, how firm 
are we and can they -- if you take the Vorontsov piece the other day, 
in which he says, well, the United States has placed obstacles in the 
way and here they are. And they went back to old issues that we were 
| briefing on in this very same group of people when we were in 
Reykjavik in ‘86 -- the constraints on SRINF, whert would you place 
the remaining 100 warheads on LRINF? They brought that issue out. 

That stuff is all past us. But it's back and they like to see if 
they can get a little more. 


Q -- Shevardnadze? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No. They have not 
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they simply have not answered their mail. They got a letter from us 
when we informed them officially after the North Atlantic Council 
meeting in Reykjavik that the Council had decided on the double zero 
that had been proposed to us in Moscow, that we thought that we ought 
to now settle down and make some progress in that direction in 
Geneva, and that with a lot of hard work, it should be possible 
perhaps sometime in July for the two ministers to sit down together 
and sort of review this and give some more impetus to the 
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not had an answer to it. 

Q Getting back to Mrs. Thatcher's visit to Washington, 


since they have seen each other so recently and so frequently, why is 
she here specifically -- not specifically, but I mean, what's the 
overriding reason? What's her main reason for coming to Washington 
now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, one, let's -- the 
U.S. relationship is an important relationship. She's just been 
through an election. She's looking forward to a period of time of 
being in office. She has a lot of ties in this town. The schedule I 
read to you, you notice is not exclusively with the President. It's 
on the networks, it‘s up on the Hill, it‘s with Volcker and Greenspan 
and senate leadership, administration figures. I think it is her 
chance to come into town and talk in a general way on some of these 
issues, hear back from them, taking the temperature in Washington. 
There's trade issues and things of that sort, and I would -- and it's 
a one-day trip arriving late this evening and leaving tomorrow 
afternoon six-ish or so. I would just put it in the category of a 
guick trip in and nothing special. But there are these items that 
are always on the agenda, starting with arms control. 


Q Is it unusual to have a trip -- how long ago was 
this set up, to have someone come in clear across the Atlantic just 
for one day and go right back? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, she always travels 
this way. Believe me, this is standard for Mrs. Thatcher. 


Q And to have so many meetings where the Cabinet 
officials -- completely separate meetings with individual Cabinet -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Standard. Nothing -- 
absolutely -- you know, it's -- sometimes it's late in the afternoon 
after a business day. Late in the afternoon, she meets these same 
Cabinet officials out at the British Embassy, and the next morning 
goes through this program and leaves around noon the next day. This 
time, as I understand the schedule, she has Question Day today /: 
Parliament, so she can't get away from London at the same time, 2:d 
so she arrives later. 


Q When she went to Moscow, she gave the Soviets a 
pretty hard line, as I understand it, probably one of the toughest 
lines of any of the NATO allies in terms of, I presume, verification 
issues more than anything else, and maybe also conventional arms. Is 
that correct, or how would you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She has very -- Mrs. 
Thatcher has very strong and very clear views on defense posture, on 
the importance of keeping strong and modern and credible the nuclear 
part of NATO's flexible response. She has very strong views on what 
the priorities of the arms control agenda ought to be -- strategic -- 
INF -- and to keep that strategic situation up there. So I would 
expect to hear from this. 


Q Just one last question. Do you think that she still 
has some concerns about President Reagan's positions on some of these 
questions, and that's part of the reason she's coming here, as she 
did last wovember, when she was very upset about Reykjavik. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we've just had the 
meeting in -- another meeting in Reykjavik, the North Atlantic 
Council -- a 16-nation agreement. That's what's been tabled -- there 
shouldn't be any reason for any doubt, but she will certainly -- I 
would expect her to continue to express the British view that that is 
what the position ought to be -- strategic, INF, and stay with it and 
don't give in to the Russians. 


Q Is there any distance between her and us on the 
Pershings? 

SENIOR ADMINISTR®7°ON OFFICIAL: No. No. 

Q And she's »<«" ‘ying for a while that we ought to 
also try to make some progre “oc START. Isn't time running out? If 


we can't even get this INF th.ug nailed -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have both been saying 
that, but you're right. When we list the priorities on the arms 
control agenda, we always start with START. And we have pointed out 
to the Soviets that Gorbachev, in that Prague speech, called the 
strategic weapons the root problem, and the Soviets have not tabled 
an agreement in Moscow. We did, thinking that would be a good way to 
get on with the START negotiations: put a treaty down, get them to 
put one down. We understood from them they plan to put one down, but 
they have not. 


One of the parts of the discussion may well be: How do 
you get the Soviets to get on with that particular priority item? 
And it is a priority item for her -- and for us. 


Yes? 


Q Thatcher has made some statements in the last couple 
of weeks calling for a more vital U.S. leadership of the West. Is it 
your view that she has the view the President has been damaged by all 
this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't draw the 
conclusion from the first statement. I think that Mrs. Thatcher has 
been saying consistently when she has come here that she believes 
that the United States must exercise its leadership role, and she has 
said that on all of the visits -- 


Q Poindexter -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that I have seen 
them, and I'm sure if she says the same thing now, it is something -- 
it's not going to be new, that she has always said that. She 
believes strongly -- 


Q So there's no indication that the British feel the 
U.S. is now less vital than it had been? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. is less vital? 
Q U.S. leadership is less vital. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 

Yes? 


Q Does she have some reservations about U.S. policy in 
the Gulf? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They share the 
objectives with us, and I just checked to see what they were doing 
there, and they've increased their presence there by %ne vessel -- 
from two to three. 








Q There was some reporting this morning -- 

Q Two boats and a frigate. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is that what it is? 
Q -- that suggested that might be the case. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did they have some 
doubts about it? No, I don't have anything on that. I -= the note I 
had was “hat the dialogue with them on the subject is going well in 
New York and with respect to sort of on-the-scene things in Iran-Iraq 
-- in the Gulf itself. 


Q So she comes here for a meeting and then a lunch? 


Q Do you look for the President in any way to give her 
his analysis of what's been going on on the Hill? He sure hasn't 
given it to us. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, you mean -- 
Q The Congressional hearings into the -- 

Q Scandal. 

Q The Iran-Contra scandal. 

Q The Iran arms deal. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He might. But, you 
know, the shape of these meetings with Mrs. Thatcher and the 
President is that the two of them have a real bilateral meeting and 
none of the rest of us are there, and so I can't even say on the 
basis of past experience the extent to which that is sort of a 
reflective what's-your-political-picture-like-at-home, this is what 
mine is like here, or whether it's sort of an orderly march through a 
set of issues like I've given you -- East-West, U.S.-Soviet, that 
kind of thing. 


So it would depend. I mean, they're both political 
leaders. How they talk about these things, I don't know. 


Q Well, what does he want to talk to her about? What 
is on his mind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's a shared 
agenda. It's the U.S.-Soviet, East-West. I have a notion there may 
be something on the trade picture, perhaps the U.S.-Japanese trade, 
U.K.-Japanese trade -- what do we do to meet the challenge there, 
perhaps report when -- the earlier question was, what about the -- 
discussing what's happening on the Hill. In fact, I had a note 
Saying that one of the things they might talk about would be the work 
being done on a trade bill up there, and that first came into my mind 
rather than the hearings as the kind of thing they might talk about. 


Q On the Persian Gulf again, the Kuwaitis apparently 
asked Britain to reflag a couple of tankers yesterday, or at least 
recently, and got a rather chilly reception. Is that something that 
the United States would have liked to have seen Britain get into, and 
is that likely to come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know where the 
word “chilly reception” is coming from. The answer that I had that 
the Kuwaitis got was that this is a commercial decision under U.K. 
law that has to do with flagging vessels as British and that it was 
not a question for the government -- that they should -- that the 
Kuwaitis should take it up in commercial channels in accordance with 
the regulations that apply on flagging British vessels. 
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Q It seems like kind of a brush-off to -- it 
apparently seemed lik2 <xind of a Drush-off to the Kuwaitis. t seems 
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that way to me. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I don't know how it 
was intended by the British. The story that I had simply was that 
there was such a request and they said go through commercial 
channels. How do you flag British vessels? I don't know what you 
would expect. 


Q Is it likely the Prime Minister will be asked to at 
least suggest to commercial channels that they go along with it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I don't. 
I have no way of knowing that. 


Q There is nothing that Reagan is specifically asking 
her for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 
Q Does he plan to bring up the Falklands at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wouldn't be a subject 
that he would bring up. Whenever that has come up, she brings it up. 


MORE 














Q It's not a hemisphere -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. And it has come us 
-- it's been -- and -- 


Q Don't you know Galtieri escaped? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't expect it to 
come up. But if it does, it would come up from their side, not from 
ours. 


Q Is it embarassing for the U.S. when all of these 
revelations on the Hill show that when Thatcher was presenting the 
terrorism agenda in Tokyo, with the President's interest in mind as 
well, that he was busy selling arms to Iran -- (laughter) -- contrary 
to operation Staunch? Doesn't that undercut his credibility with her 
-- the moral authority? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going to give you 
one of those “if it did, I think it's an old issue." That's -- 
that's, you know, that's where we were last -- 


Q We're getting chapter and verse now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but I think most of 
these political leaders have gone beyond that. If that ever had that 
Capacity, it was in November and December and January of this past 
year. 


Q You don't think the December Sth finding that was 
just -- just turned up yesterday, where it explicity says it was arms 
for hostages, a straight swap from the beginning, underscores that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what it 
does in the context of the hearings. I'm just saying that with the 
way these two people deal with each other, if there is a price to be 
paid for all of this, I, based on my own experience, would have said 
it was November, December and January of last year when it was a 
brand new issue, not a review of what happened, but when the story 
first broke. And I just don't think it's there now. 


Q Will the President or Secretary Shultz raise the 
issue of returning the U.S. ambassador to Damascus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do expect that Mrs. 
Thatcher and the President, and no doubt with Secretary Shultz as 
well, are going to be talking about Syria, where do we do next, where 
are we, what have we achieved, where do we go next. And that 
certainly is one of the questions that's out there. 


Q -- told that we had to return our ambassador there 
Or something fuzzier? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I -=- no decision 
has been made on that. 


Q Do you need her blessing on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And so -- I don't think 
it's a question of blessing, but it's question of staying in step 
with where people are who've been together with us on this. But no 
decision has been made and I have an idea that -- you know, the 
European Council on European Political Cooperation, the EPC which is 
a name that's just now gone with that political side of the European 
Community, met on Monday and issued a public statement on this whole 
question. And they said, well, it's time perhaps that we restored 
high-level contacts and things of that sort. So there has been some 
sort of lifting of the steps taken with respect to Syria in Europe, 
broadly speaking. So we do want to talk to Mrs. Thatcher about those 
things. 


MORE 














2 -- guite invoived in the Middle East peace 
conference idea with Peres, with Hussein, with Assad -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes. And I'm sure 
they will discuss the international peace conference idea, the peace 
process -- 


Q Did the administration want to go any further with 
her tc -- cf committing to that idea, than this ambivaience we have 
so far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That we have before? I 
believe not. And there is a bit of difference, I think, on the pace 
at which we would move and sort of the way that we see it taking 
shape and what the -- what the sort of -- the conditions are for 
peace conferences -- the way people want to go, then what it has to 
do. 


But if you take it all -- the arms control, U.S-Soviet, 
East-West, Middle East, probably Afghanistan, Iran-Iraq, the U.N. 
scene -- I think that's the general set of issues but it's just 11:30 
a.m. on through. 


Q -- concern over the big, new Airbus subsidy being 
taken up directly with her? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't say anything's, 
you know, not possible, but I would find it very unlikely. It may 
come up in our talks, it may come up with Secretary Baker and her or 
Secretary Shultz and Mrs. Thatcher. But I think you would -- you 
would find a general discussion of protectionism, and what the 
European's are doing, and not as specific as Airbus between the 
President and Mrs. Thatcher. 

MR. HOWARD: More closely probed all over -- 

Q You're right. You're right. 

MR. HOWARD: -=- all that's here. 

Q Oh, stop it. 

Q She's a good sport. 


THE PRESS: Thank you very much. 


END 2:56 P.M. EDT 
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FRIDAY, JULY 17, 1987, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement. Today is the final day in the Press Office 
for two of our Foreign Service Officers. Bruce Ammerman will 
shortly begin 44 weeks of Serbo-Croatian language training in 
preparation for an assignment to -- ? Belgrade (laughter) -- [ 
just wanted to keep you on your toes. Debbie Cavin's next 
assignment is to serve as a personnel officer in the European 
Bureau here in the Department. 


I know you join me in wishing both of them the best as 
they take up their new assignments. 


JIM ANDERSON: We do indeed. 
MR. REOMAN: Thank you for all your hard work. 
(Applause) 


We also bid farewell today to Bill McLaughlin who has 
been the CBS State Department correspondent for the past four 
years, and there I understand he's been assigned to London. 
It's a dirty job, but somebody has to do it. (Laughter) And 
before I say best wishes, Jim, let me offer the floor to you to 
add -- 


Q How many weeks of language training does he 
need? (Laughter) 


MR. ANDERSON: It raises the question, why does it 
take 44 weeks for Bruce to learn to say, "No," in Serbo-Croat? 
(laughter) 


. q Or “No comment," or "I have nothing for you on 
that. 


MR. REDMAN: He's not going in a press function. 


‘ 
‘ 


MR. ANDERSON: I see. Okay. Good. Quite seriously, 
we wiil miss both of those esteemed persons, Debbie and Bruce, 
and have enjoyed working with them, and hope our paths will 
cross again, and good luck to them. 
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MR. REDMAN: And then let me finish by saying best 
wishes to Bill, wherever he is there in London or elsewhere. 


Jim? 


Q On the matter we were discussing yesterday, about 
the Israelis' alleged mistreatment of some American citizens, I 
gather there was a meeting with an Israeli official. And has 
the State Department either had satisfaction or decided to go 
ahead with a travel advisory? 


A As I said yesterday, we are in close touch with 
the Government of Israel on this issue, in Israel and here in 
Washington. It did sappen that the Israeli Charge' was in the 
building yesterday afternoon so that our people took advantage 
of his presence to go ahead and make the demarche that I had 
spoken about yesterday expressing our deep concern over this 
issue. Beyond that, I would only note that, in general, in 
response to our approaches in Israel and here, that Israeli 
authorities have toid us they do take our concerns seriously. 


Additionally, I have noted in the last few hours some 
wires from Israel saying that there will be some meetings next 
week of Israeli officials to address this issue. So it would 
be our hope that that is a sign of movement toward what both 
sides would consider a successful resolution of this problem. 


Q In other words, for the moment, the State 
Department has decided to do nothing. 


a (Laughter) We have never decided to do nothing. 
We've been working on this issue last summer and this summer, 
and we'll certainly keep it under review. To my mind, that is 
not "doing nothing." 


Q What the Israelis are saying, here at least, is 
that they detain people who come in because they suspect they 
are really not visitors, that they plan to stay permanently, 
and they ask them to post a bond or leave a passport, and they 
give them aSether travel document in exchange, and off they go, 
and, of course, they say they don't discriminate. 


I don't want to take you through it all over again, 
but is basically the U.S. complaint that certain people are 
singled out for a more lengthy entrance procedure, or do you 
mean something worse than that, like mistreating people or 
harming them or physically threatening them. I'm not sure -- 
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a More the former. 


Q They just process them too slowly? Is that 
basically what you're saying? 


Q Like twelve hours. 


a The nature of the complaint, I think, has been 
documented previously. I don't have any particular details to 
offer on that. 


Q But there is no physical threat involved, is 
there, or any personal insults or anything of that sort? Or is 
there? 


a I just don't know those kind of details as to 
what fits into what category. We've talked about it many hours 
now, and it's basically a case of what we see as 
discriminatory, arbitrary treatment; and as I say, we hope that 
that's going to be resolved. 


Q Chuck, the story was yesterday, or today rather, 
that the United States was delivering a warning to Israel about 
the possibility of having a travel advisory. Was the warning 
delivered, or this is a proper way of saying that this is the 
demarche that you gave the Charge' d'affaires of the Israeli 
Embassy here? Was it a warning? 


a I've covered the issue now, including our most 
recent contacts, and that's exactly where I'm going to leave it 
at this point. 


Q Can you tell us about plans for Monday at the 
U.N.? Is indeed Secretary of State Shultz going to the U.N. on 
Monday? Does it seem that that will be the day? Or are talks 
still going on? 


a The current state of play is that there is a 
draft resolution now. It has been circulated to all the 
members: of thé Security Council. The initial reactions heave 
been pos , There will be informal consultations this 
af ternoor terpeview that resolution, and in light of that, we 
continue to anticipate that formal adoption will occur early 
next week. This is the normal U.N. process to have informal 
cohsultations, followed then by formal consultations. 


And, yes, it is still the Secretary's intention to be 
present for those formal consultations. 
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Q When do you hope to pinpoint exactly -- when 
you'll be in New York? 

Q "“Mid-July." (laughter) 

Q Right! When do you think you will know? 

A I think the next time to take the pulse on this 
story -- 

Q We'll] all be in New York. (laughter) 

A -- is after these informal consultations this 
afternoon. 

Q You think you'll know by this evening? 

Q Want to leave your number? 

a) I can alueys hope. 


Chuck, what is he doing up there when he goes up 
there? Is he going to have a news conference? Is he going to 
-- what? 


t I expect him to have a news conference following 
the Security Council meeting. I don't have his full schedule 
yet, so I don't rule out other bilateral consultations that he 
might have, taking advantage of his presence in New York. 

Q Would one be with the Soviet Union? 


bp I don't have any information on any further 
contacts with the Soviets 


He's planning to return that evening, to 
Washington? 


a Yes. 


Q Question? 


) We do expect him to return that evening. 
. Q Do you expect any other Foreign Ministers now to 
show up? 
ra I don't really have a roll call that I can give 


you. I have seen various expressiors from other capitals of 
Foreign Ministers who are interested in attending, but a lot of 
it still depends on the scheduling. So I really don't have any 
way to answer that question definitively. 
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Q Chuck, do you have any State Department reaction 
to the French-liranian break? 


. Only to say that we understand and support the 
French decision 


Q we welcome and support the French decision? Why 
do you welcome it? 


- I saic we understand and support the French 
decision. 


Q Oh, you understand All right well. why do you 
support it, then? 


4 That's what I have 


Q Chuck, yesterday in Panama City, the Roman 
Catholic leaders of the country issued a communique -- it's 
called a church communique -- which condemned what they called 
“repressive violence” used against protesters seeking the 
ouster of Panama's military strongman They say there was 
totally unjustified ferocity in putting down demonstrations 
Does the U.S. have any reaction to that? 


a No 


Q Earlier today. Admiral Poindexter said that 
“Anything I didn't tell the Secretary of State, he essentially 
didn't want to know." 


Do you have a response to that? 


. Nothing in particular The Secretary has 
testified before. He'll be before this very same Committee in 
a week or so, so there will be ample opportunity for him to 
explain all those -- 


Q You have no comment on the fact that basically he 
is suggesting that Shultz mace it clear he didn't want to know, 
so -- ? 


a That issue has been addressed many times in 
cohjunction with the Tower Commission The President has 
spoken to the issue I think there's a lot of material out 
there which addresses that issue 
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Q Advanced text on tomorrow morning's speech? 
Anything to tell us about that? 


Q Question. please’ 


- Advanced text for tomorrow morning's POW/MIA 
speech -- I Go expect to have an advance text 


Will you have it this afternoon? 
- we'll try to get it this afternoon 


Q Chuck, what can you tell us about an incident in 
acar parking in Flushing involving the afghan Ambassador to 
the UN . Shah Mohammad Dost? 


Nothing 
Nothing? 


a No. 1 nave seen wires that report the 
circumstances of the story, Sut i Gon’t nave anything to add cco 
it right now 


Q Is the State Department concerned with the 
incident? 


a We nave an Office of Foreign Missions we have a 
certain role that we play in these kind of cases The Justice 
Department. or others. I assume have roles to play also So we 
are doing what we would normally do I don't have anything 
beyond that 


Q Chuck, the account that's in The New York Times 
quotes the State Department as identifying him. etc You don't 
have any information on it? 





= As identifying im’ 


Q Yes The account says. “The State Department 
identified the man as“ such-and-such Can you. at least. speak 
about that? 


. When I speak about our normal role. it seems to 
me that that's one of the logical things we do. if authorities 
ask 


-- MORE -- 
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~ Identifying him to the news media’? Can you 
please do that for us? You have no information on this case? 

a I didn't know that there was any doubt about his 
identity 

Q Well, what do you have on it? 

+ I don't have anything on it 

Q Do you expect that Secretary Shultz will discuss 


with Japanese Trace Minister measures to strengthen export 
control to communist countries this afternoon? 


I don't have a particular agenda for that 
meeting That is one of the issues that has been before us, 
but I just couldn't predict at this point what's going to come 
up. 


Q Can you give us a rundown on what some officials 
in the State Department yesterday called a major contra victory 
in Nicaragua; overrunning a Srigace or battalion headquarters 
at San Jose de Bocay’ 


+ The reports that I saw referred to the Nicaraguan 
Democratic Resistance themselves as the sources for that report 


Q The State Department 


a well. whatever I'm only telling you what I've 
seen We can confirm heavy fighting in the early morning hours 
of July 16 at the town of San Jose de Bocay we don't have 
complete information about the clash nor do we have casualty 
figures from either sice. 


The Sandinista sovernment has acknowledged that there 
was heavy fighting in the area. And. as I said, the Nicaraguan 
Resistance has reported that a 500-man tactical operations 
command overran the Sandinista army garrison there and occupied 
the tom. .— 


Siti: at that garrison? 


® ~ That garrison is the most important staging area 
for Sandinista army operations in the Bocay valley in north 
central Nicaragua. which is a principal theatre of operations 
in the war It's the home base for Battalion 3634 of 
Sandinista Army Brigade 363, and is the resupply base for three 
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of the Sandinista army's elite irregular warfare battalions. 
It includes a helicopter base, fuel and ammunition storage, a 
communications center, and an air field with fueling for 
fixed-wing aircraft. 


Q So is it a battalion headquarters or a brigade 
headquarters? 

4 It's the home base for a battalion of a brigade. 
It would be considered a significant hard military target. 

Q Are they still holding the town and the garrison? 

A As I said -- when you say “still holding,“ what I 


have given you on the status of the fighting is as we know it. 
I did not say that in answering what I had. 


Q You haven't given us what you know. You told us 
a I've given you what we know. 
Q Excuse me, just one second. You've told us what 


the contras say occurred there. As I understood, that's what 
you were saying 


a As part of what we know. 
Q You were reporting what the contras say. 
7 No, no. I started out by saying, we can confirm 


heavy fighting. 
Q That there was heavy fighting; right. 
- That's it. 
But you're not endorsing necessarily the contra 
version of who's in control, or who took over what, or how much 


of a victory there actually was for the contras there. What 
you're saying is -- 


4 What I've tried to do, in response to a question, 
“What do we know," is to say we can confirm heavy fighting. Wwe 
don't have complete information. The Sandinista Government has 
acknowledged the heavy fighting. And, on the contra side, we 
have what they've said about it 
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a 
Q So as far as the U.S. Government is concerned, we 
don't really -- we just don't know who's in charge of the area 
there. You don't know who's in control of it or won the battle?’ 


a I think that's what it comes down to. 


Q That's a contradiction of what I was told by 
State Department officials who specifically said last night 
that they had taken the town and the garrison and had, in fact, 
destroyed parts of it I mean, that's far more specific and 
far -- 


a and I'm not, as you know, responsible for what 
officials in this department or any other department say ON 
BACKGROUND. I don't stand by anything anyone else says ON 
BACKGROUND. I'm an ON-THE-RECORD guy. 


Q Do you have any doubts that this operation is 
timed in a particular way to have its effects on the 
Administration's request to tne Congress to have more aig to 
the contras? 


a I don't have any way to draw that conclusion. 
While this appears to have been a serious engagement, it's not 
the first serious engagement, and the Resistance certainly has 
succeeded in recent months in putting a lot more of its 
fighting force inside of Nicaragua than before. So that this 
incident, I would submit, in the end is not unique in many ways 


Ralph? I'm sorry, Chris. 


Q So you are eliminating the explanation that it is 
being directed somehow from Washington, as to the timing I 
mean? I don't mean the details of the operation. I mean to 
the timing of the operation itself. 


a The Resistance are the ones who are fighting the 
war there, and they're the ones who are determining what 
actions they undertake and where. 


Q You have a lot of interesting details on this, 
but I'm a little puzzled why you want to get into the business 
of sort of passing on hearsay that you haven't confirmed about 
military engagements. 


- We often talk about press reports here, I think 
What I'm trying to point out is that there are various 
reports. In case you weren't aware of them, I pass them onto 
you. 
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Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the report on 
the hostages in Lebanon: their release is imminent and so on? 


a No. 


Q Chuck, do you have any kind of a readout on the 
Secretary's meeting with Prime Minister Thatcher this morning? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Can you give us any summary of the subjects that 
were discussed? 


= No. 


Q Chuck, just to check in, do you have any details 
yet on General Vessey's trip to Hanoi? 


a We're still working on the arrangements for that, 
but no dates have been fixed yet. 


Q Do you have anything to tell us about Assistant 
Secretary Abrams' trip to Mexico? 


4 Mr. Abrams' day and a half visit to Mexico City 
was part of the routine process of high-level interchanges that 
we carry out with Mexico. 


While there, he had the oppcrtunity to meet with 
several members of the Mexican Cabinet. The discussions were 
broad in scope. They covered all of the major topics that 
comprise our relationship with Mexico. 


Q Can you say whether it's correct that he is 
attempting to set up a meeting of Central American leaders as 
it had been reported? 


a I don't know where that story comes from. I 
don't think there's anything to that at all. You know that we 
have supported the Esquipulas meeting. 


Q Chuck, any change since yesterday on the Soviets 
answering the mail on the invitation for a Shultz-Shevardnadze 
meeting? 


A No, nothing has changed 
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Q Chuck, yesterday, a question was raised regarding 
State Department approaches to the government of Saudi Arabia 
on their treatment of American-Jewish travelers, and the 
government of South Africa on black American travelers. Any 
response today? 


A Sure. Let me just start by a general principle, 
that we pursue all complaints by American citizens of unfair 
treatment by foreign governments. If an American citizen 
reports that he or she has been denied entry to a country 
because of race, religion or ethnic beckground, we raise the 
report with the government in question. That by way of saying 
that around the world, wherever you have any cases that occur, 
we do our best to look into them. 


We are not aware of a pattern of discrimination in 
visa issuance on the part of Arab countries against a 
particular group of American citizens, Jewish or otherwise. 


Concerning South Africa, we are not aware of any 
restrictions on the entry of Diack Americans into South Africa 
nor have we received reports of black Americans being denied 
visa privileges or entry to South Africa. In fact, black 
Americans receive visas to travel to South Africa. They are 
permitted to enter the country, and, when there, are afforded 
all rights of any foreign visitor to South Africa, including 
the right to enter areas normally restricted for black South 


Africans. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Do you happen to know if the Saudis still request 
the religiow of people when they come and register? 


a I don't know what their specific procedures are, 
but my -- 

Q Well, wouldn't you have to know that to know if 
there's a pattern of discrimination? What possible interest 
could they have in someone's religion? 

A Barry, the basic answer of your question, as 
close as I can get to it is, that we're not aware of any 
immigration or entry restriction in Arab countries which result 
in exclusion of Jewish-Americans. 


Q Okay. You know, the questions were asked, of 
course, parallel to the Israeli situation. 


a Sure. 

Q But the complaint is not exclusion, but the 
complaint is a slow process. So are you aware, comparatively 
speaxing, of any difficulties certain Americans might have -- 
blacks going to South Africa, Jews going to Saudi Arabia? 

Aa I'm not aware of any -- 

Q Or do they -- 

I'm not aware of any -- 
Q -- walk in and out like any other American? 


A I'm not aware of any specific problems. 


Q I have a question about Greece. The letter sent 
to the Greek Government? 


. Nothing beyond what I had yesterday. 


Sg. there any degree of satisfaction that has been 
gained discussions with Pakistan now regarding this 
whole nuc 2. tter? 

. a As you know, just to recap, we have presented a 
demarche both here and in Islamabad. Ambassador Raphel met 
with President Zia yesterday to express our serious concern 
about the possible violation of U.S. export control laws and 
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any role that Pakistan may have played in this matter. 
Ambassador Raphel was assured thet the Government of Pakistan 
is taking this matter as seriously as we are. 


Q Have you come to any -- having all these 
conversations, have you come to any at least preliminary 
conclusion as to whether Pakistan may be in violation of the 
law? 


a I'd leave the status of that question essentially 
where I've been the last few days, which is we're in the 
process of looking into it. 


Q Chuck, can you shed some light now if Israel has 
signed or intends to sign the Non-Proliferation Treaty like 
you're requesting Pakistan to do so, and what of the -- after 
the Vanunu case in Israel last year -- 


) I don't know of any new developments -- 
Q Can you -- 

4 -- nor has our position changed. 

Q Can you take the question? 

4 I've just answered it. 


Q Chuck, back on Pakistan for a second. You said 
that Pakistan assured the U.S. that they are taking it as 
seriously as the U.S. is. Did they say anything about whether 
there was any connection between the individual who was 
arrested in Philadelphia and the Pakistani Government? 


i) Beyond what I've said now in recapping where we 
are today, I really am not in a position to offer any other 
kinds of details on the exchanges. 


Q Can you -- 


&® we're in a situation where we're trying to 
determine tie facts, and we're doing that as expeditiously as 
we can. 


y Q Well, does that mean -- when you say they're 
taking it seriously, does that mean they are trying to 
determine the facts? Does it mean they're seriously trying to 
get a bomb? I mean, [I'm not quite sure what you mean by 
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“taking it seriously." Obviously, if they're trying to 
accumulate materials to make an atomic weapon, that's a serious 
matter, and they could very well say they're taking it 
seriously, and that would be the reason for it. 


Are they taking it seriously in a way that makes it 
favorable? 


Qa If you had focused on what I said -- 

Q I think I focused on what you -- 

a -- in the previous sentence, I said that 
Ambassador Raphel expressed our serious concern about the 
possible violation of U.S. export control laws and any role 
that Pakistan may have played in this matter. That's what they 
are taking seriously also. So I've given you a very nice 
definition of what they were -- 


Q They're taking our expression of concern 
seriously. 


Q (Inaudible) Armacost? 
a Yes. 
Q When? 


a I expect his trip to get underway probably the 
week after next. 


Q Now we're talking India, Pakistan and other 
countries? 


A We're talking Greece, Turkey, India. Pakistan. 
Not necessarily in that order. 


Q Sure. That's it. Mr. Crocker is back from his 
travels. I saw him in the corridor today. Do you have 
anything you can tell us about U.S.-Angola relations, or lack 
of, or whatever? 


a First, there has been an MPLA Government 
statement that I've seen running in FBIS, I believe. And 
following up on that, we, too, are pleased at the resumption of 
direct talks, but we are interested in results from such 
talks. There was no breakthrough during Mr. Crocker's visit. 
The Angolan leadership does not yet appear to be united about 
how to proceed. We are prepared to proceed with the diplomatic 
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process when the Angolan side signals that it has made the 
necessary decisions. And in that context, the MPLA Government 
is well aware of the decisions that need to be made, or taken 
if the tragic conflicts in Angola and Namibia are to be 
resolved. 


Q You talk about the need for decisions. Is it Mr. 
Crocker's impression that the Angolan Government has the 
authority to take such decisions, or is their hand guided by 
others? I mean, can you expect them to make an independent 
decision? 


a I'm not sure exactly what you're trying to imply 
with your question, but we are in negotiations with the 
Government of Angola. And I think that is with the expectation 
that that is a process which can resolve some of these problems. 


Q Well, is the division just internal, political -- 
I mean, one guy wants to do this, and one guy wants to do that 
-- or are there other strains in coming to a decision? I'm 
trying to get at -- 


a I've given you the best initial readout I can 
give you, which is even before Mr. Crocker has had a chance to 
report more thoroughly here in the building. 


Q I know. He only came in around 9:15. 


Q The last meeting in Brazzaville, the Angolans 
said when Crocker went to Luanda, there would be new 
proposals. Were those proposals made? 


a The characterization I have given is the best I'm 
going to be able to give at this point. I don't see any 
utility in my trying to drag it beyond that right now. 


Q Can you tell us what the purpose of Armacost's 
trip is, please? 


4 
“The purpose? 


= Yes. 
: a He has routinely, in fact, gone to all of these 
areas. He's the Under Secretary for Political Affairs. He 
takes on these kind of missions now and again. 


Q No specific -- 
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a Pakistan and India are particular areas of 
concern that he's long been involved with, as well as Greece 


and Turkey. 
Q No specific issues to be brought up in Greece on 


bases? He's not going to deal with the bases issue, for 
example, in Pakistan. 


a When he goes on these trips, because of the 
nature of his position, the whole agenda is out there and will 


certainly be discussed. Sure. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 
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MR. HOWARD: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. We'll 
now have the readout on the Thatcher visit. For your information, 
and not for publication, this briefing is ON BACKGROUND. Our briefer 
is the ft ea 


were 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why don't we just go to 
questions since the statements were so full. And I'll say, as I said 
yesterday, the program structured the way it was -- I was not in on 
the one-on-one. I did participate in the luncheon conversations. 


Q When Mrs. Thatcher was talking about the need for 
American leadership, would you say that there was a domestic 
political content to that statement? Was she talking about the 
hearings by any chance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think she was -~ 
Q -- about a damaged Presidency? 
Q A discredited Presidency? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, I think the 
statement stands against all of the other statements that she has 
made of the same kind. Looking at the Western Alliance, the agenda 
that was being discussed today of arms control, trade, the Persian 
Gulf, Iran-Iraq -~ she sees, for the West, an American leadership 
role. It has always been an American leadership role, and she was 
simply confirming that that leadership role is still the role that is 
assigned the United States by the West. And I don't think anything 
else was being read into it. 


Q She said this morning that she doesn't think that 
Gorbachev is dragging his feet at all. Did she tell that to the 
President, and does he agree with that analysis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was an 
opportunity, in the course of the conversation that I was listening 
in on, to take up that question -- as she noted in particular that in 
the course of this morning's interviews and the questions that were 
raised during all the different opportunities for the press to be 
present -- that that same formulation was always coming out. You 
know, why is Gorbachev dragging his feet? 


And she reviewed her thinking on that -~- along the lines 
that she's been saying all day and the things that I've been watching 
on TV that -- that it's not at all clear that he is "dragging his 
feet," but if there is in fact a less dramatic pace to the 
negotiations at the present time, then why be worried about that? 

Why isn't this -- and I'm not quoting her on this, but I'm giving you 
the essence of it -- why shouldn't we, in fact, be negotiating in 
detail in this one particular area? 


MORE 














She has been underlining throughout the day the concern 
for adequate verification measures to be devised and agreed upon with 
the Soviets in these negotiations. And she's been emphasizing the 
need to work on the details. She used in her conversations here what 
she said -- what I heard her saying on the television this morning -- 
the phrase "You have to verify eveything. There is no basis for 
trust.” 


Q How do you square that with a senior administration 
official's comments that the Soviets are not answering the mail and 
that we are a bit concerned about the lack of a response to either 
the Alliance position or the foreign minister meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm among, 
certainly, the administration officials who have been discussing this 
issue, and I know when I was here yesterday I said there was a range 
of analysis that was possible, and that most of the people in town 
who are doing this kind of analysis believe that in fact there has 
been a sort of a pulling back or a pause, and my own conclusion from 
it is that the Soviets are at least taking up the question, should we 
spend some time in pablic sort of propagandizing a la the letter in 
The New York Times on Monday? 


That is not the only analysis around, and we haven't been 
trying to square the circle, because Soviet analysis for all of us is 
so difficult. Even with glasnost, we ail work with five, ten, 
fifteen facts. 


Q But who is right -- you or her? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that these 
things are inconsistent. She said she wasn't sure he was dragging 
his feet. And we haven't ourselves used the phrase “dragging his 
feet." We've said “pulling back, a pause,“ whatever, the pace has 
changed, it has slowed. 


Q What did the President say? What was his view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
President certainly remarked upon the fact that there has been a 
slow-down, but then he quickly turned to the question of verification 
and the challenge of finding regimes of verification that are going 
to work, and the need to get down to the details. So, the discussion 
there -- and there was mention in her statement of the chemical 
weapons negotiations -- those were raised almost ad seriatim with the 
nuclear discussion, because again, of the question of verification 
and the toughness of it. And that was the focus of the talk. 


Q Has this proposal that the Secretary General 
undertake a mission, is that being forwarded to him? Is that new? 
Is that the first time they've proposed that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would have to have 
somebody check, because I don't know this. My understanding is, it 
is not new, that it has been a part of the discussion on the 
resolution in the U.N. in New York. It is a part of that. 


Q Is there any -- is that suggestion being forwarded 
to him, or is there any action on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I would have to 
get an expert. But I believe that in the discussion of the 
resolution, and I'm not familiar with the precise text of the 
resolution that's being worked, if there is an expectation built into 
it that the Secretary General would carry out this mission that is 
related to the called-for cease-fire. Now, I would also feel fairly 
confident that in all of that work that's being done in New York, the 
Secretary General or his staff is being kept informed, and is sort of 
a process itself. 
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Q Are the two leaders -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So at some point, you 
get a formal sort of communication from the Security Council, too -- 
the Secretary General. But it isn't going to be news to him when it 
arrives. 


Q Right. Is -- are the two countries -- one, as she 
put it, on the approach to that resolution, and specifically to a 
follow-up resolution, to a second resolution that would have teeth in 
it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- that has the 
teeth to it if the first doesn't work. 


Q They are? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Back on the Soviets for just a moment, did the 
President offer that he sees or fears a fall summit kind of slipping? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Certainly, the 
President was reviewing this question of a summit and how it came 
about, and he harked back to the agreement in '85 between him and 
Gorbachev at the Geneva summit, that there would be a summit in ‘86 
and ‘87. He noted that there hadn't been anything in ‘86, and we're 
still half-way through 87, and it was just left at that. There was 
no sense of urgency or anything else. It's -- the line is -- and I 
know that this is the feeling, not just the line -- that the 
invitation was extended and whenever Gorbachev wants to pick it up, 
we're here. 


Q He didn't offer as to how he remains confident to 
any regard that the summit still can happen this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it didn't come up in 
that fashion at all. 


Yes? 


Q Mrs. Thatcher says that Gorbachev needs to do a deal 
because of the remarkable historic things he's doing in liberalizing 
and recontructing Soviet economic policy. Does the President share 
that view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not discussed in 
that fashion. And I think that you are probably reading from a TV 
transcript and not the statement. I don't have either statement in 
front of me, but I think that she has been expressing that. It 
wasn't discussed that way between the two of them. It was in terms 
of whether such an agreement, if a proper agreement can be found, 
would serve Soviet interest and I think the conclusion was that it 
would. At this time, it would it would serve Gorbachev's interest. 


Q Given the strong inflection that Mrs. Thatcher 
seemed to put on the issue of verification in her remarks out there, 
as well as the chemical weapons imbalance, you said yesterday that it 
was at the point in the INF talks, that verification was being 
discussed, that this cooling off becan to occur about three weeks 
ago. It would be fair to assume that Mrs. Thatcher thinks that 
verification was the cause for the cooling off and maybe she was here 
to help encourage the President not to buckle under on this issue or 
to reinforce maintaining the strong posture on that question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't come quite that 
way. But part of your question is correct in that, no doubt, the 
message was and is and the message we agree, that this is the time 
for the Alliance to stand strong. That when you get down to the 
details, and you're talking about how is something going to work, 
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you're peyond the framework, you're beyond the outline, ad you're 
working the details -- everything that she's been saying in public 
today -- then you have to be conficent enough to stand firm and press 
for your objectives. That certainly was very much said today- 


Q Why do you think that the Prime Minister, in her 
departure statement, felt it necessary t° depart from her statements 
directly addressed to the President, and talk over his head to the 
American people and reassure the American people that they still have 
a President capable of strong leadership? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That sounds exogenical 
to me. That isn't the statement I heard her read. 


Q "your Presicent.- a 


Q She didn't say, "Mr- President, you." Why do you 
think she used that? 


Q I like it, “exogenical.” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exogenic. I got it out 
of -- Bible I in college. (Laughter. ) It's the only time I've ever 
been able to use it. (Laughter.) 


Q -- use it? 


SENIOR RDMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Use it ina sentence? 
(Laughter. ) Spell it, i can do. i'm very good at that. 


can't surmise, but I'm going to go ~~ I was among the 
listerners this morning and I noticed the extent to which she was 
responding to this kind of question from the journalists who met with 
her this morning with some sense that maybe peop-e gidn't -- weren't 
looking at the right agence. And I think the wey she laid it out -~ 
again, the trade, the arms control, reductions agreements and the 
like -- and wh don't you look at those -- why oo you look backwards? 
And maybe she felt why co you feel that you have to look backwarc. 
But we did not have any discussion with her 25 to why she was saying 
what she was say-n¢- We all just listened. 

Q Did either she or the President at 4ny point in this 
discussion of Sorbachev and the delay or slowdown speculate that part 
of this might be that the Soviets were marking time to see how the 
President came out of these hearings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, never was raised. 
It wasn’t raisec. 


Q When she said that we reaffirmed the vital 
importance of nuclear deterrence, should we interpret that in the 
context of however the discuss’ ns went -- that she's reaffirming her 
concern about decoupling, oF »** that, ¢o you think, related to SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 1! think this is the 
theme we've been hearing since the Novemper post-Reykjavik meeting 
that she hac here. Her absolute conviction of the importance of 
nuclear deterrence to the defense posture of the West, of her 
conviction that we have to stay strong, and I think her determination 
that even as we proceed through an arms reduction agenda, that we 
musn't lose sight of the continuing validity of nuclear weapons, and 
it's a very strong point of view of hers and she uses her visits here 
to -- as one way of reaffirming that. 


Q And one other thing on her comment on the Middle 
Fast. Was she reassuring the President that in her sponsorship of an 
international conference or her mediating role, she is not suggesting 
anything that would involve veto power or any imposition? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was agreement. I 
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think that you can take that in a -- there was that very careful 
phrase in her statement about "as agreed between us, Mr. President," 
and then the -- some of the elements of an international conference 
that came out of the exploration that they have. That is how I 
understood it. I think the phrase was and how to -- “and explored 
how such a2 conference could contribute," and then said it wouldn't 
have veto and wouldn't impose. 


Q And did anyone on the American side express concerns 
that she’s moving too quickly on this, and not bulding in enough 
safeguards? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The discussion 
centered on needing to be sure that all of these things were nailed 
down ahead of time, and two of them were given as examples. 


Q And the President agrees with that formulation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was -- yes. That 
was clear that, as agreed, she would not have said -- and as we 
agreed, Mr. Presizent -- 


Q Well, if I can just follow -- is that a new 
declaration by the President with those conditions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That's -- no, no. 
Q -- by her? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. That's 
standard. There's a question that's been brewing here for -- 


Q -- ask about the Gulf as well. Kuwaiti officials 
have been quoted as saying that at some point they asked Britain and 
France, as well as the United States and the Soviet Union, to reflag 
and protect tankers. Did the Prime Minister address that at all, and 
in any way say whether she -- her country's willing, not willing, 
interested or not interested, in doing what the United States is 
doing for Kuwait? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When I was present, and 
it was only the lunch conversation and the social occasions that 
preceded and followed, that subject was not raised. 


Q Back on the Middle East, if possible. In what way 
was this whole notion of an international conference advanced by this 
meeting here today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
exploration of how such a conference might be structured to 
contribute to achieving direct negotiations between the parties, and 
I don’t -- 


Q Well, did they agree on a next step? Did they agree 
on any joint action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Simply as the 
sentence says, that paragraph concludes that we would stay in touch 
and continue to try to move it forward. There was no agreement on 
joint anything following this. 


Q Did they talk at all about the hostages, about all 
the Americans, Terry Waite -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. In the sessions 
that I was in, they did not. 


Q Was there discussion of how to deal with Syria, in 
particular, about sending an ambassador back? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no there wasn't. 
But again, I was there only for lunch. 


Q Well, we're -- confused about what Mrs. Thatcher 
said about the Soviet behavior. Are you suggesting that she 
propounded with you that the Soviets were not especially stalling? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. She was saying 
that -- in answer to this persistent question that she has been 
receiving here -- why is Gorbachev dragging his feet? And 1 think it 
was the “dragging his feet" kind of thing -- what she has said in 
public -- not certain that he is, these are tough issues, and that 
would be one reason for slowing down is the toughness of the issue, 
and you finally have to get to the guts of verification. That 
doesn't exclude other reasons. It doesn't suggest this is the only 
one. And that was really all there was to that. 


Q I'd like to ask another question on the reflagging 
-- the Kuwaiti reflagging. Whether it was discussed in your presence 
or not, is it your understanding that Mrs. Thatcher is unwilling to 
protect any Kuwaiti reflagged -- Kuwaiti ships? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't feel informed 
enough. I mean, the British are escorting -- 


Q Their own? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- their own. We're 
escorting our own. 


Q Well, not -- I understand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but American flag -- 
you know, flag and flag. And then yesterday when I was here, the 
question came up about this inquiry that was reported on the Kuwaiti 
request to the British on reflagging and the British response that it 
was a commercial question and should be pursued through commercial -- 
I don't take that as her giving you a reading either way on what the 
British would do if these vessels turned up with British flags. 


Q What's your assessment -- 


Q Did Thatcher make specific proposals in terms of 
maintaining a strong nuclear deterrent? Does that encompass specific 
proposals that she's made to President Reagan? And secondly, is she 
proposing at all linking the chemical weapons question to other 
negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The formulation was 
exactly when I was here in November and read you her statement at 
that time, in which you asked the importance -- the priority 
importance of strategic, INF, conventional, chemical -- it was -- and 
then that was later repeated in the NATO communique. It was simply a 
reaffirmation of what was in the NATO communique, and there was not a 
detailed discussion on anything except when you got into the nuclear 
and the chemical on the difficulties of verification. How do you do 
it -- the Article 10 proposals of the United States on challenge, 
inspection, and that kind of thing. It was very, very detailed. 


Q What is your assessment of the French break in 
diplomatic relations with Iran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't -- I really 
can't. 


Q It says here that they're as much -- 


Q France. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: France. But it's -- you 
know -- 


Q -- lots of trees, grapes -- 


-- has agreed in the Middle East Peace Conference, 
are the U.K. and the United States now closer on this issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't know how far apart 
we were. I think what -- this -- and this did not attempt to get -t 
all of the issues that go through that whole thing called -- that 
whole subject area called the Middle East peace process. But I think 
that what you can say by the stress on -- as agreed, that certainly 
an international conference which was explored as to how it might 
contribute, would have these -- you know, the no-veto, no-imposition. 
I think that that's all that can be said about that. In that area, 
we seem to be agreed. 


Q Doesn't that misrepresent the movement by the 
British side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just have a sense 
that, if it does, it's small, but I -- you might want to get another 
briefer over here on the subject. 


Q No, we want you. 

Q Noooo. (Laughter.) 

Q Wait a minute. 

Q Did the President and Mrs. Thatcher discuss the 
perception -=- apparently the growing perception in Europe that 
Gorbachev has seized the initiative on the arms control issue, and if 
so, did they discuss how the United States might get it back? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They cid not. It's a 


theme that is under discussion within the alliance -- not so much 
formally, but we certainly all have noticed polls and the like. It 


didn't come up in that context. It certainly -- I think there was a 
statement made that we've got to do a better job of telling our 
story. But that was the only -- and that was oblique -- it didn't 


Say with reference to Gorbachev or with reference to the polls. It 
was just -- as we reviewed where we were on arms control and 
reductions and the like, that we've got to do a better job. 

Q It wasn't in the context of arms control? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was in the context of 
an apparent sense in at least some portions of the public -- the 
Atlantic public, both sides -- that the initiative is with Gorbachev 
when in fact, if you look, where are the initiatives are coming fron, 
they are Western. And so it it was in that context. There was a 
question here -- 

Q -- the full plan to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was agreed to between 
the two of them. It's just a natural kind of : comment. 


Q Was the Falkland conflict rasa 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Never. Again, when I 
was there, the Falklands did not come up. 


Q How long t.as the one-on-one? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About 50 minutes. 
Q 50? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 5,0. 


Q What topic or issues did they discuss today that 
they didn't discuss in Venice a month ago? 


Q Ollie. 
Q Poindexter. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we'll make that 
the last one. 


Q Yes, that suits me. 

Q Airbus? (Laughter. ) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was -- 
Q What about the Airbus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would be the same set 
of issues. Venice was East-West, arms control, Gorbachev in iight of 
all of the visits that leaders from the West have made -- trade, 
protectionism, Iran-Irag, the Persian Gulf, freedom of navigation, 
the Middle East. That was the Venice agenda. That continues to be 
the international agenda, and that was what was discussed today. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:12 P.M. EDT 
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MONDAY, JULY 20, 1987, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have several brief announcements. 


In regard to France and Iran, with regard to the 
matter of the Iranian Embassy in Paris, the United States 
regards the use of a diplomatic mission to shield a citizen who 
does not enjoy diplomatic immunity from legitimate legal 
inquiry, as a perversion of international diplomatic practice. 


With regard to the matter of the French Embassy in 
Tehran, the United States fully supports the fundamental 
principle of diplomatic immunity. Threats against accredited 
diplomats are a transparent attack on this principle. 


As you know, the Secretary is in New York for all of 
today. He's having a series of bilateral meetings this 
morning. He met with the Secretary General of the U.N. He's 
meeting with the West German Foreign Minister, the Italian 
Foreign Minister, the Foreign Minister of the UAE, the Foreign 
Minister of the United Kingdom, the French Foreign Minister and 
the argentine Foreign Minister. He will have lunch with this 
group, hosted by the Secretary General. We expect the Security 
Council meeting to begin about 3:00 o'clock, and that it will 
last for the better part of the afternoon; and that the 
Secretary will make brief remarks when he leaves the Security 
Council chamber; and that we expect this to be about 6:00 or 
6:30. He will return to Washington this evening. 


And one other item of note on the Porcupine Caribou 
herd. Culminating ten years of intermittent negotiations, 
Interior Secretary Hodel and Canada's Environment Minister 
McMillan signed on July 17 a bilateral agreement on the 
conservation of the Porcupine Caribou herd. We're especially 
pleased to have this agreement which establishes a bilateral 
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board to recommend conservation measures for this particular 
herd, which migrates annually between Alaska and Canada. 


Now I'll be happy to answer your questions. 
Q Can you have a special briefing on this issue? .: 
4 We will have a special briefing. 


Q The Kuwaiti Prime Minister had a news conference 
today and said that his government is willing to discuss with 
Washington providing military facilities to the United States. 
Does the United States want such facilities? 


a We have just very briefly seen the report on 
that. I really don't have anv comment on it. 


Q Phyllis, the [ranians now are saying that -- the 
latest on the wire I saw is that the U.N. Security Council 
resolution would be "not worth a penny.“ How do you discern 
their recalcitrant attitude? 


A I'm not going to have any comment about these 
various remarks from the Government of Iran. I think that 
these issues and the whole thing will be addressed this 
afternoon -- certainly in the Secretary's statement -- and I 
will advise you to tune into that. 


Q How about -- there's some reports that Iran 
could, when the reflagging starts, attack Kuwait. Do you have 
-- with a land attack -- do you have anything on that? 


a I really don't have anything to offer about the 
possibility of opening a second front against Iran. We 
certainly are aware that since last September, Iran has 
targeted shipping going to and from Kuwaiti ports, and 
Iran-inspired groups have intensified terrorist attacks against 
Kuwait itself. 


How about this French thing? Do you see this 
fitting in -- is it part of an orchestrated campaign in Tehran 
to sort of twist the West, so to speak? 


a I don't want to try and characterize any -- the 
behavior of the Government of Iran in any way. We have talked 
about our support for the position of the French and certain 
principles in international diplomatic behavior, and I'll just 
let it go at that. 
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Q Phyllis, it seems Iran was ready to listen to 
what was being said in the Security Council at least -- if 
there were sort of agreement to postpone the discussions to a 
time when France was not presiding in the Council. So what do 
you think of the reasons of why it was so expeditious now that 
the war is going on since seven years? be 


a Well, I -- there are lots of assumptions and lots 
of questions in that statement. We have been discussing our 
views on the action of the Security Council for some time. It 
has moved, we think, in an orderly and consistent pattern to 
bring the countries together to express their will on this. I 
don't want to comment on any particular movements to delay it, 
or to proceed, or that it was done in a hasty manner. We think 
it has been carefully worked out. This afternoon's meeting is 
a culmination of a lot of diplomatic efforts by a lot of 
countries. We're very happy that it's come to this, and I 
think this is evident in the Secretary's appearance there this 
afternoon. 


Q Phyllis, this Security Council resolution, which 
will be taken today possibly or tomorrow -- has there heen or 
do you know if there is a timeframe that will be set by the 
Security Council members to ask or request from both combatants 
to end the war, otherwise there will be an imposition of arms 
embargo? Because this morning's report, CNN and other 


stations, were saying that the United States will get 
immediately to have, [ think, a situation like the timeframe 
for arms embargo on Iran. 


A I don't have anything specifically on that. I 
think Chuck has covered that last week, on how we expect things 
to unfold, that we're going to look forward to having this 
first resolution this afternoon. It will, in its final form, 
emerge, and I think it will call upon countries to take certain 
actions. I think that the idea is to see how that develops, 
what actions are taken, and then we'll see what other steps 
will be appropriate. 


Normally in these international forums, I think 
the Security Council will be sort of an extended meeting or be 
called immediately after this? 


a I just don't have anything on that about plans 
after this afternoon's meetings. 


Q New subject? 
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A Yes? 


Q One more on the Middle East. Are you satisfied 
with Israeli's reaction to U.S. complaints about harassment of 
blacks and Arabs -- Americans. 


A Well, this is still on the Middle East, but 
slightly a new subject. May I take this one, and then come 
back to you. 


Israeli officials have informed us that they are 
instituting changes to deal with the concerns we expressed 
regarding treatment of some black- and Arab-Americans seeking 
entry into Israel. We are encouraged that this problem is 
being addressed, and we hope that it can be resolved. 


Q Israelis were critical of the Ambassador in Tel 
Aviv, the U.S. Ambassador, Mr. Pickering, about that he, 
according to their charges, blew this out of proportion, or 
confront without consulting them in advance about what he is 
going to do. Do you have any comment on that? 


a No. I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Is that what you were looking for from them, 
assurances, or are you waiting to see if the practice stops? 


A Well, I think this statement speaks for itself, 
that we're pleased, we're encouraged that this problem is being 
addressed, and we look for its resolution. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q I mean the State Department has told the Israeli 
Orr © travel advisory will be issued within 30 days. 


a® No. wait -- 


Is that now still a possibility, waiting to see. 
if the practice stops or -- 


a We have never talked about definite actions or 
that something was going to happen in 30 days. I think that 
that was an interpretation that various people put on 
statements. What we have said is that we were concerned about 
the problem; we've spoken to the Israelis about it. They have 
told us that they are instituting changes. We're encouraged by 
this, and we will look to the resolution of the problem. 


Q What kind of changes are you talking about? I 
mean, have you discussed with them these changes? 


a I don't have the specific details on the 
changes. I think it will involve their procedures at ports of 
entry. 


Q Do you have something to comment about Secretary 
Shultz' meeting with the Japanese MITI Minister last week? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q The Greeks have released what they said was the 
text of the letter that Under Secretary Armacost sent to them. 
It seems like an apology. Do you have--can you give the text 
of the letter? 


a We understand that the text of the letter was 
released today in Athens by the Greek Government. Copies of it 
will be available, if you're interested, in the Press Office. 


Q Can you characterize it in any way? 

Moe, Well, I think Chuck discussed this last week. He 
said he going to characterize it in any way. We feel 
that the speaks for itself. 

~~ gut have you apologized? 
No, we aren't going to characterize it as an 


apology or anything else. We just have simply said that the 
text speaks for itself. 
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Q Have you been notified in advance about the 
letter being released by the Greeks? 


A We were aware that this was a decision for them 


to make. 
Q New subject? 
a Yes. 
Q Do you have anything on the Sacramento story? 


4 The question involved an indictment in California 
in connection with transfers of sophisticated electronic 
equipment through Hong Kong to Pakistan. On Friday, July 17, 
the U.S. Attorney in Sacramento announced that two Americans 
and a Hong Kong businessman were indicted for illegally 
exporting computers and sophisticated electronic testing and 
measuring equipment to Hong Kong and Pakistan. The two related 
indictments handed down by the Federal Grand Jury in Sacramento 
charged two American exporters and a Hong “ong importer with 
shipping over, or close to, a million dollars worth of 
sophisticated electronic equipment between July 1982 and August 
1983 to Hong Kong and Pakistan. Any questions about the 
details of the case should be addressed to the Justice 
Department. 


Q Last week, there was a similar case and much was 
made of it here. An explanation was sought from the Pakistani 
Government. Are you taking similar steps on this one? 


a Well, we have certainly expressed to the 
Government of Pakistan our deep concern about any violation of 
our Export Control laws and regulations, and we've made clear 
our intentions to uphold to the fullest extent U.S. law. 


We will be seeking any information the Government of 
Pakistan may have about this case, and we will continue to 
discuss the serious issues created by this case and the arrest 
of Mr. Pervez in Philadelphia. 


Q This isn't viewed as serious as the other one, or 
just as serious? 


a Well, the cases are different and certainly they 
are not related in the sense that the people are not related, 
and they happened in very different periods of time, but we 
view them both seriously. 
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+ Mrs. Oakley, on the same subject, do you have any 
comment on press reports in Western Europe that Israel 
threatened to make sort of a preemptive attack against nuclear 
facilities in Pakistan? 


‘ 


+ No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Phyllis, on that Sacramento case. 
a Yes. 


I gather they successfully exported that 
equipment you spoke of, so that it's sort of water over the 
bridse, or under the bridge? 


a Yes, and as 1 said it was material that was 
exported from July of 1982 to August of 1983. I might note 
that this was before the effective date of the Solarz 
Amendment, which was August 8, 1985. 


re And do we think this equipment had a nuclear 
technology application, I assume? 


) 1 am not going to comment or speculate on the 
possible usage of this. As we said, it was sophisticated 
electronic measuring equipment, and it did violate the Export 
Control Act. 


Q Okay. 


Q Phyllis, the company had. it seems, been pretty 
late in giving the government this information that this type 
ef thing had happened. How come they hadn't informed the 
government earlier? Do you think they had been withholding 
information or something? 


a No. Again, I'm not going to get into the details 
of why the case was brought now--the development of evidence. 
I think youd have to go to the Justice Department for those 
questions. . 


@”*° Following that up, there was a case (inaudible) 
Israel where the United States wanted the equipment back. 
These I think were (inaudible) and switches. Because they were 
in violation of the Export Control Act, the United States 
demanded and I think they got the equipment back. 
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Are you going to ask Pakistan to return this equipment 
now that it has been discovered? 


* I just don't have any of those specifics on it. 
As I said, I think for those, you'd have to refer to the 
Department of Justice. 


Q According to reports from Tel Aviv this morning, 
after the meeting yesterday in the Israeli Foreign Ministry and 
the decision to discuss this issue of the fArab-Aamericans and 
black Americans, the report says that the Israeli Government 
decided to allow those Arab-Americans in custody where they are 
being detained to see their relatives or to contact a lawyer. 


Do you have any figures or numbers or information 
about how many people are these people there? 


> No. I said that we didn't have anything specific 
on the changes that were being instituted. I just can't help 
you with that. 


Q Can you check on that? 


- well, I think as we work with them, if we have 
information, we'll try and make it available. 


Q On Friday, Chuck said that he wasn't aware of any 
discrimination on the part of @rab countries against Jewish 
citizens. Is the State Department aware that Arab countries do 
not allow or give problems to American citizens who have 
Israel's visa stamped on their passport? Does the State 
Department plan on issuing some type of travel advisory 
informing people that if they are going to be in the Middle 
East, that if you have “Israel” stamped in your passport, that 
you'll heve problems getting into Arab countries? 


. Well, I'm a little confused about your question 
specificially. 
q Is the State Department planning on issuing a 


travel advisery to American citizens traveling in the Middle 

East, that they should be aware that if thev visit Israel and 
it is stamped on their passport, that they may have problems 

entering @rab countries? 


a What we were talking about when Chuck discussed 
the question of patterns and problems, whether 
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these were cases that were Giscriminetory anc arbditréry anc 
instances of people being refused entry, he was talking about 
patterns. I think that this falls into a different category 
than the instances we were talking about But let me see if I 
can get you an answer on that. 


Okay? 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
First, you all know why Secretary Shultz is here in New York 
today It reflects the great importance which President Reagan 
has attached to this particular effort being undertaken by the 
United Nations, and Secretary Shultz‘'s presence here is 
evidence of the full support on the part of the United States 
in this historic effort by the U.N 


The Secretary has met this morning with Secretary 
General Perez de Cuellar as well as the other Foreign Ministers 
who are here for the meeting today I'll just briefly run down 
them because, in summarizing the results of the talks, I think 
I can do that more effectively as a general characterization, 
Since there is broad agreement on the issues before us today 


The meetings were, first, with Perez de Cuellar, then 
with Foreign Minister Genscher, then with Foreign Minister 
Andreotti, Foreign Minister Rashid Abdullah of the UAE, Sir 
Geoffrey Howe, Foreign Minister Raimond, and, finally, Foreign 
Minister Caputo of argentina The Secretary has now gone to 
lunch hosted by the Secretary General for the Security Council 
Foreign Ministers and perm reps who are here present today 


Turning to the content of the talks this morning, as 
you can imagine they focused primarily on the resolution which 
will be brougnt before the Security Council this afternoon I 
think I could start by saying that there was general agreement 
on what is really the main point, and that is, that this is an 
important day for addressing the problem of world peace This 
meeting will be a historic event for the United Nations For 
the first time in its history, the Security Council will demand 
a ceasefire and a withdrawal of forces in an active conflict 


And, in summarizing this, these are the main points 














ae 


that emerged from the meetings with this whole variety of 
Foreign Ministers. This action today is the result of 
unprecedented cooperation, first, between the five permanent 
members of the Security Council who have been meeting on this 
issue since January, so that this resolution which results 
today is, in essence, a draft which has been co-authored by all 
five permanent members 


In addition, the non-permanent members of the Council 
have participated actively and they are very many of their 
amendments which are also reflected in this final draft today 
The result is what everyone considers a balanced and an 
equitable resolution 


Let me just briefly review some of the main points so 
we know what we're talking about Its objective is a 
comprehensive, just, honorable and durable settlement. This 
resolution will demand that, as a first step towards a 
negotiated settlement, that Iran and Iraq observe an immediate 
ceasefire, discontinue all military actions on land, at sea and 
in the air, and withdraw2! all forces to the international 
recognized boundaries without delay 


In addition, the resolution will request the Secretary 
General of the United Nations to keep the Security Council 
informed on the implementation of the resolution and, 
finally, it will also note that the Security Council decides to 
meet again, as necessary, to consider further steps to ensure 
compliance with this resolution 


But the resolution is more than that, and I think I'd 
like to draw your attention to a number of points that the 
Foreign Ministers talked about, which I think had been less 
focused on in public The resolution will do such things as 
deplore the bombing of purely civilian populations centers It 
will deplore, in particular, the use of chemical weapons It 
makes reference to Articles 39 and 40 of the Charter of the 
United Nations Those are the Chapter VII powers which are 
important in terms of a mandatory resolution This resolution 
also calls on all other states to exercise the utmost 
restraint, so that there is already a call for others to begin 
to take action. It calls for an impartial body that would 
inquire into the responsibility for the conflict. And, 
finally, it also addresses the need for reconstruction 
efforts Those are just a few of the other points that you'll 
pick cut of the text of the resolution, but I[ draw your 
attention to them because I think you need to take all of those 
into account in considering what I've characterized as a 
particularly balanced and equitable resolution 











In summarizing, I think all Ministers believe that this 
resolution has a good chance to succeed, and I don't mean just in 
being passed today, because my understanding is that the text has, 
in fact, become a so-called Presidential Text which means that all 
15 members of the Security Council have agreed that it will be 
presented by the President as a text of the Council But I mean, 
more broadly, that it has a good chance to succeed in practice It 
has the support of the world community It certainly has the 
support of the United States Government 


And I think, speaking both for the United States Government and 
certainly the other Ministers that we talked to this morning, all of 
them strongly support the efforts that will be undertaken by the 
United Nations Secretary General He has indicated that he will act 
immediately and energetically in pursuit of its implementation 


So with that by way of opening remarks we can take a few 
questions. 


Q Will the Secretary participate in some actual way? I'm not 
sure quite what he will do when this is up and forward. Will he 
participate ina debate? Will he sit in the chamber? What is his 
plan? 


A He will sit in the chamber There will be remarks by each 
of the representatives of the 15 countries, so the Secretary General 
will be speaking. I'm not sure exactly where he stands on the 
speaking order, but somewhere midway 


Q You said the Secretary General. You mean Mr. Shultz? 
A I mean the Secretary of State 

Q He will speak for the U.S.? 

2) He will speak. 

Q There won't be a vote, they'll just adopt a statement’ 
” Then there is a vote, I understand 

Q Did anything come up in the discussions based on Mrs 


Thatcher and Mr. Reagan, as reported on Friday, that the Secretary 
should go to the area? 


a Concerning how the Secretary General will choose to pursue 
his implementation mandate, I would leave that for him to address 











There are a variety of ways to get at that question. We have 
discussed the possibilities but, in the end, that will be his 
decision. So I would go back to what [I said, that we certainly 
strongly support his efforts, and he has indicated in no uncertain 
terms that he will be acting immediately and very actively. 


Q Did then Mr. Shultz convey the message that both President 
Reagan and Mrs. Thatcher would like him to go to the area -- 

A That message had already been conveyed to the Secretary 
General . 

Q How can you say there is a good chance that this will 


succeed when one of the parties in the combat has already rejected 
it out-of-hand. Where are you drawing your optimism from? 


A First of all, I think there are many statements, some of 
them conflicting, so when you say it's been rejected out-of-hand, 
I'd prefer to wait and see what happens once this resolution has 
been adopted In any case, the opinion of the world community is 
certainiy being made ciear today There will be a@ period of CLisie 
during which the Secretary General will pursue implementation. It 
is certainly everyone's hope that that will go forward successfully. 


But, 1 think, again, to go back where I started, this is, in 
many ways, an historic and unprecedented occasion for the United 
Nations because we have, first, the five members of the Security 
Council -- the five permanent members -- who have agreed on this 
resolution who have worked actively in its drafting and are prepared 
to go forward with it 


Q Will the Secretary of State, (inaudible) has had a vote in 
it; is this the first time he's voted in the Security Council? 


Qq He will stay for the vote I'll have to check to see if 
it's the first time. 


Q Was there discussion in these bilaterals that the Secretary 
had with these people about the possibility of a follow-on 
resolution with explicit enforcement? 


a That, of course, is a subject which has been under 
discussion here in the U.N. for some time So it's not as if this 
were the first time this issue were coming up. But I believe 
everyone, again, recognizes the importance, if the resolution is not 
adhered to by one or the other of the parties, that there be the 
mechanism for enforcement and that is provided for in this draft 
resolution 














Q And the specific question was, that was part of today's 
discussion as well, wasn't it? That was my question. 


fe) It was discussed but it really wasn't the focus of the 
discussion because the focus today is on making this resolution 
work, and that is what Ministers are talking about today 


Q In the discussions today, did the subject of previous U.S 
arms sales to Iran come up in any form, in any way, at any time in 
these discussions? 


Aa No 


Q Can you define the content of this resolution of what would 
make it more acceptable than the previous resolution on a ceasefire? 


a I think if you will look at the things I tried to sketch 
out in showing that this was a very balanced resolution, you will 
find a number of points in there which differentiate it from 
previous resolutions 


Q You said they focused on making this resolution work. What 
does that mean, “making it work?" 


a) Supporting the Secretary General first and foremost in his 
efforts 
Q If one side decides not to observe the ceasefire, what's 


the next step? 


i I think it's premature to speculate on that point We're 
just not there yet. [That's why I say, we're going to concentrate 
first and foremost on making this resolution work 


Q Apart from the Secretary General's efforts, what else is in 
there, in terms of efforts to make things work? 


2) I think we've covered the basic possibilities. We would 
expect, in addition to the Secretary General's efforts, that the 
rest of the world community step forward whenever and wherever they 
can in order to urge adherence; and then, finally, there are 
provisions for follow-up should that be necessary 


Q Chuck, it would probably help even now, I suppose, from the 
U.S. viewpoint if countries didn't sell arms to Iran. 


I heard a Brookings scholar on public radio last week say 27 





countries now sell arms to Iran -- I assume he's including spare 
parts -- including Britain, France, believe it or not. What is the 
U.S. count now, if you can approximate one? And, by the way, that's 
twice as many countries that sell arms to [raq, roughly. 


Do any of the Big Five sell arms to Iran? Or can you come close 
to giving us some sort of an idea? 


A I don't have that particular statistic. 


Q You said the resolution will call for restraints on the 
part of all parties, not just the two belligerents. Do you see any 
contradiction between that and the introduction of the sizable U.S 
military contingent to escort Kuwaiti shipping, starting now over 
the next -- reflagged not American shipping, but tankers going to 
Kuwait? 


a No. What we have to keep in mind here is the reason that 
there are more U.S. ships in the Persian Gulf is as a result of the 
tensions that come from that war It is not the ships which have 
caused the tension. wuihich have been with us for some time now. 


Q The resolution doesn't contain the deadline as to when the 
Security Council really will have to examine sanctions if the 
resolution rejects it What is the kind of finding that you would 
like to see. And how is it going to be decided on by the members of 
the Security Council? 


Aa First, let me say right now, I don't want to go into a 
whole lot further detai! because Ministers are speaking this 
afternoon Many of them will be holding press conferences 
afterwards So, aS a consequence, you'll be able to hear from many 
of the principal actors in this, more of the detailed answers to 
your questions 


My response would be that that's something that will be worked 
out in the consultations between the Secretary General and the 
members of the Security Council 


Q Is the Secretary going to have a news conference? 


Q Yeah, the logistics Can you give us some idea of where 
and when? 


A Yes He will be having a very short press conference as we 
leave the meeting, so it will actually take place in the other 
building, in the U.N. Building 


Q At the bottom of the stairs; is that your -- 








A I prefer not to specify the exact place right now, but stay 
in touch with our press people and they'll tell you where to go. 


Q What about an advance text? Is there going to be an 
advanced text? 


A There will be an advance text of the Secretary's 
intervention; one or two speakers, I understand, before he speaks. 


Q Where and when are these going to be available? 


i) That's distributed at the United Nations in whatever press 
facility they have. 


Q Ye speaks and then he sits. He does not have his press 
conference until after everything is over? 


a That's right There are some further speakers, then 
there's a vote. There may be some speakers even after the vote. 
And then when it's all over. and as we exit, then he'll stop, have 
some words to say, take some questions. 


Q Which way the resolution will help vis-a-vis the reflagging 
efforts? 

A I don't see that it has any relation to the reflagging 
efforts 

Q Well, there is an interesting scene -- the Council was 


supposed to pass a resolution by the 15th; it was said the 
reflagging would start on the 15th. When the resolution was 
delayed, the reflagging was delayed -- 


A You're drawing a cause and effect relationship that doesn't 
exist, so I can't take it any further than that 


Q A lot of third world countries, including some members of 
the Security Council, have seen not only a coincidence between the 
two Is it purely a coincidence? 


4 That's right 


Q Chuck, Tehran Radio yesterday -- I don't know if the White 
House responded or was asked to respond -- said this resolution is 
just an excuse for U.S. military intervention What is the U.S 
response to that? 








a I've covered that any number of times. [It goes back to 
what I said in response to an earlier question, that the reasons we 
have U.S. ships there are to protect various interests, which we've 
gone over many times, including freedom of navigation, freedom of 
shipping; the fact that Kuwait and other Gulf states should not be 
intimidated. There are many reasons for that. Those reasons are 
separate in many ways, but they're all tied to one basic fact which 
is that it is this war and the tensions resulting from it that have 
caused those problems to arise. 


This resolution today is an attempt to initiate a process 
whereby the war will be ended, the tensions eliminated, and 


therefore the other problems disappear. 
Just a couple more questions. 


Q If the Security Council fails to implement sanctions, or to 
follow up this resolution should it not be enforced, does this 
resolution not then immediately provide under the U.N. Charter a 
basis for individual action by the member states? 


a I'm not sure what the question is in the end. You seemed 
to have answered it in asking it. 


Q No. No. Is that your opinion or not 

A [I just don't understand your question well enough to get at 
it. 

Q Let me rephrase it then. If the Security Council does not 


follow up with a resolution calling for sanctions, in the event this 
resolution is not -- 


A You've posed a hypothetical situation, and I'm not going 
take it that far. 


Q You say, “making this resolution work in consultations 
Did they talk about the possibility of sanctions and a follow-up 
resolution that involve sanctions or an arms embargo, or something 
to give some teeth to the resolution? 


fs) First of all, the “teeth” are built into this resolution in 
a number of ways which we've gone over before. I['1ll do that again, 
but I think everyone is pretty much aware of the teeth that are 
built into this particular resolution that have not existed in 
previous resolutions which have appealed but which have not been 
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mandatory which have not mentioned Chapter VII possibilities which 
have not called on the Secretary General to provide this kind of 
follow up. 


The question of what that follow-up might be has been the 
subject of consultation. 


Q That's what they talked about -- Shultz talked about -- 
this morning? 


A I answered that in response to an earlier question that, 
no, that was not a focus of today's conversations. Today, we're 
focusing on this resolution which is an attempt to end the war. 


Q What effect would the call of the U.N. resolution for 
restraint on the part of the third party states have on United 
States policies in the Persian Gulf? 


a) The question has been asked in various forms prior to 
that. I could only emphasize, as we've done many times, that the 
United States isn't sellina arms to either party. that our presence 
in the Persian Gulf is in international waters for the purpose of 
deterrence. It's not in any way provocative. It is a result of the 
tensions. It's not the cause of them. 


Last question, please. 

Q You mentioned that there were conflicting signals in Iran. 
We've all heard the Foreign Minister (inaudible) saying that they 
would ignore the resolution. You made conflicting signals. Can you 
cite anything? I mean, have they indicated to the U.S. in some way 
that they're somehow interested? 

2) I can't enlighten you any further on that. 

Q Did you have anything to say, or were you asked about the 
money, when the Secretary General talked to the Secretary this 
morning? 

a What money? 

Q The U.S. share of the U.S. budget? That dian't come up? 

2) In fact, we raised it very briefly. The Secretary updated 
the Secretary General on what we were doing in trying to achieve the 
kind of funding levels that we think would be necessary. 


Thanks 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT 
THE UNITED NATIONS 
JULY 20, 1987 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We, in the United States, are delighted to 
have this resolution voted for unanimously in the Security 
Council. We are pleased that it was originated by the five 
permanent members of the Security Council, supported by all. 
We join every foreign minister who spoke in calling for an end 
to the war between [ran and Iraq. And we welcome the intention 
expressed by the Secretary-General of the United Nations to 
move rapidly to do everything possible to take full advantage 
of this resolution, and see if, through the resolution -- the 
strength of world opinion behind it -- he can settle the 
Situation down, and move us toward peace in the region. 





QUESTION: (Inaudible) isolate [ran (inaudible) and stop the 
blatant (inaudible) and sit down and talk, Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We expect that both countries... we want 
both countries to sit down with the Secretary-Gene:al and take 
this seriously. If one or the other doesn't, obviously, 
they're isolating themselves, because world opinion is behind 
this resolution. This resolution is a fair and balanced one, 
and it takes full account of a number of points that Iran has 
made. Iran has called for an end to the bombing of cities. 
Iran has pointed up chemical warfare. Both of these things are 
in the resolution. Iran has called for an investigation of how 
the war started. We agree. Iran has pointed up the 
destruction and the need to pay attention to reconstruction. 
This resolution supports that idea, so there is no reason for 
Iran to see this as anything but a balanced resolution. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you made -- seen anything that 




















PR NO. 163 


indicates Iran will comply, or at least that it's mind is still 
open? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question is, what they will do, and how 
will they respond to the Secretary-General. We'll have to give 
a chance for this to sink in, but when you have a unanimous 
resolution, when you have a resolution that is supported by the 
five permanent members, that is mandatory, that is set out 
under Chapter VII. This is the first time in the history of 
the United Nations that a resolution of this kind has put 
forward in the case of a war and without the concurrence of the 
parties. So it's a unique, important event. and I trust that 
both [ran ard Iraq will look at it very soberly. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what effect will this have on the 
reflagging of tankers -- Kuwaiti oil tankers -- in the Persian 
Gulf? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The response of the United States, to the 
concerns of countries in the region -- Kuwait in particular, 
which has made a request to us -- that they not be subjected to 
pressure from Iran, and that their ships sail without attack, 
is something we have agreed to respond to and we will continue 
to do that. Our presence in the Gulf is in no way 

provocative. There is nothing about our presence and our ships 
there that threatened anybody who doesn't threaten 
American-flagged vessels 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, were you somewhat discouraged by the 
fact that [ran's representative did not attend the meeting, 
although -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I am very pleased that this meeting has 
come about with the strength and unanimity that has been 
exhibited. And of course we will await the response of the 
parties, and I think we will undoubtedly have to see. [ don't 
think we want to come to some snap judgment, or even judge on 
the basis of what people say. We'll have to look at what they 
do. 





QUESTION: (Inaudible) talked to Iran about the problems 
between the U.S. and [ran (inaudible)? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have always been open to talks of that 
kind under the right conditions, and we remain so, and have 
said so before. We accept the fact that there has been a 
revolution in Iran. We are prepared to deal with that 
government, but only under proper conditions. But we're quite 
prepared to talk with them. [ think [I stated them in my speech 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, previous resolutions were unanimous 





also, but [ran did not accept them, and this resolution does 
not have real teeth, as the Chinese in specific has mentioned 
that in his speech, what -- 











QUESTION: (Inaudible) 





SECRETARY SHULTZ I think you have to look at this resolution 
fully, carefully. It has been Grawn with great care And let 
me call your attention to two particular things Says right 
here, acting under Articles 39 and 40 -- that's where the teeth 
are in the United Nations Charter -- anc at the end it says, 
Item 10, “decides, decides to meet agaln as necessary to 
consider further steps to ensure compliance with this 
resolution.” So there is a process set in motion here in which 
avery strong, unanimous resolution is put in place We've put 
the Secretary-General into play We obviously want to see how 
people react, give a chance to have this work But we have hac 
a great deal of discussion among all of the permanent members 
and others about the importance of being willing to stand 
behind this resolution I hope we don't have to do that, but 
we are quite prepared to do so if the time comes when that's 
necessary 








MR REDMAN Excuse me We have time for one last question, 
and let me pick out this gentleman right here 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, are you going to exert the same kind 
of effort to find the solution for the Middle East problem 
through an effort by the United Nations and by the Security 
Council to end this conflict? 





relessly at the problems of peace 
ntinue to do so and we believe 
very firmly, that just es in e case of the Iran-Iraq War, the 
answer has to lie somehow in what Iran and Iraq do So too, in 
the case of the problems between Israel and her neighbors, the 
answer has to come out of direct negotiations detween Israel 
and each of its neighbors, as with Egypt We have also saic 
that we are quite prepared to look at ways in which such direct 
negotiations can come to pass and if there is a way of 
structuring an international conference with the right kind of 
safeguarcs, and the people represented there who come with the 
right attitude and credentials, we're willing to consider 

that We want to look at every avenue that micht lead us to 
peace in the Middle East and we have been doing so and will 
continue to do so 


SECRETARY SHULTZ Wwe work ti 
in the Middle East, and will c 
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MR. REDMAN Thank you, ladies and gentlemen 
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DPC #127 


TUESDAY, JULY 21, 1987, 12:09 P_™ 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
One announcement to begin with 


In light of the shooting in Lebanon last weekend of an 
American citizen, Miss Barbara Pizacani, we wish to restate our 
warning to all American citizens Stay out of Lebanon we 
remind them that the situation in Lebanon presents imminent 
peril Those who choose to ignore our repeated and emphatic 
warnings and who remain in or travel to Lebanon do so at their 
own isk U.S. passports are not valid for travel to, in, or 
through Lebanon unless specifically validated for such travel 

| by the Department of State 


Matt? 


Q Now that the flags have been hoisted on these two 
Kuwaiti tankers, what are the plans now? When will the 
escorting begin? 


2) We've said for some time now, since last week 
that we're not going to get into the business of announcing 
dates for the particular escorts that will be going in and out 
of the Gulf 


Q Do you mean it has not begun yet? I thought 
there were reports yesterday on ABC that it began already’ 


‘ I don't think there were any such reports to 
start with. 


Q So you have nothing there to shed any light on 
what might be happening now or is everything set? You have 
nothing to say? 
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a It's been said many times, everything is moving 
along The arrangements are in place, but we're not going to 
comment on specific dates 


Q What about the French announcement that they're 
going to be escorting some of their tankers? 


a I don't have anything by way of specific 
reaction. Of course, we appreciate why the French have taken 
this decision We anc the Congress have noted before that any 
actions on the part of our Allies with regard to protection of 
international shipping would certainly be welcome 


Q Chuck, do you see any sort of incentive in the 
r os»lution of the Security Council regarding the pian for the 
American ships to escort Kuwaiti tankers? Or there is no 
relation whatsoever between the resolution and the plan? 


a No, in the sense that you say, “is there any 
connection?” I think the answer is no But just to be clear 
what we're trying to get at here, the American action with 
regard to protection of international shipping and with regard 
to reflagging, is a response to the tensions which have been 
created by the Iran-Iraq war 


We've tried to make clear that what we're doing is 
defensive, it is deterrent, it's not provocative It will take 
place in international waters, and its purpose is to protect 
international shipping and nothing more than that 


What we're trying to do in the United Nations is to 
get to the root of those tensions Without those tensions, 


then the level of our presence in the Gulf -- and I couldn't 
speak for our Allies; perhaps their presence as well -- would 
be something that could be looked at again So what we're 


trying to do in the United Nations now is bring that war to an 
end, to get at the root causes and thereby reduce the tensions 
which have led to the current situation 


In a nutshell, what we have here is the fact that it 
is the tensions which have resulted in these arrangements, for 
example, for protection of international shipping It is not 
the presence of international shipping or its protection that 
have led to the tensions 


Q What kind of role is the United States ready to 
play in case of applying sanctions against Iran? 
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A First, the United Nations right now is engaged in 
trying to make this resolution work The Secretary General, as 
you know, has immediately gone into action He is vigorously 
pursuing the mandate which has been given to him by the 
Security Council, so that we hope that both [ran and Iraq will 
react positively to what the Secretary General is undertaking 


We, as we Nave said, and as the Secretary reiterated 
yesterday, we firmly support tne Secretary General's efforts 
We're ready to be helpful in any way he should judge useful. [ 
noticed that most members of the Security Council made similar 
statements yesterday That's where we stand now. 


It is, of course, true that, as the resolution points 
out, if compliance by one or other of the parties is not 
forthcoming, then the Security Council is called upon to meet 
again and should be prepared to take whatever steps may be 
necessary But right now, what I would like to emphasize is 
that we hope that both sides in this war will respond to this 
resolution and to the efforts of the Secretary General and see 
if we can't end it 


Q As a follow up to this -- 


A Let's spread the questions around We can always 
come back Anything else on this issue? 


Q Have the ships been ref lagged’ 
A The registry took effect today 


Q All 13? 


- For two 
Q Just two And what is the timing on the others?’ 
a I don't know what the timing is You should stay 


in touch with the Coast Guard to see how their registration 
procedures are going along 


Q Two questions One will serve as a follow up 
Those who disagree with the U.S. policy would argue that, in 
fact, rather than being a response to the tensions the 
reflagging might increase the tensions in the Gulf What is 
your response to that? 
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= I think ['ve tried to answer that. fhat's really 
a misperception of what's happening. We've had an American 
presence in the Persian Gulf for forty years now. The tensions 
which exist in that region clearly come from the war, which has 
now gone on for more than seven years It's the attacks on 
international shipping in international waters resulting from 
that war which have led to the current situation. 


Under those circumstances, what we're trying to do is 
provide the necessary protection so that international shipping 
can continue and so that smaller states, who are friends of 
ours around the Gulf, will not be subject to intimidation. 


Q And a follow up. I don't think you disagree that 
none of these things is done in a vacuum. Is there some sort 
of context that both the U.N. action and the reflagging can be 
viewed in together? 


A They're both viewed in the context of the war, 
obviously. 


Q But is this part of some coordinated effort on 
the part of the United States to do something about the 
Iran-Iraq war? 


- I think I've just explained in some detail the 
rationale and the motivation for each of these two actions arid 
the way in which they relate to that war 


Q But how about together? How about in 
juxtaposition to one another? You've explained them separately 


A [I think ['ve explained them in juxtaposition to 
one another We're doing one because there is a threat to 
provide for the protection of international shipping, and we're 
taking the other in order to eliminate that threat 


Q But he may be asking, if I may interject, whether 
or not the passage of the Security Council resolution was a 
pre-condition for the actual reflagging which occurred today? 


- No, it was not 


Q Have we received assurances from Kuwait or from 
any of the other Gulf states of increased cooperation with the 
United States in carrying out its role in the Persian Gulf? 
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- In a genera] sense, you know. of course, that we 
have close relations with the GCC states, that we share 
iMportant concerns and interests with them We are Pleased 
With the Cooperation between the United States and these states 
aS we assist each Other jn SUPPOrt of our Mutual] interests 
That cooperation has been g00d, and [ think we are essentially 


Q But will Kuwait provide any additional SUPPort to 
U.S. flagged Ships, for example, or their escorts, for example 
-- free oil, access to Ports, things of that nature? 


a I don't have anything to offer beyond some of the 
things which yOu know, and which you have just Cited, which 
have been Put on the record I would prefer to leave it a more 
general characterization, that the Cooperation, we believe, has 
been good 


Q Would you PUL Lhe level of ©ooperation with 
Kuwait and other Countries of the Gulf at the same leyel] as, 
Say, eight months ag0 Or a year ago? 


- [ don't know how I can make that kind of 
determination Some of the kinds of Cooperation that are 
necessary today were not necessary eight months ago, so some of 
Cooperation in removing mines, for example, were not necessary 
in the Previous timeframe. They have been done cooperatively 
now. 

Joe? 


Q Can we go to Lebanon? 


Would you just restate, in light of today's events 
which do Change the Situation there, what is the position on 
American Shipping which is registered under a foreign Flag? 


First, today's events there do not substantially 
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change the situation, so [ disagree with the premise ‘'m not 
sure why you say that What has changed the situation, | 
would hope, is the action by the United Nations yesterday which 
is a very serious effort to get at the root causes 


What we see today, in a sense that two other ships are 
flying American flags, is really a very marginal or incremental] 
change in the situation 


But our position conc rning protection of American 
shipping is very straightforwary Ships that fly the United 
States flag are entitled to the protection of the United 
States Those that don't, are not 


In the case of ships that are American-owned but not 
U.S.-flagged, like any shipping we share concerns for those 
vessels But it is their choice as to whether or not they 
should fly the American flag and enjoy the benefits which go 
with that registry 


MORE - 
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Q Do you want to encourage them, then, to 
re-register as American-flag vessels? 


a That's their decision Most of these people have 
made those decisions over time based on very specific 
concerns We have encouraged, aS you may be aware, for five or 


Six years now, the registry of ships under the American flag so 
that we would have a dedicated American fleet which could be 
called upon in time of war, for example, a fleet that had been 
dwindling over time 


Q Can you describe any sort of diplomatic 
communication that's going on? I[ know the United States and 
Iran would not be doing that directly, but is there any 
communication between the two countries, through third parties 
for instance, over the reflaqging and over attacking the ships, 
and, if so, can you describe it in any way? 


a I don't have anything specific to offer beyond 
what we've said on previous occasions, that the Iranian 
Government is aware of what we're doina, and why we're doing 
it, and what our intentions are 


Q When Secretary Shultz said, “We are ready to talk 
to the Iranians,” that means now you are not talking to them? 
There is no channel of communication with them? 


a The Secretary was straightforward on that 
question To the extent that these kind of messages are 
passed, they're cone through the established diplomatic 
channels through our protecting power, for example But the 
Secretary talked about the general nature of how we view that 
possibility, so I think his words are pretty clear 


Q Are you detecting any positive or passive signs 
out of the Iranian behavior during the last, say, 24 or 48 
hours? 


a I don't have any analysis to offer as of now 
Q Are you aware of any attacks on shipping or other 


actions that would appear to be an immediate breach of the UN 
action, or does there seem to be a de facto lull at the moment’ 


a I don't know of any, but I can't say that L've 
taken comprehensive soundings so that I[ could absolutely 
eliminate any activities But, again, I'm just not in a 


position to give you that kind of reading [ think it's still 
too early 
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Q Another subject? 
a Sure. 


Q The Afghan leader said today that the Soviet 
troops want to withdraw from Afghanistan before outside 
interference by the United States and its NATO allies stops in 
Afghanistan. Do you have any comment on this? 


ms I've seen it. I don't have any prepared 
reaction. I think you should take a look at the statements 
that we have made before on the subject of how we see the 
process that might lead to a settlement of the situation in 
Afghanistan, and I think that's applicable even in light of 
what Mr. Najibullah said today. 


Q Would you have anything tomorrow about it? 

4 You can ask. 

Joe? 

Q Israel has taken some steps at the Ben Gurion 


Airport to help assuage the feelings of people who come there 
who want to use a telephone, or see a lawyer, or something like 
that. How does the State Department look upon those 
improvements or the consultations between Israelis and 
Americans on the issue that you spoke about -- what was it? - 
last Thursday? 


a We are encouraged by the positive steps that the 
Government of [srael has announced it will take to solve this 
problem These include immediate access to American consular 
officers, a lawyer, or relatives; review by a senior officer of 
covery case of probable denial of entry prior to a final 
decision being taken; courteous treatment of citizens who are 
detained: and regular consultations with American Consular 
Officers. That's between [sraeli officials and our Consular 
Officers. We're hopeful that this problem will be resolved 
through these measures 


Q Okay. Can I ask you something about Lebanon? 
First, Are we getting -- can we have a copy of this statement 
that you just read? 


“ Yes 
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Q Okay. Secondly, do we have a copy of the 
advisory on Lebanon? Can we get a copy of that? 


“ Sure. 


Q All right Now, how many Americans are there now 
with passports, and what happened to them? Do they have to 
leave the country or -- 


a I'd refer you back to my statement of January 28, 
I believe, when [ announced these measures in which all of 
those kind of details are specified The number is something 
that we have not provided in the past, and [ won't do it today 


Q You won't have any numbers of Americans there now? 

" No. 

Q The second thing, how many countries now will be 
in -- the passports will be invalid for how many countries, and 


which ones are they? 


A Let me ask for a little time to look into that 
We'll post something this afternoon. 


Q Chuck, if an American does go to Lebanon in 
violation of these restrictions, is his passport subject to 
confiscation, or is it only saying that he has no protection? 


A Again, if you'd look at the rather lengthy 
statement and exchange we had on January 28, we covered all of 
those questions. I explained what was involved here, the 
authority under which these actions are taken Basically, it 
is the use of the passport which the Secretary of State has the 
authority to control The question of prosecution for 
violation of that particular authority would be a question that 
would have to be addressed by Justice 


Q Is someone going to Lebanon likely to be in the 
same sort of trouble as someone going to Libya is, for instance’ 


a The kinds of controls that have been imposed in 
the two cases are not identical 


Q Do you know whether there has been any 
prosecution stemming from the January 28 decision? 
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a I don't know of any, but Justice would be the 
authoritative source. 


Different subject? Let's go back there. 


Q New subject. Mr. Meguid, the Foreign Minister of 
Egypt, is now in Israel Do you have anything on that visit, 
and new process of the Americans to push forward for the peace 
conference before the end of this year? I mean, are there 
anything? And is Mr. Murphy going soon to the region for this 
matter? 


Aa Concerning Mr. Murphy's travels, no comment, in 
keeping with standard practice. Concerning the peace process, 
the Secretary was asked a question at the end of his press 
conference in New York yesterday afternoon or last evening, so 
that is the most current on the record commentary. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Egyptian 
invitation to President Waldheim of Austria to visit Egypt? 


A No. 


Q On Friday you were asked about this clash in 
northern Nicaragua in Bocay, and you had a lengthy answer in 
which you quoted in part from the rebel -- the Nicaraguan 
Contras' version, that they had occupied the town. There's 
been some newspaper reporting in the meantime that indicates 
they didn't occupy the town, they didn't destroy the airstrip, 
they did kill a lot of civilians, and I wonder if you have an 
update? 


a) I don't. As you know, at the time [I said we 
could only confirm that there had been heavy fighting, and 
beyond that we had what the Sandinistas had said, and we had 
what the democratic resistance has said; so that where we are 
today is essentially where we were then, which is that we're 
not in a position to say who's right and who's wrong 


Q Well, are you not able to sort these things out 
so that you can comment in a factual and accurate way here? 


a Not necessarily. 
Q I mean, because you certainly quoted enough from 


the rebel version of the thing to make it sound like you might 
have even believed it 
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” I don't believe that was the case at all. | 
believe that was very clear in the presentation There was 
even a follow-up question to that effect 


Q I just wondered what the Secretary is doing to 
prepare himself for his testimony before the Select Committees 
later this week? Is he spending a lot of time on it? Is he 
meeting with -- who is his lawyer? Is Judge Sofaer acting as 
his counsel or what? 


2) He's reviewirg all of his notes, going through 
whatever documents, looking at testimony, [ suppose, that other 
people prepared He's being supported by Judge Sofaer and the 
legal staff here at the State Department. 


Q Who's going to accompany him there? 
a I don't know yet. 
Q Is there going to be an attorney sitting at the 


table with him? 


A I don't know yet. 

Q Will he have an opening statement? 

ig I don't know yet 

Q Will there be a press briefing that day? 
A I don't know yet (Laughter) 

Q When is he -- 


Will it be closed session hearings or broadcast 
on TV? 


a I'm not sure what you mean by closed session 
Like all of the witnesses, he has had preparatory sessions with 
members of the Committee and the staff 


Q What day is it expected now? 


4 We expect it at the end of this week, Thursday 
and Friday, but -- 
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Q Thursday and Friday. 


A -- I can't really be held to that, I hope 


Q Chuck, can you characterize, perhaps, what the 
Secretary wishes to get across to the Committee for us? 


A [f it happens Thursday, surely you can wait until 
then and hear it from the man himself, for goodness sake 


Q [ have some questions about -- is the column 
today, the commentary by Ambassador Kampelman in The New York 
Times -- is that an official statement in response to 
Vorontsovu's column, and what kind of a prediction do you have 
for INF treaty now in view of those differences? 





a The article speaks for itself. It is, as you 
note, by Ambassador Kampelman who is our chief negotiator. It 
specifically responds to some points that had been raised by 
Mr. Vorontsov in a recent Op Ed piece, so that to that extent, 
yes, it is an authoritative exposition of our point of view 


Concerning the prospects for an INF agreement, I'd say 
that we're essentially where we've been for the last couple of 
weeks now. I don't have any new sounding to offer 


-~- MORE -- 
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is to take prudent security measures with regard to certain 
groups, and secondly, in so doing, in order to make sure that 
there is absolutely no impediment to legitimate press 


functions, we have created a system whereby full access -- and 
I stress the word “full” -- is still available to all of those 
individuals And I have not had any complaints about that 

Q Well, they say here, according to the Reuters 


story that, “a correspondent of Trud tried to arrange to attend 
a State Department briefing and was sent to three different 
offices, each of which passed responsibility." 


A No one can find any record of that particular 
incident I can cite many incidents of people who have come 
here under these arrangements and have been very promptly 
processed through, and been able to accomplish all the 
functions which they wanted to accomplish 


Q And are the Soviet correspondents given shorter 
passes than other correspondents, which is another accusation 
of their -- 


- I think that refers to the White House I don't 
know what the White House procecgures are 


Q Charles, the sign on the door says “Restriction 
to State Department accredited journalists I mean, that's 
quite a quibble You don't accredit journalists here? 

“ We don't accredit journalists We provide you 


With access passes -- 
Q Based on what? 


- -—~ Dut in order to have an access pass, there is 
a category of people who fall in this category of journalists 
That is one of the categories of people who are eligible for 
access passes, so im order to make sure that you fit that 
category, as you know, the Federal Register calls for a certair 
procedure to be followed to make that determination 





But you know, most countries have -- or not most, but 
a lot of countries have what is called some sort of national 
press accreditation That is not the case in the United 


States, and when we issue a building pass for this building, it 
is only for that purpose, and is not to be honored by other 
agencies, is not to be used to portray one's self as somehow 
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accredited to the United States of America as a foreign 
journalist, for example That is a popular misconception, but 
I think we've gone some way to straigntening that out 


Q Is this restriction of access related to what 
access Warsaw Pact diplomats have, or is it an issue of 
reciprocity as to the state of the access that American 
journalists have in Moscow? 


- It's a question of security 

Q I don't understand 

“ It's a question of taking prudent security 
measures This is a national security agency, and as a 


consequence, we have taken a certain number of steps, and this 
is just one of them 


You're aware, as you come in the doors, of many other 
procedures that have been taken We've had to take some steps 
with regard to the press area All of us, as employees. for 
example, are subject to diftterent kinas of regulations than we 
were some time back 


So there are lots of changes that have been 
implemented. This is one of them [I only emphasize that, for 
fulfillment of press-related functions, there is absolutely no 
obstacle, and that, as far as I'm aware, ail those people 
coming to the building under these new procedures have been 
able to do their job, and [I've had no complaints 


Q Well, are you saying that -- let's say -- the 
Soviets do restrict access to their Foreign Ministry certainly 
for foreign correspondents But let's say they lifted that 
restriction or they changed it, would your position change at 
all on Soviet correspondents here? 


” First, it's a hypothetical question, which I 
can't engage in, but secondly, I just emphasize that this is a 
security consideration 


Q I mean because your restricticr on Soviet Bloc 
diplomats has always been a question of rec »rocity; that's the 
way Congress has written the bills and it's the way it's been 
carried out here -- 


a That's your characterization I would say it's 
also very much, and probably foremost, a matter of security 
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Q I don't understand, again, what your security 
concerns are. Is there any evidence that Soviet, or any other 


journalists, have been getting unwarranted or improper access 
to papers, or rooms, or anything that they are not supposed to? 


A Again, I don't have any specific comment to 
offer I think -- without regard to your question, I would 
just throw out the old analogy of closing the barn door after 
the horse So that whether or not the answer to your question 
is positive or negative, it doesn't make security measures any 
less prudent 


Q Do you have anything this morning on possible use 
of the Soviet space station for SDI-type tests? 


= No 


Q & question was raised yesterday about American 
citizens traveling to Arab countries who happened to have 
Israel stamped on their passport Do you have any response to 
it today? 


A The situation is, basically, that some Arab 
countries deny the entry of travelers bearing Israeli visas or 
entry stamps in their passports Some also refuse to admit 
travelers with visas, entry stamps, or other markings from 
South Africa, or certain communist countries Similarly, there 
are some African countries that sometimes refuse to admit 
persons with visas, entry stamps, or other markings from South 
Africa. There may be more examples of these kinds of 
restrictions, but at least I wanted to cite a few 


These restrictions apply to foreign visitors of all 
nationalities They are not aimed specifically at Americans or 
at particular groups of people on tre basis of their race, 
religion, or ethnic origin We do believe that such 
restrictions are regrettable and that they pose an unnecessary 
inconvenience to travelers of all nationalities 


Over a period of time we have put out Tips for 
Travelers to the Middle East for example, where we have pointed 
out that these kind of inconveniences may exist in certain 
countries 








Q Don't you think that there are belligerency laws 
in the Arab world, I[ mean they are not at peace with Israel -- 
that's the reason? 
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- I haven't commented on the motivations, ['ve just 
commented on the facts as they are 


Q Is the list available of those countries that 
exclude people with Israel stamped on their passports? 


A I don't know whether we could come up with a 
specific list, guaranteeing that it has every country in the 
world on it that applies those restrictions, but [ say we'd 
have to look at South Africa, certain communist countries, and 
I just don't know how many more one might get into, if you 
examined in detail all the countries in the world 


Q Mike Armacost is on the Hill today, and [I quess 
tomorrow again, on the Pakistan nuclear program Has the U.S 
received any new information on that in the last couple of days 
Since its protest from Pakistan? And what position, if any, 
are you taking with regard now toward whether the Solarz 
Amendment should be implemented? 


2) [ don't have anything that would update that 
beyond what you know to be the state of play from the end cf 
last week 


Q So he'll be unable to make any comments or 
observations or recommendations with regard to -- 


“ I'm not going to prejudge what comments or 
observations he may make He's Under Secretary of State, and 
as a consequence, he may well make some observations, but I 
don't have anything to offer 


Q There's no policy decision or no change in 
Administration view on it? 


A I just don't have anything new on it 


Q Chuck, on that point, you said last Friday that 
Ambassador Raphel ad seen President Zia in Islamabad, I think 
the day before Have there been any further conferences with 


the Pakistani Government on this problem since then? 


A I don't know, specifically, if there have been 
Ll Just don't know 


Q I just had one on fishing negotiations with 
Iceland Is there a status report on that? 
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A You mean whaling?’ 

Q Is that whaling? I'li take whaling 

2) You'll take whaling? (laughter) [ don't have 
interested I'll see 


anything on that (laughter), but if you're 
if we can produce anything 


12:38 p.m.) 


(The briefing concluded at 
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WEONESDAY, JULY 22, 1987, 12:08 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 


First, we won't have a briefing tomorrow, in keeping 
with our standard practice of not briefing when the Secretary 
is testifying in open session 


Secondly, available in the Press Office are two 
Department publications that you might be interested in 
First, ne on the USSR's disinformation campaign on AIDS, and a 
second regarding recent anti-American forgeries 


Jim? 


Q On the Secretary's testimony, I wonder if vou or 
the Secretary, either, heard Congressman DeWine interrogating 
Poindexter, in effect saying that it appeared that the 
Secretary wanted not to be informed, and Poindexter answered, 
"I would have to come to that conclusion." Do you have any 
observations on that? 


“ I don't want to disappoint you on these kind of 
Questions The Secretary 1s going to be there bright and eariy 
tomorrow morning, so please bide your time for another 18 


hours, and you can hear him talk 


Q Will he have an opening statement that will be 
available beforehand’ 


A I don't believe « 
Q How long is he scheduled to 


Q Well, if you don't believe 
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“ It's scheduled for Thursday and Friday 

Q You don't believe he'll have an opening statement 
A I don't believe he'll have an opening statement 
Q He'll be at the table by himself? 

Yes 

Q Okay Then on another subject. The Government 


of Pakistan has said that they had no connection with this man 
who was arrested in Pennsylvania Do you believe the 
Government of Pakistan? 


4 First, let me point out that Assistant Secretary 
Murphy is appearing this afternoon before the Solarz 
Subcommittee on this general subject, and as a consequence it 
will be covered in some detail at that testimony, so I invite 
you to listen to that, because he is the expert, and he'll be 
talking about whatever questions the Subcommittee could be 
interested in 


I would answer at this point by saying that -- just to 
bring you up to date -- that we do have a continuing high-level 
dialogue with the Government of Pakistan we are in frequent 
contact on this issue The dialogue has been frank and 
intense We've seen the Pakistan statement concerning an 
arrest warrant for a particular Pakistani individual we 
believe that that's a positive first step and is in keeping 
with Pakistan's assurances to us that they are taking this 
matter seriously They've told us that they're undertaking a 
thorough investigation The U.S. Department of Justice is als: 
pursuing an investigation 


Concerning the current state of play anc again | 
refer you to Ambassador Murphy this afternoon - a$S [’ve saia 
before, we're not 1n @ position at this time to make any 
conclusive judgments There is evidence to be evaluated, and 


there are investigations underway 


Q Do you have anything on an Armacost travel to 
Pakistan or any other countries’ 


. That trip is progressing, planning for that trip 
in the timeframe that [I've indicated previously, but ['m not 
yet in @ position to formally announce it; but I hope to be 
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very soon. As I've said before, he will be going to the four 
countries that we've talked about. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the Iranian 
response to the U.N. Security Council resolution? 


A There were many aspects to that If there's a 
particular question, [ might try to answer it. 


Q I mean, yesterday their representative in the 
United Nations said that they don't accept it or refute it, but 
at the same time he said that they will attack ships, and so 
on, and -- 


“ I don't know that even that is an accurate 
characterization of everything he said. I don't have any 
specific reaction. As you say, you've quoted the individual in 
question as saying that it had not been accepted or rejected. 
That is, as far as we know, there is no formal reaction as of 
yet by the Government of [Iran in Tehran. As L've said before, 
we do hope that Iran is seriously considering it along with 
Iraq. But, beyond that, | could only reiterate what we've said 
many times concerning the war, and what we're trying to do 
there 


Q Rafsanjani said they did reject it in the FBIS 
this morning. [n a FBIS report quoting his speech, he said, “We 
reject the United Nations resolution." 


“4 ['ll stick with what I['ve had to say The 
Secretary General is the one who 18 pursuing this mandate, and 
as a consequence we hope that both sides are going to cooperate 
with him 


Q Chuck, he said on Naight Line last night he 
said he will attack ships, and he considered them legitimate 
targets if they are Kuwaiti or they are carrying any flag Do 


you have any response to that? 


rs) I don't know that I really can add anything to 
what I've said many times before We've deplored attacks on 
non—belligerent commercial shipping in the Gulf, the threat to 
freedom of navigation, the threat to non-belligerent shipping 
in international waterways You all know that that's why we 
are taking the steps we're taking, for no other reason It's 
in order to protect innocent, non-belligerent, commercial 
shipping in international waters 
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Q Can you say whether there's teen any response 
that you've received this week from the Government of Iraq to 
the passage of the U.N. resolution? 


a No. I don't have anything to offer. And again I 
want to stress the fact that it's the United Nations Secretary 
General that has been given the mandate to work on this issue, 
and as a consequence [ would leave it to him and his spokesman 
to comment as they wish on the current state of play as they 
see it. 


Q Has the United States urged Iraq to ease up on 
its part of the tanker war, because what [ran is doing is 
linking any further attacks on their part to further 
hostilities on the part of Iraq, so they're setting up a cause 
and effect. 


8 Our position is as you know it. We're strongly 
in favor of the resolution that was passed at the Security 
Council day before yesterday Its contents are very clear in 
what the world community is calling for, and I emphasize here 
that it's not the United States aione; it's the tive permanent 
members plus the ten other non-permanent members of the 
Security Council that are unanimous in support of this 
resolution, which all have gone out of their way to say is 
equitable and extremely we!l] balanced 


Q Did Richard Murphy meet with the [Iraqi Ambassador 
to the U.N. this week? 


a With the Iraqi Ambassador to the UN? We were, 
of course, in New York on Monday 


Q Right 

“ The Iraqi Ambassador was sitting at the table 
with us 

Q Did they have a meeting? 

“4 I don't know whether they had a separate 
meeting I'm sure they must have shaken hands 1 know the 


Secretary himself shook hands with him, for example, because he 
was sitting right next to him 


Q But that's the only contact you know of? 
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A I'm not in the habit of going into a description 
of every diplomatic contact we have, and so I just answer, or 
refuse to answer, on that general principle. 


Q As far as you know, the escorting operation has 
begun. Do you have any comments about it today? 

- No I watched various television channels this 
morning. [t did appear to me that the ships were underway. 
(Laughter) 

Q You can definitively state that? 

Q Is there any attempe of Iraq to accept a 


unilateral cease-fire as a step towards putting Iran in an 
isolation or isolated position in the area? 


2) I don't want to speculate on what one government 
or the other may choose to do in response to this Security 
Council resolution All I can do is emphasize how strongly we 
feel and how stronaly the rest of the world community appears 
to feel about this particular resolution and what it nas to say 
about ending this war 


Q You are aware of such reports that the United 
States is trying to convince Iraq to take a unilateral step? 


A Oh, I'm aware of a lot of reports 


Q Chuck, while you were preparing to go to the 
U.N., drafting a resolution and working on the ref lagging, 
there was an awful lot of static from the Hill, especially from 
the Democrats --— Aspin and others Now that both steps have 
been taken, have you had any reaction from the Hill or support 
for what you're doing? 


A I don't know of any way for me to answer your 
question specifically [ have seen publicly any number of 
congressional leaders and others commenting on the situation, 
some more positively, some more negatively, some supportive, 
some less supportive But I don't know of anything more formal 
than that 


Q How about in informal consultations, you know, 
with the leaders on the Hill Have they said, “You're doing a 
great job, and we're for you, but we can't say it publicly"? 


Aa No [ don't want to try to lump all of these 
folks together and try to give you one very gross 
characterization 
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Q They seem silent 


Q The Senate passed a resolution yesterday, urging 
the President to try something other than reflagging Do you 
have any reaction to that? 


4 I don't have any specific reaction We've gone 
through many, many times the reasons, and ['ve done it again 
today, for which we're undertaking this effort 


~~ MORE -- 
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Q Iran expressed very strong opposition to the 
reflagging and suggested yesterday that it basically violates 
the sort of intent of the ceasefire resolution. . 


A Well, that's absolutely wntrue. That particular 
aspect of the resolution is one that is, in fact, a carr.over 
from previous U.N. resolutions which had been aimed at those 
who supply arms to the belligerents in the area. 


The fact of the matter is -- and I think it's obvious 
to anyone who has been watching television today, for example 
-- that what we're doing is purely defensive; it's protective. 
We're sailing alongside of some commercial, non-belligerent 
vessels as they attempt to ply international waters; and, as a 
consequence, there's just no way that one can interpret that as 
some sort of a provocative action. 


Q well, some members of Congress, obwiously, are 
concerned about it as well as Iran. 


fn I think my answer is the seme. 


Q Chuck, as this escort operation begins, can you 
give us your latest assessment of the efforts of our allies, 
particularly Britain and France, in providing protection for 
shipping? 


a We went through that, to some degree, yesterday. 
I don't have anything more recent to offer. And, im any case, 
if you want statistical data, you would have to go to the 
parties involwed because I just don't hawe the capability to 
have an up-to-date score card on that. 


Q But are you satisfied with the efforts that 
they're making? 


a I've said that yesterday; and, yes, we are. 


Q Other than official pronouncements, are you going 
to be prepared to provide us with any updates in terms of 
actual troop movements or actual evidence of compliance with 
the U.N. resolution? And how long a time would have to pass 
before nothing occurred visibly for you to be able to say that 
one or the other side or both have not complied? 


A Both those questions are within the purwiew of 
the Secretary General. He's the one that we would look to 
provide his appreciation of how he is doing in the 
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implementation of his mandate and what the response of the 
parties have been. And concerning the appropriate timeframe, 
he has said that he will keep the Security Council informed on 
awvery timely basis. So as this situation develops, the latter 
question that you posed is one which will then have to be 
addressed as necessary by the Secretary General and the 
Security Council 


Q Does this apply to reflagging and to escort to 
tankers of the Kuwaitis? 

+ Does what apply? 

Q I mean, the jurisdiction you are talking abcut 


the Secretary General having on the situation? 


a No. 

Q So how long will it take to deflag the tankers, 
or to re-reflag tankers -- I don't know how to call it? 

- I don't know where the question comes from in 


effect. What has been done here is that the parties involved 
have met all the requirements for American registry, and they 
are therefore now, in the case of these two ships, U.S. 
registered ships. 


Q Why has the United States rejected the Soviet 
call to meet anywhere anytime to try and help mediate an end to 
the Iran-Iraq war? 


- We have been meeting anywhere anytime in the form 
of the Security Council at the United Nations since January of 
this year, working on that very issue, and the Soviets have 
been actively involved in that. And we believe, and I believe 
their statement indicated at the U.N., that both sides believe 
that effort has paid dividends. and they have put themselves 
behind the implementation of this resolution just as we have. 


Q Do you know if a higher-level meeting could be an 
effective way of working the problem? 


a At this point we seem to have done very well on 
an international basis. I think the next step is clearly to 
see if that exercise can work. 


Q Speaking of high-level meetings -- I might as 
well ask -- is there any sign of a meeting between the 
Secretary and the Shevardnadze? 
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- No chance. 

Q The last opening to Iran was undertaken without 
too much knowledge of Secretary Shultz and President Reagan. 
Are they involved in this one? 

a Which opening are we talking about? 


Q Well, the Oliver North/Robert McFarlane issue? 


2 No, but when you say “this one,“ what are you 
talking about? 


Q The reflagging and the U.N. resolution? 

= Yes. 

Q They're involved? 

a Yes. 

Q Two U.S. diplomats have apparently come out of 


Cuba. Were those diplomats who were expelled, or are those 
diplomats coming home on vacation? 


fe) No one has been expelled, so that anyone who has 
been seen leaving -- and I can't confirm any numbers or any 
particular identities -- they would have to be coming home for 
vacation or business or some other reason. But no one has been 
expelled. 


Q But they're not being pulled out, is the idea? I 
mean, have we decided to withdraw those diplomats because the 
Situation has gotten so ugly or so difficult, or are they just 
on some normal -—- 


a I just really don't know how to answer your 
question specifically, only because during the summer season 
there are no doubt people who are being rotated out on a 
regular basis. and since I don't know the people or the 
situation involved, I really can't get to it. 


Concernin3 any intentions, I answered that before by 
saying I just wasn't going to go into that. 


Q But they were not asked to leave, as the two 
Cubans were asked to leave Washington? 
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That's what I said in response to his question 


But they weren't expelled 


They weren't expelled either. 
Nor asked to leave. 


Q Also, while we're talking about Latin America, 
yesterday Assistant Secretary Abrams was testifying before the 
Western Hemisphere Subcommittee in the House, and first he was 
put under oath and then, even so, several members of that 
Committee walked out, saying that they had no faith in his 
testimony because of past actions. Do you have any comment? 


- No, not really. The Secretary has expressed his 
full confidence many times in the job that Assistant Secretary 
Abrams has done and is continuing to do. 


Q Well, one more question. Whatever your attitude, 
is the reaction of the pennie on the 41)1 going to make any 
difference in terms of his appearances in support of the 
Department's policies? 


+ I don't see why it should. I think he testified 
very successfully and very effectively yesterday, for example, 
in spite of the circumstances that you pointed out. 


Q The Amnesty International reports on human rights 
in Kenya. Are you in touch with the Kenyan Government about 
that, and do you expect this to affect foreign aid to Kenya? 


2 Concerning the general nature of our relationship 
with Kenya, L've talked about that before, and the strength and 
the importance of that relationship, and I don't have anything 
that would change that. 


Concerning this particular report that you referred 
to, to our knowledge the information in that report appears to 
be accurate for the period covered. The report does not take 
into account progress registered during the past four months. 
During this more recent period, the Government of Kenya has 
addressed human rights concerns forthrightly by arresting 
several police officials accused of police brutality and by 
reaffirming its commitment to a society based on law. 


We do have an on-going dialogue with Kenya on human 
rights issues. We are encouraged by Kenya's willingness to 
deal with these issues in a responsible manner. 
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Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the israeli new 
missile? 

= No, I don't. 

Q Can I ask again my question of yesterday about 


the Afghan leader's press conference in Moscow? He said that 
67,000 rebels came back Do you have any information that this 
number is accurate, that people are going back to Afghanistan? 


2 No, I don't have any way to confirm or deny that 
number at all. 


Q How about the consultation process? They think 
it's working. What's the American Government's perception of 
this process? Is it working, as they say? 


a Yesterday I referred you to things we said in the 
past, so what I'll say is a very brief comment which reflects 
our position on this particular situation in Afghanistan. 


What Mr. Najibullah said leaves outstanding the 
primary problem which is the presence of Soviet troops. That 
is the cause of this conflict. Their prompt and complete 
withdrawal remains the key to a settlement. Any reconciliation 
process in which the PDPA remains the leading element of the 
government is certain to fail since the Afghan people are not 
about to be reconciled to a communist regime kept in place by 
Soviet troops. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything to update on the 
French diplomatic personnel in Tehran? 


= No, I don't. 


Q Chuck, anything on Vessey? Have you got a date 
for his visit to Hanoi? 


a I still don't have anything to announce. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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af an earlier timetable, but I'd say it's pretty such within the 
timetable we had always been thinking about. 


Q@ Where did the article appear? 


MR. VITSWATER: I's not sure f have the teehnical names 
of the publication. 


Q@ t's in the wires. 
@ Where - 


+ PITSWATER: tm Indonesia, but I den't have the — és 
you have the publication =~ ; 


MR. HOWARD: Mardeka. 

Q Mardeka. 

Q Sackground -- M-A-—-D-5 -- 

MR. PITSWATER: Usual spelling. (Laughter.) 
Yes? 


knovledge, did the article discuss the 
euvensten gute: sa aw oat 


MR. PITSWATER: { didn't -- < haven't reviewed the 
entire article. 1'11 let the briefer go inte that. 


Q Secendly, if I = Marlin, could you tell us ae little 
bit more about the conversation the President had with Carlucci and 
Shults on this? a ne aw Cee Be, what wes the 
President's response to this? 


MR. FITSWATER: I don't aa & Getailed response. 
el Samar ante Ste eeterneen, Set don't really have any 


@ De you know hew i they spent on this subject? 
Was that the et theie Glesessiens, te talk cheut eons contest 
qenerally, and was @ -- 


MR. PITZWATER: Wo, it vase part of other seetings, so 
that's why I'm not able to break it down. 


Let we -- I think I've answered about all f knew. 

Q@ Did the Soviets deliver the article, or did you just 
- ~aA ick it up in the press, yourself, or was there any formal 

from the Soviets? 


MR. PITSWATER: Well, we -- no formal communication. We 
first saw it on Reuters' wire. I'm not sure how it got —: 


Q Hope the Reuters guy hed it right. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


itea 


=D 303, 9 
1494 
8 . 
ai- * Pa . 
“ : 
- 
a ere ~ errs oes .= = 
as * Ae. % 4 ft. PE” > Se teil - — ~% a: 
_ Pee Fat & —* 








THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
July 22, 1987 


The Briefing Room 


5:01 P.M. EDT 


MR. FITZWATER: Gentlemen, let me break and go ON 
BACKGROUND. This will be a briefing attributable to a senior 


administration official. For your use, but not for publication, the 
briefer i Sleytr eee 


Bob? 





Q Why don't you let us use his name? 


Q Do you view the interview as all-inclusive in the 
fact that they don't mention the Pershing 1-As? I mean, how much are 
you willing to read into that as to the likelihood that they have 
dropped the Pershing 1-As as an issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From our reading on this 
right now, the interview was a response to a series of written Q's 
and A's. And I -- there is no reference in the article right now to 
the issue of conversion or German systems. 


Q What do you think about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're trying to make the 
most of it by basically by putting the right look on it. 


Q However, if indeed that turns up in some form 
tomorrow in Geneva, will you be surprised since there's been -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Their position on the 
German Pershings is fairly consistent, as is ours. We hope that 
we're seeing movement. 


Q If they don't -- but it they don't specifically take 
it back, does that mean it's still there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again I -- it's not 
mentioned in the article. That would be -- it would be nice if that 
were the case. We'll see tomorrow perhaps, when they put the details 
down. 


Q Do you expect it tommorow -- the detailed proposal 
tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have -- as Marlin 
has said -- they have told us that they want to have a plenary 
meeting tomorrow in Geneva for -- and given the pattern of work there 
we would expect, that based on what we've seen in the past that such 
an announcement would be followed by hopefully tabling it properly in 
Geneva. 


Q That's an INF plenary -- 


Q Has the United States made any queries this 
afternoon about this -- through diplomatic channels about the 


MORE 

















interpretation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, because quite 
honestly we believe it should be negotiated at the table. 


Q How big a step do you view this as? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will -- I think we'll 
have a much better view tomorrow. I don't have a good view right 
now. I want to remain hopeful. We need to see what they put down on 
the table in Geneva. 


Q What do you mean, "a plenary session?" You mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A plenary means they 
have -- what they've been doing lately is they've been breaking up 
into working groups. And when the groups get together, the whole 
group together, it's a plenary. And it's not unusual, but it's 
something that hasn't been a regular function. 


Yes. 


Q Would this -- many people have said that this 
absolute zero level helps with verification. Would you say that if 
this is true and there aren't conditions attached, that going to zero 
in this fashion eliminates the verification hurdle for the purposes 
of INF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It doesn't eliminate it. 
I -- you know, there -- we will require, I would say, some good, hard 
work to close on the issue of verification. But what it would do -- 
it would simplify it significantly because the elimination of a whole 
class of systems means that the whole infrastructure goes away. And 
it makes it a little bit easier for us to convince ourselves then 
that if we don't see any units in the field at all, we don't see any 
of that infrastructure there, that it's not a military useful force. 


Q Could I just follow that up? What is your sense of 
the European allied reaction to an absolute zero level? Will that -- 
will we have to re-present that to them? Will Shultz and others have 
to go talk to them again or do we think there's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we discussed it 
extensively prior to this NATO ministerial meeting at Reykjavik. It 
was discussed on the margins of the Venice summit. It was cleared at 
the Reykjavik meeting in -- the NATO ministerial meeting in 
Reykjavik. We've talked to our allies very extensively on this and 
we have their support on this motion. 


Yes. 


Q Of course, Kampelman had his piece in the -- 
yesterday in The Times. But I'd be curious as to your response now, 
given all of this, as to the U.S. position on conversion. Should 
there be in fact no addition -- no remaining 100? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position on 
conversion is, is exactly as it was -- is on the table right now, and 
that is that we retain that right and we will discuss that with the 
Soviets at the table. 


Q Do you find this a rather obscure way for them to 
communicate something as important as this -- to do it in an 
interview with some Indonesian publication? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry -- 
speculation. I don't -=- I wouldn't want to speculate on why he chose 
this vehicle. But what's positive is if, in fact, we see tomorrow 
that they actively come promptly to the table with that, that's fine. 


MORE 

















Qo Can I just clear up -- 


Q What's your view on the timing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On why they did this 
right now? I don't know if I can add anything to what Marlin said. 


Q -- supports his view, that it's strictly policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that they're 
looking at the -- you know, there's a flow of events coming up at the 
-- towards the end of this year that's normal. Look at what happened 
last year -- the timing of events like Reykjavik. This time last 
year we were talking about sending seven members to Moscow to talk 
about arms control -- you remember -- so, there's a pattern of 
activity. It's the right time in the year to make this type of 
motion, if you're going to have developments later in the year. 


MR. FITZWATER: We better break -- 
Q To clear up one earlier answer that you gave -- 


MR. FITZWATER: There are two questions. Norm first, and 
then we'll go back to John. 


Q On the Pershings, you said you could, could not, 
would like to -- what -- read anything optimistic into the fact that 
there was no mention with those systems in the interview? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'm basically 
saying is in this report, there's no mention of the German Pershings. 
And if, in fact, we take the remarks at face value, and if this is a 
signal that they're accepting global double zero, which is a 
bilateral arrangement -- U.S. and Soviet missiles only -- that's 
verifiable and that's global, and there's nothing to change there. 
I'd rather take that positive outlook than to make problems. We'll 
have a chance to see what they have to say tomorrow at the 
negotiations. 


MR. FITZWATER: John, final question. 


Q Assuming that it is what it seems to be, and you can 
take it at face value, how much closer -- how much of the detailed 
verification negotiation would this leap-frog, in terms -- I know 
it's impossible to precisely qualify, but can you give us any type of 
an off-the-wall guess as to how much time does this -- how much 
forward does this put us in the negotiations? 


Q Be crazy, Bob. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I -=- off-the-wall 
guesses are easy. The best I can say -- it's obvious that it will 
simplify the problem because, by the way, you simply don't have to -- 
you will not have the added burden having to chase around and try to 
determine a specific count of operationally -- acceptably deployed 
missiles. It should make it a bit simpler. 


But, by the way, verification has always been tough. And 
we are going tc have a bit more conversation with the Soviets to 
close on verification. 

¢ Does it clear what you call the major hurdle? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On verification? It 
will simplify it. There's still a hurdle there that we have to face. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:07 P.M. EDT 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and qentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements. 


Jim? 


Q I see that the Secretary of State is seeing the 
Iraqi Foreign Minister. Would the United States like Iraq to 
stop its attacks on shipping in the northern part of the Gulf? 


f°) First, the Secretary is meeting with the [raqi 
Foreign Minister, Mr. Tariq Aziz, in the Department this 
afternoon at 4:30. Among other issues of mutual concern, they 
will discuss Mr. Aziz' talks with the U.N. Secretary General, 
the need to bring the Gulf war to an end, and implementation of 
the U.N. resolution. 


Concernina vour auestion. it's one that I was asked 
last week. As you know, our objective now is to urge both 
sides to accept and alide by the U.N. resolution in its 
entirety, and that resolution called for a comprehensive 
cease-fire on all fronts. That's what we're trying to be 


supportive of, in particular the Secretary General's efforts to 
that effect. 


Q Well, “all fronts," by that you are saying that a 
stop, an end to the attacks on shipping would be implied in 
that phrase? 


A The resolution calls for a comprehensive 
cease-fire, which means cease-fire on land, in the air and at 
sea. 


Q So the short answer would be yes, the United 
States would like to see an end to the [raqi attacks on 
shipping? 


4 The short answer would be we would like to see 
the U.N. resolution applied in its entirety, and that's the 
only short answer I have for you. 
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Q Well, can I ask you if the U.N. resolution calls 
for an end to attacks on shipping in the Gulf? 


a You have copies of the U.N. resolution. You can 
read that as well as I can. 


Q I know, [I can read, but -- 
a It calls for a comprehensive cease-fire. 


Q All right. Now, while the U.S. is busily trying 
to end the war, would the United States like to see arms 
shipments to [Iraq stopped as well as arms shipments to Iran, on 
the theory that, fewer the weapons, the less likely people will 
kill each other? 


i Again, our policy is of longstanding concerning 
the Iran/Iraq war. We don't ship weapons to either side, and 
because Iran has been the intransigent party, we have initiated 
Operation Staunch, which we have tried to make an effort with 
all countries with regara to Iran. 


Q Chuck, [I asked a couple of times -- I don't know 
if you've been able to come up with anything -- but can you 
give us any idea of how many countries provide arms to [ran? 


io) I can't do that. 


Q Do any of the U.S.' friends -- I assume we're not 
doing it any more, are we? We're not providing arms to [ran 
any more? 


o No. 


Q Do any American friends? Because as I told you, 
a Brookings' scholar thinks France and Britain at least provide 
spare parts to Iran. 


a I just don't have any details of that kind. 


Q Is the fighting on the ground continuing in the 
Iran/Iraq war? Since the cease-fire, I think there have been 
reports that it has. 


a I don't have any detailed status report to 
offer. I haven't seen any reports of any major engagements. 
In any case, I'm not ruling out skirmishes, I suppose. But I 
just don't have any status report. 
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Q Are we asking Iraq not to attack shipping, 
though, even if the ground war continues? In other words, it 
apparently is Iraq's position they need to -- they have a 


disadvantage on the ground and they need to attack shipping if 
the ground war does not cease. Are we asking them to stop? 


A Jim has asked that question twice already. 
Q I don't know if he asked it in exactly that form. 


- I've replied that we are supportive of the 
Secretary General's effort. The Secretary General is seeking a 
comprehensive cease-fire. That's what we support. 


Q Chuck, do you have any reaction so far tc the 
Iranian reaction, of the U.N. resolution? 


A I don't know exactly what you refer to as the 
Iranian reaction Aas T've seen it. the Iranian Government has 
not officially accepted nor rejected the resolution. There 
have been several Iranian public statements, but we understand 
the U.N. Secretary General is still awaiting a formal Iranian 
response. 


Q Chuck, do you think it would help to get Iranian 
compliance if the United States talked to Iran and tried to 
persuade Iran that this resolution is more even-handed than 
previous resolutions, and, you know, that we have a genuine 
interest in ending the bloodshed? 


ry i think we've made clear in our public statements 
-- and the Secretary made clear in his remarks at the United 
Nations at the time this resolution was adopted last week -- 
that we believe this is an equitable and a fair way to end this 
war; that this resolution contains elements which have been 
cited by both sides as being of importance to them; and that it 
gives the United Nations Secretary General a very important 
initiative with which to work. 


So I think the message has been sent, not only to Iran 
but alse to Iraq and to the rest of the world; and, I think, 
there the message that comes through loud and clear from all of 
this is that this is a message not just from the United States, 
but it comes from, really, the world community, and that 
includes the five permanent members of the Security Council as 
well as the rest of the U.N. 
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Q Is the United States not directly, though, 
talking to Iran about this? 


A The Secretary said in his remarks in the United 
Nations the circumstances under which we would find 
conversation with the Iranians to be useful, and that still 
stands. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on efforts I 
understand are underway with Kuwait to allow us to have some 
minesweeping capability stationed there? 


A I don't have any specifics to offer. We are 
working closely with the states in the area to address the 
problem. And as Secretary Weinberger said yesterday, there are 
assets in the region which can deal with the threat. But 
concerning the specifics of exactly how that will be organized 
and what resources will be put into play, I'm not in a position 
to comment. 





Q Do we know any better today whether or not that 
was a mine, in fact, that went off? 


2 I don't have any details, but you should stay in 
touch with the Pentagon on those kind of questions. 


Q Chuck, does that mean you won't answer the 
question of whether Kuwait has been asked to allow landing 
rights, or basing rights, or refueling rights, or technical 
support of any kind for American minesweeping capability 
assets, as you call them? 


a If your question means could I talk about the 
operational details -- 


Q No. The question is -- 


The answer is yes -- 


a 
Q The question is whether the U.S. -- 
- 


-- I can't. (Laughter) 


Q The question is whether the U.S. Government has 
asked Kuwait for permission to support U.S. minesweeping 
capability in the region. That's not an operational detail; 
it's a diplomatic question about diplomatic contacts. 
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a I believe it is because it has to do with how 
we're going to approach the problem and what resources might be 
used, and those are the kind of questions I'm not going to 
address. 


Q Can I repeat the question for Seudi Arabia, 
please? Have you asked Saudi Arabia to use its -- 


a The answer is the same; no specifics other than 
we're working closely with states in the region to address the 
problem. 


Q But at the beginning of the month, Weinberger 
said at the White House that Kuwait had agreed to allow basing 
of helicopters. What happened? Has Kuwait bombed out now, or 
what? 


4 I don't have anything either on the statement you 
make reference to or any developments since then. 


Q It's on the recorcac. 


a Then, you should talk to the Pentagon if you 
believe it's on the record. I don't have anything on it. 


Q What is the status of the reflagging in our 
escort operation now that there's this problem with the mines? 
Is it in hiatus here for a while, or how would you describe it? 


+ That's been addressed by the White House on 
Friday, by Secretary Weinbercer Sunday. It's going forward as 
scheduled 


Q Can you confirm that the U.S. is now in the 
process of trying to negotiate the follow-on resolution in 
talks with some of the members of the Security Council for an 
arms embargo? 


a The first point is that the Secretary General is 
still working on the resolution. To the extent that there have 
been discussions concerning what might be needed after that, 
that's the extent of what there has been -- there have been 
Giscussions. But the Secretary General, backed by the Security 
Council, is now trying to work on implementation of a 
resolution, and it is our hope that he's going to be successful 
anc we won't get to the stage that you're referring to. 


-) Is there kind of a timetable for -- 
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a Let's move to the other side for a second. 


Q Have the French notified the United States of any 
new naval movements, or planned movements, in the Persian Gulf 
area at either the operational or diplomatic level? 


a I don't want to comment on diplomatic 
conversations or French military movements. 


Q Chuck, the Foreign Minister of Iran refused to 
meet with the United Nations Secretary General, so far I mean. 


a It's my understanding -- and again, I refer you 
to the Secretary General's office for the definitive answers to 
those kind of questions -- that he is still in the process of 
working on arrangements for meeting with Iranian authorities. 


Q Chuck, can we try the French question again, 
because in Venice, the Secretary of State gave specific numbers 
of British ship movements in the Guif, and also the French, 
which were the only two at that point -- the French number was 
extremely small -- as a demonstration of allied resolve and 
that the United States is not going it alone. But you leave us 
with the general statement that the Arab states, or at least 
some of them, are cooperating, and the Western states, in some 
way, are cooperating. Why can't you say whether the French at 
least have agreed or have decided to reenforce their naval 
presence? 


a Because that's an announcement and a decision for 
the French to make. 


-~ MORE -- 
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Q On Friday several Senators announced plans to 
introduce legislation to limit reflagging to six months unless 
the President can demonstrate that it's in the national 
security interest. Do you have any reaction to that? 


a I don't have any specific reaction. I might just 
reflect again, as we've done here in this room on a number of 
occasions, that there are some very well defined reasons why we 
have entered into this reflacging process. It stems 
essentially from [Iranian attempts to intimidate Kuwait, a small 
state in the Gulf. That effort on the part of the Iranians to 
intimidate has been followed up with other kinds of threats 
that seem to come out on an almost daily basis against one 
state or another, or against states in the region as a whole, 
so that what we've seen here in the area is really a pattern of 
attempted intimidation on the part of Iran -- the use of 
threats, of terrorism, and the use of threats of force, as part 
of its effort to impose its policies in the region. 


That's why the Gulf states are standing up to this 
intimidation, and one of the main reasons that the United 
States is duing whai ii's doing in the Gulf today is that cone 
has to simply stand up in the face of this sort of attempted 
intimidation. 


Q There are some rumbles from West Germany that 
they might become involved in an allied effort. Do you have 
anything on that? 


a No, I don‘t. 


Q Are you aware of it? I mean, are there any talks 
going on with them about bringing them into it? 


. I just don't have anything on that at all. 


Q Chuck, a couple of weeks ago, you were -- at the 
time before the reflagging operation began, maybe three weeks 
ago, you went to great lengths one day to explain how the U.S. 
Government had been working with Kuwait for a long time on this 
thing, and that really all the P's and Q's had been taken care 
of, and the arrangements for doing this operation had been 
worked out in infinite detail. At that point you criticized 
Congress for revealing some of the operational details, and you 
said that some of them might have to be changed. 


Does the fact that you're stil] working closely today 
with the states in the region on this question of minesweeping, 
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and so on -- does that mean that maybe all the P's and Q's 


weren't dealt with at that time, or that something unexpected 
came up that you have to deal with now, or was this issue dealt 
with in the past? And, if so, what do you mean by “working 
closely at the moment"? 


4 The Pentagon has addressed those general kinds of 
questions in terms of preparations. There were a number of 
potential threats. Mines were one of those. You're aware of 
minesweeping operations that occurred in certain areas in order 
to address that particular problem. This is going to be a 
situation that's going to be under consideration as long as we 
have to provide this kind of escort service, as long as these 
threats to shipping and this effort at intimidation exists. 


Q New subject? Panama. 
Q One more on this. Can you tell us whether the 


Bridgeton is going to be able to take on oil and resume its 
journey, or will it have to be repaired first? 





s I just don't know the status. 

Q Does the U.S. Government intend to ask for 
compensation for the damage done to the Kuwaiti reflagged 
tanker? 

4 I don't know. 

Q Could you tell us if this government has yet 


received the $106,000 in compensation that it asked for, for 
damage to the Embassy? 





a No. We haven't. 

Q Do you have anything to teli us about the status 
of that request or the discussions with the Panamanian 
Government? 

Qa As I've said each time that we have mentioned 


that particular request, we do have a commitment from the 
Government of Panama to be responsive in meeting their 
obligations with respect to the damage that was done to our 
Mission, and we do believe that the Panamanians will honor 
those obligations. 


Q Do you have anything to elucidate why it's -- 
what the delay is in actually fulfilling that obligation? 
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A No. 


Q Chuck, on Panama, do you have anything on the 
attack on General Herrera's house, or whatever? 


a Someone is correcting your -- the name of the 
individual involved. 


Q Diaz. Yes. 


A The information I have is essentially that we 
understand that Roberto Diaz Herrera was arrested this morning 
after previously refusing three summons from the Panamanian 
Attorney General to testify regarding allegations he has made 
against members of the Panamanian Defense Force. That is for 
the moment all the information we have. 


Q On Panama, do you have any information about 
newspapers being seized at La Prensa and two other local 
newspapers in Panama City? 


A We urge the Government of Panama to end all 
interruption or censorship of press reporting immediately. As 
we've emphasized previously, Panama's troubles cannot be 


resolved by the suspension of free discussions or the denial of 
information to the people of Panama. 


Q Chuck, there was -- 
a Anything else on Panama? 


Q Yes. One more. I understand that there was a 
picture of the U.S. Deputy Chief of Mission in one of the 
Panamanian papers today and -- with some statement about how 
this individual was responsible for all the evils. Do you have 
any reaction to that? 


a We would reject any charge that our Deputy Chief 
of Mission has intervened in Panamanian internal affairs. 
Further, we view with great concern the tone of Panamanian 
press articles which continue to engage in personal attacks on 
this individual. 


Q Chuck, have any U.S. officials met with Diaz in 
the last few weeks to your knowledge? 
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a I just don't know, but I'm not in a position to 
catalogue the range of contacts that we routinely have in 
Panama. 

Q Can we move to southern Africa, or are we still 


on Panama? 
A Well, we'll go to this gentleman. 


Q Chuck, there was a report today that the Sri 
Lankan Tamil belligerents had not accepted a proposal which had 
been negotiated by the Governments of India and Sri Lanka. 
Have you got anything by way of a U.S. reaction to that -- or 
anything on the agreement? 


a I don't have anything on the agreement. We have 
seen the report that you refer to, but we hope that whatever 
problems there may be will be overcome. The progress made 
toward an agreement is very encouraging and reflects a 
courageous and imaginative effort by the leaders of Sri Lanka 
and India. We urge aii concernec to apply the same effort to 
follow through now, and also to implement the agreement once 
it's achieved. 


Q Has the U.S. been urging the Government of India 
; to try and bring these militants to the negotiating table? 





a I don't have anything on this general issue 
beyond what you know that I've said before, which has been 
urging the participants to move toward a negotiated settlement, 
which I've just reiterated here. 


Q Would the U.S. in any way expect to send an 
observer to oversee these negotiations? 


A I don't know that there's any intent to send an 
observer. 


Q Can you tell me if tne Governments of the United 
States and Cuba are kicking each other's diplomats out? 


a* You are aware of the two Cuban diplomats that we 


had asked leave the country. They did leave as requested, and 
I think that's the only incident of that kind. 


Q Have the Cubans done anything to us, our 
diplomats? 
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& No. 


Q Do you have anything to tell us about Assistant 
secretary of State Abrams' visit to Bogota in the last three or 
four days? 


a No. Nothing beyond the fact that because he's 
responsible for that area he pays bilateral visits on all the 
countries in his region from time to time, and this was one of 
those. 


Q Did he visit any other countries in the Andean 
regions? 


A On this visit, I believe he went only to Bogota. 


Q Do you have anything on the Perez -- excuse me, 
the Mubarak-Arafat meeting? 


a No. 


How about the situation in Haiti with the attack 
on the village? 


A From all the information that we have been able 
to gather -- and I take it the village you're referring to is 
Jean Rabel -- 


Q Right, Jean Rabel. 


A -- this is a regional conflict between two rival 
factions. We understand the conflict is separate from the 
recent unrest in Port au Prince. We do understand that there 
have been a number of dead and wounded, but that's the extent 
of the information that we have now. 


Q On the same subject, is the U.S. happy with the 
speed at which the Haitian Government is moving towards 
democracy? 


a I don't have any specific status report to offer 
today. We've talked before about what we see as desirable 
developments in Haiti as the country moves toward democracy. 
There are elections scheduled for November, so that I really 
don't have anything to add to our general point of view as 
expressed previously. 


Connie, did you have something? 
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Q Okay. On this New York Times' article -- sorry, 
in deference to Don -- is the U.S. engaged in the heavy airlift 
resupply effort through Zaire, to UNITA forces, and also is 
there a major offensive now underway? 


A On the question of support for UNITA, we've 
always said that we view with sympathy UNITA's struggle in 
Angola, and that in this regard we provide UNITA with what we 
believe to be aporopriate and effective assistance, but we 
don't comment on speculation about the nature of our support to 
UNITA, so that's our standard answer. 


Concerning whether or not there's an offensive 
underway, the MPLA traditionally carries out major operations 
against UNITA positions during the dry season, which runs from 
April to October, with tactical and logistical support from the 
Soviet Union and Cuba. We have seen evidence of the kind of 
buildup and movements of Government forces in the southern part 
of Angola that usually precedes an offensive. For its part, 
UNITA gives every indication of being in a position to repel 
any attempt to seize its bases in the southeast. 


Q Chuck, has the State Department informed Congress 
-- has the Executive Branch informed Congress or any part of 


Congress about the specifics of the U.S. aid to the rebels? 


A That aid program is fully coordinated. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q This is different from Contra and other stuff? 
In other words, they know precisely what kind of weapons are 
going in? 


-) I don't know to what extent people are informed 
on the specifics of our appropriate and effective support. 
Your characterization of that support is your own, and -- 


Q No, I'm just trying to determine because we 
support the Afghan rebels, and we don't say what we do. I 
don't mean we, I mean you; and you support UNITA and you 
support the Contras and there have been secret support 
operations and maybe even illegal ones. But in Angola this is 
a matter of coordination with Congress, is what you're saying 
-- specific? They know what you're doing? 


a You asked the question. I answered it. 
Q Okay. 
a Don? 


Q Has Ambassador Dubinin been here to see Secretary 
Shultz today? And, if so, what is it about? 


A Yes, he came in this morning at about 11:00, I 
believe, at his request. Beyond that, I don't really have any 
details to offer on the meeting. 


Q The last time he was here, after meeting the 
Secretary, you expressed some disappointment with the Srviets 
drawing back from their positions in Geneva on meetings and so 
forth. In the light of developments in recent days, do you 
have any other status you can suggest to us? Do you still 
think they're drawing-back, or do you have any other 
characterization of it? 


A I don't have anything beyond the obvious which is 
that, as you know, Secretary General Gorbachev announced last 
week that they would accept the President's long-standing 
proposal to go to zero across the board on long-range INF, and 
that as a consequence that has some positive aspects. First, 
that they've accepted the President's position which has been 
out there since 1981. Secondly, that it certainly, in terms of 
the negotiations, simplifies the verification issue. I 
emphasize simplifies; it does not eliminate it, and there is 
some tough work to do in the verification field still. 
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As I understand it, our delegations continue to be 
hard at work in Geneva. 


Q Do you know anything more about the conditions 
that Gorbachev might have placed on this acceptance of zero 
LRINF? Whether there are any strings attached, as it were? 


a Well, I don't really know how to help you on that 
-- what's in the public domain and what's not, and what the 
Soviets have announced and what hasn't been announced. 


Q Weinberger said yesterday we're going to have to 
wait and see what -- I'm paraphrasing -- what strings may be 
attached to Gorbachev's proposal to go to zero, and he implied 
that we weren't aware of that yet. I'm just wondering if we 
can know anything more about that or whether the visit today 
might have -- 


A I would only add at this point that there are 
issues to be resolved other than the ones that we have just 
talked about. 


Q Chuck, was the issue of the Shultz-Shevardnadze 
meeting brought up in the meeting this morning between Shultz 


and Dubinin? 


A Again, I don't want to be drawn into the habit of 
discussing these kinds of meetings which, with one Ambassador 
or another, occur on a daily basis here. I would only say that 
that has been a continuing subject of discussion between 
ourselves and the Soviets. 


Q When Dubinin came in the last time, it was said 
that it was unlikely to happen this summer because there was 
little progress. 


a Who said that? 


I don't think you did from the podium, but 
officials said that, and it was quite clear. I mean, everybody 
was all rokling back and not moving forward. 


At this point, do you see any likelihood of a meeting 
some time this summer? 


a Again, it's just difficult for me to get into the 
habit of projecting these kinds of questions. [I don't have any 
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dates to offer. There have been no dates set. So the best I[ 
could offer to do is to keep you advised and when we get some 
dates set, try to announce them as soon as [I can. 


Q Has the U.S. proposed new dates? 


A I'd have to stay with what ['ve said before, that 
we've indicated flexibility on our side in working on this 
question of dates. 


Q But if you stick with what you said before then, 
you'd also have to stick with the idea that the Soviets haven't 
answered the mail. Is that still accurate? 


fs) [I said, in response to the first question, that 
the subject of the Secretary meeting with Mr. Shevardnadze is 
something that we continue to have under discussion, and that 
is the case. 


Q So that means the Soviets have answered the 
mail. Does it mean that there's a date, but you are not 
allowed to announce it yet? 


a) I said that, in response to Anne's question, 
there's no date. 


Q A couple of weeks ago, when Dubinin was last 
here, you beat the Soviets around the ankles on two things. 
First, you called them -- you said they were backsliding at 
Geneva, which may have been a device or a legitimate complaint 
-- I don't know -- because chere was evidence they weren't 
backsliding and that's been borne out by Gorbachev's speech or 
interview. But, secondly, your example of their being 
unwilling to join the issues was their unwillingness to discuss 
a date. Now, Gorbachev has come forward and the State 
Department has registered some appreciation of that. Do you 
have anything positive to say about the fact that they are now 
talking about a date for a Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting? 


A I hesitate because I don't want to get into 
trying to lead this relationship through ups and downs every 
two weeks, because I have to see it more as a continium rather 
than as a sine wave. 


But the kinds of things you point to, the fact that 
the Soviets have responded finally, positively, to our 
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long-standing request to go to zero has been welcomed. That is 
a positive development. That is something new, as you point 
out, since difficulties with the Soviets at Geneva started 
about three weeks ago now. It doesn't in any way mitigate the 
fact that at Geneva, during that whole time period, there was 
an inability or an unwillingness to engage on the part of the 
Soviets. That's clear. 


Q and -- 


a The fact that we have now moved to a resolution 
of one of the big issues on the table is a positive 
development. There are some others out there, and that's what 
we're continuing to work on. 


Q Is the discussion of a possible date a positive 
development, or is it too faint a discussion right now for you 
to embrace it as a positive development? 


A Again, the question of a date was put in the 
context of this general unwillingness. 


Q Right then. Have things turned -- 


4 It's not as if people had ceased talking about 
dates. As I've said, that's a normal part of the relationship, 
and the Secretary and Shevardnadze expect that to happen. 


Q There was a monologue two weeks ago. The United 
States had suggested dates and the Soviets have not responded. 
What Anne and I are asking you is whether the discussion now is 
such that they are positively talking about a date, and is that 
a good thing? 


A I don't have any evaluation to offer you, if you 
want to know if it's a good or a bad thing. I'm saying that 
that's a normal part of the relationship and ought to be -- 


Q So they are talking about it even though no date 
has been set? At least, at this point, you're saying that they 
are talking. 


a I said twice before now that that continues to be 
under discussion. 


Q You say “continues to be under discussion." Our 
problem is, it wasn't under discussion before. The last time 
you came before us -- 
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There was an interruption. 


-- you said the Soviets had not responded to 
American proposals for dates. There was no discussion so now 
they're continuing to discuss it? This is a new thing. 


a But it's never as if it were a dead issue. The 
fact that one doesn't respond doesn't mean that it's @ dead 
issue. 


That's not what you said a few weeks ago. 


Q Charles, correct me, I thought the phrase you 
might have used two weeks ago was, “We have offered dates, 
shown flexibility, and they haven't taken them up." Is that 
still the case? Have they not taken up -- 


a I've answered the question six ways now, and 
there's no better way I can get at it, so, please, ask it seven 
or eignts ways, Dut -- 


Q At least looking for a window for opportunity, 
and whether vacations can be interrupted to meet the Soviet 
Foreign Minister. Is the Secretary's plans -- does the 
Secretary plan to be away all of the month of August? Is 
August out, in other words, as a possible time for Shultz and 
Shevardnadze -- 


- The best I can do is to encourage all of you to 
be patient. If at some time in the future I have some dates to 
announce, I'll certainly do it. 


Q Chuck, did Dubinin bring a date proposal with him 
to the meeting this morning with the Secretary? 


t I can't help you any further. 


Q Before, you mentioned, as I believe, a positive 
development -—- you may not have characterized "positive 
development; you may not have characterized it -- but you 
mentioned only Gorbachev's acceptance of zero on LRINF and for 
some reason, which I wish you would explain, you did not 
mention acceptance of our June proposal for zero on SRINF? 


t That's nice, too. 


Q You do acknowledge that, that there's no -- 
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a That's what I woulc put in the category of taking 
yes for an answer. 


Q Chuck, have the Soviets made that response in 
Geneva, or are you referring to Gorbacheuw's statement? 


3 We have had contacts with the Soviet delegation 
in Geneva. 


Q Wait a minute. You've had contacts with them 
You saic they have been hard at work all along, so there's 
plenty of contact. But has that response from the Soviets 
appeared in Geneva? 


- Yes. 


Q Chuck, has the procedure for writing language on 
verification begun in Geneva? 


2 You may recall a briefing here some months age 
where 1 gave you, in some detail, the verification proposal 
that we put down on the table in Geneva. 


Q Them joining -- 


é Verification has been under discussion for quite 
some time, and the Soviets have encaged. It's not been a 
one-sided monologue. 


Q But there was that period that you so well 
described as an unwillingness to engage. I'm asking you, in 
light of the Gorbachev propusal, the two sides are now in the 
process -- resumed the process -- of working on verification 
language? 


ra They are still working on verification language 


Q and can you tell me if the U.S. considers part of 
the package proposed. or demanded by the Soviets, the 
destruction of those warheads for 72 Pershing 1-A missiles. 
even though Gorbacheyw did not mention them in his Indonesian 
interview? 


. ®1l I could do, and it's been done already by a 
number of Administration officials, including Mr. Carlucci, I 
believe, and Mr. Kampelman -- you know what our position is -- 


© Oh, I do. 
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a -- on those 72 Pershing P1-A's It's a 
cooperative program, a long-standing program It is not 
covered in the Geneva negotiations Further, it's a subject 
that's never been raised by the Soviets previously All of 
those statements and arguments still stand 


Q Chuck, was there time to discuss the Gulf during 
the meeting with ambassador Dubinin? 

‘ I don't have any details 

Q There was also a report that the Soviets were 


Gemanding on-site verification of facilities other than those 
related directly to LRINF in the U.S... such as SOI research 
facilities. and that this had something to do with the 
breakdown of the Geneva talks Can you comment on that? 


a I can't help you 


Q Is there a US position. a unified U.S. position 
yet in response to that? Is the U.S. position some facilities 
will be of f limits. or is the position that we're still 
thinking about it? 


- I'm not going to go into those kind of 
negotiating details Wwe have. as you know. on the table a very 
comprehensive verification package That is a U.S. Government 
position. and that's what we're working on 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12°55 pm ) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
don't have any announcements Jim? 


Q The White House, you know, announced the 
Shevardnadze-Shultz meeting, I guess, this morning. 


a Let me tell you exactly where that stands. As I 
said yesterday, the two sides are discussing a possible meeting 
but no dates or other details have yet been set. That is the 
actual state of play as it stands now. 


You know from past experience that the Ministers have 
often met in conjunction with the U.N. General Assembly and, in 
that context, they've met in New York and Mr. Shevardnadze has 
comé to washington. 


Q But the last word we had from the Secretary of 
State was that it would probably be in Washington. Is that 
still the case? 


a I just prefer not to lead you one way or the 
other until we have the dates and the details set. To the 
extent people have made predictions like that --I don't want to 
go back on them -- but [ don't see any reason at this point, 
until we can be in a position to provide the dates and the 
details, to give you something which is, in reality, 
speculative. 


Q To make sure that we're clear, there is agreement 
in principle with the Soviets that there will be a meeting in 
mid September in the United States, is that the case? 


fe That's the general parameters that we're working 
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on, yes. When I say we're discussing the timing for a possible 
meeting, it's a meeting here in the United States 


Q And that agreement in principle is different from 
the state that existed yesterday? 


a Yes 
Q How did this come about since yesterday? 
A Let me take that back, Jim. If what you're 


saying is it is different from what existed yesterday, I said 
yesterday that we were discussing this question of Shultz and 
Shevardnadze meeting, so that is exactly what I said yesterday. 


Q Alright, so then - 


a I was not asked the question of, was there an 
agreement in principle, for example. 


Q If you had been asked that yesterday, you would 
have said that? 


Qa I would have said that we're discussing the 
subject of a meeting. [ would have said exactly what I said 
today and what I said yesterday. 


The negotiations that have happened since we 
talked here yesterday have been -- what? Who has seen what? 
Or has seen whom? 


4 I don't see any utility in going into the too-ing 
and fro-ing that make take place in this kind of thing, suffice 
it to say, as I've just said, that we're working on dates and 
details and we'll try to make those available as soon as 
they're available 


A coup) - quick points Would Mr. Shultz be at 
the General Assembly whether or not that's the place he sees 
Shevardnadze? Does he plan to participate? 


a He does plan to go up to New York as is his 
practice. 


Q Okay And the other question is, it's pretty 
well accepted now that the United States suggested a couple of 
dates in July and the Soviets didn't respond to that. The 
dates now that seem likely, or the mid September period that 
seems likely, was that also proffered by the United States? 
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a Again, this is too difficult to explain in this 
kind of a format. These diplomatic conversations are just much 
more complicated than you want to make them out. Certain ideas 
are put forward by one side; ideas are then put forward by the 
other side. All of it is, in essence, a continuing building on 
previous discussions that occurred last month or last week or 
whenever. 


Q I understand, but roughly speaking -- 


a Both sides are involved in working on the dates. 
That's what it comes down to. 


Q I know. But it sounded more one-sided when July 
was the possible time. No, this is significant because, as we 
went through laboriously yesterday, there were two measurements 
recently you applied to Soviet behavior. One was, what were 
they doing in Geneva, and what were they doing about a 
Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting, and obviously there is progress on 
both fronts. And just filling in the little details, it would 
be significant if, on the one hand, the Soviets came in and 
said, say, I'll tell you what, how about mid September and the 
United States said that sounds pretty good. Or if the United 
States said, we haven't heard from you in July. July is going 
by. How about mid September? That gives it a different cast. 


a I think, without going into this -- 
Q I oversimplified. 
i) -— in too much detail, what happens in this kind 


of a process, there's nothing particularly secret. It's kept 
discreet because these meetings are best worked out in that 
way. But normally one starts with a process of agreeing that a 
meeting is desirable, that you define a certain general 
timeframe when you think that might happen, then you proceed to 
the question of putting specific dates to it. And to take that 
back to where we were a couple of weeks ago, the position at 
that point was that the Soviets, in effect, hadn't answered the 
mail; that we had had this idea for a meeting that could be 
useful. And, as a consequence, we now do have a response to 
the effect that it now allows us to move ahead and start trying 
to put some dates and some details 


Q I think you've answered the question. because the 
Soviets didn't answer the mail the last time and they have this 
time, so I know who put the letter in the box. It would be the 
United States. 
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A That's right. 


Q Okay. So we suggested mid September which is 
convenient to everybody, including the Secretary who will be 
away for about five weeks, right? 


a Those are your words, Barry. I, again, am still 
not in a position to give you all of the answers to who shot 
John and who proposed -- 


Q No. It's not a morbid story. 


a -- who came up with a general parameter first and 
then who would then respond by proposing some specific dates 
within that parameter. As I tried to point out in a general 
way, it's a process. 


Q Somebody's got to take responsibility, whether 
the letter is in the mailbox and it sounds like Washington did. 


A And, @3 somescne said, Sarry, who carcs as 
someone said in the back. 
Q Oh, no, it matters, it matters, it matters. No, 


it's not who shot Jonn. This is one of the more positive 
developments, I guess. 


Q You have said many times that the two Ministers 
are willing to break open holes in their schedules whenever a 
meeting is desirable. If we are talking about September, and 
we were talking about July, we're talking about a very long, 
and it would appear, from what you're saying, arduous 
negotiation process on setting dates. 


Can you fit that for me into the overall East-West 
relationship? Are we in a period of urgency or it doesn't 
matter; things are going along just fine in Geneva anyway so we 
don't really need a Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting to kick it in 
the tail? Where does this stand right now? 


A First, you implied in opening that there was 
going to be some kind of arduous process that would last until 
September until we were able to set a date. 


Q No, no, no, what I was saying was -- 


I) I don't believe that will be the case. 
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Q A period between July -- 


A But what we have -- 


Q -—- and September is much longer than your 
previous statements to believe is necessary to put together a 
Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting when the two sides agree that one 
is necessary. What I'm suggesting -- 


4 It's not that it takes that long to put one 
together. It's a question of the two sides arriving at a 
mutually agreeable solution. In this case, the time period 
we're looking at is the one in the fall. Other things have 
happened in the meantime. 


Our negotiators in Geneva do have a lot to work with 
at this particular point given the fact that the Soviets have 
now accepted our double zero -- our global double zero 
proposal. 


You may have heird the Precident's remarks this 
morning in which he noted that our delegation today in Geneva 
was putting forward a formal U.S. proposal that embodies the 
two earlier suggestions that had been made by the United 
States. So in that sense, in the INF negotiations, there is 
some new material on the table. 


And I might briefly summarize the hich points of the 
proposal that our people are putting forward today, extracting 
from what the President said. The outcome that we are 
proposing in Geneva, in the INF field is: global elimination of 
longer-range INF missiles; global elimination of shorter-range 
INF systems; destruction of U.S. and Soviet INF missiles and 
launchers; no conversion of INF missiles and launchers to other 
types of weapon systems; no transfer of existing INF missiles 
and launchers to any third parties; and strict and effective 
verification provisions. 


So, in that sense, the Soviets do appear willing to 
make progress in this particular INF area in Geneva, and we 
welcome that, as we said last week. They also are interested 
in resuming a high-level dialogue. That's something that we 
would welcome as well. 


I might note, before we go too far, that the President 
made a point at the end of his remarks on arms control of 
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re-emphasizing the fact that we do hope that the Soviets will 
also show themselves to be more active in the strategic arms 
reduction talks. 


There, as you know, we have had a proposed START 
treaty on the table since May 8, and that we hope that the 
Soviets will likewise choose to do something that they have 
long promised but yet to come through with, which is to table 
their own draft treaty so that our negotiators in that area can 
get down to the details in what I think everyone agrees is 
another area of vital importance. 


Q Chuck, now you've done what the President did, so 
maybe I can slow you up because I sure couldn't slow him up. 
You ticked off -- first of all, the U.S. is taking credit for 
this entire proposal. Secondly, you ticked off five highlights. 


I want to ask you specifically, is the Reagan 
Administration saying that the idea that INF weapons would not 
be modified or given to third parties is a U.S. idea? Or 


wasn't it a Soviet proposal that you had to agree to as part of 
the normal bargaining? You're taking - 


a The two suggestions -- wrong, Barry. 


Q Okay. It was alright for you not to give the 
Germans -- 


a Do you want us to answer the question or do you -- 
Q Okay. There's a lot of PR -- 
a Or do you continue to lecture? 
Q Go ahead. 


The two suggestions that the President 
we identified, and which I[ will review for you, are 
the longer-range INF proposal, which we proposed back in 1981 
which called for zero, the so-called zero option. The second 
suggestion, which we put forward on June 16, is that concerning 
going to zero in SRINF, thus the global double zero. Those are 
the two suggestions to which I was referring. 


What I was outlining was the proposal that we are 
putting forward in Geneva today which, as you know, goes beyond 
Global double zero and has some other aspects concerning 
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destruction, conversion and transfer, as well as verification. 
That's all. It's not a question of taking credit or not taking 


credit. 


Q Let me finish the point. Doesn't that absorb -- 
the U.S. proposal, beyond points one and two, doesn't it indeed 
reflect or absorb Soviet proposals? 


A It absorbs some other points that had been at 
contention in the negotiations, yes. 


Q Chuck, can [I ask you a couple on that score, 
too? On the question of conversion and transfer, you said that 
the U.S. proposal involves no transfer of launchers and 
missiles, I think. Does it involve -- does the U.S. proposal 
cover transfer of technology, INF technology, to third 
parties? And I don't want to be overly picky about the details 
except that that -- I think it sounds like it may impact on the 
question of Pershing I-A modernization -- not conversion but 
modernization of the P-IA's. 


A I don’t kn h this pr: 5 addresses the 
question of modernization. 


Q Okay, so it doesn't address modernization. In 
other words, you're talking about conversion and transfer of 
Pershing II and cruise missiles and launchers. You're not 
talking about transfer to third parties of the technology that 
makes up -- or some of the technology that makes up those 
weapons? 


A What we're talking about is what I've sketched 
out here. There are other issues on the table besides even the 
ones that you make reference to which have been there and which 
will continue to be there and which the negotiators will 
continue to work on. 


Q Can I ask another one of those then, please? 
Does the U.S. proposal today also cover the question, under the 
broad heading of “verification,” the question of Soviet 
inspection of American -- of NATO military bases to determine 
destruction and dismantlement of the INF missiles? Does it 
cover that issue? 


A I'm not in a position to go into the various 
details of the verification package. That's being worked on by 
the experts, and I just don't have that detail. 
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Q Chuck, how great an obstacle are the German 
missiles to this reaching an arms control agreement? 


A Well, there's no reason they should be an 
obstacle. They've never been put forward as an obstacle by the 
Soviets until very recently. Our position on that has long 
been clear. If I need to reiterate once again, we've long made 
clear that the U.S. retains the right to continue its 
established pattern of cooperation with the Federal Republic of 
Germany regarding the Pershing missile system. And I won't 
rehash the history of that, but you're all aware that through 
many meetings, including meetings at the summit, including 
meetings of the Secretary in Moscow, including in the 
negotiations themselves, this particular question had never 
been raised by the Soviets until very recently. Our position 
has consistently been and continues to be as I've just 
described it. 


So there's no reason that that should be an obstacle. 
It's simply something that neither side has ever considered to 
be on the table before and it shouldn't be now. 


Q Well, they've raised it. And in view of the fact 
that we control the warheads on those missiles, why would it 
not be a legitimate area for discussion? 


a Again, we're covering lots of old ground here 
because -- 


Well, it's suddenly new again. 


a -~- the negotiations have always recognized that 
third country systems and established patterns of cooperation 
were not to be included in these negotiations. The United 
States is not here, in these negotiations, in the business of 
negotiating about those systems. Never has been nor are we 
now. What we're trying to -- let me leave it at that. I think 
that's the answer. 


Q Well, the third country systems referred to 
France and England who had their own systems that we had no 
control over. But this is a case where we control the warheads 
which is a rather considerable control. I was curious to know 
why that should -- 
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a But let me make clear again that you've only 
cited one of the two categories. I said third country systems 
and established patterns of cooperation. The case of our 
cooperation with Germany falls into that category. It is a 
long established pattern of cooperation and it has been 
accepted that the negotiations do not deal with those kind of 
questions. 


Q So that the prohibition on the transfer of 
weapons, INF weapons, to third parties does not cover the 
transfer of warheads for INF systems to third parties, is that 
correct? 


A I'm not going to go into negotiating details. 
I've given you basic positions of the United States. The 
answer to your question is clearly covered in all of the 
positions that I've laid out for you. 


Q Wouldn't it be a service, at least to me if not 
others, to clarify this by just saying yes or no? 


A There are existing systems, first of all, Steve, 
so you don't have to have any transfer today in order to have 
existing patterns of cooperation with Germany. My first answer 
to your question is that -- 


Q Since the United States retains the warheads for 
Germany to make any use of them, there would have to be a 
transfer involved? 


Aa But now you're using “transfer” in a different 
sense. You've changed the terms of what we're talking about 
here. That's not the kind of transfer I'm talking about. 

Those warheads are there in Germany. They are associated with 
the German launchers and they are there under a established 
pattern of cooperation. 


--MORE-- 
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Q One last question: Therefore, they were excluded 
from these five points that we -- the United States proposed? 


a They certainly are. 


Q Chuck, let me -- you said that the German 
Pershings shouldn't be an obstacle, but do you understand that 
the Soviets are making it an obstacle, whether or not they 
shouldn't? 


2) The Soviets have put it forward in recent weeks 
as an obstacle, but what I'm saying is that there's no reason 
that that should be. The Soviets know full well that that's 
something that's being raised at the last moment, and as a 
consequence there is really no reason that that particular 
issue should form -- should be a barrier. 


Q Chuck, are there comparable examples on the 
Soviet side of established patterns of behavior or 
third-country systems? 


f 
claimed. 


Q Chuck, in the question of dismantlement and 
destruction, has the U.S. proposed a timetable for that to take 
place? 


A That is another issue that's been under 
discussion at Geneva throughout the negotiation and continues 
to be under negotiation. 


Q But that was not part of today's presentation or 


a) Today's presentation is as I have outlined it. 


Q Chuck, what can you tell us about the situation 
in Panama and the U.S. response to it? 


a The situation, as we have it, is that we 
understand that support for the general strike was widespread 
and peaceful. Apart from the arrest of Diaz Herrera and a 
large pro-government auto caravan which drove through the city 
to demonstrate support for the government, the city was quiet. 


We are aware of reports that civic crusade leaders 
have gone into hiding, but we do not have any information that 
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any arrests have been made by Panamanian autnorities Other 
opposition and political party leaders have not gone in hiding 


The three opposition newspapers closed by the 
government remain out of circulation. We call again on the 
Government of Panama to end all interruption or censorship of 
press reporting immediately We view this censorship of the 
media as indefensible and call on the government to end it 
immediately. 


The United States calls on all Panamanians, and 
particularly government security officials, to avoid the use of 
force or violence 


Q You say that the strike was widespread and 
peaceful except for the arrest of Diaz Herrera. There have 
been reports that a number of people were killed in connection 
with the arrest. Do you know whether that's the case? Do you 
know whether Diaz Herrera was wounded or is in good health, and 
what have you heard about it all? 


A What we nave is thet 45 persons, including Diez 
Herrera, were detained after the raid at his home yesterday. 
They remain in the custody of Panamanian authorities. We 
understand there were no deaths, and no one was wounded as a 
result of gunfire That's all the information we have about 
the incident 


Q What do you think his chances are of remaining in 
good health? 


A I couldn't speculate, Jim. 


Q Well, has the United States sent any sort of 
warning to the Panamanian Government about this possibility? 


A I've said in essence what I have to say 
concerning the situation 


Q Is there any movement on the payment issue? 
a Wo. 


Q Chuck, another area -- Iraq. The Iraqi Foreign 
Minister came down late yesterday and answered some questions. 
and he spoke of their desire, Iraq's desire, for a complete 
cease-fire, a comprehensive cease-fire. He said a partial 
cease-fire would be yielding to Iranian blackmail. Some 
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interpret this to mean that it's an implied threat to end 
Iraq's self-imposed embargo on a moratorium on shipping attacks 
which they began July 15 


I wondered what the State Department thought Iraq was 
trying to say about whether they'll resume attacks on the 
vessels carrying oil or other goods to and from Iran? 


b My first answer is I think the Iragis are 
perfectly capable of speaking for themselves, so that I don't 
have to interpret for them The Foreign Minister yesterday 
reiterated that Iracg is ready to accept the U.N. resolution in 
its entirety, and is willing to cooperate with further efforts 
of the Secretary General to bring about an end to the war 


You know, as I have said many times, that our goal is 
the acceptance, the implementation, of the entire U.N. 
resolution, which is a comprehensive cease-fire and other 
actions. For a resolution to work, both parties must accept it 
and agree to comply with its terms 


fe) Was the united States pleased, or is it pieesed 
now, that Iraq has voluntarily suspended its attack on Persian 
Gulf shipping? 


6 I have to always start with the emphasis that we 
place upon the Secretary General's efforts to implement this 
U.N. resolution as a whole. That's what this is about. That 
resolution calls for a comprehensive cease-fire, among other 
things, so that we want the war to end, and we want both 
parties to facilitate the Secretary General's efforts to make 
the resolution work And, beyond that, I could only say that 
we welcome steps by both Iran and Iraq to decrease the tension 
and the level of violence on land, sea. and air 


Q Would you like to see that moratorium continued? 
He spoke of a short period of time when he thought the Iranians 
ought to produce an answer. Would the United States think that 
it would be helpful if Iraq mainteined its moratorium as one 
way of keeping the fighting down, or do you take Iraq's view 
that a partial moratorium is a trick -- is yielding -- partial 
cease-fire is a trick -- yielding -- you know, not serving -- 


. I've answered the question two times now, so all 
I would do -- 


Q Not very directly 








CORRECTED PACE i’ 
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a -- is repeat it for a third time 
Q Not very directly You have some input in 


Persian Gul*® policy. and I know the Iraqi Foreign Minister is 
capable of speaking for himself Wwe'c like to hear the US 
Government speak for itself. whether they think Iraq should 
resume attacks on vessels bound for Iran 


= And I've just answerec the question in one way or 
another two times 


Q Chuck, President Reagan sent a letter to the 
Iragi President Are you also in contact with the Iranian 
Government on such high level? 


-) I don't have any comment on diplomatic 
communications The efforts being undertaken now are those of 
the Secretary General As I understand it, although Iran has 
neither rejected nor acceptec the resolution, the Secretary 
General has not been able to get an agreement with the Iranians 
to even meet with him at this stage 


Q On the subject of Iraq, where does the question 
of compensation for the Stark or payment for the Stark stand? 
Has that actually been done? I know they agreed to do it 


a I'll have to take a look at that 
Q To go back to Panama, did you ever get the check 


from the government for damages. and how do you assess the 
Situation -- 


+ The question was asked by someone up front 

Q Oh 

~ Perhaps you couldn't hear them The answer was 
no 

Q How Go you assess the situation in Panama now? 


after a number of very strong statements. the US. Government 
seems to have fallen silent somewhat on what's going on there 
I mean, pulled back on its statements 


- I don't know why you say that I don't think you 
have any evidence for that The fact that I don't reiterate 
the same position day after day doesn't mean that the position 
has changed You're familiar with Elliott Abrams’ speech of 
several weeks ago -- 
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Q That's right 


“ -- which laid out in some detail our position 
toward Panama. I've spoken to the question a number of times, 
so I think there's no question that we're clearly on the record 
concerning our policy and our position 


Q Let me follow that up with something The 
Panamanians have been saying for weeks or months that the 
United States is fomenting trouble down there. as sort of a 
campaign to create a situation where it will be advisable to 
cancel the Panama Canal treaties. What's your reaction to 
those kind of statement by the Panamanians? 


= I've reacted to them both in the past and very 
definitively and categorically. 


Q Chuck, I need to come back with a cleanup 
Question on this Shultz-Shevardnadze business. Since we 
neglected to ask the question yesterday of whether there was an 
agreement in principle on a meeting between Shultz and 
Shevardnadze, is there an agreement in principle betueen the 


U.S. and Soviet Union on a meeting between President Reagan and 
General Secretary Gorbachev? 


= As you know, the President has had an invitation 
outstanding The two leaders agreed back in Geneva at a 
previous summit that future summits would be useful. That's 
where things stand 


Q But there's no agreement in principle ona 
meeting between the two men? 


= That's what I have 

Q And can you tell us in the same way you did -- 
you said the US. and Soviet Union are discussing dates for a 
Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting -- Can you say whether the US. and 


the Soviet Union are discussing dates for a Gorbachev-Reagan 
meeting? 


a I'm not going to play the game of escalating into 
the future tense. I've given you what I have on Shultz and 
Shevardnadze. The White House has addressed the question of a 
summit this morning They're in the best position to do that, 
and I think they addressed it pretty clearly 
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Q Does a Shultz—Shevardnadze meeting in any way 
improve prospects for a Reagan-Gorbachey meeting? 

a The White House likewise addressed that. 

Q Will Shultz and Shevardnadze work on a possible 


agenda for a Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting? 


Q Summit -- 
a Summit meeting. 
Q For a summit meeting. Sorry. 


a You really can't predict at this point, Barry. 
Q Have we -- 


a It depends on how things develop. We have arms 
control negotiations that are ongoirig. When the Secretary 
meets with Mr. Shevardnadze, as always the agenda will be the 
broad agenda. It wiii ot Se soieiy Gm arms control By any 
means. It will cover human rights, it will cover bilateral 
relations, and it will cover regional issues. So that that 
would be the purpose and the content of the meeting between the 
Secretary and Mr. Shevardnadze. Whether or not the time is 
then ripe to go into what could be called summit preparations, 
time will tell. 


Q Anything about a meeting between Armacost and the 
Turkish Prime Minister this morning? 


A I don't have anything, but I understand that Mr 
Armacost was giving a press conference after his meetings 
there, so I think that would be the definitive readout. 


Q Chuck, do you have any information to the effect 
that the Soviet Union is having their own contacts with the 
Iranians with regard to the Security Council resolution or with 
regard to the developments in the Gulf area in general? 


a I don't have anything on that. 


Q Let me try one last thing on your Gulf situation 
There was a mechanism for 30 to 45 days for the Secretary 
General to try to get the sides to agree to this order. The 
Iraqi Foreign Minister did not speak in days, but he spoke of 
the need for prompt, whatever his word was, answer from Iran. 
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Can you give us some notion of what the U.S. view is? 
When do you begin to gin up your resolution to deny -- to 
impose a worldwide embargo on arms for Iran, or can Iran just 
sort of vacilitate like this and keep you hanging for months? 


A I can't put a timetable on it in specific terms. 
The Secretary General has undertaken his consultations. He has 
spoken to the Iraqis. He has not yet apparently been able to 
arrange a meeting with the Iranians other than the Iranian 
permanent representative at the United Nations, with whom he 
had the first meeting. 


So that we're at this point still in the phase of the 
Secretary General's explorations with the two sides, and to a 
large extent how we go -- where we go from here and how fast 
will depend on how he progresses in his consultations. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the Esquipulas 
meeting coming up in August? Arias was in Managua the last 
couple of days, or yesterday, and in a press conference with 
Ortega, Ortega said that they accepted -- the Nicaraguans 
accepted the principie of demecratization, that they had a4 
democratic government in Nicaragua. 


a Your question? 
Q My question is, can you bring us up to date?’ 


a I think you've just brought us up to date 
apparently (Laughter) 


+ No. I don't have anything to offer by way of 
special insight. The Central Americans are consulting. The 
meeting you make reference to is one meeting, and I don't know 
that what you quote as a result is necessarily accurate or the 
totality of that meeting. I doubt it. There have been 
consultations between the Central American democracies as well 
in preparing for these upcoming meetings. That's all I'd 
really have to offer. There does seem to be a pattern here of 
relatively intensive consultations as they prepare for that 
meeting. 


Q The President of Venezuela is in Mexico today, 
and the Mexicans reportedly are going to ask him to renew oil 
shipments to Nicaragua, together with them, to replace the 
Soviet cutoff. Any reaction to that? 
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a I don't have anything on it. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
military operation in Sidon yesterday? 


Aa No. 


Q Let me try one more on that Shultz-—Shevardnaaze 
thing and finally beat this to death. There always has been 
agreement in principle that they would meet in New York in 
September, right? They always do during the General Assembly. 


a No. 
Q Well, have they never-- 


A I don't disagree that it's normal, but, I mean, 
both have always the option to schedule or not schedule 
meetings. It's nothing more than that. 


Q It has always happened during this Administration 
that the Soviet Foreign Minisvier and the U.S. Secretary of 
State have met in New York in September. Is that right? 


a I haven't been here for it in Washington, so -- 


Q It would be unusual if they did not. So, really, 
my question is, why is it seen by -- apparently by this 
Administration, big enough for the President to make the 
announcement, that there is going to be a supplemental meeting 
in September between the two men? 


3) I don't really see the thrust of the question. I 
think everyone recognizes the importance, first of all, of 
these kinds of meetings between the Secretary and Mr. 
Shevardnadze. They don't happen all that often. They've 
proven to be very useful in pushing the ball along. You simply 
need meetings at a higher level from time to time in order to 
break log jams and to keep the process moving in various ways. 
So that I thir: it's always important when the two Ministers 
get together. It's a very useful and fruitful kind of meeting. 


The fact that this time we're looking at the fall when 
the U.N. General Assembly happens to take place as well, I 
don't see that that lessens or enhances the importance of the 
meeting. It is still the meeting, and it stands by itself in 
that sense. 
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Q I was wondering if you have any comment on the 
situation in Pakistan, and do you have anything on the causes 
of the latest clashes and -- because the Soviet Union had today 


@ statement saying that the causes are the policy of the 
Government of Pakistan. Could you please comment on that? 


a No. I just don't have anything on that at all. 


Q Last week North Korea proposed a withdrawal -- 
well, the reduction of troops by two Koreas and gradual 
withdrawal of the United States forces and peace talks in 
Geneva. What's your reaction on that? 


2) First, let me ask you to check with the Press 
Office, because when that subject was current had looked 
into it, and we had prepared some material. The thrust of it, 
as I recall, was that we have always said that this is an issve 
between the two Koreas. That has been our position, and 
they're the ones that have to be talking about these issues. 


roposal says that in the peace 


Q But you see t 
p a of the United States. 


talks would be the partici 


> 


a And that's what I just said. This is something 
between the two Koreas. 


Q Do you have anything on Soviet reaction to 
Israeli Jericho missiles? 


) No. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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ACTION P-@2 CONSCIOUS EFFORT TO PROMOTE A BROADER RELATIONSHIP = 
HAVE SL. WAYS HAD VERY CLOSE COOPERATION ON SECURITY AND 
“FO (0G-08 COPY-@1 ADS-88 IMR-18 SS-88 Ciat-8 8-88 DEFENSE ISSUES. AND WITHIN THE NATO ALLIANCE WE HAVE 
DODE-88 4-81 MSC-@1 WSCE-@8 WSAE-O8 COME-88 SS0-89 BEEN WORKING TO EXPAND TRADE AND TO (NCREASE i NVES MENT 
#A-89 \-83 TRSE-88 =PR-18 Pa-32 CCO-82 OMB-#1 AND TO PROMOTE CLOSER CONTACTS AND MORE EFFECTIVE 
(WRE-@2 AWAE-88 SP-#2 SNP-81 0-81 PRS-@1 «=F -@1 RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR RESPECTIVE PRIVATE SECTORS -- TO 
1-81 ‘mr INCREASE CONSULTATIONS WOT ONLY ON THE POLITICAL ISSJES 
one eeneeeeceeecee- 154834 2821452 /61 BUT ON THE ECONOMIC AKD COMMERCIAL ISSUES AS WELL. 
O 28210862 Jul 7 1FF4 ALLEN WALLIS, THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR ECONOMIC aFFai2s 
FM AMEMBASSY ANKARA WILL VISIT IN OCTOBER TO CARRY ON THOSE LATTER 
TO SECSTATE WASHOC IMMEDIATE 1823 DISCUSSIONS. WE DEVOTED A GOOD DEAL OF TIME TO 
INFO AMEMBASSY ATHENS (MMEDIATE DISCUSSING A VARIETY OF REGIONAL AND INTERNAT) OWAL 
AMEMBASSY NICOSIA IMMEDIATE ISSUES. THE GULF AND THE MIDDLE EAST WERE CLEARLY On 
USIA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 46290 THE AGENDA. SO WERE OUR RESPECT! VE APPROACHES TO 
EAST-WEST AND ARMS CONTROL ISSUES, TERRORISH, 
UNCLAS SECTION @1 OF 87 AWKARA 89155 REGIONAL QUEST/ONS IN THE AEGEAN, AND TURKISH 
RELATIONS WITH THE SURROUNDING AREA. THAT WAS ROUGHLY 
POLTO 30818 THE AGENDA, AND | WAS ACCORDED TREMENDOUS HOSPITAL TY 
USIA FOR EU AND WOULD LiKE PUBLICLY TO THANK UNDER SECRETARY 


KANDEMIR AND ALL OTHER TURKISH OFFICIALS FOR THaT. | 
£.0. 12356: w/a 
TAGS: OVIP (ARMACOST MICHAEL), PREL, MARR, TU, US 
SUBJECT: ARMACOST PRESS CONFERENCE - JULY 28, 1987, 
ANP ARA 


UNDERSECRETARY ARMACOST MADE THE FOLLOWING REMARKS aT 
WIS PRESS CONFEPENCE IN AWKARA JULY 28, 1987 


ARMACOST: | AM VERY PLEASED TO BE HERE CAME aT THE 
INVITATION OF UNDERSECRETARY KANDEMIR TO BROADEN OUR 
POLITICAL CONSULTATIONS AS & BY-PRODUCT OF THE DECA 
WEGOTITATIONS LAST YEAR. {7 WAS & GREAT HONOR If 
CONJUNCTION WITH THE VISIT TO MEET wWiTH THE PRIME 
MIMISTER, FOREIGN MINISTER HALEFOGLU. DEFENSE 

IMISTER YAVUTTURK AND OTHER OFFICIALS. WE DEVOTED, aS 
OU WOULD EXPECT, & GOOD DEAL OF TIME TO BILATERAL 
RELATIONS. | READ IN THE NEWSPAPER THAT | LISTENED TO 
COMPLAINTS. | WOULDN'T HAVE PORTRAYED \T THAT War, BUT 
WE HAD A VERY CANDID AND “RANK AND THOROUGH AND 
COMPREMENS | VE EXCHANGE OF all ASPECTS OF THE 
RELATIONSHIP. AND YOU ARE FaMiLi aR WiTH SOME OF THE 
TURKISH CONCERNS ABOUT COVGRESSIOWAL ACTIONS ON 
RESOLUTIONS RELATING TO A7MENIA, CYPRUS, THE 7/18 
RATIO AND THE LEVEL OF SECURITY ASSISTANCE, aND aS YOU 
WOULD ZXPECT ALL THOSE MATTERS CAME UP. FOR OUR PaRT | 
ASSURED MY TURKISH INTERLOCUTORS THAT WE SHARE THEIR 
VIEW ABOUT THE |WAPPROPRIATEWESS OF THE GRMEN! AN 
RESOLUTION, WAVE WORMED SEVERAL YEARS "O PREVENT ITS 
PASSAGE, WAVE BOTTLED THE RESOLUTION UP IW COMM TTEE 
THIS YEAR, AND WILL CONTINUE TO WORK TO PREVENT ITS 
PASSAGE. LIMEWISE, | ASSURED OUR TURKISH FRIENDS THAT 
WITH REGARD TO CECURITY ASSISTANCE, WE HAVE ENCOUNTERED 
DIFFICULTIES WITH OUR CONGRESS, WOT JUST THIS YEAR BuT 
FOR THE LAST TWO YEARS. SIWCE FISCAL YEAR 1985S WE Have 
TAKEN MORE THAN A 2S OVERALL CUT IN OUR SECURITY 
ASSISTANCE REQUESTS FROM THE CONGRESS. WE WAVE DEVOTED 
TREMENDOUS TIME TO REVERSING THOSE CONGRESS! ONAL 
DECISIONS. THEY ARE WOT (4 ANY Way AIMED GT TURKEY 
THEY ARE RATHER & BY-PRODUCT OF & GENERAL RECOGNITION 
16 THE UNITED STATES THAT WE HAVE TOO HIGH & BUDGET 
DEFICIT AND & DISAGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CONGRESS AND THE 
EXECUTIVE BRANCH AS TO HOW TO DEAL WITH THAT DEFICIT 
UNFORTUNATELY OUR FOREIGN ASSISTANCE AND SECURITY 
ASSISTANCE BUDGET HAS BEEN WELD HOSTAGE TO THaT 
eron-=s © 2 E808 sgyt GTte * ee; ° “a 8 
WORLDWIDE BASIS, AND WE ARE WORKING TO REVERSE THEM BUT 
1AVE WOT YET SUCCEEDED IN THE CURRENT DISCUSS!ON OVER 
TmE 1568 Fict- tah. wk inwh Oy emy a ee 
EACH OTHER ON THE DESIPABILITY OF BROADENING OUP 
RELATIONSHIP. THESE CONSULTATIONS ARE PART OF @ SELF 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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O 2821062 JUL 87 FFA 

FM AMEMBASSY ANKARA 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 1824 

INFO AMEMBASSY ATHENS | MMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY NICOSIA IMMEDIATE 

USIA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 462: 


UNCLAS SECTION @2 OF 87 AWKARA @9155 
POLTO 36818 
USIA FOR EU 


3.0. 12356: K/A 

TAGS: OVIP (ARMACOST, M'CHAEL), PREL, MARR, TU, US 
SUBJECT: ARMACOST PRESS CONFERENCE - JULY 28, 1987, 
ANKARA 


WOULD BE GLAD TO TAKE A SWING AT YOUR QUESTIONS. 


QUESTION: YUSUF KANL! FROM TURKISH DAILY NEWS. AR. 
UNDERSECRETARY. HAVE YOU GIVEN THE TURKS SOMETHING MORE 
THAN THE CLASSICAL... 


“MACOST: SOMETHING MORE THAN ...? 
-STIOM: THE CLASSICAL PLEDGE OF BEST EFFORTS? 


ARMACOST: WELL, WE ARE WOT REALLY IN A POSITION TO GIVE 
MORE THAN THAT, BECAUSE OF OUR CONSTITUTION. IT IS NOT 
A MATTER OF OUR DESIRE. I1 1S A MATTER OF OUR INABILITY 
TO PLEDGE MONEY WITHOUT T4E CONCURRENCE OF CONGRESS. IW 
OUR SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT, CONGRESS CONTROLS 
APPROPRIATIONS. AND THERE ORE THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH CAN 
MERELY SEEK TO SECURE THE SUPPORT OF THE CONGRESS FOR 
THE LEVELS OF ASSISTANCE WE REGARD AS APPROPRIATE WE 
MADE, AS YOU KNOW, A REAL REQUEST FOR OVER NINE HUNDRED 
MILLION FOR TURKEY IN THE 1988 FISCAL YEAR. WE SOUGHT A 
SUPPLEMENTAL OF 125 MILLION DURING THE 1987 FISCAL 
YEAR. WE HAVE WOT BEEN SUCCESSFUL WITH THE 
SUPPLEMENTAL, WOR HAVE WE ACHIEVED THE FULL MEASURE OF 
OUR REQUESTS ON FY-88, ALTHOUGH THAT STRUGGLE STILL 
GOES ON AND PROBABLY WILL BE RESOLVED OWLY THROUGH THE 
CONTINUING RESOLUTION AT THE END OF THE FISCAL YEAR. WE 
CONTINUE TO MOUNT, AS |°VE SAID, AN EFFORT TO REVERT® « 
CURRENT DECLINE IN OVERALL LEVELS OF SECURITY 
ASo\eTeMCE THAT WAS BEEN APPARENT iW THE -* 48, 87, 
AND 88 FISCAL YEARS, awp TO REPEAT, 15 8 Br-PRODUCT OF 
TWE OVERALL BUDGET PROBLEM im Tue UNITED STATES. IT 
DOESN'T REFLECT IN ANY Way af TI TUDES TOWARDS THE 
RELATIONSHIP WITH TuReer. |T 1S A PROBLEM THAT WE ARE 
ENCOUNTERING acmesS THE BOARD, AND WE RECOGNIZE |T aS a 
PROBLEM we WEED TO DEAL WITH. THE SECRETARY OF STATE, | 
EXPECT, DEVOTED MORE TIME, PERSONAL TIME, TO PRESENTING 
TE BUDGET AND DEFENDING 1T BEFORE THE CONGRESS THIS 
veae "eae ayy “f*Orrcay AF crrre SERB © 6 TET 
“ISTORY OF OUR DEPARTMENT, BUT IT IS A LONGER-TERN 

TORT AND WE'LL CONTINUE TO WORK OW IT. 


ACCEPTED OR REJECTED THE TURKISH PROPOSAL FOR THE 


INCOMING 
TELEGRAM 


LIQUIDATION OF FOREIGN MILITARY SALE CREDITS? 


ARMACOST: WELL, THERE HAVE BEEN DISCUSSIONS ABOUT 
RESCHEDULING FOREIGN MILITARY SALES DEBTS, AND A VARIETY 
OF PROPOSALS HAVE BEEN PUT FORWARD. DISCUSSIONS HAVE 
BEEN HELD IN ANKARA AND (MN WASHINGTON. AND THERE 15 Qn 
OBVIOUS DESIRE TO TRY |N SOME WAY TO ALLEWIATE THE 
PRESSURE FOR PAYMENTS DURING THE NEXT TWO YEARS WHEN 
THE BURDEN OF TURKISH |NDEBTEDNESS WILL BE PARTICULARLY 
HEAVY, | UNDERSTAND, AS & RESULT OF RESCHEDUL ING 
ARRANGEMENTS MADE SOME YEARS AGO. | AM WOT TECHNICALLY 
WELL ENOUGH QUALIFIED FOR THAT TO HAVE BEEN A KEY 
ELEMENT IN MY CONSULTATIONS, BUT |T CONTINUES TO BE aN 
ISSUE THAT 1S BEING DISCUSSED BETWEEN OUR GOVERNMENTS. 


QUESTION: HALDUN ARMAGAN FROM GUNES DAILY. YOU KNOW 
ABOUT THE PLIGHT OF THE TURKISH MINORITY IN BULGAR A 
OW THE OTHER HAND U.S. TIES WITH THIS COUNTRY SEEN TO 
GET CLOSER. DID YOU RECEIVE ANY COMPLAINT FROM THE 
TURKISH GOVERNMENT DURING THE CONSULTATIONS IN ANKARA? 


ARMACOST: WELL, IN GENERAL, | THINK IT 1S PROBABLY 
BETTER FOR THE TURKISH GOVERNMENT TO CONVEY TO YOU THE 
VIEWS IT EXPRESSED, BUT | DON'T THINK ANYBODY WOULD 8E 
SURPRISED THAT THIS ISSUE CAME UP. FOR OUR PART, Wi 

WAVE FREQUENT DISCUSSIONS WITH THE BULGARIANS OURSELVES, 
AND WE'VE PUT THAT ISSUE ON OUR AGENDA AS WELL. WE VE 
HAD THE OCCASION TO RAISE IT WITH SENIOR OFFICIALS OF 
THE BULGAR| AN GOVERNMENT |N WASHINGTON IN THE PAST 
SEVERAL WEEKS. 


QUESTION: PAUL BOLDING FROM REUTERS. DO YOU AGREE WITH 
TKE PHRASE USED BY MR. KANDEMIR AT YOUR LUNCH 
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ACTION P-82 LETTER REFLECTED A GALANCE GF INTERESTS GETWEEN Gun. 
GOVERNMENTS AND WE'VE CHOSEN TO GO ANEAD TO iMPLERENT 
INFO LOG-O8 COPY-81 ADS-O8 AID-O8 iWR-18 SS-88 Ciae-06 OUR SIDE OF THAT ARRANGEMENT. iT 1S FOR THAT REASON 
€8-06 DODE-88 4-81 MSt-81 10-19 EXIN-@6 MSCE-O8 THAT THE 48 F-GE°S HAVE BEGUM DELIVERIES JUST Im THE 
WSAE-@8 COME-88 SSO-88 HA-8S .-83 Las-64 §=— TRSE -88 LAST SEVERAL WEEKS, AND WE EXPECT THOSE DELIVERIES TO SE 
PR-18 1TC-81 4 OIC-87) PA-§2 CEa-61 CCO-68 OMB-81 COMPLETED GY OCTOBER. BUT THERE WAS HO INDICATION in 
STR-17  \WRE-@B FRO-O1 ACDA-12 JUSE-88 SP-82 SuP-61 OUR TALKS AS TO WIEN THE TURKISH GOVERNMENT WOULD ROVE 
C-# PRS-81 E-81 T-#1 fis FORWARD WITH RATIFICAT/OMm. 
198813 2821472 /61 
© 2821062 JUL 87 IFFA QUESTION: (IMAUDIBLE) DOES IT AFFECT MUTUAL COOPERAT/ On? 
FM AMEMBASSY ANKARA 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 1627S ARMACOST: WELL, IT HAS SOME EFFECT IN TERMS OF SPECIFIC 
INFO AMEMBASSY ATHENS ‘MEDIATE PROJECTS, MODERNIZATION, UPGRADING AT CERTAIN 
AMEMBASSY WICOSIA (NMED ATE FACILITIES. THOSE PROJECTS ARE WOT MOVING FORWARD On 
USIA WASHOC IMMEDIATE 4622 TWE SCHEDULE THAT HAD BEEN ANTICIPATED, QUT THERE iS A 
GREAT DEAL OF COOPERATION IT 1S A VERY BROAD SECURITY 
UNCLAS SECTION @3 OF 87 ANKAR® 89155 RELATIONSHIP. AND, FROM WHAT | CAN DISCERN FROM A GRIEF 
VISIT, THE RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR RESPECTIVE MILITARY 
POLTO 30818 ESTABLISHMENTS ARE VERY SMOOTH AND WARM. AND 
COOPERATION CONTINUES OW A VARIETY OF CO-PRODUCT! ON 
USIA FOR EU DEFENSE |WDUSTRIAL COOPERATION PROJECTS. THOSE ARE 
MOVING OW SCHEDULE, AND THERE IS A GREAT DEAL OF 
£.0. 12356: w/a ACTIVITY. THAT CONTINUES UNAFFECTED SY THE PREMISE 
TAGS: OVIP (ARMACOST MiTiaEL), PREL, MARR, TU, US OF YOUR QUEST! ON. 
SUBJECT: A@RMACOST PRESS CONFERENCE - JULY 28, 1987, 
ANKARA QUESTION: SIRMEN FROM DAILY MURRIVET. mm. 
UNDERSECRETARY, HAVE YOU RAISED TWE PROBLEMS OF YOUR 
YESTERDAY THAT THE ACTION’ OF THE CONGRESS HAVE DAMAGED GOVERWHENT VIS-A-¥iS THE INSTALLATIONS IM TURKEY, THE 
THE CREDIBILITY OF THE RELATIONSHIP WITH THE UNITED JOINT INSTALLATIONS, BECAUSE AS FAR AS | KNOW, | WAS J 
STATES AND TURKEY? TOLD THAT YOU HAD CERTAIN DIFFICULTIES TOWARDS THE : 
ARMACOST: WELL, | THINK IN GEWERAL WE FEEL THAT THE 
REDUCTIONS IN OUR SECURITY ASSISTANCE BUDGET DIMINISH 
OUR ABILITY TO PROTEC! OUR INTERESTS AROUND THE WORLD. 
AND iT |S FOR THAT REASON THAT WE'VE ATTACHED SUCH A 
HIGH PRIORITY TO REVERSING THIS TREND. YOU ALL KNOW 
THAT THE AMERICAN ECONOMY |S QUITE STRONG, AS WE’ VE 
EXPERIENCED GENERALLY HIGH GROWTH FOR FOUR OR FIVE 
YEARS IN OUR ECONOMY. UNFORTUNATELY OUR GOVERNMENT IS 
WOT AS SOLVENT AS OUR ECONOMY. SO WE ARE DEALING WITH 
THE PARTICULAR PROBLEM OF & GOVERWNENTAL DEFICIT, AND 
THAT'S WHY WE'VE ENCOUNTERED THESE PROBLEMS, and 
UNDOUBTEDLY TWEY ARE EXACERBATED BY THE FACT THAT THE 
CONGRESS |S WOW CONTROLLED BY A DIFFERENT PARTY THAN 
THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH SO YOU HAVE & POLITICAL DIMENSION 
TO THE PROBLEM, BUT IN ANY EVENT WE BELIEVE OUR REQUEST 
WAS CAREFULLY FRAMED (IN THE LIGHT OF OUR INTERESTS 
AROUND THE WORLD. WE THIWK THE CUTS HAWE BEEN FaR TOO 
GREAT, AND |T (S FOR THAT REASON THAT WE HAVE ASSIGNED A 
VERY HIGH PRIORITY TO ATTEMPTING TO REVERSE THIS, 
RECOGNIZING THAT |T |S PROBABLY WOT ACHIEVABLE ALL if 
OWE YEAR. BUT THIS |S A MATTER OF GREAT URGENCY FOR US. 
QUESTION: MUSTAFA ERIC FROM ANATOLIAN WEWS AGENCY. DID 
YOU BRING ANY NEW PROPOSALS OW THE CYPRUS ISSUE DURING 
YOUR CONSUL TAT! ONS? 
APMACOST: WO, | DIDN'T. WE HAVE GEWERALLY SUPPORTED THE 
SL CRETARY GEWERAL’S IMITIATIVES AND HAVE REITERATED OuR 
SUPPORT FOR THOSE INITIATIVES AMD EXPRESSED THE HOPE 
THAT THE DIALOGUE WILL CONTINUE. BUT | DION’ T HAVE any 
BLUEPRINT FOR THE PARTIES, WOR DID THE SPECIAL 
COORDINATOR FOR CYPRUS, JIM WILKINSON, WHO IS SITTING 
WERE. ° 


QUESTION: MR. SECRETARY, HAVE YOU GOT ANY SIGH FROM THE 
TURKISH GOVERNMENT THAT THE SUSPENDED S'DE LETTER TO 
DECA WILL BE RATIFIED SOON? 


ARMACOST: WO, | HAVEN'T. FOR OUR PART, WE FELT THE SIDE 
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MODERNIZATION OF THOSE FACILITIES AND INSTALLATIONS? 


ARMACOST: WE RAISED SEVERAL OF THESE PROJECTS IN THE 
COURSE OF THE DISCUSSIONS. 


QUESTION: WHAT WAS THE ANSWER OF THE TURKISH GOVERNMENT? 


MACOST: WELL, AS IK MOST OF THESE DISCUSSIONS, YOU 
AVE A LITTLE DISCUSSION, — YOU SEE WHAT HAPPENS. BUT 
THIS WAS NOT A WEGOTIATING SESSION. | CAME HERE REALLY 
FOR CONSULTATIONS, ahd THE INTENT WAS NOT 10 COME OUT 
AND WAIL DOWN DEALS CN ANYTHING. THAT WOT BEING THE 


INTENT, IT WAS NOT THE RESULT. 
QUESTION: BERFKET FROM DAILY MILLIYET. | WANT TO ASK 
THE QUESTION, YOU ARE SAYING THAT YOU CAME FOR 


CONSULTATIONS. CAN YCU SAY THE PLACE OF TURKEY IN THE 
FOREIGN LET'S SAY THE FOREIGN DIPLOMATIC SHADOW OF THE 
UNITED STATES? | MEAN THE FOREIGN POLICY SHADOW WHICH 
PLACE TURKEY HAS IN THIS SHADOW? | MEAN CAN WE SAY THAT 
WOTHING HAD CHANGED IN THIS PLACE SINCE THE TRUM 
DOCTRINE? 


ARMACOST: | WOULD SAY THaT ru@*EY CASTS ITS OWN SHADOW 
17 1S WOT THaT OuR oraOCW OVERWHELMS THIS COUNTRY. | 
THINK WO aDMINISTRATION-HAS ACCORDED HIGHER PRIORITY TO 
THE ACLATIONSHIP WITH TURKEY THON THE REAGAN 
COMINISTRATION. | THINK THAT 1S DISCERNABLE NOT ONLY in 
THE TRAJECTORY OF SUPPORT THAT HAS BEEN PROVIDED in 
OFFICIAL ASSISTANCE. BUT IN THE VARIETY OF WaYS in 
WON-BUDGETARY SUPPORT. AND WE'VE SOLJHT TO 

FACILITATE THE MODERNIZATION OF TURKEY'S OWN DEFENSE 
PLANS AND HAVE SOUGHT ADDITIONAL CONSULTATION 
ARRANGEMENTS, NOT SO MUCH TO PURSUE OR TO EXTEND OUR 
SHADOV, BUT RATHER TC TAME ADVANTAGE OF THE FACT THAT 
TURKEY THROUGH ITS OFM GEOPOLITICAL LOCATION IS IN an 
INTERESTING JUNCTURE POINT BETWEEN CENTRAL ASIA THE 

on ¢ gq Vet arse °ar" eee? ete) we 
OFFICIALS POSSESS A VERY INTERESTING AND UNIQUE INSIGHT 
NTO THE DEVELOPMENTS OF THIS PART OF THE WORLD. WE 
EWEF IT GREATLO FROM mEsRing THOSE views. 30 1 Say iT 
1S WOT SO MUCH A MATTER OF CASTING A SHADOW. WE accoRD 
HIGH PRIORITY TO THESE KINDS OF POLITICAL DISCUSSIONS 
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BECAUSE WE DERIVE BENEFIT FROM THEM AS A RESULT OF 
TURKEY'S OWN WIDE RANGING DIPLOMACY, IN THE GULF, THE 
MIDDLE EAST, ITS RELATIONSHIP WITH THE SOVIET UNION, 
ITS INVOLVEMENT IN NATO AND ITS ASPIRATIONS FOR EC 
MEMBERSHIP. | THINK THERE HAS BEEN A PROGRESSIVE MOVE 
TOWARD A MORE BALANCED RELATIONSHIP, AND THAT'S ALL 7O 
THE GOOD FOR BOTH SIDES. 


QUESTION: DAVID BANFORD OF BBC. (INAUDIBLE) IN SOME OF 
YOUR EARLIER RESPONSES THAT THE THRUST OF THE REASONS 
WHY TURKISH AID 1S BEING CUT, ETC. 1S BECAUSE OF THE 
GENERAL FEELING THAT THE AMERICAN BUDGET DEFICIT IS a 
PROBLEM. WOULD YOU THEN AGREE THAT THE MOVES IN 
CONGRESS AS REGARDS TURKEY GO BEYOND THAT? YOU HAVE 
MOVES FOR THE ARMENIAN RESOLUTION, YOU HAVE MOVES TO 
LIWK AID TO WHETHER TURKEY BEHAVES ON THE CYPRUS 
QUESTION. DO YOU WOT THINK THAT THERE IS POSSIBLY A 
GEWERAL INCREASE IN ANT|-TURKISH FEELING WITHIN THE 
AMERICAN CONGRESS THAT MIGHT CAUSE GREATER SUFFERING TO 
THE RELATIONSHIP IN THE NEAR FUTURE? 


ARMACOST: WO, | DON’T THINK SO. THE ARMENIAN 
RESOLUTION, QUITE FRANKLY, DOES NOT HAVE THAT NUCH TO 
DO WITH TURKEY. THERE 1S AN ARMENIAN POLITICAL 
CONSTITUFNCY IN THE UNITED STATES THAT MAKES LARGE 
CONTRIBUTIONS TO POLITICAL PARTIES, AND THEY PRESS THIS 
RESOLUTION FORWARD. AND POLITICIANS VERY OFTEN FIND iT 
CONVIENIENT TO ACCOMODATE SUCH RESOLUTIONS AS “SENSE OF 
THE CONGRESS RESOLUTIONS,” WHICH DON’T HAVE ANY BIND NG 
EFFECT, DON'T HAVE ANY LEGAL FORCE, AND THEREFORE ARE 
EASY WAYS OF SCORING POINTS WITH SPECIAL INTEREST 
GROUPS. NOW WHAT | THINK HAS HAPPENED IN THE COURSE OF 
THE PAST YEO HAS BEEN THAT THE TURKISH GOVERNMENT HaS 
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REPRESENTED POWERFULLY AND ELOQUENTLY AND FORCEFULLY TO 
THE CONGRESS AND THE ADMINISTRATION, AND INCREASINGLY 
TO THE AMERICAN PEOPLE, THE DEEP WOUNDS WHICH THIS 
PARTICULAR RESOLUTION HAS INFLICTED WERE. AND THAT HAS 
PRODUCED A LITTLE MORE BALANCE IN THE DISCUSSION OF 
THIS RESOLUTION. | HAVE NEVER COUNTED THE NUMBER OF THE 
“SENSE OF THE CONGRESS RESOLUTIONS" THAT PASS THE U.S. 
CONGRESS IN ANY GIVEN YEAR, BUT THERE ARE SCORES AND 
SCORES OF SUCH RESOLUTIONS, AND THIS IS ONE WHICH HAS A 
MUCH BIGGER IMPACT THAN CONGRESSMEN GENERALLY ASSUME 
SUCH RESOLUTIONS WILL HAVE. AND IT’S FOR THAT REASON 
THAT WE WORKED VERY HARD TO KEEP |T FROM PASSING. WE'LL 
CONTINUE TO DO SO. BUT | DON'T THINK IT REFLECTS SO 
MUCH ANTI-TURKISH SENTIMENT, AS THE EFFECTIVENESS OF 
ARMENIAN CONTRIBUTORS TO POLITICAL PARTIES IN THE 
UNITED STATES TO MOBILIZE SUPPORT ON THAT PARTICULAR 
ISSUE. CYPRUS 1S A SPECIAL QUESTION WITH SOME 
CONGRESSMEN, AND UNDOUBTEDLY THIS ALSO REFLECTS, TO SOME 
DEGREE | THINK, ETHNIC POLITICS IN THE UNITED STATES. 
BUT | BELIEVE, WHEN YOU LOOK AT THE OVERALL TOTALS OF 
SUPPORT SUPPLIED EITHER THROUGH THE BUDGET OR OFF THE 
BUDGET BY THE UNITED STATES TO TURKEY SINCE 1981, 

AND COMPARE THAT WITH ANY OTHER PERIOD IN MODERN 
HISTORY, YOU WOULD HAVE TO SAY THE LEVEL OF SUPPORT 
FROM THE UNITED STATES HAS BEEN GOING UP. AND THAT IS A 
VERY IMPORTANT FACT THAT REFLECTS THE ADMINISTRATION'S 
VIEW THAT THERE NEEDED TO BE AN IMPROVEMENT IN THE 
OVERALL MILITARY BALANCE BETWEEN EAST AND WEST AND A 
RECOGNITION OF THE VERY IMPORTANT ROLE WHICH TURKEY 
PLAYED IM THAT GEWERAL EFFORT. 


QUESTION: IM HER RECENT (INAUDIBLE) SECRETARY RIDGWAY 
INDICATED THAT THE TURKS AND ARMENIANS SHOULD SIT 
TOGETHER AND RESOLVE THEIR DIFFERENCES. 1S THIS THE 
ADMINISTRATION POLICY? 


ARMACOST: | PERSONALLY DON’T HAVE A COMMENT ON THAT. | 
DON’T FEEL QUALIFIED TO OFFER JUDGEMENT ABOUT IT, AND 
OFFERED NO JUDGEMENTS ON IT ON OUR DISCUSSIONS. 


QUESTION: | WANT TO ASK YOU ABOUT PRESIDENT EVREN’S 
VISIT TO THE UNITED STATES. | MEAN, 1S THERE ANY 
POSSIBILITY THAT THIS VISIT WILL TAME PLACE Im THIS 


UNCLASSIFIED 


TODAY, AND IT SAYS THAT MR. WILKINSON IS CARRYING A WEW 
PACKAGE OF PROPOSALS TO SOLVE THE CYPRUS PROBLEMS. I$ 
THIS TRUE? 


ARMACOST: WELL, NE HASN'T SHOWED IT TO ME YET. WO, | 
DON’T THINK SO. 


QUESTION: WOULD YOU SAY THEN THAT YOU HAVE APPLIED WO 
PRESSURE WHATSOEVER ON THE TURKISH GOVERNMENT TO MAKE 
CHANGES AS REGARDS ITS ATTITUDE ON CYPRUS? 


ARMACOST: NO, | DON’T THINK PRESSURE IS APPROPRIATE. AS 
| SAID, WE HAVE EXPRESSED OUR OWN SUPPORT FOR THE 
SECRETARY GENERAL’S INITIATIVE ANDO | HOPE THAT THE 
PARTIES WOULD FIND SOME WAY OF GETTING BEHIND THAT, 
PROMOTING A PEACEFUL RESOLUTION. BUT WE'RE WOT IN THE 
BUSINESS OF PUTTING FORWARD OUR OWN BLUEPRINT OR 
PRESSURING THE PARTIES. 


QUESTION: HAVE YOU MADE ANY SUGGESTIONS TO TURKEY THAT 
WITHDRAWING SOME TROOPS FROM CYPRUS OR GIVING MORE 
CONCESSIONS WOULD HELP THE PROCESS TOWARDS PEACE? 


ARMACOST: | HAD HEARD A RUMOUR THAT THERE HAD BEEN SOME 
REDUCTION RECENTLY AND WOULD SIMPLY SAY THAT, TO THE 
EXTENT THE RUMOURS ARE TRUE, IT PROBABLY HELPS IM THE 
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COMPLIANCE. WE THINK THE PRIMARY TASK NOW iS TO GET 
QUESTION: HR. SECRETARY, YOU SAID THAT UNITED scares 


SUPPORTS THE INITIATIVE OF THE UN SECRETARY GENERAL 

BUT AT THE LAST INITIATIVE UNFORTUNATELY FAILED 

SECAUSE OF THE GREEK-CYPRIOT ATTITUDE. ARE YOU PLANNING 
CONVINCE THE GREEK CYPRIOTS TO ACCEPT THE 29 MARCH 
AFT AGREEMENT? 


ARMACOST: WE WILL, WITH THEM, ALSO TAPRESS GuR OWN 
SUPPORT. 1°M WOT SURE | #°"" 1ma@T MUCH CONFIDENCE IN MY 
OWN PERSUOTI VT PO <.5. BUT WE WILL EXPRESS TO THEN aS 
wt WAVE |CRE OUR SUPPORT FOR THE SECRETARY GENERAL'S 
INITIATIVE AND HOPE THAT THE PARTIES WILL FIND & WAY OF 
DEALING WITH THIS PROBLEM 


QUESTION: WHAT WAS THE RUMOUR THAT YOU HAVE HEARD? IS 
IT THAT TURKEY 1S GOING TO WITHDRAW A CERTAIN AMOUNT OF 
TROOPS? 


ARMACOST: | HAD READ SOMEWHERE OR HEARD SOMEWHERE THERE 
HAD BEEN A SMALL NUMBER OF TANKS THAT HAD BEEN REMOVED. 


QUESTION: WHEN YOU VISIT CYPRUS, WILL. YOU BE CROSSING 
TO THE NORTH? 


ARMACOST: | AM WOT VISITING CYPRUS. 


QUESTION: CAN | ASK YOU WHETHER MR. WILKINSON WILL BE 
VISITING NORTH CYPRUS? 


ARMACOST: | DON’T KNOW, WHERE ARE YOU 
VISITING? JIM, WHY DON'T YOU TAKE THE QUESTION? 


WILKINSON: I°LL BE GOING TO CYPRUS. 
cemaccc’ THE QUESTION VAS WOFTHERe CYPaC 


KINSON: IN THE PAST I'VE CONSULTED WITH LEADERS OF 


1H COMMUNI TFS AND | WOULD GAPETT 7° D0 ShinGait. oo 


QUESTION: MIR. SECRETARY, THE UN SECRETARY GENERAL IN 


UNCLASSIFIED 











UNCLASSIFIED. . INCOMING 
Department of State rev ceony | 


PAGE 61 AWKARA 69155 87 OF B7 2821372 
ACTION P-§2 


INFO LOG-88 COPY-81 ADS-88 A\D-88 |NR- 18 55-69 CI AE-88 


EB- 68 DODE-88 #-81 MSC-81 10-19 EXIM-86 WNSCE-88 
NSAE-60 COME-88 S50-88 HA-89 L-83 LAB-84 TRSE- 89 
PM- 18 1TC-61 OPIC-87 PA-82 CEA-81 CCO-88 OMB- 8 1 
STR-17 INRE-08 FRB-8] ACDA-12 JUSE-8B SP-82 SNP- 8] 
C-8) PRS-81 £-81 1-81 /115 W 
eocccococcoocooooe 155526 2821497 /61 


0 2821062 JUL 87 ZFF4 

FM AMEMBASSY ANKARA 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 1829 
INFO AMEMBASSY ATHENS IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY WICOSIA IMMEDIATE 

USIA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 4626 


UNCLAS SECTION 87 OF B7 ANKARA 89155 
POLIO 300i8 
USIA FOR EU 


£.0. 12356 N/A 

TOCS. OVID (amencOsS: MICHAEL), PREL, MARR, TU. US 
SUBJECT ARMACOST PRESS CONWFEREWCE - JULY 28, 1987 
AWKARA 


BEHIND THE EFFORTS TO SECURE COMPLIANCE AND CONTINUE 
CONSULTING AMONG MEMBERS OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL ABOUT 
ENFORCEABLE MEASURES THAT MAY BE REQUIRED IN THE 
ABSENCE OF SUCH COMPLIANCE. THAT WAS THE VIEW WE 
EXPRESSED. STRAUSZ-HUPE 
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WEDNESDAY, JULY 29. 1987, 12:40 P. ™ 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Let me becin with a few announcements 


First, as a lot of you may know, this is Pete 
Martinez's last day with the Press Office, finishing up two 
Gistinguished years as Director of the Press Office He's of f 
to the National War College I don't know who is going to 
subvert whom in that particular exercise, but in any case I 
know you all join with me in wishing Pete good luck, Godspeed 
and thanking him for a job exceptionally well done over the 
last two years. Thanks, Pete (Applause) 


On Friday, July 31, the Secretary is hosting the 


Tr . amt 4 ame? ee noaeéead ro . FF ww 
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Department's Diplomatic Reception Rooms This dinner is in 
connection with the International Games in South Bend, Indiana, 
which open Sunday, August 2 Some 4,500 special olympians from 
70 countries are expected to participate 


For the dinner, approximately 65 people invited by 
Special Olympics Board Chairman Eunice Kennedy Shriver and 
President Sargent Shriver are expected to attend Among them 
are the Governor-General of the Bahamas and First Ladies of 
Ireland, Colombia, Bolivia, Guatemala, £1 Salvador, Jordan, 
Greece and Portugal Also attending will be members of the 
Special Olympics International Board and other special guests 
And I understand there will be a pool covering the receiving 
line and the Secretary's welcoming remarks So if you're 
interested in that, please be in touch with the Press Office 


Secondly, concerning an incident at our Embassy in 
Managua: shortly before 4:00 p.m. on Tuesday. July 28, a 
Nicaraguan policeman shot and severely wounded a Nicaraguan 
citizen who was on Embassy grounds The United States views 





N 


this incident with grave concern The individual was unarmed 
and posed no threat to the Embassy or its personnel The 
action is a clear violation of the Vienna Convention and the 
norms of civilized diplomatic practice. This conduct by an 
individual assigned to protect the US. Mission is completely 
unacceptable. 


The Sandinista Ambassador in the United States, Carlos 
Tunwermann, is being summoned to the Department today to 
receive a formal protest against this outrageous behavior by 
Nicaraguan police authorities A similar protest will be made 
in Managua 


I have another announcement, but any questions on that 
before we move on? 


Q On that one, the Nicaraguans say that the man was 
acting in a deranged manner, and they fired to protect the 
Embassy. Your version, obviously, does not agree with that, so 
you think that is untrue. I[s that right? 


4 What I have given you is our appreciation of the 
situation based on cycwitness accounts cf peaple who were 


there, which is, as I said, that the individual was unarmed, he 
posed no threat to the Embassy or its personnel. 


Q Does the Vienna Convention allow for police to 
shoot people who behave in a deranged manner on Embassy 
property? 


= It does not allow shooting on Embassy property 


Q Was there anything unusual about his behavior, 
according to the eyewitnesses? 


- What we know is not total at this point 
concerning what happened outside the Embassy He had come to 
the Embassy. He had talked to some people there He had 
voluntarily left. There was an altercation of some sort 
outside the Embassy with a police official. That was broken up 
by some people associated with the Embassy, and at some point 
after that this shooting incident occurred 


Q So the man got back onto the Embassy territory 
after this altercation? 
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A That's right 


Q Was he requesting something at the Embassy, 
Chuck? Was he there to seek something? 


a) Not that I know of 
Q Do you know why he went to the Embassy? 
A I can't give you any details on that He came in 


asking to speak to the Ambassador. He ended up, as is common, 
speaking with the Security Officer at the Embassy for about an 
hour, and then he left voluntarily 


Q (Inaudible) 


= I have in terms of background only that he gave 
the name of Roy Nelson, a Nicaraguan citizen, age 21. I would 
also say that Nicaraguan Red Cross identified him as Roger Kems. 


Can I move on? 


_-- a 


entrance to the Embassy is set up there, that the gate is 
locked and must be opened from the inside either by a buzzer or 
some other mechanism by a guard Do you know if this in fact 
happened to let this person back on to the Embassy grounds 
after he had left? 


Q Ore further Question T helieve that the iA the 


A I don't know exactly what happened in that 
context The crucial fact here is that this individual was 
non-threatening He was on Embassy property A pu. iceman 
shoots this individual with his rifle, narrowing missing 
wounding an Embassy guard, and shooting two or three shots 
inside the Embassy compound 


Q Excuse me One follow-up Embassy guard -- do 
you mean the Marine, or do you mean one of the hired people?’ 


4 I believe one of the hired people 


Q One more question I have a dim recollection 
about a month ago there was another shooting incident at the 
Embassy, this one involving an American Do you happen to know 
anything about that? 


- I don't recall that one If you have some more 
details, we can take a look at it 
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And, finally, to pre-empt what ['m sure will be a 
question later on, I have some commentary on the Soviet 
proposal present in Geneva today in the space and defense area 


As you know, this morning the Soviets tabled a draft 
Defense and Space agreement. This tabling of a draft agreement 
does provide some more details regarding the Soviet position. 
We're studying the document carefully, and we look forward to 
detailed exchanges in Geneva 


However, our initial reaction is one of disappointment 
since the Soviet draft appears to reflect positions they have 
held throughout the course of the negotiations. The Soviets 
still apparently seek to impose additional constraints on SOI 
far beyond those contained in the ABM Treaty. 


The Soviet Union talks of the need to strengthen the 
ABM Treaty. The best way to do so is to comply with it. For 
both of us to carry out the premise and the promise of that 
treaty. we agreed in 1972 when we signed the ABM Treaty that 
the next step was to achieve significant reductions in our 


strategic nuclear arsenals Fifteen years have now passed 
it's time to get on with these reductions without additianal 
conditions. 


The Soviet Union today has about four times the number 
of strategic weanrons that it had when the treaty was signed in 
1972. Let's get down to the 1600 delivery vehicles and the 
6,000 warheads with the appropriate sublimits that the world 
expects both of us to agree to in Geneva 


Q Copy? 
oo Yes 
Q In their draft, did the Soviets put down on paper 


the agreements that had previously been made on the sub-limits 
and the sub-categories? 


os Are you speaking of START now or -- 


Q START, yeah. 


“ This has to do with space and defense, not with 
START We still don't have a Soviet draft treaty in the START 
area. As I emphasized yesterday, that's something we think is 
long overdue. Our treaty has been on the table since May the 
8th. We have had any number of promises from the Soviets that 
they, too, would be putting down a draft treaty so that the 
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negotiators could really get into the details of this issue, 
but we haven't seen it yet 


Q Chuck, in Moscow Mr. Bessmertnykh and General 
Chervov in an interview said, as I recall it, that they had 
given -- that the Soviet Union had given the United States a 


proposal regarding space and defense in April, and that the 
U.S. had never really given a clear reply to it. What is the 
U.S. view on that? 


- That version 1s just not accurate. Wher 
Secretary Shultz was in Moscow in April, the Soviets presented 
a paper which outlined their longstanding position which they 
have now codified today in the form of a draft agreement. We 
have responded extensively in Geneva to the Soviet position, 
seeking to identify possible areas of common ground and 
pointing out areas of disagreement, and it's our intent to 
continue to do that. 


Q The proposal they put in today was a -- when you 
say -- you used the word “codified” -- more details of the 
thing that they presented -- the paper they presented in 
April? [t's the same position, but with some more detailis of 
it. 

a Essentially that. 

Q Chuck, to follow up Don's question, in Moscow and 


perhaps elsewhere, the Soviet Union has proposed that American 
and Soviet experts get together and discuss what objects could 
and could not be launched into space, which would imply that 
they could tolerate some sort of space-based SDI testing. What 
is our reply to that? 


a I don't have a reply to those kinds of specific 
questions. 


Q No. This was a specific proposal they made, and 
[ think that's the one Don was referring to in part in the Post 
article. They've made this -- 


a In any case, ['m not prepared to address 
questions which are best handled by our negotiators, and that's 
what they're there to do. The -- 


Q You've just addressed everything else they said 


a In general terms. 
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Q But this was not a proposal in a negotiation. 
This is a proposal to have talks on this subject. 

a I just don't have anything special on that. 

Q On Sri Lanka -- 

Q Just a second, on this. Do you have any reaction 


to the comments of Deputy Foreign Minister Bessmertnykh and 
General Chervov about the Soviet position regarding the 
Pershing [-A's in Germany and their insistence that even a ban 
on future modernization would not suffice to get an agreement? 


Aa I don't have anything in essence beyond what ['ve 
said many times and what the Administration has repeated over 
and over. And let me just rehash it, because it comes up again 
in the context of that press conference. 


First -- and ['ll do this briefly -- the Soviets only 
raised this issue very recently, more than five years into the 
negotiations. It was not raised by Ceneral Secretary Gorbachev 
in his Geneva or Reykjavik meetings with the President, nor by 
Mr. Gorbachev in his talks with Secretary Shultz in Moscow in 
April. 


Throughout the negotiations there has never been any 
doubt that the U.S. will not negotiate in third-country systems 
or established patterns of cooperation with its allies. And, 
as a consequence, German P-IA's have never been on the table, 
nor are they now. 


The question 1s raised then, why are the Soviets 
putting up this new obstacle at the Lith hour? Their objective 
would seem to be a political one Their approach, in that 
sense, is not unusual. [t's one we've seen before as 
negotiations proceed, as they produce rising expectations in 
the West, the Soviets then try to capitalize on those 
expectations by demanding some further unreasonable concessions 


Q Chuck, I don't want to be argumentative, but [ 
don't quite understand what the relevance is of saying that 
they didn't raise this before, because until this April they 
were never talking about -- or the two sides were not talking 
about zero on shorter-range systems, and it's only when you get 
into zero on shorter-range systems that you have begun to 
engage these shorter-range warheads 
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os You're aware that constraints on short-range INt 
have always been an essential and integral part of our 
position. We have always insisted that such constraints had to 
be part of an INF agreement As a consequence, the subject has 
not been foreign to these negotiations 


Q Do you have anything on Gandhi-Jayewardene 
agreements? He intended to put an end to the civil war? 


a This concerns Sri Lanka Our information is that 
Sri Lankan President Jayewardene and [Indian Prime Minister 
Gandhi signed an agreement in Colombo today to end the ethnic 
conflict in Sri Lanka 


We applaud the statesmanlike efforts and perseverance 
of these courageous leaders in achieving this accord. We call 
on all concerned to apply the same effort to follow through and 
to implement the agreement to bring peace to Sri Lanka. 


Q Chuck, in the light of the violence that has been 
going on in Sri Lanka, do you have any sort of travel advisory 
to Sri Lanka? 


A I don't have any travel advisory to offer. As 
always, Americans traveling are warned to beware of this kind 
of political unrest or demonstrations Our information is that 
all Americans in Sri Lanka are safe 


There is also opposition to this accord within 
the Cabinet itself Is the U.S. firmly behind this accord, and 
has the U.S. been informed as to the provisions of this accord’ 


You have my reactions to the accord today, as 
well as what I gave you day before yesterday 


-~ MORE -- 
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Q Chuck, is there anything the United States can do 
to help implement the accord? 


“ I don't know that there's any direct United 
States role in this other than the kind of encouragement that 
we're trying to give 


Q New subject On the Persian Gulf. Can you go 
into any context that may have been made or plans for 
mine-sweeping at this point, what options are being explored? 
Or have contacts been made with the Europeans, for instance, 
specifically? 


Q Will you speak up? 


i The question concerns arrangements for 
mine-sweeping in the Persian Gulf. I don't really have any 
specifics to offer. As Ambassador Murphy indicated yesterday 
in his testimony on the Hill, there's been no final decision on 
the best way to deal with the mining issue. We're looking at 
all options. Beyond that, I don't have details. I'm not sure 
whether the Pentagon is offering anything or not 


Q Chuck, based on the -- 


Q [ have a follow-up to that. Have you 
specifically approached either the Saudis or the Kuwaitis or, 
indeed, any other country in the Gulf yet for assistance? 


A In the case of those two countries, it's 
something that's been a continuing process. You know that we 
worked closely and successfully with Kuwait and Saudi Arabia a 
few weeks ago. The current problem, of course, is different in 
nature and scope but the same type of close consultation and 
cooperation continues with the states in the region, including 
the two that you mentioned 


Q Do you expect those escorts to go through without 
-- while a decision hasn't been taken on what to do? Do you 
still expect the escorts to go ahead, or do you expect a 
decision to be taken soon? 


“ I don't have any prediction of that kind to 
make. I believe the Pentagon has made it clear that they are 
looking at the options for conducting the necessary 
mine-sweeping, and that consideration ‘s one of the 
considerations in deciding as to when the next convoy goes. 
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Q Chuck, Secretary Murphy, on the Hill yesterday, 
talked about the United States being in discussions with Gulf 
States and allies on a broader mine-sweeping operation. The 
Kuwaiti Ambassador said on "Nightline" last night that Kuwait 
wanted an international effort on this. 


Can you fill in the blanks; give us a few details on 
all that? 


a No, I can't fill in those kind of specifics other 
than to say that all options are being looked at. 


Q Can you comment specifically on the Kuwaiti 
Ambassador saying that the clearing of the mines in 
international waters is an international responsibility; Kuwait 
has nothing to do with it? Only it's a responsibility in 
territorial waters. Can you comment on that? 


4 No, I don't have anything specific to offer. 


Q Chuck. based on the finding and the recovery of 
the seven mines lately, do vou know the origin of those mines 
and who is responsible for laying them? 


A I don't have anything on that. Again, you should 
stay in touch with the Pentagon. 


Q [I'd like to go back to the arms question again. 
In the interview, Mr. Bessmertnykh and Genera’ Chervov said two 
other things ['d like to ask you about, in case you have a 
response. 


One of them is that the Soviet Union has put down a 
very detailed verification proposal which calls for Soviet and 
U.S. inspectors to visit each other's test ranges, storage 
facilities, and factories to make sure that the agreement is 
being observed. Is this so, and do you think that this 
proposal offers a way to solve the verification problem? 


a I can't answer your question in specific terms 
I was asked questions yesterday about the verification details, 
and those are things that I can't go into that the negotiators 
are talking about. You do know that throughout the 
negotiations we've insisted that any agreement must be 
effectively verifiable; that on-site inspection is necessary 
for effective verification, and that, consequently, we're going 
to continue to press for that kind of effective verification as 
an essential element of these negotiations. 
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I am not ahle to take cn all the details, but I at 
least would like to say that some of the things in that press 
report are inaccurate. That the U.S. proposal, for example, 
has provided for on-site inspection of U.S. and Soviet 
facilities, including the types that are mentioned by General 
Chervov. 


I'm sorry, you had a second question. 


Q The second point is, Deputy Foreign Minister 
Bessmertnykh is quoted as saying that if the Pershing I-A issue 
could not be resolved, the Soviet Union would be prepared to go 
back to what he called a single zero formula in Central Europe 
in which shorter-range missiles would not be eliminated. The 
Soviets would retain 100 medium-range warheads in Asia and the 
United States would have the right to do so on its territory. 


Would the U.S. be willing to go back or desirous of 
going back to that kind of a formula if you can't solve the 
Pershing I-A question? 


o That doosn't ccom to me a very constructive 
proposal. We've come quite a distance in working on a number 
of issues, in particular in the INF area. We continue to hope 
that we can see some real movement in the area of strategic 
arms as well. We don't believe that this promise of reductions 
that appears possible, in the case of strategic arms, would 
implement finally what was agreed to in the 1972 ABM Treaty. 

We don't believe that that promise should be held hostage to 
new demands. So I think that would be my answer. 


Q Charles, first of all, may I ask you about -- do 
you have any comment on the Nicaragua Association for Human 
Rights report that was mandated by Congress, particularly about 
the Benjamin Linder case? 


4 Let me run through what I have. First, I would 
note that the Nicaraguan Resistance is the only Resistance 
movement in the world that has allowed such a human rights 
group to operate among its ranks. And, as all of you know, 
that is a human rights group that is funded through the 1987 
Military Appropriations Act which specifies $3 million for that 
function. It's funded through the Department of State. 


The Department is pleased that the Nicaraguan 
Association for Human Rights has been able to take on the task 
of human rights training and human rights investigation within 
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the Resistance. We hope that the information contained in this 
report will provide a basis for continued progress in human 
rights performance. We believe the report is reliable and 
based on as thorough an investigation as was possible. 


The Administration expects the Resistance leadership 
to pursue human rights charges vigorously, to bring to trial 
those implicated and then to remove those found guilty. Our 
understanding is that the Resistance has already begun this 
process on the basis of their own internal investigations on 
information supplied by the U.S. Government, other outside 
groups, and this human rights group. 


The Resistance has committed itself to vigorously 
pursue any ang 2ll charges in this particular report. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 

A [t will take me some time to put it together; yes. 
Q Can we get it this afternoon sometime? 

rs) Certainly by then. 

Q A little background on the association, too; can 


you include that? ['m bargaining a little bit. 
“ Yes. 


Q Alright. The other thing is that yesterday 
Assistant Secretary Murphy told the Congress that there's been, 
"An encouraging convergence of views on the particulars of such 
a conference although many questions remain, were unresolved." 
He was talking about the international conference concept. 


FBIS says that Peres told the Knesset -—-- maybe about 
the same time -- that there's been a breakthrough because all 
the participants in the conference would accept Resolutions 242 
and 338 and agree to avoid terrorism. Are those the points of 
views of convergence? What did they converge -- 


4 I don't have any way to tie those two reports 
together, and you might check -- 


Q What did the Secretary mean by that? 


A -- with Ambassador Murphy's press people if you 
want some clarification as to what he was referring to. 
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Q Alright. One more thing, please. There's a 
report here that Egypt has turned down a request from Israel 
that the Israeli Army take part in the joint Egyptian-American 
military maneuvers slated for August. Meguid was supposed to 
have told Rabin that he had no objections. Well, then, who's 


objecting? 
_ I just don't have anything to report. 


Q Do you have anything on that? Nothing on that at 
all? 


2) Nothing. Michael? 


Q While we're in the area, the Soviet Union three 
times in a week has protested to Israel over concerns that 
Moscow has about Israel's nuclear missile program. Does the 
United States share those concerns? 


A I haven't had any comment on the question of the 
missile. I have spoken previously on questions concerning, or 
stories concerning the [eraeli nuclear program, so ['ve 
answered that question as best I can in the past. 


Q In the sense that in the very recent past you've 
had a great deal to say about the Pakistani nuclear program. 
I'm somewhat confused, at sea, as to why there is no comment 
forthcoming on Israel's. 


A I'd be surprised if someone of your level of 
knowledge is confused and at sea since both questions have been 
addressed routinely from this podium over time, and I can find 
you any number of references. 


Q Do you have any reaction on the announcement made 
yesterday by President Garcia of Peru that he's planning to 
nationalize the banks? 


A I have a very brief status report. 


Q Only on the missile, you don't have any 
information on the Israeli missile? I asked this question four 
days ago. 


a No. 


Q You have nothing now? 
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Q And the armacost visit to Greece Is there any 
discussion on further U.S.-Greek anti-terrorism - 


- He's just arrived in Greece, having just left 
Turkey So at this stage, I don't have any comment on his 
talks 

Q Back to the Persian Gulf briefly Can you 


confirm that the Bridgeton is now taking on 0117 Have they 
been given the go-ahead to do that? 





a You should stay in touch with the Coast Guard, 
the Pentagon, Kuwaiti tanker authorities, almost anyone but me 
on that kind of question 


Q Chuck, also on the Persian Gulf, you said 
earlier, in terms of mine-sweeping, all options are being 
looked at, including international solutions Would one of 
those options be some cooperation with the Soviet Union? and 
what would the United States view of that be? 


we eee wee 


specifics of all options, but I might make an exception in the 
case you point to I would not lead you in that direction 


ee T ss ~ > 7A +a : + 
A Again, I'm not in 2a position to go inte the 


Q Do you have anything on Panama today? What the 
situation is after the two days of the general strike? Where 
do we go from here? 


ra I have really very little In Panama, the Civic 
Crusade leaders have announced an end to the strike Panama 
City remains quiet Opposition newspapers remain closed 


Concerning questions I had yesterday about Roberto 
laz Herrera, we have no reports that he's been mistreated 
since his arrest Panamanian archbishop McGrath stated 
publicly that President Devalle has given assurances regarding 
the treatment of Diaz Herrera and those detained with him and 
that no casualties had occurred during the incident. We trust 
that all of those arrested will be treated in accordance with 
the law. 


Q Any payment yet? 
a No 
Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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Q wry is be coming? 


3 ce ve sell any veapons to Gaben? De we bave 
silitary relationship ~~ silitary assistance? 


omrce OFYICIAL: Taere's & very sodest 
ailitary training progres te of the order of wast, Larry? a 
$100, 000 a year -- something ike taat? 


smyica cu OFFICIAL: -- $100,000 @ year. But 
ve do alec have © email -- progre®- 


OFFICIAL: ’ ce 
will of } year -- before last it wae $3.7 ien, 
tian't have amy et all lest year. we're in for $8 nit) year. 


progres che ailitary training that I referred te, $100,000, 
— g, 10 deilase set peuple, Of Oumnnt: tt covers « few officers 
or ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ne's coming because he 
setaches © Lob of importance to Bis relationsnip vith “Ste ocsniy: 
ané we 60 with his as well. Re hasn't been te this country in & 
omnes 66 i= « xe views the United States as & key Western 
naaeere along vith the French and « fev other Counseies- 


we lock at the government of Gabon as s frienddy, 
<onstructive government soaking te 0 poems in the region, 
a country, 6s vell, were our could grow. ye ' certainly 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he's an African 
the side of trying te bring about « 
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exchange views on that. 
. Where are ve with the Angolans? 


seesenees to Gh ~~ : ay 
ca veriocous contacts 
y > aeons tale 


a > an By ~ &: ryt ty *= 
te. It eo ct the 

then end they vant to see how that y RA. ext before 
preceeding. te may just be interna) divisions 


But whatever the case is, they did not live up to 
expectations and they know that's our reaction. 


Py Weil, is it a quid pre que? They pul) the Cuben 
troops cut and we stop supporting the insurgency -- of the rebels? 


they're, of course, sost concerned about is the threat as they see it 
from South Africa and the in Namibia of South African forces 
-- 20,000 or sc. And so ‘re very focused om that. And that's 
what we're trying to arrange as the package, is the quid pre quc, is 
Namibia and Cuban troop withdreval. 

Q Well, have you gotten South Africa's willingness? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: South Africa has sade 
certain commitments to us and it remains to be seen if those resain 
valid. But we certainly are saking that assumption. In other words, 
if we get satisfactory agreement on the iseue, then south Africa 
would go forward on Nanibia. 

Q What's the sise of the Cuban force now? 

SENIOR AOMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In Angola? 

. Angole. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say 37,500, 
something in that order of sagnitude. 


~~ the seeting of the GAD that's now going on in 
Africa. 


Could you hold it down back there, please? We're 
having «a ecisting. 


SENIGR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry, your question? 


Q There's an GAD meeting going on right now. Ie that 
net correct -- in Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yee. 
And I'm just wondering why the President, — Padi 


he's delivering any Kind ef seseage on behalf of the 
OAc? Ry, 4 Ayer yy MY ATA, 
) 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 
8 De you think he would support that kind of pesitian 
WORE 
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SENIOR ACAIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, ve doen't have 
ications of an OAD decision in that arses. 
ir own decisions. All these countries are concerned about 

burden, that's true. But we bave been struck, frankly, with 
extent to which African countries are going out of their way not 
mk away from their debt obligations. 


There are cases where they simply aren't able to meet 
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them, and se you're — sous arreareges pile up in a few cases.-- 
But it's not of an official policy in nearly all cases of 
abrogeting agreements cr debt commitzents. 


Q Is Angole the sain ic on the for this 
discussion? Are there cthers? What sight they be 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: I would say that Angola 
prebably would not be. There will be some discussion of Angola and 
other Southern African iseves. There probably vill be at least as 
much discussion of economic conditions, the oi] market, Gabon's 
devel , ite desire to attract Western and American capital and 
the situation in Chad, Libyan intentions towards West and Centrel 
Africa which, in «a sense, are the meet immediate preoccupation of the 
President of Gabon. 


ro] Be feele there is « potential of some threat to his, 
.- then, coming from Gadhafi? 


SENIOR ACMIWISTRATON OFFICIAL: I think virtually 
everybody whe lives anywhere near that quy feels some threat coming 
P from Gadhafi, yes. 


Q The House foreign fons Committee voted to 
re@uce the foreign aid budget from $18.9 to $13.2 Billien. How such 
will that affect cur foreign aid to African countries, including -- 
either including or surrounding Gaben? 


SENIOR ACMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: Are you talking about 
appropriations votes, or suthorising votes? 


Q This ie the Bouse autherisation committee -- 
eub-committee on -- 


SEVIOR AOMIWISTRATOW OFVICIAL: That's appropriations. 
We don't knew yet because, frenkly, what they've done is te look at 
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others. That's a little extra spiel I throw in fer the > 


@ This is offbeat. De you knew anything about the 
Mosambique masacre? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: Just that it's a pretty 
horrific scene, and it seems to have occurred. 


wave had anything to do vith supperting 
“men eban* = 


SENIOR AOMIWISTRATON OFFICIAL: None whatsoever. 
Q What's the human rights report en Gabon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATOW OFFICIAL: Well, there are -- it is 
& one-party government. There are, yay hg B ne pelitical 
prisoners, and not any evident forms of te epeak of. I 
maan, it's a one-party systes, by consti 


Q Back to Mosambique -- the Wkomati Accords, which you 
helped broker, really are totally null and veid right now. Ian't 
that right? And the masecre is a further indication of that? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRATONW CFVFICIAL: ‘The questions concerns 
the Mkomati Accords between South Africa and Mosambique -- are they 
mull and void, and doesn't the sasacre in Mosambique illustrate thet? 


I woudn't link those two developments together. The 
reports that we have would indicate that there is at least «a 
me likelihood that Rename was involved in this massacre, 
although, we cannont confirm that first hand and we're seaking 
further information about it. But that's the report that cthere secs 
to have -~- others vere on the ground. 


Q We have no confirmation of that? 
SEWIOR AUNIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can't demonstrate it 


from first hand, independent sources, but the incident is being 


investigated, of course, by the ye oy itself. And I expect 
we'll learn a ict nore about it the next 


And it provides « framework for relations ot coexistence between the 
which neither side has abandoned. Se I wouldn't say it's oull 
Q@ ow is it operational? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry? 
Q@ Sow is it cperstionai? 
TIOW OFFICIAL: Well, the two sides sect 


iscuse transport 
Periodically, there are some security discussions as well. And ve 








: Owes - 





on 
supporting toe goverment nt Eocbe" ue, meceenueee We are the 
largest 6 CSegancy food cover $2 MattThas ter noeuabit 
providing something oF order of 678 siliien for Mosambique's 
famine emergency. 


Congress 
clear and bas peen repeatedly reaffirped. 
Anything e106 en cabon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He, I's net going 
on the American relationship wit® CNITA, except te esy 
we 40 believe it's important to provide te and effect: 
support to OWITA context of an ict 


SFLA lest year. ay of © Lrgunant that could go on 4nd OP: 


Q gut voy aid we get inte enie civil war? 

sEyion ADMINISTRATION orrictaL: ‘serry? 

. why are we is this civil war? 

smxice ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We beve simpiy #14 -- 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #132 


THURSDAY, JULY 30, 1987, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have a number of announcements to begin with. 


First, a statement on behalf of Secretary Shultz 
concerning the departure of Mr. Adelman from the government. 


"Ken Adelman has served as Director of the Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency with creativity and distinction 
during a very active four year period of negotiations on arms 
control issues Therefore, I am sorry to see him leave his 
post. With his important contributions and intellectual 
leadership, we have moved our negotiations with the Soviet 
Union close to agreement on the elimination of INF missiles, 
and we have made substantial progress toward 50 percent 
reductions in strategic warheads. 


"Ken was at the President's side in Geneva and 
Reykjavik and with me during my meetings in Moscow earlier this 
year His informed judgment made an important contribution to 
our efforts to deal with the many complexities of the full 
range of arms control issues on our agenda Ken took special 
interest in the problems of nuclear testing and control of 
chemical weapons 


"This is not the first time Ken has served his country 


with distinction He has also served at the United Nations, in 
the Defense Department, and in the Office of Economic 
Opportunity I will miss Ken and wish him all the best in his 


forthcoming endeavors, among which I assume will be some future 
period of distinguished government service." 


Q Copy? 


ie) Yes. 
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You may also pick up a copy of a short press statement 
which has been released following the ninth round of U.S.-USSR 
consultations on nuclear non-proliferation. ['ll give you just 
the highlights so you know what this is about. 


The United States and the Soviet Union have just 
completed three days of bilateral consultations on nuclear 
non-proliferation issues. These consultations were held July 
28 to 30 in Moscow and represent the ninth ina series of 
on-going consultations that began in December 1982. 


The consultations were conducted in a businesslike and 
constructive atmosphere with both sides sharing a common 
interest in preventing proliferation of nuclear explosives 
while helping other countries enjoy the peaceful benefits of 
nuclear energy. 


You can pick that up. Any questions about those 
consultations? 


Q Who was our guy? 


a Our delegation was 
Richard T. Kennedy, and the Soviet delegation was headed by 
Andranik Petrosyants who is Chairman of the State Committee on 
Utilization of Atomic Energy 


Q Chuck, anything about who is going to succeed Mr 
Adelman in his position? 


a) I don't have anything You should stay in touch 
with the White House. 


Q On the non-proliferation talks, can you cite any 
particular accomplishment? 


fs Let me then give you just a little bit further 
from the announcement [he consultations covered a wide range 
of issues, including prospects for strengthening the 
international non-proliferation regime, support for the 
non—proliferation treaty, and the mutual desire of the U.S. and 
the USSR to strengthen the international Atomic Energy Agency 


Q Will they talk about the Pakistani problem? 


Q I don't have any details on specific issues of 
that kind Ambassador Kennedy is doing a press conference, or 
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has done one, in Moscow, so perhaps those questions have come 
up. 


Nothing else on that? 


This, dealing with South Africa. The Government of 
the United States is greatly dismayed by the explosion of a 
car bomb in the busy central section of Johannesburg this 
morning. We condemn the disheartening repetition of the 
fruitless and tragic practice of using violence to effect 
political change. 


This is a bankrupt policy which perpetuates a compound 
tragedy. South Africans' fear of social change is exacerbated 
while innocent lives are lost and tensions are dangerously 
heightened. We continue to abhor violence from any source and 
to urge restraint. Those injured today were innocent citizens. 


Once again, we find it our sad duty to extend our 
condolences to them and their families. 


And, finally, concerning Haiti. Yesterday, July 29, 
in Port au Prince, soldiers of the Haitian armed forces fired 
on demonstrators, killing several and wounding many others. We 
are deeply concerned over the use of deadly force on 
demonstrators under circumstances where non-lethal methods of 
crowd control would be more appropriate. 


Violence and disorder are the enemies of democracy. 
We urge the Haitian Government and all Haitians interested in 
democracy to take action to end the cycle of violence. Respect 
for the constitution and a successful transition to democratic 
government are necessary if Haiti is to prosper. Without a 
common effort, without discipline on all sides, all that has 
been achieved by the Haitian people since the ouster of 
Duvalier could be lost. 


And, finally, while we're on Haiti, there is a revised 
travel advisory for Haiti which states, in part, “demonstrations 
and political unrest continue in Port au Prince and other parts 
of Haiti. There have been sporadic and spontaneous outbreaks 
of violence. Persons may wish to consider postponing 
non-essential travel to a future date. Those who do travel 
should exercise extreme caution within Haiti Visitors are 
urged to avoid demonstrations and to register with the consular 
section of the American Embassy. " 


Jim? 
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Q Starting out with arms control, there is a story 
today in the Washington Times, although it's light on quotes. 
It reports that there is a memo in which the State Department 
was proposing in July to overlook Soviet violations of past 
treaties in order to get a new treaty. 





fe) And well it should be light in quotes. 
Fortunately, I don't have to do this very often. I'm grateful 
for that. But this is a particularly egregious example of 
escalating a non-event into a page-one story, apparently to 
make a political point 


The facts are simple. The memo referred to in that 
article was a staff-level effort to stimulate discussions 
within the bureaucracy on how to deal with a serious matter of 
concern. The memo was never prepared for the Secretary. It 
was circulated as a draft document; never went further. With 
regard to its substance, moreover, the memo was anything but an 
attempt to push aside the issue of Soviet non-compliance with 
arms control agreements. Quite to the contrary, it was an 
attempt to explore ways of dealing with the matter which is of 
sericus concern. 


The implication of the story, that the State 
Department is somehow soft on Soviet non-compliance, is totally 
false. 


Q Was that memo classified? 
2) Yes. 
Q Is the State Department investigating to see who, 


in fact, leaked it? 


a I don't know whether there's an investigation 
underway, Jim. 


Q Well, isn't that the normal procedure? 

a I'm not saying there is not. [ just don't know. 

Q In order to put it back into focus, are there any 
parts of that memo that you could make available so that we 
could judge for -- get the flavor ourselves? 

A No. It's a classified document. But, as I[ say, 


and I read it in detail myself, it is exactly as I have 
described it. That's all it amounted to 
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Q Chuck, there's a story that's just breaking in 
Moscow, that U.S. diplomats are accused of instigating 
demonstrations by Tatars -- minorities. Do you have anything 
on that or any response? 


a I have seen only the press reports. The most 
recent one [ saw had some extensive quotation from our Embassy 
press officer, so that is all I have at this particular moment. 


Q It's being portrayed, | suppose by journalists, 
as a test of Gorbachev. Do you want to meddle enough into 
internal Soviet affairs and say whether it would be a good idea 
if Gorbachev had problems at home, or if you would like to see 
him keep on his arms control course? 


6 I just don't have enough information to comment 
any further on this particular story. And, as I just said, if 
you take a look at material that is now available, the Embassy 
has already seen the story and has reacted to it in some detail. 


Q Can we go to the Gulf? 


Q Stay with the arms control, if [I may. The story 
of the resignation of Mr. Adelman sounds very suspicious to my 
own mind -- maybe not to anybody else -- especiaily in its 
timing. Is there any relation to the new developments with the 
talks with the Soviet Union? 


4 I don't have anything concerning this particular 
story other than what you have seen and Mr. Adelman's statement 
that had been released at 10:00 I understand further that 
he's having a press conference this afternoon, so that's a 
chance to ask him any questions you might ask I don't have 
any way to tie it to your concerns. 


Q Do you have anything on a report that the 
American Ambassador in London has seen Sir Geoffrey Howe to ask 
for -- 


is) Since you've turned to the Gulf, I'd have to go 
to Anne and get the first question 


Q It's the same question I'll follow it up 


Q That he went to see the foreign Secretary to 
request assistance in mine-sweeping? 
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development because you said from this podium, I believe on 
Monday, that you did not see any U.S. role in the Sri Lankan 
corridor? 


- As I said, we were asked yesterday by the Sri 
Lankan Government to consider this request 


Q Does this put the United States on the side of 
the Sri Lankan Government, do you think, in a dispute with a 
minority? 


~ I think it only puts on the side of those who are 
working for peace. As I said, this comes in the wake now of 
this agreement that has been signed It 1S a request by the 


Sri Lankan Government but in coordination with the Government 
of India I think it falls very nicely into what I have called 
our efforts to encourage the peaceful resolution of this 
problem 


Q Is it possible to have a copy of that statement 
you read earlier? 


a Why did you turn your tane recorder on? T'm lust 
curicus 

Q No, it quit on me 

4 Oh, I see (Laughter) Yes 

Q I have a follow-up Is the speed in which this 
decision was made, the request was mace yesterday and suddenly 
you're making an announcement toca@y what's the explanation in 
light of the agreement that was reached between Sri Lanka and 
India on this matter? The speed which was - it was made - 


the request was made yesterday and suddenly you make an 
announcement that you wil! be providing such assistance to Sri 
Lanka? 


- What I have said is, we got the request; we are 
agreeable in principle but we have to look at the possibilities 
as to what we could do That's a very simple statement of the 


state of play. That's all there is 


Of course, this is an urgent situation because there 
is a law and order situation that needs to be addressed, so 
that's why we're making an effort to take a look at it 


Q Can you confirm or deny the report by the Swiss 
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mMagaZine, Revue Internationale de Defense that the U.S. has 
helped Israel in developing the medium-range ballistic missile 
with a range up to 1,000 kilometers? 





A I haven't seen that particular report We have 
had questions on two previous occasions concerning that 
particular missile, and I have said I just don't have anything 
on it 


~-MORE- 
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c 


Q And what is in general the U.S. position on 
Israel having that type of weapon? 


i I haven't really offered any commentary on that 
particular development The question has come up, and you 
might check with the Press office, and you can see where we've 
discussed it at some previous briefings where you must not have 
been here 


Q Chuck, speaking of the possibilities for aid, the 
House Appropriations Subdcommittee on Foreign Operations has 
completed its work on the aid bill, and it seems to be somewhat 
less than even last year Does the Administration have any 
comment on what they've done, and how you'll be able to live 
within their strictures? 


4 It is certainly less than last year, and, as you 
may recali. last year was already the second year in a row in 
which we had taken drastic cuts in our foreign assistance 


program The subcommittee's mark would drastically reduce 
security assistance funds, both below the Administration's 
request and the FY-87 actual expenditures After earmarking 


for Egypt, Israel Pakictan the Philinooines and the Guarantee 
Reserve Fund, the bill would cut funding for the rest of the 
world by 48% below the request and 29% below the FY-87 actual 
expenditures 


I might add, then, trat for those of you who have beer 
following this, you know that we have already been in dire 
straits this current fiscal year, FY-87, as well as the past 
fiscal year The Secretary has testified many times on this 
We're ina position for example with some of our base-right 
countries where we have very important interests of being 


unable to come even lose to our Sest efforts pledges ti 
take that as only one example | don't want to short change 
all of the other very important interest<* that are serveag Dy 


our foreign assistance money 


So that, for example last year to oick one out of 
the air that comes to mind - in the case of Spain we were 73% 
below what we had thought necessary and hat hoped to provide 
So I might just emphasize again then the numbers would be thi 


year 29% below the actual FY-87 expenditures 


Q Chuck, you referred t aid to Pakistan I 
suppose you're speaking academically There's a possibility 
isn't there, that if Pakistan is found to have violated law, 
that the aid could be reduced You don't mean to foreclose 


that possibility? 
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— 


“ That's something that's being addressed on a 
separate track 


Q Chuck, you said it will be - 


Q Mr. Obey says that it's the fault of the 
Administration; that he offered a plan to make reductions in 
vast spending accounts, such as those of Israel, Egypt and some 
others, and since the Administration would not accept them, 
it's all your fault for what's now transpired What's your 
reaction to that? 


A Unfortunately, for the general public this 
becomes a bit complicated, and [I'd be happy to put you in touch 
with the people who are really experts But let me give you a 


brief answer on the record 


The Administration could not agree to that particular 
proposal for two reasons First, Congressman Obey insisted on 
providing $532 million from the military accounts to the 
Guarantee Reserve Fund, the GRF, a revolving fund established 
to hold reserves covering outstanding foreign military sales 


Suaranteecs 
yu | mre ur\ wo 


We believe that such replenishment is neither 
necessary nor de e and have clearly communicated our legal 
ana technical ara to Chairman Obey and yther concernea 
members on the re ant ommittees 

It's our ntention that Mr Obey's proposal to cut 
[Israel and Eaqypt by 2% was an effort to offset the devastating 
effect awnicn replenishing the GR would Nave or tne rest oft our 


military assistance pr gram 


Every me Jno inaerstanas that please , ana 
augnter) 


7) The White House announced this morning that 
indeed Shultz and - 

Qa Somethina eise on this 

Q Just a quick thing on this You said you don't 
want to belabor it muct I'll not But you used the word or 
replenishing the GR that it wasn't desirable and somethiiq 
else Is it not legally required, which is Mr Obey's 


‘ ntention, oy f ‘ iressional acts that they nave tg reple ] 
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A [I'd likewise make the offer to put you in touch 
with the experts. My guidance says we have clearly 
communicated our legal and technical arguments, so we have 
addressed that question of legal I'm just not in a position 
to lay it out for you 


Q You're not in a position to say whether it's 
legally required or not that it be replenished You're 
disputing whether it should be replenished I understand 
that You're not in a position here to engage in whether it's 
required to be replenished 


A I can't answer your specific question. I'm only 
saying that in supporting our argument, there are both legal 
and technical rsasons, so there is certainly --— we are not 


overlooking the legality of it 


Q Chuck, could you be a little more direct now than 
you were before now that the White House has announced the 
Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting What are they going to do when 
they get together? 


A We are working on dates for that meeting, Barry 

Q Will it be in mid-July, Chuck? 

A As you know, as announced this morning, Secretary 
Shultz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze have agreed to meet 
September 15 through 17 in Washington The meeting is an 
opportunity to review the whole range, the whole spectrum, of 
issues on our four-part aaqenda including human rights, arms 


control, regional issues and bilateral affairs 


A good deal of work is already underway in many of 
these areas We expect the Ministers | review the results f 
this work and look for promising area t future progress The 
status of the Gernvva negotiations ybviously will be part | 
this review There has been substantial progres Of IN! ana 
we want to keep up the momentum in these t alk« but we are al 


determined to make progress toward an agreement to reauce 
strategic nuclear forces 


We expect the Secretary ana the foreign Minister t 


look at the results of recent experts meetina on regional 
issues, for example We will also use the asion to press 
for further progress m human rights and humanitarian issues 
ana of course there will be discussions y erning our 


5 | 
bilateral issues 
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Q If he misses the opening of the General Assembly, 
is he still going to go up later in that round? 


A He will As [ understand, the organization in 
New York, the first week is essentially an organizational 
week. The Secretary's plans were to go up beginning the 


following week, so we will still plan to be there for the 
normal two-week span 


Q I thought the meeting was supposed to be two 
days It turns out to be three days Does that mean that they 
have a heavier than usual agenda or no significance to a 
three-day? 


” It's by mutual agreement that they've set aside 
three days [t's, I think, only in recognition of the fact 
that there are a lot of things on the agenda, and they ought to 
allow sufficient time to address them 


Q Will they also meet in New York as well? 

A I don't know of any plans to meet in New York at 
tnmis Polini What we've agrees tS i3 this Moocang in 
Washington fhat's the only one that's on the agenda for now 
I just don't rule in or out any further meetings That's all 

.*) You mean Was nhington You don't mean Camp Davia 


You agon't mean 


a [ mean Washington 
Q You ment] nea tne arms talks yesterdqay you fad 
; 5 

a xing of a preiiminary reaction to the new oviet proposals 
with reoara to space weapon D you Nave any further reaction 
to it today in the iight of reports that it 18 @ rather 
GcGetaliea settit Q jt ' what woulad be permitted or not 
permittea under 4 oviet yversior ‘ an aqr eement mm space 

ra) No Further examinatior joesn’'t ieac me t 


hange my initial impressions 


Q That it’s Gisappoint 


as 


A It doesn't nange that plus ther things that 


Sala yesterday 


Lem Aside from the intries you nameag in 
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expect that the reduction is going to be applied to all other 
countries indiscriminately, or in different ways of reduction 
to different areas or regions, or whatever? 


“ Those are decisions which haven't been made yet 
First, we have to get a final decision on how much money that 
we're going to have to work with, and at that point ‘re 
Administration then has to start Making these very t.. jh 
decisions as to how we're going to be able to allocate the 
money which is left 


Q Thank you 
A There are other people Sorry 
Q What's the latest on the accident off Okinawa 


where a Malaysian freighter was hit by U.S. Navy bombs? 


A I don't have anything The Pentagon has spoken 
to that previously, so you'd have to talk to them to see if 
they have anything new 


Q Anvthina from Panama on the pavment? 


A Yes We have - let me just find a date here - 
on July 29 the Foreian Ministry delivered a check in full 
mpensation to the Embassy for damages resulting from the June 
30 demonstration 


Q And how much was this check written for? 

A Ihe amount that we had asked for was $106,000 

Q And is there any gecision as to whether or to 
what extent. now that the noney From the Panamanians has peer 
received the United States will withdraw its hold on new 

mmitments inder the aid ore gram? 

A The quest i ’ assi tat t i> ' al inaer revielu 

Q So you have ’ agaeciaecg wnat to ao 

a It's under revietu 

Q What about noney rTrom a etTtTiemen’? r ne starr 


ana tIraa? Has there been any movement on that 
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= Not beyond what we posted two days ago Did you 
see that? 

Q (Shook head in negative) 

” That's where it still stands 

Q On Panama 

- I think Richard had -- oh, on Panama Sorry 

Q Yeah What you did a couple of weeks ago was to 


stop current payments Those are going to resume, 


in this fiscal year 


presumably, 


Q No new projects 

A I don't have that kind of definition in response 
to your question Aid had been suspended at the time in the 
aftermath of the June 30 demonstrations 

Q Right 

A The question now of aid is under review 

Q Including the resumption of already appropriated 
Funds? 

Mm inat's right 

Q Chuck 

“4 Richard had a pending question 

Q Are you planning to discuss naval « peration 
the Gulf with the French Defense Minister Any meetings today 

(inaudible) 
ie) My answer if response to your previous gut ti 


which was premised on some reports out of Britain, applies 


equally to reports premised on visits of Frenc' 


Q Well, could you tell us what you will 
Giscussing with the French Defense Minister on Chad 
A I don't have any specif ie acenda, out, 


ule j ] see what je can Gao tw providce a or left readout 


Ministers 


always 


afterward 
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Q Chuck, there was ¢ report this morning in 
Ha'aretz newspaper in Tel Aviv that [srael sold refueling 
planes to South Africa which evabled it to attack Mozambique 
and destroy the military forces there and the railroad system 
Do you have any comment on that? Do you want to take the 
question and see what is the relationship now between South 
Africa and Israel? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q On another area, there were reports and calls 
from Israeli officials, the Deputy Defense Minister, his name 
Michael Dekel, and the Deputy Knesset speaker, Avidov, calling 
for the expulsion of all Palestinians from inside the occupied 
territories of 1967 and the territories of 1948, and these are 
Israeli officials Do you want to take the question and have a 
comment on that, because he's asking -- one of them is asking 
to use U.S. funds to transfer these Palestinians from inside 
Israel and the occupied territories to Jordan or other parts of 
the Middle East? 


A I'll take a look 
Q Has the U.S. expressed concern about the Swede's 
sale of small patrol boats to Iran being used in the Gulf? 


A If you could check with the Press Office, we 
looked into that sometime at the end of last week, I believe, 
so there is some material available 


Q [n the past couple of days, several 
pro-government newspapers in Panama have published accusations 
that the DCM in the U.S. Embassy in Panama City 18 attempting 
to impose what they call “the Philippine solution” to Panama, 
which is to say, to use the U.S. experience in encouraging 
Marcos to leave, in perhaps trying to get General Noriega to 


guit his post Do you have any comment on that? 

a I addressed that quest Lon either on Monday or 
Tuesday in no uncertain terms, categorically rejecting these 
kind of charges We are not in Panama to interfere in 


Panamanian internal affairs 


Q One more on Panama When the guidance was 
prepared by your office on suspension of aid it was linked to 
the demand for compensation of the $106,000 Now that the 
$106,000 has been delivered, you would it would appear that 
the basic proximate cause for the suspension of aid has been 
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removed, so why isn't the aid --— why is the aid program still 
under review? 


ms You may have assumed some sort of automaticity 
which wasn't there 


Q What? 


ao Does that word exist? (Laughter) In any case, 
what I have said is an accurate description of the state of 
play, and it is under review 


Q That doesn't necessarily mean that aid's going to 
be resumed 


4 That means it's under review I'm sorry This 
fellow here is from another region He didn't get his chance 


Q Assistant Secretary Sigur made last week a 
foreign policy speech on Korean peninsula, and on the other end 
North Korea proposed a negotiation of multinational arms 


reduction So do you have any comment on these movement or any 
response from North Korea? 

re) On the question of trilateral talks? I'm not 
sure 

Q Multinational arms forces reduction proposals by 


the North Koreans 


A Multi-lateral arms forces Well, my basic 
position is that the key to the reduction of tensions on the 
Korean Peninsula is to direct, bilateral talks between the ROKG 
ana the DPRK We hope that substantive dialogue between those 
two will soon resume 


Beyond that Mr sigur made a number of otner points 
in his speech which | could review for you, but I think I may 
have answered your specific questior 

Q But any response from North Korea on Sigur's 


initiation? 


A I don't go into diplomatic exchanges, as you may 
know, but let me just repeat a couple of the major points in 
the speech 
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First, on the question of North-South relations and 
the situation with respect to the DPRK, Dr. Sigur explained 
that it's the view of the United States that Pyongyang's 
acceptance of proposals from the Republic of Korea and the 
International Olympic Committee on participation in the 
Olympics, as well as resumption of bilateral dialogue leading 
to the adoption of confidence-building measures such as those 
proposed by the Republic of Korea would contribute positively 


to the reduction of tensions on the Peninsula. As you know, he 
made his speech before Pyongyang made its latest version of 
proposals for trilateral talks. That's what I have. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 








Friday, July 3), 1987 
On it 
Subject 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
New Chemical Weapons-Related Export Controls for 
Iran, Irag and Syria 


Rejection of USSR Charge of Improper Act 





a orrrret 


by US Diplomats in Contacts with Tatars 
LRAN-LRAQ 
Allied Cooperation re Minesweeping 
PANAMA 
Senatorial Letter to Secretary re Indefini 
Suspension of US Aid 
US Reporter Summoned to Immigration Office 


OCCUPIED TERRITORIES 
US Position on Ex 
Jordan 
ISRAEL 


Treahment of Arab 


ARMS CONTROL 
New Soviet START 


pelling Palestinians into 


—Americar 


Draft Treaty 


Soviet 


Charge Greenland Radars 


Modernizati« 


Violates ABM 


Treaty 


INDIA 
US Political Asy] 


um for Sikih 


harles Redmar 
Page 
1-a 
qa 5 
4-6 
6 

6 

“ 

“ 
7-8 
8-9 
9 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRtSS BRIEF ING 


DPC #133 


FRIDAY. JULY 31, 1987, 12:15 P. ™ 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two announcements to begin with: 


First, as part of our policy which opposes the illegal 
use of chemical weapons in contravention of international law 
and obligations, today the United States is imposing contro's 
on the export to Iran, Iraq and Syria of eight chemicals thar 
are useful in the manufacture of those weapons. 


We believe that Iran, Iraq and Syria are seeking these 
eight chemicals from Western countries for use in their 
chemical weapons programs. Previously eight other chemical 
weapons precursors were controlled to these three countries. 
These controls remain 16 ef Tect 

In addition, four chemicals that were previously 
controlled only to Iran, Iraq and Syria will now require an 
export license for export to any destination in the world 
except Canada. And a fifth chemical, exports of which were 
previously controlled for national security purposes, will also 
require such an export license This action has been taken in 
line with the actions of other Western industrialized countries 
to curb the flow of chemical weapons precursors. 


The purpose of these new export controls is 
threefold: (1) to curb the supply of chemicals now being 
sought by Iran, Iraq and Syria for their respective chemical 
weapons programs; (2) to ensure that American chemicals do not 
contribute to the manufacture of chemical weapons which are 
subsequently used in the Iran-Iraq war; and (3) in the case of 
the worldwide licensing requirements for five chemicals. to 
harmonize U.S. export controls with those of other Western 
industrialized nations which are cooperating to curb the supply 
of chemical weapons precursors to Gulf war belligerents. 


Lists of the chemicals previously and currently 
subject to export control for foreign policy purposes are 
available, as is a copy of this press announcement, in the 
Press Office. 


Q Does the list include the names of the chemicals? 











- It does include the names of the chemicals, and I 
wouldn't even want to try to read them to you (Laughter) 


Q What about who manufactures them in this country? 


What's the relevance of the question? 


Q well, who manufactures them? Are you supplying 
that too? In what volume are they produced? 


fy I don't know which particular companies 
manufacture them. They're produced in a number of Western 
nations Concerning the United States’ role, we don't believe 
that any United States firm is trading in these chemicals with 
the countries that I mentioned at this time. 


Q Chuck, you said about the program in Iran. That 
means Iran, they have now -- you confirm that Iran has a 
chemical weapons production program? 


) We believe that those three countries have a 
chemical weapons capability. 


Q Chuck, do you know if these chemicals are 
available in the free market like any other kinds of components 
of weapons? 


‘ That's the reason we have to initiate these kinds 
of controls. These are chemicals which are available through 
commercial channels As a consequence, in conjunction with a 
number of other nations, we're trying to bring this issue into 
at least some kind of control 


Q Is there any connection between this decision and 
Iran's recent complaints that Iraq has been using chemical 
weapons again? 


“ No. If you follow this issue, you'll know that 
this has been something that we've been working on for some 
time now. There is a continuing effort, and that effort will 
continue. We initiated action a number of years ago. I don't 
know exactly when now, but you'll note that I made reference to 
eight chemicals which had previously been on the list. Those 
were considered the most dangerous. We're now expanding that 
list to include some other chemicals 


Q Is the State Department statement basically 
criticizing Iraq for using chemical weapons -- a couple of 
years old now -- still operative? 











a Without looking at any statement that's a couple 
of years old, I don't have any comment in response to your 
specific question. But you can see from the thrust of all of 
our efforts and from what we have said continually on this 
subject, that we are very concerned about the spread and the 
use of chemical weapons And in the Iran-Iraq war we have seen 
that use, and that's to be deplored, and we have done that. 


Q You've seen that use by whom? 


s I've gone through that before. That's not the 
purpose of what I'm talking about today. 


Q Chuck, can you be more elaborate as to why Syria 
was added to Iraq and Iran regarding the chemical components 
embargo? 


i) Those three countries were those previously 
included on the list. Syria is not new on the list today. 


Q During the last offensive the question came up 
once again of Iraq using chemacai weapons. What did the U.S. 
end up deciding on that issue, because it seems to me that when 
we asked repeatedly, you kept holding off, saying, “Well, the 
tests are being done,” and, you know, “we're looking into it, 


but we don't know.“ What finally did you determine? 


A I don't know Il believe there was a U.N. study 
team that went to the area and that the results of that study 
team represent the most recent analysis of the subject. 


Q Chuck, what international treaty forbids use of 
chemical weapons? At the top of your statement you referred to 
the illegality. 


4 We can get that for you I don't know exactly, 
George. I believe there was a Geneva convention of -- 


Q Has Iran imported during the last year or so any 
of these components from the United States? 


“ I don't know that there's any evidence that the 
United States is a supplier of these particular components, but 
I'm not in a position to give you a definitive answer to that 
I've given you, in answer to a previous question, the current 
status. If you go back some time in the past, I can't answer 
with the same definite quality. 


Q Are these chemicals now relatively easy to get on 
the market, and can they be extracted from materials that are 
easy to buy, such as fertilizers and insecticides, that sort of 
thing? 
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I don't have that kind of detail The chemicals 
obviously are available, as I said previously, on the 
international market. They are commercially available, and 


that's about all I could say on it. 
Next announcement? I have another announcement. 


The Department of State categorically rejects Soviet 
allegations of improper activities by Embassy officers in 
connection with demonstrations by Crimean Tatars in Moscow. 
One of the most important functions of any Embassy is to 
establish and maintain contact with a broad spectrum of the 
local population. There is nothing illegal or improper in 
this. On the contrary, it's an important vehicle for enhancing 
mutual understanding. We try to maintain contact with as many 
different elements of the Soviet population as possible, 
including the Tatars. This has nothing to do with the absurd 
charges of inciting riots. 


Q Copy? 
- Yes. 
Q In addition to stating that now, are you also 


protesting to the Soviets? 


= I don't know what other steps the Embassy has 
taken at this point. I just don't know at this point. But 
obviously we have made our position very clear to the Soviets, 
and that in response to our initial discussion with him at the 
Foreign Ministry on this question. That I know has been done 


Q Is that it for the announcements? 
A That's it. 


Q Chuck, what is the policy line of the U.S. 
Government towards the Tatar people's cause? 


A I don't have any policy line on that. 
Q What response has the United States been getting 


in its contacts with other countries on help in sweeping mines 
in the Persian Gulf? 


= That's a question about which I have nothing 
beyond what [I've said in the last couple of days, so [I don't 
really have any way to address the question of specific 
requests, specific responses. It's something that we continue 
to work on. There do continue to be consultations. 
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Q The British and the Dutch have said no. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q You're not disappointed? 
Q The French? No comment on that either? 
” No. 


Why all the silence on this? It seems to be an 
issue of considerable concern since the mines are clearly, 
after the Bridgeton incident, a real issue. And why you can't 
go into what efforts -- 





a I don't believe there's anything in silence that 
indicates in any way that it's not an issue. [I've talked for 
several days now about what is being done to explore -- 


Q All you've said is you're looking at all options. 
- WoulU yuu like fie Lu COnLinue? -- tG Explore all 


of the options, and I've said that means all of the options. 
I've said we've been in continuing consultations with our 
allies. There are a lot of things that are being looked at. 


Q But you're not willing to go into what any of 
those things are specifically? 


a No, and I think the Pentagon has also been asked 
similar questions, and they have taken the same line. They had 
some extended discussion yesterday about why they're 
approaching the issue in this way. 


Q Are there more options? I mean, the number of 
options seems to be dwindling everyday? 


4 Yes, there are. Anyone else? 

Q A member of the British Parliament said that he 
doesn't feel and the government feel in Britain that there's 
any clear danger to shipping in Persian Gulf. What's your 
reaction to that? 

a I don't have any reaction. I didn't see it. 


Q Chuck, on the Tatar, to return once again. You 
don't support the return of the Moslem Tatars to their homeland? 


I don't have anything on that. 
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Q Do you have an update, a status report on the 
Bridgeton? 

“ No. 

Q Chuck, has any decision been made regarding 


resumption of aid to Panama? Can you tell us anything further 
about the situation in Panama? 


a The most recent development on the question of 
aid is that Secretary Shultz has received a letter from eight 
Senators, including prominent members of both parties in the 
Foreign Relations, Armed Services and Appropriations 
Committees, urging continued suspension of our military and 
economic aid to Panama. 


As I said yesterday, the Administration has this issue 
under review. We share Congressional concern with the serious 
issues involved here and will consult with the Congress as part 
of this review. 


Q Same subject. ow ittuch oF Our FY ‘87 Money For 
Panama, which I think is about $26 million or so, how much has 
already gone to Panama? 


= I don't have the current balance. 

Q Is it all gone? 

a I don't know. 

Q Chuck, I understand that an American 


correspondent in Panama who has been under attack from the 
government press in Panama was summoned to Immigration this 
morning. His name is Tom Brown. He works for Reuters. Do you 
have anything on that? 


a I don't have very much. We don't know exactly 
what's happening to him. We were informed, as you say, that he 
was called to an Immigration Office of the Ministry. The 
Embassy is in contact with him. He is an American citizen. 
That's all I know at this particular point. 


Q Is he in custody then? 


= That's what I say. I don't know why he's been 
called there or what might come of this. That's what we're 
trying to find out. 
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Q There was a question yesterday about your comment 
on the statements made by some officials in the Israeli 
Government to the effect that Palestinians should be driven 
away from territories occupied by Israel to other parts of the 
area, and [I think you promised to have an answer to that. 


A We utterly reject any notion that Palestinian 
residents of the occupied territories, including the West Bank 
and Gaza, should be encouraged or forced to leave their homes. 
This kind of thinking contradicts efforts to promote an 
atmosphere of reconciliation and trust between Arabs and 
Israelis in which progress can be made toward peace in the 
Middle East and a just solution of the Palestinian problem 
based on Security Council Resolution 242. 


We note that this proposal has inspired strong 
negative reactions by the Israeli press and by a number of 
Israeli leaders from all major political parties. 


Q Do you intend to make this view known to the 
Israeli Government by any official means, or it's just this 
statement you are going to dGeciare/ 


qa I don't have any further details. I don't 
believe that this position is either new or unknown, including 
to people in Israel. 


Q What is the latest view on the Israeli treatment 
of the American tourists? Has that been resolved? 


a I don't have any status report. At our last 
discussion of this, we informed you of a number of measures 
that the Israeli Government had said they were going to take. 
As far as I can see, those are being worked on and part of that 
was to stay in contact with our consular officials. So I don't 
know of any other developments, and certainly no negative ones, 
at this point. 


Q In Geneva, the Soviets apparently have taken your 
advice and put down a treaty on strategic arms. Do you have 
any comment on it? 


4 It proves someone listens to this briefing. 
(Laughter) 

Let me give you a relatively lengthy reaction -- but 
comprehensive: 


As you know, conclusion of an effectively verifiable 
START treaty embodying deep reductions is one of the 
President's highest priorities. To further that end, the 
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United States tabled a draft treaty in Geneva on May 8. We 
have been urging the Soviets to follow suit. 


The Soviets have now responded to the U.S. initiative 
by presenting their own draft. This is a welcome step forward 
from the past Soviet approach of proposing highly generalized 
documents containing only basic principles. Now that we eacn 
have a treaty on the table, we can begin the sustained effort 
necessary to put together a joint draft text and to negotiate 
the remaining differences. 


We do not minimize the extent of those differences or 
the difficulty of the task; but we are confident that if the 
Soviet Union is willing to work with us, the two sides can 
complete a strategic offensive aris reductions treaty rapidly, 
perhaps even this year. We are willing to work hard to reach 
this goal and call on the Soviets to join us. 


Q Copy? 


a Yes. But let me say just a word about the 
substance. We are just beginning to review the Soviet text. 
The Soviet draft, iike our own, is iong and complex. Tiiis is 
inevitable in matters so central to the security of both sides. 


We would note, however, that the Soviet treaty 
incorporates the same unacceptable linkage that would hold 
hostage strategic offensive arms reductions to measures that 
would, in effect, kill the SOI program. 


We will study the treaty carefully and respond 
appropriately to the Soviets. 


What is welcome is that we now have a Soviet text to 
match ours and can move now. to the detailed discussions of 
differences which are a necessary step toward reaching 
agreement. 


Q Does that mean -- the last part of your statement 
-- that the Administration is unwilling to negotiate with the 
Soviets what the ABM Treaty might allow as far as SDI? 


a I don't have anything beyond what you know to be 
our position on that particular aspect of the negotiations. I 
talked about it at some degree on Wednesday, when we had that 
issue before us. 


Q Incidentally, on that, the Soviets this week said 
that the switching-on of two new phased-array radars in 
Greenland, U.S. radars in Greenland, are a violation of the ABM 
pact. Do you have anything on that? 
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“ That's just not true. We've been through that 
story many times over the years. The Soviets seem to have 
seized on this switching-on, if you will, to raise the issue 
once again. But those are existing radars, and they are 
clearly covered in the ABM Treaty. 


Q Chuck, the Government of Peru recently 
nationalized all banks. Do you have a reaction to that? 

a I gave a reaction two or three days ago. 

Q I wasn't here. I'm sorry. 


Q Chuck, despite the State Department's objections, 
an immigration judge in San Francisco granted political asylum 
to a Sikh. It is believed to be the first case that ever an 
Indian had been granted political asylum. 


Now, can a judge grant political asylum which is a 
concern of two nations relations? And how will [it affect] 
Indo-U.S. relations? 


4 I don't have any comment on that. I would 
encourage you to talk to the Justice Department. It seems to 
fall out of my domain. 


Q Well, what about a Sri Lankan request that you 
mentioned yesterday? 


a It essentially is where it was yesterday. We're 
looking into the possibilities. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:33 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL ~ 


July 31, 1987 


The Briefing Room 
1:53 P.M. EDT 


MR. HALL: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen -- or good 
afternoon. This is the BACKGROUND briefing on the meeting with 
President Reagan with the President of Gabon. For your information 


and a os publ ication the briefer is QD 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very much. 
President Reagan and President Bongo have just had a very useful 
working visit including lunch. The two leaders discussed a number of 
issues which I will identify and then take your questions. They 
talked, of course, about bilateral relations between the two 
countries, which are excellent. They talked about the role of 
American investors in Gabon. It's very clear that the Gabonese 
government wants to see more such investments. There is, as I 
mentioned I think yesterday, about $700 million in American private 
investment in Gabon and that -- there's a lot of hope that that will 
increase. 


We discussed as well the questions concerning the debt 
problems of Africa generally as well as recent moves that we have 
taken to reschedule our bilateral debt with Gabon. There was some 
discussion of the bilateral investment treaty, which is to be 
initialed next week which will provide for, in effect, 
most-favored-nation treatment for our investors in Gabon and will 
provide a further move to help reassure and give confidence to 
investors to look at this important African country whose economy is 
very attractive. 


I think in general the tone of all the exchanges was very 
positive and constructive. The President of Gabon urged us to do all 
we can do to play an active role in African affairs regionally and 
bilaterally with various countries. We talked a lot about Chad and 
the recent developments there, including Gabon's own role in terms of 
trying to bring about an end to the conflict between Libya and Chad. 
As I think you know, the President of Gabon is the Chairman of a 
Committee of the OAU which has been trying to bring about a final 
resolution of those outstanding issues -- principally the Libyan 
continuing presence in the Aozou Strip. 


There was some discussion also -- and in fact a lengthy 
one about Angola and how to make further progress there. Again we 
found the President of Gabon to be highly supportive of our playing 
an active role in trying to bring about a negotiated settlement of 
the issues there and we exchanged notes. Of course, he is active in 
the region and has regular contact with all the key players. And so 
he was able to give us his views and we shared the latest 
developments from our efforts to negotiate a solution there. 





So I think that basically covers it. The participants in 
the lunch on our side included, of course, Secretary Shultz, Deputy 
Secretary of Defense Taft, Secretary Baker. There was a lot of 
discussion, as I said, of African debt issues and that was a 
particularly pertinent part of the discussion -- the director of the 
Peace Corps and a number of other lesser lights. 


MORE 




















questions. Yes? 


Q Why was Maureen there and is she a “lesser light?" 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maureen Reagan was there 
because, obviously, she is the President's daughter. She is in 
addition a person who just visited Gabon and was able, because of the 
timing of her visit where she represented us at the Rwandan 
anniversary celebrations to extend this invitation in person to the 
President of Gabon to come here. And they had a very useful visit 
when she was there just a few weeks ago -- was very well-received -- 
and so she was very anxious to be a part of this important event, and 
we were, too. 





Q Do you expect the President will make a visit to 
Africa before the end of his term? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't comment on that. 
I know there are a lot of people that would like him to. 


Q How about the basic details on the debt 
restructuring agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It flows out of the 
recent Paris Club Agreement that Gabon reached with all of its 
officials -- official creditors -- we, for our part, don't have a 
large amount of official outstanding debt on a bilateral basis. What 
we have is based essentially on the activities in the past of the 
Ex-Im Bank on the one hand and foreign military sales credit on the 
other. And it's the latter in particular that the President was 
referring to in his departure remarks. 


Q What does that amount to? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think in terms of FNS 


debt outstanding, something on the order of $7 million or $8 million. 
I believe that's correct. Larry, will you correct me? 





Q Did you say -- to pick up on Jerry's question, you 
say there are a lot who would like him to visit Africa. You are not 
suggesting in any way an active push to get him to make such a trip, 
are you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm just saying 
that, you know, there are a lot of demands on the President's time. 
He is aware of the fact that there is a very receptive atmosphere for 
American policy and American leadership in Africa. We are -- 


Q But would it be fair to say no trip is under active 
consideration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not aware of active 
consideration of such a trip, but I wouldn't rule it out. 


Q Yesterday you were asked whether President Bongo 
would be bringing a message from the OAU. Did -- was there anything 
that would -- you could consider a message from his colleagues in 
Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there wasn't an OAU 
official message as such, but there was a first-hand briefing on the 
discussions that had been taking place and are continuing. And, of 
course, he was there. In addition, of course, he was in a position 
to state the OAU position on a number of obvious issues ranging from, 
you know, questions of debt to questions of Southern Africa and Chad 
and so on. But there wasn't an official OAU message as such. 


Q What is the situation -- about his mission in Chad 
or Libya. I mean, is he getting anywhere? Is he going to pursue it 
again or is it sort of moribund right now? 


MORE 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the point is that 
the President of Gabon has been seeking to put life into this OAU 
subcommittee, which was trying to get the various parties together, 
and particularly, of course, Chad-Lybia. Chad has cooperated fully 
with the subcommittee's work. Libya that cannot be said of. Libya 
has boycotted the most recent meetings and the recent discussions at 
Addis, as we understand it. The President of Gabon indicated he 
didn't see a point in continuing his own role unless the Libyans were 
going to continue -- were going to participate in the activities of 
the subcommittee. So in effect he has put a challenge, like 
virtually everybody else in Africa is putting a challenge to the 
Libyans to behave as an African state, respecting the OAU Charter and 
the boundaries of its neighbors, and to come to this organization's 
meetings and to get down to business. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:01 P.M. EDT 
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MR. REDMAN ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with two announcements 


First, we are shocked and deeply saddened by the 
assassination in Manila on August 2 of Jaime Ferrer, Philippine 
Secretary of Local Government Ferrer was a Filipino patriot 
who had a long and distinguished record of service to his 
country. He played a crucial role in President Aquino's 
successful effort to restore democratic institutions to the 
Philippines 


We condemn the perpetrators of this cowardly act. 
Their murder of Secretary Ferrer testifies to their contempt 
for democratic values and total commitment to vivience As 
President Aquino noted, their activity can only be 
characterized as senseless and barbaric Tne Secretary has 
sent a personal message of condolence to Mrs. Ferrer and her 
family. 


Any questions on that subject? 
Q Is there a cepy of that? 
- Yes 


Secondly, since the suspension a year and a half ago 
of the Red Cross, Parliamentary and economic talks between 
South and North Korea, the Governments of the Republic of Korea 
and the Democratic People's Republic of Korea have offered a 
variety of proposals for the resumption of dialogue None has 
succeeded. 


Today the Republic of Korea Government announced a new 
far-reaching and flexible initiative to break the deadlock and 

















resume North-South dialogue The United States Government 
fully supports this Republic of Korea proposal The ROKG has 
called for an open agenda meeting of foreign ministers to 
discuss a broad range of issues of mutual concern This 
proposed meeting would afford the ROK and the DPRK an 
opportunity to chart the future course of North-South 
dialogue. We applaud the ROKG's vision and determination in 
pressing ahead with realistic, practical proposals for tension 
reduction and other meaningful steps toward peaceful 
reunification 


As Assistant Secretary Sigur noted in his speech of 
July 21, “The people of Korea, both North and South, now face 
historic opportunities end challenges to implement the 
positive, to pursue contacts not confrontation." We believe 
this latest ROKG proposal meets these historic opportunities 
and challenges with sincerity, imagination and courage. We 
urge the leaders of the DPRK to respond positively. 


Jim? 


Q You May nave seen the statements by Ayatollah 
Khomeini ia@ying tie biame OF LHe United States ang Geciariig 
some sort of offensive against U.S. interests around the 
world. Do you have any reaction? 


+ First, let me repeat, for those of you who didn't 
hear it over the weekend, the statement that the Department anc 
the United States Government put forth in response to these 
Iranian charges 


Iranian charges that the United States is responsible 
for the violence against pilgrims in Mecca on July 31 are 
totally baseless, and the Government in Tehran knows it The 
United States has not been involved in any way in the recent 
violence in Mecca Iran's false charges are cesignec to 
inflame passions and escalate tensions in support of Iran's 
political aims to destabilize the region 


It is tragic that demonstrations in Mecca have 
resulted in injury and loss of life We hope that the 
situation will remain calm and peaceful. 


Further to that. Jim, there have been a number of 
threats issued by various Iranian officials in the last few 
Cays I don't know quite where to start, but, if you look at 
them in general, again it seems to be part of this process of 
intimidation that we've talked about before In these latest 











threats the Iranian regime would seem to have a pulitical 
interest in exciting its own population and escalating this 
campaign of tension, intimidation and destabilization in the 


Gulf. 


For our part, we continue to seek to defuse tension in 
the region and to bring the Iran-Iraq war to a negotiated end 
And to recapitulate in the simplest of terms, our policy in the 
Gulf is deterrence, not provocation 


Q Whether baseless or not, these charges are coming 
from the Ayatollah. As a result of his statements, is the 
United States taking any special precautions against terrorism 
or any other action that the [Iranians might use? 


a There's no doubt that there has been a 
stepping-up, if you will, of extremist rhetoric. I don't want 
to go into any particular details other than to say that, as 
always, we are taking the appropriate precautions. 


Q Chuck, do you have information that you can share 
with us about what really happened in Mecca? 


a No, I don't have any detailed information. 
According to what we have seen, the Iranians sparked these 
demonstrations last Friday which led to violence and loss of 
life. The Saudis acted responsibly in restoring order. 


Q Chuck, the -- 


Q Do you mean what you have seen on the -- sorry -- 
do you mean what you have seen on the video released by Saudi 
Arabia, or what you have seen by your own Embassy there, or 
whatever sources of information? 


S I can't pin it down in terms of specific 
sources. [I only give you that as our impression based on the 
information available to us 


Q Chuck, the Llranians have announceac that they want 
foreign ships to clear their, what they call “regional waters" 
around the Strait of Hormuz while they conduct naval operations 
in the next three days Does the U.S. regard this statement as 
some kind of threat to shipping from Kuwait or other countries 
in the region? 


. I can't speak for the Iranian Government as to 
whether they mean that as a threat or not Their holding of 
naval maneuvers could be taken as another example of what I've 








referred to as this continuing effort to increase tension, to 
try to intimidate international shipping, and in particular to 
try to intimidate regional states. 


I can only say, as I did a moment ago, that we intend 
to continue our policy and our operations. Our primary 
objective is to see this war brought to a negotiated end. What 
we're doing in the Gulf, as we've explained many times, is the 
protection of United States shipping; deterrence of attacks 
against commercial, non-belligerent shipping in international 
waters. 


Q There is a direct threat now by the Iranians on 
the Saudis and Saudi royal family and also Arab countries in 
the region by resorting to the methods that were conducted in 
Mecca. What will be the position of the United States at the 
present time if anything will evolve? 


a I don't have anything specific to offer. I've 
already spoken to these continuing attempts to intimidate 
international shipping, states in the region. I think those 
states have done a remarkable job of standing up to these 
threats. fhat's wnat we're going. i. would expect that to 
continue. 


Q Well, let me put the question in a different way 
about the physical threat on the Saudis themselves, not the 
naval exercises or the free flow of oil and other things on the 
shipping. What would be the position of the United States if 
the Iranians will generate or instigate uprising inside the 
Kingdom? 


a First of all, it's a hypothetical question, and, 
secondly, it would ‘seem to me that the Saudi Government has 
shown itself perfectly capable of handling its internal 
affairs, and ['m sure they'll continue to do so 


Q Is the U.S. Navy going to stay away from that 


area when the maneuvers are held? Does the U.S. Navy have a 
right to be there, whether or not the maneuvers are being held? 


“ I'm not going to comment on this specific 
Question because I never comment on operational details of what 
the Navy will do or not do, and [I've already commented in 
general terms about what we're doing in the Gulf, and that 
continues to be true 
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Q Will there be renewed requests to the allies for 
some sort of cooperation in making those waters safer? 


“ I don't know why you used the word “renewed. " 
There is a continuing process. That process is ongoing. We 
have gotten considerable support From the allies, as you're 
aware, as we've talked about before, and we'll continue to work 
with and discuss with the allies various aspects of Gulf 
security. 


Q Chuck, without going into what you could do or 
not do, is there a conflict between the Iranian claim of 
exclusion in some part of the Gulf, and what we think is our 
right in the freedom of the seas or not? Or is their claim 
perfectly clear? 


a) I don't have any analysis to offer on that. You 
know what our position is on freedom of navigation. That's 
well defined under international law. That's the reason -- 
one of the reasons that we have a presence in the Gulf, and 
that's one of the reasons that we're providing a certain amount 
of protection. 


Q Chuck, intentions aside, is it possible that the 
increased U.S. presence in the Gulf and the convoying may in 
fact be leading to a more of a radicalization with the Iranians 
--— what happened in Saudi Arabia -- possibly another response 
to the U.S. presence? 


a I don't see any reason to draw that conclusion. 
[I think the steady pattern of Iranian threats and attempts at 
intimidation that we have seen for months now continues They 
don't seem to need any external excuse for doing that, although 
they seem perfectly willing to seize on such events as 
pretext. ['ve just described in fact a latest attempt in 
trying to blame the events in Mecca on the United States, which 
clearly we have absolutely nothing to do with 


Q Well, for example - 
” Connie? 


Q -- the Western allies seem to think that -- at 
least some of them have said that they don't want to send in 
minesweepers because they think the U.S. action has in fact 
heightened tensions in the Gulf, and they don't want to 
contribute to a further heightening. 














n I don't know that that's an accurate 
characterization of any or -- and certainly not of all allies 
There are a number of people who have a substantial presence in 
the Gulf, who have been there for a long time, for the same 
reason and much the same motivation as the reasons we're there. 


Q Could you discuss what the allies are doing 
then? I[ mean, there seems to have been a rebuff last week. 
You described it as an ongoing process, but in fact there's an 
ongoing need for minesweepers, and there doesn't seem to be an 
ongoing dispatch of minesweepers for assistance. So it's a 
little bit unclear to me -- 


a First, that's your analysis of the problem and 
its solution. 


Q Give me your own. 


a As I've said before and the Pentagon has said, 
we're looking at a lot of options. They're all being 
explored. The discussions are continuing with the allies, the 
ones that were begun last week. The allies and any number of 
them nave done quite a numoer or tnings with respect to Guif 
security. They may not be the things you want them to do, but 
nonetheless there are things that are being done, and they are 
contributing to a more stable situation. 


Q Are they doing the things you - 


4 Let's let some --— we'll come back to you. I'll 
be here for a long time. 


Q I don't see why you -- 

A Let's let some other people ask some questions 
Connie? 

Q Could I ask a question, please? 

” Connie? 

Q May I ask a point of order, please? 

a Connie. 


Q Thank you 
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Q Why are you changing? [I have a series of 
questions along a very obvious line. It may be an embarrassing 
line for you, because you may have asked the allies to do 
something, and they don't want to do it. I'm asking you a 
question, and it's a reasonable question 


a) And I'm perfectly willing to come back to you. 
Connie? 


Q I have one question on Mecca. Does the U.S. have 
any information that the Saudis did employ firepower? Did they 
shoot on the demonstrators? 


4 I don't have any specifics to offer as to what 
happened. 


Q What about Americans in Mecca? I'm told that 
there are some there. Any special word on them? Any special 
advice to them? 


4 I think the advice would be obvious, which is to 
avoid demonstrations or large gatherings. That's standard 
advice to Americans traveling abroad, and it certainly is 
applicable in this case. 


The information I have seen does not indicate that any 
Americans have been caught up or involved in this. 


Q How many Americans are believed to be there? 
is) I don't know. 


Q Do you accept a casualty rate of 402 people 
killed as accurate? 


a) I don't have any way to evaluate those kind of 
figures. 


Q Do you think the Saudi security forces were 
excessive in trying to quell this demonstration? 402 people - 
that's a pretty high number of people killed. 


4 I've answered the question. I said in addressing 
what happened to the best I could and -- 


Q That they acted in a responsible way? 


A That's right 
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Q Chuck, co you believe that the L[ranians have the 
right, according to international law, to have these naval 
maneuvers in the area they are deciding to do it in? 


A I'm not prepared to address the question of 
whether or not they have the right. I['m only prepared to say 
what we're doing is what we have the right to do in 
international waters. 


Q My question is emanating from the fact that in 
time, a few months ago, you said very clearly that the [ranians 
have the right to board on even U.S. Naval ships to inspect, to 
find out if it carries arms or not as this is a war zone. 


a I did not say they had the right to board U.S. 
Naval ships. You're talking about commercial shipping. 


Q Commercial. I'm sorry. You're right. But now 
you're not -- 


A Nor would I say that they -- 


-- tortncoming tne same way, saying that they 
have the right according to international law to exercise naval 
maneuvers in the area. 


a) I didn't say I was prepared to do one or the 
other. [ just said [ didn't have any reading to offer on that. 


Roy? 


Q Chuck, are you ready to go back? I'd like to 
just say, first of all, [ think if I have a series of 
Questions, and that one follows another, it's the normal 
practice in this briefing room -- it has been for years and 
years -- that you accept a chain of questions, and I do object 
to being cut off like that. 


“ I'm willing to accept a reasonable string of 
questions, but when one person attempts to dominate the 
briefing, there are other people who have other interests, and 
I simply want to give everyone a reasonable chance. We'll come 
back to you. 


. 


2) I believe there are other briefings in this town 
that are handled in that way. 
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Q {'d like to hear from my colleagues on that 
question, but I disagree with you. 


The question with regard to the Allies is not what I 
want the Allies to do; it's what the U.S. Government has asked 
them to do or has suggested it would like them to do. And I 
don't think you really addressed that, and I'd like to ask you 
one more time -- [ mean the U.S. Ambassador goes in to see the 
Foreign Office, sees the British leadership, other Ambassadors 
go around last week and request something. [ don't know what 
exactly, but maybe you could tell us. 


Clearly, there's a need for support from the Allies. 
Now, if they are not willing to do it individually, I think the 
Dutch or somebody else have said they might be willing to work 
as part of an international force if the U.N. would organize 
it. So could you address that complex of issues? 


a) No. I've addressed them, Roy. I've talked about 


Q What about the international force? 


a -- the continuing consultations. We're exploring 
all the options, and any number of times last week, we went 
through the possibility of going into specifics and [I'm not 
prepared to do it. 


Q Could I ask one clarification? All of the 
Foreign Ministries, or Defense Ministries, of the five 
countries we have approached have said, either on the record or 
on background, that they are not in a position now, they will 
not send mine-sweepers now to the Gulf, or they have no 
intention of sending mine-sweepers to the Gulf. They are 
interpreting it not as an outright rejection as, I guess, the 
U.S. Government is. But you said that there is a lot of 
cooperation that we're receiving from the Allies, but I think 
what we're interested in knowing is, can you give us a sense of 
the nature of that cooperation, if indeed they've all said no? 


A You know what the British are doing in the Gulf 
for a long time. You know what the French have been doing in 
the Gulf. You know what other allied countries have responded, 
in terms of taking up the slack, in the NATO area of 
responsibility. And, finally, in conjunction with these most 
recent contacts, I could only emphasize that those are on-going 


Q Chuck, have you received any request from the 
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Saudi Arabian government after what's happened in Mecca for any 
kind of assistance or aid? 


A As I said earlier, I think the Saudi Government 
is perfectly capable of taking care of its own internal affairs. 


Q My question would be, do we have any kind of 
treaty arrangement with Saudi Arabia, as such, that if they 
were attacked or there was an act war against Saudi Arabia of 
some kind, that we have some kind of an agreement with them to 
come to their aid? 


A These are all hypothetical questions. We're not 
anywhere near the kind of situations that you're referring to. 
Whatever our relationship is with Saudi Arabia is a matter of 
record. [ con't have anything to offer beyond that. 


Q We don't have anything on paper with them as far 
as any kind of a treaty? 


A Not that I know of, but I'm not the world's 
leading expert in that question. 


Q Would the [ranian maneuvers in the Gulf be an 
opportunity for the United States to change the rules of 
engagement in the Gulf? 


a I never talk about rules of engagement. 


Q Could you find out what our treaty obligations 
with Saudi Arabia are, please? 


A I'll take a look at it. But as far as I know, 
there are no treaties of that kind with Saudi Arabia. 


Q Excuse me, Chuck. In the case of Sudan some 
years ago, the President sent a letter to Nimeiri telling him 
that the United States would come to Sudan's aid if it were 
attacked by, in this sense, by Libya. 


I was wondering, short of a treaty, if there's some 
sort of Presidential letter or a letter from the Secretary of 
State to the Saudi Government conveying the same sort of 
intention? 


a I'll see if there's anything we can find. 


Q Can [I change the subject? 
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“ Sure. 


Q Panama. The Panamanian Government effectively 
threw out Reuter's correspondent Tom Brown, who is an American, 
last Friday. Do you have any comment on that? 


A Nothing more than we have raised that issue at a 
very high level with the Government of Panama. And beyond 
that, let me reiterate what you have heard me say earlier, but 
which again applies, that in response to this and other moves, 
we deplore the imposition of censorship on the Panamanian media 
and we have called on the government of Panama to reinstate 
full freedom of the press. Depriving Panamanians of 
information by censorship and intimidation of the press will 
not resolve Panama's current political troubles. 


Q Nicaragua. The Sandinistas reportedly plan to 
buy MiG's, according to an announcement in the pro-government 
papers. I believe it was on Saturday. Do you have any comment? 


a First, to note that there's really nothing new in 
those assertions. We've heard them before. As we've also 
stated in the past, there is no reason to increase their forces 
-- Nicaraguan forces -- in response to this issue they always 
bring up, which is Honduran acquisition of F-5s. We've gone 
through that many times to explain why Honduran Air Force 
aircraft pose no threat to Central American stability. 


Concerning our position on advance combat aircraft for 
Nicaragua, as we've stated on many occasions, our position is 
that the introduction of advance combat aircraft in the region 
by the Government of Nicaragua would be a serious development 
which we would view with the utmost concern. 


Q The other reason the Sandinistas cite is that 
they've a lot of supply flights, black supply fights, I quess, 
dropping arms to the Contras over -- [ guess as many as 20 or 
30 a month which I think is acknowledged in this building. Do 
they have a legitimate rignt of defense against such flights? 
I mean, just in international law, or is that an argument that 
maybe carries any weight? 


a I don't know how to determine how much weight it 
carries. Obviously, advance combat aircraft pose a threat far 
beyond the borders of Nicaragua. One point. 


And the second point, if one were to try to make the 
argument in terms of efficacy, then advance fighter aircraft, 
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Given the scenario you set up, are certainly not the most 
efficient or militarily preferred means to do that. So it 
would be seizing on a pretext is what I mean to say. 


Q Well, interceptors, at least, they say. 


Q Do you have anything on the training of 
Nicaraguan pilots to fly MiG's? 


a No. 


Q Are you prepared to be more specific as to how 
the United States would respond if they do, in fact, acquire 
MiG's? 


a No. I'll leave it as I've done in the past, our 
statement of principle. 


Q Chuck, have there been any preparations on the 
grounc that would indicate they are serious about the MiG's 
this time? 


4 I don’t know of anything Liat lends any hore 
credence to these assertions, which we've heard before, this 
time than in the past. 


Q Honduras has brought forth a new peace plan that 
has been apparently accepted by the Foreign Ministers in 
Guatemala. Do you have any position with regards to that peace 
plan? 


a No. I know there are on-going discussions 
there. I think there are any number of ideas and proposals on 
the table in addition to the one that you make reference to. 
So at this point [I don't have any specific commentary to offer 


Q Is this one more or less acceptable than the 
previous peace plan by President Arias of Costa Rica? 


a I don't have any way to make that determination. 


Q And have we had any input into this plan, the 
Honduran one? 


A This is something that's being worked on by the 
Central Americans, by the Contadora countries, by the countries 
that are present there. 
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Our general concerns have long been known. So if 
you're saying, are they aware of what our concerns are, in 
response to any Central American peace plan, then, certainly, 
the answer is yes, because Ambassador Habib and other people 
have been long involved in that process. But if your question 
is specifically with reference to these plans, then my answer 
is as I gave it earlier. 


Q Back to Saudi Arabia, if I may. When you say 
that you are sure of the ability of the Saudi Arabian 
Government to deal with such situations, do you mean to say 
that you have assurances, or you have your own feelings of 
certainty about the stability of the Saudi Government? Or you 
just take it as the police ability to meet demonstrations? 


a Or all the above? 
Q All of them. 


” I don't see them being contradictory, the ones 
that you have put forward. 


Q They are not contradictory, but this is part of a 
whole, for the police to be able to deal with demonstrations. 
This is part of a great whole which one says -- or describe as 
stability, general stability in the country? 


a And I think that's been the thrust of my answer. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the reported 
defection of a Soviet diplomat from Mozambique to the U.S.? 


No. 
Q Nothing at all? 
A No. In the back. 


Do you have anything on the assassination of an 
advisor to President Gemayel in Lebanon? 


A We strongly deplore the senseless killing. The 
dialogue between Lebanese Moslems and Christians for which 
Mohammed Shukair gave his life must continue in order for peace 
to return to Lebanon. We offer our condolences to the Shukair 
family and to the people of Lebanon. 








Q Related topic What about the assassination of 
the Israeli police official in Gaza? 


A Yes We condemn this needless act of violence 
and offer our deepest condolences to the victim's family Such 
incidents are damaging to efforts which we strongly support to 
improve the environment for peace and reconciliation 


We support efforts by the Israeli authorities to bring 
those responsible to justice and urge all concerned to avoid 
actions that would lead to more violence 


Q I had a question here on another subject What 
does the State Department think about the idea of gradually 
phasing out the Pershing 1-A's as the INF weapons on both sides 
of Europe would be drawn down? In other words, letting them 
become obsolete and then dismantled? 


A I don't have any specific answer to your 
question In order to answer it, I would obviously have to 
repeat, as we have consistently said, that the FRG Pershings 
are not on the table at tne pilateral U.5.-US5k Ir 
negotiations in Geneva 


I would also repeat, as we have told the Soviets 
repeateciy, that this is an existing program of cooperation 
between the U.S. and the FRG and cannot be covered in a 
bilateral U.S.-Soviet agreement 


This Pershing I-A is a German missile system assigned 
to the defense of the Alliance Plans for the future of the 
FRG Pershing missile systems will be determined by the FRG in 
close consultation with the United States and the other NATO 
Allies That last part would be as close as I would get to 
answering it specifically 


Q And on that last sentence, to the extent that the 
United States may have some influence over the German decision 
what would the State Department like to see done? 


A Again, I don't want to comment publicly on 
something that would be a suitable subject for Germany to raise 
with its NATO Allies So I think I'd leave it at that It 
takes place, of course, in the context of the fact that there 
is a NATO nuclear force modernization process on-going so that 








decisions regarding the NATO force posture would be mace 
consonant with the 1983 Montebello Decision which was that 
modernization decision which mandated a reduction of NATO 
nuclear weapons in Europe while recognizing that mocernizatior 
of the remaining nuclear weapons is crucial to maintain a 
credible deterrent 


Q Chuck, what was intended by Ambassador Kampelman 
when he described the phasing-out of the Pershings as an optior 
that we've already been discussing with the Soviets? 


A As I understood it, he also said all the things 
that I just said about our position What he was indicating is 
that given the fact that this is a point of Soviet concern, it 
is something that the Soviets raise with us and, as always. we 
listen to what they have to say 


Q He called it an “option?' 


a Beyond that, I couldn't define it anymore As I 
talked to him this morning, he said what he was trying to get 
across is that, sure, these are the kinds of subjects that can 
be raised because it's a matter of concern to them But, as he 
also said in the same interview, our position concerning how 
that subject has to be treated is as I have just defined it 
again here 


Q Do you have anything on West Germany inviting 
East Germany to watch their military exercises? Do you have a 
comment on that? 


+ No, I don't 


Q Yet another subject Mr. Aarmacost does not 
to have had a great deal of success in Pakistan, according 
the reports we have seen Would you agree? 

A I don't have any way to make that judgment Jin 
and so maybe you've seen some reports that 1 haven't He did 
meet with his Pakistani counterpart, Foreign Secretary abdul 
Sattar as part of his periodic consultations He also met witt 
President Zia, Prime Minister Junejo and Foreign Minister Yaqub 
Knan Beyond that, I don't really have any further readout at 
this point. He is suppose to have a press conference 


Q On Friday, you made the announcement of the 
control of chemicals to Iran, Syria and Iraq Was that 2a 
preventive measure, or do you have evidence that these 








countries have used american chemicals from America in their 
chemical weapons program’ 


= I think I addressed that question It is, in 
essence, preventive as far as American firms are concerned, 
because we don't have evidence that those chemicals are being 
procured from American firms But they are the kinds of 
chemicals that are being sought throughout the world So that 
we feel that. to the extent we continue to take these kinds of 
preventive measures anc to the e»tent that they're coordinated 
more widely in the international community. as these are as 
well, that we can have some impact on their ability. 





Q You said that you believe that these countries 
were seeking these chemicals from Western countries You don't 
have any evidence that they have it? 


a That's bDasec on some evidence. yes 


Q And what members of the international community 
are taking part in this? 


5 If you check with Lhe Press Of fice, I Delieve we 
have a rundown on that But it includes the European 
Community, Australia. Japan There's a range of nations which 
I think we can provide you with 


Q Chuck, last week I asked you a question, if you 
have any answer or comment on Israeli officials requesting or 
Gemanding the expulsion of Arabs from 1948 (inaudible) and 
occupied terrorities And you said you would look into this’ 


a I did look into it, and your colleague asked me 
on Friday, and I answered it 


Q Is there any response to that?’ 


A There was a response, and it was given here and 
it's available 


Q Okay Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12°50 pm) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with one announcement. The House Rules Committee, 
August 3, reported out HJ Resolution 132, also known as the 
Armenian Resolution The Administration is strongly opposed to 
this resolution. Turkey is a major ally of the United States 
and a key member of NATO. Our country has major national 
security interests in this relationship. The resolution, which 
is seen in Turkey by voters and leaders as a gratuitous insult 
to Turkey, endangers those interests. 


Nobody wishes to deny the suffering of the Armenians 
who resided in Eastern Anatolia where the Christian and Moslem 
population suffered great deprivation and death during the 
First World War. However, there is a question whether the 
United States should legislate historical judgment of events in 
another nation when there is debate about the events amonc 
reputable scholars. 


We are all associated in the fight against 
internatione!l terrorism. The Administration does not doubt the 
Sincere motives of the sponsors of this resolution. However, 
we believe that Armenian terrorists, who have been responsible 
for the murder of 45 Turkish diplomats since 1975, will use the 
resolution to justify their acts. 


The Administration hopes that the House membership 
will take these important concerns into account and reject HJ 
Resolution 132. 


Jim. 


Q On Latin American -- Central America, 
specifically -- this weekend the Central American Foreign 
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Ministers were given a proposal by the Honduran Government on a 
peace plan for Central America. Has the State Department seen 
it, and what does it think about it? 


= We have seen that proposal I don't have any 
detailed comments to offer you which would go beyond the kind 
of reflections that we have made in the past on this question 
of the peace process in Central America. As the Secretary 
reiterated again this morning, in the Diplomatic Lobby, we 
continue to pursue actively that track of our policy, so that 
we will be watching with interest and with the hope that this 
gathering in Guatemala can move that process along. 


I think you're aware, though, Jim, without my 
repeating them, of the various concerns that we've had about 
previous proposals. So I think we have sketched out, in that 
sense, where we stand 


Q Well, referring to one specific previous 
proposal, does the State Department find this Honduran plan 
preferable to the Arias plan? 


a Again, I don't want to compare one plan with 
another. That's a very complicated thing to do. We have laid 
out a number of concerns Primary among them has been the 
question of simultaneity, the sequencing of events. That still 
remains an important concern for us, but I don't want to 
compare the various things that are before the Foreign 
Ministers. 


Q Continuing That appears to be one of the chief 
differences between the Honduras plan and the Arias plan, the 
question of simultaneity, which is that the Honduran plan would 
allow aid to the contras to continue for six months after any 
peace agreement is signed In principle, is that more 
agreeable to the State Department than the Arias immediate cut 
off of aid to the contras?’ 


) I don't war 9 go into the details beyond what 
[I've just done. [ repeatec what we have said previously about 
this question of simultaneity. 


These various proposals are on the table at the 
meeting in Guatemala The Foreign Ministers are there to 
discuss those plans. So, as a consequence, I'm not really in a 
position to give you that kind of analysis, one versus the 
other 
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Q Can [ put it a different way? The Arias plan had 
some gaps in it, in the view of the State Department I 
believe. One of them was, as Jim said, simultaneity. The 
Honduran plan has quite a detailed schedule of events that 
would occur which seems to address the issue of simultaneity 
Without going into details, can you say whether that's the 
correct impression, that the Hondurans seem to deal with this 
issue better than previous plans? 


a You can read the plans, of course, for yourself, 
and those kind of judgments ought to be fairly obvious. 


The reason [I hesitate to go further is because [I'm not 
sure that those gathering in Central America to look at these 
various proposals have to take any one of them lock, stock and 
barrel; that they're there to discuss the issues to see what 
kind of solutions they can come up with. So [I don't want to, 
in that sense, get in the position of saying this one or that 
one is better or worse. I only could say that you know the 
criteria which we have set forward previously. 


Q New subject? 
- Sure 
Q On the same subject. 


Q One more on this one, riease. How does the 
United States expect to be represented at that Presidential 
Summit in Guatemala? 


a I don't know that there are any plans for a 
physical presence on the part of the United States. I've said 
previously, and it certainly continues to be the case, that we 
are in close contact with the Central American democracies, 
certainly. We're in touch with the Democratic Resistance As 
you know, the Secretary met with them today. So that through 
Ambassador Habib and through diplomatic channels, we have been 
continually engaged on this issue of pursuing a peaceful 
solution in Central America 


Q Could you describe Secretary Shultz's activities 
in the last day, and today also, in connection with the peace 
initiative or the peace issue? 


Qa Well, of course, first of all, he met with the 
Democratic Resistance leadership this morning. And there I 
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don't have to fill you in on that since they appeared in public 
and made some remarks on that meeting. 


Beyond that, the Secretary has been engaged in 
consultations with the Congress on the question of our Central 
American policy, but [I don't have any details to offer. 


Q Well, I gather there was a meeting this morning. 
There were two meetings yesterday on the Hill? 


a I can't define the exact number of meetings, but 
this is an important aspect of our foreign policy and the 
Secretary does continue to be engaged in those consultations. 


Q Could you give some indication of what the 
discussion -~- what did he go to the Hill with, or what exactly 
does he want them to do, or what is he presenting to them? 
We'll hear from them eventually, but can you give some sense of 
your side of it? 


Q . Right now I just don't have anything to 
offer on that score. 


Q Chuck, at the White House this morning, Mr. 
Michel said that there would be an announcement within the next 
24 hours of a new initiative in concert with the effort to 
continue aid to the Resistance. Do you have anything you can 
tell us about that? 


a) I don't have anything to offer, as I just said 
Obviously -- and this is only repeating what you know to be the 
two principle aspects of our policy -- we are very interested 
in pursuing the peace process track and at the same time you 
know how we feel about the role that the Democratic Resistance 
plays in providing the military pressure that is a part of the 
process of making a negotiating track succeed. 


Q Can you confirm that Shultz is sending his 
Executive Assistant, Charlie Hill, to Israel on a mission of 
some kind? And, if so, what the purpose of it is - the dates, 
and whether they'll be -- they're talking about a visit by 
Shultz to the region as well? 


a Charles Hill will travel to Israel in the near 
future. I can't provide the dates because of our normal 
concerns for people going into the region. He will be going 
for informal discussions on a variety of issues. 
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I don't want to downplay it because it is important 
that we stay in touch with the kind of people that Mr. Hill 
will be seeing, but that is really the nature of his mission, 
to stay in touch, in this case, with the Israeli leadership 


Q Why does he have to do it? 


Aa He's the person that's available at this point 
He works with the Secretary closely on these matters. The 
Secretary, as you know, likes to stay in touch with what's 
going on. 


Q He has the Ambassador there to do that, doesn't 
he? 


a The Ambassador has a role to play. He's been 
doing that, too. But we use emissaries over time. 


Q Will this be while Shultz is on vacation so that 
you won't need Hill to screen his visitors and things like that? 


a Well, if I answered that I'd be giving you 
something about the dates 

Q Is the trip under review -- consideration? 

a [I don't know of anything concerning plans for a 
trip. 

Q Is it under consideration? 

a There, my answer is always the same, that the 


Secretary has always said that he's willing to go to the Middle 
East at the appropriate time 


; Q You're saying that you need to keep in touch with 
the Israeli leaders. I[ assume you have been all the time in 
touch with the Israeli leaders. What's the new element that 
constitutes the motive for the visit of Mr. Hill to Israel? 
There must be something concrete 


- I've described it that there's nothing more than 
that. 


Q The Cubans are sending a very large delegation of 
600 people to the Pan American Games, and some Cuban-American 
groups are also talking about possible family meetings between 
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Cubans who live here and who come. Is the State Department 
involved at all, (a) in the security, and (b) in how to deal 
with possible defections or problems between the Cuban 
delegation and the Cuban-Americans in Indianapolis? 


a I don't know anything about those kind of 
arrangements, if they exist; I just don't have any information. 

Q Is there anybody there from the State Department? 

4 In Indianapolis? 

Q Yeah. 

a I don't really know. 


Chuck, we asked you several questions yesterday 
about the Iranian request that naval vessels stay away from the 
Strait of Hormuz for a couple of days. Have you got anything 
to say today about the legality of the request that they made? 


4 This Goesn't Make any sense what I've just been 
given, so -- 

Q Is that relevant to this question? 

f°) In fact, it was relevant to this very question 


and it arrived just at that moment and, as a consequence, since 
I have no idea of what this is supposed to tell me, [I'll come 
back to that. 


Q Can I ask you a second one? 
i) What can [I do. 


Are American vessels going to stay clear of the 
area while the Iranians are conducting these exercises? 


a As I understand it, the territorial waters is 
what the Iranians have been talking about here as the area for 
their maneuvers. International shipping passing through the 
Strait of Hormuz does not transit [ranian waters, so that it 
really is a moot question at this point. 


Q Back to Mr. Hill - 


Q So can I just follow up? 
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You can come back, but - 


Q I'm coming back 


a I'm not going forward. (Laughter) 


Q Can I just follow up on that, Chuck? Does that 
mean that U.S. ships will not be avoiding the Strait of 
Hormuz? I mean, I'm just wondering how cautious we're choosing 
to be in this instance 


Aa It doesn't mean anything other than what we've 
said yesterday, which is that we will continue doing what we 
have been doing. There's no change in our policy or our 
operations. 


Q Do you know how much territorial waters Iran 
claims in that Strait? 


a Twelve miles 
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Q Are you concerned that the [ranians might decide 
to extend the exercises either in scope or in duration? 

A I don't have any information on that at all. 

Q I think the French made some statement urging 


them not to, and [I was wondering whether you had any similar 
position. 


4 No, I don't have anything. 


Q Do you have anything more on the whole question 
of allied support for the minesweeping operation? I gather Mr. 
Carlucci is in Europe on that issue. 


4 He's not in Europe just on that issue. I have no 
doubt that could be an issue that would come up, but his 
consultations are much broader than that. 


Q Is -- 


a I don't have anything new is the answer to your 
first question. 


Q Is somebody from the State Department 
accompanying him? 

a I believe that it would be people from our 
Embassies in the various cases -- Ambassadors. 


Q Chuck, do you expect Mr. Hill to visit other 
countries than [scael in the area, or you expect other 
officials from the State Department to visit other countries in 
the area to keep in touch with the leaders? 


7) This visit is to Israel. I don't have anything 
to offer on visits to other countries, but I certainly don't 
want to rule that out at some point down the road. 


Chuck, can I skip back to Contra aid? Can you 
tell us if Elliott Abrams has accompanied the Secretary on any 
of his trips to Capitol Hill to talk about Contra aid? 


a I think he has 


Q He has? 
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Aa I don't -— I haven't followed every single one of 
them, so I can't give you an exact scorecard. 


Q There was a report about General Noriega being 
under some sort of a criminal investigation in Miami. Do you 
have anything on that? 


a) I don't. Anything having to do with criminal 
investigations gets into areas that I[ can't address, and you 
have to stay in touch with Justice. 


Q Chuck, the Soviets have announced that Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze is going to be in Geneva on Thursday to 
address the Disarmament Conference. Will he be meeting with 
any of the U.S. arms negotiators? 


A I don't have the details, but I think that's very 
likely to happen. 


Q That he will? 


) That he will. But I'll see if I can provide any 
further details when [ can pin that down further. 


Q On a new subject: Is Pakistan going to do 


anything about our concerns on non-proliferation, or are they 
rejecting any requests for a form of on-site inspection as 
press reports from the area suggest? 


“4 I don't have anything new to provide today. 
Under Secretary Armacost has just completed a visit there. He 
did have a press conference at which he made some general 
remarks, but basically until we hear his report and the outcome 
of his discussions, I don't have anything that would take this 
particular story beyond what we've said before, and [ think 
that was summarized -- did I bring it; yes -- in one of the 
things he said in his press conference. 


He said he had very frank and useful discussions on 
that question; that he believes we've made considerable 
progress in our discussions about these matters over the last 
few days, referring to his visit; and we expect these 
discussions to continue in both Islamabad and Washington 


Q Did he also say that the Pakistanis did not 
address the subject of on-site inspection or verification 
measures for enrichment? 
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A In the material [I have, which does not yet 
include the Q's and A's, I don't know whether that question 
came up. I could only say in response to that -- your 
question, which I assume is based on some comments that the 
Pakistani Foreign Minister was to have made -- that we haven't 
seen in fact what he said exactly, but, as you're aware, we've 
expressed our deep concern to the Government of Pakistan about 
aspects of the nuclear program, and beyond that I don't have 
any comment until Armacost comes back. 


Q Just one last follow-up: Are there additional 
talks in Washington or in the area planned? What's the next 
step? 


a In terms of specific encounters, I can't give you 
any details, but it is a subject that we do continually address 
with the Paks, both here and in Islamabad. 

Q When is Armacost back? 

re) He should be back tonight. 


Q Back on the minesweeping for a moment. 


Can we -- a few other people have not asked any 
questions yet, and then we'll come back. Sorry. 


D> 


Q Thank you. The Cubans and the Angolans have 
published some kind of statement about the understanding on -- 
saying that they would be willing to negotiate jointly with the 
U.S. on Namibia and Cuban withdrawal. Do you have any reaction 
to that? 


a This in reference to a joint communique that was 
issued in Havana in which there were some indications of 
flexibility in the negotiating position. We welcome the publi: 
indication of flexibility on Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola 
that's referred to in the communique. 


It suggests that the Angolan position on Cuban troop 
withdrawal is still evolving. However, we've heard these hints 
before. As you know, the Angolans failed to use the July 
meeting with Assistant Secretary Crocker in Luanda to make good 
on these hints. 


We hope the Havana communique means that the Angolans 
are now prepared to put forward specific proposals. For our 
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part, we continue to believe that the conflict in Angola and 
Namibia -- neither has a military solution A negotiated 
settlement on the withdrawal of the foreign troops, South 
africans from Namibia and Cubans from Angola, is essential if 
these conflicts are to be resolved. We are prepared to 
continue our efforts to achieve this negotiated resolution 


Q Wheat about the fact that the Cubans would be 
involved in the negotiations? 


. I don't have anything to offer on that particular 
point 


Q Copy of that statement? 
A Yes 


Q I'd like to follow up, Chuck: The UNITA folks 
here are claiming that they're becoming victorious over MPLA, 
and that they've killed a number of Russian soldiers. Do you 
have any update on the fighting going on there? 


- No 


Q Do you have any information on the treaty 
obligations with Saudi Arabia? You said you'd leok into it 
yesterday 


A I was correct in what I said that there is no 
formal mutual defense arrangement with Saudi Arabia. But, as 
with many close friends, we have assured Saudi Arabia of our 
support for its territorial integrity and its self defense 
efforts 


Q There's a report that the Saudis are denying U.S 
access to their territorial waters unless there is some sort of 
an emergency Do you have any comment or information on that? 


a I haven't seen that 

Q and one more question The ambassador of Saudi 
Arabia was on “Nightline” last night. He said that not one 
shot was fired -- that is, the demonstrations in Mecca Do you 


have any comment on that? Do you have a casualty figure there’ 


A No I don't have any other details 


In the back 
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Q How about a report that some sort of diplomatic 
immunity is being granted to two Israelis in connection with 
the Iran-Contra affair? David Kimche announced -- 


+ No. 


Q On that statement just now, assuring the Saudis 
of our support and guaranteeing their sovereignty or their 
territorial integrity, is that a -- could you suggest what you 
were reading that from? Is that a recent statement we've sent 
to them, or is that some kind of a written -- 


+ No. I didn't say exactly what you paraphrased, 
but in any case you can look at the exact words I used. But 
what I'm getting at here is a very longstanding type of 
relationship that has existed with the Saudis, and that's why I 
say with close friends around the world -- and I've done it 
many times from this podium -- we assure them of our support 
for territorial integrity and self-defense efforts. 


Q Right Well, have we assured them of our support 
in the last few Gays ur in the recent period of tiie? 


a This is not the kind of assurance that has to be 
reiterated among friends day after day. day after day. It's 
well understood 


Q Well, I realize, but still there have been 
sources of tension and Iranian threats specifically directed at 
the Saudi leadership in the last few days, so I'm wondering 
whether you have made some kind of a statement to them in the 
last few days 


a I don't know of anything in particular 
Q But is the-- 


- Nor do I know that in effect that the Saudis see 
themselves in any position where they would be seeking some 
sort of formal reiteration of that They know where we stand 
and have known for a long time 


Q But even so, sometimes in the middle of tension. 
you do want to make your position -- you restate your position 
both to them and in public Is that what you're doing now? 


“ I've certainly restated it publicly, because you 
asked Yes. 
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Q One more on Israel 


Q Let me follow this Saudi thing, please This 
assurance of -- to the Saudis of support for their territorial 
integrity and their self-defense effort -- did this happen 
during this Administration’ 


. It goes way back I'm sure it predates this 
Administration by a long time 


Q You're sure, or it does 
a I said I'm sure it does 


Q What do you mean by “self-defense efforts” also? 
Could you - 


a I don't have any further definition for you. 
think it's clear 


Are we currently blocked from their territorial 


Pardon? 
Q Are we currently blocked from entering their 
territorial waters’? Is there some kind of arrangement with 
them -- 


- I haven't heard anything about thai at all 


Q There's some report that Israel won't cooperate 
any more in the Pollard investigation Anything on that? 


- I haven't heard that one either 


Q Don't you see any kind of crisis situation in 
Saudi Arabia now, or just things are normal? 


= I certainly don't see any crisis situation 

Q Because you said -- 

- It's not normal when you have demonstrations 
But, as I said yesterday, the Saudis seem to be perfectly 


capable of doing what needs to be done to take care of internal 
security problems 
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Q In your answer to my colleague's question, you 
said that this is not the kind of assurances or reassurances 
that come day after day, but surely it comes when there is a 
crisis situation. So can I take this statement as an 
indication of this? 


a Well. we've been over this question in six 
different ways, and [ really don't have anything to add. I've 
answered it at least four ways now 


Q On the mining, could you clarify any further 
today just what the British position is as you understand it, 
because different people in this Government, including the 
White House, seem to have a different interpretation from what 
the British are saying Are they going to help us or not? 


a I don't have anything new to offer on that. The 
most recent information that you refer to is that which was put 
forward by the White House yesterday 


Q Well, the -- there have been two completely 
different interpretations of that at least in the morning's 
press, and ['m wondering whether you have an authoritative 
understanding? 


4 My job is to tell you what I can, not interpret 
it That's all [I can do 


Q Do ycu know how close the sea lanes are to the 
Iranian territorial waters in the Strait of Hormuz? 


a No 


Q Yesterday I think the Omanis told a chopper that 
was accompanying the Gas Prince to get out of their airspace 
Do we have anything to say about this? 


a I don't have any details on that The Pentagon 
might 


Q Are we still blocked from having our helicopters 
land in Kuwait? They're still not allowing us to land in their 
territory, forcing us to land them on our carriers? 


“ The first answer is there was never a request 
made to do what you're implying we're not being allowed to do, 
anc that's where i have to start 
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Q Do they have a policy whether they allow our 
military equipment to land? 


A That's all I have on that one. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on reports that 
the Germans would be willing to modify their Pershing program 
if the Russians took Scuds out? 


) I won't go through it in all the detail, but the 
answer would be essentially what [ said yesterday in response 
to a very similar, if not the identical, question. 


Q Another subject. For many years -- excuse me -- 
for many weeks now there were reports from Egypt that President 
Mubarak is going to visit the United States in -- next 


November. Nothing was declared in this city about the visit, 
but it seems there are some sort of reports on differences that 
May postpone even again the visit of President Mubarak to the 
United States. Do you have anything on that? 


A No. 


Q Not even that he's going to visit the country -- 
this country in November? 


- I just don't have anything on the visit. 


Q Back on Central America, the Secretary mentioned 
the MiG's this morning in response to questions Is there any 
new evidence that the Nicaraguans have requested advanced 
aircraft from the Soviets? 


- No, I don't know of anything beyond what I said 
yesterday in response to several questions along those same 
lines, and I'd stick by what I said yesterday 


Q Okay. Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 














REMARKS BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AND THE 
NICARAGUAN RESISTANCE DIRECTORATE 
AUGUST 4, 1987 


SECRETARY SHULTZ I've just had the pleasure of a meeting with the 
Directorate of the Nicaraguan Resistance, and they are all here 

I'll just introduce them Mrs. Ferry, Mr. Robelo, Mr. Cesar, Mr 
Chamoro, Mr. Calero, Mr. Sanchez We have talked about the 
Situation in Nicaragua and what they are achieving, which is 
impressive We talked about the upcoming meeting in Guatemala City, 
where of course everybody hopes for progress toward a negotiated 
outcome to these problems, and, in general, reviewed what is taking 
place 


It has been very encouraging to me to see the coherence of this 
Directorate and to meet once again with the outstanding people who 
are working and fighting to bring about peace and openness and 
democracy in their country ['ll take a question or tun but no 
doubt you'll probably ask them questions 


QUESTION (inaudible) 
SECRETARY SHULTZ Of course, they are going to be visiting with 


Members of the Congress and with the President tomorrow and 
answering questions, and people can talk and see for themselves what 


the members of the Directorate stand for This is all part of the 
process of assessing what's going on, and we think it 1s very 
positive 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, are you hopeful at this point that a 
-umpromise from the original Arias plan can be reached? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ Well 1 don't know whether it can or not There 
are certain things that are necessary if a peace plan is to work 

We have thought about it and looked at it, and members of the 
Directorate have and others in Central American have and made their 
views know No doubt that one of the things that will happen in 


Guatemala City is for people to discuss these matters 











QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what kind of package are you looking for 
in a dollar figure for Contra aid, and also what response is the 
U.S. prepared to make if Roberto Ortega's (inaudible; do bring Migs 
into Nicaragua? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ They will regret that if they do that, but I'm 
not going to discuss that further As far as the assistance is 
concerned, of course, first and formost, we'd like to see a 
negotiated outcome and we intend to work hard for that as we have 
been and as the members of the Directorate have been But in the 
ineantime, we have to give a good account of ourselves and they do 
and that takes support When the President decides on what we feel 
is necessary, he'll make that recommendation. 





I think I will get out of the way and leave you to their tender 
mercy 


Do you feel] that the Iran/Contra hearings helped or hurt 
the cause for the Contra fight? 


MR. CALERO We have said that the Iran hearings were an opportunity 
for American people to hear about the Nicaraguan cause, and it did 
help to get the American people educated because as they learn about 
the situation the more favorable they are for our cause 





QUESTION Mr. Calero, didn't the Secretary of State say that for a 
negotiated outcome you have to do better He said the United States 
and you all had to do better Does that mean (inaudible) 
militarily, and if that's the case, can you do it? 


MR. CALERO I think that he meant that all around improvement of 
positions. Because there are many factors involved in our struggle 
-— military, political, internal, external, diplomatic, economic - 
and we can improve in all respects 


What about on the ground? What's happening on the ground? 


MR. CALERO: We have made great progress on the ground and we will 
continue to do so We have 15,000 men deep inside the country 
battling. This year, in the first six months, there have been 1,360 
combatants compared to 513 in the previous year And we have the 
Sandanistas in their deepest crisis since 1984 





QUESTION Are you continuing to hit soft targets? 


MR. CALERO We continue to conduct a guerilla warfare which 


consists of attacking when and if it is convenient 


Inaudible 








MEMBER OF DIRECTORATE Well, with regard to supply, we've been 
doing much, much better in the last several months and we believe 
that we're going to be able to improve our performance once we are 
able to put together a more systematic supply system 





QUESTION: (Inaudible) the summit meeting in Guatemala? What is the 
Significance of your meetings here on the eve of that meeting 
(inaudible) the Latin American Presidents? 


MEMBER OF DIRECTORATE We're here in Washington -- we were invited 
by the Administration to come here to talk to them We're here as 
we have done in the last few weeks visiting Guatemala, El Salvador, 


Honduras, and Costa Rica - the Central American democracies -- 
asking for support for our cause and to our two-track approach 
That is to say, on the one hand the diplomat negotiated solution 


that we look forward preferably, but also, on the other hand, to 
make them understand that without military pressure there is no way 
the Sandanistas will ever agree to a negotiated settlement So our 
visit to Washington is within that framework and we our talking with 
the Congress leaders and also with the Administration, including the 
President for the same purpose 


We hope, frankly and honestly, that the Central American democracies 
are able to press the Sandanista government into moving toward 
democracy because we cannot forget that it is the Sandanista regime 
(inaudible) increasing democratization process in the country 


QUESTION (Inaudible) 


MEMBER OF DIRECTORATE Let's say we're trying to reassert to the 
people that are convinced of our two-tracked policy, that are 
convinced that we are fighting for democracy in Nicaragua, and also 
trying to convince some other people that up to now have had doubts 
about the Resistance's performance 


QUESTION Do you think you're succeeding? 


MEMBER OF DIRECTORATE: Yes. So far, yes 


QUESTION Mr. Calero, what are you going to ask President Reagan 


for tommorow when you go to the White House? 


MR. CALERO: We are going to thank him for his continued support 
rather than ask him And we are going to bring him up to date of 
our situation and the fact that the Sandanista's are in their 
deepest irreversible crisis, and that should be kept in mind for any 
policy to come out of this country 


QUESTION (Inaudible) think you need? 





—_—_— 


in the vicinity of what it was last year -- hopefully more, 
hopefully for a longer time 


MR. CALERO: No. We haven't got a dollar figure, but it should be 


QUESTION: Can you tell us how embarrassing the hearings really have 
been to you, and the lack of American public support, generally? 

How do you expect the American people to support you now and go on 
and give you more aid? 


MR. CALERO Ll think we came out of the Iran hearings smelling like 





a flower. There has been no embarrassment whatsoever 
MEMBER OF DIRECTORATE Let me just say one thing about the 
[ran/Contra hearings We are very thankful to the testimony of 


Oliver North who has been able to convey our cause to the American 
people and let them understand the danger that it is for Central 
American democracies to have a totalitarian neighbor like 
Nicaragua. Oliver North has been able to be very consistent with 
our cause, and we really think that he's done a magnificent job in 
trying to convey the justice of our cause to the American people. 


Thank you 
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SECRETARY SHULTS: And now, does anybody have « question? 
Q Would you answer that question -- ' 


6 SHULTS: You have te fermulate the question. 
What is it? 


Q eee Ee eee Se en SS 2 ae ee ee 
President, whether -- why be is new willing to trust the gandinictas, 
to eit down and negotiate with thea? 


SECRETARY SHULTS: The President has always been ready to 
in regional peace initiatives, and with the five Central 
American presidents seeting in Guatemala City tomorrow, and vith the 
: ey development of the discussions among the bipartisan 
° 
forward there, the President is getting fully behind this plan. So 
it's not a change, but it is a very positive development. 


Q@ Weuld you explein -- 
Q@ hy do you keep telling us -- 
Q Mr. Secretary, sir, vhat -- 
Q -- it doesn't vork? 
nodifications to the Aries pe “yry “tbe feed rs 
peace plan -- what rd the 


including Nicaragua, should decide that the Ar 
they can agree on? Would ve support it? 


P yo oowy- What we are doing here is ae 
orvard sone ideas, ° been threugh 6 t] 
discussion vith qreat eadersnip ths Speaker of the fouse, 


Jism Wright, and vha ere going 
of a 


we to is 
Sueclens thee’ is chal coven planing —— 
+ That is what ve're po er. 














lied 


ao mw. 












ee ee and those matters of tising ére important to others 
hE avers just haved to see what comes cut of the 


Q Se. Sea ie there reasen te believe -- the 
Sandinistas have considered proposals of many tines before and 
have not accepted thes. What is different now? Why should ve 
believe that they are any sore interested? 


8 SHULT3: Of course, = doen't want te try to 
speak for them, but what is being put forward here is reasonable 
sensible -- it's been 4 @ great deal aneng bere wi 


many po 
that ere being discussed cog 
say What ve're for and it's up te others 


2 Mr. Secretary 


SUULTS: Sut, there has been 6 ict ef confi 

sao cuenente Guundeienn te tan samen and particularly ia 8 

 y ust terrible, so there is potentially © let te be dene on 
people of the regien ; 


Q Mr. Secretary, there is a great deal of skepticies 

oe oy by Democrats in Congress that the eduinistration is doing 

cals in the cupectation eat tas Ganainioees Gall Gane ie 4500 

that you will then be assured of continued Contre aid for ths 
of the President's ters. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you made «@ etatement. Ie there 
& question connected with it? 


Q I'm saying, sir, that there is this Tyo which 
exists = the part of sany Democrats in Congress. How do 
reepond 


belance 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is skepticiem among people with 
varying shades of opinion about all of this, and I think what we need 
to do ie use thie bipartisan 
effort as a basis for strong diplomacy on our re and de tnpee 
ve can to bring about the sort of result that I think everyone seeks 


Q But is it a ploy just to get sore Contra aid? 
Q Why didn't you tell the Contre leaders -- 


SECRETARY SHULT2: [t's not a ploy. It's net just « 
ploy. It ie a genuine effort. And the President believes that, the 
believes that and others who participated. They came here 

aie nian. They looked each other in the eye. They had . 
Se Secenaeee. And we're going to sake « real etrong of 


MR. PITEWATER: Let's have David take « final question. 
The Secretary needs to return to the resistance leaders seeting and 


from the wi far -- any feedback? 
Wright showed us « letter he had received in which the 

cated, while net s off on it, et least seme itive 
reaction te the 8. Can you teil us if you've the sane 


ae Rn a We have just barely hed the sect 
that the President on AH with the leaders and « otf 
this. fim Ky B. 


machinery over in the State Oepartment te get it cut. And se they'll 
eee literally the text of what is + They'll be going te 
Guatemala City and they'll be ing in thet environment. But ve 
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don't have any prearranged reaction or we haven't been able to talk 
te them about it because we haven't had anything to talk about. 


3 What do the Contras think about it? They're mad et 
you because yeu didn't tell thes yesterday. 
SECRETARY SHULTS: Well, they're sect with the 
; President now and I want to go join that seeting. I think they . 
; penne Hf} 2 before -- te be wanting to see 


, Gemocracy, f in Nicarequa 
Pighting fer. Ana if there is a way to get there, that's wnat they 


3 Well, why didn't -- 


SECRETARY SHULTS: But they will speak for themselves and 
they're very able to do it. 


Q Ie the President committed te cut off aid to the 
Contras if there's « cease-fire? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Has the peace plan been- distributed? 
7 Yes, we just got it. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you can reed there -- 


-) But it's unclear what happens if there's « 
cease-fire. 


SECRETARY SMULTE: -~- what is envisaged. And what is 
=e ~~ I think the key paragraph is, with respect to your 
question -- 


: Wuaber one. 

Py Number one. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wumber one, under “We propose =he 
following,* and you can see that the cease-fire in place needs to 
have terms acceptable to the parties concerned. So that includes the 
Nicaraguan resistance. And it envi that a set of things would 
take place simultaneously. And one of those , 4@ all of this 
can take place simultaneously, is «a cease-fire then the cessation 
of military aid -- 

avan-eP ' Q But humanitarian eid vould continue? 
What about resupplying military eid with -- 


CRETARY SHULTS: -- that would -- and -- just what it 


a ea, srien eid would continue. 
Q Mr. Secretary, vhat about lying the Contras 
-~ during this period? Is the adsinistration the right to 
continue to resupply then? 


SECRETARY SHULTS: Well, it says, sili aid would stop 
under these conditions if they can be verked out and tarian eid 


have openness 
commission, it does sake recommendations « so on. 
° ate ee 8 Oe Ané ef course it's 


END 11:59 A.M. EDT 
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ete 
has an interpreter, which vill -- so we need a little 
interpretation of the questions. The other members of 
are here. You can direct 


that process. 


Nicaragua, you know. 


resistance are here. 


PRESS speerene 
NICARAGUAN RESISTANCE LEADERS 
The Briefing Roca 


YIT°“ATEA. Asucena will have « 
6o, with tase i? veut i yA y*—* 
We have questions on other subjects. 
Yes. 

Marlin, we have questions fer you. 

Other subjects. 


Cp - Gree cAGANA S¢7- 
DRAFT 


These -~ Iran and Shevardnadse just made an 
agreement in Geneva. 


FITZWATER: Okay, go ahead. 
We may fight a war in the Gulf, as well 


as in 


A two-front war for the United States. 


YI a0 


fee 


—fuguet 5, 1987 


FERREY: Good afternoon, gentlemen and ladies of the 
press, we, the members of the directorate of the Hi 


caregua 
We have come to visit the members of the House 


of Representatives and the Senate and the President of this country 
in order to reaffirm our determination to continue fighting for 
iberty and democracy in our country. 


international policy on the 
constant and upright. 


uave come making requests, continuing with the sane 
demands ané maintaining the same position as ve have in the past. We 
would like te continue with dialogue and a reconciliation that will 
sllow us to live in peace and democracy with stability in our country 
and Latin America. We have also asked continuously for an 


agreement that has come today. 


solution and to establish democracy in 
you with the rest of the sembers of the 


of this government which would be 
That is why we're so pleased with the national 


Thie ie @ proposal of many which is attempting to resolve 
the problem in Nicaragua and allow 4 negotiations for « 
our Now 


clear up any questions that you aight have for us. 


CESAR: The President has promised us that he wil) 
rt us for freedom, peace and democracy in our 


continue to 
country and 


us of one -- the entire six points 


today? 


1 America. 


political 
I'll leave 


directorate eo that you can 


Q I have a question. Do you -- do I take it that you 
accept in ite entirety and without any reservation -- unless you tell 


CESAR: oe, Mr. Donaldson. (Laughter.) 
All right. 
What is your position? 


of this pian that was pessed out 














enctie) ?-- : 
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+ CESAR: We are for le. | e otiated 
solution to che Nicaraguan reblen, and we y *-y ere the Arias 
initiative of peace. We come any initiative of peace that is 
based on the premise of, without democracy, there von't be peace in 
Nicaragua, because that is exactly what we are for. 


Wow, we made observations in writing to the Cuntral 
American democratic idente about the Arias proposal. We would 


also make those the Honduran , I think, that came up « 
few days ago, to Contadora , and we will do the sane 

anos autem ce ee How we insist and we reaffirs that 
what we welcome much is a bipartisan consensus reflected 


in any peace plan at the Americans have put together. But we are 
Nicarequans, so ve accept the -- 


. What don't you like? What doen't you like? 


Q Can't you tell us whet you don't -- yes, what you 
Gon't like about this? 


Q Could you indentify yourselves, please? 
MR. CESAR: Alfredo Cesar. 


Q What  -coceaed do you oabiect to here? Clearly 
you have some reservations 


MR. CESAR: We just had a teryt « few ninutes about 
the specific proposal, so it will take « while, you knew, eit 
down and analyse that, and then we'll convey those views to the 
qovermment. 


Q Mr. Cesar, the talks would be the democracies there, 
plus the United States and Nicaragua. Doe you ebject te the fact that 
you would not be represented in these negotiations? 


mR. —_ We are convinced that any cease-fire 
agreement has to be ee between ourselves and the Sandinistes. 
And that's the way it is put in that 1. There's no Be 
can reach a cease-fire agreement in ¥ without the resistance 
participeting in the negetietion that will lead te that. 


Q Py AE yp Fea byt not eit 
and negotiate it, as we understand id you raise that 
with the President, the fact that you A+ y not ectually be eat the 
bargining table, you would then have to be able to approve or 
disapprove what -- the result of the egreement? 


MR. CHAMORRO: We didn't reise that with the President, 
because very specifically in that proposal, that there has to be « 
negotiated cease-fire between the parties that are in the conflict. 
So that includes us. There is no vay that © cease-fire can be 
pen from people that are not directly involwed in the conflict. 8 


. Would be amenable to some intermediary? It's 
been that aa ecas -~ a shuttle-type of a situation could 
be out between the Contras, because the Sandinistas will not 
sit down at the table with you? 


© Can you identity yourself, sir? 


Me. CHAMORRO: Pedro Joaquin Chamorro. I a= member of 
the resistance. 
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Q Whet specificelly don't you like ebout this peace 
plan? 


MR. CHAMORRO: We heave to study the plan. 
Q Why do you know you don't like it, if «- 
MR. CHAMORRO: We ¢ién't sey we didn't like it. 


MR. CESAR: We like the plan. We ere not seying we 
ore it in ite entirety yet, es we heve Gone with cther peace plens 
in the past of the Central American countries anc presidents. 


"7 Whet troubles you sir, Mr. Cesar, whet ere your 
concerns? 


Mh. CESAR: We heven't haé the time to aenslyse it in 
Getail. That's it. I mean, it's nothing more than that. Fow, we 
welcome the initietive, we like it, we support it. 


fe) I gGon't mean to be ruée, but if the United Stetes 
wants to push this, do you really heve « choice? Seceuse the United 
Stetes is the entity now tier Cosconei Horth is no longer pres\e=t -- 
thet aigés you. (Leughter.) 


WR. CEBAR: We Go heve the choice. 5 oe © beve 
15,009 or 17,000 fighters thet are down there, ere because of 
american policy. We ere fighting down there beceuse > eunette the 
Senéiniestes heve not complieé with democratic principles. 


Q But they're eating because of American money. 


MR. CESAR: As the Saenéinietas ere esting because of 
Soviet money -- yes. 


Q Right. So wy real question is, do you think the 
Unites Stetes woulé force you to try to go along or accept something 
which you heve reservations about? 


Me. CESAR: We, they won't force us. It's very 
respectful PB ny mom But let's sey in thet, the same oréer of 
thinking, the Saendinietes will also be forced to eccept it. Beceuse 
if they cut the Soviet ei¢, they're done. 


MR. CHAMORRO: Let's put it very plainly this way -- 
- re net going to accept any peace proposes. thet does not lead to 
the Gemocretizetion of Nicerague. Ané thet is for eure -- for 
irreversible -- if thet peece proposal comes from the United Stetes, 
thet it doesn't lead to democretiszetion, we're going to reject it. 
We heve the choice to reject it, beceuse we are independent. 


me. CESAR: Yes. 


CHAMORRO: Yes, it leaés to democratisation of 
Nicaragua. a it provides weys, end it alec provides « very specific 
timetable for thet. Thet is something thet we like, beceuse we don't 
like «© timetable thet is forever. 


MR. CESAR: One thing before we get to the sensstion thet 
we Gon't like -- es the le¢y was saying -- one is for sure in 
our position, we ere ree¢y ané heve been res¢y to sit down and 
negotiate « cease-fire with the Sanéinistes. We're ready to ¢o thet 
any time, now, et this moment, with their Ambessador here, with 
Ortege -~ whoever is necessery. 80 we're reaéy for that. 


we heve te look et the sequence ené every other 
deteis of tee plan. 
“<< Dt pd 
you that one of the reasons for this propose) now now is that 
went through these two months ef negotiations, the prospects of 
Po) 37 
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getting you military 4:c renewe¢ at the enc of these two months would 
be enhanced? Do you think that's the case? 


MR. CHAMORRO: No. What be was -- the President 
specifically tolé us that éuring these last two years, the sedis 
hasn't focuseé on the efforts that he's sade to reach a negotiated 


eGministration interest to reach @ negotiated settiement. Ané that 
cannot be ignoreé this time because I think it's very -- 


Q Dié be sey what was -- 


came 
peace efforts? There are three Contadore plans. 


MR. ROBELC: Look, iet me refresh -- Alfonse Robelc. 
Some of you know we, right? Okey. Yes, you know that we have had 


several peace initiatives. We are willing te go to ——— = 
- We are a 


through ané éempocracy 

is only the American wey to analyse and it takes inte consideration 

the American pointe of view. We want to see curs. We are allies of 

Boye = States, but we want to do our part aené put our ingredient 
here. 


io) Wher 616 the President try in recent years to 
negotiate « peace? 


MR. ROBELC: Well, you have to ask him. I can't tell you 


. Well, he told you that he had. 

fe] You sew. He won't answer questions anymore. 

MR. ROBELO: That's not my problem. (Laughter.) 

MR. CESAR: That's an internal matter here. (Laughter.) 


Q Dié the President tell you -- 4id the President 
promise you thet the United States would not cut off aid? That if 
thie fai.e, did the President promise you that the United States 
woulé live up to ite commitments to you and not leeve you stranded? 


MR. ROBELC: Well, we have -- it has been made very clear 
thet the President will beck us up all the way until we get peace and 
Gemocrecy in Ficaregua. But it's obvious -- and we're going to be 
the ones that, if we want to evoid war, we will -- we would love to 
6c so. It is Micaraguans that are dying. It is true it is Aserican 
money, @8 you say. But whet is sore ? Woney or bleed? it 
is cur Blood. It is cur brothers. It the use of the Nicareguans 
thet are ¢ying there. Ané sco that part we ere putting -- it ie not 


Ané let's hope there will never be Americans. 
Q Benjamin Linder was killed -~ some say by you. 
MR. ROBELO: Yes, well -- 
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. FITISATER: Are there any questions beck in the beck? 


De 
MR. ROBELO: ‘That's nonsense. 
) It wasn't true? 

. 


What eseurances has the President given you about 
the continuation of funds? Mas he given you any sense of how such he 


Mm. CALERO: No. I asked the President very clearly if 
we had bis commitment to peace ané democracy in Nicaragua. Ané he 
said that I could I quote him on it, that we have his commitsent to 
peace and democracy. His commitment to his continued support -- 
@ Me's not for war end communisa? 
Q But what about aid? 


MR. CALERO: He is for peace and democracy and we have 
his commitment for his continued support -- 


Q For soney? 


MR. CALERO: -- ané that is very, very clear, I would 
say. 


Q Did he give you & commmitzent to -- 

MR. FITZWATER: Margaret? Please, Andrea. 

Margeret? 

fo} What was your -- 

MR. CALERO: Yes, to keep on supporting us. 

| How much? 

co) Where's he going to get the soney? 

MR. CALERO: Well -- 

. How such? 

MR. CALERO: Well, he will definitely explore this 
ty oy ay RE to explore it. And if it fails, well, 


io) What was your underetanding of the level and type of 
funding that you will continue to receive during this 60-day period? 


MR. CALERO: During this 60-day period, there is no 
cut-off of funds whatscever. The cut-off of funding would start once 
vo I at the table with the Sandinistes and have negotiated « 


. ~~ military eid? 


WR. CALERO: -- then there will -- then there will be «6 
court -- ob, yes. Once we sit down to determine the cease-fire, then 


1 <= then -- and determine « cease-fire, then 
f, logically. We will net be needing anyzore 
there is «a cease-fire. 

Where 
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MR. CALIRO: We will continue during this coming 60 days 
to receive what we have been receiving. And, as I said, very 
a the cut-off would come efter there is an agreement reached 

tale pian commences to be iaplesented. 

@ Do have any spore reason to believe -- 

MR. FITZWATER: Let's take the final question beck here. 


Owen, not you, no, the behind you. Give his « break, 


he's been waiting out the whole briefing. Yes, sir, go ahead. 
Q This report's been floating around for several days 
now om Hill, at the last sinute it seens, ‘ve been brought in and 


told the details. Are you at all irrita about that fact? 


MR. CALERO: Well, this has been floating around and it 
floeeted around 


ie a repetition of the same concepts that we have 
before, that President Aries has floated around, that the Sondurans 


have floated around and that everyone else has floated around. We 
have made -- 
MR. CESAR: Except the Sandinistas. (Laeughter.) 

MR. CALERO: Except the Sandinistas. We've made peace 
ad ls to the Sandinistas before, that sound very much like what 
read today. We offered to lay down our arms to the 

Sandinietas before, but they Seve refused to talk to us. 


Q What's new? Why should this succeed? 


MR. CALERO: Well, I mean, you've got to on trying 
~~ that’s it for peace -- you always have to on try . And 
we're going to keep on trying and if this one fails, we'll try again. 


Q Do you anymore reason to believe -- 
MR. FITZWATER: Thank you very such. 


MR. CALERO: I forgot to indentify myself -- Adolfo 
Calero. Thank you. 7 


. What Kind of flower do you smell like, do you think? 
MR. CALEZERO: Pardon? 

Q What kind of flower did you come up smelling like? 
MR. CALERO: I came out of -- where? 


. No, you eaid yesterday you came out of the hearings 
smelling like a flower. 


MR. CALERO: Like a flower, yes. 
| Like @ rose. 
mR. CALERO: Like a rose, yes. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 12:40 P.M. fof 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement to begin with: 


In view of public statements by LIranian Government 
officials and mob actions against diplomatic missions in Tehran 
in past days, [I would like to repeat our existing warning on 
travel to Iran which was originally issued in January of 1981 
and has remained in effect ever since. I[t says: 


"All American citizens contemplating travel to Iran 
are advised that they should avoid such travel. Travel to Iran 
is extremely hazardous because of the continuing anti-American 
atmosphere, the virulent anti-American stance of the Iranian 
Government, and the present conflict between Iran and Iraq. 

The possibility exists that American citizens traveling to Iran 
could be detained without charge or taken hostage. 


"American interests in Iran are currently served by 
the Swiss Government acting through its Embassy in Tehran, but 
protective services are severely limited by present 
conditions. Under these circumstances, the Department of State 
strongly urges United States citizens to avoid any travel to 
Iran." 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 

m That is the advisory that was issued January 27, 
1981 You can certainly have another copy if you want. 

Q Do you have any indication that there are 


Americans traveling to Iran? 


” I don't have any statistics on Americans 
traveling. I doubt if there are very many. But there are a 
lot of dual-national citizens, for example, in Iran. Those are 
not, however, the people to whom this would be directed 
primarily. 

Q Is there any rise in numbers of Americans going 
to Iran? 

4 No. I don't have any statistics. It's just a 


prudent warning in view of the recent events I[ cited. 
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Q Are American aircraft going to Tehran? 
= Not that I know of. 
Q Is your reading that part of a larger program of 


steps that are being taken elsewhere around the world in light 
of threats and the situation? 


“ My reading this is for the reason I gave you, 
which is to reiterate that that warning has been outstanding 
Since 1981 and that circumstances indicate that it's still 
valid, so that the traveling public should know that. 


Q But if there's no one going there already, what's 
the point? 
a That's perhaps a good sign in view of this 


warning, but to the effect -- 


Q I mean, but why say it again if people got the 
message? 


a -— to the effect people are aware of it, those 
who might contemplate it will think twice. 


Q But is that part of a series of things, 
precautions, that are being taken, or what? 


o I was asked the question about precautions 
several days ago. I responded. That's what ['d say again. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Soviet-Iranian 
announcement of economic cooperation? 


Q The question please? 
A Your colleagues would like you to speak up. 
Q Soviet-Iranian economic cooperation -- any 


comment on it? 


- Only to say that this new agreement appears to be 
a continuation of economic discussions initiated in 1986, but 
we haven't seen the details, so I really don't have any further 
commentary. 


Q When the U.S. started its policy in the Gulf, one 
of the reasons given was that we wanted to stop the Soviets 
from exerting influence in the region. Is there any indication 
that it's had that effect, or does this sort of agreement that 
they've apparently settled with the Iranians indicate that the 
policy isn't working? 
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” I don't see any reason to tie these events 
together at all. 


Q Chuck, on another subject. How does the State 
Department or the Administration intend to put this peace plan 
forward to the Guatemala Presidential meeting? 


” My understanding is that it will be sent to the 
participants in that meeting. 

Q And the Administration is not sending anybody 
down? 

A Not that I know of, no 

Q We have no physical presence at that meeting at 


4 I don't believe so. 

Q Ambassador Habib is not there? 

No 

Q Where is he? 

I don't know where he is this very day He's not 
there 

Q Chuck, just back to the Gulf for one question 


Anything new on Carlucci's meetings in Europe? I had 
understood there might be some movement with the French coming 
up with some creative suggestions of how they might do 
something new to help. 


A No. I don't have anything. 

Q Charles, could I go back to this Charles Hill 
visit to Israel that you talked about yesterday? I see you're 
smiling I am too. You said he's going in the near future 


and you can't provide the dates because of our normal concern 
for people going into the region You're not concerned about 
Americans going into Israel, are you? 


a) My general rule on any official Americans 
traveling not only in the Middle East but lots of other parts 
of the world is that I don't provide their itineraries 
beforehand, and [I'm sticking to our standard practice. 


Q There is no real fear on the part of any American 
official going to Israel, is there? 
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“ I don't know of any. 

Q You don't know of any fear. All right. When was 
this Hill trip planned? When did it first come out that Hill 
should go to Israel to keep in touch with the leadership? 

) I don't know when planning began. 

Q You don't know the date All right There's -- 
Q On the same subject, if -- 
Q 


Well, go ahead You'il break it up for me. Then 
you won't have to -- 


a) Well, you're the only one, I think, who's going 
to be interested in this question. You weren't here yesterday? 

Q No But I read the transcript, and I listened to 
some of it - 

A You know it all, then. 

Q Some of it was -- well, no. there's some more to 


it than that Secretary Shultz, about two weeks ago at a 
dinner with about 13 Jewish Congressmen, said that he would 
like to see a two-day conference -— at least that's the way it 
was reported to me -- a two-day international conference at 
which the Soviet Union and the Republic of China would 
recognize -- the People's Republic of China -- would recognize 
Israel and then quit, and that would be all there would be to 
the conference. Can you confirm that or say anything about 
that? 


a The Secretary has spoken any number of times on 
the record concerning the question of the Middle East peace 
process and the role that a properly constructed international 
conference might play. That's all there for you to see That 
is his position, and it's very clear 


Q (Inaudible) -- to see whether the conference 
would lead to bilateral, direct talks 


a That's right 


Q During the last weeks, the Israeli press, 
including those expressing the ideas of Mr. Shamir and those 
expressing ideas of Mr. Peres, were very critical of Mr. 
Murphy. Does this have anything to do with the choosing of Mr. 
Hill to go to Israel? 


A Absolutely not. 
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Q Speaking of people traveling, since Mr. Armacost 
has returned -- I presume he did return -- and has been giving 
news conferences around the world, maybe he could come down and 
talk to us. Would that be possible? 


" I've talked to him already. He's considering 
that possibility. He has some other reporting to do first, as 
you can imagine, but I'll keep you informed. 


Q Can you give us a readout yet on his meetings? 


A I'd prefer to let him do it himself, and I hope 
that won't be in the too distant future. In any case, as I 
said in response to the previous question, he has some 
reporting he has to do here officially before I can do any 
further reporting. 


Q Is it true that Secretary Shultz did not mention 
this peace plan to the contra leaders when he met with them 
yesterday? 


A They have been consulted. 


Q But is it true that he did not mention it 
yesterday in their meeting? 


“ No, that is not true. 

Q He did mention it. 

" Yes. 

Q He did tell them this peace plan -- tell them 


what was in it and what was coming out. 


A Beyond what I said, the kind of details you are 
asking, ['m not going to go into. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on a group of 
Congressmen, including Congressman Fascell, who are sponsoring 
a cut-off of the little bit of military assistance to Haiti 
because of the hackings and other things that are going on 
there? Do you have any comment on the situation in Haiti or 
the Congressional moves to try to cut off military aid? 


A No, I don't have anything specifically on that. 


Q Back to Nicaragua, just for a point of reference, 
is it going to be Ambassador Habib or Elliott Abrams who is 
going to be doing the follow-up on this, on the plan? Who 
should be looking for what? Who is going to be taking the lead 
as far as what the U.S. is going to be doing with it? 
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4 They both have very substantial roles to play in 
this; but in the first place, as the Secretary said at the 
White House, these are our ideas which have been put into the 
process today. The Central American Presidents are meeting in 
the very near future, so in the very first instance it will be 
something that will be considered as part of their 


deliberations. 
Q Any new trips for Habib into the region? 
A I don't know what his plans are as of now. 
Q How has the idea been transmitted to the 


Nicaraguan Government, Chuck? Has the Ambassador been brought 
in and briefed, or what have we done? 


4 [I just don't know the detail of that question. 


2 Can you explain why we aren't sending Habib or 
some other personal representative? If we are truly interested 
in pushing this peace plan, wouldn't it be effective to have 
someone there in person in Guatemala City doing the selling job? 


a) This peace process is essentially something for 
the Central Americans themselves to deal with. They have been 
doing that. We obviously have a role to play. We have put 
forward our ideas in a more precise form today through this 
plan, but that doesn't detract from the fact that the Central 
American Presidents who are meeting are the ones who have been 
pursuing this, and as a consequence I think by putting our 
ideas on the table in this form that we have given them yet 
another hopefully valuable piece of information to work with. 


Q About the timing of notifying the Nicaraguan 
Government of the new proposals, did it take place about the 
same time as the contra leaders, before or after? 

A I just don't know that detail 


Q Another area? 


Q Charles, can I go back to Hill just for one 
minute? 


Qa No. Another area. 


Q Anything to offer on the meeting between 
Secretary Shultz and the Petroleum Minister of the United Arab 
Emirates this afternoon, the nature of the meeting? 
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” He is here on a private visit. He is seeing 
Secretary Shultz. He is seeing several other Cabinet 
officials. The areas under discussion are those within his 
competencies as a Minister, but beyond that I don't have any 
other details. 


Q Can we go back to the Gulf just for a minute? Is 
the United States considering any other punitive actions 
against Iran at this point? Are we stepping up Operation 
Staunch, sending new emissaries to the countries that supply 
weapons to Iran? Are we contemplating any sort of a trade 
embargo? Are we stepping up the second resolution at the 
United Nations? 


4 I'm not in a position to go into those kinds of 
specifics. A number of them are answered very simply. 
Operation Staunch has been underway for some time. It 
continues. We do work at that. In the United Nations context, 
people are watching closely the efforts of the United Nations 
Secretary General; and there you know that if it turns out that 
that first resolution doesn't work, then we are committed to 
pursuing a second one. That's all I have. Joe? 


Q To follow-up with the same question -- 
4 Let's someone else ask a question. 

I just wanted to ask this: how long will Mr. Hill 
be in Israel, and does the Persian -- is the Persian Gulf 
matter a part of the keeping in touch with the Israeli 
leadership? 


A He'll be there for a few days, -- 


Q And the Persian Gulf? 


a -~— and his discussions will be on a variety of 
issues. 

Q A variety of issues. Thank you. 

Q How do you characterize the efforts made by the 


Secretary General of the United nations up to this moment? 


A [I will stay with where I have been on that 
question before. I will leave it up to him and his spokesmen 
to characterize where he stands. 


Also on the Gulf, while we are still there, has 
the Administration had any hints, winks, or signals from the 
Europeans that they might be willing to alter their previous 
unwillingness to help in the minesweeping? 
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a I don't have anything to put forward, really. As 
I have said before, these are continuing discussions. We would 
obviously welcome any further cooperation, and we are exploring 
all options. 


Q Is there any reason to suspect that Britain's 
position on assisting the U.S. in the Gulf may have shifted? 

5 I'll leave it to the British to assess their 
position. 

Q Any comment on Shevardnadze's speech today? He 


said that a missile agreement is very close, or almost 
complete, or something to that effect. 


A To the extent that he said it is very close, I 
think that squares with the facts. 


Q Following that up, when does Kampelman meet with 
Shevardnadze, and whose idea was thst? 


A I don't know that a meeting has been scheduled as 
yet. Mr. Kampelman is going to Geneva today. He is head of 
our delegation there. If there is a meeting, and if the Soviet 
Foreign Minister desires to meet, then we would welcome that. 


I have seen various statements by Soviet spokesmen 
that that was happening, but as of now I can't confirm 
specifically that there is a meeting scheduled. 


Q Did we propose such a meeting? Did Ambassador 
Kampelman propose such a meeting? 


a) I don't know that it was our proposal. I believe 
it more likely came from the other side, but in any case I 
think that goes back to Soviet indications that they would be 
meeting while the Foreign Minister was in town with the 
delegations at the Geneva talks. 


Q Why did Ambassador Kampelman go to Geneva right 
at this time? 

ia He's the head of our delegation. 

Q Just at the time that Shevardnadze happens to be 


there he decided to return? 


A Well, certainly if there is going to be a meeting 
with the delegation, the head of the delegation should be there. 
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Can you comment on a meeting today between Mr. 
Whitehead and the families of some Soviet Refusniks, if there 
is anything new on that front? 


- I don't have any comment. I don't have any 
read-out on that meeting. 


Q There was a letter sent to the Secretary on 
Nicaragua that has something to do with the Linder case. 
can't just focus on the details. It vias in the paper this 
morning. Do you have something on that, a four-page letter, or 
something, disputing -- 


Q Criticizing the State Department's investigation 
as incomplete and half-hearted. 


Q AuCoin? 

Q AuCoin, yes, of Oregon. Is it Oregon or 
Washington? 

A I don't have anything on that particular story 


beyond what [ have said in response to previous questions. 

Q Can you comment on reports that General Noriega 
is the subject of a federal grand jury investigation on drug 
charges? 

4 That was asked and answered yesterday. 

Q Do you have information to confirm the report 
that Jordan is negotiating with the Soviet Union to buy MIG-29 
fighters? 

4 No. 

Q Okay, thanks. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ Any questions? 





MR. GEORGE GEDDP (AP) Mr. Secretary, President Ortega has 
proposed high-level talks between Nicaragua and the United 
States in response to the President's peace initiative. Your 
comment, please? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ Right now there is a meeting taking place in 
Guatemala City that is regional in its nature, and we think 
that the right kind of outcome is regional if it will help 
the regional process, we're willing to talk, obviously, with 
all of the countries involved 





I think it is critical to establish that there is no way in 
which the United States would want to sit down with Nicaragua 
to decide what is right for Central America. That has to be 
done by all of the Central American countries So we're 
prepared to talk with everybody about peace in the region, but 
it has to be a regional approach 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, if I could follow that up The plan 
issued yesterday talks about establishing in Nicaragua a 
regularly established system of free, orderly elections. Now, 
Siven that the last elections by international observer teams 
were pronounced fairly okay in contrast to the U.S. attitude, 
what does that phrase mean? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ Well, I think the elections they held before 
were hardly okay There wasn't freedom of assembly, there 
wasn't real freedom of the press, there were all sorts of 
restrictions surrounding that process. So the phrase means 
exactly what it says Let's have elections in a context where 
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you don't have political prisoners, where people have freedom 
of assembly, where newspapers have a right to publish what they 
want, where radio stations can operate, where candidates have 
access to the population, and where the vote is taken in an 
orderly way and counted fairly. That's what that means, and I 
think it's a fairly common notion. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could I shift the focus to the 
Persian Gulf? Are you satisfied with the cooperation that the 
United States has been getting in the U.S. efforts to protect 
the sea lanes there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have been getting a lot of cooperation, 
and other states are taking part. The Gulf States, of course, 
the British in particular, have been very active, and other 
states as well. There has been a problem recently about 
minesweeping, and, of course, mines in international waters are 
an international problem, and so we hope for more countries to 
take part in that. In the meantime, however, we're proceeding, 
and we're very well satisfied with the quality of our efforts. 





QUESTION: If I could follow that up, there are reports that 
the Europeans may be putting together their own consortium to 
deal with the mine problem. Have you heard of anything like 
that? Would you support such a move by the Europeans 
themselves? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There have been proposals from various 
European countries that there be some joint action organized in 
some way to deal with the mine problem, and certainly we're 
ready to talk about that. Of course, the real point in all of 
this is to get the Iran-Iraq war settled and stopped. That's 
the real way to end these problems, and that is what we have 
been trying to bring about through our diplomatic efforts. 
That's what the U.N. resolution that was passed the other day 





was for. And I think it was quite a dramatic moment -- at 
least I felt so myself, sitting there as the U.S. 
representative -- when this quite unusual and tough resolution 


was voted on, and the President of the Security Council at the 
moment, the French Foreign Minister, called for a vote, and 
every country there voted in favor. 


Now, we're going to have to proceed further. The Secretary 
General has been energetically pursuing the carrying out of 
that resolution. He's gotten a good response from Iraq. He 
has not been able, really, to make contact with Iran, which is 
disappointing. The efforts for a follow-on resolution that 
would call for mandatory sanctions have started, so there will 
be follow-through But the main point that I wanted to make is 
that the key here is to bring that war to an end. 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, given the increasingly high-level 
contacts between the Soviet Union and Iran, given the fact that 
the Soviet Union does not find itself in a high profile 
military position in the Gulf like the United States, with all 
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the criticism and responsibility that entails, do you believe 
that the U.S. policy achieved its objective of keeping the 
Soviets out of the Gulf? It seems on the surface as if it's 


achieved just the opposite. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, the Soviets have had 
relationships with Iran for quite a long time. They're uneasy 
relationships, particularly as they try to somehow or other 
balance their strong military supply relationship with Iraq 
against it. So they have their difficulties, but that has been 
there for some time. 





In the case of the United States, we insist that those 
waterways be open for the flow of oil and other things -- but 
the flow of oil, because it is vital to our interests and the 
interests of the free world. 


We will support the Gulf states against intimidation by Iran 
designed to try to affect them, and there have been efforts 
with Kuwait, not only recently but you know Kuwait is a country 
that has really stood up to terrorism, and they have caught, 
tried and jailed the so-called Da'wa prisoners, and they have 
stood up to all kinds of intimidation to get them free. Saudi 
Arabia has just had to contend with this outrage perpetrated by 
Iran in Mecca and, at least so far as we can see, the Saudis 
have dealt with that very well So we need to support our 
friends against that kind of intimidation and stand up for it, 
as we do. And also we need to recognize that that oil that 
flows out of the Persian Gulf flows to the West, it flows to 
the free world. So we have to be responsible, not the Soviets 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you comment on reports that an 
Iranian delegation is in Kuwait trying to make a deal with 
Kuwait to end the U.S. reflagging operation, and also that 
there has been a holdup as a result of that on reflagging three 
Kuwaiti ships before they go' into the Gulf? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I saw that report, and as far as I know, 
there's nothing to it. [I haven't seen any corroboration of it 
at all. As far as our reflagging operation is concerned, it 
proceeds according to our schedule as we have set it out, and 
there hasn't been any particular delay in it. 





QUESTION: You're sending an emissary to the Middle East, Mr. 
Hill, for discussions I wonder if this foreshadows movement 
on an international conference or an effort by the U.S. to 
persuade opponents of such a conference? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It simply reflects our sense that there are 
problems in the Middle East There are opportunities in the 
Middle East. It's important to examine opportunities with 
Great care so that you take advantage of anything that can be 
legitimately a way to move peace forward. And so I thought [ 
would send my Executive Assistant, who knows these issues very 
well and is very close to me and who knows the people there 
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well, over for what we hoped would be quiet, in-depth talks, 
designed to dig in deeply and find out exactly how people see 
things. So that's the purpose of that trip. 


QUESTION: It doesn't signal movement? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's the purpose of the trip. 





QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. If I can shift far away, 

I just wondered of your thoughts about the long-term future of 

the ANZUS alliance This week Prime Minister Lange has said 

that New Zealand is better of in the long run without an 

operational alliance with the Jnited States. And also your 

thoughts about the Antarctic facility in Christchurch if this 
ntinued. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, Prime Minister Lange speaks for New 
Zealand. We miss New Zealand in the ANZUS alliance. On the 
other hand, we are working very well with Australia, and that's 
where the greatest part of the action is. I think as far as 
the work in Antarctica and the Christchurch facility, that's 
something that operates in everybody's best interests, and I 
haven't heard of any particular dissatisfaction with that. 





QUESTION: Assistant Secretary Murphy said this morning that 
the U.S. is open to receiving a serious message from Iran if 
anyone in leadership there is ready to send one. In what 
context are we ready to do that in a face-to-face meeting, and 
can you respond to reports that there have already been 
face-to-face meetings between [Iranian and US. delegations’ 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are various ways in which we 
communicate with Iran Perhaps the most established and 
traditional way is through our protecting power, the Swiss 

And any time we wish to send an official message to Iran in an 
official way, we can do it, and any time they wish to send us 
one, they can do it through the same channel or their 
protecting power here, namely Algeria. So those are 
established channels, and we do send messages back and forth to 
let them know our views and have that kind of exchange. 





There are countries, as everybody knows, who are good friends 
of ours, and who are on reasonable terms with [ran, who from 
time to time are told things by Iran, or we tell things to 
Iran, and essentially you have that kind of diplomatic exchange 


The basic point is that insofar as the United States is 
concerned, we accept that there has been a revolution in Iran 
However, it is very difficult to move forward in a relationship 
with Iran as long as the war is going on, as long as Iran 
continues to support terrorism in various forms that we regard 
as essentially hostile to our interests. 


Now, in the long run, however, there are many ways in which 
Iran has interests that it would seem to me would lead it to 
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want to have a relationship with the United States, 
particularly its long border with the Soviet Union which 
historically has been a problem. And we see our interests, for 
example, rather parallel in Afghanistan right now. So there 
are things on that side of the equation, but there is no really 
productive dialogue going on at the present time. 


QUESTION: What about the prospects for a face-to-face meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know of any particular -- anything 
in the works that would bring that about. 





QUESTION: Have you received reports of possible terrorism from 
Iran, and could you comment on that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't like to comment on particular 
reports and intelligence that we have. I don't think that's a 
good idea. But we're always alert, and Iran has had a lot of 
things to say publicly, and they've whipped people up. We saw 
what happened in Mecca, which is unimaginable, really, for such 
a religious shrine to have that happen there So, naturally, 
we have to be on the alert in our various installations. 





I might say that as work has gone forward on the subject of 
terrorism, particularly over the last three years, there has 
been a really big improvement in the intelligence capabilities 
of ourselves and our friends and of our ability to be in 
communication with each other. So we have managed to find out 
about and prevent a great many terrorist incidents that would 
have occurred had we not had this intelligence. So we're alert 
to things, and in a position to take action if we need to. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the son of the late Shah today met 
with the press and he too dealt with the revolution as you did 
He said they made a mistake. What's our posture towards his 
aspirations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As I said a moment ago, we accept the fact 
that there has been a revolution in Iran and there is a 
government there. We don't like the things the government is 
doing, as I have said; and insofar as the Shah's son is 
concerned, of course, he speaks for himself. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, over the last few months what started 
out as a fairly simple reflagging operation has turned into a 
very major and complex military operation. And Iran has shown 
that it has the potential to cause unforeseen problems, both on 
the ground in the Gulf and on the high seas; and I[ understand 
that there have been commitments that have been made to the 
Gulf States in terms of defending them under certain conditions 


What are the limits to the commitment that this Administration 
has made in the Gulf, and what do you think are the 
possibilities that the United States will be drawn into a 
shooting war, either a naval type of engagement or a combat 
engagement on the land? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think there is any prospect at all 
that we'll be drawn into a shooting war. Nevertheless, the 
Iran-Iraq war has been accompanied by tremendous casualties -- 
over a million casualties -- on both sides; and it keeps 
spreading its tentacles, so to speak, into the Gulf and 
elsewhere. So we want to see it come to an end. 


Our presence in the Gulf is not provocative. We are there to 
deter acts of aggression against perfectly legitimate shipping 
by countries that are neutral, and we have no chip on our 
shoulder. Obviously, if we are attacked, we will have to see 
what actions we'll take, but we're not there in any kind of 
provocative way. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, every day carries with it more and 
more speculation, and [ may say even confusion, about the 
position of this Government's attitude towards the idea of an 
international conference on the Middle East; and [ think the 
trip by Mr. Hill is included 





Is this sort of intentional policy towards the proposal, or do 
you intend to make it just more clear for the minds of the 
people -- at least, in the area? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think there's anything mysterious 
about our view or about Mr. Hill's trip. [I hope I explained ] 





that clearly. Our view is that we want to see progress toward 
peace in the Middle East and between I[srael and [Israel's 
neighbors. That's Point 1. 


Point 2: It is our belief and our observation that you make 
progress on that when you get two countries -- Israel and one 
of its neighbors -- to sit down and negotiate So we favor 
those kind of direct negotiations. 


In the case of Jordan, it is well recognized by everybody that 
if there is to be a productive negotiation, Palestinians have 
to be involved, in our view, in the Jordanian delegation. And 
you have to find Palestinians that are able to represent the 
Palestinian people in the West Bank and acceptable to Israel 


Now, how do you bring that about? It has been suggested that 
an umbrella of an international conference would help. 
Obviously, an international conference in and of itself is not 
of any interest to us Direct negotiations are, we think, the 
way to go If there is some way to construct an international 
conference that achieves the result that we're seeking, then 
we're willing to examine that possibility. 


And there have been a number of interesting suggestions, 
although, so far as I can see, there is a long distance between 
where we are now and when you have the “t"s crossed and the 
"i"s dotted. And, as we all know, there is a division of 
Opinion in Israel about this approach. But our view is that 
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moves toward peace are very important, that opportunities that 
may present themselves should be taken advantage of and 
explored in detail so that we make sure we don't miss any bets. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, [ran has -- 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what is the Administration's 
intention about continuing the hold-up or freeze on aid to 
Panama? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have a freeze on our economic and 
military assistance. [t remains in effect, and we'll have to 
observe the situation in Panama and we don't have any present 
intention of lifting that freeze. 





There are real problems in Panama. We want to see in Panama, 
as elsewhere, an emergence of civilian democratic control. We 
recognize that it's essential for Panama to have a strong 
professional armed force, and we support that. But we believe, 
as here, the armed force should be professional and not 
political. And we see the efforts of the people in the civic 
crusade as making these points. 


We deplore things like the raiding of their offices that took 
place yesterday or last night, and taking files and whatnot. 
So that 1s our stance. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a number of Administration officials 
have said that the mission of reflagging is not risk-free. 
Have the risks increased following Iran's calls for vengeance 
in the wake of the Mecca riots and the attacks on three 
embassies in Tehran last week? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: [I think you have to remember that Iran has 
been engaging in terrorist and provocative and violent acts 
right from the inception of the [Iranian revolution, starting 
with the taking of hostages in our own Embassy. So right now 
there is a particularly inflamed period on their part in their 
rhetoric. But what they're talking about is similar to things 
that they've been doing right along in which we deplore them; 
we'd like to see them stop and see a more normal pattern of 
behavior on their part. 





It extends itself in all dimensions Look at their problems 
with the French. 


So that's what we would look for. And I think, ina sence, 
when you say: “Are they going to do something to us in 
retaliation for what they did in Mecca?" it's the 
strangest-sounding question ['ve ever heard. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you referred to the need for a 
regional solution in Central America, yet our allies seemed 
very surprised at the proposal that was unveiled yesterday. 
Were they consulted in advance on this? If not, why not? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we've had a great deal of discussion 
with our friends in the area about our views, their views, and 
sO on. 


What happened last week, and this week particularly, was the 
emergence of an initiative as it developed through a great deal 
of discussion between and among Members of the Congress -- both 
in the House and in the Senate and the Administration -- ina 
way, the kind of discussion that people feel is good, in 
talking about what should be our stance with regard to Central 
America. I think the Speaker of the House, Jim Wright, 
deserves a lot of credit for sticking with this effort and 
pushing along and expressing his views in connection with the 
peace plan which emerged yesterday. 


Now, there have been lots of discussions with our friends in 
the area. They had some heads up on the particular plan, but 
that plan and the particular piece of paper that emerged 
developed fairly rapidly in discussions here. But it's 
intended -- and I hope it has this effect -- to help the 
Central American Presidents who are meeting in Guatemala to 
find a road to regional peace. That's the object of it, and it 
was sent to them in that spirit. 


And so far as I can tell, from the reporting we've had from the 
region and the reactions of the presidents -- certainly of the 
democracies -- that's the way they're viewing it. They're 
taking it on board and comparing it with various things that 
they're doing and constructing their own thoughts, which is the 
way it should be. 


I have a great deal of confidence in those four Presidents. 
They all are products of the democratic process, and in some 
cases practically created it in their country. So they have 
gone through a really testing experience themselves and [ think 
they very well understand; and they have said and said and 
said, as it says in the plan that the Speaker unveiled 
yesterday, that the essence of the problem is the establishment 
of democracy throughout the region 


That's what they have told us We agree with that 4nd so I 
think what we see here is a broadly based effort with a lot of 
support from Republicans and Democrats in the House and the 
Senate, the Administration; and there are lots of people who 
have other views -- but, by and large, an effort to put forward 
something constructive that will help us get toward peace in 
Central America 


MR. REDMAN (Spokesman): There's time for one final question, 
so let me turn to Walter 





QUESTION: Now, Mr. Secretary, if the Sandinista regime is a 
Communist regime, as the Administration contends, why on earth 
would they want to accept -- particularly in 60 days -- freedom 
of assembly, freedom of the press, free elections? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, thet's @ Question you have to ask 
them. From our standpoint and from the standpoint of our 
friends in Central America, in order to have peace and 
stability in that region you have to have democracy in the 
region. 


It couldn't have been stated more forcefully or eloquently than 
by President Arias in his address to the U.N. General Assembly 


last year. 
So that's where we stand. 


Now, Nicaragua must at some point look at the facts in 
Nicaragua -- look at the shambles their economy is in, look at 
the problems created when a country with people so religiously 
oriented sees the strain between the state and the church and 
considers what's going on around it 


So I don't know whether they will want to move in this 
direction or not, but the opportunity is there We have tried 
to make our views plain, as others have, and we'll just have to 
see. But this is a very strong effort, put forward in good 
faith; and we're prepared to follow through. And Phil Habib 
is, of course, one of our most able and experienced diplomats 
and he is prepared to be as helpful as he can 


QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. Secretary 
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MR. POPADIUK: Good - This is an ON THE RECORD 
briefing for sound and camera. The briefer is General John Vessey, 
the President's special envoy on POW/MIA issues. General? 


GENERAL VESSEY: I think brief is the right word. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Okay. 
Q All right. 


GENERAL VESSEY: As you know, we have just returned froz 
Hanoi. I had General Bob Kingston and Mr. David Lambertson, 
Assistant Secretary of State for Southeast Asia with me, as well as 
Mr. Dick Childress from the National Security Council staff? and Mrs. 
Anne Mille Griffiths from the National League of Families also 


accompanied us. 


We spent three days in Hanoi and had three days of talks 
with the Vietnamese officials led by Mr. Nguyen Co Thach, the Vice 
Chairman of the Council of Ministers and he his also the Foreign 
Minister. We had thres plenary sesgions. I met privately with 
Minister Thach four times and we had a number cf working group 
sessions. And we came to an agreement. The essense of that 
agreement is that the Vietnamese will accelerate their efforts to 
help find our missing in Vietnam. And we will send some experts to 
Vietnam to look into certain humanitarian concerns that the 
Vietnamese have that's fallout from the war in Southeast Asia. 


We agreed that we would address these as husanitarian 
concerns and not link them to broader political issues such as 
normalisation of diplomatic relations, resumption of trade or 
economic aid. 


Q What’ are they? 


GENERAL VESSEY: And we have agreed to have meetings of 
two sets of experts at the end of this month in Hanoi. One meeting 
on the POW/MIA issue and the other meeting on a particular 
humanitarian concern of the Vietnamese. 


Q General, are the Vietnamese holding out on us either 
in terms of remaine or live POWs? 


GENERAL VESSEY: We don't know the answer to that 
question. Sut as we made it very clear to the Vietnamese, there are 
@ number of questions that have to be answered before the American 
people, and particularly the families, will be satisfied that there 
are eee POWs or that they're not holding out on the issue of 
remains. . 


Q Well, do they say that there are any, or do they say 
there are none, and, you know, what's the -- 








GENERAL VESSEBY: The Vietnamese insist that there are no 
live American prisoners under the control of the Vietnanese 


Q How about sissing? 


oii Q How about not under the control -~ that they know 


GENERAL VESSEY: Well, they -- the Vietnamese have 
acknowledged that there are somes wild parts of their country and that 
that may be a posasetssey. but they insist that there are no live 
POWs the control. 


On the other hand, as we pointed out to thes, there are 
some important questions to answer -- that ve have @ who vere 
seen parachuting close to their forces, most probably captured, and 
those man did not return nor have their remains been returned. We 
have others where the picture of the man lying on the wounded 
was published in their paper. The man has not , the remain. 
have not returned. And those sorts of questions have to be ansvered, 
and the Vietnamese have acknowledged the importance of answering 
those questions. 


Q What are these other humanitarian -- what are these 
humanitarian concerns that we're going to help with? 


GENERAL VESSEY: We don't know what we're going to help 
with yet. We're going to have some experts go over there and lcok at 
-- and the things that they're talking about are the people who vere 
disabled, crippled during the war, the veterans of the sgouth 
YS gp ae aray, for example, who lost arms and legs <- things of 

nature. 


Q You mean, we might help reconstruct them physically? 


GENERAL VESGEY: No, we have not agreed to help with 
anything. We have agreed to go look*&t those problems. 


Q Will you also look at the effect of agent orange on 
the population there? 


GENERAL VESSEY: No. 


Q General, there is a group oe poeeie. including 14 or 
20 Congressmen, who together are offering $2 million to fron 
Indoch who defects to the U.§8. and brings an alive American POW 
with him or her. Are you aware of that, and is that helpful? 


GENERAL VESSEY: I had heard about it. I'm not -- I 
don't think it's helpful. 


se? Q Why not? Why not? I wean, what is your objection 
to it 


GEWERAL VESSEY: If it works, fine. I don't think it's 
going to work. The answers to these questions -- < think the best 
place to get the answers is from the Vietnamese governsent. 


Q What are your -- uay I just -- is your objection 
it's ransom? I mean, ere you object ng On a policy ground, or sizply 
you just think it would be ineffective 

GENERAL VESSEY: I don't think it would be effective. 


Q OF you just don't believe that there is anybody 
there for them to br out? 


GENERAL VESSEY: I don't know whether there is anybody 














there, but I know those questions have to be answered, and the best 
place to start getting the answers to those questions ig from the 
Vietnamese government. They were the people whose forces captured 
our people. 


Q What do you mean or what do the Vietnamese nean by, 
"accelerating their efforts"? That sounds a little mushy. Could you 
be specific on what they're going do? 


GENERAL VESSEY: This is an agreement to act. Like all 
ts to act, it should only be judged by the terms of the 
actions it produces. Now, we'll have to what those actions are after 
the next seetings. 


Q What di. you feel their attitude was and why this 
breakthrough in terms of -- are they more conciliatory? And what did 
you tell you the President? 


GENERAL VESSEY: I told the President about what I told 
you. 


Q What'd he say? What was his reply? 


GENERAL VESSEY: {I told him it was very important also to 
1 for the next set of meetings and he said, "Yes, we'll do 


Q General, what other humanitarian -- 


Q And what about their attitude -- Helen's other 
question -- about the general attitude of Vietnamese? Do -- 


GENERAL VESSBY: Well, of course, the Vietnamese had 
agreed to a two-year plan in 1985 to resolve the issue. And then 
that progress stopped in 1986 and the Vietnamese say that the reason 
for their stopping the progress was, they were doing all the work for 
the United States and we had shown no acknowledgement of their 
humanitarian concerns or even acknowledged the progress that they've 


Q Do you think that that attitude hae changed? 


— Q General, what are the humanitarian concerns do they 
ve 


GENERAL VESSEY: Pardon? 


Q What other humanitarian concerns do they have with 
which they would like help which we might consider? 


GENERAL VESSEY Well, they have a broad range of 
humanitarian concerns -- the effects of the war -- such things as the 
cripples that I mentioned, orphans -- things of that nature. 


Q Ie any of it in the nature of rebuilding an 
infrastructure? 


GENERAL VESSEY: We agreed tat there was no oppurtunity 
for economic aid or war reparations from the United states. go they 
won't be rebuilding infrastructure. 


Q What about the question of orphans? Was there 
discussion of the Amerasians? Is that one of the things you -- 


GENERAL VESSEY: We did discuss other humanitarian issues 
-- the orderly departure program, Amerasians and the people in 
reeducation, yes. 


Q In what respect? I mean, there is a move in 
Congress now to open the gates and say, let's take thes all in. 








GENERAL VESSEY: Well, we have agreed to take the 
Amerasians that the -- if we can find a way with the Vietnamese -- to 
get then cut. 


Q How many people is -- 


Q General, did Hanoi reject a request by you to open a 
technical office in Hanoi? 


GENERAL VESSEY: I didn't request to open a technical 
office in Hanoi. 


Q General, what would your own assessuent be of the 
chances of any live Americans coming out of Vietnan? 


GENERAL VESSEY: 5 20e8 wauldn’s cape SO Semmens os 
that thing. I don't kr-w whether there are any there. are 
certainly all sorts of evidence to show that sone night Se ah there, but 
yes 28 Rie been & long Sine Sines the and 68 the was. So, what ve 
need to do is answer the questions. If we answer the questions, then 
we'll answezs the issue. 


Q Are you persuaded now that the Vietnamese are 
committed to trying to provide those answers? 


GENERAL VESSEY: As I said earlier, wa have an agreenent 
to act. We'll see what the actions are. 


Q General, what about the rest of Southeast Asia. Do 
you believe there to be any Americans anywhere over there? 


GENERAL VESSEY: Well, I think we've sed cut one of 
these little fact books, or at least they're available to you. And 
as you know, we have 2,413 that are still not accounted for. of 
those, 1,776 were lost. in Vietnam, 346, I think it is, in Laos. Mr. 
Childress and Mrs, Griffiths are in Lacs as we speak, talking to the 
Lactian government about resolving the issue there, and some 82 were 
lost in Cambodia. 


Q General, you said that the Vietnamese said that 
there are some wild parts of their country that they don't have any 
control cver, now maybe some -- 


GENERAL VESSEY: Well, I didn't say they didn't have any 
control over it. I just said that there were some wild parts of 
their country. 


Q Ie the suggestion that if there are nissing 
Americans, that that's where they are? 


GENERAL VESSEY: The suggestion is that it is possible 
for there to be live Americans in Southeast Asia, not under the 
control of the Vietnamese governzent. That's the inference that I 
draw from what -- 


Q But did they say that, oF -- 


GENERAL VESSEY: No, they did not say that. I said 
that's the inference I draw from the fact that they say there are 
wild parts of their country. 


Q And that would include the possibility of Americans 
in Laos or Cambodia? 


GENERAL VESSEY: Yes. Yes. Now, the Vietnamese 
government was speaking for Vietnam, and not speaking for Lace and 
Cambodia. 


Q Well, why would they still be k. sping Auericans 
MORE , 














alive in captivity? What would be the reason? 


GENERAL VESSEY: You're asking the wrong person. You'd 
have to ask the Vietnamese -- 


Q What was the -- 


GENERAL VESSEY: <-- they would tell you that they are not 
keeping any. 


Q What was Hanci like? 


Q Can tte Yes have on aquecacs® Sp ams. What kind 
of actions are we expecting to see -- joint excavations resuming, or 
something like that? 


GENERAL VESSEY: Well, first we have an agreement that ve 
will ue the issue with the priority on these discrepancy cases -~ 
the 1 of which I just cited -- where we sav a man parachute alive 
inte their area, or we presumed he was alive -- we knew he wee alive 
when he left the airplane. We presumed he was alive when he wis on 
the ground, and we have every reason to believe that he came into the 
control of their government, and we have not seen him, nor have we 
seen his remains. That's the first priority. 


Q Did you give them a list of those? 
GENERAL VESSEY: Yes, we did. 
Q How many are on that list, sir? 


GENERAL VESUEY: Well, we gave them about -- we gave thes 
220 discrepancy cases, and there are about 70 urgent cases on that 
particular list. There are another 32 cases that are on a list that 
was given to us the provisional revolutionary government in the 
south -- the people who died in captivity, but rezains have not been 
returned, 60 °- 


Q What do you mean, sir, by 70 urgent? 
Q Yes. 


GENERAL VESSEY: Seventy that -- where there's a 
compelling case to believe that the man was alive. 


Q Ie that the one you cited where the picture shows 
him alive on the ground? 


GENERAL VESSEY: Right. Exactly. 
Q Now do you anticipate -- 


GEWERAL VESSEY: I haven't finished answering her 
question yet. 


And then after that would be the cases where -- of those 
people that were lost in urban areas -- that is, generally in the 
Hanoi- area. And then we would look to remote area cresh 
sites the battlefield sites in the South. But that's the genercl 
priority we agreed on, and the Vietnamese accepted that priority, and 
we will pursue it. 


Q Was there any publicity on Vietnam on your arrival 
or anything? 


GENERAL VESSEY: We had a gaggle of telivision -- we had 
nore << 


Q Tn their papers and -- 
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< But in the city -- in Vietnam -- 


GENERAL VESSEY: The people that we met on the street 
knew wo were there. When we met and we were identified as Americans, 
they knew vs vcze there in the delegation. So I am ase -< 
however, I didn't see press stands, nor did I see & television set, 
and I wasn't listening to the radic because -- 


Q How was Hanci? Was it more prospercus than it's 
been or -- 


GENERAL VESSEY: Hanoi is evidence of the diszal 
situation of the Vietnamese economy. It's the poorest country in 
7 Asia, and the evidence is everywhere arcund you when you're 


Q General, you were Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
during the time when the arms for hostages deal was being formulated. 
Did anyone ever ask you opinion during that time as to whether it 
should be a good thing to do? r 


GENERAL VESSEY: That -~ ia that under P or © or W? 


a No, that's under whether your opinion as Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs -- 


2 Shultz and Weinberger were prisoners of -- 
Q Wait a second. It is a legitimate question. 
Q Duke's getting nervous. 

Q Now can you answer, sir? 


Q He's grown up. He can decide whether cr not to 
answer questions. 


GENERAL VESSEY: I was not in on the formulation of any 
of that policy, so I really -- you've watched -- 


Q Shouldn't you have been? 


Q So you are saying that ~ were not -- your opinion 
was not sought? Is that what you're saying? 


MR. POPADIUK: Sam, let's stick to the topic that the 
General came in to discuss. 


Q Well, I can ask any question I choose. The General 
can choose to answer ft or not. 


GEMERAL VESSEY: Yes, I'm already on the record as saying 
my opinion was not sought on that issue. 


Q Can you iragine how the President could have been 
briefed that Iran was losing the war and needed thc veapons in 
order to keep the military balance? 


GENERAL VESSEY: I's so wound up with POW-MIA, I's not 
sure -- 


Q Are you going back? Are you going back? 


Q You mentioned these 70 urgent cases and these other 
ones -- and if you could move back to the microphone so we could ail 


hear you -- 
GENERAL VESGSEY: Okay. 


Q -- do you anticipate answers or a response OF & 
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oint strategy the tize of this next meeting? What exactly deo 
a ie Ans down on these identified discrepancy cases? _ 


GENERAL VESSEY: Well, we <-<- you know, We had a plan 
working -- we've had a number of technical meetings with the 
Vietnamese before on this issue, and what we're looking fer is 
additional progress on those issues. And the samé@ sét of people who 
were in on the technical meetings before will go back in. They're 
people from our Joint Casualty Resolution Center and from the Central 
Identification Laboratory in Hawaii. So what we'll have to see is, 
what are the next -- the Vietnazese now have this list of discrepancy 
cases and we'll have to see what they propose for progress there. 

Q Well, General, how concerned are you, if at all, 
that this additional progress you're locking for is going to be held 
hostage to movement on the huzanitarian -- 

GENERAL VESSEY: Well, again, we'll have to see. 

MR. POPADIUK: This will be the last question. 

Q Sir, sir, this is on a differant subject. 

3 Roman? 

Q Wait a uinute. 

« An honor code has always been in effect at all of 
= military academies. I'm sure you approve of it <= is that not 
£0 

GENERAL VESSEY: Yes. 

Q Is it permissible then for officers to lie? 

GENERAL VESSEY: No, it's net -=- and the answer is no. 

4 Good for you. Great. 


Q mt’ that makes them really nervous here. 
(Laughter.) They'll never bring you back in this room. (Laughter.) 


Q He hae the freedca of retirement. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:56 A.M. EDT 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements 


Q The Iraqi news agency announced today that Iraqi 
planes had bombed an oil refinery at Tabriz and five Iranian 
oil fields Do you have any comment on that? 


is) No. As you know, there has been a cessation of 
attacks in the Gulf since the Security Council resolution, but 
the land war had continued Iran has just announced a new land 


offensive, for example, so I really don't have anything 
specific to offer You know that the Iraqis have indicated 
every willingness to abide by the U.N. resolution if Iran 
agrees to do so It's important at this point to convince Iran 
to accept a cease-fire 


The United Nations Secretary General, in consultation 
with the United States and other members of the Security 
Council, is still working actively to achieve that objective 


Q So this doesn't constitute a violation of the 
cease-fire? 


4 There has been no cease-fire 


Q I mean, this doesn't constitute a disregarding of 
the U.N. resolution? 


“ I've just tried to give you a sense of the state 
of play. The [Iraqis have said that they will abide by the 
cease-fire, but the Iranians have refused to do so And during 
all of this period the land war has continued This is not the 
first incident in the land war 


Q Speaking of people having said things, the 
Iranians have also said that they would suspend attacks in the 
Guif for as long as Iraq didn't strike its oil facilities Now 
thet Iraq has striked [sic] Iran's oil facilities, is there an 
increased sense of concern here that neutral shipping in the 
Gulf is und ‘creased or greater threat from Lran's 
retaliatior si do you have any message about retaliation 
from Iran? 
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- I don't have any messages along any of those 
lines to offer you. I could only do what I've already done, 
which is to emphasize once again that the next step in the 
Secretary General's efforts would be for Iran to signal its 
acceptance of this resolution The Iraqis have already done 
so That should lead to a cease-fire -- land, sea and air -- 
as the Security Council resolution calls for, and that 
hopefully then lead to a process by which this fighting stops. 


Q Is the [Iraqi action viewed as a provocation to 
[Iran here? 


A I don't have any particular reaction other “than 
the one ['ve given you I've analyzed it as best I could Max? 

Q Secretary Weinberger yesterday on “Face the 
Nation” alluded to Iran as the enemy [I wonder, was he 


misstating the official policy, or what is it now? 


Aa Our policy hasn't changed I don't know the 
exact comment you are referring to, but you know what our 
policy is, and it hasn't changed 


Q Neutrality 


- And I don't think that he intended to indicate 
any change 


Q Chuck, a U.S.-operated tanker hit a mine this 
morning outside the Strait of Hormuz Have you got any 
reaction to that? 


is] No, IL don't That indicates, as we've said 
before, that there is an international problem here, that 
mining is a general threat to all international shipping 


Q Do you have any details on that? What kind of a 
ship? Was it American-operated? Was it flying the American 
flag? Do you have any -- 


” It certainly was not flying the American flag 
The information I have is still not detailed, but my 
understanding is that it, while American-owned, was perhaps 
chartered to yet another third-party 


Q Secretary Shultz said on Friday that the U.S. has 
begun working on a second U.N. resolution, the arms embargo 
part Can you tell us a bit more about that? 


A I think he has captured the state of play 
accurately We have beaun consultations in the Security 
Council on that resolution [t would still be our hope that we 
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won't come to the point where it's needed; but, as he said. we 
have begun those consultations so that we'll be ready if in 
fact we have to go to that step 


Q Didn't you begin those consultations at the 
outside on the second part? I mean, hasn't this been a 
constant subject of discussion at the U.N? 


A [ think what I'd want to say here is that the 
consultations that began last week are in amore formal and 
organized sense It has certainly been clear among all the 
parties to this, well before we got the first resolution, that 
we needed to consider what we would do if that resolution is 
not adhered to So in that sense there have been discussions 
about the concept of a second resolution for quite some time 
But what began last week were more organized consultations as 
to how we approach that issue 


Q Chuck, the second resolution would be an arms 
embargo or economic sanctions, or wat? 


That's what's being discussed What is being 
discussed is what form that resolution might take, and I 
emphasize again if that resolution should be needed We hope 


that won't be the 2se 


Q Cr 10 you Nave anything the car-bomb blast 
in Greece? 


Q Could we stay on the U.N. for a second more’ 
sure 
Q At whom would that resolution be directed that 


you are now consulting [about]? 
“ Against the intransigent party 


Q Has any judgment been made adout who the 
intransigent party is? 


a) I've been through the state of play several time 
now The Secretary General is working on it; and until his 
efforts are concluded, we won't be at that point 

Q Will the U.S. make a judgment on who the 


intransigent party is? 


a Lt will be part of tne Secretary General's 


consuitations 


Q Have you made any recommendations to him on that 


point? 
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A I don't have anything further 
Q Chuck, you mentioned that the land war is 
continuing. Have you got any sort of sitrep on the land war 


right now? 
No 


Q Any indications that the Iranian efforts in the 
Gulf are detracting at all from their land war efforts, since 
they're diverting resources from the Iran-Iraq thing to deal 
with us? 


a) No First of all, the land war, while 
continuing, has GCeen skirmishing more than it has major 
initiatives or major battles, but I don't have any way to make 
the kind of analysis concerning cause and effect that you've 
referred to 


Q Anything new to report on consultations with the 
European allies on doing something to help protect shat you 
describe as international shipping in the Gulf. particularly 
with the mining continuing? 


A Someone had -- 

Q [Inaudible] -- add to the suggestion the 
Secretary made Friday Thursday ! 

>) No Now we'll go to the question in the rear 

Q The question has to do about the car bombing in 


Greece, and [I have a follow-up 

“ My information is still fragmentary, but what I 
nave is that there were a number of people hurt in a bomb 
attack on a military bus which was carrying U.S. military 
personnel The information I have now indicates that at least 
four American military personnel and the Greek driver of the 
bus were injured, the Greek driver apparently the most 
seriously among them 


There have been some press reports speaking of higher 
casualties, But we don't have any details that would confirm 
that I think the other details have been reported It 
occurred in the beach suburb of Voula We are not aware of any 
claim of responsibility for the attack, but it does underline 
the need for all countries to continue to cooperate closely to 
eliminate the scourge of international terrorism Greek 


authorities and the U.S. military have begun investigations 
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~ Do you see any connection --— is there any 
indication of any connection -- between this occurrence and all 
the activities in the Persian Gulf? 


- I don't have any indication of any link 


Q Chuck, wasn't there a similar bomb attack ona 
U.S. military bus in the same sort of area relatively recently? 


A In April of 1987 there was another attack ona 
U.S. military transpor* vehicle, if that answers your question 


Q Yeah Can you remind me how many people were 
hurt in that? Was it anywhere near the site of today's attack? 


A Whether or not it was the same area and how many 
were hurt, I no longer have thuse details in my head 


Q [Inaudible] 
4 The latest information that I have as of ten 
Minutes ago is that the number of injuries is still in the area 


of four to six, but that's still unconfirmed 


Q [In the April bombing was there a claim of 
responsibility?’ 


o I'd have to look into that I don't recall 

Q Chuck, the Sri Lankan President has expressed 
disappointment over the US response for military aid, and he 
also said in an interview with The New York Times that the U.S 
wouldn't lift a finger to help Sri Lanka unless it consults 
with india Have you got anything on both those statements’ 

A Nx I haven't seen those statements in fact 
we are ontinuing to work out with the Sri ankan authorities 
how best we can be of assistance along the lines of what I 
described when we first talked about this [ also described it 
at that time that we had undertaken this also ir onsulitatior 


with the Indian Government 


Q What would you say in reaction t that statement 
that the U.S. wouldn't lift a finger to help Sri Lanka? 
fe) l haven't seen it so I don't know its context or 


whether in fact it was even mace 


Q Chuck the Secretary the other Gay stressed the 
reaional nature of the conflict in Central America and the 
state of play of the Presidents down there, formulating their 
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own plan. Well, then they come up with one, and Vice President 
Bush and others have expressed grave reservations about aspects 
of it. How do you reconcile this idea of deferring to these 
people in their own area, and then we sort of taking pot shots 
at what they're doing? 


ro) I don't think I have to try to rationalize 
anything. The President has spoken to the question |~ a 
statement which was put out on Saturday. I believe tiut's very 
clear. It does not seem to have the same tone of the 
wide-ranging amalgamation of responses that you're putting 
together, and [I'd refer you to what the President said. [That 
is the definitive United States reaction. 


Q Are cnere any plans yet for the Secretary or 
Habib or any other official to travel down to the region? 


No, there are not ae 
Q Has the Secretary --— he mentioned that the Church 

might be able to negotiate for the Contras Has anyone 

approached the Church about doing this at this point? 


A The details as to how these national 
reconciliation commissions will be set up are still to be 
worked on by the Foreign Ministers when they get together next, 
so there are lots of details that have yet to be put together, 
and | don't have anything to offer on them at this point 


Q Do you have anything more today about U.S 
reservations concerning the plan which was signed on Friday? 


A l answered, in response to a previous question, 
that the Administration has spoken in the words of the 
President on Saturday -- 


Q [t was a general statement 
M4 and that's current, and it's still applicable 
Q Over the weekend, on the talk shows, several 


inconsistencies came up in people talking about the plan 
Senator Dole said that the plan would not do anything to cut 
off Soviet aid, but Speaker Wright indicated that it would 


Have you got a copy of the plan? Can you tell us 
exactly what it says on that score? 


A ‘¢ | understand it the plan does not provide for 
any limitations on Soviet or Cuban military aid 
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Q One more, please, before we get to tiie Pacific 
Could you describe the status of the U.S. plan? Is it still 
alive? Is it dead? Has it been subsumed? Has it been 
overtaken? 


4 The Secretary spoke to that question on Friday 
when he was on the Hill The U.S. plan was our contribution. 
It had a number of ideas, a number of concepts I have seen 
public reports from a number of the participants that it was 
useful in their consultations But what we are working with 
now is the plan that was arrived at by the Presidents in 
Guatemala City 


Q Does that mean that the Wright-Reagan plan is a 
dead letter? 


A As I say, it was only a contribution, first of 
all, to the discussions There are many of the details yet to 
oe worked out, first by the Foreign Ministers' meeting in 
several weeks, so as a consequence I think there probably are 
Still ivis of ideas in the Wright-Reagan plan, as you refer to 
it, that are still applicable and would still be interesting 
subjects for discussion as they work out these details 


Q Just one more I don't mean to dominate the 
briefing, but to get some of these ideas adopted by the 
regional authorities, does the United States, if not 
immediately, eventually intend to send a special representative 
such as Ambassador Habib to convey our interest in some of 
these things, or what? 


i) The Secretary spoke to that question on Friday 
He said, in essence, that we would be prepared to do whatever 
needs to be done, and that indeed is the case I said in 


response to a previous question that as of now there are no 
plans for anyone to go down 


Connie has got next shot 
Q Two different areas South Africa Do you have 


any observations to make on the gold strike, the gold-miners 
strike, in South Africa?’ 


“ No 

Q On Israel, the Lavi There was a recommendation 
that Israel proceed with the Lavi now by one of its 
committees Does the US. have a reaction? 


i) [I don't have any reaction Now, George 
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Q I take it you have nothing on the 
Administi-ation's thinking concerning a request for new Contra 
aid? 


“ No. 

Q Do you have anything on the Charles Hill trip? 
Mr. Hill's trip? 

ms Charles Hill. I didn't recognize him when you 
referred to him by “Charles" instead of "Charlie." But, no, I 
don't have anything. I see that he has spoken a few words to 


the press as he came out of the Prime Minister's office, so I 
think that speaks volumes. (Laughter. ) 


Q Do you have a transcript of that? (Laughter. ) 


Q Do you have anything on the Cuban who defected to 
Czechoslovakia and supposedly is going to tell all? 


A I don't have any details to offer I could only 
say that Florentino Aspillaga Lombard is a former Cuban 
intelligence officer who defected from a post in Czechoslovakia 
by crossing to Austria on June 6 He is 39 years old, and he 
held the rank of Major in the Cuban Counterintelligence Service. 


Q Do you have the spelling of that? 

A It has been in many wire reports 

Q [t has? 

4 Yes, it has 

Q Sorry 

Q Is he a big catch? 

4 I can't evaluate any further his status 

Q Where is he now? 

A Nor can I give you really any other information 


about him 


Q Well, you cannot characterize the degree to which 
he is an intelligence coup? When Del Pino Diaz defected, you 
said he would be in a position to provide substantial 
information Are you prepared to say the same thing about Mr 
Aspillaga? 
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a As of now, I really am not prepared to say 
anything further about him. 


Q Ambassador Kampelman and Soviet Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze evidentally agreed to intensify the arms talks in 
an effort to overcome differences on the INF subject. Do you 
have anything on how the two sides intend to do that? What do 
they mean when they say “intensify"? 


H What they mean by that, essentially, is to 
continue work at Geneva right through the summer. Our people 
won't be taking any breaks there, no August vacations. 


As we have said before, we do believe that Soviet 
agreement to accept the global double zero INF position has 
helped to remove a major obstacle to these negotiations, but 
many issues remain to be resolved, most importantly procedures 
for effective verification : 


For our part, we are committed to attempt to bring to 
reality or to bring into being this agreement to eliminate U.S. 
and Soviet INF missiles. We are going to work steadily and 
intensively toward that end. We are hopeful that by the time 
the Foreign Ministers meet in September we will have achieved 
substantial progress. And at the same time, as we have said 
before, we believe that there is plenty of opportunity to move 
forward in the area of strategic arms reductions as well, so 
that we are hopeful that in both areas we will be moving toward 
an agreement 


Are you saying that verification is the big 
stumbling block? Is that what you are saying? Is that the 
most notable stumbling block? 


fs) Most importantly, yes; that it is the most 
important obstacle 

Q What about the Pershings? 

“ That really is no obstacle That is something 


that has been thrown in at the eleventh hour by the Soviets, it 
could be removed as simply as it has been thrown in, and that 
is what ought to happen to it 


Q Is the U.S. willing to compromise on that by not 
modernizing the missiles? 


a It's just not a subject that is on the table It 
has never been [It's not up for negotiation [t just doesn't 
figure, Matt 
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Q So the U.S. side won't discuss it with the 
Soviets when the Soviets bring it up, or what? Is it being 
discussed? 


. It's not on the table. 

Q Is it being discussed, though? 

“ It is not on the table, Matt. 

Q [It's not being discussed. 

Q Did Kampelman discuss it with Shevardnadze when 


he met with him? 


a) To the extent that two senior people have 
exchanges and they touch upon that issue, sure it is discussed. 


Q One other thing on the Kampelman-Shevardnadze 
meeting. Was any procress achieved in the other areas of the 
talks, START or space weaponry? 


A I dor t have any further read-out than what both 
men themselves gave after their meeting So, no, I don't have 
any way to take that story forward 


? Thank you 

Q Wait a minute 

Q Hold it! Hold it! 

a Tens of people, George 

Q Armacost is where, please? 

A He 18 on vacation 

Q What happened to our briefing on Pakistan? 

A It just didn't work out for last week 

Q So, could you give us a comment on what happened 


in this meeting? 


a Sure 

Q A week later 

Q It says Armacost is out of the country He is 
not on official business, huh? 
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- Excuse me? 

Q This schedule that was distributed said, 
“armacost, out of the country.” 

- He could be out of the country on vacation. 

Q I know. So it is not an official trip in any 
way? 

+ I just said he was on vacation. 

Q Okay. I just wanted to make sure. 

a Basically a brief read-out on the nuclear issue, 


as it was discussed in Pakistan: 

Under Secretary Armacost raised our concerns on this 
issue with the highest levels of the Pakistan Government. In 
response, Pakistan said it would take steps to ensure that 
there was no illegal procurement and that it would cooperate 
fully in investigating the recent incidents. We will be 
consulting further with the Pakistanis to make sure that our 
laws and regulations are fully understood 


Mr. Aarmacost also stressed the importance of 
Pakistan's compliance with their assurance not to enrich 
uranium above the five-percent level. In our opinion, the best 
solution is to place the uranium enrichment facility under 
international safeguards. Pakistan, however, will not accept 
those safeguards unless India does likewise. So we plan to 
discuss this further with Pakistan. We have made it clear that 
we expect the Pakistanis to live up to their enrichment 
assurances, and we will also be talking to India about the 
nuclear issue 


Q Copy of that? 


o No. 
Q Is this another last chance for Pakistan? 
I have said many times before that this is an 


issue which we have taken seriously, we continue to take 
seriously. The Under Secretary's discussions are part of the 
ongoing consultations on that issue. We will be working on it 
in exactly that vein. 


Q But on the other hand, you have already said 
before that Pakistan has promised to do this, that and the 
other, and then three or four months later it turns out they 
are doing nothing of the kind 
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What is different about today than it was six months 
ago? That is why I asked, is this another last chance. 


A I have given you a read-out, which is the status 
of the talks as they now stand. That is about the best I can 
do. 

Q You mentioned also India, but India doesn't get 


the military aid. Where does India come in when you discuss 
this issue with Pakistan? Isn't it a bilateral issue? 


zt comes in as I have just described it exactly. 

Q Don't they regard it as a bilateral issue? 

Pardon? 

Q Don't they regard “his as a bilateral issue with 
Pakistan? 

a I don't know what your question implies, so I 


don't have any answer to that. 


Q So will the Administration then oppose some of 
the restrictions on aid, or cut-offs of aid, that have been 
discussed on the Hill? Have they made any determination about 
what policy they will take toward altering aid? 


a The status of the whole issue is that we continue 
to talk to the Pakistan Covernment, as I have just described 
it, and we have close consultations as well with the Congress. 


Q You talked to the Congress about what? What are 
you talking to Congress about? 

Q We are still talking to them, as well. 

~ Saying what? 

oa That's between us and the Congress. 

Q Chuck, did the matter of early-warning aircraft -- 

~ Just a second, someone else gets a question here. 

Q Sorry. The Angolans have said that they have 


sent you a new proposal. Have you received it? 


a Yes, we have. 





Q No comment? 
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~ I don't have any comment at this point. 


Q Did the question of early-warning aircraft also 
come up in Mr. Armacost's discussions with the Pakistanis and 
can you characterize the context? 


A I just don't remember. 


Q Chuck, about the same concern that you expressed 
on the Pakistan nuclear facility or capability, there were 
reports lately of Israel developing or deploying a missile, a 
nuclear head. Have you expressed a concern to the Israelis 
about this, or did you discuss this with the Israelis, in light 
of Vanunu, who exposed this Israeli nuclear facility and who 
will go on trial at the end of this month in Israel? Is there 
something that you could say? Do you have any concern about 
the Israel nuclear facilities? ~- 


a No. The question has been raised a number of 
times. I don't have anything further. 


— Q What about the Chileans that are upset that the 
State Department won't give one of their ex-Secret Service 
people a visa to go to Indianapolis? Are you going to relent 
and give him one? 


a) His visa application is still under review. All 
available information is taken into consideration in making a 
final decision. We do expect to have a decision shortly, and 
we are trying to do this review as expeditiously possible since 
we are aware of the competition schedule in Indianapolis. 


Q Could you post that answer when it is made? 


- The decision? 

Q Yes. 

a We'll try to do that. 

Q Last week there were reports that many embassy 
security functions were being handed over to the CIA. Has the 
State Department got any reaction to that? 

= No. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:33 p.m.) 








EUR PRESS GUIDANCE ( 7-G) August 10, 1987 


GREECE: BUS BOMBING (QUESTIONS TAKEN) 





Q. What can you tell us about the April 24 bus bombing? 


A. THE APRIL 24 BUS BOMBING OCCURRED AT APPROXIMATELY 1710 
LOCAL TIME. A BOMB EXPLODED AS THE REGULARLY SCHEDULED SHUTTLE 
BUS TRANSPORTING U.S. PERSONNEL AND DEPENDENTS TO HELLENIKON 
AIRBASE FROM ELEFSIS (SITE OF A U.S. ARMY FIELD ARTILLERY UNIT 
ON A GREEK BASE) CROSSED A SET OF RAILROAD TRACKS. THE BOMB 
WAS CONCEALED NEXT TO A BANK OF THE KIFISSOS RIVER ON THE 
OUTSKIRTS OF ATHENS, AND WAS TRIPPED AS THE GREEK MILITARY BUS 
CROSSED THE TRACKS. TWENTY PEOPLE WERE INJURED, 17 AMERICANS 
AND 3 GREEKS (THE DRIVER, THE SOLE GREEK PASSENGER AND A 
PASSING MOTORIST). MOST INJURIES RESULTED FROM BROKEN GLASS. 
ALTHOUGH TWO PASSENGERS WERE SEVERELY INJURED, THERE WERE NO 
FATALITIES; TWENTY THREE PASSENGERS WERE UNHARMED. THE NOVEMBER 
17 GROUP, A TERRORIST ORGANIZATION, KNOWN TO BE BEHIND MANY 
ATTACKS IN GREECE AGAINST GREEK AND AMERICAN TARGETS, CLAIMED 
RESPONSIBILITY. TWO MEN CLAIMING TO BE UTILITY COMPANY 
EMPLOYEES HAD BEEN SEEN LAYING THE CORD. BOTH ESCAPED IN A 
VAN, THE PLATES OF WHICH HAD BEEN STOLEN. SUBSEQUENT TO THIS 
BOMBING, NOVEMBER 17 ALSO BOMBED TWO GREEK OFFICES AS WELL AS A 
UNION CARBIDE OFFICE ON APRIL 29. THE GREEK GOVERNMENT ROUNDLY 
CONDEMNED THE APRIL 24 AND THE 29 ATTACKS. NO ARRESTS HAVE 


BEEN MADE. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin by clearing up a couple of issues that we talked 
about yesterday, to which I[ didn't have answers at the time. 


First, on the application of Francisco Zuniga for a 
visa to compete in the Pan Am Games. After reviewing the 
available information, the Department has found Francisco 
Zuniga Acevedo ineligible to enter the United States under 
Section 212(a)(27) of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 

It's been determined that his entrance to the United States at 
this time would be prejudicial to the public interest, and as a 
consequence his application for a visa has been denied. 


Questions? 
Q Yeah. Prejudicial? Why? 


4 Well, based on our review of reliable 
information, we concluded that Zuniga has been personally 
linked to a number of acts of political violence of the most 
extreme kind, including murder. As a consequence, his entry 
into the U.S. would be prejudicial to U.S. human rights and 
anti-terrorism policies. 


Q Can you be more specific on the alleged incident? 
A No. 

Q On another area -- 

a I have one other follow-up in response to someone 


else's question yesterday concerning the Lavi, and whether I 
had any reaction. We have made clear to the Government of 
Israel, most recently during the visit of Minister of Defense 
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Rabin, that we have serious concerns regarding the costs of the 
Lavi project and its potential impact on Israel's defense 
planning and its economy. 


Both the U.S. and Israel estimate production costs of 
a magnitude which could not be funded within our security 
assistance program to Israel without crowding out other 
important projects. Given the budgetary realities we and 
Israel face, we believe a decision by Israel to terminate the 
Lavi would be in the best interests of both our countries. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
Q Chuck, the British have announced that they're 


sending four minesweepers to the Persian Gulf, and the French 
Say they're sending two, I believe, to the Indian Ocean. What 
is the reaction to that? 


A We certainly welcome those actions, as we welcome 
all efforts to contribute to ensuring freedom of navigation in 
the Gulf. In light of the new situation in the Gulf, we would 
like to take the opportunity to express our hope that other 
governments with a strong interest in freedom of navigation 
would urgently assess how they can contribute to ensuring the 
safety of commercial shipping in international waters in and 
near the Gulf. 


Q Do you -- is this part of a coordinated effort? 
Will these two governments consult with the United States on 
their activities on this, or are they just going to go off and 
sweep mines in front of their ships, or what? 


4 I don't know the operational details, and I 
wouldn't want to comment on them even if [ did. [In any case, 
these are decisions that have been taken by other governments 
in response to the same kind of dangers to international 
shipping about which we have talked previously. So we welcome 
that, and we hope that perhaps there will be even more 
cooperation. 


Q You refer to a new situation in the Gulf. Define 
what you mean by “new situation." 


A I'm referring to the same kind of new situation 
that the British and others have referred to. We're seeing a 
few mines in other areas, for example, in the Gulf. 
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Q Was the British decision taken in direct or 
indirect response to the United States' appeal to sending 
minesweepers? 


- I couldn't explain the British decision-making 
process. You know that we have previously talked here about 
the efforts that we have undertaken with various allies, but in 
the end I don't know what factors figure. 


Q You said you hope that other countries will also 
become involved. Do you anticipate that other countries will 
be making similar announcements? 


a) I don't want to lead you to believe I have 
anything in the back of my mind concerning specific countries. 
That's a more general reflection which means exactly what it 
Says. 


Q Well, let me ask a second question. Do the 
decisions by the French and the English represent a significant 
diplomatic development on the part of --— significant diplomatic 
achievement on the part of the United States? 


A I wouldn't put it in that category. I think that 
we have worked with our allies in the past. [ have said from 
this podium many times, despite what many of you have wanted to 
believe, that our efforts were continuing, that there were 
options being discussed, and I think that in this case 
particular countries have made decisions based on their 
analysis of the situation. 


Q Can you tell us what kind of efforts are still 
underway to get other countries to help us? Is Mr. Carlucci 
still in Europe? Has he returned? Are there other emissaries 
over there? 


a I don't know of anything else by the way of 
emissaries. Mr. Carlucci has returned. 


Q When did he come back? 
fs) You'll have to check with the White House. 
Q The son of the Senegalese Ambassador was reported 


involved in an accident yesterday. Has the State Department 
sought formally any waiver of diplomatic immunity? 


And, secondly, what's the position with regards to the 
-- to those being held by the RENAMO rebels in Mozambique ? I 
understand that RENAMO is prepared to release them, but that 
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the Mozambican Government will not allow overflights of a Red 
Cross plane or -- 


. & - On the latter question, I don't have an updated 
status report as of today. The last information I had, 
relatively recently, was that the Mozambican Government had 
been making arrangements with whatever international agencies 
or groups were involved, and that the problem had in fact been 
on the other side with RENAMO. But, in any case, I don't have 
an up to the minute status report on that. 


Concerning the Senegalese Ambassac *'s son, we have 
informed the Senegalese Embassy that his dr ver's license 
should be surrendered immediately to the Embassy and then to 
the Department. His license will be permanently suspended. He 
will not be permitted to operate a motor vehicle in the United 
States again. 


It is our longstanding policy that all who enjoy 
diplomatic immunity are nonetheless required to pay fines 
resulting from traffic citations, unless immunity is waived for 
the purpose of contesting the citation. The Senegalese Embassy 
has not indicated which course it has elected to pursue in this 
case. 


Q I'm sorry. How can you enforce something like 
that, prohibiting him from driving a vehicle if he has 
diplomatic immunity? 


a I just said that we have asked for his driver's 
license to be turned in. It is not possible to drive without a 
driver's license. 


Q It's not? 

re) That's right. 

Q He wouldn't have diplomatic immunity against -- 

i) He would not. 

Do you have any comment on the refusal by the 

French Government to extend their help to the Chadian 
Government to the Aozou territory? 

A No. I don't have any particular comment. That 


story is something that concerns the French Government and the 
Chadian Government. 
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Q I'm looking for the U.S. Government position 
towards the sovereignty over the territory in conflict. 


“ There, there's never been any question about our 
position. Let me dig it out. [I stuck it in the back here. 


We support the Chadian Government's sovereign ciaim to 
the Aozou strip, a major part of which is currently being 
occupied by Libyan forces. 


Q So you are having a different position towards 
the conflict than the French position, since the French who 
were the former colonial power in the area, having a different 
idea from yours. 


s I'm not in a position to say that. I don't speak 
for them. The French have been very supportive of the Chadian 
Government over time. We have provided our own support of a 
different kind, of course, but nonetheless support. 


Q What about your military support so far? Is it 
continuing or stopped or what? 


a) There is still military assistance in the 
Pipeline. The most recent 506(a) authority was $10 million 
which the President authorized on March 28. That is to provide 
equipment such as small arms, ammunition, vehicles, transport 
aircraft and individual combat equipment. And in April there 
was an additional $2 million in U.S. military assistance, MAP 
funds, made available to Chad. This action brought our FY-87 
MAP for Chad to a total of $7 million. Both of those programs 
have been substantially drawn down, but there is still material 
in the pipeline. 


Q Copy, please? 
4 Yes. 


Q On the same subject, given that the French won't, 
they have said, they will not provide air cover to defend the 
Chadians in Aozou Town against an air attack, does the fact 
that the United States supports the Chadian claim have any 
practical implications to help them out while they're under 
attack? 


A I don't know that I can draw all that together 
for you. Again, exactly what the French are going to do or not 
going to do, I'm not in a position to say, and I don't know 
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that any definitive decisions have been made. You'd have to 
talk to the governments involved. 


Our own assistance has been of the kind that I have 
talked about, and I don't know of any change in that program 
either. 


Q Chuck, what brought on this sudden change that 
the U.S. supports the claim by Chad over the Aozou strip, 
knowing that in the past not too long ago, official said ON 
BACKGROUND that we would leave it to international arbitration? 

4 I'm not sure what officials you're referring to. 

In this Department. 


a I just don't know who they are. I'm willing to 
tell you ON THE RECORD that's what our position is. 





Q Do you have any further information about the 
military situation in the area now? 


A No. 


Q Do you mean you don't think that these three 
countries should have, you know, international arbitration? 


A As a practical matter, I've been asked to comment 
on a specific case. I've given you how we feel about that 
particular case. 


Q Returning to the Persian Gulf for a moment, 
yesterday it was said at the Pentagon that we have some 
minesweeping capabilities in the region, an inference to the 
fact that it might be some of our allies or friends in the 
area. Can you clear that up? Can you give us any indication 
of who's helping us out in that regard? 


a No. 


Q Chuck, to go back to Lavi a minute, we have been 
saying this same thing for more than a year, perhaps more than 
two years, and Israel has been just as adamant about going 
ahead with the Lavi. Is there any implication here that there 
would be some lowering of the security assistance, or that 
there's some -- restrictions would be put on this security 
assistance, so that it could not be used for the Lavi? 
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A Our position is as I have stated it. I don't 
have anything beyond that today. The Israeli Government has 
not made a decision, so that your questions are still in the 
realm of the hypothetical. 


Q Chuck, let me return once more to the Persian 
Gulf and ask about the British and French decisions. What 
message does the State Department believe that that gives to 
the combatants? 


- I'm not sure that I can speak for either one of 
those governments in determining what message they might be 
sending. I could only say that from our perspective, what 
we're trying to do there is, as you know, provide for the 
protection of non-belligerent, commercial shipping; nothing 
more than that. 


There are various kinds of threats to that shipping 
that have arisen because of this war. We're trying to address 
those threats, but for no other reason again than to get that 
shipping through. And that leads me again to the point where I 
should re-emphasize that the way for all of this to be ended 
and for all of these concerns to be addressed is for the war to 
be ended. 


Q Nevertheless --— 


x So if there's a message in any of this to any of 
the combatants, it's let's get together with the U.N. Secretary 
General, let's agree to the Security Council resolution, and 
let's get the war ended. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Nevertheless, the United States effort has now 
been joined to some degree by the French and the British. What 
does that say to the Iranian<«? 


a I can't answer that any better than I've just 
answered it. The countries you referred to have had some 
presence in the area previous for the same reasons as ours: 
to protect shipping. To the extent that the threat changes, 
takes new directions, other assets have been deployed. 


Q Does Iraq's attacks -- 
Q Oh, excuse me; go ahead. 
Q Oh, ['m sorry. All right. 


Does Iraq's attacks yesterday on installations near 
Tehran represent a break in the cease-fire that was worked out 
at the U.N ? 


A I answered that yesterday saying that -- 
Q Well, you see, we didn't have much information. 


A I said very clearly no cease-fire has been agreed 
to. The [raqis have made it clear that they are agreeable to 
the U.N. resolution. They responded quickly and positively to 
that resolution. They have indicated every willingness to 
abide by it and by a cease-fire if Iran agrees to do so. 


And so the important point now is to convince [ran to 
accept a cease-fire. The U.N. Secretary-General, Mr. Perez de 
Cuellar, in consultation with the United States and other 
members of the Security Council is working actively to achieve 
that objective. 


I also noted yesterday that since this resolution, the 
Iraqis have shown restraint in the war in the Gulf where mining 
has become the major problem. But in the land war, both Iran 
and Iraq have continued the fighting. These recent air attacks 
are part of the war on the land. 


In order to achieve a cease-fire, however, [ran must 
accept a comprehensive U.N. Security Council resolution as Iraq 
has done and agree to comply with the mandatory elements of 
that resolution stopping the fighting on land, sea, and in the 
air. 





-9- Tuesday, 8/11/87 


Q Aren't these the first air attacks though, since 
the resolution, by Iraq? 


a But this is part of the land war. That's the 
point [I'm trying to make -- 


Q But in any case -- 

4 -- on that. And in the context of the land war -- 
Q Oh. 

2) -- the Iranians, for example, have launched 


several offensives since that resolution was passed. 


Q Yes, but I thought it is the first air attack 
since the cease-fire. I mean -- 


A You have the historical record. 


Q One other question. Is there any official 
position on whether or not our reflagging of Kuwaiti ships and 
really keeping free the flow of oil through the Persian Gulf -- 
whether that indeed in the end helps Iran, not Iraq, since Iraq 
sends its oil through pipelines and doesn't need to keep the 
Strait of Hormuz open? 


A I can't make that kind of analysis for you. Our 
actions are undertaken, as I said a minute ago, for the 
legitimate purpose of protecting international, commercial, 
non-belligerent shipping. 


Q In light of that, do you want to comment on 
suggestions that the U.S. should start mining [ranian harbors 
and routes? 


3) No. I don't want to comment. 

Q No? 

Q Did the French or British put any conditions on 
the use of their minesweeps -- where they would operate or when 


they would operate or how they would operate, or whether they 
would sweep the channels we're going to use? Did they make any 
agreements? 


a You speak of this as agreement with conditions. 
These are decisions by those governments -- 
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Q well -- 


A -- and how they deploy their forces are their 
decisions as well. 


Q In other words, if they took them over and tied 
them up in the United Arab Emirates, we wouldn't be surprised. 


- I don't know what they plan to do with them and 
how they plan to use them. There is always a certain amount of 
coordination among the various allied forces that are there in 
the Gulf. That happens all the time. And one would suppose 
that is likely to happen with minesweeping resources as well as 
with other resources. 


Q Anything on Hill? 

- Which Hill? 

Q Charles Hill in Israel. 

Q Charles -- capitol. (Laughter. ) 

“ No, I don't. 

Q Is it your understanding that the French 
minesweepers will go inside the Persian Gulf? Because the 


initial announcement that I saw referred to the Indian Ocean. 
Do you -- 


fs) I don't know. You'll have to talk to the French 
Government. 
Connie? 


Q On the Lavi, thank you for the statement. Was 
that statement conveyed to Israeli officials either here or 
through Charles Hill or some place in Jerusalem. 


- I said in beginning that statement that, for 
example, during the recent visit of Defense Minister Rabin that 
position was conveyed. 


That's not the only time it's been conveyed, but there 
is a recent occasion. 


Q But this latest statement -- I just wondered how 
you answered charges of interference in Israeli internal 
affairs with a statement like that since the decision hasn't 
been fully made yet. 
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a But this has to do with our resources. 
Q Right. I know. 


4 That's why they are consulting with us about this 
problem. 


Q Could I also ask about the Angolan proposal? Is 
there anything today on that? 


Just to keep you busy. (Laughter.) Thank you. 

- Your making me dig out the old ones here. 

Help! (Laughter. ) 

The Angolan proposal is being given careful 
consideration. We will be in further communication with the 
Angolans once we've analyzed their communication fully, in an 
effort to clarify certain points that it raises. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Egypt's cancellation 
of media access to the Bright Star exercises? 


- No. 

Q Has this been done by coordination with the U.S. 
Government or at least by -- this kind of request -- a U.S. 
request? 

4 You're still speaking of Bright Star? 

Q Yes 

- Then you should stay with DOD. That's their 


exercise. They handle public affairs for that. 


Q Ambassador Davis apparently met with the 
Panamanian President. Can you say anything about the U.S. 
message that was conveyed? 


A No, I don't have any comment on that particular 
meeting. Ambassador Davis does stay in touch with Panamanian 
authorities, of course. The Secretary has spoken publicly 
Friday and Thursday on the subject of Panama. 
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Q Does the Administration have a strategy yet on 
what it's going to do about renewed Contra aid? 


“ I don't want to imply in answering your question 
that there's ever been any lack of a strategy. But, no, I 
don't have anything new on that question. 


Q Chuck, tnis Texaco-owned tanker that hit the mine 
yesterday apparently was carrying [ranian oil; and apparently a 
lot of American companies transport Iranian oil, although very 
little of it comes to this country. What is the Administration 
policy on American companies doing that? 


A I don't know that there is any policy. 


Q Regarding the Pershing Gulf still again. 
Notwithstanding the decisions by Britain and France, the result 
so far of our policies in the Gulf recently have been a 
proliferation of mines and a proliferation of bellicose 
statements. Does this increase in the volatility in the Gulf 
concern the State Department? 


a) I think all of the proliferation that you just 
referred to all comes from one party, so I would only say that 
there's simply a need to recognize that there are international 
interests in that Gulf, there are interests of other regional 
states, and that what we're trying to do and what the other 
allies are trying to do is not in any way provocative but 
simply an effort to protect our legitimate rights -- nothing 
more than that. 


Q New subject? The Soviets have confirmed that 
they have deployed their first mobile strategic nuclear missile 
system. Have we got any reaction to that? 


a I don't have any particular reaction. fhe 
Pentagon might have something to say That is a system about 
which much has been written; and, I believe, in Soviet Military 
Power you will find a considerable amount of information. So 
the fact that they should now say that it's deployed does not 
come as much of a surprise to anyone 





Q On the War Powers Resolution, [I assume that what 
the Secretary said last week still holds as far as the 
Administration is concerned. No need to invoke it -- 


- I don't have anything on that 


Q -- even though there's been some firing of 
missiles by Americans? 
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a I don't have anything new. 

Q Iran has said within the last two or three weeks 
that if Iraq attacked its oil facilities it might strike at 
Iraq's friends -- perhaps Kuwait. Does the United States have 


any warning that it would like to issue at this point against 
such an attack? And can you tell us what obligations we have, 
if any, to protect Kuwait against such an attack? 


7 I don't have anything to offer. I've spoken to a 
number of questions that get at the question of what's 
happening in terms of the land war and concerning our 
objectives in the Gulf, and I'd leave it at that. 


Q Could you explain, for those of us who are : 
non-military experts, how an air raid constitutes part of a 
land war -- especially when it's a raid on an economic target 


and not a military target? 
- These are raids on targets on land. 


Q That's part of the land war. (Laughter.) 


nm As opposed to the sea war 

Q I know you're -- but - 

Q That's a ground war. (Laughter. ) 

Q I thought that the resoiution called for land, 
sea, and air -- called for a cease-fire in those three areas 

A Right. Very astute. (Laughter. ) 

Q As L understand it, the British have said that 


their minesweepers were only to protect British shipping and 
British-registered ships. The French say their minesweepers 
are only going to protect French interests. Are we 
disappointed that they aren't agreeing to a more international 
sort of effort? 


4 I think I've addressed the question in a number 
of ways. I've welcomed those actions warmly I've spoken of 
the kinds of ways that we normally end up cooperating. But in 
the end I've said that both of those governments will have to 
speak as to how they will use their resources 


Q Has Oman asked us for help in clearing their 
waters of mines? 
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A Don't have anything on that. 


Q As I understand --— back to the Persian Gulf -- as 
long as Iran pursues its activities on the ground, the U.S. 
feels no obligation then to -- well, need, to pressure Iraq to 
halt such attacks, even though they presumably increase the 
threat against moderate Gulf states from [Iranian reprisals. 


fs) Our objective is that all of these attacks should 
end -- that's what the Security Council resolution is aimed at 
doing. So we hope that both parties will agree to that 
resolution. 


The fact is that the Iraqis have said they're ready. 
They responded promptly and positively. And so what has to be 
done now is for the Iranians to respond in the same manner. 


Q Why do you think the Iranians refused so far to 
respond? 


) I'm sorry; I can't delve into those kind of 
motivations. 


Q Has the U.S. sent any message to Iraq protesting 
the air raids? 


- I don't know of any such message. 


Q Is there any -- do you have any comment on the 
Soviets agreeing for checks for chemical arsenals? 


“ Any -- ? 


Q They've agreed to have on-site checks for 
chemical arsenals. Is there any comment on that? 


- I don't have any comment yet. I saw those 
reports, based on statements which were made in Geneva this 
morning. So we'll be taking a look at those and have something 
later on -- perhaps tomorrow. 


Q Pilgrims returning to Israel from Mecca are 
contradicting the Saudi version of what happened at those 
riots, saying that shots were fired. Some are saying that 
M-16s were used. Do you have any confirmation whether any 
shots were fired? And, if not, can you take that question and 
try and look into that? 
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- No. Il don't see that [I have any capability to 
sort out those kind of questions. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. [ 
have no announcements. 


Q The Iraqi news agency is saying that Iraq will 
continue its bombing of [Iranian oil facilities until Tehran 
responds to the call of wisdom, which presumably means 
following the U.N. cease-fire call. 


Do you think that's a helpful way to get to where you 
all want to get, which is to that same goal? 


2) I've addressed this particular question at length 
the last couple of days. I[ really don't have anything further 
by way of analysis. It seems to me that perhaps the most 
notable fact is not the one you've mentioned, but rather the 
Iranian reaction to the Secretary General's efforts to work on 
the Security Council resolution to end the war, which is what [ 
believe all of us think ought to be done. 


Regrettably, that [ranian response seems to be 
essentially a denunciation of the resolution and a diatribe 
against the Security Council and the United States. [t appears 
to be the same kind of obstructionism and delaying tactic that 
[Iran has engaged in, in the three and a half weeks since 
Resolution 598 was approved. 


Iraq, on the other hand, as you know, immediately made 
clear its formal acceptance of the resolution and its full 
readiness to cooperate with the Security Council and the 
Secretary General in implementing it. 


The Secretary General did have consultations yesterday 
with the Security Council -- that was before he received the 
Iranian response, as I understand it In those discussions he 
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reported his contacts with both sides, and in his own words he 
said, “My discussions with [raq and lack of discussions with 
Iran.“ He asked the Security Council for guidance. That, of 
course, will lead to further Security Council consultations. 


We would still welcome some sign of Iranian interest 
in compliance with Resolution 598, and the door is still open 
to Iranian acceptance. However, unless there is a change in 
the Iranians' present negative position -- for example, during 
Deputy Foreign Minister Larijani's projected meeting with the 
Secretary General -- then we believe that the Council must move 
quickly to consider enforcement measures. 


Q The [ranian Ambassador said in a television 
interview that Iran had not fully rejected the resolution. 
Have you been -- are you privy to what he gave to the Secretary 
General? 


a That has been circulated as a Security Council 
document today. 


Q And what is it? Is it a rejection? 


A [I said it was essentially a denunciation of the 
resolution and a diatribe against both the Security Council and 
the United States. 


Q Do you have any reaction to these 19 items which 
they enumerated, and they mentioned the United States 
extensively in it. Do you have any answer to their allegations 
against the United States? 


a I have not gone over all of those allegations in 
detail. My presumption would be that I've probably answered 
most of them from this podium in previous days. 


Q Chuck, do you see yourself or the State 
Department -- whether the U.S. Government would see itself 
moving to watch the imposition of that sanctions resolution as 
a continuation of the discussion since the resolution was taken? 


A I addressed that issue in my remarks I just made. 


Q How quickly are you suggesting moving toward a 
conference on enforcement measures, Chuck? Any time certain? 


a I'm not setting any timetables other than what I 
referred to at the end of my remarks when I said that if we 
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don't see anything other than this negative reaction and we do 
have this projected visit of the Iranian Deputy Foreign 
Minister -- but I understand there's not yet a meeting fixed 
with the Secretary General, so it's as yet unclear as to 
whether that will happen. But we believe the Council must move 
Quickly. 


Q Do you have any reaction to England and France 
readiness to help in the cleaning of the mines in the Gulf area? 


= We went through all that yesterday. 


Q If we're ready to move off the Gulf -- 
Q Just one more on the Gulf. 
We're not. 


Q Okay. I'll wait. 


What prospects do you see of getting an agreement 
in the Security Council to start up an arms embargo? 


ia I'm not in the business of making those kinds of 
predictions. We've had informal consultations among members of 
the Security Council. The Security Council Resolution, which 
was passed unanimously, 598 provides that the Security Council 
will meet again if one or the other of the parties is not 
willing to adhere to the terms of that resolution. So I think 
there's reason to believe that the members of the Security 
Council are ready to face up to their responsibilities if we 
arrive at that point. 


Q One or two members are arms suppliers. Have you 
-- do you think they're willing to give that up? 


4 I don't have anything beyond what I've said 
before, and [I've addressed that question and this one many 
times previously. 


Q Chuck, are you considering stopping the import of 
[Iranian oil to the United States? 


“ I don't have anything specifically to offer on 
that question. This whole issue of whether or not we should do 
anything about Iranian imports to the United States is 
something that's under review. Those imports are not large. 
Oil does account for the large proportion of those imports, but 
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it is mostly oil that comes in off of the spot market, so it's 
a fungible commodity. 


So I would only say for the moment that that's a 
question that's under review. 


Q Are you suggesting, Chuck, in your saying there's 
a reason to believe members are ready to face their 
responsibilities, that there is already a consensus on an 
embargo or sanctions? 


4 I won't take it further than I have. You're 
aware of what Ambassador Walters had to say, for example, after 
his visits to a number of capitals, so I think there's a fair 
amount of material which indicates that there's some basis in 
fact to what I've just said. 


Q Iran has offered to send minesweepers to the 
waters of the Emirates to help clear mines there. I wonder if 
the United States Government would welcome this as part of an 
international effort to de-mine waters around the Gulf? 

“ I saw that report. 


Q You saw it? (Laughter) 


Q Is the farewell call by the [Iraqi Ambassador 
today just -- will there be a discussion of any of this between 
the Secretary and him, or what? 


fs) I'm sure the situation in the Gulf is likely to 
come up in his farewell call. 


Q Adnan Kashoggi is reported today as telling a 
newspaper that he had information that the United States wanted 
to assassinate the Ayatollah Khomeini, poison his tea. Can you 
comment on the remarks and also how useful it is and the 
propriety of such remarks by somebody like that in a public 
forum? 


” No. I have no comment on either question. 


Q Contrary to your wish that you had in the 
statement yesterday about the Lavi and Israel, the Israeli 
Cabinet decided that they want to go through with that. Oo you 
have any further comment? You had a comment yesterday, but do 
you have any comment on the Cabinet decision to -- 
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- I don't know that there's been any Cabinet 
decision. I don't think your information is correct. 

Q Has Secretary Shultz sent letters to top [Israeli 
Cabinet officials on -- warning them not to go ahead with the 
Lavi? 

A I won't answer the question beyond the way I 


addressed the issue yesterday, where [ indicated that there has 
been an intense and continuing high-level dialogue on the Lavi 
during -- in which we have conveyed our views. But beyond that 
I'm not going to enter into specific aspects of it. 


Q Charlie Hill -- is that part of what he's 
discussing? 

4 I don't have anything on the visit of Charles/ 
Charlie Hill -- (laughter) -- beyond what I've said before. 

Q How about the reported visit by Secretary 


Shultz? Can you sort that one out for us? 


a There's just nothing new there. The Secretary 
has always said that he's prepared to go to the region if 
there's something useful to do, but there are no plans at this 
time for a visit. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q This latest Cuban defector, who defected in 
Czechoslovakia to Austria, he has been appearing on Radio Marti 
as part of an anti-Castro sort of program, and [I wonder whether 
that is in keeping with Radio Marti's charter as sort of a 
non-propaganda organ? And also, why hasn't he been made 
available to sort of the regular press? 


a First of all, concerning Radio Marti, its 
charter, its purpose, you should ask USIA for the definitive 
words because it is the Cuban service of the Voice of America. 
There are some forty languages or more that the VOA uses. 
Radio Marti is the Cuban service. 


What I understand from USIA is that the defectors are 
the anes who requested the Radio Marti interviews. They were 
familiar with Radio Marti. They were particularly interested 
in getting their message back into Cuba, to the Cuban people, 
and they felt it most appropriate to do that through Radio 
Marti. 


I'm told that Marti did not request exclusivity with 
regard to those interviews, and that in fact they have been 
making the transcripts available to other members of the media. 


Q Summaries of the transcripts. 


Q Didn't someone have to make the decision to let 
him be on Radio Marti? Is he not being squirreled away some 
place and talked to? 


a I just tried to answer the question saying that 
the defectors are the ones who said that they would like to use 
Radio Marti to get their message back into Cuba. 


Q Chuck, what about the issue of making him 
available? 
A That's not something that I can really help 


with. I mean, I have no difficulty with it, if he himself 
wants to make himself available. 


Q Well, could somebody make the case to the 
defectors that it might be a good idea for them to talk to the 
American press at some point? 


You now have a precedent, too -- it is sort of 
like becoming almost unofficially codified. 


Aa I'll continue to look into that. 
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Q Chuck, another Cuban question. Several weeks 
ago, the United States Government was very concerned about some 
programming that was being carried in Cuba that was basically 
saying that American diplomats were spying and this and that, 
and the United States took some action as a result of that. 


What is the status of that sort of activity in Cuba 
now? Are you satisfied that they are no longer making such 
accusations, or are they continuing to do that? 


A I don't have an updated status report that would 
allow me to say whether or not incidents of harassment have 
increased or decreased or stayed at the same level. 


I just don't know of any new developments -- 
substantial new developments, in any case. 


Q What about -- is any of that programming 
continued as opposed to the events that that incited, or are 
they still doing the things that you objected to? 


A In terms of the television programming, I haven't 
seen any reports of recent programs. 


Q They have been continuing. I think they have had 
nine. 


Q There is one today. 


4 But it is still the same series It still gets 
to the same issue to which we have reacted. 


Q Are you still -- how would you react to that? 

A As I say, I don't have anything by way of further 
reaction. 

Q On the Central American peace plan, do you have 


anything further to add on progress there, its implementation, 
its prospects? 


A I would only say, of course, that the President's 
statement of the weekend is still the definitive reaction. We 
are currently engaged in a detailed analysis of the plan. That 
includes how the United States can best support the process 
which the Central American governments have committed 
themselves to. That process should lead to the achievement of 
the bipartisan goals that are in the United States plan, and 
which are also the goals of the Central American democracies 





Wednesday, 8/12/87 


Q Over the weekend, Senator Dole suggested that 
military aid to the Contras should be passed by Congress and 
held in reserve in case the peace plan flops. It can be 
immediateiy channelled to them. He is expected to formalize 
that today. 


Have you got any reaction to that proposal? Do you 
think that's a good idea? 


- I don't have any reaction to it. 


Q Is anyone from the Administration going to go to 
Central America to discuss it -- Habib, Shultz? 


9) As of now, there are no plans for any such travel. 
Q Yesterday in his remarks, Mr. Weinberger referred 
to a 21 point appendix which he seemed to indicate was part of 


the Reagan-Wright plan. 


Is it the State Department's interpretation that the 
21 points are part of the plan, or is it simply an advisory -- 


Q I don't have anything at all on the so-called 21 


points. 


Q Is it fair to say that the -- is the 
Wright-Reagan plan still a viable option as far as this 
Administration is concerned? 


Qa I have addressed that or a similar question 
previously. The Guatemalan plan that came out of the meeting 
of Presidents is clearly the focus of our attention at this 
time, but as I just said the United States plan does set forth 
the bipartisan objectives that we think are important in 
achieving a lasting peace in the region. 


It is important to note, as the Secretary has and 
others have, that the purpose of the U.S. plan was to provide 
our bipartisan ideas on a negotiated solution, and that this 
plan was to be supportive of Central American efforts. 


Q Fair enough, but some of the key points in the 
bipartisan plan were not adopted at Guatemala. Is the United 
States going to make an effort to see that they are eventually 
adopted as part of the settlement down there? 


Q That's at least partly what I was trying to 
indicate in my first answer to your question, that there is a 
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process underway here, there is still a detailed analysis of 
the plan being done, and as part of this process now, which 
includes the Foreign Ministers getting together as one step, 
for example, we will be continuing to pursue the same 
bipartisan goals that you find in the United States plan 


Q Do you think you could try to find out for us 
whether the 21 point appendix is part of the plan, because 
Weinberger seems to think it 1S and Wright's office seems to 
think it isn't? 

a) I couldn't be very optimistic on that 

Q Did the U.S. have any comment today on that 
goldminers strike in South Africa? Apparently there have been 
some mass arrests 

- No 

Q Anything new on the Angolan proposals? 

“ No. 

Back to Central American for a second, how long 
is this detailed analysis supposed to take? Is there any 
timeframe? 

4a No, I don't have any deadline to set 

Q Is the Administration trying to keep its mouth 
shut for a while on the subject, beyond what Ronald Reagan has 


said? 


I think I have just spoken, for example, at some 
length. 


Q At some length, but not much substance there 


A That's because we are in a period of analysis, 
and we are in the midst of a process. 


Q But does it have an end? 


Q In the wake of the Wright plan, are you lowering 
-- trying to lower the temperature, talking peace and not 
engaging in Sandinista bashing, for example? I've read that 
Is there any truth in that? 
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I'm answering questions That's what I am doing 
No, you're not (Laughter. ) 


Q Weinberger answered questions on it 


Q On the Australian Foreign Minister's calling for 
direct talks between the United States and the Soviet Union on 
problems --— military problems in the North Pacific -- is that 
something that the U.S. would likely to be agreeable to? 


a I haven't seen the details on that, and I just 
don't have any reaction 


Q Back on Central America, President Arias had an 
interview with The New York Times and [| believe he criticized 
President Ortega for suggesting that increased press freedom in 
Nicaragua is only an option, where in fact the agreement signed 
last Friday in Guatemala City does not leave any room for 
ambiguity on that point 





Do you have any comment? 


9) I don't, but only because it seems to me that 
President Arias, who is one of the authors of that plan, has 
addressed it very clearly 


Q General Ortega met with some members of the 
opposition about a reconciliation council Are you encouraged 
by that move, or do you see it only as a public relations stunt? 


a We assume that this meeting is the first step in 
beginning the process of establishing a national reconciliation 
commission However, we note that the state of emergency has 
not been lifted, nor is freedom of the press allowed in 
Nicaragua Concrete moves by the Sandinistas to restore these 
freedoms will be the real test of the sincerity of the 
Sandinista commitment to democracy 

Q Well, why didn't you give that answer to me? 

a I said I was answering questions 


Q No, but I -- 


Q Would you like to look into the Australian one 
for later on or tomorrow? 


A I'll, as always, keep it under advisement 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Before I start with one short announcement, I might note that 
I've been informed that this is the last day for one of our 
long-time members of the Press Corps, Lauri Kassman. She's 
been on a lot of trips with us abroad, and she's been here at 
the Department. We've all appreciated working with her and 
we're going to miss her. So I know [I speak for everyone in 
Saying that. (Applause) 


One statement: A Soviet nuclear test, conducted on 
August 2, 1987, at Novaya Zemlya caused the release of 
radioactive debris into the atmosphere. Novaya Zemlya is an 
island above the Arctic Circle and the site of an established 
Soviet nuclear testing area. 


This radioactive debris was detected outside Soviet 
territory. Nuclear explosions which cause radioactive debris 
to be present outside the territorial limits of the country 
conducting the explosion violate the 1963 Limited Test Ban 
Treaty. We have conveyed to the Soviet Union our concern 
regarding this failure to comply with its treaty obligations 


Q Copy of that? 
2) Yes. 


What do you mean by “outside the Soviet Union?" 
Where is it? Is it over Alaska as well? 


a I can't give you those kind of details for 
long-standing reasons, having to do with intelligence. But I 
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can tell you, or draw your attention to news accounts, that 
Sweden recently detected increased levels of radiation in 
Lapland 


Q Do you have any comment there on the letter from 
Foreign Minister D'Escoto to Secretary Shultz? 


Q Can we follow up the test thing a minute? 
A Let's finish up the testing issue. 


Q If you don't mind, Matt Do you have any idea of 
the force of the explosion or its purpose? Whether it was 
military or peaceful? 


a I don't have anything on the force of the 
explosion [It was a nuclear test and explosion 


Q But within the limits that are allowed by treaty? 
Mm [ just don't have anything on that issue 


Q Aside from the name of that place, could you 
point out to us more or less where this site is? (Indicating 
Briefing Room map) 


(Laughter) 


. Maybe you might want to check with the Press 
Office, and we'll see if we can get a more detailed map 


Q Chuck, I'm really confused about what kind of 
secret intelligence you are holding back when you say you can't 
go in this If it is sort of radiation that went out even 
beyond the borders of the Soviet Union, so it's not a secret 
It's something that's going to affect so many people maybe - 
millions, maybe Less but -- 


“ It's a long-standing policy concerning this kind 
»” question, for those of you who have been here over the 
ars, that we just don't go into the kind of methods, the kind 
of details that you're asking about 


Concerning whether or not this radioactive material 
poses any health damage to the public, it does not It does 
not pose calculable health, safety or environmental risks 


Q Sir, you do feel that it was a nuclear device, 
not an accident such as occurred at Chernoby]? 
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m That's right 


Q Just to balance it out, is there any comment you 
could make about the U.S. underground test today? 


a There was a nuclear test today at 10:00 a.m 
Nevada time, ['m told, which had been pre-announced on August 
1] As has been the case in recent years, there was no problem 
with that 


The United States has made a concerted and a 
successful effort to resolve the problems of containing the 
radioactive debris from an underground nuclear explosion. For 
nore than a decade, there have been no ventings and only two 
incidents of local seepage of radioactive gases at the Nevada 
test site which were detected at levels barely above natural 
levels and certainly did not result in any spread of 


radioactiyv ty beyond our national boundaries. And during this 
Same time period, there have been numerous Soviet venting 
incidents. The one [ refer to today, for example, is the 


second one this year 


Q Charles, with respect to the Siberian device 
going off, you spoke about no health hazards or dangers to 
health I assume that this is reported to you by U.S 
specialists on this Do they consult with other like the 
Swedes or the Norwegians or Canadians? 


2) There are consultations of that kind, and [ have 
seen reports of Swedish public coverage indicating that this 
level should pose no health hazard 


Q You said there had been numerous Soviet ventings 
during the same time period. You said twice this year, but 
over the ten years do you have a figure for the number of 
Soviet ventings? 


a I don't have that figure I'm not sure whether 
it's available or not. The other time this year was in 
February 

Q Is there any way to characterize the extent and 


nature of this incident compared to previous incidents? 


4 No, I can't do that The principal point I'm 
trying to make here is that when radioactive debris, in 
whatever amounts, go beyond your national territory, you are in 
violation of the Limited Test Ban Treaty 
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Q Do you know when the last time it was that 
radioactive debris went beyond the limits of Soviet territory? 


A In February 


Q In February Is there any way to compare these 
two incidents in terms of their seriousness? 


4 No, 1 can't 


Q Do you know whether this is an accidental venting 
or is it a result of inadequate preparation? In other words, 
does it happen routinely in the Soviet Union because they don't 
take the same kinds of precautions that the U.S. does? 


A I can't explain the reasons why this happens I 
can tell you what we do and the efforts that we have gone to in 
order to make sure that it doesn't happen here, and we have 
been successful But [ just can't answer your question as to 
why this happens in the case of the Soviet Union 


[f we go to another area, [ have someone else who had 
started 


Q Was there any publicity about the February 
incident, do you know? 


A Yes I likewise myself, or the Deputy Spokesman, 
said something about that 


Q Just one on this --— the Soviet call for a testing 
moratorium The U.S. is still rejecting that, I take it? 


2) The language and the position that we have put 
forward concerning the nuclear testing issue is unchanged from 
what we've said before, yes 


Q I came in a little late on this, so you might 
have mentioned this Wasn't there some kind of offer of U.S 
technology to help the Soviets to keep this from happening, or 
let them come and observe some U.S. testing to keep this from 


happening? Wasn't that part of the last -- 


2) [ think the offer that you're referring to is our 
offer to visit a nuclear testing site for the purpose of 
examining technical means for measuring yields rather than 
aimed at this question of protecting against venting 
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Q I seem to recall in February there was something 
about -- 

” Not that I know of I think what I said is 
accurate If it's other than that, I'll get back to you 

Q Can you give us - 

A Are you on another issue? 

Q Yeah 

a ihen we have to start here 

Q The D'Escoto letter calling for a cutoff of aid 


to the Contras, do you have any comment on that? 


2) [ would only say that, as we've stated in the 
past, and most recently as the President did last night, the 
United States welcomes the agreement signed in Guatemala in the 
hope that it can begin a process that will bring democracy to 
Nicaragua and peace to the region 


The current problems in Nicaragua are the result of 
the repressive nature of the government's policies against 


their own people True democracy, Quaranteeing Nicaraqgquans 
political and civil liberties, would bring an end to the armed 
struagle Aas the President said last night Nicaragua should 


fulfill its promises of democracy made in 1979 


Q But that doesn't address the point of Contra 
the call for an immediate suspension [ guess you're rejecting 
that? 
4 lt does in its own way 
Q Any comment on the trip to Cuba by Daniel Ortega? 
A No, I don't have anything to offer 
Q Staying on the same subject, in what way goes it 


add ess that subject? 


“ You can read what has been said with regard to 
the note and then take a look at what I've said, and [| leave 
that to your devices to figure out 
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Q [f we welcome this Central American agreement, an 
essential part of the agreement is the suspension of all 
foreign aid to irregular forces So what are we going to do 


about that? 


A We've gone through in the past days the status of 
this process that's underway, and I don't have anything beyond P 
that 

Q You're not willing to reaffirm that the U.S. is 


going to continue to aid the Contras? 


The President spoke to this issue in a number of 
paragraphs last night, and [ think he was very clear 


Q He didn't mention anything specifically about aid 
or non-aid [ mean, the clarity isn't there; I'm sorry 
4 I think he was clear in terms of his position 


That's all I can say 


Q Can you confirm reports trat the U.S. 1s engaged 
in some type of a dialogue with Iran? 


A What reports are these? 

Q From Switzerland 

a That story 1S nonsense 

Q Chuck, going back to Central America, are there 


any plans for Mr. Shultz to meet with the Costa Rican Foreign 
Minister on the plan? 


A I don't know of any plans at this time 

Q Travel plans for Habib? 

“ Nothing new 

Q On the Iranian contacts, you said the Swiss 
report is nonsense Have there been any direct contacts 
between 

A Beyond that, the Secretary has spoken to the 


guestion as recently as last Thursday, and that's the status 
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Q Can you deny that there were any direct 
contacts? I mean, that was Thursday. Today is Thursday 

a) I've answer the specific question I've answer 
the general question. I think that covers the waterfront 

Q Have there been any direct contacts with Iran? 

A The Secretary answered the question, and I']] 


leave it at that. I'm not in the habit up here everyday of 
saying one thing or the other, and that doesn't confirm or 
deny. [t's just a matter of principle. I'm not going to be 
placed in a position of giving you a temperature check Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday about our contacts with XK, Y or 
Z. It just makes common sense in terms of conducting diplomacy 


Q I don't know that he was even -- well, I don't 
know what he was asked. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the report that 
the Syrians passed a videotape of Abu Nidal to the Americans? 


A I don't have anything. That, again, goes into 
the question of alleged intelligence activities, so I won't be 
able to comment. 


Q Do you have any picture of this guy, I mean -- of 
Abu Nidal? 


A Can't help you 

Q Back to Central America Yesterday, you seemed 
none too eager to talk about the 21-Point Scatement of 
Principles, and I just wonder whether you cculc say today 
whether it is part of the Reagan-wright initiative? 


4 I don't have anything beyond what I had yesterday 


--MORE -- 
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Q Chuck, in light of the Iranian rejection of the 
Security Council resolution calling for a cessation of 
hostilities with Iraq, would you be able to update us on your 
efforts in the U.N. and Security Council to obtain another 
resolution that forces Iran, coax Iran or convinces Iran -- 


4 I couldn't add to what I said yesterday. This is 
a process that's underway in the U.N., so that's essentially 
where it stands 


Q I might have missed this If I did, let me 
know But has there been a U.S. reaction to the Soviet 
warnings to Israel regarding the Jericho ILI missiles? 


i) The question has been asked a number of times 
over past weeks, and I've not had any response 


Q One follow-up -- separately Is there a U.S. 
view that the testing of a missile like the Jericho II would 
complicate U.S.-Soviet discussions on reduction of the 
intermediate-range missiles? 


[I can't help you 


Q Chuck, Shamir's office yesterday denied that the 
U.S. sent a letter on the Lavi project Do you have any 


comment on that? 


4 I was asked a question concerning specific 
diplomatic communications yesterday, and that's my answer today 


Q Back to Central America, have you got any 
reaction to Senator Dole's Central American plan that he 
unveiled yesterday? 


2) No 


Q Any reaction to Jack Kemp's comments this morning 
that military aid to the Contras should continue right along? 


A No 


Still on Central America, has there been -~- has 
the U.S. officially been given the Guatemalan document by the 
five countries, and, if we haven't received it yet, are there 
plans for those five countries to get together and formally 
Give it to us in some way? 
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tr I don't know what their plans are. You'd have to 
stay in touch with them. Obviously, we have the document. 
It's come to us through our contacts in various capitals and 
elsewhere. 


Q Is there any plan for any meeting here in 
Washington with the five countries? 


4 I don't know of any. 
Q On the same area: Since you really didn't answer 


the question yesterday about the 21 principles, could you take 
the question on what the Administration position is on it? 


- No. 
Q No? 
a Only because I know that what I've had to say is 


what there is to say ON THE RECORD, and so taking it would not 
do me any good, becaute I would only post the same answer 


Q But, Chuck, there seems to be some confusion 
within the Administration on whether this -- these 21 points 
belong to the plan or ic just an interpretation of the plan. 
Now, the State Department is the formulator and interpreter of 
foreign policy, so what the State Department's position is, is 
very important 


A Yes 
Q So what's the position? . 
A I don't have anything to offer you. 
Q Well, yesterday you called it the “so-called 
21-points." Does that mean that they don't exist? 
4 I have not talked about them, and 
Q You said “so-called 21 -- 
A -- I've said what I have to say on the peace 


plan, and that's, as [I just said, exactly what [ have to say 
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Q Charles, there are two points on the Middle 
East One deals with the Shultz letter. Do you deny or affirm 
that there was a letter to the Israelis? 


o I didn't confirm or deny. 
Q You're not talking about it? 


4 Essentially, I guess that's what neither confirm 
nor deny says. 


Q All right. The other thing is that Congressman 
Kemp has released a letter from President Reagan about the 
Soviet role in the Middle East. Can you discuss that a little 
bit for us? 


4 That's an easy one to discuss, simply because 
there's nothing to that story. 


Q Do you mean there's no -- 


A That letter reflects exactly the position which 
the Secretary has stated publicly many times. I know you 
follow his public statements. There's just no disagreement at 
all on this policy. 


Q There's a story in The Wall Street Journal, I 
think it quotes the North-South News Agency, that the Soviets 
and the Iranians have signed some kind of a military and 
economic aid agreement Do you know anything about that? 





A No 


Q It might be the same story, Chuck, on that, that 
the two countries have signed an agreement whereby a third of 
Iran's daily oil output will be exported to the Black Sea 
through the Soviet Union. 


4 Don't have anything on it. 
Connie? 
Q I want to try two that I tried yesterday. Do you 


have anything today on Hayden's statements, various statements, 
about the Pacific Soviet build-up, a conference on the Pacific, 
and so forth? 


A No. 
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Q Have you anything today on the South African 
Strike and the arrests this morning? 


We hope that this legal strike by the National 
Union of Mine Workers will be resolved peacefully and ina 
manner that addresses the grievances of the miners. The growth 
of the South African labor union movement in the last several 
years has been one of the most positive developments in South 
Africa. 


We have been encouraged by the ability of labor and 
management to reach agreement on practical issues through 
negotiations based on mutual respect despite the highly charged 
political atmosphere. 


There is another story today concerning the arrest of 
78 members of the National Union of Mine Workers. If accurate, 
the press reports about these arrests on charges of, among 
other things, attempted murder would call into question the 
South African authorities' professed impartiality in this 
miners’ strike. 


Q Copy? 
f No. 


Q Do you know anything about the arrests? Are we 
looking into them or leaving that up to South African 
authorities? 


a I don't know what more we can do about looking 
into them. As always, our Embassy tries to stay in touch with 
what's going on 


Q Chuck, is Mr. Hill, Charles Hill, back from the 
area to the United States, and anything to announce about his 
mission to Israel? 


a) As always, Charlie will be speaking for himself. 
(Laughter) He is due back today, and I expect that he'll be 
reporting to the Secretary during the course of the day. 


Q Has he been to any other country in the area? 
a No. 


He will be coming down to brief Back to South 
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Stay by your telephones, all of you (Laughter) 

Q Mr. Botha made a speecn today in which he said 
that the South African Government was considering curtailing 
movements of Western Embassy diplomats Do you have any 
comment on that? 

= I just haven't seen it 

Q Anything on cancelling the ‘89 elections? 

4 Where? 

Q South Africa 

= No 


Q Chuck, another question about Mr. Hill -- 


“ One ot your colleagues here hasn't had a question 
yet Let him try 


Q Regarding the South Korean Government proposal 
for inter-Korean Foreign Ministers' meeting to discuss 4 broad 
range of mutual concerns, North Korea responded to a tripartite 
meeting of the two Koreas and United States On Tuesday, South 
Korean Government reiterated their -- its proposal What does 

- is the U.S. position on that? 


q That's a question I've spoken to a number of 
times over the past few weeks, and [ really don't have anything 
new to offer on that 


Q Do you have anything on South Korean labor unrest? 


A No. 


Q Chuck, can you tell if the taiks of Mr. Hill in 
Israel covered the Lavi affair or not? 


“ I don't have a detailed readout on all the 
subjects that were covered 

Q President Delvalle from Panama last Saturday, |! 
believe, criticized the U.S. Administration for cutting 
economic aid, and said that he will come under pressure to turn 
to the Soviets Do you have any comment on that? 
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“ No, [I don't. In fact, I haven't seen those 
remarks The Secretary has spoken to that question and the 
motivation, and I don't have anything to a.d to that 


Q Charles, you're wearing a dark suit Does that 
mean that the State Department feels the autumn season has 
arrived? 


- No more than lots of your colleagues here 
(Laughter) 


Q The Kuwaitis declared a ten-mile exclusion zone 
off their coast Any comment on that because of mines? 

” No 

Q Could you just, before you go on vacation, bring 


us up to date on where the United States stands on the Central 
American peace plan? If you could clarify some of the quite 
ambiguous statements that have been emanating from the most 
senior official in the country The next step, I believe, in 
the Central American peace plan is supposed to begin tomorrow, 
which would be the fifth working day after the signature, which 
would be the invitation for the formation of a reconciliation 
commission, in each place where there's some sort of conflict 
Are we monitoring this? Involved in it at all? Do we care? 


S Our position is basically expressed in the 
statement that the President put out last Saturday He made 
remarks last night on the issue The Secretary has spoken 
several times in the past week, and then finally yesterday I 
talked a bit about this process which is underway That's 
essentially where things are I can't really elaborate any 
further than that That's just the state of play as it is 


Q Chuck, just one last thing [I don't want to beat 
this to death, but in the concluding paragraph, I believe, in 
the Reagan-Wright plan, there was a call for the negotiations 
to begin immediately which seemed to suggest that the United 
States Government considered this whole problem fairly urgent 


Yet a week ago we have the signature finally of a 
regionally-generated peace plan, and yet as near as any of us 
can tell there seems to be no effort on the part of the 
Administration to follow this up beyond referring to statements 
that were made in previous days and which have left an 
amSiguous impression 
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“ That includes statements made as recently as last 
night, so that is fairly recent 

Q [Indeed 

Q Chuck do you have any information on the 
situation in Chad? 

A No have nothing further 

Q Have you been in contact with the French with 
regard to the situation there?’ 

A [ don't have anything specific to offer 


Connie? 
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It remains valid 


But I said that in response to an earlier 


question. 
Q No, you didn't 


A We'll check the transcript later on 


c 


(Referring to conference reporters) See, 
more closely than some of you do sometimes 


Q You're going to tamper (Laughter ) 


they listen 


Q Back to Mozambique, anything on yesterday's 


alleged massacre, about 72 people? 
No That one [I have nothing on 
Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 


As you're all aware, there's been a great deal of 
activity in Central America in recent weeks, and there's been a 
lot of questions here, so I've put together as much as I can to 
give you an updated report on the state of play 


The President has stated that our policy is to welcome 
the Guatemala agreement and work with it consistent with our 
national security interests and our commitment to those 
fighting for freedom in Nicaragua 


Clearly, we have major national security interests in 
Central America As the peace plan announced by the President 
and Speaker Wright stated on August 4, the three central 
objectives which command a bipartisan consensus are the 
exclusion of Soviet or Cuban military activities, the end of 
subversion of democratic governments, and the establishment of 
true democracy in Nicaragua 


As we evaluate this peace process which 1S underway, 
we are reviewing both here in Washington and with our allies in 
the region, the Wright-Reagan Plan, the Guatemalan agreement 
and the initial reactions in Central America We are looking 
at the implications of all of this for our own policy and in 
the light of our objectives in the region 


The next important event in Central America will be 
the meeting of Foreign Ministers in San Salvador next week, 
August 19-20 At that meeting, working commissions are 
expected to be named to begin creating the structure for 
implementation. We will be in close consultation with our 
Central American friends in working to ensure that the 
Sandinistas are made to live up to the commitments of 
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democratization and national reconciliation contained in the 
Guatemalan agreement 


Our Embassies in the region are in close touch with 
the governments of the democracies on their interpretation ot 
the agreement and their plans for implementing it On August 
17, we will hold a Chiefs of Mission conference in Washington 
for our Ambassadors and Charges in the five Central American 
Republics for a full review of recent developments and their 
implications for US. policy in the region 


Our Chiefs of Mission will return to their posts in 
time for further consultations with the democracies prior to 
the August 19-20 Foreign Ministers’ meeting 


We are also urging as part of our diplomatic effort 
that the governments of the democratic states ccnsult with the 
leaders of the Nicaraguan Resistance For our part, ARA Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Busby is currently meeting with Resistance 
members in Honduras to hear their position as parties whose 
interests must be protected in the effort to bring democracy to 
Nicaragua 


After the August 19-20 Foreign Ministers’ meeting, the 
Administration is also planning to dispatch a consultation team 
to the region to discuss decisions on implementation taken at 
that meeting 


The Department is also in the final stages of 
preparing a grant to provide the four democracies $1 million 
which was authorized by Congress to assist in regional 
negotiations 


The real test of the agreement's effectiveness, 
however, will come inside Nicaragua where civic opposition 
groups will be testing the Sandinistas' commitment to 
democratization The United States will be encouraging other 
governments, foreign political organizations and private 
foundations to use their influence, as well as their financial 
resources to assist the Nicaraguan opposition at this critical 
juncture The Department will also be contacting private 
foundations in the United States to urge similar assistance 


The U.S. has no illusions about the difficulties ahead 
in the democratization process in Nicaragua, and we are 
prepared to be as supportive as we can in assisting democratic 
groups in that country to exercise their civil liberties 
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And, finally, with the signing of the Guatemalan 
agreement and the adoption of the Dipartisan Reagan-Wright 
plan, Ambassador Habib has decided that this is an appropriate 
moment for him to return to private life The progress that 
has been made on the path to peace in Central America is a 
tribute to his efforts in 1986 and 1987 as the President's 
special envoy The President himself has expressed his deep 
appreciation for Ambassador Habib's effective service in 
pursuit of the nation's objectives of peace and democracy in 
Central America 


Secretary Shultz has also expressed his profound 
gratitude that after Ambassador Habib's retirement, he was 
willing to take on this important assignment with the same 
energy, skill and dedication that have characterized his 


extraordinary diplomatic career Once again Ambassador Habib 
has served the nation in the finest tradition of the Foreign 
Service Those last words again, are those of the Secretary 


That's what [ have by way of a roundup of what's going 


on 
Jim? 
Q Can we have copies? 
[ can make copies available, but it's going to 


take some time 


Q Can you explain why a moment of such intense 
diplomatic activity was seen by Ambassador Habib to be an 
appropriate time to step down? 


“ i can't help you concerning his personal 
motivations beyond what I've given you, but from all that I 
have said, you can see clearly that there are, of course, many 
other skilled people in the field who are going to continue to 
work at this, who will be working at it, so that [ think L['m 
probably accurate in saying that he felt also a certain 
confidence in those capabilities 


Q Also, I gather that the Central 4merican 
democracies did not pick up the implied offer by the Secretary 
of State last week to send Ambassador Habib down there on -- to 
be useful -- in his news conference here 

“ I don't know what you're referring to there, Jim, 


because the Secretary said that in looking at this process 
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that's underway in Central America, that we were prepared to do 
whatever mijht be necessary on the diplomatic front. He didn't 
promise any particular trip. He didn't promise any particular 
timeframe. What I've just described to you now is an approach 
which includes a lot of consultations, some already ongoing in 
the region, some to happen here before the Foreign Ministers’ 

meeting, some to happen after the Foreign Ministers' meeting 


Q What I was referring to was the Secretary of 
State's saying here that Ambassador Habib -- [I'm paraphrasing 
-— Ambassador Habib stands ready to be of assistance in this 
process. I[ took that -- [I think most people took that to be an 
implied offer to send him down or to do whatever is necessary 
Repeating my earlier question, [ gather none of the Central 
American democracies took advantage of that implied offer 


Q And my answer is exactly the same. [ don't see 
your final question at all, following from what you said that 
went prior to it, and [I've just tried to explain how this 
process was approached I don't think we have any great 
difference. [t's just a nuance in your question that I don't 
accept 


Q Well, it's not necessarily a nuance I mean, I 
think Jim is right The Secretary wound up his answer on the 
Question of how we feel about this plan by saying in effect, 
"Phil Habib is a very experienced and talented negotiator who's 
ready to go down there, if and when they're ready to receive 
him," in effect. That does not sound like, you know, an 
advance step towards saying he now feels his work is over, and 
it's time to go back to private life. There's something 
missing in getting from one stage to the other 


ey Time passes. What else can [ say 

Q This was last Thursday. 

a That's right. That's more than a week ago, and - 
Q Is he going to be replaced? 


Was there any warning on that that he wanted to 
retire again, or did it come as a surprise in the last day or 
two? 


“ I can't really answer that question, because the 
nature of his relationship with the Secretary and even the 
President is so personal and so close, I really couldn't say 
frankly at what point they knew that he intended to step down. 
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Q The Secretary, obviously, didn't know it last 
Thursday, right? 


4 That's right 
Q Are there any plans -- 
But, you know, if you're asking me did he have 


any suspicion, that I couldn't answer, you see 


Q Are there any plans to replace him in this 
position, or -- 


a 811 I have at this point is what I've given you 
Whether or not there will be a replacement, [ just don't know 
at this point 


Q Dues Mr. Habib support the Government attitude 
towards the Guatemala accord? 


A He'll have to speak for himself on that score 
['m not going to put myself in his place What [ have given 
you is the circumstances, the facts, the reactions of the 
President and the Secretary That's all that it's really for 
me to do 


Q Will we get a chance to speak to Mr. Habib? 
a) That's up to him 
Q Chuck, following on the same thing, your roundup 


did not address the question of if and when there should be an 
effort made to obtain renewed funding for the Contras Is this 
something we think should wait on these other developments that 
you heve, or do we think it should be, as somebody put it 
yesterday, it would be a good insurance policy to have that? 


- What I have is similar to what you are referring 
to. As the President has stated, we have no intention of 
abandoning those forces that are fighting for freedom in 
Central America, but [I don't want to speculate at this time as 
to what action the President might take at a later date 


The Reagan-Wright plan initially contemplated a 
request for further aid after September 30. The Guatemalan 
agreement changes the background somewhat and indicates that a 
cease-fire may not be in effect until November 7 at the 
»arliest We will be reviewing the legislative options, but 








aie Friday, 8/14/87 


our fundamental concern is to avoid any irreversible actions 
regarding military pressure on the Sandinistas until they have 
acted irreversibly to meet the commitments to democracy that 
they have just made 


Q On the subject of financing, I'm not sure that I 
got the -- [| know [ didn't get the exact words; ['m not sure I 
got your exact meaning, when you were talking about the United 
States will encourage others to assist the United Nicaraguan 
Opposition 


Do I take that to mean this is an open invitation for 
private organizations and other governments, such as country 
number 2 or country number 3, to come forward and fill that gap 
between September 30-November 7, if necessary? o 


A No Obviously you didn't understand, because I 
said here [ was talking about the civic opposition groups 
inside of Nicaragua -- civic opposition groups -- the 
opposition groups that are to be included in this 
democratization process And for them to participate as 
political entities, they're going to need support of various 
kinds, including financial, and that's what I was referring to 


Q But can you give us a kind of a for instance on 
just exactly what you mean by “private groups" in this thing? 
[Is it something like the National Endowment for Democracy, 
which is -~ or is it something like Spitz Channel had? 
(Laughter) 


rs) I'm not specifying any particular group I'd 
leave it with the general categories which included foreign 
governments, foreign political organizations, as well as 
private foundations both here and abroad 


Q You don't think you've been burned by that kind 
of thing in the past? 


This doesn t fit the same description at all, 


Joh 
¥ Well, there was -- 
n It's just disingenuous to imply that it does 
Q No, no It was said before, absent a definition 


or examples of precisely what you're referring to, we don't 
know what the -- 
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A I believe you can hardly argue that there's 
anything covert or hidden about this whole thing. I'm standing 
here before the world explaining to you and to anyone else who 
wants to listen what this is all about. 


Q Okay. As part of that explanation, other than 
this announcement, how specifically are you encouraging these 
groups to do that, and also what civic groups within -- how are 
they to identify where tne support should go within Nicaragua? 
Are you giving them a list? 


A I'm not prepared to go into all those kinds of 
details. I think for people involved in these kinds of 
relationships -- and there are many political parties and 
political groupings and foundations around the world who 
routinely deal with these kinds of questions -- those are not 
difficult issues; and the opposition parties are known, and the 
opposition press is known, the kind of people who are going to 
be participating are not difficult to identify. 


Q Let me ask you this, Chuck, if Il can -- 


A They're all on the same issue. Do you want to 
spread the questions around? 


Q Yes. Just one last one I'm trying to get some 
idea, really, of what you're referring to. Is it then fair to 
infer that you're talking about something like, if you may 
remember, Project Democracy, which people on the Hill had a lot 
of problems with at the time? 


A I'm not trying to pin this down to anything in 
particular, as ['ve said in response to a couple of questions. 
I'm saying there are other people, there are other political 
groupings and private organizations who are concerned with the 
support for democracy who in other countries have performed 
similar functions. And this is a general appeal to say there 
is this process of democratization; if it's going to work, the 
opposition parties are yoing to have to have the resources to 
be able to participate in that process, and this is an appeal 
to help. 


Q Chuck, is there going to be U.S. Government money 
going to these civil opposition groups as well? 


a Other than what I have, which, of course, 
includes private foundations here in this country, that's all I 
have on the U.S. side of that equation. 
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Q You don't have anything about government money, 
either part of this million dollars for the other four 
democracies or any other source? 


s No. I just don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have anything inside Nicaragua itself in 
terms of what these groups are, what their names are, whet 
political parties you might say would rise as the opposition to 
the Sandinistas and elections, and so forth? 


“ [I don't have them, but [ don't think you need me 
to provide them. I think you only need to ask around Managua 
or anywhere else. They're not unknown groups. 


Q Who, at least in the short term, is going to take 
on Ambassador Habib's duties? The point person, the point man. 


a There are a number of people who have 
traditionally dealt with Central American policy, and that 
starts with the Secretary of State, the Deputy Secretary, the 
Assistant Secretary for Latin American Affairs. It includes 
people at the White House, including the President, of course, 
the Chief of Staff, the National Security Adviser. So there 
are a range of people who deal with this policy issue, and they 
will continue to do so. 


In terms of specific diplomatic contacts or missions, 
that will depend on the nature of the particular mission. I've 
already said, for example, that our Ambassadors and our Charges 
in the region have been in touch and will continue to be in 
touch with their respective governments. And I see the kind of 
reporting that those people do, and they're very well plugged 
in, and they have very good access, and there's a very good 
dialogue that exists at that level. And then we bring them 
back here, for example, on Monday. We hear what they have to 
say firsthand. We provide them with the kind of analysis that 
we have here in terms of reviewing where things stand. Then at 
a later stage, we send a consultative team in to the region. 
Most likely, I would think, that would be headed by one of our 
Deputy Assistant Secretaries from here in this building. So 
that's the way the process will work. 


Q I mean, will Secretary Abrams now become more of 
a player in this, move into the void, or -- 


A He's always been a player, and he will continue 
to be one. 








-9- Friday, 8/14/87 


Q No. I mean, but Habib was handling everything on 
a day-to-day basis, I gather. I mean, is it going to be spread 
out among -- 


i That's not exactly true either. 

Q -- people -- 

A Ambassador Habib was the President's special 
envoy -- he played an important role -- but there were other 


people who were always active. 
Q But he had an office where everything went into. 


Q On a different subject: Are there any current or 
planned talks between Cuba and the United States to allow for a 
large number of Cubans in a “Mariel boatlift" type of 
immigration process to come to the United States? 


A I don't have anything at all on that. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to your Central American 
thing? The $1 million that you mentioned which the Department 
of State is going to grant, what specific purpose do you have 
in mind for that money? 


is That was money that was appropriated first in 
Fiscal Year 1985 by the Congress to support the Contadora 
effort. Without going into all the legislative details, last 
year ['m told that the terms under which the money could be 
spent was redefined to include support for regional 
negotiations, so that this would be money to support those kind 
of regional negotiations that could be used for things like 
travel, support of meetings, experts that might be necessary 
for various areas of endeavor. 


Q Chuck, keeping on Central America -- 
Q I think it's my turn. 
Yes. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything on the Miami Herald story 
suggesting that Elliott Abrams ordered that planes carrying 
humanitarian aid to the Contras also carry military aid? 





~ No. 

Q Are you looking into it? 

4 I just don't have anything on it 

Q Okay, but could I go back to the peace plan thing? 

” Yes. 

Q In several important respects, there are 
differences between the Guatemalan peace plan and American 
objectives with which, I think, you're familiar. Is one of the 


purposes of these envoys and the consultations in Central 
America between American and Central American governments to 
amend the Guatemalan peace plan, to take American 
considerations more into account? Can you be specific more? 


A Without going into specifics, because I'm not 
going to address every specific, but the answer to your 
question essentially is multi-faceted because if you look at 
the kinds of things that I reviewed in opening here, we've got 
a process. There are a number of elements to that process -- 
the Reagan-Wright plan, the Guatemalan plan, reactions within 
Central America -- since those two plans have come forward. 


Those are the kinds of things that at one level that 
we're reviewing in terms of their implications, for United 
States policy, and in terms of how they mesh with our 
objectives, the objectives that [I set forward earlier which are 
essentially those drawn from the Reagan-Wright plan. 


We're also doing what you referred to more directly, 
that is, working with the Central American democracies as they 
proceed in their preparations for these -- in the next instance 
-- Foreign Ministers meetings in El Salvador. So that's the 
way we're coming at that. 


Q Chuck, I'm still a little confused about the 
million dollars. Is this the first time that any of that money 
has been spent, or is this some kind of a renewed appropriation? 


2) [I'll have to check that. Certainly, it's the 
first time -- I think I'm safe in saying -- it's been spent in 
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support of regional negotiations because there have been, in 
effect, no regional negotiations before this 


Whether or not any other portion has been spent -- 


Q Was it ever used for the Contadora process, for 
instance? 


a) I'll have to check 


Have you got anything on reports that the 
identity of a third Cuban defector will be announced shortly? 


= No. 
Q Have you got anything on the claim and reports 


that Major Florentino Aspillaga is turning over the names of 
350 Cuban operatives around the world to the government? 


a You probably weren't here earlier this week 
Q No, I was not I'm sorry. 
Aa That information circulated as a result of an 


interview, something that he said publicly, so that is there on 
the public record. But beyond that, [ don't have anything 


Q What about the reports today that there will be a 
third name announced and it will be announced on Radio Marti? 


o I just don't have anything on it 


Q Does the government ever use Radio Marti? And is 
that an unorthodox way to announce the names of defectors? 


[f [I could refer you to the briefing of two days 
ago where we addressed the question of why these particular 
people had chosen, of their own volition, to appear on Radio 
Marti, that would go quite a distance in answering your 
question. 


Q But you don't have anything new on this today? 
“ No 
Q Chuck, how would you account for the apparent 


rapid progress that's been made in the course of the last week 
in Central America? Would it be, in your view, because of new 
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renewed strength on the part of the Contras in Nicaragua that 
is compelling the Nicaraguans to be more willing to accept 
terms of negotiation? Would you think it's just because of the 
accumulative effect of the negotiation process? [ mean, do you 
have any insight into why all of a sudden we seem to be moving 
along here and the Nicaraguans seem to be giving a little way 
en terms of democratization? 


4 I can't make that kind of sweeping analysis To 
the extent that [ could, it would be more my own personal 
analysis, and I don't think that that's my role in this 
instance 


Any number of factors, including some that you 
mentioned, are obviously part of the equation 


Q Do you take seriously -- 


A The role that the Democratic Resistance has 
played in bringing military pressure to bear, one certainly has 
to believe is an important part of that equation. But [ just 
can't give you a balance sheet that tells you which one is more 
or less important 


Q Could you say now that the Contras, froma 
military point of view, are enjoying more success inside 
Nicaragua than they have at any previous period and that that 
might be a factor or not? 


a) Again, on the military side, people have written 
stories and given interviews on that particular aspect of the 
Situation, and it does seem to be the case that what you say 15 
true 


But, again, I'm just not the person who can put all of 
that into some greater equation for you that comes to a bottom 
line 


Q President Duarte is quoted as saying that the 
Reagan-Wright plan could not be considered by the rest of the 
republics because it was a bilateral document between the 
United States and Nicaragua. I[s that the case? Is that the 
way it was conceived? 


Q Of course, you all know its origin You were 
here at its birth [t's been explained and re-explained 


I think the point I would emphasize is that the basic 
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goals and objectives of the Reagan-Wright plan are the goals 
and objectives of the Central American democracies. And so 
regardless of how one comes at various specifics, you do start 
in what is probably the most important area of convergence 
which is, what are we looking at and what should peace in 
Central America mean And, essentially, it means bringing 
democracy to Nicaragua, and so there I think that 1s something 
that is shared throughout the region 


John, you had a question? 


Q Yes, if I could go back to the Miami Herald story 
which you were asked earlier I understand you have no 
Guidance on it. Frankly, this doesn't seem to be something 
that should stop there I mean, charges were made against Mr 
Abrams, or questions were raised He issued specific denials 
He was seconded in these denials very vocally and publicly by 
the Secretary of State 





Now, a former official of the State Department, who is 
in charge of dispensing and distribution of Cortra aid, has 
raised the same charges again Somebody is obviously -- 


4 I don't know what charges you're referring to 
But, in any case, there are -- 


Q Duemling, if he is quoted accurately in the Miami 
Herald — 

A No, I know what's in that story But you are 
saying “raised again, these same charges," [ don't know whether 
those charges were ever raised I've never seen them before 


But, in any case, there are plenty of bodies around 
this town, some still in existence, that have been and are 
perfectly capable of looking into those things if they care to 


do so That's their role; it's not my role 
Q It is not a role -- 
” But as always, if I get anything that I can help 


you with, I certainly will 


Q When a former relatively senior official of the 
State Department leaves the State Department and makes charges 
against another senior official of the State Department that 
involve potential violations of the law and also goes against 
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public pronouncements that have been from your podium about 
what was done, and you just say, “well, this is not something 
that concerns us --" 


a Once again, John, the reason that your question 
is beyond the scope of this podium is because you rightly refer 
to "charges," “potential,” those are not the kinds of things I 
deal in There are bodies which can look at those kinds of 
things, if there's any basis to them. I've not addressed those 
questions in specific terms, and [ don't plan to start doing 
that now 


Q You haven't addressed the question, I think, if 
you'll go back and look at your past guidances, of whether or 
not arms got put on board humanitarian aid flights to Central 
America and how they got there and who is responsible for 
them I think if you go back over your past record, you'll 
find you have responded to that 


Q New subject? Anything on the miners' strike 
violence in South Africa, the violence the other night -- I 
know you had something yesterday 


fe) No, that's all I have 


Q This 1s a new subject Do you have any comment 
or anymore information on a Korean MIT student who was deported 
and kidnapped by North Korea? 


I don't have very much We have been informed of 
Mr. Lee's disappearance by the Republic of Korea Government and 
members of his family As you are all probably aware, Mr. Lee 
is now in Pyongyang, North Korea We do share the concern of 
Mr. Lee's family for his welfare 


We're still trying to ascertain the circumstances 
under which Mr. Lee proceeded to Pyongyang All we know for 
certain is that he is in North Korea And in terms of what we 
do now, certainly, were the North Koreans to allow a neutral 
party access to Mr. Lee, this would help clear up the matter 


We fully support the Republic of Korea Government's 
call for a meeting in a neutral setting between Mr. Lee and 
International Red Cross officials 


Q Can you consider any contact with the Soviet 
Union or China to resolve this problem, to help the Republic of 
Korea? 
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“ At this point, I just don't have anything beyond 
what I've given you in terms of what might be done. 


Q Do you have any information on a new plan for 
arms sales to Saudi Arabia or the resubmission of an old 
proposal to Congress when it reconvenes? 


i) No 


Q Have you heard anything informally or otherwise 
from the Government of Angola about requesting international 
help on food aid? 


4 There's a lot of information that I could go 
through which really summarizes the amount of assistance over 
time that we have provided to Angola We have been involved in 
aiding displaced populations in Angola since at least 1981, 
providing almost the totality of the emergency food distributed 
by UNICEF in that country 


Our food aid shipments have averaged about 11 thousand 
metric tons a year, worth approximately $5 million annually. 


I have a lot of other information We also provide 
additional aid to the needy through the ICRC's operations 
there. Our total U.S. aid to displaced populations in Angola 
is running about $10 to $11 million a year 


We do have before us an emergency request from UNICEF 
for an increase in U.S. donations over the coming year. But 
our problem in making a decision is that it would appear that 
while oil revenues have gone up in Angola in the past year, 
that this money is not being spent by the Angolan Government to 
address the urgent needs of its suffering population. In fact, 
the government seems to have reduced commercial food imports 
and used the increased revenue to step up imports of war 
material. 


So, in conclusion, while we're willing to take part in 
any emergency relief effort to aid people and governments 
genuinely incapable of dealing with the danger of imminent 
famine, we believe that at the very least the situation in 
Angola deserves a much closer look before a decision on 
increased emergency relief is taken. 


Q Chuck, just maybe one last question or two, 
before you go on vacation, regarding Assistant Secretary Abrams 
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and Ambassador Duemling's allegation. I[ may have misunderstood 
you, but you seem to be saying that there are other bodies in 
Washington that might be interested in looking into this, but 
the State Department is not. Was that a correct understanding? 


A I'm not It's not my role. The State 
Department, as you know, has been fully cooperative in all of 
these many investigations and would continue to be so, and ['m 
sure that includes the Assistant Secretary himself It's just 
not a question that the Spokesman can delve into 


Q You have addressed it before, Chuck We've spent 
hours and hours on this very subject, and we have been told 
that the airplanes that were paid for, for humanitarian 
assistance, by DOuemling's office -- 


- Do you have a question? 
¥ No, [ -- 
a) Because my answer is going to be very simple If 


you want to make a speech, you're free to do that. 


Q I'm not making a speech, Chuck, but you 
scrupulously -- we've gone in tremendous detail from the 
podium. You have told us in tremendous detail how Duemling's 
office -- that those planes were scrupulously kept free of a 


Single weapon; they never were And now Duemling's office is 
saying, in fact, he was ordered to do just the opposite 


fs) The conversations that you make reference to all 
go back to a different time pericd Since that time period, 
there have been, as I said, any number of professionally 
competent bodies available to look into all of those kinds of 
questions, and I'm going to leave it to them 


Q Can I ask you about Habib a second? What is the 
rationale behind not having -- not replacing him? 
i) I didn't say there's any decision to or not to 


replace him. I said I just had nothing further as of right now 


Q So you just don't know whether they're going to 
replace him or not. It's not a matter of -- 


2) I don't think [I could have said it any more 


clearly 
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Q When does he actually leave? Did [I miss that? 
- I believe today is his last day in the building 
Q Chuck, the [Iranian Ambassador to West Germany is 


Mostafavi, who was the man who was the controller of the 
hostage-taking of the Americans in Iran in 1979 


Given that that's the case, I'm just wondering if the 
State Department here has issued any kind of protest to the 
German Government or anything like that, that they're allowing 
this man to come in and serve as an official Ambassador to 
their country? 


i No, don't have anything on that. 


Q Chuck, when did Ambassador Habib tell the 
Secretary he wanted to go back into private life? 


A [ don't know the exact day; sometime this week. 


Q Do you have something on the visit here and the 
talks of Mr. Regale. Minister of Defense, From Haiti? 


>) You might check with the Press Office. I did ask 
for a little bit of material yesterday or the day before. 

Q Also humanitarian assistance but another 
country. The statement that was put out in Laos, after the 


visit by Mr. Childress and his team, seems to link humanitarian 
efforts to help the population of Laos with the MIA search. 
This is something that the State Department, and other parts of 
the government, have been very anxious to avoid in the past. 


Is there now some sort of understanding that there 
will be some linkage permitted? 


rs) I think if you read that communique very closely, 
you will see that it speaks for itself I don't have any way 
at this point to flesh it out further until the delegation 
actually gets back. But in response to your specific question, 
that can be answered very clearly by the communique 


Q Well, the problem is that it apparently can be 
read two different ways For example, when the Childress trip 
was announced the Laotian Foreign Office mentioned in its 
announcement that the issue of humanitarian assistance would be 
among the topics. It was not in your announcement read from 
this podium 
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Since then, the Laotians appear to be focusing on this 
while you are saying there is no link. What I['m saying is that 
there is an ambiguity, and it is not as clear to others as it 
does seem to be to you. 


Q All I can say is, if you can hold tight until the 
first of the week when the delegation gets back, more 
information should be available Until then, the communique is 
it 

Q Have you finished your analysis yet of the 


Iranian reply to the U.N.? 


A I don't know that I implied that there was any 
lengthy analysis underway 


Q You referred to it the other day You were asked 
how long the analysis would take. You said you had no 
timetable, but I just wondered -- 


A That's not the analysis. You were talking there 
about the consultative process 


Q Alright, substitute “consultative process." How 
is that coming along? 


A And I still have no deadline or timetable to 
present, if that's what your question is. 

Q You can't give us anything on that at all? 

m No. 

Q Do you have a comment on a report that Eagleton 


will be returning to Damascus by the end of September? 
“ No, don't have anything 


Q Do you have anything about this morning's meeting 
of Mr. Keyes and Japanese Minister Kumagai? 


e No 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:25 p.m.) 





- - i al 
TAKEN QUESTION 


wuestion Taken at Friday, August 14, 198 daily press briefing 





DO: as any part or portion of the 1985 rongressionally 
appropriated funds for support of Central American 
regionais negotiations Deen expended on the Contadora 
process? 


A: NO FUNDS WERE EXPENDED IN SUPPORT OF THE CONTADORA 
PROCESS. 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one announcement that I would like to make: 


On Saturday, August 15, Nicaraguan Government security 
forces forcibly suppressed planned peaceful marches sponsored 
by the Nicaraguan Democratic Coordinator and the Movement of 
Mothers of Political Prisoners. Security forces used dogs, 
nightsticks, electric shock batons and the presence of 
Sandinista mobs to assure that the two marches ended before 
they began. 


In the process, important independent political and 
human rights leaders were arrested and at least two were given 
jail terms. Lino Hernandez, Executive Director of the 
Permanent Commission for the Protection of Human Rights, and 
Alberto Saborio of the Nicaraguan Bar Association were roughed 
up and given 30-day sentences. Mr. Hernandez is the leading 
civil rights advocate in Nicaragua. 


The suppression of these demonstrations and the arrest 
of these political leaders call into serious question the 
Sandinista Government's willingness to fulfill the commitments 
made by President Ortega to democratize Nicaragua. In 
particular, we note that Mr. Hernandez and Mr. Saborio, and 
perhaps others, will be in jail for 30 of the 90 days 
prescribed by the Guatemala Agreement for developing the 
commitments relating to amnesty, ceasefire, and democratization. 


The arrests of these political and human rights 
leaders and the brutal manner and great speed with which the 
marches were suppressed would seem to indicate that the 
Nicaraguan Government wishes to intimidate and oppress the 
opposition rather than fulfill its promises for democratization 
under the Guatemala Agreement. 


Now, [I'll be happy to answer questions. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, Phyllis? 


a Yes. 
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Q You mentioned the Guatemalan meeting. Can you 
tell us anything about the meeting that's taking place here at 
the State Department of the Chiefs of Mission? 


4 I really don't have anything beyond what Chuck 
announced about it on Friday. He said then, as I remember, 
that we are holding the Chiefs of Mission conference in 
Washington for our Ambassadors and Charges in the five Central 
American republics for a ful] review of recent developments and 
their implications for U.S. policy in the region. Our Chiefs 
of Mission will return to their posts in time for further 
consultations with the democracies prior to the August 19-20 
Foreign Ministers meeting. 


Q Can you give us a list of the participants? 


I I don't have a list of the participants, and I'm 
not sure that really is available. They're going to have a 
full set of meetings in the Department. People will be coming 
in and out for various meetings, so it's just not one group. 
But they will be meeting with large numbers of government 
officials. 


Q Can you confirm that five of the U.S. Ambassadors 
are here? 


4 Well, I don't think there are five Ambassadors. 
As I understand it, there are two Ambassadors, three Charges, 
and several Ambassadors-designate. So it's not just that there 
are five Ambassadors. 


Q Who are they meeting with in this building? 

fe) Well, certainly they'll be meeting with people 
mainly in ARA, but I should think that they will have 
discussions with other government officials from agencies also 
involved. I just don't have the full schedule. 


Q Is it only five countries where people have come 
from? 


4 Yes. Just the five -- 

Q In other words, among these two Ambassadors and 
three Charges, some of these Ambassadors-designate are awaiting 
confirmation? 


) Yes. 


Q That covers five countries. 


A Yes, five Central American republics. 
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Q Well, could you tell us who the two Ambassadors 
are? Since they are the ranking people and you know there are 
two, you must know their names. 


a Barry, I'm going to refer you to that little 
guide that lists Ambassadors, and -- 


Q What countries are they, and then I'll look them 
up? 


” I just don't have the details of -- 
Q Can you post that for us? 


2) Let me see what we can do -- of the people who 
have been called up. 


Q Is Secretary Abrams one of those that's meeting 
with thein? 


A Yes, certainly. 


Q Can you spell out a little bit the agenda that 
the Ambassadors, Charges, and Ambassadors-—designate will be 
discussing? 


AQ I don't have any agenda. As 1 said, I will stick 
with what Chuck said and what [ reviewed about it. It's a full 
review of recent developments in the area, U.S. policy. 
Certainly, you're well aware of all the rapid-moving 
developments, as I am, and that's what they'll be discussing, 
as well as other long-term problems, certainiy, of American 
assistance -- the usual full plate. 


Q Phyllis, does the Administration feel itself 
swept up in a Central American plan that isn't of its doing and 
now is trying to come to grips with it? [I'm trying to figure 
out what this meeting is about. 


3) I wouldn't want to characterize -- 


Are you behind the curve again as you were in the 
Middle East? I'm using the Time's phrase because it sounds 
very apt to me, as if you were sort of swept up and now you're 
trying to regroup. 





5 No. I think Chuck covered it very clearly in the 
announcement that he made on Friday. I understand you've been 
on vacation. Maybe you didn't see all of that. 


Q Yeah, but they are meeting today. It didn't get 
a lot of play up in Chatam, New York. But I was wondering if 
-- nor did Shultz's news conference. 
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Q It didn't do well in Bethany either. 


) Well, I think, then, Barry, I'm not going to 
characterize it. 


Q In dealing with today's event, which, of course, 
is what we're trying to deal with with this meeting, you would 
describe it as what? As a set of discussions and you would let 
it go at that? [t's not an Administration attempt to put its 
own imprint on a Latin American peace plan? 


- No. I would refer you to the longer statement 
that Chuck made on Friday that covered the whole process, and I 
think that's the word to keep in mind -- that there are lots of 


movements, as I've said. This is a process of consultation. 
This is part of that process, and then we move on to the rest 
of the agenda that he spelled out. 


Q Will their meetings conclude today? 

2) Yes. I understand they will. 

Q Phyllis, can you confirm the arms sale which -- 
A Wait a minute. Let's just check. 

Q I have a question of the report made by the 


Kissinger Commission. Is it still in mind or still on the 
agenda of such a meeting because it was taken for a long time 
as a basis for the whole area to be followed? 


me I just don't have anything specifically on that 
Certainly that was a very important study that created a large 
context. I'm sure it's very much in mind. Whether specific 
recommendations from that are under discussion today, I just 
don't have any idea. 


Q So you don't believe it is outdated now for the 
events? 

“ I'm just not in any way prepared to answer that 
question. 

Q Can we photograph the meeting? 

a What? 

Q Can we photograph the meeting -- the New York 
Times? 

A I don't believe that it is open for the press, 


but let me check and see if there would be any possibility. 
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Q We would appreciate photo-ops 

- Yes, alright Are we through with -- 

Q New subject. 

“ New subject. Alright, you're on 

Q About the arms sale to Saudi Arabia, as the 
Washington Post put it -- any comment? 

A In regard to the story about Administration plans 


to notify Congress of a $1 million arms sale to Saudi Arabia, 
just let me note that the general impression from this story is 
that decisions have been made and that the Administration is 
ready to move. This simply is not true. There have been no 
new developments, and there is no current, active consideration 
of this issue 


Let me reiterate that the Administration has made no 
decisions on notification of specific arms sales to Saudi 
Arabia Congress has been kept fully informed of our thinking 
on this issue since last November and of the importance we 
place on our security assistance to Saudi Arabia An itemized 
list was provided to the Congress in February in accordance 
with the Javits Amendment The Congress approved several 
items. The Maverick request was withdrawn but other items are 
awaiting possible submission to the Congress 


There is no hidden agenda There will be no 
surprises As we proceed, I can assure you that the 
Administration will continue to consult fully with the Congress 


Q But do you dispute the major items which are 
mentioned in that story? I[ mean, the number of the F-15s and 
the Maverick and others? 


a The point that I made is that there have been no 
decisions on those questions 


Q Okay. But these are a number which you are 
discussing right now; right? 


a But I just said that there is no current, active 
consideration on these questions, so I don't want to give you 
the impression that these numbers are being considered 


Q What about the systems, away from the numbers? 
We're talking about the systems Are you considering these 
systems? 
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A What did [ say? I said that there is no current, 
active consideration on this issue 


Q Are you saying that there is no new request for 
arms from Saudi Arabia? 


) That's always a Saudi Arabian decision on 
requests What ['m saying is that there have been several 
items that were sent to Congress in February in accordance with 
the Javits Amendment Certain things were submitted The 
Maverick sale was withdrawn We are certainly going to proceed 
with other items in this relationship It's an on-going 
important relationship, but at the moment no decisions have 
beer made and there is no consideration currently underway on 
the questions 


Q What about -- 


Q Still the question stands: is there any new 
request after February? 


Q Do you mean -- 

a Wait minute, let's do one 

Q We will certainly proceed -- what did you say? 

a We will proceed 

Q “We are going to proceed with other items in this 
relationship.“ That's what you said 

a That's correct That's right 

Q So John's story isn't all that wrong, is it? The 


Administration would like to sell a lot of weapons to Saudi 
Arabia but you haven't made a final decision yet; isn't that 
what you were saying? 


You always deny every printed story, but some of the 
story has more merit than you give it credit for 


~ But, Barry, I'm going to stick with my own words 
of what [I've said on this and not yours 


Q No, I have yours "We're certainly going to 
proceed with other items in this relationship." 


fr) As we had notified -- 


Q And I assume you mean military items? 
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” Of course 
Q Good 
Q Assuming that no decisions have been made, has a 


decision been made about whether the Administration wants to 
proceed with sales of any kind of military items to Saudi 
Arabia before the end of the current session of Congress? And, 
if so, would it not be necessary to do this given the 50-day 
consultation period sometime in September? 


a) It is possible What I'm saying in this whole 
thing is that there will be decisions made in the future. What 
we're saying today is that there have been no decisions made as 
of now 


Q But it is possible that such a request might go 
in September? 


Of course And this was as previewed in the 
report to Congress, starting with our consultations last 
November in accordance with the Javits Report Certain things 
were approved The point that ['m trying to make is that there 
are no new deals, new surprises, new things that have been 
decided upon 


Q Mrs. Oakley, is the Administration asking the 
Congress to reconsider selling modified Maverick missiles to 
Saudi Arabia? 


s We had said at the time that the Maverick request 
was withdrawn, that it would be resubmitted at an appropriate 
time No decision has been made on this or on any other arms 
sale 

Q The appropriate time is not yet coming? 

A We said we would do it at the appropriate time 


What I'm saying is that there have been no decisions made about 
whether this is the appropriate time or not 


Q Mrs. Oakley, you say that no deals, no new deals 
have been made The report this morning said there was a 
billion dollar project There is a conflict here, at least in 
the report and what you're saying And what ['d like to know, 
if you will tell us, is no new deals means the same thing that 
was withdrawn -- when was it, in February or in March? -- that 
precise project will be resubmitted to Congress? 


A No [I just answered that question on the 
Mavericks The Maverick request was withdrawn 
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w Right. 


a We said that at the appropriate time, when we 
felt it appropriate, it would be resubmitted. I said that no 
decision had been made on that 


Q Right Therefore there will be no new weapons, 
no additional Mavericks, nothing else except that -- what is 
it, $167 million deal? 


A No I'm not being specific on what will or what 
won't be [I'm just saying that there have been no decisions 
Q Phyllis, before we take the whole briefing on 


this, could we just switch to the New Zealand elections? 


M No, let's finish with this and then (Laughter) -- 

Q But we have a deadline -- 

A But we will not forget New Zealand, because I've 
been in New Zealand. (Laughter) 

Q Is there a time limit on this? It's going to go 


all day 
[Everyone speaking at once. ] 
A Children! Children! 


Q Does the Administration have some kind of an 
obligation to provide Saudi Arabia with these F-15s? 


a This has been a matter of some discussion, 
whether some of these were replacement aircraft for planes that 
would be lost, and whether this would be part of the deal 
But, again, let me just say that this is an issue that has been 
discussed, whether they fit But, again, no decisions have 
been made 


Q I know no decisions have been made Does the 
United States have an obligation to replace these aircraft? 


A I said that this had been discussed, whether 
there was this obligation 


Q Discussed with? Between? 


A In the Administration and with Congress 
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Q About the Saudis, are you in consultation with 
the Saudis, de you know? 
a) Wait a minute, let me finish with his question 
because he looks confused 
Q Yeah, I'm confused (Laughter) 
2) What I'm saying is that there are those who claim 


that the U.S. does have an obligation to supply these There 
are others who claim there is none 


Q So there's a difference inside the Administration 
on this? 


a I would suspect there is, but I have simply not 
heard that question referred to What ['m saying is, in 
general, that there has been discussion on whether there was an 
obligation or not. And as far as [I know, there has been no 
firm decision on how to proceed on that, on the question of the 
F-15s 


Q So you won't proceed with it if there's no 
obligation? 


m No. I'm not saying that I just said that there 
had been no decision 


Q Phyllis, are you in consultation with the Saudis 
about this thing now? 


os Well, we're in close consultation with the Saudis 
on many questions This is a close and important relationship 
Q Phyllis, while you're dealing with confusion, I'm 


a little confused as to when you say nothing is under active 
consideration, whether you're simply talking about the 
Mavericks or you're talking about the whole package? 


a I'm talking about the whole question of 
submitting notification to Congress on specific arms sales 
requests for Saudi Arabia 


Q Do you know when that decision is going to be 
made? 

Aa That's what I'm saying, that very often many of 
you say, "Oh, you're being technical, that there is no decision 
made but there is a lot of discussion under it." Let me just 


point out that at this point [ am not aware that this subject 
is being discussed; and let me repeat, no decisions have been 
made 
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Q Are you waiting until after the Israelis decide 
on the Lavi? 
A I just can't help you with that I've never 
heard that connection 
Q There have been on-going consultations with 


Congress and with the Saudis about this So I'ma little 
confused when you say that there's no active consideration 


No, no But we're in constant -- what I'm saying 
is that there have been no specific discussions with the Saudis 
on these questions However, we remain in constant touch with 
them 

Q And there's been no specific discussion with 


Members of Congress of possible permutations? 


- No 

Q You sure? You want to stick with that? 
Yes 

Q There's been no discussion with Members of 


Congress about packages; is that what you just said? 


A There may be individuals who have raised 
hypothetically, you know, what if this or what if that. That 
is always possible in the on-going contacts with Congress But 
what I'm talking about is a considered approach by the 
Department saying we're considering doing this, what do you 


think That sort of informal informal discussion has not begun 
Q Formal discussion? 
A Informal discussion has not begun 
Q But there may have been discussions of an 


informal nature? 


2) Of individuals, speaking for themselves 

Q But again, doesn't this contradict your statement 
that -- 

=) No, no Because what -- 

Q -— there were no discussions with Members of 


Congress? 
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“ I'm talking about individual, personal positions, 
but not a considered approach by the Government as the 
Administration to Congress It just hasn't begun 


But if there has not been a considered approach, 
how can you say that there are no surprises involved here? I[ 
mean, in order for there to be no surprises, people have to 
know what you're doing 


Aa Well, this is why I've explained that we've been 
in touch with Congress about our plans beginning last November 
and certainly through the Javits Report 


Q So you don't think this is a technicality? 
a No That's exactly right 
Q All right The thinking behind this is what I'd 


like to hear a little bit about from you There's this 
relationship which is ongoing, and certainly if you're going to 
proceed with items, what is -- because situations always 

change You always manage to come up with a somewhat different 
rationale for each arms sale, so since the Administration got 
burned earlier in the year, earlier in the year there had been 
some changes on the ground or at sea in the Gulf 


What is the Administration's thinking today? Why 


should the Saudis be getting American weapons -- granted no 
decision has been reached But why should the Saudis -- what 
is -- 

fe) You've made my light go out [Podium light went 
out } 

Q -- because they're old friends or because of the 
Gulf situation? What is today's rationale for arming the 
Saudis? 

a It's the same as it always was 

Q I just want to hear the words What are they? 

a Well, we have discussec this from the podium many 


times when we've discussed these other things, and we have 
stressed our long and important security relationship with 
Saudi Arabia That continues Our position has not changed 


Q What about the Gulf? Has that caused any special 
problems in the Gulf? Is that a special reason that -- 
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a I'm sure that the situation in the Gulf will be a 
consideration when these items are discussed and decisions are 
made. 


Q Do you think your coming to a decision might be 
accelerated in some way by recent Iranian threats arising out 
of Mecca Mecca didn't exist in February, or whenever you 
first came up with this package and then had to break it into 
pieces 


s Barry -- 
Q [s Mecca another reason why? 
a Barry, you know that we simply don't speculate on 


how our decisions have been made 


Q I'm not -- who's talking about speculating? You 
usually have a reason for arming a country Are you going to 
arm the Saudis now because they're under new threats from Iran, 
or are you going to arm them because of a longstanding 
relationship, or is it some combination of reasons? 


a [ have discussed the basis of our security 
relationship with Saudi Arabia That remains I'm not going 
to speculate on other aspects that are going to play when the 
decisions are made Certainly we're aware that all of these 
factors do play a role, but [I'm not going to give any weight to 
any of them hypothetically about a time in the future when 
decisions may be made 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on the Saudi 
natural gas plant which was blown up over the weekend, whether 
it was an accident or sabotage?’ 


2) In regard to the explosion at the refinery, we 
note that it occurred on Saturday at a Saudi gas refinery which 
is part of the Ras Tanura complex. There were several 
casualties; none of them Americans Reports out of Saudi 
Arabia indicate that it was an industrial accident, and we have 
no information to contradict that 


Q Are we looking into it, or are we just taking the 
Saudis word for it? 


A What? 


Q Have we looked into it, or are we just taking the 
Saudis word for it? Have any Americans actually been there on 
the spot looking at this? We're saying it's an accident 
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= I just can't help you with that. 
Q Phyllis, if you don't want to address the issue 


of selling arms and say at the present time there was no 
decision made, can you tell me if there are any arms in the 
pipeline for any of the Gulf Cooperation Council countries to 
be delivered soon? 


A I just don't have that information 
Q Can you look into this, please? 
A And I'm not sure that that is information that we 


provide, the details of the pipeline. I'll see if there is 
anything, but I just can't promise that 


Q When you said earlier about at the appropriate 
time, don't you think that the condition that the situation 
that the United States is now in the Gulf, with the reflagging 
and going with escorting the Kuwaiti ships and others, would it 
be the appropriate time to possibly show some cooperation more 
because of the fact that the Gulf cooperation --— some of the 
countries there did not cooperate with you fully from the 
beginning when they sent their minesweepers, when you requested 
minesweepers and they didn't do it. Don't you think that this 
is an opportune time to try to -- 


A ['m just not in a position to speculate on what's 
appropriate and what isn't at this point 


Q Any reaction to the weekend threats from Iran, 
comments about their mine factory and that they are prepared to 
spread mines throughout the Gulf like seeds? 


- No I don't have any comment on that 


Q How about American minesweeping activities off 
the Guadalcanal? Are we fully up and operational as far as you 
know? 


a We're all aware that this ship has arrived, but 
for any details on that [ refer you to the Pentagon 


Q Any reaction to the reports that Iranian 
Government proclaimed its readiness to discuss with the 
Secretary General of the United Nations the proceedings after 
the cease-fire resolution? 


A Recent indications of Iranian willingness to meet 
with the Secretary General at high level, both in New York and 
in Tehran, are a welcome sign. I would stress, however, that 
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Iraq immediately made known its formal acceptance of Security 
Council Resolution 598 and full readiness to cooperate with the 
Security Council and the Secretary General in implementing it. 


The international community is still awaiting some 
sign of Iranian interest in compliance with Resolution 598. 
Unless there is a change in the Iranians' negative stance very 
snon, we believe the Council must move quickly to consider 
enforcement measures. In this critical situation, time is of 
the essence, and Iran needs to act now to indicate acceptance 
of Resolution 598 


Q Copy of that? 


Q What do you welcome? Because by the time you got 
through with your statement you didn't find much to welcome in 
what the Iranians have been saying. It's a welcome sign of 
what? [Isn't it a welcome sign that they may be willing to 
consider a cease-fire? 


a What I said was we welcomed their sign of their 
willingness to meet with the Secretary General 


Q Yeah Well, but does that --— have you deduced 
from that -- 

- No We haven't deduced anything 

Q Or inferred anything? 

A But it's better that they're willing to meet with 


him than not to meet with him 


Q But still you don't see any indication that they 
are prepared to consider the cease-fire, because that's the -- 


a That's right And we haven't seen this If this 
meeting should lead to that, that would be again another 
positive sign. We're not saying that that's where we are 


Q Would you characterize this as an acceptance in 
principle of the resolution? 


fs) No, I wouldn't want to characterize it in any 
way. I think it has only been a willingness to meet, and I'm 
not sure that they've specified in any way a reaction to 
specific substantive points 


Q Can I have a copy of the statement, the latest 
statement you read? 


a Yes We'll see about that later. 
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Q There was a demonstration outside the State 
Department a few moments ago, Iranians shaking their fists at 
the State Department. The SWAT team was there with tear gas 
canisters and what have you. It was all very peaceful, but 
what threat is posed by possible Iranian terrorism or other 
kinds of actions in the event that there is some sort of 
conflict over in the Persian Gulf -- problems here? 


A [ don't really have any specific comments on 
threats in the United States. I noted the demonstration out 
front. It was obviously well organized and cleared with city 
officials. It's a free country. Those people have every right 
to do that. 


Q Now? 
Connie. Yes. 
Q Since it's so late. Thank you, Madame. What 


reaction does the U.S. have to Prime Minister Lange's victory? 
How does this affect the Antarctic facilities? And has 
Secretary Shultz sent a message of congratulations? 


a) The United States and New Zealand have a 
friendly, practical working relationship. The United States 
remains prepared to work with the New Zealand Government 
towards the preservation of this relationship 


I would note that the President did send a message of 
congratulations to Prime Minister Lange and that the Acting 
Secretary sent one as well. 


Q What about the Antarctic facility? 
is) I just don't have anything on that 
Q Will any senior American official meet with Prime 


Minister Lange in New York, or will the Prime Minister be 
invited to Washington? 


a I just can't help you with that. 
Q Do you have anything on reports from Laos that 


Laos is suggesting that if the United States wants cooperation 
on the MIA's, the United States should grant humanitarian aid? 


Let me just note, in regard to the return of the 
Childress mission and the talks in Laos, that we don't have a 
great deal to add to the press announcement except to say that 
we are encouraged by the Lao agreement to resume cooperation on 
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the POW/MIA issue. We look forward to Lao implementation of 
this agreement and remain hopeful that the families of those 
servicemen still missing in Laos will finally obtain the 
answers they seek. 


About the relationship between humanitarian assistance 
from the United States in return for cooperation of the 
POW/MIA's, let me just say that this does not constitute a quid 
pro quo. The United States and Laos agreed in 1982 to seek 
improved bilateral relations through concrete steps taken 
concurrently on both sides. Each side has pledged to take 
those steps available to it to improve relations. 


Although there is no direct link between our actions 
and those of the Lao, we have made clear that for us progress 
on the MIA/POW issue would be the principal measure of Lao 
Sincerity. The recent Childress delegation to Vientianne was 
conducted in the spirit of that 1982 agreement. 


Q So you would be willing to consider such aid if 
there was progress shown on the Laotian side? 


A We have said that there would be concrete steps 
taken concurrently on both sides. But let me repeat again that 
we have said that there is no direct linkage. 


Q Phyllis, ['d like to ask you how you would 
characterize the success of the Hill mission to Israel? And 
does the U.S. believe there is an alternative to an 
international Mideast peace conference? And does Shultz plan 
to visit Israel soon? 


a In regard to the visit of Mr. Charles Hill or 
Charlie Hill to Israel, let me repeat that the Secretary had 
asked Mr. Hill to travel to Israel in order to share with the 
Israeli Government our views on the importance of moving ahead 
and to gain a firsthand assessment of Israeli views on the 
peace process. He did not bring new ideas or initiatives. 


During Mr. Hill's discussions, Prime Minister Shamir 
and Foreign Minister Peres both reaffirmed the need co continue 
active efforts to find practical ways to move the peace process 
forward. We understand the importance of working with a 
unified Israeli Government as we proceed in efforts to move the 
peace process forward 


Q Did he hear any new ideas or new initiatives? 
While he didn't bring any, did he receive any? 


a I'm not going to comment on the specific aspects 
of Charlie's discussions 
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Q Wait a minute. I'm being just as general as you 
are. You just said he didn't bring any new ideas; and I'm 
asking you virtually the same thing in reverse -- did he hear 
any new ideas? -- and you're not going to talk about that. 

a ['m not going to talk about that. 

Q I see. I get it. 

Q Sources in Israel said that the Secretary will 
visit Israel in a couple of weeks. Any comment on that? 

“ No I just have nothing on that. 

Q Mr. Hill himself said that he listened to 


“creative talk" from the Israeli Government. Without getting 
into the semantics of what is creative and what is not, I think 
"creative" means new. 


a Well, I am not going to get into a semantic 
debate. I just didn't see that remark of Mr. Hill's. 


Q Can we have a copy of the original? 

A But -- 

Q -— of diplomatic initiatives 

a Well, I can't hear. Excuse me. 

Q May we have a copy of the original statement that 


you made on this subject? 


fs) Yes We'll see about that. Did you have a 
second part to your question? 


Q Yes. My question was about Shultz and the press 
reports. 

A No. I just have nothing on that 

Q Phyllis, I'd like to go back to New Zealand. We 


seemed to get off that pretty rapidly Will the re-election of 
the Lange Government, with the obvious public approval of its 
anti-nuclear stance, now lead to any reappraisal by the United 
States of its dealings with New Zealand? 


A On that question, let me just note that the 
restoration of the military relationship between the U.S. and 
New Zealand depends on tie actions and policies of the New 
Zealand Government Since Prime Minister Lange speaks for New 
Zealand, we do not foresee any change in the current situation. 
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Q Phyllis, excuse me, [ did have a follow-up. My 
thing was does the U.S. believe there are alternatives toa 
Mideast peace conference, an international Mideast peace 


conference? 

- I'm not going to get into the specifics of 
alternatives. Our position on the international conference 
remains unchanged. Let me repeat what the Secretary said at 


his last press conference about this: 


He said, “An international conference in and of itself 
is of no interest to the U.S. The way to go is through direct 
negotiations. If there is some way to construct an 
international conference that achieves the results we are 
seeking, we are willing to examine that possibility. There 
have been a number of interesting suggestions, but there is 
some distance to go before all the details are nailed down. 

Our view is that moves toward peace are very important and that 
opportunities that may present themselves should be taken 
advantage of and explored in detail." 


Q May we have a copy of that, please? 
A Yes. 
Q Phyllis, on the Prisoner of War/Missing in Action 


issue and offshoot, Lieutenant Colonel Bo Gritz has come out of 
Burma with allegations that from 1965 to '75 the U.S. Embassy 
in Thailand was involved with opium warlords. He interviewed a 
general who names two current high U.S. officials as having 
bought heroin from him. Any comment on that? 


A No. I've not seen those reports, and I don't 
have any comment. 


Q Phyllis, can I go to your statement about Mr. 
Hill's visit? 

a Yes. 

Q When you say that the international conference is 


not an end by itself and it has to lead to direct negotiations, 
wouldn't this correspond with Mr. Peres' position which he 
supports such language that you said that the Secretary says, 
and this is making the position of the United States 
contradictory to the position of Mr. Shamir who opposes any 
movement toward that direction? 


a I'm not going to get into speculation on whose 
position in the Israeli Government corresponds to this. What 
['ve tried to do is lay out what our position is on the 
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international conference, to note that it has not changed and 
to reiterate its basic points. 


Q You also made the statement that you want to work 
with a unified Israeli Government. How could you work with a 
unified Israeli Government that has two heads almost? 


4 [ just can't help you with that. 

Q Phyllis, there's a report that El Salvador 
leftist rebels hit a military convoy. Do you have anything on 
that? 


a No. I've not seen that report, and I don't have 
anything on it. 


Q Okay Thank you. 
8 Yes. One more 
Q The Israeli Government has decided not to take a 


decision on the Lavi project in the next two weeks. I wonder 
if you could comment on that? 


Q What was the question? 


4S The question was, d?d we have any comments about 
the Israeli decision not to take a decision on the Lavi 
aircraft, and we really don't Chuck has repeated our views 
last week on the Lavi issue. That hasn't changed, and I have 
nothing further 


Thank you. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 


We all know that Charles Glass is free He was 
interviewed by officials of the American Embassy in Damascus 
this morning I understand that he is now flying to his home 
in London He appears to be in good health 


The circumstances of Mr. Glass's freedom are not yet 
clear, but we are grateful to the Government of Syria for its 
efforts to secure his freedom 


We are delighted that this American citizen, 
unlawfully held hostage for more than two months, is now free 
At the same time, the U.S. Government and people continue to be 
deeply concerned over the fate of the remaining hostages held 
in Lebanon, including eight Americans We call on those sno 
hold these innocent people to release them immediately anc 
unconditionally 


Q On the information that you have so far, does it 
appear that he was permitted to escape? 


“ We don t have anything on that As I said, he 
has been interviewed briefly by the people at the Embassy in 
Damascus, but we have no way to evaluate any of these rumors 


Q Do you have a clearer idea now who made up the 
group that took him and was holding him? 


" No I don't have anything further on any of the 
details of his captivity As we have done in the past when 
former American hostages have left Lebanon, the U.S. is serding 
a small inter-agency team to London which we hope will be able 
to meet with Mr. Glass within the next few days After that 


interview, we may be able to give you more information 











affie Tuesday, 8/18/87 


Q You expressed gratitude to Syria Are we going 
to express that gratitude any other way? Are we sending an 
Ambassador back to Damascus? 


- No I just don't have anything further on that 


Q What did Syria do? What are you thanking Syria 
for doing? 


4 Well, I think most immediately it was the people 
that took Mr. Glass to Damascus [ understand he was with 
Syrian officials who then turned him over to the Embassy -- 
these small things We know that the Syrians have been 
concerned about the taking of hostages Many of these efforts, 
of course, get into issues of intelligence, and [I just can't go 
beyond that 


Q Did they play a role in the actual release or 
escape or whatever it was? 


A I said that we really don't have any information 
on the actual release or how it came about, and ['m not going 
to speculate on that 


Q Is Ambassador Eagleton going to be going back -- 
Q (Inaudible) 
“ Wait let me finish with 


Q Just ne more on Syri [s Ambassador Eagleton 
going to be going back to Damascus? 


A No, I don't have anything further on Eagleton 

a) I'm sorry I got lost [t probably my fault 
But did you say - you're not saying whether Syria had anything 
to do with his release You're thanking Syria for some r tne 


peripheral things 


a Well, and for its general efforts We had talked 
earlier from the podium, immediately after the kidnapping in 
June, about efforts that governments were taking But 1 just 


am not in a position to be specific about that 


Q Do you want 
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Q I gather that -- one last thing -- I gather that 

A Yes Let me finish with him 

Q One other second question; that's it I gather 
you're saying it's too early to know if he was actually 
released or if he, you know, escaped In the past Questions 
like that have been raised about Jeremy Levin. for instance, 
and it's been a long time since Levin got out Did you ever 


decide whether Levin escaped or whether it was a contrived 
release? 


A I'm t sure whether there has ever been an 
official statement on what we thought about that I certainly 
have heard him talk in various interviews that he has given 
when he talked about his escape 

Q Well, then we'll probably come back to you on 
Glass after London and ail 


a Yes That's right 

Q Do you Nave any 

A Fycuse me Yes please 

. Any reason whatsoever t irmise that in this 
ast t May Nave er a reiease 

a Again let me just say that I'm not going ti 
speculate on whether it was escape or release or whose efforts 
yr not All that is very premature We've just begun to tal 
to nim ine poor mar just got ut togay ana I'm not @aoing to 
speculate on those questions 

. w i 

“ Excuse me The relliow next t y ad a@ Que 
earlier 

Q it was as*xecd 

fe) All right hanks es? 

Q Just ¢t larify since words in diplomacy mear 
nucn You Gic say at ne point a few minutes ago [ don't 
nave any intorma*] " , His act ja] release “ Was that a 


misstatement yr 





—4- Tuesday, 8/18/87 


a Well, what I mean is how he obtained his freedom 
-—- whether it was arelease, escape I think - some of the 
TU shows this morning he has talked about escé t what 


we're basicaily saying is that we don't have any way to 
evaluate or comment on those words now 


Q Any thoughts on how his release might affect the 
remaining American hostages in Lebanon? 


2) No Again, we're just not going to speculate on 
that We reiterate our call for the release of all the 
hostages in Lebanon, particularly the eight Americans who are, 
of course, of more immediate concern to us, but there is no 
speculation on how the release of one might affect the others 


Q Has Mr. Glass provided any information about the 
condition or location of any of the other hostages? 


“ Again, [| just don't have anything on this Let 
me point out again he was just released today From what I 
understand, he was up all night He met with Syrian 
officials He met briefly with American officials, but we just 
don't have any sort of definitive statement to make about any 
of this 

Q Is that what the team going to indon will be 


probing him about? 


A N Now let me I don't want t¢t use the word 
‘proding.” As | said, it was ur normal practice when someone 
was released to go and talk to him That's perfectly. you 
know, rationale, and that's what they'll be doing when it 
convenient for Mr lass 

Q What areas will they be f using on in the 


Q . . r , nave any ‘ he jetta | ¥ that 

Q Phyllis, do you have anything t Jicate that 
the Iranians played any part even after his release 

a NO | ; nr + [ , + ha ie ar 4 nment , ar y 
speculation on that N 

Q He saiag anc his wife saia tnat he e aped 


> 


You're aying you aon 
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” That's right, and -- 

Q You don't take what he said at face value? 

A Well, I think the man, again, has just come out 
What I'm saying is he says that he escaped It may very well 
be that way I don't want to in any way imply that we have 
formed any judgment or evaluation We're delighted that he's 
released We look forward to talking to him 

Q Does the fact that he had access to keys to get 


out cause you to have some doubt about an escape? 


- I don’t know whether he had access to keys 
Those were reports, [ think, that were coming over Let me 
repeat again, we're not going to speculate prematurely on these 
bits and pieces of information We're going to wait until we 


have a chance to talk to him at his ease 


Q Well, his wife said that he told her directly 
that he had keys, locked them in, and threw away the keys 


4 [ just have no way to comment on that 

Q Phyllis in his brief time at the Embassy with 
American officials jid he indicate whether he would or would 
not cooperate further with this team that's going to London’ 

4 [t's my understanding that he said that he would 
be willing ti: operate 

oe) >; this Nave anything to say, anytning at al) 


? 


about iran as well in this mean you're thanking Syria Dut 
presumably Iran may héeve been the ountry tnat may Nave 


exercised the ltimate influence here 


But thi was really in answer to aimost the same 

stior yer nere ana | ist said | ist nave notning on tnat 

w was tne nite tates 5 vernment adie to Piay at 

le in this release, or were these events totally local? 

“ Well, again, I'm not going to speculate The 
efforts that we nave mace and ntinue to make in connection 
with the release of all the nostages touch on very sensitive 
questions and we've never been able to discuss those ano I 


ar t tocay 
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Q What are the latest numbers, if you have them, on 
the number of Americans still in Lebanon? 


+ Well, we had ccnsidered that Charles Glass was 
the ninth, and by our count there are still eight Americans 
that are being held hostage in Lebanon 


Q What about those not being held hostage? I'm 
just talking about the number of Americans in-country there 


Qa Well, again, we have never been able to give any 
exact figures on that We have talked about the numbers of 
dual nationals who live in East and West Beirut, and it's very 
difficult to know exactly how many there are Certainly our 
access in West Beirut has been so limited that there is no way 
that we could give an accurate count 


Q In that figure of eight, are you including Mr 
Buckley? 

A No 

Q Do you have information that these eight are 


still alive, and are they still in Lebanon? 


) Again, you know, there's no way that I can 
definitively state whether they are or not [ think it's our 
working assumption that they are 


Q Do you have -- 
A Certainly, it's our hope 
Q Do you have any idea that some of them have been 


transferred to Iran? 
a No l just have nothing on that 
Q Do you have any reason to believe that Vernon 


Walters' visit had anything to do with this? Walters’ visit to 
Damascus? 


” Again, I'm just not going to speculate on the 
causes or reasons or implications [ just can't do that 
Q Phyllis, you said you thanked Syria, and you 


didn't thank them for getting him out, because you're not even 
sure that he waiked out or worked his way out Are you 








-7- TuescGay, 8/18/87 


thanking them for some peripheral thing? Did Syria have 
anything to do with the abduction of this fellow in the first 
place in any way? 


- Sorry I just can't -- 

Q No -- I just -- 

a I just can't help -- 

Q Oh, I'm sorry I didn't think you heard me 

“ I just can't help you with that I just don't 


have any way that I'm going to speculate on that 


Q With his abduction In other words, whether 
Syria plays both sides -- you know, helps the guy and then, of 
course -- 

a Just no way I can help you with that 

Q You don't know All right Now, one other 
thing there were questions raised about what he was doing 
there in the first place Questions were raised as to whether 
he was a legitimate journalist Have you any new -- nothing -- 


anything new to say about what he was doing’? 


n No I don't have anything new to say on that 
Q Was he in violation of the travel ban for 
Americans going to Lebanon, and if that's the case will there 


be anything done about that? 


a When we discussed his kidnapping, we noted tnat 
he, according to our records, did not have a waiver whether 
at this point anything is going to be done about that, I just 

an't speculate [t would be premature to bring that up 

Q He hadn't asked for it either had he? 

“ Barry I'm going to have to check the record on 
that I know that he did not have one Whether he asked for 


one or not, I'm just not sure 


Q You're not leaving open the possibility that a 
juy who just got out of two months of being a hostage is going 
to get bustec ‘or the fact that he shouldn't have been there in 
the first place?’ 
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o My point on this is [ think at this point it is 
inappropriate to discuss it. I'm not going to comment on that 
Q Do you believe there has been any attempt by the 


Syrians to debrief Mr. Glass before putting him back to the 
American Embassy? 


4 I don't know whether they would consider it a 
debriefing As I understand it, he was originally in the 
control of Syrian officials who then brought him to the 
American Embassy. During that period what happened, I[ just 
don't have any knowledge 


Q How long was the time lapse between his -- 
q And I don't know how long the time was either 
before he -- as I said, he met with American officials this 


morning I don't have the details on the exact minutes that he 
was here and there 


Q Do you have anything more that might be a general 
assessment of how the U.S. views Syria at this point generally? 


” No I have nothing new on the subject of 
U.S.-Syrian relations Let me just note again that we've 
expressed our gratitude for their efforts in seeking Mr 
Glass's release 


Q Well, these sanctions were imposed in November or 
December There was a lot of -- I mean, how far have they come 
toward meeting U.S. concern? 


fs) We've never talked about benchmarks or how far 
they've come, and again let me repeat [ just don't have 
anything new on that 


Q Will this help in reconsidering sending the 
Ambassador to Damascus? 


a Well, I've answered this question before about 
Ambassador Eagleton I just don't have anything on that 
Q But you think this will expedite the process of 


reconsidering? 


.) I'm just not going to speculate on that 
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Q Going back to the waiver matter, does a 
journalist require a waiver to go to Lebanon? 


A We have stated, and perhaps you've missed this in 
some of our briefings, that we have said now that it is illegal 
to use an American passport in Lebanon There are some 
exceptions to that -- exceptions that are granted for 
journalists -- and to get such a waiver for the use of the 
passport, one must apply 


When we talked about the original kidnapping of Mr. 
Glass, we noted that he, according to our records, did not have 
a waiver. 


Q Well, maybe he didn't use an American voassport 
a That's a possibility, and that was something that 
we weren't able to address The point that we were making was 


that he had not received a waiver for travel in West Beirut. 
Q Could we move to another subject? 


) I wanted to finish with this one, and then before 
we move on to other questions I do have one more announcement 


This announcement is in regard to the bombings at 
Parliament in Sri Lanka Early reports indicate that six 
senior Sri Lankan officials were injured and one member of 
Parliament was killed when explosions went off at a meeting in 
Sri Lanka's Parliament building today 


The meeting was attended by President Jayewardene, 
senior cabinet members and members of Parliament we 
understand that the President was not injured No one as 
claimed responsibility for the attack 


We are shocked by this outrageous act of violence and 
express our great sympathy to the victims and to their 
families 


Now I'll be happy to answer questions on other 
subjects 


Q It's about a month now -- someone has something 
on that? 


Q Yes On Sri Lanka, just briefly I mean, do you 
have any hopes that this won't interfere with the peace accord 
or -- 
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to well, you know, certainly we have welcomed the 
accord that was worked out, and we would hope that this random 
violence -- as I said, no one has claimed responsibility -- 


does not set it back. 


Q While we're on that subject, hawe you got 
anything to update us on the status of Sri Lanka's request for 
U.S. aid to implement this agreement ’ 


p I don't have that with me today, but why don't 
you check in the Press Office 

Q It's about a month now since Iraq imposed & 
moratorium on itself on attacks on Iranian shipping -- oil 


shipments in the Gulf. Apparently that moratorium is holding, 
but there have been three Iraqi attacks on Iranian Land 
installations, oil installations. 


Could you tell us, please, how the State Department 
feels about both? 


a Wel], let me begin by giving just a very brief 
update on how we see the status of the war. Iraqi warplanes 
have attacked industrial facilities in Western Iran yesterday. 
Iran claims to have shelled Umm Qasr south of Basra. 
Inconclusive fighting continues in the central and northern 
sectors No side has made significant gains 


There has been no military activity between Iran and 
Irag in the Gulf since before the July 20 passage of Security 
Council Resolution 598. Iran continues its naval actiwities in 
the the Strait of Hormuz and in the Gulf of Oman area. 


On the other part of your question, I think Chuck 
covered that last week, again during his briefing on Tuesday 
I'm not swre that you were here, but he talked then about the 
tensions and warious Iraqi actiwities. But certainly the point 
that he made then and that I would repeat is that the cause of 
all these problems is the continuation of the war between [ran 
and Iraq, and it is the purpose of American policy to bring 
that war to an end as quickly as possible. 


e With all due respect, that was last Tuesday. 
Since last Tuesday. Iraq has lawnched and you just referred to 
one yesterday -- Iraq has attacked Iranian land installations. 
I'm asking you if the State Department has any reaction to it? 
Is your reaction that there's a war on and they should try to 
end it? Do you not disapprove, or are you neutral on Iraqi 
attacks on Iran? Apparently you're not neutral about Iraqi 
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attacks on tankers Mr. Shultz asked for an end to the tanker 
war Do you want this part of the war to end? 


a we want the entire war to end Let's make that 
very clear And let's also remember that the U.N. Resolution 
calls for a comprehensive cease-fire across the board The 
Iragis responded quickly and positively to the resolution 
They have indicated every willingness to abide by it and a 
cease-fire if Iran agrees to it It's important at this point 
to convince Iran to accept the cease-fire we hope that the 
Secretary General will be able in his consultations to achieve 
some progress toward this end 


—- MORE -—- 
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Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on the report 
that the two countries are developing long-range missiles? 


A No, I don't have any comment on that 
Q Do you have anything about Mr. Cluverius -- 
A Excuse me, let me take his question and I'll come 


to you next 


Q Do you have prospects for a second resolution in 
the Security Council on an arms embargo, or whatever? 


* I think that we have talked about this somewhat, 
that we hope it won't be necessary we hope that Iran will 
accept the ceasefire 1 mentioned yesterday that we welcomed 
the meeting that Iran now appeared to be having; that we hoped 
that this would lead to a ceasefire in which we would not be 
required to bring forth a second resolution on sanctions. But, 
certainly, the Security Council is continuing to meet 
informally to consider this to be ready. I understand that 
they have met at the beginning -- yesterday. I assume -- but I 
really don't have any further details on that 


Q Do you have anything on the talks made by Mr. 
Cluverius in Egypt? 

2 No 

*) Especially if they were parallel to talks made by 
Mr Hill in Jerusalem? 

- No, I don't have anything on those talks. 

Q Do you have anything on six Americans being 


arrested in Saudi Arabia? 


= No, I just haven't seen that report. Was it 
recent, or -- 


Q Yesterday. 
+ No. 
Q Anything on Grunwald -- that he's going to be 


named Ambassador to Austria? 


2 No, I don't have anything on that. And let me 
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just remind you that all ambassadorial appointments are made 
from the White House. 


Q Any reactions to the tensions between Venezuela 
and Colombia? 


a We are aware of a boundary dispute of 
long-standing between the two countries -- Venezuela and 
Colombia -- and a recent incident which has raised tensions 


between them. 


The United States takes no stand on the respective 
claims but is concerned that friendly relations between two 
neighboring countries may be disrupted. 


Yesterday, several hemispheric leaders called on both 
nations to adopt measures which would alleviate tension between 
them. We have every confidence that these calls will be heeded. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any further analysis today 
on the Central American peace plan? 


Glad you asked. This is in regard to a readout 
of the meeting of the Chiefs of Mission from the Central 
American countries. 


The Chiefs of Mission meeting yesterday provided a 
very useful opportunity for our Ambassadors and Charges, or 
Acting Ambassadors, in Central America to discuss with 
policy-makers from all relevant agencies how to make the 
Guatemala peace agreement work. Each discussed the attitude of 
his host government to the agreement and focused on how 
particular provisions would affect that country. 


Then discussions were held on topics that cut across 
all the countries in the region -- the Organization of the 
National Reconciliation Commissions, the role and organization 
of the working commissions, security issues, the role of 
Contadora, the amnesty provisions of the agreements, the 
conditions for ceasefire, and the critically important 
democratization provision which calls for free speech, free 
press, and full respect for civil rights and civil liberties. 


The role of the Nicaraguan Democratic Resistance in 
the negotiations was discussed and the impact of various 
provisions of the agreement on the Resistance was carefully 
analyzed. 
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The representatives and Ambassadors have now returned 
to their posts. In the four democracies, they will now have 
further discussions with the Foreign Ministers in this evolving 
process of seeking regional peace. This will be prior to the 
meeting of the five Foreign Ministers tomorrow. That meeting 
will be followed by the meeting with the eight Contadora and 
support group Foreign Ministers at the end of the week in 
Caracas. 


We will meanwhile be continuing our own interagency 
discussions and will, of course, very carefully review whatever 
progress can be made at the two Foreign Ministers meetings. 


Q Copy? 


= Just a minute, I'm not done. The envoys were 
told that U.S. policy is to try to make the agreement work and 
to strengthen it in any way possible. They will, of course, be 
continuing to offer us their analyses and to stay in very close 
touch with their host governments on all developments relating 
to the peace agreement. As the President has said, we welcome 
the agreement and want to be as helpful as we can consistent 
with U.S. interests and our commitment to the Nicaraguan 
Resistance. 


Q What dees the fifth guy do? The four that are 
assigned to what you call the four democracies -- you explained 
what they do -- what does the fellow do who goes back to 
Nicaragua? Does he just wait for results, or what? 


~ I think he has a lot to report on, and I think 
that there were some very good articles written about the 


activities of the outgoing Ambassador and the role that he 
played. 


Q We've heard a lot of nuances, but why did you 
make a point of the four? 


= Well, I said -- 
Q I mean, there are five countries represented here. 


a Yes, but I said with the four democracies that 
there will be various -- 


Q Alright, if you want to call Nicaragua a 
democracy -- alright, call Nicaragua whatever you want, but -- 
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a A republic. 


-- I'm asking you what the -- what is he -- the 
Charge? 


“ Yes. 


Q What does he do? Does he go back and consult 
with Nicaraguan officials? Is that what you want him to do? 


a No. He will certainly go back and observe and 
certainly be in touch with the Nicaraguan Government on their 
various reactions, as they express themselves on this issue. 


Q Will we have someone at the Foreign Ministers 
meeting in £1 Salvador representing U.S. interests? 


2) I don't believe we will. If there's any change 
in that, I'll let you know -- beyond our normal diplomatic 
mission that we would maintain. 


Q What suggestions were made to the Chiefs on 
strengthening the Guatemala resolution in any way possible? 


“ I just don't have any specifics and can't go into 
the details of what those recommendations have done. What I've 
tried to do is give you an idea of the breadth of the 
discussions, of their seriousness and of their overall purpose. 


Q Phyllis, were they given copies distributed at 
the Paris Peace Agreement on Vietnam? 


4 I saw that report. I don t know. 

Q Can you find out? 

. I'll see if I can find out. 

Q A follow-up on his question. So if our envoy in 


Managua is going to get in touch with the government over 
there, is that consultation - 


” No. I didn't mean to imply that he was going to 
be in touch -- talking to this. What I meant to imply, 
certainly through our Embassy in Managua, we do maintain 
contact with the government. There are certainly ways that we 
can glean, if you will, Nicaraguan views through their own 
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radio, press statements, talks with government officials, and 
things like that; and that's the kind of contact that I mean 
that they'll be having there. 


Q The Central American leaders seem to be of a mind 
that the United States should hold bilateral talks with 
Managua. Are we still firm in not doing this? 


A The Secretary covered that very clearly in his 
press conference, and his position on that still remains our 
policy. There's been no change. 


Q Phyllis, do you see the economic difficulties 
facing Nicaragua these days as a direct cause of the U.S. 
sanctions against this country? 


4 I just don't have anything to help with that 
question. Sorry. 


Q I don't know if you've heard the report, but 
Lloyds of London are saying that a Liberian tanker has been 
missiled by a small patrol boat in the Gulf of Oman. Have you 
had anything on that yet, or would you have any observation on 
what that might do to the situation there? 


a I've not seen that report, and I really don't 
have any comment to make on it. 


Q Back to Central America. Have you been able to 
firm up whether a U.S. delegation will go down to the region 
after the Caracas meeting? And, if so, who will be in that 
delegation? 

~ Well, I believe in the more or less outline that 
Chuck gave on Friday, he talked about -- he said, if I may 
quote from that statement of Friday, "After the August 19-20 
Foreign Ministers meeting, the Administration is also planning 
to dispatch a consultation team to the region to discuss 
decisions on implementation taken at that meeting." I think 
that still stands. There has been no change, but I don't have 
any idea of the composition of that team. 


Q Just to follow up on another point, in that same 
announcement on Friday, Chuck talked about asking foreign 
governments, political groups, and U.S. foundations to give aid 
to civic opposition groups. White House officials apparently 
yesterday were very upset about that. They said, “isn't that 
what the Brunei incident was," and did not think that this had 
been okayed with the White House. Does that policy still stand? 
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A It's my understanding that the reference there 
was to support four political civilian unarmed opposition 
groups within Nicaragua, and it's my understanding that this is 
the kind of appeal that we have made for some time. It's 
nothing new, and this is calling upon political parties, some 
of which have international organs to contribute to political 
parties in Nicaragua. It's calling upon associations, civic 
groups, church leaders, to support their counterparts in 
Nicaragua. It's that kind of support that was referred to in 
that part of the statement and, as I say, it's not anything 
that's been new. 


Q Are you seeing any evidence that this support is 
forthcoming? Have you seen any results -- 


A I think it's too soon to know about that. We 
talked about it on Friday, as I say, but there have been 
earlier appeals made in the same vein. I'm just not ina 
position to comment on the results of those. 


Q The State Department says that the document that 
was signed in Guatemala is not a treaty. I was wondering if 
you had any guidance on how the United States Government -- 


i) Well, haven't we called it a “peace plan?" I 
don't think it is a treaty. It certainly wouldn't be a treaty 
in our system, but I can't say what it would be for those 
countries. It's just my understanding that it's viewed as a 
peace plan. 


Q Is it an agreement? 


A Well, you know, I heard -- 


Q Excuse me, there's a Reagan-Wright or 
Wright-Reagan peace plan, too, but I don't think anybody signed 
it -- the five heads of state signed this. 


a Well, then perhaps you can call that an 
agreement. But, again, I'm really not up on absolutely the 
differences of this. 


Q Can we check with Judge Sofaer's office and get a 
reading on this sometime this week? 


A Alright, I'll see if I can get it. You want to 
know whether we're calling it a treaty, an agreement or a plan? 
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Q Or what? 
A Or what. Alright. 


Having had this one-day meeting, have you -- do 
you still think, as Mr. Abrams did last week, that it's ladden 
with ambiguities, or have you got a surer fix on it? 


4 Well, again -- 
Q Whatever it is. 


a Let me get back to the point that I think Chuck 
made last Friday in his long statement, that we view this -- 


Q That was before we met on Monday. I appreciate 
~- Chuck's words last forever, but -- 


i.) We view this as --— I'll tell him. 


Q I mean, we've referred to -- no, he's a great guy 
and we've referred to him several times today. But I'm asking 
about things that have happened since Chuck went off wherever 
he went to. 


a But the point I'm trying to make is that this is 
a process, and it's an on-going thing. We have not said that 
the Guatemala whatever is perfect; that we want to work with 
it; that we want to strengthen it, and this is basically what 
we're trying to do. 


Q Mr. Abrams put it démwn by saying there are a lot 
of ambiguities. Clearly, he found lots of holes in it, 
confusion init. You don't know what to call it. I wonder if 
it's been raised to some higher level of a working approach to 
end a war or if you still look at it without skepticism? 


a Well, I think the statement that [I read covered 
that, particularly the last paragraph when we talked about we 
wanted to strengthen it and we welcomed it and we wanted to 
work with it and we hope it succeeds. 


Q Don't U.S. companies often use the Liberian flag 
as a flag of convenience sometimes to get around rules and 
regulations? And is this attack that he's talked about 
possibly involve a U.S. -- substantially a U.S.-owned operation? 
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“ I just said that I -- you know, I hadn't seen the 
report, and I just don't have any information to help you with 
that. 


Jeanne? 


Q Different subject. Was Hess -- were U.S. guards 
guarding Hess when he died? And did he commit suicide, as is 
now being reported? 


= As I think all of you know, Rudolf Hess, one of 
the last major Nazi criminals sentenced in 1946 to life 
imprisonment by the International Military Tribunal at 
Nuremburg, died in Berlin on Monday, August 17, at 
approximately 4:10 Berlin time. 


A preliminary investigation indicates that Rudolf Hess 
attempted to take his own life. On the afternoon of August 17, 
Hess, as he was accustomed to do, went escorted by a prison 
warder to sit in a small cottage in the garden of the prison. 
On looking into the cottage a few minutes later, the warder 
found Hess with an electrical cord around his neck. 
Resuscitation measures were taken and Hess was transported to 
the British military hospital. After further attempts to 
revive Hess, he was pronounced dead at that time. 


Whether the suicide attempt was the actual cause of 
death is the subject of a continuing investigation, including a 
thorough autopsy. 


Q Was he swinging from the rafters or was he just 
sitting there? - 


“ I don't have that detail. All that I know is, as 
I said, that they found him with a cord around his neck. 


Q What about the U.S. guards? 

” As I understand it, the guarding at the Spandau 
Prison is done on a monthly rotation. The United States was 
providing the prison guard force during the month of August. 


Q And so it was a U.S. guard that was responsible 
for him when he was found? 


a Well, I'm not going to use the word 
“responsible,” but he was guarded by a U.S. guard and it was a 
U.S. guard that found him. 
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Q What is the U.S. Navy's posture towards the 
Liberian flagged vessels? I'm serious. If one were attacked 
and had a substantial U.S. interest in it, would we regard that 
as an attack on U.S. interests? 


A I think we've gone over that very clearly when we 
were talking about the whole issue of reflagging. And those 
vessels, in spite of ownership, are not considered U.S. vessels 
and are not therefore eligible for U.S. protection. And we 
noted that, certainly, for every privilege, there is a 
responsibility -- that many of those tankers have chosen flags 
of other countries to avoid taxes or certain requirements of 
safety, and if that's their choice, then they then lose the 
protection of the U.S. Navy. 


Q So if this is a U.S.-owned vessel attacked by 
Iran, it would net necessarily require -- 


a Yes, because it does not carry an American flag. 


Q Let me go back to Hess for a minute. What 
American service was responsible for guarding him; do you know? 


a I don't have the details on that, whether it was 
Army or Navy or Marine battalion. 


Q Do you know if an investigation is being 
conducted into -- 


a Well, I think that we were talking, as I just 


said -- 

Q You were talking about the investigation into the 
cause of death. 

i -- the actual cause of death. 

‘@ The cause is also under investigation into the 


circumstances which allowed him to get an electrical cord 
around his neck? 


4 I just don't have any further information on that. 


Q (Inaudible) on how many guards are involved? I 
mean, just some of the details of what the responsibilities are? 
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A Let me see if we're able to provide any further 
information on the guarding. 


Q Do you have any -- 
A Excuse me, let me take Mike's question. 


You're most kind. Beyond the recitation of the 
facts of his death, do you have any comment on his passing? 
Are you pleased the old criminal is gone? 


a No, we don't have any specific comment. As you 
know, this had been a four-power responsibility in Berlin. 
They issued a statement that had been prepared by the four of 
them yesterday, and I just don't have anything further on that. 


Q Do you have anything on whether Spandau will be 
closed as a four-—power operation now? 


A Well, the purpose of Spandau Allied Prison has 
ceased on the death of Rudolf Hess. In accordance with the 
decision of the representatives of Great Britain, France, the 
USA and the USSR, the Allied Prison administration will be 
permanently terminated, and we understand the prison will be 
demolished. 


Q Had Hess given any indication that he was 
considering suicide? Had he attempted it before? 


As I understand from some of the press reports, 
there had been earlier attempts, but I don't have any details 
beyond that. -- 


Q Any doubts as to why he had chosen the August 
month when the Americans are his guards? 


- I just have nothing to help you with that. 


Q New topic. Do you have anything more than you 
had yesterday on the supposed billion dollar arms sale proposal 
to Saudi Arabia? 


a No, I don't have anything further. On the arms 
sale, I note that there were some concerns that there had been 
inconsistencies between the position taken here and the 
position taken at the Western White House. 
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Let me just point out again that the main point, both 
the White House and the State Department made yesterday, is 
that there has been no decision on a Saudi arms package. 


Q You said there wes no consideration. 


a The basic point -- let me repeat -- was that 
there had been no decisions. We both indicated several weapon 
sales to Saudi Arabia; it's possible; that we're considering 
them, as the White House said, and that we may send them to 
Congress. 


Let me just say, to finish with that point, that 
discussions and contacts with Congress on the issue have been 
on-going. As I said yesterday, we started in November, went 
through the Javits Report. We have stated that we will 
continue to consult with Congress in the appropriate manner. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 














TAKEN QUESTION Posted: August 18, 1987 


THE DEATH OF RUDOLF HESS 





Q: What further details can you provide on the U.S. guard force 
on duty at Spandau Prison on August 17? 


A:~~THERE HAVE ACTUALLY BEEN TWO TYPES OF GUARD FORCES 


USED AT SPANDAU PRISON. 

EACH OF THE FOUR ALLIES (U.S., U.K., FRANCE, U.S.S.R) 

HAS BEEN PROVIDING A MILITARY GUARD FORCE ON A ROTATING 
BASIS FOR ONE MONTH TOURS OF DUTY. THESE MILITARY GUARDS 
HAVE BEEN USED SOLELY TO PATROL THE OUTER PERIMETER OF THE 
PRISON AND HAVE NOT COME INTO DIRECT CONTACT WITH THE 
PRISON INMATE. 

DURING THE MONTH OF AUGUST, THE UNITED STATES HAS 
TRADITIONALLY PROVIDED THIS GUARD FORCE, MADE UP OF U.S. 
ARMY SOLDIERS STATIONED IN BERLIN. 

A SECOND GROUP OF GUARDS, KNOWN AS “WARDERS.” HAS BEEN 
USED TO OVERSEE THE PRISONER DIRECTLY. 

EACH OF THE ALLIES HAS FURNISHED A CONTINGENT OF 

WARDERS. . 

THESE GUARDS ARE CIVILIANS, PERMANENT EMPLOYEES OF THE 
PRISON. 

ALTHOUGH WARDERS OF VARIOUS ALLIED NATIONALITIES WERE 
WORKING IN THE PRISON ON THE AFTERNOON OF AUGUST 17, AN 
AMERICAN WARDER HAPPENED TO BE IN CHARGE OF ACCOMPANYING 
RUDOLF HESS TO THE PRISON GARDEN. 

AS WAS STANDING PRACTICE, THE WARDER LEFT HESS ALONE IN 
THE SMALL GARDEN HOUSE BUT REMAINED NEARBY IN THE GARDEN. 


APPROXIMATELY FIVE MINUTES LATER HE RETURNED TO CHECK ON 


HESS AND THEN IMMEDIATELY CALLED IN MEDICAL ASSISTANCE. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #144 
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 19, 1987, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. I 
no announcements today, so I'll be happy to start with 
questions 


Q Phyllis, in light of the U.S. gratefulness to 


Syria for its apparent help in the release of Glass, what 
stands in the way of returning the Ambassador to Damascus? 


i I don't have anything further beyond what I said 


yesterday, which I realize was very little. We are just not 
talking about that Our policy toward Syria was clearly 
explained last fall when these various actions were taken. 
We've talked about the trip of General Walters earlier this 
summer -- to meet with the Syrians we are taking all these 
things under advisement, but we just really don't have any 
changes or any comments to make on that relationship. 


been 


Q As far as the State Department can see, has there 
a change in the policy of the Syrian Government regarding 


terrorism and its support of it? 


a when General Walters' trip was announced, we 


talked about it then -- of various steps that the Syrian 
Government had taken in relationship to the Abu Nidal 
organization, and various steps that were taken. But I think 
it was clear then, as it should be clear now, that we've not 
established benchmarks or various actions that have to be 
taken. There's no score card We're considering what are the 
appropriate steps in this relationship, but I'm just not 
prepared to go any further than that 


Q Phyllis, you spoke in general terms about the 
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steps toward the Abu Nidal organization. The step we're all 
aware of is closing down his headquarters. Can you tell us, 
does Abu Nidal and his people operate -- do Abu Nidal and his 
people operate in Syrian-controlled territory in Lebanon? And 
do they operate with a license of the Syrians? . 


a I just can't help you with that question. 

Q Do you know? 

2 I said I couldn't help you with that question. 

Q Well, can you not help me because it's touchy, or 


can you not help me because the State Department doesn't know? 


: I'm just not prepared to discuss that question 
today. 


Q All right And can you tell me today, 24 hours 
after yesterday, a little more, or tell us a little more about 
what are you thanking the Syrians for? You didn't have much 
that you knew yesterday about the release or maybe the escape, 
or whatever, but you did thank Syria You made a big point of 
that repeatedly all over this Administration. 


So, today, can you tell us if the Syrians -- Jim had 
in his question -- I don't know if it's a fact -- I don't know 
that you're saying that Syria helped get him released Are you? 


‘ I think the statement was clear. It spoke for 
itself We talked about the efforts of the Syrians We also 
said that we were waiting to gather more information. Wwe 
talked about a team that has been sent to London to talk with 
Mr. Glass. That team did leave last night. They've arrived 
today we expect to meet with Mr. Glass sometime today, but 
until those discussions are over and until we've had a further 
chance to evaluate all of the information, we just are not 
prepared to make any statements or be more specific 


Q Phyllis, ABC yesterday said that an American 
official told them that you will send the American Ambassador 
to Damascus next month. Do you deny this report? 


2 I just don't have anything on it 
Q Today. a Syrian associate of President Assad -- 
I'm not sure whether he's a government official or not -- said 


in Paris today that he had given the U.S. Government advance 
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word that Glass was about to be released. Do you have any 
comment on that? Did you all have any advance word from Syria 
that this was imminent? 


a I really don't have anything on this This was 
in Paris? 

Q Yeah. 

~ No, I just have nothing on it. 

Q Mrs. Oakley, for awhile there was sort of an 


impression that the United States Government was concerned 
about Mr. Glass, in particular. That's why the contacts with 
Syria were so intense 


Now, do you believe the Syrians are still the main 
player, the chief player in the hostage affair in Lebanon? 


a) I'm not talking about -- and nor will I discuss 
or offer -- any comments on the Syrian question as to who is 
responsible, what were the reasons why he was released. 


But I do want to make one point very clear that you 
brought up in the first part of your question, one that we were 
more interested in one hostage over the other I want to state 
very clearly for the record that we are not interested in one 
hostage more than the others We have reiterated our concern 
for the remaining eight Americans who remain in hands and the 
other hostages that are held in Lebanon We repeat our call 
for their immediate release 


Q Phyllis, many of us know Glass, of course He is 
a very accurate reporter, and the account that he has given of 
his escape is so compelling and unplanned. and it showed great 
courage on his part and enterprise I think it's insulting to 
suqagest that Syria had a role in his escape, and it's pandering 
to these people who keep this guy chained up for months I 
mean, he got out on his own, it seems to me, and to suggest 
that they assisted him, it's incredible. [It doesn't maxe sense 
when you compare it to what his account is 


a I think we discussed this question somewhat 
yesterday, whether it was a release, escape, or efforts or 
things like that. And at that point -- yesterday I think I 


tried to make the point that we felt such evaluations were 
premature I don't have any further information. 
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Q It's no longer premature. We now have his 
definitive account. 


2) That he has given to television, that's right. 
But we do have a team that will be meeting with him today, and 
what I'm saying is -- 


Q Do you think they'll find something different? 


Q We could wait for the book. (Laughter) Don't 
you Quys know? We watch television. 


- Yes, sure. But what I'm saying, that's one part 
of the report, but we do have a team that is meeting with him. 
They're going to be discussing various aspects. I don't think 
it's really appropriate for me -- until all these things have 
come out -- to offer any sort of evaluation or judgment on it, 
and I'm just not going to do it. 


Q Phyllis, while we're talking about what may be 
appropriate, I know you don't want to be specific, but is Syria 
due some gesture or some reward from the United States for what 
you call its “role?" 


Is there something that the U.S. will now feel obliged 
to do for Syria? Is this the way the game is going to be 
played? 


= I don't want to even acknowledge that there is a 
game . 


Q Well, call it whatever you want Is there a quid 
pro quo for this? 


= Nor do I want to leave any indication that there 
are quid pro guos or reactions, or things like that. What I['ve 
tried to say is that we are examining many things, that we take 
our relationship with Syria seriously. We've been looking at 
it. We sent General Walters. But I really don't have anything 
more specific on the U.S.-Syrian relation now. 





Q Do you know if General Walters called President 
Assad on his own, or was that a decision made by the Secretary 
of State? 


- I can't help you. 














Wednesday, 8/19/87 


Q You can't tell us if the Secretary of State 
ordered the Ambassador to call the President of Syria? 

4 I can't help you with that. 

Q Can I just follow up briefly on Matt's question? 


Mr. Adam, the Syrian gentlemen in Paris, not only said that he 
had told American officials that Glass was due to be released, 
but he also said other releases would be forthcoming as well. 
Do you know anything about that? 


A I don't know anything about that. 


Q There are reports from Beirut that the Syrians 
might be preparing operations against the southern suburbs in 
Beirut. Are these the kinds of steps that the United States 
wants Syria to do in order to change your policy towards Syria? 


2 i'm not aware of those reports. And once again, 
I'm not going to get into specific requirements ina 
relationship like that. We just don't discuss things like that 
ever publicly. 


--MORE-- 
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Q In your remarks on the eight remaining hostages, 
you said that the United States would like to see their 
immediate release. You did not say, as you usually do, their 
unconditional release. 


A Well, excuse me. I was doing that from memory. 
[I would certainly not leave out “unconditional." 


Q So there is no deal in the works. 


A No. No deal and any suggestion of a deal is 
sheer nonsense. 


Q About Iran's role in releasing Mr. Glass, are you 
still saying that [ran didn't play any role? Can you confirm 
the reports that iran played a role in -- 


A [ will stick with our position that we're not 
evaluating the roles of various countries in this. There are 
lots of rumors and speculation, but at this point I'm just not 
in a position to comment in any way on the roles of the 
countries. 


Q Has Judge Sofaer been reached by the Department 
to try to get his comment on this newsletter report from 
yesterday? 


fe) The last time I checked, the Judge was still at 
sea and we had not been able to contact him. But we're still 
trying. 


Have you received the letter from 52 Congressmen 
about the Mojahedin of Iran -- the opposition to recognizing 
them as not terrorists -- as the official opposition? 


A The Secretary has received a letter from various 
Members of Congress asking for a review of U.S. policy towards 
Iran and U.S. support for the Peoples Mojahedin -- the PMOI 
group. An answer is presently being prepared to that letter. 


Q You mean you want to consider their status as 
non-terrorist, or what? 


a Well, let me just make a general comment about 
that -- that there are many I[ranian groups which are opposed to 
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the present government in [ran, some actively so like the 
Mojahedin organization of [ran and others which are passive in 
their opposition. 


While we deplore the excesses and harsh reaction of 
the Khomeini regime to political opposition, we do not condone 
the use of terror and violence in turn by opposition groups. 


Q I need to go back to the same question of my 
colleague here. 


You mean you don't have any red lines for the Syrians 
to cross in attacking the southern suburbs? 


4 I think that choice of words is perhaps not very 
clear here, but -- 


I just need to he cleur about this. You don't 
have any inhibitions about the Syrians going on with military 


power to just try and get the hostages out -- are you putting 
the priority -- the safety of the hostages as high priority? 
a In our relationships with any country, there are 


many factors that must be considered. And some of these 
factors, perhaps through the years, vary in importance. 


The point that we are trying to make is that the 
weight of all factors taken together last fall made us take 
certain steps in regard to Syria. 


These relationships with any country are constantly 
changing. We constantly have them under advisement. But we 
are not going to comment specifically ever about specific steps 
countries must take. Whether they've achieved those, these are 
private diplomatic matters. We try and make as much 
information available as possible. But we are simply not going 
to be specific on red lines, guidelines, specifics, what-not, 
in our relations with countries. 


Q For the record, back to the other eight hostages, 
can you just give us for the record an update of what your 
understanding is of their status -- where they might be being 


held -- are they in Lebanon, outside, and who's in control? 
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A We have spoken generally about the eight 
hostages. There are lists available of when they were taken, 
what groups have claimed responsibility. But beyond that, of 
possibilities of where they might be, various things, gets into 
intelligence questions and I really can't help with that. 


Q Yesterday there was an apparent attack by two 
Iranian fast patrol boats out in the Gulf of Oman. In the past 
from this podium you've acknowledged an Iranian right to ask to 
board and search ships in the area. Do you acknowledge that 
they had the right to do that in this case, and what do you 
think of what they did? 


A Let me just back up a little bit on that. 


Yesterday a Liberian-flag tanker, the Osco Sierra, was 
fired upon by Iranian boats in the Strait of Hormuz. I 
understand that some of the information said that this happened 
in the Gulf of Oman, but our latest information indicates that 
it did happen in the Strait. 





Preliminary reports indicate that the ship was 
attacked when it did not heed [ranian warnings to stop for a 
search. To our knowledge, no injuries have been reported. 


Now, under international law, the answer to the 
question of whether a belligerent has a right to board a ship 
that does not stop and has the right to fire ona ship that 
does not stop depends upon the particular facts of the 
situation -- that that gets to be a point where you really have 
to have more information than we have right now. We're 
attempting to gather that information. 


Q Do you have any reports that the Guadalcanal has 
been subjected to an attack? 


i) No, T don't. 


Q Can you confirm that this American missionary was 
released by the RENAMO guerrillas and, if that is the case, 
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does that change the evaluation of that group? 


a According to our Embassy in Malawi, American 
citizen Kindra Bryan and six other foreigners were released by 
RENAMO at about 2 o'clock Tuesday afternoon, local time, at the 
border between Malawi and Mozambique, near Nsanje. They're all 
in good physical condition and are now in the capital of Malawi. 


Q How do you evaluate RENAMO at this point? 


I don't think our evaluation of RENAMO is 
specifically changed. We're pleased that the kidnapped victims 
are safe and that their long ordeal is over. We appreciate the 
efforts of the ICRC and the governments concerned, including 
the Government of Mozambique, to work for the release of the 
people that were abducted. 


Q What other governments were involved? 
2) Well, certainly the Government of Malawi was 
helpful and the Government of Mozambique -- others that perhaps 


could have assisted. 
Q Was South Africa involved at all? 
i) Not to my knowledge, certainly. 


Q Have there been any further meetings beyond the 
one that Senator Heims had urged the U.S. State Department to 
hold awhile back? 


” Not that I'm aware of. 
Q New subject, if it's all right? 


On the Hess matter, do you have anything in the note 
he left? Will a text be released here or in Berlin? Can you 
follow up? 


“ I can confirm that Rudolph Hess did leave a short 
note, clearly indicating that he intended to take his own 
life. The contents of the note have been passed to Hess' son. 
The results of the autopsy completed in Berlin on August 19th 
-- today -- reveal that Hess died of asphyxiation. And I have 
no further comments on the note or the autopsy. 
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Q O.K. One follow-up, and that is, is there any 
sort of inquiry into the conduct of the guards in the case of 
possible negligence or -- 


4 Not that I'm aware of, but let me check and see 
if there is any follow-up inquiry into that. 


Q Just for the record, we can assume that there was 
a comparison of handwriting on the note with his handwriting? 
Was all of that investigated? 


a I can't help you with that. [t's my 
understanding that they found the note in his pocket. You 
know, whether an investigation of handwriting is needed seems 
rather unlikely. 


Q Can you make a copy of that RENAMO, the initial 
guidance, available on the release? [t's just the spellings on 
there. 

a) Sure. Well, we'll help you with that. 


Q Do you have any comment on Shamir's visit to 
Romania and his talks with Ceausescu? 


a No -- 

Q -- he described it as friendly. 

“ I don't have any comment on that. 

Q Have you anything new to tell us about the peace 


proposal from Angola, the latest -- 


“ I don't have anything further than beyond what we 
had said -- that, as [I remember, that we had noted that we had 
received it and we're studying it. I'll just have to see if we 
do have any further reaction on that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the latest U.S. 
escorted convoy in the Gulf? 
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4 No. I would refer you to the Defense Department 
for any deteéils about that convoy. 


Q Do you have a determination yet on what you're 
going to decide to call whatever happened in Guatemala City on 
August the 7th? 


4 We are calling it an “agreement." 

Q Let me write it, so [I can report it. 

a And we are basing this on the fact that we have 
chosen to call it what the people that signed it called it, and 
they are calling it an “agreement." All right? 

Q Fair enough. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 














QUESTION TAKEN DURING DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 8/19/87: 


TAKEN QUESTION August 19, 1987 


DEATH OF RUDOLF HESS 





Q: Has there been an investigation into the behavior of Hess’ 

warder? 

A: -- ALLIED PRISON AUTHORITIES IN BERLIN ARE CURRENTLY 
CONDUCTING AN INTERNAL EXAMINATION OF THE CIRCUMSTANCES 
SURROUNDING RUDOLF HESS’ DEATH. THIS EXAMINTION HAS 
INCLUDED INTERVIEWS WITH ALL PERSONNEL PRESENT AT THE 


PRISON ON AUGUST 17. 


Q: Was a handwriting analysis done of the note found with Hess? 
A: -- WE HAVE NO REASON TO DOUBT THAT THE NOTE WAS WRITTEN BY 


HESS. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #145 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 20, 1987, 12:26 P.™ 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 


Before beginning with questions, 1 have two announcements 

First of all, I would like to introduce Ms. Danielle Montgomery 
who joined our permanent staff last Monday as an Information 
Assistant Danielle is a recent graduate of the University of 
Virginia where she majored in French literature and philosophy 
she is no stranger to the Department of State She was born in 
Mexico City where her father was assigned as a Foreign Service 
Officer She's lived in Thailand for seven years In 

acdcition, she's also worked here at the State Department for 
the past four summers Her major interects are reading, tennis 
and graphic design We're pleased to have her with us and know 
that you will make her feel welcome (Applause) 


As the second brief announcement before we begin, I 
would like to clear up any misunderstanding that may have been 
created by a story reporting that Secretary Shultz approved 
going to South africa for aid to the contras This report is 
false The unclassified chronology released by the staff of 
the Iran-Contra Committee, at the time of the Secretary's 
testimony, clearly shows the Secretary's opposition in April of 
1984 to the idea of going to other countries for assistance to 
the contras 


Now I'll be happy -- 


Q Can I ask you a question about it? 
~ Yes 
Q Is this possibly, do you think, a carryover in 


the apparent disagreement between the Secretary and the CIA 
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Director, or the late CIA Director, which ame very apparent 
in the hearings? In other words, is he ; victim of a 
Cila-type -- 


- I'm not going to talk about characterizations of 
victims, or what not 


Q Well, leave out the word “victim,” but I mean is 
this part of the competition that goes on? 


sa Nor am I going to describe it as competition 
What I'm trying to get out are the facts, and I think this was 
clearly stated in the chronology that the Secretary opposed 
this As I understand it, the chronology referred to countries 
by numbers but it is available to the press 


Q I'm a little confused You say the Secretary 
opposed, whenever it was, in 1984 of going to other countries 
for help for the contras. Yet, we've got country “B" or 
whatever it was -- Brunei -- and the $10 million which he 
approved which was aid for the contras, ina sense 

- But that was in a different timeframe, and I 
think -—- 


Q Were you specifically talking about that 
particular time? 


- That timeframe, in April of 1984 
Q Was the Secretary ever briefed about people or 
anyone else in any other department going to South Africa for 


assistance for the Contras? 


- This gets into details of private conversations 
that I just can't help you with today 


Q Well, maybe just this minor procedural question 
When such things have come up in the course of the hearings, he 


Ki 


has said, “I've had to search my files So what you're tell 
us today, is that based on his going back and reviewing the 
record, or -- 


A Well, certainly, we know that this was part of 
his preparation But what I'm really talking about today is 
the unclassified chronology that was published by the staff, 
and it clearly spells out his opposition to countries The 
names were deleted, so I would refer you back to that 
chronology 
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~ You're saying that any memo that says that he 
approved it is just faise. or a lie? 


- We've not seen those memos that were reported 
We're in the process of checking on those things What we're 
getting on the record, clearly. is the Secretary's opposition 
to this idea in the timeframe of April 1964 


Q There was a cabB.e that said SecState nas 
approved You're saying you haven't seen -- you're denying 
that that's the case’ 


m not denying We're trying to look for those 
cables and t them They weren't ours 
commenting What I'm putting on the 


Q ll, you're denying that he approved it, so I 
assume you ce that cable says he approved it, that 
you're saying t! ] is an error? 


- Well, you're making several leaps What I'm 
saying is we're not going to give a categoric denial until 
we've seen a copy of the cables 

Q One more on that, Phyllis s | understard what 
you re saying in 1984 he wast opposed -- e Secretary of State 


-_ 


> 
was opposed -- to soliciting funds from third countries for the 
Contras but he was not in 1986 What was the difference 
between those two periods? 


- There's a lot of difference in policies that have 
emerged But [I think the Secretary covered that in those days 
of testimony, his thinking, and various things like that, and 
I'm just not prepared to comment on the aspects of changes of 
thinking I'm trying to set the record straight for that one 
period 


Q Are you finished?’ 

A Yes Are you’ 

Q I am, yeah Have you seen the remarks By speaker 
Rafsanjani, in talking about Iran possibly using its influence 
to have more American hostages in Lebanon freed, and do you 


have any comment? 


= Our response to Mr. Rafsanjani is no deals No 
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release of the military equipment, no pressure on Israel to 
release prisoners, no pressure on Kuwait to release prisoners 


Let me restate clearly, again, what our policy is: 
The United States will not make concessions to terrorists nor 
will we ask other countries to do so Making concessions only 
encourages additional acts of terrorism 


We would like to note that Mr. Rafsanjani's remarks 
confirm what we have said all along: Iran has a great deal of 
influence over those holding the hostages in Lebanon. Iran 
should use this influence to secure the immediate and 
unconditional release of the hostages held in Lebanon, all of 
whom are innocent victims of terrorism 


Q Do you have any --— have you communicated with the 
Iranians about this exact topic and about the arms which they 
are asking to be released? 


A We feel confident that the Iranians are aware of 
our position on these issues, or should be 


Q Phyllis, I want to ask you, it's almost a 
Quibble, but [I'd like to ask you anyhow You ended that 
Statement by saying “Iran should use its influence." Well, 


what if Iran is, indeed, the party holding the hostages? I 
mean, by saying that you seem to rule out that it's Iran, 
indeed, which is holding the eight Americans 


fe) Well, I think -- 
Q To say they should use their influence sounds 
like somebody else [I don't know who that somebody else would 


be I thought the feeling is that they're either Revolutionary 
Guards or Hizballah, ano that is Iran 


- What our position has always been, knowing the 
complexities of the situation in Lebanon in the growth of lots 
of groups, that Iran should use its influence We just feel 
that by the statements that were made, this influence was 
confirmed We once again call upon them to use it to release 
these innocent victims 


Q Phyllis, you've said before that while the United 
States will not make deals for the release of hostages, it was 
willing to talk to anybody who might be able to effect their 
release Are you thinking that now is the time in the 
post-Glass freedom that it's now time to talk to Iran again 
about this problem? 
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a No, I don't think there's any inclination. I 
think that would be ~iscreading our position on it. We have 
said before that talxing is an acceptable avenue if it deals 
with humanitarian aspects or arrangements for the release of 
people, and [ think that that distinction should be clearly 
kept in mind 


What we're talking about here is no deals, no 
concessions, and we simply want to reiterate that as our policy. 


Q Phyllis, in that same interview, Rafsanjani told 
us that Iran did not play any part in Glass' getting out. 
Syria has told the White House that they did not have any part 
in Glass' getting out. Do you have any evidence now to 
contradict Glass' belief that he escaped? 





Aa [ really don't have anything further on this 
question of release-escape. We've seen conflicting reports of 
some groups claiming that they had done it. fhere were some 
claims by various people, other disclaimers. We simply aren't 
Forming a judgment, and ['m just not prepared to give an 
evaluation on what actually happened 


Q Just to follow up. Any readout from the team 
meeting with Glass? 


4 The team, led by Ambassador Newlin, did meet with 
Mr. Glass in London yesterday and again today The team is 
expected to return to Washington shortly, and I just don't have 
anything further on their efforts 


Q Phyllis, have there been any direct U.S. talks 
with Iran in the last week or two? 


a) Certainly not to my knowledge And let me just 
repeat that in reference to a question that was asked several 
days ago about whether the Legal Advisor, Mr. Sofaer, had had 
any contact with Iranians, he did emerge from sea and we were 
able to talk to him. He confirmed that he had never spoken to 
anybody about any of those subjects, and he said that the story 
was ridiculous. 


Q He'd never spoken to anybody about any of those 
subjects? 


a Any Iranians about this report -- that he had met 
with them about the possibilities of making a deal. 
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Q So he hadn't met with any I[ranians? 
= That's correct. 


Q Are we now holding Iran responsible for the 
safety of the hostages now that we know that they have 
influence; they've admitted influence? 


fs) I don't think that you should read the term 
"influence" to control I think that we, again, in part to 
Barry's question, talked about the conditions in Lebanon. 
Various groups have claimed responsibility Other people have 
assumed that various groups have responsibility. But [ think 
going from influence to control is a very different thing, and 
we're not talking about that 


Q Phyllis, after the letter that was sent to the 
Secretary by 44 legislators, asking for an opening with Iran 
after Khomeini, do you anticipate or expect that the Secretary 
will welcome the idea of having a bilateral or multilateral 
commission over the -- 





a) I don't have anything further to say on that 
subject beyond what we said yesterday We said there that we 
had received the letter and an answer was being prepared, and 


I'm not going to speculate on what that answer might be 


Q Will the Secretary make the answer public? 
“ I just have no way of knowing 
Q Would the influence that Rafsanjani says he has 
in Iran, can you comment on any related influence Syria has in 
Lebanon, and what that has to do with Eagleton's return at this 
time? 
No I just don't have any comment on that 
Can you confirm Eagleton's return to Syria? 
A I can't help you with that 
Q Why are you refusing to confirm publicly that 
Eagleton is going back to Syria? Why upstairs they are 


confirming it -- [ mean, why? 


A I just can't help you 
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Q Phyllis, I was a little bit confused by something 
you said a Minute ago. You said, “We aren't forming a 
judgment.“ And it seemed to be in a context of any Syrian role 
in getting Glass free, and this -- 


” No. 
Q Excuse me Go ahead, please 


” I m sorry [ interrupted. Why don't you finish 
your question. 


Q If I did understand that, then I don't understand 
how this jives with your stating from this podium the other day 
that you welcomed Syria's role and the fact that Ambassador 
Walters called Assad on Tuesday to thank him for Syria's help 
in getting Glass free and asked him to do more along this thing 
to get the other 23 hostages out? 


“ Let me just say that I think the statement was 
that we were thanking Syria for its efforts on behalf of Glass 
This doesn't mean that we have formed an evaluation that it was 
those efforts that were responsible. [ think I said that it 
was premature What I hope I conveyed over here was the fact 
that we're not forming a judgment on whether it was a release, 
whether he escaped; that it's premature We're looking at all 
the aspects. Probably we'll never be able to form an absolute 
firm, or a confirmation on what actually happened So I don't 
think that there is any discrepancy 


Q But your gratitude is on the record And if the 
Syrians are correct, General Walters did call Assad. Do you 
have some new expectation of Syrian help that you didn't have 
until now? 


a) I think that it was clear that we thanked Syria, 
in general, for its efforts on behalf of Glass without forming 
any evaluation of whether those were specifically responsible 
for Glass' release 


I think all of us feel, certainly, that with the 
release of one hostage held in Lebanon, we recall the pain and 
agony of the other hostages and their families I think we al] 

- Americans, government officials, everyone -- simply is 
renewing their call for all countries, all organizations, all 
people, who would have any influence, to release these people 
immediately 
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Q Well, [I'm trying to think of the -- one of them 
was a milkman in Omaha, say -- I mean you won't talk to Iran; 
Iran's on the terrorist list. You will talk to Syria -- you 
thank them publicly, even before you know if they did anything 
-- and the Ambassador goes to Damascus to see the President of 
Syria 


Why don't you take the same approach -- and you're 
sending Eagleton back Why not take the same approach with 
Iran, if the purpose is to get the hostages out? Why don't you 
improve your conversations with [Iran if your main aim is to get 
the hostages out? 


Now, we've been told that that wasn't your main aim in 
selling arms to [ran. But if your main aim now is to get the 
hostages out, why not have a dialogue with the Iranians too? 


A Barry, that question -- 


Q What's so -- it's comparable Il mean it's so 
illogical 


- But out of all that, what's your question? 


Q You're dealing with Syria, which is on the 
terrorist list, because you want the hostages out. Why don't 


you deal with I[ran, which is also on the terrorist list, to get 
the hostages out? How do you distinguish between the two 
countries? 


- I think that the Secretary has made very clear, 
early on in testimony and public statements that he has given, 
what our policy is on contacts with Iran I really don't have 
anything further on that. 


Q But you had a policy of no high contacts with 
Iran -- with Syria. And that policy lasted seven months 


“ No, wait a minute. 
Q So [ don't know what your policy -- you know. 
I think you're a little confused, Barry. 
Maybe 
We have always maintained diplomatic relations -- 


That's true. 
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-- with Syria. 
Q But you prohibited -- 
a Wwe -- 


Q -- high-level contact with Syria because you said 
you had a book this thick (indicating with hands) with examples 
of Syrian support for terrorism And most of that is out the 
window now because you've thanked them, you've sent Walters 
there, you're sending Eagleton back; and I'm simply wondering 
-- the folks back home might want to know -- why don't you use 
the same approach with Iran, if you're objective is to try to 
get the hostages out? 


= That question has so many built-in assumptions 
and things. What [ would like to do is simply to repeat again 
that we have always had diplomatic relations with Syria we 
removed our Ambassador because of the Syrian attitude toward 
the use of terrorism 


And I think that these are two subjects certainly 
related but that there is a difference between simply focusing 
on hostages and the general question of terrorism, that we have 
maintained a working relationship with Syria Certain 
sanctions, actions, were imposed Those remain 


When General Walters went, we spoke of that mission as 
his effort to see if we could broaden our dialogue with Syria 


We have seen some positive steps We're looking at 
it But I don't think you should assume from all this that 
there has been a major change Syria remains on the terrorist 
list. Sanctions announced last November remain in effect 


Q Just one quick question You said you see some 
positive steps Is Syria's behavior on terrorism -- has it 
improved? Is that what you're saying about “positive steps"? 

We have talked about this -- 
Abu Nidal. 

” -- again and about the Abu Nidal offices in 
Damascus that were closed We have been in discussion with 
them in general about the subject of terrorism 


Q To follow up, one of those things -- 
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fe) Wait a minute. I can't 


Q You talked of the Syrians Since you talked 
about the inrluence of the [Iranians on the kidnappers, how much 
when you compare them together? Can you give us a percentage? 


A No, [ can't help you with a percentage or a 
comparison; no I'm -- 


Do you think there are any inference here -- 
influence -- on the kidnappers? Do you think any? 


fe) What? 

Q Do you think there's any? 

9) I'm just not prepared to go into aspects of 
influence -- of what country has more or less We know Iran 
has admitted influence We're calling upon them to use that 
influence to release the hostages in Lebanon 

Yes 

Q One of those sanctions -- I don't want to 
nitpick, but one of those sanctions imposed in November was a 
ban on high-level visits That's been lifted, as far as I can 
tell General Walters made a high-level visit, so -- 

A Yes, and that -- 

Q is that correct? 

2) was explained at the time -- 

Q a one-shot deal 


“ as a one-shot deal, yes 


But to say they all remain in effect -- I don't 
know Well -- 


“ Yes. 


Q Do you have any status report about what's going 
on in the Gulf today? 


A No, I don't have anything further on the action 
in the Gulf, and I'd refer you to the Pentagon for that 
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Q Any reaction to this Congressional demand that 
you report under the War Powers Act about the Persian Gulf? 
Apparently they're talking about going to court to get that 
accomplished. 


a I had seen some reports on that sometime ago, but 
I just don't have any status report on what the action is and 
that would be a judicial matter. 


Q But is it still your intention not to report 
under the War Powers Acts? 


4 That's correct. 

Yes. 

Q Could you also at one time -- very soon, possibly 
~- give the chronology of Syria's assistance in releasing Mr. 
Glass, or assisting the release of Mr. Glass? 

A It's not our normal practice to release 
chronologies. I think it would be unrealistic for you to 
expect the release of one like that. 


Yes. 


Q On the Persian Gulf, have you seen the reports 
that the British appear to have reversed their previous 
position and are now actively soliciting help and are prepared 
to send minesweepers? 


a As we have stressed many times before, we support 
all efforts to protect Freedom of navigation in the Persian 
Gulf and to bring an end to the Iran-Iraq war. We fully 
support United Kingdom participation in the Gulf minesweeping 
operation, and we applaud British efforts to enlist the 
cooperation of other allies. 


Q And have the British given you any explanation 
for why they have switched? 


4 I'm just not aware of any reasons that they've 
given. I think that they've looked at their interests and have 
decided that perhaps it's in their interest to make a more 
active effort. But I[ can't give you a detailed rundown on 
specific reasons. 


Q And have the French signed up as well? 


A [ think that there have been reports of 
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increasing their naval presence in the area as well, but I 
don't have any specifics on that. 


Q And anybody else? 

4 Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Phyllis -- 

A Yes 


Q -- are you coordinating with Britain and the 
Western allies -- your next step, really -- to improving the 
relations with Syria? 


If you don't want to admit that the Ambassador is 
going back, are you at the present time coordinating with 
England about this? 


a Well, we coordinate with our close allies on most 
subjects. Certainly, terrorism and how to fight it has been a 
major element in our recent discussions with our allies; so I 
wouldn't assume that there was anything new. I think that our 
coordination and discussions with them are part of a pattern 
that has existed over the last several years. 


Q There are reports that Korean war vintage 
minesweepers are going to be sent to the Persian Gulf. But 
apparently they do not have a full crew; they're normally 
manned by a Navy Reservist, at least partially. Is there any 
thought to calling up the Reserves to man these minesweepers? 


“ I just don't have a clue on that. And, again, on 
any question like that I would refer you to the Pentagon 


Yes 

Q Phyllis, a new subject, if I may? 

A Are we through with the Gulf? 

Wait a minute Let me get one back there. 

Q To be clear on the attack yesterday, the Osco 
Sierra -- the Liberian-registered ship in the Strait -- you 


said you were going to get more information about how it 
happened and who did it So -- 
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a I know I did. I simply don't have any new 
information today, but let me check for tomorrow. 


Yes. 

Q One more I want to try and understand concerning 
Ambassador Eagleton. Is he, in fact, going back to Syria in 
September? 

o I simply can't help you with that question. 

Q One more on Iran. 

“ Yes. 

Q There's a report that the Government of Iran sent 
minesweepers, and a story in The Washington Post -- or I 


believe it's The Washington Post -- showing how active the 
[Iranian minesweepers are. Do you have any comment on that? 








A No, I don't have any comment on that. 
+ Did you have anything -- 
“ Yes. 


~~ yes, thank you -- do you have anything fresh 


Q 
on the bilateral situation wits Panama as it pertains to aid, 
or aid relationship? 


A [I don't have any update. 
Q That's all right. 
a [ don't think the situation has changed. 
There are reports that the U.S. is trying to set 
up a summit with the Western allies on disarmament. Do you 


have any comment on that? 


a I realize that there have been reports about a 
possible summit, but there is no such summit meeting planned. 


Q And why is that? The reports didn't say a summit 
was being planned. The reports said that the United States 
was sounding out its allies -- the NATO allies, plus Japan -- 
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on the possibility of holding a summit, such a summit. Are you 
saying that nobody was interested enough to put it together or 
that there were never any soundings in the first place? 


A I'm just saying that there is no summit meeting 
planned. 


Well. are you discussing it? 
I just can't help you with that. 
Aha! (Laughter. ) 


You can compare that -- put it in the Eagleton 
category. (Laughter. ) 


Q Do you have any comment about American reporters 
putting themselves in [Iranian hands -- in effect, to go out and 
observe what's going on in the Gulf? 

4 No, [I don't have any -- 

Q You don't -- 

fe) -— report on that. 


Q -- warn against that or anything. 


A Well, I just haven't seen those reports, and [I'm 
just not prepared to offer anything on that 


Q Do you have a reaction, concern, or comment on 
the continued seige of the Palestinian refugee camps in Lebanon? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Shamir in Romania? 
4 What? 
Shamir in Romania -- do you have anything on that? 


No, I don't -- 
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He's still there? 
-- have anything on that 


Q Do you have anything on the fighting in Chad and 
a new offensive of -- 


a No, I really don't have any information on the 
fighting in Chad 


Q Do you have anything on the report that Laos has 
agreed to account for three American MIAs? 


+ His question dealt with a report that the Lao 
have agreed to provide information to three so-called 
cGiscrepancy cases 


As our previous statements on the Childress delegation 
indicated, we are encouraged by Lao agreement to resume 
cooperation on the POW/MIA issue and we look forward to Lao 
implementation 


With respect to the three discrepancy cases noted in 
the press report, the Lao had previously agreed to provide us 
with information on the fates of the three Americans involved 
This has been a fairly longstanding commitment by the Lao which 
they reiterated during the meetings last week in Vientiane 
But, as we have noted, we await actual implementation of the 
agreement to resume cooperation on all aspects of the POW/MIA 
issue, including the three discrepancy cases 


Q On that subject, Phyllis, you said the other day 
there is no direct link between Lao help on the MIA issue and 
U.S. aid -- or, as they call it, humanitarian issues -- but 
there does appear to be a strong indirect link In the 
statement that they put out they said that while they do agree 
to help, they also say the United States has agreed to help ir 
what they call -- the Lao call -- “humanitarian questions on 
their side,“ which is to say aid 


Would you dispute that there is that indirect link? 


a Let me just say that I'll stick by our statement 
that we don't see any direct linkage 
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Q Is there a indirect link though? 
A I'm just not prepared to go into the. you know 
intricacies of that. We stick by our statement that we see no 


Girect link between these two issues 


. Do you see anything positive at allin Mr 
Rafsanjani's remarks this morning? 


~ I think that I have made our position very clear 
on Mr. Rafsanjani's remarks, and I don't have anything further 
to say 


Q Well, the fact that he was even talking about the 
possibility of some sort of deal in which the hostages would be 
released -- that is not in any way encouraging? 

- I'm just not prepared to comment in the sense of 
an evaluation 

Q O.K., thank you 

Excuse me, sorry 

Q Just one bilateral question 


Australia has repeatedly warned Secretary Shultz that 


American action to disrupt trade with Australia could threaten 
Australia's defense capability and the whole strategic position 
of the region Given that there's a very bic beef dispute at 


the moment, is the State Department looking at the wider 
implications of that? 


- I'm sorry, I just can't help you with that story 
today 


(Press briefing concluded at 12.49 p.m 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
have two announcements The first on Czechoslovakia: 19th 
Anniversary of the Soviet Invasion Nineteen years ago today, 
the people of Czechoslovakia saw their country's experiment in 
political liberalization brutally crushed under an invasion by 
the Soviet Union and most other Warsaw Pact nations. Some of 
those very countries, which forcibly halted the 1968 exercise 
in pluralism, now announce their openness to domestic reforms. 
Such actions, even if matched by the more important reforms in 
international conduct, cannot repay the Czechs and Slovaks for 
nearly two decades of repression and stagnation imposed upon 
them 


The second announcement has to do with -- 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

Qa Yes, certainly 

Q Did you do this last year, by the way? 

= I wasn't here last year 

Q Because there's nothing round about 19? 

- No 

Q Every year 

Q I have a question on this first statement It's 
a real serious question [Is there anything behind saying the 


Czechs and the Slovaks? You are dividing the two into two 
peoples 
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= I wouldn't read anything into that. I think that 
is just normal -- 


Q But you didn't mention the Slovines 


a -- terminology. But if there is a political 
message, I will check and get back to you (Laughter) 


The second is the forgery appearing in an Indian 
newspaper called the Blitz. A forged letter purportedly 
written by former CIA Director Casey to the President of the 
Heritage Foundation surfaced in the August 1 edition of the 
pro-Moscow Indian publication, Blitz. This forgery is designed 
to fuel suspicion among Indian government officials and the 
public that the United States is interested in destabilizing 
India This is false -- totally. 


The United States Government is concerned that such 
forgeries are increasingly being used in an attempt to 
manipulate foreign public opinion. We are providing a copy of 
the forgery as well as a chronology of events which demonstrate 
the negative impact these forgeries have on foreign relations. 


Q That's it? 
A That's it. 
Q When do we get the copies? 


2) They're available in the Press Room. Perhaps 
someone could bring some of those in before the end of the 
briefing so we'll have them available 


Q Phyllis, what do you think happened -- what do 
you think is the result of the Foreign Ministers meeting in El 
Salvador? 


- Let me just say that in this process of trying to 
achieve peace and democratization in Central America, we're not 
going to be giving running evaluations on every meeting, what's 
going on. We've described it as a process. There is a lot of 
activity. 


We do believe that continued movement toward peace 
exemplified by the meeting of the five Foreign Ministers in San 
Salvador August 19 and 20 is positive The Foreign Ministers 
have a key role in the implementation of the Guatemala 
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Agreement. This was the firs* step in setting up the Executive 
Commission and working commissions which are essential to this 
process. We will be watching closely to see that all of the 
provisions, especially those related to democratization, are 
implemented fully and fairly. 


The government of Honduras has begun to express 
publicly its doubts about the Guatemala Agreement, saying that 
it's full of ambiguities and perhaps fatally so Have you seen 
those, and do you disagree? 


a We have seen a few remarks reported in the 
press. Usually on this, we rely on our diplomatic contacts 
with the governments, and I'm certainly not prepared to offer 
any evaluation on those statements. 


Q Phyllis, another subject. 


Q Same subject. President Duarte said -- offered 
some kind of deal yesterday under which he said that if the 
Sandinistas prove that they would stop supplying leftist 
guerrillas fighting the Salvador government, he was willing to 
ask President Reagan to stop supporting the Contras. Have you 
got any thoughts on that? 


Aa No, I really don't have anything on those remarks. 

Q Phyllis, some of the things the Hondurans are 
saying seem to parallel what was being said here about the 
agreement. Can you in any way -- do you agree with that, or 


can you characterize that in any way? 


s I just said that [I'm really not in a position to 
comment on those remarks that have been reported in the press 


Q Phyllis, now that you've had sometime to -- the 
State Department has had some time to digest what Mr. Glass 
told Ambassador Newlin and his people, can you tell us now 
anything more about how we got out, and what role, if any, 
Syria played in his getting out? 


a No, I really don't have anything further on 
that. I am not sure that the team has retur: 7d I think that 
we have -- we will certainly try to be as “«), coming as we can 
on that when we're ready, but [I'm just not in gsition now. 

Q I hope you don't mind, I'll be asking everyday 


And you don't need Mr. Glass, really, for the second part of 
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the question because you have your own resources, one would 
think, about Syria's role 


a I don't have anything new to add to what we've 
discussed. 


Q And as you described Syria's role, you thanked 
them but you didn't know what they had done when you were 
thanking them except they had, at least, handed him over It 
was peripheral at that point So you don't know if, to this 
day, Syria used any influence, any pressure on either Iran or 
the people, the Hizaballah, or anything of this sort? 


Qa I'm just not prepared to help you with that 


Q On that specific subject, there's a report out of 
Nicosia that Secretary Shultz sent a letter of gratitude to the 
Syrian Government. Do you know if that's true 


a Yes, he did send a letter 
Q And would you be able to make that available? 


A I don't have the text of it It was a letter 
sent to the Syrians I don't know whether they have made it 
public or not 


Q When was this sent -- the letter? 


” [ don't have the exact date it was sent 
Sometime during the course of the week, this week 


Q [t thanked Syria for -- 


Aa I don't have the details of what it says I'm 
simply confirming that there was a letter 


Q Was it specifically tied to the Glass case, or 
did it involve other matters? 


a I understand that it was focused on the release 
of Mr. Glass. 


Has the Secretary changed his mind since October 
1986, when -- I think it was "Meet the Press;" one of the 
television shows -- he said that there was a great question in 
his mind how much Syria could do for our hostages because of 
the circumstances of hostages being held, how they're held, by 
whom they're held. 
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Has the Secretary become convinced that Syria had a 
lot to do, or can do a lot to help hostages? 


“ I'm just not prepared to offer those evaluations 
on the Secretary's thinking. I think that we've expressed here 
during the week, or reiterated, some of the problems we have 
about seeking information on the hostages in Lebanon, the 
conditions that exists there and the number of groups that 
claim responsibility Some of this we've talked about for some 
time, but [ just don't have any further specifics on changes in 
the Secretary's thinking 


Q Did Ambassador Walters telephone? 

a Yes 

Q That was said by the Syrians 

a I can confirm that he telephoned 

Q All right, now, they went ahead and said what 
Walters said to Assad, or they gave their version. Are you 
suggesting we --— Americans -- should wait to see what the 


Syrians might choose to say about what the Secretary of State 
told a foreign government? Or do you think we, the American 
public, has as much right to know what he said to Syria as 
perhaps the Syrian public does? Why is it a big secret? 


A Barry, I'm not addressing questions of secrecy or 
the American people's right to know 


Q Then why won't you tell us what he told Syria? 

a) Because that was a letter sent to the Syrians, 
and our usual practice -- if I may finish -- 

Q Yes, ma'am 

- -- is that we allow the people who have received 


the letter, whether it's from Congress or another government -- 
if we have no objection, we leave it up to that government 
whether they're willing to release it That's the case in this 
instance 


Q So you have no objection to their releasing it if 
they wanted to? 
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That's correct. 


Q You thanked Syria yourself the other day. so he 
must have done the same thing; right? 


= I'm just not going to get into that. 
Was the letter addressed to Mr. Assad? 

- Again, I don't know whether it was addressed to 
the Foreign Minister or to the President. I just don't have 
that detail 

Q Anything new on Eagleton? 

M No, [ Ggon't have anything. 

Q Would you say a letter from the Secretary, either 
to the Foreign Minister or to the President, is the kind of 
high-level contact that the President -- 

s No, that's -- 

Q That wouldn't be a high-level contact? 


a No 


Q It would just be a courteous formality, probably? 


a It's a form of communication 


Q But not a contact? Because you remember the 
Vernon Walters contact was a one-shot contact -- you people 
said I wonder if this is a second-—shot contact 


fe) Excuse me for laughing, but [ really do think 
that this is splitting hairs. Let's move on Yes, John? 


Q The Speaker of the Parliament, Rafsanjani, has 
said, in his long list of things, today apparently at a prayer 
breakfast, that an American war’hip has hit a mine and the U.S. 
is covering it up, that we are not talking about it in public 
because we're embarrassed? 


a I just have nothing on that I've seen that he's 
reported to say that, but [I just can't help you with that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the other official, 
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Kharazi? He said that, yes, they planted mines in the Gulf. 
It is the first time they admitted that. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


a Well, I think that there have been several 
statements. I[t was my understanding that Or. Kharazi was 
talking about the fact that the government of Iran did not 
oppose U.S. escorts, and that Iran did not lay mines. 


As I remember it, it was Mr. Rafsanjani who made the 
remarks about mines. You might want to check. 


Q I've seen the same statement. But whatever, if 
Rafsanjani said that, what is your comment on that -- that they 
laid mines? 

- [It supports what we've been saying for some time. 

Q But you have no reaction on that? 

) I think our position has been very clear, that we 
are opposed to the laying of mines in iniernational waters. We 
think that it's an illegal act and that it snould stop. 


Q Do you have any comment on the apparent new 


willingness on the part of the Dutch, and maybe the Belgians, 
to send minesweepers? 


A In regard to the press reports about the Dutch 
being willing to join other European nations in sending 
minesweepers into the Persian Gulf, we have stressed many times 
before that we strongly support efforts by our Allies to assist 
in protecting freedom of navigation in the Persian Gulf. We 
have only seen press reports of the decision by the Dutch and 
prefer to withhold comment until we hear directly from the 
Dutch a'thorities. 


We would, of course, welcome Dutch willingness to join 
in the Gulf minesweeping operation. 


Q Phyllis, you say laying mines is an illegal act. 
Does that apply even when the waters happen to be off the coast 
of Nicaragua? 

2) I'm not prepared to answer that question. 


Q Do you think you could find Judge Soafer and see 
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and get an answer from him, because he thinks it's legal to lay 
mines off the coast of Nicaragua 


fe) Well, all right. 


Q He thinks it's fine and it isn't for the World 
Court to consider it. 


a Let me see if I can get you an answer on that 
Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 
“ Yes. 


There was also a report, which you mentioned, 
that this Iranian individual said that [ran does not oppose 
U.S. escorts for Kuwaiti ships Do you have any reaction to 
that? 


a) Well, again, we think that his statements 
supports what we have always maintained, that the protection 
and escort of U.S.-flagged vessels in the Gulf is a 
non-provocative act of deterrence. Until the danger of 
American-f lagged vessels recedes, our protection regime will 
continue. 


Whether this is a conciliatory gesture depends upon 
subsequent indications from Iran that it has a genuine desire 
to reduce tensions in the Gulf and end the war. 


Q Could you take a question on whether or not any 
U.S. warship has been hit by a mine, and we have decided not to 
talk about it in public? 


” I will certainly look into it It seems to me, 
frankly, that it would be highly unlikely -- 


Q Yes, it does. 

A -- (1) given the position of the Administration, 
and (2) given the media coverage that there is in the Gulf I 
will look at it, but I just can't conceive -- 


It would be helpful if you could flatly deny it, 
if you find that it is not true 


a Yes. 
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Q Prime Minister Rabin, in reacting to the same 
comments by Speaker Rafsanjani that you did yesterday, didn't 
rule out a deal -- didn't rule out releasing prisoners 


“ I'm not going to make comments on his comments 
If you have any questions, you'll have go to the Israeli 
Government 


Q Phyllis, just to get back on mining very briefly, 
when you say it's illegai, could you ask what the citation is 
if you're depending on a World Court ruling? 





4 Well, [ think Barry -- 
Q I'm not trying to -- 
No, no, no; but [I think -- 
If you say it's illegal -- 
“ Yes. 
Q -— you have to have something in mind 
Q No -- [I certainly do. And, as you know from your 
study of international law, that most of this is the growth of 
practice -- 
Q Common practice 
A -- and that it is very different from law in 
countries where you can cite cases and citations and things 
like this 
Q But I thought -- 
) So I think it would be very unrealistic to expect 
that in any way that we are going to be able to cite instances, 


I think, that this has become an accepted norm of international 
beha 
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Q Phyllis, the only reason I ask is because this 
Administration is unique in not accepting the judgment of the 
World Court on whether mining of waters is illegal or not. So 
I'm wondering -- 

a Well -- 


Q -- what you're depending on if you don't depend 
on the World Court -- which you may in this case; I don't know. 


4 Well, let me see what I -- 
Q That's why ['m asking. 
a All right; all right. 


Yes. 


Q Do you have anything to tell us about the efforts 
made by the Secretary-General of the United Nations regarding 
the situation in the Gulf, the war between Iraq and Iran? 


3) We note, certainly, that the consultations among 
the Security Council members -- which are confidential -- are 
continuing. We believe that the working together of the 
Security Council with the Secretary—General on the issue ever 
since it first arose in the Security Council, that these 
efforts demonstrate clearly that all want to see implementation 
of the cease-fire resolution as a whole and as soon as possible. 


As you know, Iraq immediately made known its formal 
acceptance of Resolution 598 and full readiness to cooperate 
with the Security Council and the Secretary-—General in 
implementing it. 


The international community is still awaiting some 
sign of Iranian interest in complying wilh Resolution 598. The 
Secretary—General will be meeting with [ranian Deputy Foreign 
Minister Larijani on Monday. We hope Larijani will indicate 
Iran's acceptance of the resolution at that time. Unless the 
Iranians do so soon, we believe the Council must move quickly 
to consider enforcement measures. 


Q But do you have anything on -- that the Iranian 
refused to invite the Secretary-—General or to meet him in 
Tehran except to talk about the Gulf? 

A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Is that meeting on Monday just about the last 
chance or will it continue on much longer? 
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A I can't make any evaluation. That certainly is 
between the Secretary-General and Larijani. 


Q Will we have any representative of the United 
States willing -- prepared to meet with Larijani during his 
visit to New York? 


“ We are not particularly seeking such a meeting 
but would be prepared to meet should the Deputy Foreign 
Minister so desire. 


As the Secretary of State stated in the U.N. when 
Security Council Resolution 598 was passed, we remain willing 
and ready to discuss with Iran the serious problems which 
continue to divide us. 


Q What about the hostages? 
Q Follow-up on resolutions. 
A Let me take the question on hostages. I repeat 


what I said yesterday: No deals. 


This was certainly reiterated by Ambassador Bremer 
this morning. We will not disciiss deals for the hostages. 
That's clear. 


Q But you'd be wiliing to discuss the issue with 
this visitor? 


4 What we are talking about is -- and I think it's 
been clear; certainly the Secretary addressed this in his press 
conference on August 6th -- what we're talking about are the 
serious issues. We're talking about the aggression of Iran 
against its neighbors, the continuation of the war, its support 
for terrorism. These are the major issues that we have said we 
would be willing to discuss. 


Q But I -- so the hostages are included in that? 


a In a general way, and if they are willing to 
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discuss -- as we have always said that we would discuss -- 
arrangements for the release of hostages 

But let me reiterate: No deals, no concessions. 

Q Where might this meeting occur if it occurs? 


a well, I'm not going to speculate. [t's 
hypothetical; we've had no request 


Q Who would be the appropriate American official to 
meet with this guy? 


4 I would have to look at his exact relationship. 
Perhaps it might be Assistant Secretary of State Murphy, but 
I'm not sure on that 


Q Mrs. Oakley, do you mean no direct deals or you 
mean also no indirect deals if through -- 


- No -- 
Q -- a third party? 
A No deals -- direct, indirect, under the table, 


around the thing. Any way you want to say it, no deals. 


Q Thank you 

Q But are you sure of that, I mean? 

A Yes (Laughter. ) 

Q How about aiming for their release? 

Q & cease-fire -- you remember the possibility of a 
follow-up resolution while you wait, or while one waits, for 
the Iranians. Is the United States still discussing, at least 


informally, the possibility of trying to have an arms embargo 
imposed by the Security Council or are you letting things rest 
now to see how -- 


- No 
Q -- it will go? 
a think we have already covered that Wwe have 


said that the consultations informally at the U.N. continue 


Q Is there a 60-day period or do you know if that's 


being -- 
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- No. 

. -- looked at? 

- I've not been aware -- 

Q It's not desk work, is it? 

a --— that there's been any deadline in that sense. 
Q It seems the Iraqi Government is losing patience 


with regard to the Security Council Resolution for a cease-fire. 
Do you share then their attitude? Do you try to encourage them 
to be patient or -- 


- I'm not sure that's their attitude You'd have 
to go to them for that. I'm certainly not going to comment on 
Iraq: attitudes. 


Q You are not losing your patience now? 


i) We are -- I think our statement covered that. We 
have felt that we feel that there has to be some sign from Iran 
soon or we will then go to the Security Council to discuss 
other enforcement measures. We are not setting deadlines on 
this, but we feel that there must be some movement. Certainly. 
that's our wish 


Q But how soon? Do you mean days, weeks, months, 
or -- 

Qq T'm not going to qualify that. 

Yes 

Q There is a report in the Washington Times about 





the Angolan proposal. Can you confirm the story here? 


- The report about the Angolan proposal appears to 
be based on the August 10th commentary by the official MPLA 
News Agency which describes certain aspects of the proposal. 


The distinction between the Cubans in the north and 
south is not new and was contained in the November 1984 MPLA 
proposal known as the “Plataforma. " 
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But let me just note on this that we're not going to 
co ment specifically on aspects of the present proposal But, 
certainly, we do not envisage the partition of Angola nor are 
we aware that any other party does. Our policy is directed at 
achieving a negotiated settlement that would remove the 
presence of external forces from Angola and permit the Angolans 
to resolve their internal differences without outside 
interference. 


Q The Israelis have again delayed a decision on the 
Lavi aircraft. Have there been any changes or new developments 
in U.S. policy towards the aircraft? 


a No, there haven't 


Q There are conflicting reports about the granting 
or denial of visas to high officials from Cuba to go to the 
closing ceremony of the Pan American Games in Indianapolis -- 
specifically, with regard to the Minister of Education and 
Sports and the Mayor of Havana. As you know, they will be the 
host country of the next addition of the Games. What's the 
status? 


A We understand informally that Jose Ramon 
Fernandez Alvarez, the Cuban Minister of Education, plans to 
attend the closing ceremonies at Indianapolis tomorrow. 
Although he has not yet applied for a visa, to my knowledge, we 
expect he will do so later today; and we do not anticipate any 
issuance problems. 


I don't have any information about the visa for the 
other person. 


Q Weuld the U.S. be willing to extend him a visa 
also? 

- I can't say that because I didn't know that his 
visa was a question. Let us look and see if -- 

Q Would you, please? 

a -- and we'll try and get an answer later this 
afternoon. 


Q Thank you 
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Q O.K., thank you 


Q Phyllis -- 


Wait a minute 

Yes 

Q There's been a series of expulsions between the 
Soviets and the Japanese -- in Moscow and Tokyo -- and the 


Soviet Foreign Ministry has summoned the Japanese Ambassador to 
discuss what they are calling an anti-Soviet campaign. 


Do you have any comment on the expulsions or the 
possibility of -- 


- No 
Q -- expulsions? 
= I don't have any comments on that 


Do you have anything on the revelation during the 
trial of Sergeant Lonetree that he haa -- that one of his 
contacts was a high diplomatic source? 


- No, I don't have any comments on that 

Yes 

Q Half the Philippine Senate is sponsoring a bill 
to ban nuclear -- I guess -- weapons in the Philippines Do 


you have any comment? 


Aa We note that this bill which has been introduced 
has neither been debated nor voted upon by the Philippine 
Senate and it would have to be considered in the House as well 


It would be premature to offer any comment at this 
time on the bill. 


Our consistent policy world-wide remains that we will 
neither confirm nor deny the presence or absence of nuclear 
weapons at any specific location, including any U.S. military 
station, ship, vehicle or aircraft 
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Q So you oppose the bill then? 
a I'm not saying that. I'm just saying it's 
premature for us to comment. 
Q 0.K 
“ Yes 
Q Can you provide any more specifics? aA State 


Department spokesman this morning said the U.S. is interested 
in sending two doctors to the Soviet Union to examine 
dissidents, and it's somehow tied to the visit of the Soviet 
doctors to examine Leonard Peltier. 


Do you have anything further on this? 


a No, I don't; and I'm not sure who said that. I 
just don't have anything on it. 


Q O.K. 

a Wait a minute (Laughter.) You may be excused. 
Yes. 

Q Do you have any status report on the dispute 


between Colombia and Venezuela? Today the Colombian Ambassador 
to the OAS conference call an extraordinary meeting to discuss 
the issue? 


a) I don't have anything further. We did have a 
comment sometime earlier. There's just nothing further on it. 


Q The White House announced yesterday that 
President Reagan is going to meet with Enrique Bermudez, the 
military leader of the Contras, along with other anti- 
Sandinista leaders and that Elliott Abrams will be there. 





When was the last time that Mr. Abrams met with 
Bermudez, do you know? 


” I don't have that. We can see if we can get you 
some information. I just, you know, don't know. 


Q Phyllis -- 


“ Yes. 
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Q -- this consultative group that is supposed to be 
going down to Central America -- 1s that set up? Is that final? 
a We have talked about it, I[ think, more in terms 


of a technical group rather than consultative group from the 
U.S. side to go down 


Q It was referred to as a “consultation group." 

a Yes, it was a technical team for consultation 

Q Is there any dates, and who's going to be in that? 
A I think that we'll be able to have something for 


you early next week on that 


Q Do you have anything on the Japanese visitors to 
the United States regarding the FSK, the Japanese fighter? 


- No, I don't have anything I think you'd want to 
go to the Pentagon for that 


O.K.? 


Q O.K., thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 pm.) 
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T.KEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Friday, August 21 daily press briefing: 


CUBA: VISA FOR MAYOR OF HAVANA? 





Q: What is the situation regarding the Mayor of Havana visiting 
the U.S. for the PanAm games? 


A: ALTHOUGH EARLIER INFORMATION HAD INDICATED THAT THE MAYOR 
OF HAVANA MIGHT BE CUBA'S OFFICIAL REPRESENTATIVE AT THE 
CLOSING CEREMONIES OF THE PANAM GAMES, THE CUBAN GOVERNMENT 
DECIDED TO SEND THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION, GENERAL FERNANDEZ, 


INSTEAD. 

















Question 


Posted: 
TAKEN QUESTION 
taken at the August 21, 1987 dail 


GULF MINING 





Has any U.S. war 


--NO. WE HAVE NO INFORMATION ON ANY U.S. 


A MINE. ROUTINE OPERATIONS CONTINUE. 


8/21/87 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #147 


MONDAY, AUGUST 24, 1987, 12:40 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one announcement 


Deputy Secretary of State John C. Whitehead will 
address ON THE RECORD a U.S.-Soviet Conference at the 
Chautauqua Institution's camp grounds near Buffalo, New York, 
on Friday, August 28, From 10:30 a.m. until noon at the 
Amphitheater. The topic is “The Future of U.S.-Soviet 
Relations." 


Mr. Whitehead will participate in a press conference 
earlier that morning from 8:30 to 9:00 at the Blue Room of the 
Hotel Anthenaeum. If you wish to cover this event, please 
contact Phil Zimmer, Director of Communications at the 
Chautauqua Institution. The telephone number is 716-357-6230. 
An advance text, as prepared for delivery and embargoed until 
10:30 a.m., Friday, August 28. will be available. I'm not sure 
when it will be available, but here. 


Now I'll be happy to answer your questions. 


Q You said on Friday that the State Department, I 
believe, is prepared to meet with the Deputy Foreign Minister 
of [ran if [ran wanted to do that. Has there been any movement 
on that? Have they indicated that they want to do that? 


"\ No We stick with what I said on Friday, that we 
would be prepared to meet should the Deputy Foreign Minister so 
desire, although we are not particularly seeking such a 
meeting Certainly, this was repeated yesterday by Assistant 
Secretary Murphy. I[ am not aware that there has been any 
recuest. 


Q Do you have any further information on the 
situation in Chad now, between Chad and Libya? 


a We have been aware all of last week that there 
have been at least two Libyan attacks on the Chadian positions 
at Aozou Town. Both were repulsed with extensive Libyan 
casualties. To our knowledge, there were only very light 
Chadian casuelties. Aozou Town thus remains in Chadian hands 
while Libyan troops continue to occupy the Aozou Airbase, also 
located on Chadian territory. 
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““. 


Q Phyllis, can I go back to the [raq-Iran 
Situation? Thirty five days ago, I believe it was, the 
Security Council ordered a cease-fire, and [I wondered if the 
United States now has an idea when the Security Council should 
try to follow that up with a resolution imposing an arms 
embargo? 


a Well, let's go back just a little bit. I think 
it was made very clear again by Assistant Secretary Murphy 
yesterday that we're hopeful that the Deputy Foreign Minister, 
Mr. Larijani, will give some sort of positive response to the 
Secretary General today. We understand that they met this 
morning and that there will be another meeting with him 
tomorrow. 


We have stated clearly our views on this, that Iraq 
has already formally accepted Resolution 598. We strongly hope 
that Larijani will indicate Iran's acceptance immediately. If 
Iran continues to stall, we believe the Security Council must 
move ahead to consider enforcement measures against any party 
which has not accepted and complied with Resolution 598. 


Over five weeks, as you point out, have now elapsed 
since the Security Council action. While no one has set any 
deadlines, it's increasingly clear that further U.N. action 
will be necessary. 


Your use of the phrase “continues to stall," does 


that mean the State Department -- would you consider stalling 
anything but a clear “yes," because what you've gotten now is 
"yes," “maybe” -- [I mean, not “yes, maybe," you've gotten -- we 


have, “let's talk about it." 


What do you mean by stalling? What if they don't 
reject it and don't accept it. Would you consider that 
stalling? 


) I'm not going to hypothesize on what we're going 
to consider. What I'm trying to spell out in this is that the 
Iranians are meeting now with the Secretary General. There is 
another meeting scheduled. Our view, of course, is that they 
should give a positive response. Certainly Mr. Murphy made 
clear today that so far we've not seen in what they've said any 
indications that they're going to be responsive, and that it is 
likely that further U.N. action is necessary. We hope not. We 
wish they'd agree. But that's where we are right now with that 
situation. 


Q Phyllis, you still taking the posture of 
neutrality in this [ran-Iraq war? 
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- Yes, on the outcome. We're not neutral in 
wanting to see the war ended, but we are certainly neutral in 
our position that we want the war to end without victor or 
vanquish. We're not making any statement about that. 


Q Well, related to this, I understand that the 
Deputy Minister, or Foreign Minister, of Iran was coming to New 
York to meet with all Security Council members minus the United 
States representative. Do you have any comment on that? 


a No, I don't. [I just don't know where those plans 
stand. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report issued by 
the Armed Services Committee of the House relating to the 
motives of the Administration's policy in the Gulf? 


” Excuse me [inuicating another reporter]. Did 
your question touch on the U.N. action -- and then I'll get to 
this report. 


Q Yes. Where do you base your hope? You know, 
you've been repeating that you hope and hope the [ranians will 
abide by the 598 Resolution. Where do you base your hope on? 


Aa Well, our hope is based on the fact that this 
would clearly be the sensible thing to do. this war, as we've 
talked about, has gone on for a long time. [t has been a very 
destructive, costly war in terms of human lives, materiel. 
It's been a destabilizing factor. We want it to end. So 
obviously our desires on this are clear, and we believe clearly 
that the growing international pressure on [rar to come to a 
negotiated end plays a role in this. There are no specific 
instances of [ranian behavior. Certainly we did not find the 
remarks yesterday to be, as I said, responsive and would lead 
to this conclusion; but it remains our hope, and we would 
certainly view it as a very constructive, positive act if Lran 
were to. 


Q So you only base it on sensibility, and you think 
that achieves ( naudible) -- 


” Not sensibility. It's not quite the same thing. 


Yes. Now let me go back to this. 


You asked if we had a comment on the Armed Services 
Committee report which recently came out, stating that the 
Administration -- I think part of it certainly jumped into this 
action in the Gulf. 
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While we have not yet thoroughly reviewed the report, 
such a conclusion that we have had a knee-jerk reaction is 
misleading. We have a comprehensive, coherent Gulf policy 
which we are pursuing on two tracks: 


First, to galvanize world opinion to press for an end 
to the war. The U.N. Security Council Resolution 598 is a key 
element in this effort. 


The second, to protect our interests in the Gulf and 
help our friends protect theirs. The re-registration of 
Kuwaiti tankers is an element of this aspect. 


Our Gulf policy was arrived at through careful 
consideration and was decided upon to ensure several important 
longstanding United States' interests. In sum, those interests 
are: to maintain our commitment to the free flow of oil 
through the Strait of Hormuz, to assist in the self-defense and 
security efforts of friendly Gulf states, to deter an expansion 
of the [Iran-Iraq war and to bring it to an end as quickly as 
possible, and to prevent an expansion of Soviet influence in 
the region. 


These are all important factors in the decision-making 
process, and to single out any one as the sole rationale for 
our policy is an oversimplification of the policymaking process. 


Q A copy of the statement, please? 

a Yes. 

Q Can I make a follow-up? 

A Yes. 

Q This statement doesn't touch on the factor of 


timing For the acceptance of the Administration to go ahead 

with reflagging and escorting the Kuwaiti tankers, because the 
report point’s to the fact that the Administration kept a 
non-response during the months from November to March -- that 
was the time when [rangate flared up -- and then began to 
respond to the requests of the Kuwaitis to reflag their tankers. 


So how about the timing? Is the timing just a mere 
chance, or what? 


a I'm a little puzzled by your question, because 
what ['ve tried to point out is that the policy has been well 
thought out and considered, and this would certainly take 
timing into account. Certainly the Secretary has addressed 
this, about a decision having been made early, we couldn't get 
people to listen, we proceeded through our process. But I 
really think that's about as far as I can go with that. 
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Q It had no connection with the [rangate at all, 
this decision? 


” I'm just not commenting on what it was related to 
in that sense. I'm talking about longstanding United States -- 


Q I know, but the report said it had direct 
connection with the [rangate, and you are not denying -- 


- I've just not seen that part of the report, and 
I'm not going to comment. 


Now, I had a question back here, and I'll get to you. 


Q This morning the Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister 
held his own news conference at the United Nations, called the 
military buildup in the Persian Gulf unprecedented, said that 
the actions of this country and others are undermining the 
ceasefire process, and called for the removal of all foreign 
military vessels, including the Soviets, from the region except 
for minesweepers. Do you have any response to that? 


” Well, now, this was Mr. Larijani's press 
conference? 

Q No, no. This was the Soviet Deputy Foreign 
Minister. 

4 I've just not seen that report. I don't have any 


comment for it now. 
Q This was at the U.N. this morning. 


A Well, I know, but [I just haven't seen the text of 
it. We'll see if we can have something for tomorrow. 


Q You say that the Gulf policy was well thought 
out, but it was reported this weekend that the President in 
March was told that the escorting of Kuwaiti ships would not 
involve any significant buildup of U.S. naval forces in the 
Persian Gulf. Oo you have any response? 


a I don't have anything specifically beyond what 
Assistant Secretary Murphy said yesterday when -- 


Q He confirmed that that was the case, and yet you 
say it's a well thought out policy even though we've had to 
increase dramatically our presence there? 


a What we have thought through, what we're trying 
to define, are our goals; and those have been clearly thought 
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out What we're trying to do -- the point that I think he was 
making yesterday is that we've adjusted our means to obtain our 
goals 


Q Are you saying then that the strategy for meeting 
the goals was not clearly thought out? 


n I'm not going to go into the details of the 
} nsidered; and obviously the 

ibility in this even though, as 
ne threat has increased and we 


i 
process, but it wa 
increase of the me 
Ambassacor Murphy 
nave responcec 


Ss Cc co 
ans was a poss 
pointea out, t 


Q But the naval increase started before the threat 
of mining achieved such prominence 


4 Well, we have often talked about threat 
assessments being based on a variety of factors 


Q Can I follow that same point, please, before you 
move on? 

“ Yes 

Q If you could address that specific point, which I 


wasn't sure you clarified for me anyway, whether the buildup 
Ss or was not anticipated at tne time the policy was decided 
on That's t-* assertion that's at question here 
- Well, I think the possibility of whether it was 
anticipated or whether you could actually foresee what would 
happen, certainiy it was a possibility 


Q And thus foreseen as a possibility 


- You know, I think we're getting into splitting 
hairs, that the buildup -- 


Q Well, I'm trying to understand your -- is your 
response that it was foreseen as a possibility? The buildup? 


Q Sure 


Q But the President was advised that it would not 


Q Well, then you get into things that it's a 
possibility, but what is likely 
Q But if you make the decision for a policy, would 


-- if it had been known in March that in fact it was not going 


~ ~ 


to be the same number of American vessels in the Gulf but a 
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considerable escalation, would the policy have gone forward 
anyway? That's the question. 


- I think it's clear, from all that we have said in 
our definition of interests and what we're trying to do in the 
Gulf, that the policy would have gone forward 


Q Would the United States at one time or the other, 
possibly soon, be able to say that it's ready to set a deadline 
for withdrawing the armada from the Arabian Gulf area? 


Q We've never set deadlines, and again this was a 
question that Assistant Secretary Murphy addressed yesterday in 
answer to a question about open-ended or how long, and I think 
he covered it. I have nothing further on that part. 


Q Madam, last Friday the Soviet Embassy delivered a 
statement to the State Department in which it protested against 
and seeked [sic] clarifications for the latest American nuclear 
explosion on August the 13th which, as the Soviet seismic 
services showed, was about 150 kilotons. That's violating the 
existing treaty of 1974 Any clarifications? TASS is also 
very much interested in this 


ia Soviet Embassy officials made a demarche to the 
Department last Friday, August 21, alleging that the U.S. 
nuclear test on August 13 violated the 150-kiloton limit of the 
Threshold Test Ban Treaty I can state unecuivocally that the 
test in question was below the 150-kiloton limit of the 
Threshold Test Ban Treaty 


It would seem to us that this Soviet charge could be 
an attempt to divert public attention from the fact that a 
Soviet test on August 2 caused a release of radioactive debris 
into the atmosphere. The Soviets themselves have acknowledged 
leakage from this test Radioactive material from the test was 
present outside Soviet territory, a violation of the Limited 
Test Ban Treaty 


The Soviet statement that our test exceeded the 
150-kiloton limit points out the need for improved verification 
provisions of the TTBT, a matter which the President has said 
is a top priority in nuclear testing. 


Q Phyllis, how does it point out that need, because 
-- are you suggesting that their measurement simply might have 
been wrong? 


a Well, as I understand it, there are various ways 
to measure this, and -- 


Q Sure And we use several ourselves. 
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= Excuse me? 

Q And the U.S. uses several measurement systems 
themselves. 

A Yes And that we need to perhaps develop this so 
that the verification methods are improved I just think -- 

Q What I'm saying is that your reference to 
verification suggests -- the inference is this is an honest 


mistake on the Soviets’ part, that having inexact measuring 
devices, they say it exceeded a hundred and fifty and they just 


miscalculated Is that what you intend to say? 
“ ['m not intending to say anything I think what 
I said speaks for itself There obviously are different ways 


to measure 


Q Where was this alleged radiation from the Soviet 
test registered? You said outside the Soviet territory. 


a) I don't have the exact points to give you on 
that [It -- 


Excuse me? 


STAFF Sweden 
A Sweden is what I understand 
Q Is there an exchange of data to back up the 


United States' statement that the Soviet demarche is in error? 


“ [ just don't know whether there has been an 
exchange of information on that, but I could check that 


Q Do you know how many kilotons? 
fe) Wait a minute 
Q Was it official from Sweden? Was it announced by 


the Swedish Government or what? 


A I would have to check on that as well, whether 
the government has put out a statement on that 


Q Do you know how mary kilotons it was on August 
13th? 


A I don't As I understand it, it is our normal 
practice never to give out exactly what the xiloton levels are 
in our tests 
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Q Phyllis, a lot of this problem stems in terms of 
what scientists say from a lack of calibration between the two 
seismic devices. Several times there's been discussion of 
calibrating together. Has anything more come of that? 


fe) I'm not aware of what the exact status is, as I 
understand that that has been an issue of discussion between 
the United States and the Soviet Union But [I'm not aware if 


there's been -- 
Q Could you check -- 
A -- any progress on that 
Yes. That will be another point that we can check 
Q Yesterday, Assistant Secretary Murphy 
acknowledged that Ambassador Eagleton will be returning to 


Syria. Can you say when and again tell us how this resulted? 


n I don't have anything further to offer on when 
that might occur or the reasons behind it 


Q Can we get a copy of the statement on the Soviet 

A Soviet? Yes 

Q On Eagleton, the Israelis issued an official 
statement saying that the return of the U.S. Ambassador to 
Syria is unjustified Do you have any comment on that? 

A No, I don't 

Q Can you tell us what the status is of plans for 


the Kuwaitis to charter two American tankers, and could you 
tell us what those tankers will be used for? Will they be used 
for shuttling in and out of the Gulf or for long hauls? 


a I don't have any of the specific details on what 
kind of tankers -- whether they're shuttles or tankers that 
proceed to another destination The matter has been discussed, 
but no decisions have been made 


Q What has been discussed’? 


A The question of the Kuwaiti chartering two U.S 
tankers 


Q How many -- are they chartering some right now? 
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a I don't believe so. We had talked about that 
and said that discussions are continuing, and [I don't think 
that -- I'd have to check whether these are new tankers in that. 

Q Who exactly is discussing it here? 

4 Well, I understand that the chartering is done by 
private companies and that this would, of course, be the main 
focus But I assume that someone in the Maritime or Coast 


Guard perhaps, would be involved in it 


Q And State and DOD -- are they also involved in 
this? 


a I just don't know the extent of their 
involvement, if they are involved 


Q These aren't reflagged tankers; these are 
chartered -- 


Charters -- that's correct 

Q -- which is something a little bit different. 

A It is 

Q But does it also mean they would be entitled to 


U.S. naval protection? 


Qa Yes The United States policy is to provide 
protection of ships that fly the American flag 


Q You haven't finished the reflagging of their 
vessels, have you? 


s No, that's correct 
Q How many are left? Do you know? 
A It's my understanding that, I think, eight now 


have been reflagged out of the 11 


Q Do you have any idea why they're looking at 
chartering now as opposed to reflagging more -- 


a I think you'd have to go to the Kuwaitis for that 
Q Does the Administration have any indication that 


General Secretary Gorbachev is going to be at the United 
Nations during the opening of the General Assembly session? 


fe) I think many of you are aware of the statement 
that was issued last night when we said that there is no basis 
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for the story in the Los Angeles Times about a possible meeting 
in September between President Reagan and General Secretary 
Gorbachev. There are no discussions or current plans for a 
summit between President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev 
in September in conjunction with the United Nations General 
Assembly meeting. 





When he was in Geneva, the President invited the 
General Secretary to the United States and that invitation 
still stands For now, we look forward to the planned meeting 
in September between Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze 


I might note that the Foreign Ministry spokesman in 
Moscow has also denied the story and he said that it's 
unfounded 


Q But my question was something else It was: Is 
there any indication that Gorbachev will be at the United 
Nations to address the United Nations? I'm not talking about a 
summit. 


a) All right According to the Soviet spokesman, 
he's not going. [t's not in his plans So any further 
Questions on that I would address to them 


Q Has the U.S. recently been serving -- 
transmitting -- written messages between Jordanian Prime 
Minister Zayd al-Rifa'i and Israeli officials? 


- I have nothing on that 

Q Did you finally get some reaction on the Palau 
vote --— and the nuclear provisions, too? 

Aa I do have something on the Palau vote. 


Final unofficial results from the August 21 plebiscite 
on the Compact of Free Association show the compact was 
approved by a 73.04 percent majority Voter turnout was 75 
percent in this United Nations-observed plebiscite 


We now consider that the compact has been approved in 
accordance with its terms 


There was a constitutional amendment referendum on 
August 4 In the vote, the Palauan people voted to amend their 
constitution by reducing the compact approval requirement to a 
simple majority from 75 percent 


The results of the amendment referendum were certified 
on August 10th There is, however, a suit in the Palau Supreme 
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Court challenging the amendment referendum. aA decision on that 
challenge is expected on September 10 


This matter must be resolved before Palau can agree to 
implement the compact On our side, the compact has been 
ratified by Congress, but we need a joint resolution 
authorizing its entry into force 


Q So does this mean there's no U.S. aid flowing at 
this point? 


A Yes Until the compact is entered into force, 
the existing situation prevails 


Q Has Lech Walesa asked for a visa to visit the 
United States in the near future? 


ms I simply have nothing on that 
Q Back on the Soviet Union? 
Q Do you have any comment on the demonstrations 


over the weekend in the Baltic region? 
a No, I don't have any comment on that 


Q Levi Etan, who was the handler of Pollard -- he 
said in the news conference or briefing last week in Israel 
that Israeli officials -- the highest [Israeli official knew 
about the Pollard activities in the United States Does the 
United States Government consider the Pollard affair as over 
between the United States and Israel? And do you have any 
comment? 


A I just don't have anything on that 


Q Can you please look into this? Because, you 
know, this is the guy who handled Pollard all the time and he 
comes with these statements contrary to what the [sraelis have 
been saying to the United States for a long time 


4 I think we've expressed ourselves on that I'm 
not aware that there is anything new that would warrant a 
response 

Q So the affair is over? 

a ['m not saying that 

Q Back to the Gulf, anything to say about reports 


that the British are going to reflag some Kuwaiti vessels? 
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” We understand that the U.K. will reflag its first 
Kuwaiti oil tanker, although the Kuwaitis have already 
chartered three other types of ships with U.K. flags 


We welcome action such as this to contribute to the 
maintenance of free navigation and to the safety of commercial 
shipping in international waters in or near the Gulf 


Do we know what that's going to do in terms of 
the British naval commitment in the Gulf? 


“ I don't have anything on that 


Q One more on the Pacific; you might want to take 
it Has the U.S. resumed its aid to Fiji? 


a) Let me look at that I just don't have an answer 
on that today 


Q On Nicaragua -- 

“ Just a minute Let me -- 

Q Phyllis, on the other side -- the same subject, 
basically -- the Contras say they're willing to talk to the 
Sandinistas The Sandinistas say they're willing to talk to 
the United States The United States says it's not willing to 


talk to the Sandinistas 


Is there anything that Washington can do right now to 
break what seems to be an impasse?’ 


“ I just don't have anything in response to that 
question today 


Q Do you have anything in response to the fact that 
Contras are willing to talk to the Sandinistas or -- 


“ No, I just can't help you with that one 
Q Do you have anything on an explosive device being 
set off outside the home of an American Government employee in 


Managua yesterday?’ 
Q What was the question? 


a He asked about information on an explosive device 
detonated at an American residence in Managua on Saturday 
morning 


At approximately 10:30 a.m. on Saturday, August 22 
twenty to twenty-five armed men in Sandinista Army uniforms 
approached the driveway of a U.S. Embassy-leased residence 
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They placed an explosive device, type unknown, near the gate of 
the residence and then moved away from the device 


When they got about 35 meters away from the gate, some 
hundred meters from the residence, the device exploded. The 
soldiers then returned and placed a second device on the grass 
near the area where the first device had exploded. The second 
device, however, did not explode The soldiers retrieved it 
after about 20 minutes and left 


During the incident they shouted the phrases: "Get 
out Yankee" and “Long live the Revolution." 


We understand that there were no injuries in this 
incident. The house was temporarily unoccupied. There was 
minor damage to the concre.e base of the gatepost 


Q Was somebody watching this? Was somebody 
watching this take place? 


ie) [It sounds like it 


Q It sure does (Laughter .) How was this done? 
Do you have anything more to explain that? 


No, I don't know 

Q Have we made a protest? 

a We're considering our response 

Q Was anybody in the house? (Laughter. ) 

Q You're not going to characterize it? Do you 


welcome it; do you deplore it? (Laughter. ) 


a Let's just say we think it's an outrageous 
incident 

Q Was anyone in the house, did you say’ 

i) No. It was temporarily unoccupied 

Q Nobody there at all 

Q Whose house was it? 

a I don't know You know, sometimes on these 
Embassy leases they are passed from one person to another in 
the Embassy Aas I said, it was temporarily unoccupied I 


don't know whether someone - 


Q Phyllis -- 
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A Excuse me, let me finish. 


I don't know whether someone was on leave or in the 
process of moving out. I[ don't have that detail. 


Q So you don't know whether it was just somebody on 
vacation or -- 


) No, I don't 
Are we through with this incident? 


Q It sounds like you are not certain that they are 
real Sandinista soldiers because you are saying they are in 
Sandinista soldiers' clothes. Do you have doubts? Maybe they 
are -- 


A I'm giving you the facts as we know them. You 
know, nobody went up and checked with the army about this, and 
I'm just not prepared to say one way -- what we're giving you 


are the facts as we know them. 


Q Phyllis, were there any houses under lease to 
U.S. officials of the U.S. Government nearby? 


A I'm not aware of that detail 
Q How do we know these details? 
fe) Well, this is the point -- I've given you what we 


do know from our Embassy. I can certainly check on how we got 
all this, whether somebody was there or this was reported by 
the guard -- because usually at a residence like this there is 
a guard 


w (Inaudible) 


a [I just don't have a clue. 

Q Do you know what the Government of Nicaragua is 
saying? 

A I don't know. I don't know whether they've put 
out a statement on the incident or not. 

Q Why didn't you ask? It sounds very, very -- 

a Usually they do on their own volition that we 


don't need to ask 


Q That's a valid question -- why -- if they were in 
Sandinista uniforms, why has the U.S. Embassy not gone into the 
Foreign Ministry and asked for an explanation? 
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“ This happened, again, on Saturday morning I 
said we were -- I'm just not aware of what has been decided. 
We're considering what our response is going to be I'll keep 
you up-to-date when I know about it. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on a Evans and 
Novak column this morning that the [ranian demonstration in 
front of the State Department last week will assist the Saudis 
in their request to buy arms from the United States? 


“ No, I don't I don't have any comment on that 


Q Any comment on reports that Qadhafi has offered 
to help free Terry Waite? 


4 No, I don't have any comment on that 


Q Do you have any reports over the weekend on the 
same subject, Phyllis, that the Iranians stopped the $5 million 
deal for Waite's release? Do you know anything at all about 
that? 


“ I don't know anything about those reports. Il 
think our position on such things is well known Let me repeat 
it No deals 


Q Another subject 
i) Excuse me Did you have a follow-up? 
Q On a different subject The London Observer 





reported yesterday that the [Israelis have a nuclear warhead -- 
that Jericho missile Have you got anything on that? 


Aq No, [ don't have anything on that 
Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:11 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at the August 24, 1987 Daily Press Briefing 


FIJI -- AID 





Have we resumed aid to Fiji? 


NO. IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 513 OF THE FOREIGN 


ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZATIONS ACT, ALL ASSISTANCE TO FIJI WAS 


24, 


PLACED ON HOLD THE DAY OF THE COUP AND WE HAVE NOT MOVED TO 


LIFT THAT SUSPENSION. 





1987 





NEA PRESS GUIDANCE Postec: August 25, 1987 


Question taken at the noon press briefing of August 24, 198? 


KUWAIT: CHARTERING TAWKERS 





. | 


@: Are these new ships or are they part of the original 11 
tankers that the United States agreed to reflag’” 


A: e-WE ARE CONTINUING WITH OUR ORIGINAL PLAN TO REFLAG 1] 
KUWAITI OIL TANKERS. ANY CHARTERING ARRANGEMENTS WOULD BE 


SEPARATE AND INDEPENDENT OF THE REFLAGGING. 


@: Who is now responsible for a request to charter? Have the 
State Department anc Defense Department been consulted? 


A: -=-THE MARITIME ADMINISTRATION (MARAD) OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION HAS BEEN TALKING WITH THE KUWAIT OIL TANKER 
CORPORATION ON THIS ISSUE. MARAD HAS KEPT THE STATE 


DEPARTMENT AND DEFENSE DEPARTMENT INFORMED. NO DECISIONS 


HAVE BEEN MADE. 














TAKE™ QVESTION 


; i . se 74 7207 _ 
Question taken at the August 24, 198 tailyv vress bri: 


NUCLEAR TESTING 





Q. Several times there's been some discussion of the United 
States and the Soviet Union calibrating seismic devices 
together? Has anything more come of this? 

A. -- AT THE LATEST SESSION OF NUCLEAR TESTING EXPERTS MEETINGS 
(JULY 13-20), THE SOVIETS PRESENTED THEIR VIEWS ON JOINT 
VERIFICATION EXPERIMENTS RELATED TO MEASURING NUCLEAR TEST 
YIELDS. THE SIDES HAVE NOT REACHED AGREEMENT FOR SUCH 


EXPERIMENTS, AND OUR EFFORTS ARE CONTINUING. 


2. Has there been an exchange of data to back up the U.S. 
Statement that the Soviet demarche (alleging that the U.S. 
violated the 150 kt limit of the TTBT) is in error? 


A. -- I DON'T WISH TO GO INTO THE DETAILS OF CONFIDENTIAL 


DIPLOMATIC EXCHANGES BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIE 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #148 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 25, 1987, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. [ 
do have two announcements 


The Department of State is releasing today Foreign 
Relations of the United States, 1955 through 1957, Volume 8: 
South Asia The press release and a summary prepared by the 
Office of the Historian are available in the Press Office. An 
inspection copy is also available Copies of the volume are 
available for reading and consultation in the Office of the 
Historian, Room 3100 of SA-1 








Now, a statement on the U.S. proposals in Geneva. 
Today, August 25, at the negotiations on intermediate-range 
nuclear forces, INF, in Geneva, the United States presented its 
views on verification of an INF treaty that provides for the \ 
elimination of all U.S. and Soviet INF missiles -- the 
so-called global double zero 


The United States has long told the Soviets that an 
agreement to eliminate all INF missiles would make it possible 
to simplify the verification provisions of an INF accord 


These new U.S. proposals reflect this belief The U.S. has not 
softened or backed off its INF verification inspection 

measures Previous U.S. verification proposals were predicated 
on the assumptions that the U.S. and the Soviet Union would 
retain a 100 warheads on longer-range INF missiles and that 


modernization and production of such missiles and 
missile-flight testing would be permitted 


With the agreement to go the global double zero, 
accordingly, our new verification proposals are intended to 
deal with a different set of circumstances Specifically, 
these proposals are based on the elimination of all 








afie Tuesday, 8/25/87 


shorter-range INF missile systems within one year and the 
elimination of all longer-range INF missiles within three years 
and a ban on modernization production and operational test 
flights of these missiles. 


Based on agreement on those conditions, the key 
elements of our new verification proposals will include: a 
detailed exchange of data, updated as necessary, on the 
location of missile support facilities, the number of missiles 
and launchers at those facilities, and technical parameters of 
those missile systems; notification of movement of missiles and 
launchers between declared facilities; a baseline inspection to 
verify the number of missiles and launchers at declared 
facilities; on-site inspection to verify the destruction of 
missiles and launchers; short notice inspection of declared 
facilities until the missiles eliminated to verify recidual 
levels; and short-notice inspection of certain facilities in 
the U.S. and USSR at which illegal missile activity is 
Suspected. 


The regime we seek will have the most stringent 
verification of any arms control agreement in history. The 
regime inciudes on-site inspection and challenge inspection of 
Suspect sites Effective verification of an INF agreement is 
essential to ensure that the agreement makes a lasting 
contribution to peace and stability 


The U.S. verification proposals are an important step 
in this direction However, imuch work remains to be done. The 
United States looks forward to serious discussions with the 
Soviets on these verification requirements 


Q Copy, please? 

A Yes, we'll have copies ready 

Q Is that it? 

” Yes. 

Q So the difference between the verification plan 
that was presented by the United States in neva, and the 


previous ones that were talked about, is tat the latest one 
drops apparently some intrusive measures, including inspection 
of factories, inspection of intelligence monitoring sites; is 
that right? 


iz There are two major changes in this One is we 
have changed our suspect site inspection proposal because the 
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opportunities for illegal missile activities are significantly 
reduced when an entire class of missiles and its infrastructure 
has been eliminated 


Also, we have droppeco our requirement for perimeter 


portal monitoring This was done because the perimeter portal 
monitoring system was designed to monitor the flow of missiles 
From production in final assembly facilities With the 


production ban and the elimination of all INF missiles within 
three years, this would be unnecessary 


Perimeter portal monitoring is part of our 
verification regime in START since all strategic missiles will 
not be eliminated and modernization production and flight 
testing will be permitted 


Q While it's true that there would be a global zero 
after "X" number of years in this agreement -- 


A Three 

Q - during the transition period, even -- there 
won't be When you're going towards zero, there will be, by 
definition, some missiles around Even during that 
transitional period, these two measures which you've just 
mentioned, would not be effected is that right? 

m4 ['m not prepared to give you an answer on that 
detail Let me check on that and see if that is spelled out in 
the text that we nave given -- what Nappens during the 


transition period 


Q Phyllis, are you saying apart from everything 
you're saying -- doesn't it all come down to that there will be 
fewer inspections necessary because of the changed 


circumstances? 


- No What we're talking about, basically, is what 
[ gave out on this That with the global double zero, the 
circumstances are changed and a simpler regime is going to be 
effective to meet our needs 


Q Well, doesn't the simpler regime mean less 
eyeballing, as it's called -- less need for 
on-the-spot/gquard-the-door/walk—around-the-building type of 
inspection? 


H Yes Basically, it reflects the need 
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Q Thank you, because that's what the report said 
and those are the reports you and ferry Schroeder, in Geneva, 
have so strenuously tried to discredit by saying they're wrong 


4 I want to back up on that because [ think you're 
putting your own spin on that 

Q No, you're putting your own spin on it, what 
you're doing and you're calling it just as tough as it used to 
be Well, the circumstances - 

- No 

Q : have changed, so the system has changed, and 


the system is less intrusive, and that's what the Washington 
Post and the AP, and I suppose others, reported today 


ihe point that [I'm trying to make is that the new 
System meets our neecs under nmangec circumstances 


Q No one questioned that it wouldn't But wasn't 
there a debate within the Adm> nistration, by the way, w’:ther 
to go to this new system? 


7 Barry you now, aS a Matter —f principle we 
never get into the question of internal di issions about any 
issues like this I would like t stress that ir proposals 
Nave deen workec within the VU ,oOvernment smmunity, the 
community with agencies that have an interest in this as well 
as our Allies and it represents our best judgment as tc how t 
meet ir verification needs and limit potential risk to the 
U.S and Allied security 

\e/ And wil Allies tne ra ilit es T tne Allies 

nti je to be sublect to nspectior suited with e 
Allies wi et nonitors 5 t | nave Wid tney nave tne 
rignt to look at - £90 gO nm west ropean territory and neck 


“ Ll think that that na t cnangec but let me 
heck r that 
) Okay | lust antec to near it 
’ 4 iuwe ‘A a 
Q uuld you just translate perimeter portal 
monitorina’? y J mear ntinuous on-site inspection 1s peeing 


jropped from the U.S. proposal is that right 
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No. What I said on that -- what it meant, that 
monitoring was to follow the flow of missiles from production 
to final assembly facilities. B8ecause we pointed out that when 


you still had the right to have a hundred, you would have the 
assembly process from production to this; and that when you 
have a total ban, tnen this is simply unnecessary 


Q So there is no proposal anymore for a continuous 
on-site presence from the opposing side? 


fe) I'm not sure that the original proposal had been 
continuous 


Q I thought it was, but -- 

q Well, again, that's a question that I[ can check 

Q The United States hac a verification proposal on 
the table in the INF talks Had the Soviets responded to that 


initial verification proposal 


Q I am not aware whether they have given a formal 
response to that Certainly, it's been an item for discussion 
But we have long told them that if we could get the global 
jouble zero, then we would prefer a simpler verification 
regime, and this 1s exactly what we've done 

@ You said there was a change i tne hallenge 
inspection Suspect site inspection What's the change’ 

9) [ will have to go into the details of that But 
the point that I'm trying to make adDOut that is that tne 

lr imstances the opportunities for illegal missile 
activities are siqnifi antly educed under the qlobal Oude 
ero Therefore these proposals deal with different 
ircumstance but I will have to get you the exact nange 
t none to tne otner 
Y oOo tnese gioda proposal na eae pect 
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Q Phyllis, two additional questions This was put 
on the tabie. Do you have an initial reaction from the Soviets? ‘ 
No. It was just Gone today We don't have an 


initial reaction 


Q Besides the two issues you discussed, there was a 
third issue, and that is the pace of reductions And the U.C 
position was, since the Soviets begin with more missiles, they 
would have to take them out more quickly or else the U.S. would 
get to zero first 


Does the U.S. proposal speak to that issue, too, and 
what can you tell us about it? 


A I am not prepared to discuss that question of the 
pace today 


Q Is the U.S. saying anything about the pace to the 
Russians, apart -- in addition to - 

a Well, IL'm sure that that will be an issue that's 
covered What ['m trying to point out are the major changes 
that we've made We can look at that question and see if we 


can get you an answer 


Q Whatever the logic behind the S. position, is 
it not the case that this now results in a ituation where the 
Soviets are proposing more intrusive verification procedures 
than the United States is? 


“ No I don't think that that reflects that at 
all What we have tried - again, let me repeat We nave said 
that we felt that if we could go to the global double zero 
that we could then simolify the verification procedure his 

exactly what we're doing we re waiting for the viet 

response, and [ can't characterize what their 5 ition will be 
in their response 

Q But their existing position goe include nstant 


nonitoring at the factory gate the perimeter portal business 
and it also includes challenged inspections of ertain 


intelligence sites, does it not 

a Lt is my jncerstanacing that me ‘ those were 
included But again let ne }ust point out that Je re 2° ng 
to await the oviet reaction to r proposals and I don't want 


to characterize in any way what their future position might ve 
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Q Phyllis, have the Soviets put Seir 
verification proposals? 


2) It was my understanding that they had, but I will 
check on that, or at least informally 


Q I don't think they have 

A Are we through with this? 

Q The U.S. had formally offered this -- 

A Yes, previously, so this is a change 

Q Syrian military forces announced that Syrian 


missiles were fired at Israeli planes over the Bekaa Valley 
Do you have any comment on that? 


M No, [| don't have any comment on that 

Q Do you characterize the situation between Israel 
and Syria as tense, or you don't have any new information about 
that? 


A No I just don't have any comment on it 


Q 0 you have any comment on the Foreign Minister 
of Iran yesterday on “Nightline” - 


iS) I don't have any specifi comments on nis 
appearance on “Nightline.” I think he's been on several 
television shows, as [ understand it, and also had a press 
conference, but I don't have specific responses to each of 
those 

a) Do you think that now it's clear that they 
rejected the resolution, the U.N. resoluti 

4 weil lL think at the press conference the Deputy 
Foreign Minister made trait no noticeable progress toward 
Iranian acceptance of Resolution $598 had occurred He repeated 
[ran's ambiguous formulation of neither accepting nor rejecting 
Security Council Resolution 598, thereby continuing Iraniar 


stalling tactics 


Y Has there vdbeen any request ° ra meeting with 
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a No, there has not been a request 


Q So what will be the next step, you know, since 
they are still stalling? 


A Well, we repeat what we had said yesterday and 
certainly what Assistant Secretary Murphy said on Sunday, that 
if Iran continues to sta we believe the Security Council 
soon must move ahead to ce sider enforcement measures 


Q Was the Ambassador to Bahrain speaking for the 
government when he told the Christian Science Monitor, in an 
interview, that he wanted to give the Iranians until September 
1 to comply with 598 and then if they did not, then we should 
go ahead with the arms embargo provision? 





3) Ambassador Zakhem was stating a personal 
opinion It's speculation to talk of dates or deadlines in 
relation to Security Council Resolution 598 


Q Was this due to his vast diplomatic experience 
preceding his appointment to Bahrain? 


4 I have no way of answering that 
Q Phyllis, the Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister said 
yesterday, applying sanctions would be premature now Do you 


see any disagreement there when you say the Council ought to do 
it soon and he says it premature now? Do you see any 
distinction between the two positions?’ 


ms There is some difference in the terms of timing 
We've always talked about this, that there remains a great deal 
of consultation and work to be done on this I don't think 
that these statements rule out coming together on something 
We're just not speculating on the time we intena to go to 
work on it 


Q I take it when you say “There's some difference 
n timing,” you don't mean specifically the U.S. and the 
viets; you mean generally’ 


A Generally 


MUKT- 
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Q Various countries have various views. Do you 
think the Soviets will vote for the resolution as they voted 
for the Security Coun-:il? 


a There's just no way I can speculate It would be 
premature to give any judgment. The resolution would have to 
be developed This takes a certain period of time 

Q Phyllis, in an interview with the Christian 





Science Monitor with the Deputy Foreign Minister of Iran, when 
he was asked about what are the conditions or how could they 
improve relations -- Iran and the United States -- he set a 
host of conditions and demands; and he said that he took money 
and other things of the United States that belongs to Iran. 
What do you have for a comment on such conditions for improving 
relations with Iran that he set? 





a [ didn't see a reference to conditions, and I 
just don't have any response to that 


Q Can you look at that, please, and possibly -- 
because this iS a generic situation about what he's sayina. 

A You know, there are lots of statements issued in 
many places We certainly don't respond to all of them I 
think it's doubtful that we would respond on this 

Q Do you have any comment on the report that a 
Baptist Minister -- Graham Ferguson Lacy -- met with Qadhafi 


today? I understand he's an American clergyman, so -- 


A I just have nothing on it 

George’? 

Q Anything on the freeing of hostages in Sudan’ 
4 I'm happy to report that Stephen Anderson, 


Kathryn Taylor, Mark Nikkel, Heather Sinclair, British, who had 
been held by the SPLA in southern Sudan since July 5th were 

released into Kenya at 1:30 p.m. local time today They're now 
in Nairobi According to preliminary reports, they appear well 


We are deliahted that the four are safe after an 
ordeal of almost two months Their unconditional release was 
the culmination of a broad effort and we appreciate the 
assistance of all involved in their release 


Q Could you taik about what that “broad effort" 
instituted? 
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A I don't have anything specific on it We have 
been prepared, certainly, to talk about our contact with the 
Government of the Sudan, the Government in Nairobi, various 
private organizations that have worked in the southern Sudan 


Q But did you talk to the organization itself -- 
SPLA? 


A I think that there are ways that we have to 
communicate with them abdout humanitarian cases such as this 


Q Phyllis, do you have any -- 


Q Was there any kind of ransom paid for them or for 
a kind of humanitarian aid in this? 


4 It's ridiculous to suggest such a thing 


Q Do you have any comment on Mr. Peres' proposal 
that he's seeking a way out of the impasse about the Lavi by 
developing joint work on the F-16 between the United States and 
Israel? 


A No, I don't have anything on that We've stated 
ur position on the Lavi [I don't have anything different 
Q Well, do vou think tnat this is a change of 


venue, instead of going for the Lavi? 
n I just have nothing on it 
Q Chuck told us a week and a half or so ago that 


after the Caracas meeting the U.S. would be sending a consular 
delegation down to Central America to talk about the peace 


plan Have we sent that delegation or what is the status? 

2) [I don't think we called it a “consular 
delegation.” I think it was more or less we referred to it 
as a technical team that would go down to discuss some of the 


technical aspects 


It's my understanding that that team's visit is still 
on track I don't have any particulars on it, but I will be 
glad to check 


Q You mean the tracked meeting it nasn't gone 
yet 


i) But it's still planned Nobody has changed their 
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idea that it will take place, but I just don't have the exact 
time of their visit 


Q Anything to tell us about a possible replacement 
for Habib? 
” No, nothing on that 


On the subject of Nicaragua, do you have any 
light to shed on the curious case of this broadcast made by 
President Reagan, which was then jammed apparently by the 
Nicaraguans? 


A Well, I can certainly confirm that last night's 
broadcast to Nicaragua by Radio Liberacion, which contained a 
message by President Reagan, was heavily jammed by the 
Sandinista Government [he Sandinistas have regularly 
attempted to jam broadcasts by Radio Liberacion 


Q Was there any agreement among the Guatemalan 
parties, the parties to the Guatemala agreement, that there 
would be a moratorium on public rhetoric involved in the peace 
plan? 


4 I've just heard nothing about that of whether any 
sort of a moratorium or understanding on that 


Q Anc was there any understanding or agreement that 
there would be a moratorium on jamming, or on similar measures? 


A l just can't imagine I just have not heard 
anything about it [I could check, but [ don't think there has 


been any agreement like that 


Q Have you learned any more about that bombing 
incident you talked to us about yesterday in Managua? 


fs) I think we called it a bombing outside 


What [I can confirm is that our information came from 
the guard who witnessed the events but I don't have his name 


Q Do you have any response from the Nicaraguan 
Government, any explanation? 


A Well, let me just say that there had been another 
Question yesterday about the status of the house -- whether it 
was occupied lt was unoccupied at the time of the bombing 


The occupant who had been there had moved to another house, but 
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the house is still under Embassy lease and available for 
occupancy by other Embassy personnel 


We have made a strong protest to the government 


Q Any response (inaudible) 

“ I don't believe so 

Q Where? Was that done here or there, or what? 
A Well, [{ believe it was done in Managua. 

Q What did it protest this as, or what -- 

A Again, we don't get into the details of this. 


But, certainly, our position that the host government has a 
responsibility to maintain the safety of foreign missions on 
its territory is well known 


Q Well, yesterday you said the people involved were 
wearing the uniforms of -- 


a Yes 


Q Are you willing to say now that they were, 
indeed, army? 


A I don't have any further details on that aspect, 
and [I'll stick with what we said that they were wearing 
uniforms of the Sandinista military 


Q So the protest is because the government didn't 
Maintain the safety of the -- 


A Well, I'm not -- 
Q -- of those directly involved in 
a) -—- commenting on the exact terms of the protest 


What I'm saying in general is that we believe the United States 
and other countries always have the right to protest when a 
host government does not fulfill its obligation to provide for 
the safety of foreign missions 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on the 
assurances that the Soviet Union issued for [srael about the 
possible participation in an international conference -- the 


message, of course, given by one of the Jewish leaders who 
visited Moscow recently? 
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A No, I don't have any comment on that. 


Q You don't have any -- these strikes in South 
Africa have now gone on for over two weeks. Is there anything 
new to say other than what you said two weeks ago? 


A No, I don't have anything further beyond what we 
had said before. 


Q Is the U.S. concerned about the situation or 
monitoring the situation? 


4 Well, our concern and our watching the situation 
would not be anything new. 


Q Any new predictions? (Laughter. ) 
4 No, sorry. | 

John. 

Q How about New Zealand? 

A Yes. (Laughter. ) 


Lambs are up. (Laughter.) Yes. 


Did you have a question? 





I'm sorry, go ahead, she has got a Palau 
question? (Laughter) 


Q All right. Actually, there was some protest 
yesterday that the State Department released the figures. Was 
there some sort of agreement that the State Department would 
not release the figures on the voting? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 





Q The characterizations that you've given of the 
negotiations between the Deputy Foreign Minister of Iran and 
the Secretary-—General -- are you saying that the United States 


basically has given up on the possibility of their negotiating 
a cease-fire? 


4 No, we've not given up. Our views are clear on 
that. We understand that there will be another meeting this 
afternoon. 
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What we're stating is simply factual -- that we have 
just not seen a responsive attitude on the part of Iran. 


Q Why not request a meeting with them? 
4 We have made our position on meeting with them 
clear. 
Q Wel] -- 
Q But you said you weren't -- 
-- are you pessimistic about there being any 
results -- that a cease-fire will come out of it? 


- [I'm not characterizing our reactions as either 
optimistic or pessimistic. We're looking at the factual 
situation. and we have said what we will do if Iran appears not 


to be agreeing. And that's the way we'll proceed. 


Q Have you anything on the [Iranian suggestion that 
there should be a meeting with a high-level U.S. official? 


fe) Not that [I'm aware of. [ would note that in his 
press conference yesterday, Deputy Foreign Minister Larijani 
said a substantive meeting with U.S. officials would serve no 
concrete purpose. 


Q Do you agree with him? 

a Excuse me? 

Q Do you agree with him? 

q I'm not, one way or the other, saying whether [ 


agree with him or not. Our position on a meeting was clear. 
We said if they wanted to meet with us that we'd be willing to 
do so. We weren't in particular seeking a meeting. 


Q Back to Jack's question, why aren't you seeking 
one? Why not go ahead and propose to the Iranians that you sit 
down and talk? 


Our position on meeting with them has been very 
clear; and on our contacts with them we've talked about the 
serious issues that divide us. They know what those are. 
Certainly, it is their support of terrorism, their apparent 
unwillingness to accept the resolution of the Security Council, 
and their aggressive attitudes towards their neighbors. 
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Certainly, those positions have been well spelled 
out. If they want to meet with us and discuss these important 
issues, we're willing to do so. 


Q What contacts are those, Phyllis? 

” Excuse me? 

Q What contacts are those? 

4 Excuse me. Contacts -- ? 

You said your position has been made quite clear 
on meetings in the contacts you've had with them. What 
contacts were those? 

A Well, what I've talked about -- we've always said 
that we do have ways of communicating with Iran. I think the 
Secretary has spelled this out very clearly. 

Above all, we go through our protective power in 
Tehran, which is Switzerland. We have had contacts with them 


at the Tribunal in The Hague. These have continued as those 
issues are raised. 


Certainly, at the UN there is the possibility for 
contact. Those remain as they were before. 


Q Have there been -- 


Q If we're so interested in a cease-fire 
resolution, why not go on the offensive and approach them? 


“4 We have used the Security Council and back their 
efforts because we feel that this is the most appropriate 
diplomatic way to bring [ran to negotiations to end the war. 


I think this emphasizes our view. It's not a struggle 
between Iran and the United States; it is a threat to the 
international community. And when there is a threat to the 
international community, it is appropriate to go through the 
United Nations. 
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Q Maybe, -- a follow-up to that question -- could 
you possibly ask through the offices of the Secretary-—General 
of the United Nations that you could -- by any means, directly 
or indirectly -- talk to this guy who will be carrying a 
message to Ayatollah Khomeini, before he leaves the country to 
go back? 


~ I've covered this. You know, our position on the 
meeting is clear -- and it's open. 
Q Are you on speaking terms with Iran at the 


present time? 

4 I'm not characterizing terms or relationships or 
quantifying it in any way. Our position is clear. [I don't 
need to repeated it. 

Q O.K., thank you. 

4 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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Questions taken at the rnonn nress briefine of August 25, 1987 
U.S. VIEWS ON INF VERIFICATION 





Q. During the transition period -- when you are going towards 
zero -- there will be, by definition, some missiles around. ven 
during that transitional period, these two measures (short-notice 
inspection of suspect sites and continuous perimeter-portal 
monitoring) which you've just mentioned, would not be in effect. 
Is that right? 

A. -- LET ME FIRST MAKE CLEAR THAT THE EXTENT TO WHICH WE CAN 
SIMPLIFY THE VERIFICATION PROVISIONS OF AN INF ACCORD WILL DEPEND 
NOT ONLY ON REACHING AGREEMENT ON THE DOUBLE GLOBAL ZERO, BUT 
ALSO ON SOVIET AGREEMENT TO A SHORT TRANSITIONAL PERIOD, A BAN ON 
MODERNIZATION AND PRODUCTION OF U.S. AND SOVIET INF MISSILE 
SYSTEMS, AND A BAN ON OPERATIONAL TEST FLIGHTS OF INF MISSILES BY 


THE TWO COUNTRIES. 


-- UNDER THESE CIRCUMSTANCES THERE WOULD BE NO OPERATING INF 
PRODUCTION AND FINAL ASSEMBLY FACILITIES AFTER ENTRY INTO FORCE 
OF THE TREATY. THEREFORE, THERE WOULD BE NO NEED FOR CONTINUOUS 
PERIMETER PORTAL MONITORING OF THESE FACILITIES. 

-- CONCERNING SHORT-NOTICE INSPECTION OF SUSPECT SITES, AS 
MADE CLEAR IN THE STATEMENT YESTERDAY, SUCH INSPECTION OF CERTAIN 
MISSILE-RELATED FACILITIES IN THE U.S. AND THE USSR IS AN ELEMENT 


OF OUR VERIFICATION PROPOSALS. 


eeMORE -- 














— 
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Q. W.ll the facilities of the Allies continue to be subject to 
inspection? Will Soviet monitors still have the right to look at 
-- to go on West European territory and check facilities? 

A. -- WE HAVE NEVER PROPOSED THAT THE FACILITIES OF OUR ALLIES BE 
SUBJECT TO INSPECTION. OUR INSPECTION PROPOSALS HAVE PERTAINED 
TO U.S. OPERATED FACILITIES IN EUROPEAN BASING COUNTRIES. OUR 
VERIFICATION PROPOSALS CONTINUE 10 INCLUDE PROVISIONS FOR 
INSPECTION OF U.S. DECLARED FACILITIES ON THE TERRITORY OF OUR 
ALLIES, INCLUDING A BASELINE INSPECTION TO VERIFY THE NUMBER OF 
MISSILES AND LAUNCHERS AT DECLARED FACILITIES AND SHORT=-NOTICE 
INSPECTION OF DECLARED FACILITIES UNTIL THE MISSILES ARE 


ELIMINATED TO VERIFY RESIDUAL LEVELS. 


-- IN THIS REGARD, I WOULD LIKE TO MAKE CLEAR THAT THE U.S. 
HAS COCRDINATED CLOSELY WITH OUR ALLIES ON OUR PROPOSALS 
CONCERNING ON-SITE INSPECTION. THE ALLIES HAVE SUPPORTED THE 
ON-SITE INSPECTION PROVISIONS WHICH WE HAVE TABLED DURING THE 
COURSE OF THESE NEGOTIATIONS. IT IS ONLY NATURAL THAT WE WOULD 
VERY CLOSELY WITH OUR ALLIES ON THIS ISSUE; AFTER ALL MANY OF THE 
INSPECTIONS WOULD TAKE PLACE ON THEIR TERRITORY. 


Q. Concerning the pace of reductions, does the U.S. proposal 
speak to that issue, too? 


A. -- THIS ISSUE IS NOT ADDRESSED IN OUR VERIFICATION PROPOSALS, 


EXCEPT THAT THOSE PROPOSALS ARE CONTINGENT ON A SHORT PERIOD OF 





REDUCTIONS. WE PROPOSE THAT REDUCTIONS BE COMPLETED WITHIN ONE 
YEAR FOF. SRINF MISSILES AND WITHIN THREE YEARS FOR LRINF 


MISSITLES.. 


--MORE <-- 








se ‘ite 
Q. Have the Soviets put down their verification proposals? 
A. -- IN EARLY JULY THE SOVIETS PUT DOWN A SKETCHY OUTLINE OF 
THEIR IDEAS ON VERIFICATION AS A PLACE HOLDER IN THE JOINT TREATY 
TEXT. THEY HAVE NOT PROVIDED THE NECESSARY DETAILS. WE ARE 
CONTINUING TO WORK WITH THE SOVIETS ON DEVELOPING EFFECTIVE 


VERIFICATION MEASURES. 
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MR, FITZWATER: Ground rules -- it's a BACKGROUND 
briefing, attributable to a senior administration official -- for 
your information, but not for use. It's 


Q We recognize hia. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I want you to know I'm 
late not because I was on the tennis court. 


Q But you were on the phone with Shultz, right? 
(Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, I was on 
the phone with Shultz. 


Let me just make a couple of points about the President's 
speech and then get on to today's developments. 


What the speech tries to do is to state the President's 
continuing political philosophy for the conduct of East-West 
relations, pursuit of peace, strong defense, expansion of freedom. 

It reflects both continuity with past policies and the innovations of 
the Reagan administration -- the SDI, so-called Reagan Doctrine, real 
nuclear reductions, challenges on human rights, people-to-people 
contact in our bilateral relationships. 


The President's four-part agenda is all operational and 
all parts are important for a general improvement in relations. But 
we don't hold one part hostage to improvements in the others. The 
vision of a far-reaching improvement in relations -- and that's what 
the speech tries to convey -- depends basically on Soviet respect for 
democracy both abroad and at home. 


It's very clear that new things are happening in the 
USSR, that the system is trying to develop reforms that strengthen 
and preserve communist rule. Only if there is a fundamental 
liberalization of the regime can internal developments lead to a 
fundamental transformation of the basic relationship away from 
competition and conflicts. That's possible, but at this stage, we 
can't count on it. We can only hope for it and that's inherent in 
the President's message. In the meantime, we find Gorbachev's 
foreign policies more activist and more challenging in their tactics. 


Historically, I might note, reformist regimes in the USSR 
have been assertive and aggressive, such as Khrushchev, and we have 
to be alert for that. On the other hand, it does appear that 
Gorbachev wants some kind of a breathing space so that he can 
accomplish his internal changes, and this does, it seems to us, offer 
Opportunities in the arms reduction fields, specifically INF and 
START. 


In regional conflicts, what the President is saying, that 
the Soviets are pursuing their traditional goals with increased skill 
and flexibility. While they make a lot of statements about 
Afghanistan, we don't see any fundamental changes in their policy. 
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Indeed, we see continuing pressure on Pakistan. We see no letup in 
Places like Angola, Nicaragua, Ethiopia. There is, of course, a 
parallel interest in ending the Iran-Iraq war, but we should not read 
a lot into this because it does not really disguise the conflict of 
aims in that region. 


In the human rights area, there have been some positive 
developments. There have been some 150 political prisoners released, 
emigration is up, and there is clearly freer discussion in the press. 
But much more, in our judgment, needs to be done. Many more 
political prisoners are still jailed. Religious dissenters still 
suffer, and glasnost is far from the free press. 


In bilateral relations, there have been some promising 
developments in the people-to-people exchanges, such as the 
Chautaugua series that is currently going on. In the arms control 
area, as you're aware, we are moving forward on an INF agreement. We 
want to press just as hard as we can on a START agreement, because 
this ought to be looked upon in its total context. 


With regard to the developments in Germany today, the 
President -- I call your attention to the last -- the paragraph on -- 
I think Page 9 of the speech. 


Q Page 5, paragraph -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me read it. 


"There are still issues to be worked out. Our delegation 
in Geneva has already pointed the way to simplifying verification 
requirements now that we've agreed to the total elimination of U.S. 
and Soviet INF missiles. We've also repeatedly pointed out that the 
last-minute demand by the Soviets concerning West German Pershing 1-A 
missiles was without foundation. 


"Earlier today, Chancellor Kohl removed even this 
artificial obstacle from consideration. We are therefore hopeful 
that the Soviet Union will demonstrate that there is substance behind 
the rhetoric they've repeated so often of late -- that they genuinely 
want a stabilizing INF agreement. If so, they will move to meet our 
proposals constructively rather than erect additional barriers to 
agreement.” 


We will have a statement -- I don't know when it's going 
to be ready to be passed out, but we will have a statement on 
Chancellor Kohl's statement by the time we end this session. 


Q On that story, can you give us some background on 
how it came about to the extent that it was coordination between Bonn 
and Washington on that announcement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was contact 
between Bonn and Washington, between the Chancellor and the 
President, during the course of the day and evening yesterday. The 
Chancellor did send the President a letter, and the President 
responded. And our statement will say that we strongly support 
Kohl's statement that the Pershing l-As have not been, and should not 
be, included in the Geneva negotiations -- and we also understand and 
support his statement on what he intends to do with the l1-As, that is 
to say non-modernization and dismantling, after certain conditions 
are met. 


It goes on to make reference to the Reykjavik agreement 
with regard to the under-500-kilometer issue. But you'll have the 
statement -- 


Q Does the U.S. government have any signal or -- 
officially or unofficially -~ from the Soviets on how they're 
reacting to this -- Kohl's proposal? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No we don't. I think 
it's really too early, Lou. Petrovsky was on TV this morning saying 
that the Pershing 1-As were a major impediment, but I also think he 
said -- and I have not seen the transcript -- that if that impediment 
is removed, that things can move very fast. So that's a sign that 
the reaction might be positive. 


Q Who initiated the contact between Kohl and Reagan? 
Did Kohl call Reagan, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Kohl -- the first 
contact was actually a phone call to me from Kohl's office, followed 
up by a letter from Kohl to the President. 


Q The two of them didn't speak on the phone? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they did not speak 
on the phone. 


Q How long ago did -- contact? 


Q To what extent did the United States try and get the 
Germans to do this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was absolutely no 
pressure from the United States. This is an FRG decision, but it's a 
decision that -- as we've always said -- will be taken within the 
NATO context. So there clearly will be consultations with the NATO 
members. Don't forget, the INF agreement has not yet concluded, and 
Kohl lays down some conditions, such as verification and a 
dismantlement of the 20s and the Pershing 2s and the GLCMs before he 
moves on the Pershing 1-As:. 


Q When did Xohl's office contact you? 


SENIOR ADMINIST*ATION OFFICIAL: It was early yesterday 
morning. 


Q And then when did the letter come? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The letter came about 
midday yesterday. 


Q I'm confused. You said there was no pressure. What 
was the nature of the conversation -- was it simply informing, or 
what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was informing us of 
Kohl's planned announcement. Let me emphasize the point. Because 
when I was in Germany, I made it very clear to Germans of all 
political persuasions that we did not intend to allow the Pershing 
1-A issue to be introduced in Geneva. This was an artificial 
obstacle that had been erected by the Soviets. And Kohl's statement 
emphasizes that point, that this should not, and will not be 
introduced at Geneva. What he is talking about is a gesture on his 
part to facilitate the negotiations. Now, that gesture obviously 
will have to be made in consultation with NATO. But there was 
absolutely -- and let me reemphasize this point -- absolutely no 
pressure on Kohl from the United States government, from any source 
in the United States government. 


Q In your mind, though, are there any significant 
obstacles that now remain between where we are and an agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the way has been 
smoothed considerably by the positions that we are taking now on 
verification. This -- Kohl has made this gesture on a very 
artificial impediment, as I've indicated. This doesn't mean that 
there isn't some negotiating to go on. There will clearly be issues 
that have to be resolved. We're presently exploring the verification 
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issue right now. But I -- once again, as the President will say in 
his speech, this looks very promising at this point. 


Q The White House has been saying that it was doubtful 
that an agreement could be reached before September 21st. What does 
it look like now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not familiar with 
any time frame that we've put on an agreement, and I myself would be 
hesitant to make that kind of a judgment, because we've really not 
engaged the Soviet delegation substantively yet on the arms -- the 
verification issue. And don't forget -- we in the U.S. government 
had to revisit verification as a result of the elimination of the 
last 100 -- as result of the Soviets agreeing to our proposal for a 
true double-zero. So we've just now gone back. If they agree with 
our position, it shouldn't take much time at all. But I can't -- I 
can't really predict what the Soviet reaction is going to be. 


Q On the guts of this speech about the guideposts for 
improved relations, they center on tearing down the Berlin Wall, 
pulling out of Afghanistan, democratizing at home, self-determination 
in Eastern Europe, how can the President presume to tell a large 
system like the Soviet Union, based on certain principles, to change 
their colors? He has said before that that's an impossible thing to 
do, and I'm wondering if this is mere rhethoric, or a realistic 
expectation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q -- that communists will become democrats. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's an expression 
of hope that we are at a juncture where we can have some new horizons 
in our relationship. We are watching internal developments very 
closely. We are hopeful that the internal liberalization, to the 
degree that it is taking place, and it's taking place in certain 
selected areas -- will ultimately be reflective in a more flexible 
foreign policy. That has not been demonstrated empirically to date, 
but we are laying down certain guideposts, such as Afghanistan, 
Berlin -- and they are perfectly -- human rights -- they are 
perfectly reasonable. 


Q Well, a cynic might conclude that in laying down 
conditions of free elections, opening the military budget, tearing 
down the Berlin Wall, that the President is asking for things he 
knows can't be done, and therefore, would be blocking this new era 
that he's hoping for. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL No, I don't think we are 
asking for things that can't be done or thiags that are unreasonable. 
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We are saying, okay, if you're going to make some changes, if you're 
truly interested in a new relationship with the West, let's not just 
hear propaganda -- here are some tangible steps that you can take. 
And it doesn't take them long to get out of Afghanistan, it wouldn't 
take them long to tear down the Berlin Wall. We're not going to 
second-guess their political judgments, but we're saying, if you want 
to improve relationships, here is a way you can do it. 


In several speeches this spring, the President 
talked or seemed to question the genuineness of the glasnost concept, 
but in today's speech seems to move to at least a partial acceptance 
that there is a glasnost policy being carried out there. He would 
like to have it moved on to military affairs and some other issues. 
Is that a change in the President's view of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, not really. I 
mean, as the situation evolves in the Soviet Union, we will respond 
appropriately, and that is one of the essential messages of the 
speech, that we are flexible, we are watching your progress and we 
will try to respond in kind. 


Yes, there is a measure of glasnost -- speaking out -- 
but that's a long way from full press freedom. But, okay, let's 
encourage it. If you're going to publish things, publish your 
defense budget like we do. Here are some, as you say, guideposts 
that you can use. You can laugh, but let's see how fundamental the 
changes are. 


Q Sir, two things. First of all, at what point in 
time would the 72 warheads be removed from Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, all I can do there 
is refer you to Chancellor Kohl's statement and -- 


Q Are they under our control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- well, we -- the 
statement that we are issuing in a few minutes will say we understand 
and support his decision on the l-As. He says, and I quote, “If an 
agreement between the U.S. and the USSR is reached in Geneva on the 
worldwide elimination of INF systems, if in particular the 
verification problems are resolved in a satisfactory way, if this INF 
agreement is ratified by both sides and enters into effect, if the 
contracting parties adhere to the agreed timetable ‘or elimination of 
their weapons systems, then in this case I am prepared to declare 
already today that with the final elimination of all Soviet and 
American INF systems the Pershing 1-A missiles will not be 
modernized, but dismantled." 


Q All right, but what happens to the warheads, I mean, 
since they are under our control does that mean at that point we 
would remove them from Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I assume that would be 
what would happen, yes. 


Q And one other thing. Could you tell us whether 
there's been any kind of Soviet reaction to the verification proposal 
that we've put on the table at Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that only -- the 
cable only went out the day before yesterday, so we really haven't -- 
at least I have not seen a reaction today -- let me put it that way. 


Q Toward the end of the speech, where the President is 
talking about free elections, the context is a little unclear to me. 
Does he actually mean in the Soviet Union -- free elections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. They talk about 
elections, they have elections. Let's make them truly free. 
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May I follow up? What is the President's view on 
that? The last thing I recall him saying about his view of the 
Soviet system's right to exist was if they want to keep their Mickey 
Mouse system, it's all right with me. (Laughter.) But he refers in 
this speech to the Westminister speech of '82 in which he said very 
definitely that their Marxist-Leninist regime would end up on the 
slag heap if history, or words to that effect. Now what is his view? 
Do they have a right to exist as they are today if they want to, or 
is he not going to rest, as long as he's in public life, until he can 
drive them out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think he's 
questioning reality, Sam -- 


Q What? This President? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- but what he is séeying 
is -- (laughter) -- what he is saying is that, okay, you say you':.e 
in a process of change. Let's see some real change. It's as simple 
as that, and those aren't in conflict with what he has said before. 


Q But if they want to keep -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL; He has said, and the 
speech makes it clear, there are danger points. We have to look out 
for regional issues. We have to look out for the nuclear threat. We 
do not yet see the internal changes reflected in Soviet foreign 
policy, particularly in regional issues. But here is your benchmark. 


Q I'm really just asking about his view of their 
system as it exists today. Does it have a right to exist in the 
Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he'd like to see 
it changed. Obviously it does exist. I mean, it's not a question of 
-- are you talking about divine right? I mean, who's right? 


Q Reagan right. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mean, he is not in a 
position to dictate their system to them, but he is in a position to 
say, here are some incentives for you. If you want to improve 
relationships with the West, if you really are sincere about changing 
your system, here is how you can do it. 


Q Has the U.S. government received any information 


from the Soviets about a planned visit to the U.S. by Secretary 
Gorbachev? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q You described today in your opening statement a 
potentially assertive and more aggressive reform regime led by 
Gorbachev. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said historically that 
has been the case. 


Q So there is the potential for that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a potential. 

Q Is this government, with the reported disputes 
between the National Security Advisor and the Secretary of State, 
capable of dealing with that and responding to that with any degree 
of agility? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I -=- there are -- let me just comment on 
reported disputes between the National Security Advisor and the 


MORE 

















Secretary of State. I have known George Shultz for a long time. He 
was -- he first brought me into OMB. I worked for him back in -- 


Q Are you on background? 
MR. CARLUCCI: No, I'll go ON THE RECORD. 


I worked for him in 1970. I admire him enormously. He's 
an exceptionally able and effective Secretary of State. We have long 
enjoyed a very good personal relationship. Just this weekend my 
family and I went up to Palo Alto and visited him. I think our 
working relationship is very harmonious, and we intend to keep it 
that way. 


Q Well, let me follow up. Do you believe that the 
National Security Advisor and his staff should not meet with 
ambassadors, should not take missions to Europe as you did? Is that 
inappropriate? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I'm not going to cet into the details of 
that kind of thing. Secretary Shultz has said he doesn't discuss 
relationships between his department and the White House and I don't 
think it's appropriate for me to discuss them either. The President 
has indicated in several speeches that he accepts the Tower model of 
the NSC. 


Q Well, on background will you trash him? (Laughter.) 


Q On background can you say anything about where we 
can go at the -- 


MR. FITZWATER: -- ON BACKGROUND for the final question 
for Jerry over here. 


Q Lou, Lou. 


Q Would you characterize the President's reaction when 
he received Chancellor Kohl's letter and some words that he may have 
used when he responded to it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's 
appropriate for me to reveal correspondence between the President and 
the Chancellor of another country. | 


Q I wasn't asking for words -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we are -- we've 
given you a statement which gives our reaction and that is the -- 
that's the President's reaction. 


Q Well, did he thank him or was he pleased? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was certain.y 
appreciative that Kohl had sent him the letter and was talk.ng to him 
about this issue. But our position is as stated in the sta:ement. 


Q Sir, can I as one more question? 


Q Why wasn't the contact between Kohl's office and 
yours more appropriately handled through the State Department? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have tc ask Kohl 
that. The phone call came to me. But thoughout the day, for those 
of you who are interested in that other issue, I was in constant 
contact with the Secretary of State. I talked to him perscnally at 
least three times yesterday and he was fully on board with jevery step 
that was being taken on this issue. | 


MR. FITZWATER: -- final question, Lou. 


MORE 














Q Frank, you mentioned the -- Frank, can I ask a 
guestion on -- if you're able to respond to it -- today, the Pentagon 
has said that there's a whole big area of where our troops are going 
to be receiving imminent danger pay. Is there any change in the 
administration's position on the War Powers Act and whether it should 
be invoked in the Persian Gulf situation? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Let me comment on that issue -- although, 
I understand the Pentagon will be having a press conference -- but 
there is a different legal standard that governs this special pay 
determination -- and I think that's the term that is used. And the 
broader language in the history of this authority makes it clear that 
it's available in situations where the War Powers resolution is not 
applicable. 


The special pay authority applies where there is a threat 
of physical harm or imminent danger. Whereas, the War Powers 
resolution applies only when imminent involvement in hostilities is 
Clearly indicated. 


There are other areas -- 
Q Is there a difference? 
Q What's the difference? 


MR. CARLUCCI: -- where danger pay has been given for 
terrorist actions and the War Powers issues were never raised -- El 
Salvador, Lebanon, Sudan, Peru and Columbia. 


The difference is the legal history. The legislative 
history of both of these measures, which makes it very clear, Bill, 
that if you give the special pay, you don't automatically have to 
move to War Powers. 


As for the other part of your question, Lou, we continue 
to have that under examination. The lawyers are following the 
situation carefully. As you know, we got our latest corvoy out quite 
successfully. But we'll continue to examine the situation. And 
should, in the judgment of the lawyers the War Powers be applicable, 
we will make the appropriate notification to the Congress, reserving, 
of course, the President's constitutional authority. 


Q Are you on the record or on background with that 
statement? 

MR. CARLUCCI: I'm ON THE RECORD on it, if you want it. 

Q Yes, we're on the record on that statement. 

MR. FITZWATER: All right, the last question is ON THE 
RECORD. 


Thank you very much. 
Q Is this briefing for immediate release, Marlin? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes, it is. 


END 10:31 A.M. PDT 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. [ 
don't have any announcements, so I will be happy to begin with 
questions. 


I suppose you have seen the announcement by 
Chancellor Kohl offering eventually to give up the 72 Pershing 
I-~A's. What do you think of that? 


” In regard to the statement of Chancellor Kohl, 
I'm going to refer you to the White House for a statement about 
that. We are expecting Frank Carlucci to do a pre-brief on the 
President's speech. He'll be briefing at 1:00 our time. If 
there are any other follow-up questions after that, I will try 
and help you with those this afternoon; but I will defer to the 
White House. 


Q I understand your wish to do so, but I would like 
to know if the State Departinent thinks that this removes the 
last obstacle in the way of an INF agreement? 


A [I just can't help you with that, Jim. I think 
we'll wait until we see what comes out of the White House. As 
I said, if we have specific questions or amplification, we'll 
try and help. 


Q Let me try a couple of fact questions. Who owns 
the warheads on the missiles -- which country? 


2) I think that this has been clearly covered before 
- that the launching system is clearly of the Federal Republic 
of Germany and that the missiles have been in U.S. control. I 
don't know if “control” is the right word. I think there ‘s a 
legal terminology for that, but certainly we work very closely 
with them. But if I might, Barry, let me check on the exact 
legal term on that. 


Q Sure, because if the warheads are under U.S. 
control and belong to the U.S., [I'd like to know how Chancellor 
Kohl can say they will be destroyed, unless he has, in some 
way, while you were all out here saying, you know, the missiles 
have got to stay -- while you were playing a double game at the 
State Department and arranging with Kohl to come forward and 
offer to get rid of the missiles. Other than that, he's 
appropriated American weapons and has offered to destroy them. 
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a) Without accepting any of the assumptions in your 
question, let me get for you this afternoon the exact 
terminology of how we describe that relationship. 


Q Phyllis, has the U.S. position on negotiating 
these missiles inside the treaty now on the table, has that 
position changed in any way? 


A No, that position has not changed. 


Q So we are still not negotiating the German 
missiles with the Soviets? 


a) That's correct. 


Q On that, to follow that up, the United States, 
having adamantly refused to introduce third-party systems into 
the Geneva negotiations, Kohl has now effectively done that 
himself. Doesn't that undermine a key U.S. negotiating 
position? 


“ I'm not going to get into the ramifications of 
Kohl's statements of what the Germans are going to do. That's 
going to lead me down a track that I'm just not prepared to go 
down. But let me just state for the record that our position 
on the inclusion of the German Pershings in our INF 
negotiations with the Soviets stands. It has not changed. 


Q On another subject? 
A Yes. 
Q Since Monday, when all spokesmen and spokeswomen 


of the Administration threw darts at the Los Angeles Times 
story, have any of you folks detected any developments that 
might suggest maybe the Times had something, that Gorbachev 
will come to the U.S. and that the U.S. would like to see him 
this fall? 





. No, we have not detected any change, and I noted 
that a Soviet spokesman -- Petrovusky, I believe his name is -- 
on one of the morning TV programs denied that Gorbachev was 
planning to come to the UNGA. 


Q Phyllis, the Pentagon has announced that all men 
on the warships in the Persian Gulf, the Strait of Hormuz and 
the Gulf of Oman are going to be getting danger pay bonuses. 
Does that not suggest that the War Powers Act ought to be 
considered? 


a I would refer any quesiions about that to the 
Pentagon. This is their decision taken on how they pay their 
men, and I just don't have any comment on it. 
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Q But looking at the wording -- a danger pay bonus 
and hostilities -- “imminent danger" being part of the wording 
of the War Powers Act, do the two not work together? 


A I just can't help you with that question. I 
would direct those questions to the Pentagon. Our position on 
the application of the War Powers Act in regard to the Gulf 
still stands. There has been no change. 


Q Phyllis, since we are in the area, do you have 
any comment on the Saudi claiming that there was an Iranian 
conspiracy against them? 


a Against whom? 

Q That the Iranians are conspiring against Saudi 
Arabia? 

No, I don't have any comment on that. 

Q Nicaragua. They've said that they are going to 


let a couple of Catholic priests back into the country who had 
been expelled; also, that the Commission for National 
Reconciliation includes at least one strong opponent of the 
Sandinista regime. Have we got comments on those developments? 


Q Question, please? 


A Yes. She asked about if we had any comment on 
the announcement in Nicaragua that Bishop Antonio Vega, 
Monsignor Bismarck Carballo, and a third priest, Italian 
Reverend Benito Pitito, are now free to return to Nicaragua. 


We welcome the decision. President Ortega said that 
the priests would be allowed to return without conditions. He 
should be held to that commitment. We hope that this means 
that Monsignor Carballo will be allowed to reopen Radio 
Catholica and operate without Sandinista censorship or 
harassment. 


In regard to the appointment of a National Cominission 
of Reconciliation, we are concerned that through careful 
selection of members of the National Commission on 
Reconciliation, the NCR, the Sandinistas have stacked the 
Council in their favor. At the same time, they have appeared 
to maintain, or are trying to maintain, the appearance of 
compliance with the Guatemala Accord. It's doubtful to expect 
anything but Sandinista rhetoric from the government 
representative, Vice President of Nicaragua Sergio Ramirez, or 
his alternate. 
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The two individuals chosen as Nicaraguan notables, the 
President of a pro-Sandinista Protestant group and his 
alternate, the President of the Nicaraguan Red Cross, are 
unlikely te deviate from the Sandinista line. We hope that the 
civic opposition representative, Popular Social Christian Party 
President Mauricio Diaz, and his alternate will be able to 
resist Sandinista pressures and work in the Nicaraguan people's 
best interest. 


Finally, we were pleased to see the names of Cardinal 
Obando y Bravo and his alternate, the Auxiliary Bishop of 
Managua, on the list. 


Q Phyllis, if we could follow this up a minute. 


Q Copy? 
5 We'll try. 


Q Since the United States seemed to disapprove of 
three of the four candidates that were nominated under the 
terms of the Guatemala Agreement, does the United States have 
candidates of its own that it would prefer the government to 
appoint under the terms of the Guatemala City agreement? And 
if so, who are they? 


S No, we don't have candidates of our own. That 
would be far beyond imagination. I think that on this, 
certainly it's a decision of Nicaragua to do this. What we are 
concerned adout is stacking the deck by the composition, and 
certainly we would urge that a more balanced group of people 
had been assembled. But, as I say, we're talking about this in 
terms of our concerns about what might be. We are not 
attempting to definitively prejudge what the National 
Commission of Reconciliation is going to do, but we certainly 
do want to get our concerns on record. 


Q Phyllis, this Commission was named according to a 
procedure, from lists of three candidates named by different 
people according to a procedure laid down in the Guatemala 
Accord. Are we implying that that procedure didn't work out, 
or did the Sandinistas purposely make force to it to attain the 
resul‘s they obtained? 


a I can't get into the specific details of the 
procedure. I just don't have the details on that. What we're 
concerned about is getting a balanced group that is going to be 
responsive to the needs of all the citizens in Nicaragua and 
play a role in the process toward democratization. But I can't 
answer the specific questions on lists or things like that. 
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Q Has the State Department told Congress that 
military aid to Haiti should be resumed? 


” I just don't have anything on that question of 
aid to Haiti today. Let me see if we can get something for you. 


Q Back on Nicaragua. In testimony that was 
released yesterday by the Select Committees, one CIA witness 
testified at one point that there had been apparent drug 
smuggling by some of the people involved in the contras back, I 
guess, in 1984 or so This seems to be in conflict with a 
statement made by the State Department which had conducted its 
own investigation. 


In light of what the CIA witness did say, is the State 
Department now looking back at the efficiency of its own 
investigation? 


A I simply am not prepared to answer those 
questions today. We certainly note the release of that. As in 
the past, these get to be very complicated situations where we 
go back and try and search. 


If there is something we can say about those charges, 
we certainly will, but I just can't say right now whether we're 
going to be able to answer that question. 


Q Speaker Wright apparently invited Mr. Arias to 
address a joint session of Congress next month. Is Mr. Arias 
also going to meet members of the Administration during that 
visit, or is that a private visit, or what is it? 


a We have just seen some of the details of that. 
Since we deal with President Arias on a number of issues and 
stay in close contact with him, I would certainly assume that 
he will see a certain number of officials while he's here; but 
[ simply don't have any dates or meetings or any arrangements 
about that 


Q But I take it, it is not an official visit in the 
sense that he's been invited by the Administration. It sounds 
like more it's Mr. Wright who's personally inviting him. 


A Yes. That's the way it appears. But again, just 
because of our close relations with him, I would assume that 
meetings would be worked out. 


Q But isn't that unusual? I mean, does the Speaker 
of the House usually invite a foreign leader to visit the 
United States and address -- I mean, I guess he can invite to 
address a joint session of Congress, but to come to this 
country, isn't that unusual? 
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A Well, I think that the whole situation is rather 
unprecedented -- of the plan --— but I would address that 
question to Speaker Wright's office. 


Q Also, yesterday he received, I guess, four 
Ambassadors from Central America -- Mr. Wright did. Has there 
been a comparable State Department meeting? Has Mr. Abrams 
received the same four Ambassadors, or is Mr. Wright doing this 
on his own? Does he coordinate with the State Department? How 
does this work? 


4 I think that it's clear that we stay in close 
touch with most of those Ambassadors. Perhaps meetings with 
the other are of a different -- with one of them are of a 
different category. But on any of these questions about their 
meeting, I would address Speaker Wright's office on the 
meetings with that. We're certainly aware of the meetings, but 
we were not party to them. 


Q Which situation did you mean was unprecedented? 


m Well, the idea of the Reagan-Wright peace plan, 
of the President and the Speaker of the House working out a 
peace plan which they proposedfor Central America. I have not 
set a diplomatic history in some years, but I can't really 
remember another one, But I would certainly look forward to 
being corrected if I have made a mistake on that. That's what 
lL meant by “unprecedented. " 


Q I thought that you meant that it was 
unprecedented that the Speaker of the House would be inviting a 
foreign leader. 


4 No. I meant to say that the convergence, the 
working together, of the Speaker of the House and the President 
in putting forward a peace plan was unprecedented. 


Q Was the invitation worked out with the 
Administration in advance as part of this unprecedented 
arrangement? 


4 I just can't answer that question. I don't know 
how the invitation was given. 


Q Yesterday you were asked about the Peres plan on 
the Lavi. Is it possible to look into that? This is fora 
substitute for the Lavi, perhaps using $i00 million worth of 
American assistance to develop a new plane? 


os No. I don't have anything further beyond what I 
said yesterday: that our position on the Lavi is clear. We've 
made it known to the Israelis. We've talked about it here. I 
just have nothing further on it. 
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Q Could you please look into it? This is in 
addition. This is now another generation -~— not the Lavi, but 
a more sophisticated plane for some time in the future but 
still using American money. 


= No. I think our position on that is clear, and 
we'll stick with it. 


Q But you haven't addressed that proposal. That's 
a different one. That's not the Lavi; it's a different one. 


= Well, I don't know what the status of that 
proposal is, whether it's simply an idea in the Israeli 
Government, whether they formally broached it to us. But I'm 
just saying that we're standing with our position on the Lavi. 


Q Iraq and the United States have signed a new 
trade agreement. Does the State Department or the 
Administration consider Iraq now eligible for U.S. military 
equipment? 


a The United States and Iraq will signa 
commercial, economic and technical cooperation agreement 
today. The aims of the agreement are to promote and diversify 
trade exchanges and to strengthen economic and technical 
cooperation. 


Acting Secretary of Commerce Clarence Brown will sign 
for the U.S. Iraq's visiting Minister of Trade, Muhammad Mahdi 
Salih, will sign for Iraq. The Department of Commerce will 
issue a statement after the signing. 


The signing of this treaty does not change our policy 
of not supplying either belligerent in the Gulf war with 
military technology. 


Q All right. Thank you. That answers most of it, 
but apart from the factor of the Gulf war, is Iraq a country 
that the United States would like to have an arms relationship 
with as it has with most of the Arab world? 


a I'm not going to answer that question. That's 
not the point of this agreement. The agreement is not new. I[t 
was initialed in 1985, but the signing was postponed because of 
a death in the family of the then Trade Minister. So this is 
an agreement, as I said, that is focused on other aspects, and 
it really has nothing to do with the arms sale relationship. 


Q Phyllis, what do you say to Iran when they react 
to this? I mean, is this seen as a tilt away from your policy 
of neutrality? 
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A Well, I think the point that ['m trying to get 
across on this is that it's not something new. It was 
initialed in 1985. It deals mainly with trade, trying to 
diversify trade exchanges. I might note in this regard that 
Iraq is our third largest export market in the Arab world, 
mostly for agricultural products. Our total trade with Iraq in 
1986, long before the current situation developed, was 
$1 billion. 


Q One point on Arias, the Arias visit: I take it 
you have no objections to Mr. Wright's invitation and you don't 
regard it as abnormal or unusual, or anything like that? 


A No. He has been intimately involved -- witness 
the Reagan-wWright plan -- so I think it's understandable that 
he would be in touch with these people. 


Q Also, the contra leaders are meeting the 
President, [ think, tomorrow in Los Angeles; and I gather 
they're coming to Washington on Friday to meet Mr. Wright. Are 
they also coming to the State Department or meeting other 
members of the Administration? 


fs) I don't have an answer for that. I understand 
that members of the Administration will be in California to 
participate in the meetings out there. Whether any further are 
scheduled here, I just can't tell you. 


Q Phyllis, is there anything new today on the 
U.S.-Australian beef dispute? The Australians are threatening 
to take political action if it's not resolved. 


a) I don't have anything -- 

Q What was the question? 

2) On the beef dispute, and there was a question of 
unsafe beef because of pesticides. Why don't you check with 
the Press Office. We had something prepared that [ think will 
answer that question. 


Q That was a few days ago. Was there something new? 


fs) No. There hasn't been anything new that I'm 
aware of. 


Q We talked a lot yesterday about Iran and the 
U.N., but there were further meetings yesterday afternoon. 
Have you got anything new to say about what came out of that? 
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A According to the Secretary General's press 
spokesman, Deputy Foreign Minister Larijani planned to depart 
New York last night to report to his authorities. We have seen 
no official or other statements by the Iranians indicating a 
Willingness to accept and comply with Resolution 598. As you 
know, [Iraq immediately made known its acceptance of 598, 
provided Iran also accepts, and its full readiness to cooperate 
with the Secretary General and the Security Council in 
implementing it. 


The U.N. press spokesman said yesterday that the 
Secretary General's exchange with the Government of Iran will 
continue shortly. We don't have any further details on that, 
but certainly let me repeat that unless the [ranians officially 
indicate their acceptance very soon, we believe the U.N. 
Security Council must move ahead to consider enforcement 
measures. 


Q The Arab League has said they'll give until 
September 20 before they consider action against Iran. Are you 
displeased with the fact that they have set a deadline? 


A We don't have any specific reactions to what the 
Arab League has said. In general we applaud the Arab League's 
continuing efforts to bring the Iran-Iraq war to an immediate, 
negotiated end. 


Q Was there ever any request from the Iranians for 
a meeting with a U.S. o-ficial? 


M4 No. 


Q Phyllis, on that, is there a timetable for 
General Walters? Would he initiate that in the Security 
Council -- the enforcement measures? Is that what you're 
planning? 


Well, we covered many of these points yesterday, 
and we had said that there were no deadlines, that we have 
noted that there are informal consultations that are already 
proceeding. This is a question that takes a certain amount of 
time to develop a resolution in various positions. Obviously 
General Walters is our Ambassador at the United Nations, and we 
would expect him to play an active role in these consultations, 
just as he did on the negotiation of Resolution 598. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Wait, please. One last thing. 
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“ Yes. 


Q I just wondered if you could bring us up to date 
on the American diplomatic effort, the follow-up effort. A 
delegation was supposed to go down to the region, etc., etc. 


A Yes. I can confirm that Deputy Assistant 
Secretary William Walker is leading a technical team that is 
consulting with the Governments of Costa Rica, El Salvador, 
Honduras and Guatemala on the recently signed Guatemala 
agreement. The team visited Costa Rica on Monday and San 
Salvador on Tuesday. 


Q Gracias. 
6 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 








Posted: August 26, 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the August 26, 1987 daily press briefing: 


WARHEADS ON PERSHING IAs 





What is the exact terminology we use to describe the warheads 
for Pershing IA missiles? Are the warheads U.S.-controlled 
or U.S.-owned? Are the warheads U.S.-maintained? 





--THE TERMINOLOGY USED TO DESCRIBE THE PERSHING IA WARHEAD 
IS W-50. ("W" INDICATES WARHEAD, "50" IS THE DESIGN NUMBER). 
--UNDER THE PERSHING IA PROGRAM OF COOPERATION WITH THE FRG, 


THE U.S. OWNS, CONTROLS AND MAINTAINS THE WARHEADS. 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 27, 1987, 12:25 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
have two brief announcements: 


First of all, to remind you that Acting Secretary of 
State John Whitehead will address ON THE RECORD a U.S.-Soviet 
conference at the Chautauqua's Institution camp grounds near 
Buffalo, New York, tomorrow, August 28, from 10:30 a.m. until 
noon in the Amphitheater. The topic is “The Future of 
U.S.-Soviet Relations." Embargoed copies of Mr. Whitehead's 
speech are now available in the Press Office. 


Also, the Department is please to announce a special 
contribution of $3 million in humanitarian assistance to the 
United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine refugees 
in the Near East, UNRWA. This contribution is in response to 
an appeal from UNRWA for $20.6 million to meet emergency needs 
in Lebanon. 


Now I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Could you just oive us a running account of the 
U.S. contributions to UNRWA? 


4 Yes. Of UNRWA's total 1987 budget -- that's 
$200.2 million -- the American contribution to that budget, 
excluding our response to this emergency appeal, is $67 
million. And [I think we noted that the appeal was for $20.6 
million. With our pledge, the emergency appeal has now raised 
$16.5 million. 


Q Do you know where the rest is? 


Qa No. Just other contributors, but I don't have a 
breakdown on that. 


Q Phyllis, the Soviet Union claims that United 
States Air Force planes played a game of midair chicken, 
according to UPI, with an Aeroflot passenger plane on Sunday at 
Kennedy Airport and has lodged a protest. What does the U.S. 
have to say about it? 
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A We have been advised that Aeroflot has filed a 
near-miss report with the FAA, alleging that a near-miss 
incident occurred August 23, Sunday, in the vicinity of New 
York's JFK Airport between one of its aircraft and what 
Aeroflot claims was a U.S. military aircraft The FAA is 
investigating the report We are not 1n a position to comment 
on the details of that ongoing investigation You may wish to 
pursue questions concerning the investigation with the FAA 


Q Is it true that the State Department advised the 
FAA not to hand over control tapes to the Soviets for security 
reasons? 


- I just don't have anything on that 


Q Phyllis, on yesterday's announcement by 
Chancellor Kohl, 1s it now clear to the State Department at 
what point the Germans would be willing to destroy or dismantle 
their existing Pershing IAs? 


4 I think that that was clear from the statement 
that was issued at the Western White House in California 
yesterday They talked about the following key elements that 
would have to be met: U.S.-Soviet agreement on the global 
elimination of U.S. and Soviet INF missiles, the resolution of 
outstanding INF verification issues in a satisfactory way for 


all concerned, ratification and entry into force of a 
U.S.-Soviet INF agreement, and the actual elimination of these 
U.S. and Soviet INF missiles in accordance with the agreed 
U.S.-Soviet timetable 


Q Well, that seems to pose a problem since, as I 
understand the U.S. position, the United States would like the 
SRINF -- the short-range, which would include this category -- 
to be dismantled first of all What you're saying is then 
after the Soviet SS-22s and 23s have been dismantled or all of 
them, the whole INF arsenal? 


“ Again, this is the German position; but as we 
understand it, it is the actual elimination of these U.S. and 
Soviet INF missiles. So it's whatever missiles are covered in 
the agreement. 

Q Including long-range INF? 

A Yes. 


Q What have we heard from the Soviets since the 
Kohl proposal, and are we encouraged or discouraged? 
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4 Well, [ think the President made clear our 
position in his speech yesterday I don't have anything 
further on that [It was covered in the statement We note the 
remarks of the Soviets -- I think in general it has been a 
positive response We have always said with our ®llies that 
Soviet efforts to make the German Pershing [A's an issue were 
completely artificial There were some difficult and important 
issues remaining to be resolved -- certainly, in this 
agreement, above all verification While there is a lot of 
work to be done, we are prepared to work on the remaining 
issues expeditiously [t's now up to the Soviets to 
demonstrate whether thcy want a stabilizing INF reduction 
agreement 


Q Do you see any signs of movement today on the 
Soviets' part? [| mean, anything encouraging? 


“4 I assume what you are referring to 1S movement in 
Geneva [ haven't seen any particular account [It takes a 
while for these things to progress, to perk along through the 
negotiations. [ think our position, as ['ve just stated it, is 
clear We think we can move expeditiously, and we think it's 
now up to the Soviets to move in that direction 


Q Our negotiators are still under instructions to 
stay at the table and continue to negotiate indefiniteiy? I[ 
mean, there's no artificial -- 


4 Not that [L'm aware of They are working through 
August They are there dealing with the issues 

Q Anything on the BBC report that General Secretary 
Gorbachev may be coming to the U.N. in September’ 

A The United States Government has not been 
informed of any plans for General Secretary Gorbachev to visit 
the UN I point out that Soviet Foreign Ministry Spokesman 


Gerasimov indicated August 24 that a visit to the US. in 
September is not in General Secretary Gorbachev's plans 


I noted yesterday that on American television Deputy 
Foreign Minister Petrousky denied that Gorbachev was planning 
to come. We have since heard nothing from the Soviets that 
would contradict that statement I have a recent ticker item 
Saying that the Foreign Ministry Spokesman, Gerasimov, again 
has said this information has no grounds whatsoever 


Q So when is he coming? (Laughter) 
Q Phyllis, their response to the President's speech 
was not auite as positive as some of the remarks about INF In 


fact, they rather harshly charged that it goes back to Cold war 
rhetoric Do you have any response to that? 
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A No, I don't have any specific response to that. 
I've seen reports like that. We think that the President's 
speech speaks for itself; I'm not going to add to it. And 
we've noted that Acting Secretary Whitehead will continue with 
our views tomorrow in an ON-THE-RECORD speech there. 


Q Phyllis, has the United States been officially 
informed by the Japanese that the United States will not be 
Given any particular advantage in bidding on the new 
international airport construction? 


A I just don't have anything on that today. I 
would have to check what the status of that is. 


Q Okay On something that concerns your PA Bureau, 
last week there was a Congressional report that said that the 
State Department's Freedom of Information Act machinery was 


dreadfully flawed and had a error rate -- some 16 percent of 
their responses were simply wrong Have you been looking into 
that? 

A We have been looking into that, and we had 


prepared some guidance on that for earlier in the week. Why 
don't you check with the Press Office on that, and we'll be 
glad to give that to you 


Q Phyllis, do you have any response to yesterday's 
question about aid to Haiti and the State Department's position 
on it? 


4 Yes In regard to military assistance to Haiti, 
on August 26, 1987, the Department sent to Congress a report 
required by law continuing the authorization of military 
assistance to Haiti. This report is a legally mandated 90-day 
update to the March 1987 certification that Haiti was making 
substantial progress toward democracy 


All FY ‘87 military assistance for Haiti has been used 
for training and non-lethal equipment to help the Government of 
Haiti create an environment in which the electoral process can 
take place. The Department has never taken the position that 
aid should be cut off 


Q And do you have a particular view on that 
progress, though? Do you feel it's making -- [ mean, the 
certification, I suppose, says that it is 


A Yes We would stick by that -- that it's 
continuing to make progress 


Q Anything on a hunger strike by political 
prisoners in Nicaragua? 
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a The decision of Nicaraguan Permanent Human Rights 
Commission Director Lino Hernandez and Nicaraguan Bar 
Association President Alberto Saborio to begin a hunger strike 
to protest their unjust and arbitrary detainment is a 
courageous a~- It demonstrates their continuing commitment to 
establishing .» Jicaragua the freedom and pluralism the 
Sandinista Government agreed to when it signed the Guatemala 
Accord. 


We understand that board members of the Permanent 
Human Rights Commission have been denied access to Dr. 
Hernandez. We also understand that police are now denying Dr. 
Hernandez's wife and mother access to him. Without the 
presence of any independent monitors, the responsibility for 
the health and well-being of these two men, an internationally 
respected human rights figure and prominent attorney, falls 
directly upon the Sandinista police authorities. 


Q On Nicaragua, Foreign Minister D'Escoto has 
apparently sent a protest note to Secretary Shultz, released in 
Managua, protesting what Nicaragua claims is spying by U.S. air 
and naval forces and aid to the rebels, I guess -- it must be 
the contras -- coming from Honduran and Costa Rican air space 
And AP quotes from this note supposedly given to the State 
Department yesterday. Did you get such a note, and do you have 
a response to it? 


a) We saw the ticker item, and we checked just 
before the briefing. We've not received a protest note here, 
and we've had no notification from our Embassy in Managua that 
they've received one 


Q When you get one, presuming that it's in the mail 
or something, will you have some response to it? 


a) I think we will, but we just have not received 
the protest note yet. 


Q The President of the U.N. Council for Namibia has 
accused South African troops of various atrocities in Namibia, 
including shooting civilians. Do you have any information on 
that? Do you know of the reports, and do you have any 
observations on the South African role there generally? 


a [ think that story is several days old, isn't 
it? We had prepared something earlier in the week. And, 
again, why don't you check with the Press Office. [ think 
they'll be able to help you with that. 


Q Phyllis, anything today on the growing labor 
unrest in South Africa? 
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No. 

Rejection by the miners to go back to work? 

No. We don't have anything specifically on that 
Thank you 


One last question All right 





Q Anything on Peres' compromise on the Lavi? 
A No 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 pm.) 








Question taken at the August 27, 1987 daily oress briefings: 


USSR: FAA Release of “Near-Miss”" Tapes to Aeroflot 





Q: Were representatives of Aeroflot denied copies of tape 
recordings of a “near-miss” incident which allegedly 
occurred August 23 in the vicinity of New york's JFK 
Airport between an Aeroflot airliner and a US military 
aircraft? 





A: WE HAVE BEEN ADVISED BY THE FAA THAT, IN RESPONSE TO AN 
AEROFLOT REQUEST, FAA PROVIDED A COPY OF THE VOICE TAPE OF 
THE ALLEGED INCIDENT TO AEROFLOT'S NEW YORK DISTRICT 


MANAGER, MR. NIKOLAI LISACHEV, AT APPROXIMATELY NOON ON 


AUGUST 26. 








Question taken at 


Kansai Aiport 





Q: Has the U.S. been officially informed by the Japanese that 
the United States will not be given any particular advantage in 
bidding in the new international airport construction? 





The Japanese at a high level have pledged fair and equal 


treatment for U.S. firms, and have at the same time made 
clear that this does not mean “preferential” treatment, 
which we had not sought in the first place. 

Bruce Smart, Under Secretary of Commerce for International 
Trade Administration, led a delegation of Commerce, State 
and USTR officials to Japan from August 17-21. They 
discussed, among other things, the new Kansai International 
Airport with Japanese goverment and airport company 
officials. We sought changes to bidding procedures to make 
participation by foreign firms possible, and we supported 
the marketing efforts of numerous U.S. businesses. 

The Japanese committed to change certain bid and award 
procedures to eliminate features which would discriminate 
against non-Japanese suppliers. Working with the Commerce 
Department and the USTR, we are studying the Japanese 
proposals, and will continue to raise our concerns with the 


Japanese government as appropriate. 
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 28, 1987, 12:31 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. 
Let me begin by going over the information that we have on the 
situation in the Philippines 


As you know, President Reagan has expressed his 
profound concern about extra-constitutional action in the 
Philippines and America's unqualified support for President 
Aquino. 


The situation in the Philippines is a domestic one in 
which the government is moving to restore order. President 
Aquino has appeared on Philippine TV and stated she is in 
control and commanded military forces to restore order. The 
government has expressed confidence that events are moving in 
its favor toward restoring order and has ousted rebel troops 
from Villamor Air Force Base, retaken TV stations seized by the 
rebels. Some rebel troops have also been reported to have 
surrendered at Camp Aguinaldo where the rebels have been 
entrenched. 


We are in touch with our Embassy, and a Philippine 
working group has been set up in the Operations Center to 
monitor the situation. We have no reports of any American 
casualties or injuries. The U.S. Embassy has advised Americans 
in Manila to stay at home. 


Manila Airport is reported to have closed from dusk to 
dawn in the Philippines. In other words, it's closed now and, 
as you know, there is a 12-hour difference in time, so it is in 
the middle of the night out there. 


Now, if you have any other questions, I will try and 
answer them. 
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Q How about your guest, Mr. Marcos? Has he had 
anything to do with this uprising that you can detect? 


a Present information suggests that the coup was 
led by a faction of the Reform the Armed Forces Movement, led 
by Colonel Gregorio Honasan. We have no information at this 
time about involvement of any others. 


Q Any others what? Have you any information 
whether Marcos is invoived? 


is) We don't ‘ave any information about his 
involvement. I've said chat's the only group about whom we 
have any information. As we have indicated before, Mr. Marcos 
is aware of the strong U.S. support for the Aquino government 
and our views regarding efforts to destabilize the government. 


Q Are you concerned that former Defense Minister 
Enrile may be involved in this? He's not been seen, and -- 


a We understand he is in Manila. I just don't have 
any comment on involvement of others beyond that group. 


Q On Marcos, has the State Department, or any other 
government agency, had a recent heart-to-heart chat with him? 


a I don't really have much beyond the report that 
we had of Judge Sofaer's visit out there. 


Let me just recall for you that Mr. Marcos is subject 
to three separate restrictions on his travel First, there is 
an order by the Federal District Court for the Eastern District 
of Virginia prohibiting him from leaving the United States. 
Second, Mr. Marcos was served last month with an INS Departure 
Control Order forbidding his unauthorized departure from this 
country. and, third, the terms of his parole status have been 
modified to restrict him to the island of Oahu and require him 
to give the U.S. Government 48 hours advance notice berore 
traveling. 


Q If there were a successful coup and the 
government of Philippines somehow decided to ask for Mr.Marcos 
to come back, would all these things be waived so he could 
travel? 


2) I'm just not going to answer hypothetical 
gGuestions and speculate. 
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Q Phyllis, can you fill us in on any calls, visits, 
or other kinds of contact that may have been conducted with Mr. 
Marcos in the last 24 hours? 


a No, I'm not aware of any 


Q Phyllis, can you tell us why the State Department 
thinks Mrs. Aquino is having such trouble maintaining control 
of her government, of her country? 


4 I don't have any svecific reasons or causes about 
what happened. We've noted that there have been other 
movements. I think people have referred to this as the fifth 
in a series of possible attempts to destabilize her 
government. Our views on the process of moving toward 
democracy in the Philippines have clearly been on the record. 
We've noted that in any transition like this that there are 
difficulties ahead, but we once again reaffirm our support for 
Mrs. Aquino and her government 


Q Is the State Department issuing a travel advisory 
for the Philippines? 


4 We had been considering whether to issue a travel 
advisory. We're still considering if it's going to be 
necessary. 


Q Phyllis, is the United States providing any 
military or any other kind of aid to help Mrs. Aquino put down 
this coup? 


- flot to my knowledge, no. 


Q You mentioned five. However, this particular 
one, other people have said that there are several battalions 
involved and that it looks like some coordination as opposed to 
earlier coup attempts which were not so coordinated What can 
you tell us about this particular one? 


A Well, we have noted some of those reports, saying 
that perhaps this is the largest and most serious, but we're 
going to withhold any definitive judgment on how they rate or 
compare until this one draws to a close [It appears to be 
doing so. As I said, the government has noted its confidence 
in restoring order and controlling the situation. 


Q But this one, not necessarily largest, was 
coordinated. This was not coordinated 
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A Again, all the information that we have is 
preliminary. I just can't say one way or the other whether 
this was coordinated and how far the coordination extended, if 
it did extend. 


Q Phyllis, after the previous similar uprisings, 
the Aquino government has been very easy on the participants. 
Is it the American view that it is now time for her to get 
tough with dissidents in the army? 


a) It's not really a question of whether it's our 
view or not; it's Fer view that prevails in this. She has 
stated that there would be no terms, and we really don't have a 
comment on that. 





Q Do you have a comment on her comment? 
A No, no, I don't. 
Q You said that the government is working to 


restore order and they're confident that things are moving in 
its favor. How far away are they from getting things under 
control there? 


a Again, let me just point out that it is in the 
middle of the night out there. Some of the reports are 
fragmentary. It's hard to oet a definitive picture. We'll 
certainly try and keep you updated as we have information that 
can fill in some of the details on that. 


Q Well, is it clear that they are going to put down 
this uprising, or is that still in doubt at this point? 


fs) Well, we have said that the government, in their 
press reports, has expressed confidence that they are moving in 
this direction. We're not saying, from our viewpoint, yes, 
it's over. What we're pointing out here is what the g crnment 
in the Philippines is saying. 


Q What are our people in the Philippines saying? 


a They're in touch with the government and watching 
the events as they unfold. As I've pointed out, it's the 
middle of the night over there. Things are really rather 
quiet. We're ina lull right now. 


Our preliminary evaluation is that we don't have any 
contradictory eviderce against this, but we're not passing a 
definitive judgment that it's over or how it's going to end. 
But certainly the indications are, according to the Philippine 
press and the government, that events are moving for them. 
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Q What has been the guidance to U.S. forces at 
Subic and Clark Air Force Base during this period? Also, what 
is the total aid? Do you have some figures and numbers for us 
on that? 


a) I'm sorry, I don't have the total figures on aid 
with me. Certainly, if you don't have that in your records, 
we'll be glad to provide that this afternoon. 


I understand that there has been no change in the 
status of the American forces, but you'd want to check with the 
Pentagon on that for a definitive answer. 


Q Is there an American Ambassador there? 

o Yes. 

Q Do you have anything on activities? 

" Not specifically, but he is there. I can't give 


you the date when he arrived. He has presented his 
credentials, and he is busily carrying out his functions. 


Q Phyllis, in the past, the State Department, and 
particularly Shultz, has been very unhappy that not, in his 
view, enough money for the Philippines was appropriated by 
Congress. Is the State Department going to take this 
opportunity to push Congress on more aid since the argument is 
that if the military had more money, it would help to stabilize 
the situation? 


ms I'm not going to speculate, again, on possible 
actions that we might take. I think you're very correct in 
pointing out the Secretary's concern about our aid levels to 
the Philippines in the co -:ext of the whole problem or the 
foreign affairs budget and the problems of getting enough money 
to carry out American foreign policy. But we really haven't 
reached the point where we're speculating on what further 
actions we might t “e. 


is, the Secretary has taken quite an 
interest in Mrs. aquino and her government. I'm wondering if 
he sent any sort of personal message to her, any message of 
condolence about her son being wounded, anything of that sort? 


4 Again, we have -- I think you're correct, that he 
certainly has taken a very active interest. He has been kept 
informed of the situation. He is following it closely. 
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The President sent a message, I think, that spoke for 
the whole United States Government. Whether there have been 
specific notes of condolence for the injury of her son, I'm 
just not aware. 


Q You said that you had -- “we've noted in the past 
that in any transition of this kind, things like this could 
happen. " 

A Yes. 

Q What is your view on the repeated things like 


this happening? I mean, it destabilizes the government, it 
drives away investors, it makes life -- 


A I think our concern about this whole matter is 
clearly on the record. The President expressed it in his 
statement, his profound concern about these actions. We 
expressed our support for Mrs. Aquino. I really can't go into 
any other specifics beyond that, but, of course, we're 
concerned. 


Q Phyllis, I'm curious about why you are delaying a 
travel advisory. Surely there's no doubt that there is 
conflict going on in the city of Manila, at least. Is it 
because you're not certain of the extent of it, or you don't 
want to do the Philippines further economic harm, or has the 
Philippine Government asked you not to issue one? 


Aa The issuance of a travel advisory by the United 
States is done, certainly, for our own reasons. What we're 
concerned about, or certainly a consideration in this, is this 
attempted coup going to be quickly brought to an end. The 
indications are that it will be, and we're going to wait a 
little bit before making a decision about whether it is 
advisory or not. Not the travel advisory, but whether it's 
simply appropriate or not. 


Q Phyllis, you keep referring to an attempted 
coup. The leader of whatever it was has said it was not an 
attempted coup. Are you convinced, is the State Department 
convinced that that, in fact, was the aim or -- 


a I think if it walks like a duck and quacks like a 
duck and shoots like a coup, then I think that we're safe in 
calling it that. (Laughter) 


Q Phyllis, in the conversations the U.S. has been 
having with the government of the Philippines, has the 
Philippine Government asked for anything from the United States? 
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4 Not that I'm a.uare of. But, in any case, those 
would be confidential diplomatic exchanges. We made the point 
that we're in close touch. The Embassy is watching the 
situation carefully; we're expressing our concern, but I really 
don't have anything beyond that. 


Q So if it was a coup attempt, who is the 
beneficiary? Was the Colonel about to walk into Malacanang and 
declare himself the new Marcos, or what? 


s We just don't have any information on that, of 
what they would have done if they had been successful. I can't 
speculate on that. 


Q Phyllis, this appears to be the first coup that 
wasn't talked about weeks ahead of time in Manila in the last 
year and half. Is it possible that we had no inkling or any 
indication whatsoever that something was going on or about to 
happen? 


A That gets into the realm of intelligence, and I 
just really can't comment on that area about what we know and 
what we don't know. 


Q Is it possible to get onto something other than 
the Philippines? I'd like to ask something - 


- Well, if I may, are we through with the 
Philippines because I do have another announcement to make 
before getting to other questions? (No response) 


The President has decided to return Ambassador William 
Eagleton to Syria in the next few days This decision follows 
the President sending General Walters to Damascus earlier this 
year to discuss with President Assad various terrorism-related 
concerns and regional issues. 


The return of the Ambassador is a measured response to 
positive steps the Syrian Government has taken. Syria is a 
major Middle Eastern state with which the United States 
maintains a dialogue, nothwithstanding differences between us 
Ambassador Eagleton will include regional issues and our 
continuing terrorism concerns in his dialogue with the Syrian 
Government. 
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Q Phyllis, does that mean he is able to have 
meetings with high-level Syrian officials? 


4 Yes. 


Q Well, then what happened to the “one time only," 
which you insisted was not a watering-down of the sanction 
imposed by the President last fall? Is that sanction now dead? 


“ I think you have that issue confused. We had 
talked about high-level visits to Syria of various people The 
stationing of an Ambassador in a country is not considered a 
visit 


Q So let me get this straight Eagleton is going 
back, and he will meet with high-level Syrian officials, but no 
American officials can come from Washington to Damascus to meet 
with high-level Syrian officials 


A Yes For the moment that policy has not changed 
Q There's a logic there you say? 
a But we talked about General Walters’ visit -- 


that that was a special case and didn't disrupt the overall 
general policy 


Q Well, then why continue to prohibit high-level 
meetings? If the Ambassador can meet with high-level Syrian 
officials, why wouldn't somebody else from this country be able 
to do that? Or should Eagleten tell them -- call them and tell 
them -- what he was told in a phone conversation? I don't 
understand it 


A Well, we've talked about a measured response to 
positive Syrian steps I think that that's the context in 
which you should view the return of Ambassador Eagleton we 
have said that the other sanctions that were imposed on Syria 
last November remain in effect, and those include measures 
beyond the question of high-level visitors 


Q But you will reconsider them? You are 
reconsidering them in the process, [ mean? 


a Well, as our dialog continues, all arrangements 
like this are under constant review. At this point we are not 
taking any further steps 


Q Phyllis, have you checked this with the 
British? I mean, have you advised the British Government in 
advance of this; and, if so, can you tell us what their 
reaction was? 
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a We have informed the British Governmen« of 
Ambassador Eagleton's return. We have been in contact with our 
British and other European allies on our policy towards Syria, 
and we will continue to consult with them as our policy 
evolves. However, [ would not wish to characterize those 
contacts or discuss the context of diplomatic exchanges. If 
you want a statement of British views, [I suggest that you talk 
to the British Government. 


Q Phyllis, has the State Department, or the Counter- 
terrorism Office -~- which is part of the State Department -- 
come up with any new information that negates the conclusions 
that were reached: that Syria sponsors terrorism and was 
involved, for instance, in the attempt to blow up the €1 Al 
Airliner? Have you any new information that causes this change? 


It's a measured response -- I don't know to what. 
Maybe you can tell me what you're measuring. 


4 Well, I think all this has been talked about 
before. We have noted that Syria has closed the Abu Nidal 
offices in Damascus and expelled all known Abu Nidal 
organization personnel Our information shows a decrease in 
levels of Syrian support for terrorist activities of some other 
groups. 


There are areas which continue to concern us, 
including regions in Lebanon where the Syrian military is 
present in force 


Q Phyllis, is the Abu Nidal group operating in the 
Bekaa region of Lebanon that is under Syrian control? 


o This has been, certainly, one of the charges that 
has been made about this It is awfully difficult for us to 
know what's happening in the Bekaa Valley We watch -- 


Q Why don't you ask the Syrians, now that you have 
contact with them again? And maybe you did, and maybe you can 
tell us what they told you 


o But I think the statement that there are areas of 
concern that remain and that we will be discussing these with 
the Syrians -— and I think that it's safe to assume that this 
will be one of those concerns that we will discuss 


Q Abu Nidal is a moving force Hasn't he simply 
shifted his operation from Damascus to the Bekaa Valley, and 
both are under Syrian control -- the capital and the Bekaa 
Valley? And what difference does it make in U.S. policy where 
he operates from if he operates with Syrian approval? 














-10- Friday, 8/28/87 


a Well, we are talking about specific steps. I 
think you note correctly that it is an organization that is not 
just in Syria but in other places. Our concerns with Syria 
were Syrian support for this organization. We felt that there 
have been some positive steps in resolving those concerns. 


Q Phyllis, can you refresh us? When was Eagleton 
called back? 


- If I remember correctly, it was October 24, 1986, 
and the sanctions were imposed on November 14. 


Q In listing the positive steps, you don't mention 
the Syrian role in the Glass release. Was that another one of 
the factors? 


a The cusstion of the relationship of this action 
taken in regard to Glass -- we certainly have expressed our 
appreciation for the efforts that Syria made on behalf of 
Glass. I don ct think that we had ever spelled out our problems 
with Syria in terms of hostages; it was always in relationship 
to their support for terrorism. 


Eagleton's return is a result of our assessment of the 
broader Syrian attitude, policy and behavior with regard to 
terrorism; and it is not linked specifically to Glass. 


Q Phyllis, did Syria -- did Syria -- 


a Excuse me. Let me take one question over here. 
Q Phyllis. this follows up directly 

Q So does mine 

Q Does Syria --— you know, you've been stalling us 


on an answer to what Glass has told this investigative team 
headed by Ambassador Newlin. Now that it's been about ten days 
since they had their interview with him, can you tell us now -- 
because you thanksd Syria immediately, and yet you didn't know 
if Glass got out by himself; and you certainly didn't know if 
Syria helped him. Tell us now: did Syria help Glass get out? 


” We have stressed our thanks, or our appreciation, 
to Syria for their efforts toward the release of Glass. We 
have never specified whether we had gone into the question of 
whether those were responsible, a cause-and-effect 
relationship. I'm aware that the team is back from London. I 
don't have, really, any readout for you today on their report. 
I think it's doubtful, from what I've heard, that we are going 
to be able to give a public readout on it. But I will stick 
with what I said earlier 
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Q You didn't say much earlier, except that Syria 
turned and physically steered him once he was out. The 
question is: did Syria play a role in effecting the release of 
Charles Glass? ‘ill there ever be a time you can answer that 
question? 


a I'm not sure that there is going to be a time 
that specifically I am going to be able to answer that 
qQuestior. we have put forth some ideas. We've noted that Mr 
Glass himself says that he's convinced that he escaped I 
really don't have anything -- you know, evidence -- that would 
go against that I think that we will just have to probably 
not be able to give a definitive answer on what all the 
cause-and-effect relationships were in the release of Mr. Glass. 


Q Was the decision to return Ambassador Eagleton 
taken before or after Glass found freedom? 


A The decision to return Ambassador Eagleton was 
taken before the release of Mr. Glass 


Q Phyllis, are you saying you're not sure what you 
thanked them for? 


” No, no We were aware of what we thanked them 
for What I'm trying to say is that I'm not sure whether we're 
ever going to be able to pass a definitive judgment on the 
circumstances of Mr. Glass' release 


Q Phyllis, I'd like to pursue a little further this 
suggestion by Speaker Wright to the President that he call a 
Joint Session of Congress to hear President Arias of Costa Rica 
September 22 


On the one hand, if the President decides to go along, 
he elevates President Arias’ statement; and he's already said 
-— the President of Costa Rica has -- that he wants the 
President to postpone any consideration of Contra aid until 
November 7. 


September 22 is just eight days away from Sept*mber 
30. That elevates the whole situation and puts the President 
under tremendous pressure 


On the other hand, if the President refuses, Speaker 
Wright has indicated he will simply have the speech sponsored 
by the Democratic Caucus and all Members of Congress are 
invited, and the President comes off looking discourteous to a 
foreign dignitary 


Now, is there some concern about the diplomatic 
fallout of all this? Is it even possible that there might be 
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an effort under way to persuade President Arias to change his 
mind and decide not to come? 


a I really don't have anything to help you with 
that question today. I think the aspects of your question 
point out the intricacies of all the aspects of this question 


We are all aware that the President met yesterday with 
the Contra leaders in California I understand that they have 
gone on to meet with Speaker Wright in Texas today. But the 
exact status of the Arias invitation, how that's working, I 
don't have anything on; and I think you'd want to consult with 
Members of Congress 


Q Well, I'd want to ask you as a follow up: is 
there some concern that perhaps there is a threat to the 
President's or the Administration's control of foreign policy? 


A I'm not aware of any specific concerns about 
various aspects of that We are obviously very concerned about 
the whole situation. On the whole subject of Contra aid, we 
have said that there are no decisions that have been made. 
We're considering various legislative options, but I just have 
nothing further on that 


Q Phyllis, speaking of visits, are you aware of any 
time set aside for now a visit by Mr. Gorbachev? 


a We have certainly seen a growing amount of 
speculation in the press about summit fever, but let me repeat 
our position on this no summit has been scheduled 


We have repeatedly made clear that the President's 
invitation to General Secretary Gorbachev to visit the United 
States still stands. As with any other high-level U.S.-Soviet 
meeting, we would want a summit to be well-prepared and to 
cover the whole range of our four-part agenda arms 
reductions, human rights, regional issues, and bilateral 
matters. 


Q Phyllis, have those preparations begun? 


_ We are at the moment, as you can imagine, very 
concerned and caught up in preparations for the 
Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting. That will be September 15-17 
That's what we're working on 


Q Are arrangements being made through, or with the 
help of, the State Department for Mr. Gorbachev to come to the 
United Nations? 
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A I stick with what I said yesterday on that. We 
have not been informed by the United Nations about any possible 
visit. We note that Soviet spokesmen deny it. We have had 
nothing further on it 


Q Do you share guidances with Gerasimov on this? 
(Laughter. ) 


a) Glasnost has not yet extend that far, but we'll 
see. 


Q A couple of questions on South Africa There is 
a crackdown on radical papers; the mine owners are firing 
thousands upon thousands of black worver- Do you have any 
comment on either one of those? 


a On the question of the latest press restrictions 
in South Africa, the United States is distressed by the 
imposition of additional restrictions on the media operating in 
South Africa. Open access to information is the best insurance 
that public actions and decisions will be made from a basis of 
knowledge. 


We are saddened to see the South African Government 
Goes not trust its own citizens with information about the 
happenings in their country Restricting the media is not 
merely a punishment for journalists; its end result is to rob 
citizens of their right to be informed We are sorry to note 
the actions further remove South Africa from the Western values 
to which it professes to adhere 


I don't have any comments on the strike within South 


Africa 
Q Thank you 
” Is that it? One more. 
Q Anything on the situation in Chad? 
a No, I don't have any information on Chad 
Q And Beirut? 
A No. Anything specific? 


Q Well, the latest -- I was reading the latest. 
There are demonstrations in the city there. 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:59 p.m.) 

















Question taken at the A 





Q: How much aid did the Administration provide to the 
Philippines in Fiscal Years 1987 and 1988? 


A: -- THE U.S. IS PROVIDING THE GOP WITH A TOTAL OF $406.2 
MILLION IN ECONOMIC AND SECURITY ASSISTANCE IN FY 1987. 

(FYI: THIS INCLUDES THE ADDITIONAL 200 MILLION DOLLARS VOTED 
BY CONGRESS FOLLOWING PRESIDENT AQUINO'S VISIT.) 


THIS ASSISTANCE CONSISTS OF THE FOLLOWING: 


- MAP - $100 MILLION 
- ESF - $250 MILLION 
- IMET - $2.6 MILLION 
- DA - $13 MILLION 
- FOOD AID - 40.6 MILLION $32.8 (Section 416 Commodities) 


and $7.794 (PL 480) 


-- FOR FY 88 WE ARE ASKING CONGRESS FOR A TOTAL OF $260.8 


MILLION IN ASSISTANCE FOR THE PHILIPPINES CONSISTING OF THE 


FOLLOWING: 
~ MAP - $110 MILLION 
- ESF - $124 MILLION 
- IMET - $2.6 MILLION 
- DA - $13 MILLION 


- PL 480 - 11.2 MILLION 
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MONDAY, AUGUST 31, 1987, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have no announcements, so I will be happy to begin with your 
questions. 


Q Phyllis, the tanker war in the Gulf appears to 
have started up in full fury Has the United States asked Iraq 
to stop its attacks on Iranian shipping in the Gulf? 


a Let me begin with describing the situation in the 
Gulf as we see it. Where we are faced in trying to bring the 
Iran-Iraq war to an end, we see that one side -- Iraq -- has 
indicated its willingness to accept U.N. Security Council 
Resolution 598 if Iran dees. Iran has not accepted. Iran 
should move as quickly as possible toward indicating its 
willingness to comply with the Security Council Resolution. 


In this context, we believe it is not helpful now for 
Iraq to resume military action in the Gulf. Under Secretary 
Aramcost said yesterday that it was unfortunate and regrettable 
and the timing deplorable. Clearly, this is a time for 
restraint on all sides and a time to intensify efforts to 
achieve a comprehensive end to the war on land, sea and in the 
air. A partial ceasefire confined to the Gulf is not enough so 
long as Iran proceeds with its ground campaign. 


We have certainly made Ambassador Hamdoun of Iraq 
aware of our deep concerns on this issue. 


Q The Iraqis, in explaining the raids, say that 
such strong action may, in fact, be helpful to the diplomatic 
efforts at the United Nations to get the second resolution 
through. Would you disagree with that viewpoint? 


A Well, I think our statement clearly presents some 
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disagreement that, in our view, it s not helpful; that we're 
trying to marshal international pressure on Iran to come 
forward on the resolution, and that we feel that this is the 
time for restraints on all sides. 


Q But, Phyllis, for 45 days the Iraqi refrained 
from hitting any naval targets in the Arabian Gulf. You don't 
have anything about that -- 45 days? 

a [I'm not here to present the arguments for Iraq. 


I think that they've made their positions known. What I'm 
making known is our position that we feel that these are not 
helpful, that the timing was regrettable, deplorable. we'll 
stick with that. We're urging restraint on all sides. 


Q What I am asking, for 45 days you did not have 
any comment on their refrain from attacking any naval targets, 
so what do you say about that? 


A We had made our position clear on Iraq's 
willingness to accept the Security Council Resolution and to 
work for a comprehensive ceasefire. That's clear. 


Q Phyllis, is the United States going to ask at an 
early date, however, for the follow-up session of the Security 
Council? 


a In our view, certainly, these renewed attacks 
make it even more imperative that the U.N. Security Council 
move ahead very soon on an enforcement resolution with teeth. 
We are actively consulting now with other Security Council 
members toward this end. 


Q Any reaction from them yet? ® 
f No, and we've talked about an on-going 
process, that it takes a certain amount c These 


informal consultations are confidential, but ..ey're proceeding. 


Q Phyllis, can you attempt to describe [ran's 
response to the ceasefire resolution? Is it still a “maybe” to 
you, or do you feel you're being toyed with a little bit? 


- Well, it's my understanding tnat Mr. Larijani, or 
perhaps another representative, is due back in New York at the 
latter part of this week, and we certainly hope that there will 
be a favorable response from Iran. We have in no way indicated 
so far how we've described their response. What we've talked 
about is a lack of response. 
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Q Phyllis, the [ranian Deputy Foreign Minister said 
-- I think it was the end of last or over the weekend -- that 
the July 20 resolution was a starting point, that there were 
things in there that Iran could work with. Is it still the 
United States position they've got to accept the resolution as 
it was or is there negotiation possible on another resolution? 


n We have never stated one way or the other whether 
they have to accept or how they work this out. That certainly 
is up to the Secretary General in his discussions with the 
Iranians. That's his responsibility under the terms of the 
Security Council Resolution. When he has some sort of answer, 
he will then consult with the members of the Security Council. 


So I think you need to look at that in that context, 
that it's his efforts now with the Iranians, and I just don't 
have any comments on the specifics of how that process is 
proceeding. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any indications that the 
Iraqi attacks -- the recent [raqi attacks -- came at a time 
when the Iranians were about to take a decision that's in favor 
of a diplomatic move? 


a I don't have any way of answering that question. 


Q Phyllis, what about your presence in the Gulf, 
your armada? Is it for protecting also all the ships, 
including the [ranians in their territorial waters, or what? 


A The role of our ships in the Gulf, I think, has 
been covered over and over again. I don't need to repeat it. 
It has not changed. We are there in a non-provocative mode, if 
you will. We are there as a deterrent factor to prevent 
attacks on American shigs. 


Q But you will still protect the American export of 
oil from Iran, isn't it? 


a That's drawing on several assumptions of how that 
would get out. 


Q There's no assumptions. You admitted the last 
time, you still import oil from Iran? 
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Q So you still want to protect your oil import from 
Iran; right? 


a No, ['m just not going to get into that 
argument. [ think all those positions have been very clearly 
defined. 


Barry, yes? 


Q I'm just trying to get a little better idea when 
the U.S. thinks it will be the right time to move for 
Sanctions. Last week you spoke of “soon;" a day later, you put 
“very” in front of “soon.” Today, you say there are 
consultations going on. Larijani, or somebody like him, might 
come back. 


Hamdoun said last Monday that the Deputy Foreign 
Minister's talks last Monday and Tuesday should be the final 
point, the decisive point. What is the decisive point for the 
United States? Are you waiting for this fellow to come back 
from Tehran later in the week, or are you waiting for the 
Russians and the Chinese to coordinate with you or say -- what 
are you waiting for? 


4 I'm sorry to disappoint you that we don't have a 
definitive point of when it's enough. We have talked about 
this as a process. We have said that -- obviously, indicated 


we're not going to wait forever. We have not put a time limit 
in any way on that. But, certainly, let me repeat, that these 
attacks in the Gulf over the weekend make it even more 
imperative to move in the Security Council to enforcement 
measures. That's what we're doing. It's a process that has 
many factors that play, and we just are not going to put time 
limits or anything else on it. 


Q But, Phyllis, why you are asking for a unilateral 
ceasefire, I don't understand that? Why you are deploring any 
attack which is legitimate in a war? 


a The statement that I[ read makes perfectly clear 
that a partial ceasefire, confined to the Gulf, is not enough 
as long as Iran proceeds with its ground campaign. We seek a 
comprehensive end to the war on land, sea and in the air. 


Q Phyllis, is there anything in your file on this 
that tells us if the State Department or the government has 
made a judgment if this will have any real impact on oil 
exports from the region -- this renewal of Iraqi attacks? 
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4 No, I really can't help you with that question. 
Q Is the situation more dangerous now for U.S. 


forces in the Gulf as a result of the resumption of the tanker 
war? 


A Again, I think that Under Secretary Armacost 
covered this yesterday in the statements that he mace. He 
talked about the risk of the situation there. It's a matter of 
degree. We're not ratcheting it up, saying 2.3 or 4.5. The 
risks are apparent which is why we're counseling restraint. 


Q Is it greater though that the U.S. will be drawn 
into this? 


4 No, I'm not going to answer that. I can't answer 
that. That's speculation of what might happen. We all know it 
is a dangerous situation. We're trying to get at the root 
cause and bring that to an end. 


Q Phyllis, are you aware -- is the United States 
aware of new arms shipments to Iran from the Soviet Union or 
China, or some of the Security Council Members who are in 
contact with you or you are in contact with them? 


6 I just can't help you with that. 


Q I wonder what you know of the position of the 
Soviet Union if it will come to that point of imposing 
sanctions, from your consultations with them at the present 
time? 


A We have never talked about the positions of 
various countries in this process. We've said that there are 
lots of things to be considered. It's an evolving thing, 
involving the 15 members of the Security Council. We're not 
going to speculate on what various positions might be. 
Through, certainly, consultation and effort, we achieved the 
first resulution unanimously. The second one is obviously 
going to be more difficult, but [I'm not going to speculate on 
positions of any country. 


John, did you finish with your -- 


Q No, mine was on China. 
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Q Apart from the consultations that the United 
States is holding with other members of the Security Council -- 
we assume the Soviet Union is one of these countries -- what 
kind of inducements are we giving Iraq or pressures, if you 
will, to halt the bombing of ships in the Persian Gulf? 


- The question of pressures, or what we're saying 
in diplomatic conversations like this, we simply don't 
discuss. We have said that we have expressed to the government 
of [Iraq through their Ambassador here our deep concerns, and I 
just have nothing further beyond that. 


Q Rafsanjani stated on Saturday that the United 
States sent two messages to Tehran recently through regional 
countries seeking to improve the relations with [ran. Is it 
true? 


A I don't have any specific answer to those 
remarks. It would be very difficult to know what messages he 
had sent. Certainly, the Secretary made clear our views on 
contacts with Iran on August 6. We've talked about 
communicating with them through, certainly, our protecting 
power in Tehran, but pointing out the issue that communication 
is not the problem in this case. It is the serious issues 
which divide us. 


Q So you're not denying that we are communicating 
through other countries on this issue? 


4 We have always said that we are communicating 
through other countries. I mean, that's not any change or 
anything that's remarkable. 


Q But is it your general policy to try to improve 
relations with Iran, as the question has suggested? 


I think, again, I would refer you back to the 
Secretary's remarks of August 6. He talked about this, 
accepting the Iranian revolution; he talked about contacts that 
are available to communicate with Iran; he talked about the 
idea in the future of having a more normal relationship if 
these issues could be settled. I refer you back to that 
statement. Nothing has changed since then. 


Q There are reports that an [ranian speed boat 
struck a Kuwaiti container ship today. Do you have any comment 
about that, -- 
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Aa No, I don't. 
Q -- which were tied to other ships? 
A We have seen those reports, too, that there was 


this attack I think it further highlights the dangers in the 
area, that it's volatile and the root cause; the war needs to 
be brought to an end. 


Q Phyllis, does the United States still stick with 
the position or the policy of "“no-win" in this war between Iran 
and Iraq? 


A Yes, our position of neutrality on the outcome of 
the war has not changed. 


Q Phyllis, do you think the policy of appeasement 
will bring the Iranians to the negotiating table? 


a) I would in no way characterize policy, whoever 
has such a policy, as appeasement. I just can't help with that 
question. 


Q You're not appeasing the Iranians? 
A Sorry, I just can't help you with that. 
Q Have there been any further consultations with 


the Kuwaitis over the attack? And is the attack over the 
weekend going to change the negotiations between the Kuwaitis 
and the Maritime Administration over chartering two U.S 
government-owned tankers? 


A I don't have any specific response to the second 
half of your question. Let me just point out, in general, that 
we remain in close contact with the government of Kuwait as 
well as the other states in the Gulf -- Saudi Arabia, and other 
involved parties -- so that it would be perfectly normal to be 
in close contact with them about the events of the weekend. 

But any specifics on that, I just don't have 


Q Phyllis, can you tell us if there's any change in 
the rules of engagement as a result of the heightened tension 
in the Gulf? 


a) I don't have anything on that. I would assume 
our policy on protecting our ships remains the same. [ would 
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doubt that there has been any change. But, again, those 
questions are more aptly put to the Pentagon. 


Q How many Kuwaiti ships have now been ref lagged? 
All eleven yet, or -- 


2) The last time I checked, and we can certainly 
check again, it was my understanding that eight out of the ll 
had been ref lagged I think we would have had something for 
you if that figure had changed 

Q Another subject? 


A Wait a minute, one more over here 


~-MORE-- 
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Q One more. Because of the heightened tension, has 
there been any request made to either Kuweit or Saudi Arabia 
for basing rights? 


as You mean our request to them? 
Q Yes Right. 
) No, not any specific requests that I'm aware of. 


[ think Assistant Secretary Murphy talked about the fact that 
we're satisfied with the cooperation that we're getting from 
these countries. [| just am unaware of any change on that. 


Q Phyllis, yesterday Under Secretary Armacost 
termed the [Iraqi attack as “understandable .“ Is it still 
understandable? 


rs) Well, I think that we have covered that aspect in 
our statement, that we have talked about a partial cease-fire 
confined to the Gulf as simply not enough; that perhaps various 
moves Like that in the beginning and the short term can be 
helpful In the long run, it has to be a comprehensive 
cease-fire on land, sea and air I think that's clear. 


Q In light of the Iranian behavior in Mecca and the 
Mecca incident and given their track record, do you see 
anything possibly that could be conducive, do you think 
positively, that the [ranians will accept the Security Council 
resolution or future actions by the United Nations? 


a I have no comment relating to the Mecca 
incident 


All right? Other subjects. Yes. 
Q It's another subject. 
4 Good. (Laughter) 


Q Is there any reaction to the rebel attempt in the 
Philippines to set up a provisional government? 


Q I think in general, let me just begin, that we 
believe, certainly, that the Aquino Government is clearly in 
control of the situation. We have heard these reports that a 
small group of rebels have issued a statement declaring a 
provisional government. We really don't have any information 
beyond that on how strong they are or what's happening. 
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We note that the Aquino Government, in general, 
remains extremely popular, and any attempt to establish a 
military junta would not be supported by the vast majority of 
the Philippine people. The United States Government has 
repeatedly made clear its steadfast support for the democratic 
government of the Philippines. 


Q There are reports that the United States helped 
to facilitate the escape of the architect of last week's 
rebellion. Do you have anything on that? 


A We categorically deny any involvement by the 
United States Government in Colonel Honasan's escape, period. 


Q How about the Lavi? Have you anything on that? 


“ Anything further on the Philippines? (No 
response) 


We note, certainly, the decision of the Israeli 
Government over the weekend. We recognize that this was a very 
difficult decision for Israel, but we believe it will best 
serve Israel's interests. 


In connection with this, the Peres plan for $100 
million to be funneled, to be used in [srael for construction 
of the F-16 in the 1990's, has there been any decision made by 
the United States on that? 


i) Basically, no. The Government of Israel has 
several options to explore for possible co-production of F-16 
aircraft as an alternative to the Lavi I understand, as you 
said, that there are no decisions made beyond this. We will be 
consulting closely with them on the issue. 


Q Is there anything -- has the rate of emigration 
to the United States from Israel been increased today because 
some engineers are now planning to come to the United States? 


A Sorry. I just don't have any way that I can help 
you with answering that question. 


Q Phyllis, one more on the Lavi. There have been 
reports of inducements offered by the United States to [srael 
to drop the Lavi. Can you give us any details on that? 


a We pledged to Defense Minister Rabin in July that 
we would work closely with Israeli officials in a number of 
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areas to maximize the benefit of every U.S. security assistance 
dollar, and to help identify ways to ameliorate the 
dislocations caused by the decision to terminate the Lavi Our 
joint efforts will continue in an established bilateral 
framework to assure the maintenance of Israel's qualitative 
edge over its potential adversaries during the coming years. 


Q Copy of that? 
_ Yes. 


Q And do you have a schedule on those kind of 
negotiations? What kind of a schedule are you working on? 


a I think that falls -- when we said, “in 
established bilateral framework," that there have been a series 
of meetings that have been set up to handle questions such as 
that. [ don't have the schedule in front of me. 


Q Will this mean an increase in the military 
assistance to Israel that you just said about -- 


a) No. I think that the statement -- what we talked 
about is making sure that they get the benefit of every 
dollar What is it, more bounce to the buck? Is that the 
expression? But that doesn't -- 


Q More bang for the buck 

a Bang. Thank you. That has nothing to do with 
the question of aid levels. 

Q And while you're talking about Israel, do you 
have any comment on Israeli concerns or fears about -- that 


Iraqis are going to build a missile or something? 

a No. I don't have any comment on that. 

Q What about co-development of the Agile Falcon 
that Peres has talked about? Has there been any decision in 
the U.S. -- 

a No. I don't have anything to help with that. 

Q Can you tell us what was in the letter that 


Ambassador Pickering carried just before the meeting where they 
decided on the Lavi? 
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a No. Again, we would never get into the specifics 


of our diplomatic exchanges like that Our position on the 
Lavi was clear. We've made it known public. I don't think 
that there was any change in the U.S. position 


Q Do you have any numbers there, Phyllis, to give 
us some idea of what kind of money that Israel would save in 
its FMS budget by switching to co-production? 


a I don't have those figures, and, as I understand 
it, they had been worked out primarily by the Pentagon. So I 
think that perhaps -- let us see if we have published any 


figures on that. If not, I would have to refer you to the 
Pentagon 


Q And if there's an idea of how well the two 
manufacturing processes could jibe? In other words, that you 
could lay the keel for the F-16 in their Lavi premises, within 
say the next year and a half? 


a I'm not sure I think it would be very doubtful 
that if we had anything on that in the way of future plans, but 
let me see if we can help. 


Q The Israelis looked on the Lavi as a technology 
edge, and they're concerned that they might be stepping back 
from that now. Do you have anything to offer on what 
technology inducements you might offer in -- 


a No I don't have anything beyond the statement 
which I read on that, and that gets into specifics that I think 
even touch on intelligence questions, and I'm just not prepared 
on that 


Q Are you discouraging future efforts by Israel to 
develop an indigenous fighter, because in the Cabinet statement 
yesterday they mentioned something about a next-generation 
aircraft which would be a follow-on to the Lavi 


a No. I don't have anything on the speculation 
about another fighter. What I'm referring to today is the 
position that we took on the Lavi, and that's been clear and in 
the public. 


Q Has this research -- this little bit of research 
you agreed to do -- but you also -- 


i) (Laughter) Not I. I'll see if we have something 





-13- Monday, 8/31/87 


Q All right. Would you also find out if the rules 
governing co-production allows innovation, or, that is, local 
improvements to the U.S. product? 


4 Again, let me refer you to the Defense Department 
on that question I think that they are the people best placed 
to help with that. 


Q Did the United States promised Israel to get the 
money that was previously allocated to the Lavi project as 
before even after cancellation? 


a I think that you've mixed up some of that in the 
allocations of money. I would refer you back to earlier 
Quidance that we had issued before on the amount of money. I 
think that that covered that subject. 


Q New subject. Do you have any comment on the 
reports that U.S. Government scientists have now concluded that 
perhaps the State Department jumped the gun in 1981 concerning 
its allegations about Soviet use of yellow rain in Southeast 
Asia? 


a) We have certainly seen the articles that talk 
about the question of yellow rain. What I would note, first of 
all, on that is that these arguments on evidence and what-—not 
are not new. They've certainly appeared in lots of 
publications before 


While reports of CW use in Southeast Asia and 
Afghanistan have subsided in recent years, we have no reason to 
change our conclusions regarding earlier use I would also add 
that by the time we publicly addressed this issue in 1981, it 
had been under intense U.S. Government study for half a 
decade. In the early Eighties the U.S. Government published 
detailed reports on its findings and submitted these reports to 
the U.N. They're public documents, and [I'm sure you all have 
seen them. 


Q In the case of yellow rain, you are sticking with 
the yellow rain specifically, or are you talking about a 
broader scope of CW use? 


a We are sticking with the general conclusions 
regarding CW chemical warfare. 


Q Do you believe that yellow rain, as was referred 
to by the President and Secretary Shultz, was ever used as a 
specific chemical weapon? 
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4 I'm sticking with what the report said. I'm not 
responding to the various charges in there. as I said, they're 
not new. Our conclusions were published in ‘81. We're not 
pulling back from them. 


Q Phyllis, some of the documents that have been 
obtained under Freedom of Information indicate that several of 
your internal Department officials and experts on the subject 
disputed this conclusion that you're sticking with and argued 
very vehemently against it, yet none of that was ever made 
public at the time that you put this information forward. Can 
you tell us why? 


a No I don't have anything specific on that 
beyond the point that we don't make the internal deliberation: 
public ever on a situation like that, on something tnat has ‘ea 
as many opinions and the difficulty of getting the evidence. I 
thank it's perfectly understandable that there were bound to be 
differences, but we are sticking with what we've said. 


Q I don't suppose you could make available the 
State Department experts who went to the region in 1983 and 
undertook a rather exhaustive investigation of what was said in 
1982? 


a I really don't know whether we could possibly do 
anything. I know that they appeared in several briefings 
here. Whether they're still in the Department or not, I'm just 
not sure. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation in Chad? 


) Yes. It's our understanding now that Aozou Town 
is in the hands of Libyan troops, while Chadian elements remain 
in positions surrounding the village. That's not very 
specific, but that really is about all we have. 


Q Anything about possible U.S. aid? Are you 
considering renewing or giving new emergency aid? 


A Not that I'm aware of. We have talked about the 
aid before that was given, and I think it was not given in 
response to specific battles or situations. It was more or 
less based on an evaluation of needs over a time, so I really 
have nothing new on that. 


Q You are even not sending a fleet of Toyotas to 
them? 
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a A fleet of Toyotas? 

Q No? 

n No (Laughter) 

Q Nothing in the pipeline, by the way? 


“ I'd have to check on the pipeline. We have said 
that that was an ongoing process, and whether all the money has 
been used up and all the equipment has been delivered, I just 
can't say. 


Q This is a question to which I suspect you will 
have to find an answer. Every five years there is a review 
conducted by the United States and the Soviet Union on the ABM 
Treaty. Can you tell us where that review is going to be 
conducted, in what sort of form, and what sort of public 
disclosure? In the past both countries have routinely said 
everything is fine. This year, this five-year term, I would 
suspect it would be a slightly different conclusion from the 
United States. 


a You're correct in noting that I don't have 
anything on it today. Let me take the question, and we'll see 
what we can get for you. 


On a related question to that, Phyllis. The 
Legal Adviser's office was doing yet another review of the ABM 
Treaty, going back and looking at a different set of things 
that they hadn't looked at before. Is that all completed now? 
This is a very old question. 


a It is an old question, and I thought we had 
addressed that, and that report had been submitted, but -- 


Q Part 2 of the report, but Part 3 is still -- 


a All right. Why don't you check with the Press 
Office, and I think we can find out what the status is. 


Connie, yes? 


Q Any comments today on the end of the strikes in 
South Africa? 


a No, I don't have any comments on that. 
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Q Prime Minister Nakasone is reported to visit the 
United States. Do you have any official comment on that? 


a No. I don't have anything specific on it, and 
I'm not sure whether it has been officially announced. Perhaps 
it has been by the Japanese Government I just don't have any 
comment on it. 


Q Phyllis, back on yellow rain, is it still the 
State Department's assertion that such toxins are being used by 
the Soviets in Afghanistan? 


a Well, I think I covered that in the answer. We 
had submitted various reports on the use of chemical weapons by 
the Soviets, and as I remember, that went through 1982. But we 
have noted since then that the use has subsided; that we've had 
reports, and I believe I'm correct in saying that in spite of 
these various reports that have come in, we have had no 
confirmation of that, following that time period, following 
1982. 


Q Okay Thank you 
i) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 





Posted: August 31. 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Daily Press Briefing August 31, 1937 


CHAD/U.S. MILITAR ISTAN 


Q: What is the status of U.S. military assistance to Chad? What, 
if anything is in the pipeline? 


A: ON MARCH 28, 1987, THE PRESIDENT AUTHORIZED $10 MILLION IN U.S. 
EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE TO CHAD UNDER PROVISIONS OF SECTION 506(a) OF 
THE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT. LIKE ALL PREVIOUS AID AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
ITS KIND, THIS IS BEING USED TO PROVIDE THE GOVERNMENT OF CHAD WITH 
SMALL ARMS, AMMUNITION, VEHICLES, TRANSPORT AIRCRAFT AND INDIVIDUAL 
COMBAT EQUIPMENT. IN APRIL, AN ADDITIONAL $2 MILLION IN U.S. 
MILITARY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM (MAP) WAS MADE AVAILABLE TO CHAD; 
SUBSEQUENTLY ANOTHER $ 1 MILLION IN MAP FUNDS BECAME AVAILABLE. 

THIS ACTION BROUGHT OUR FY-87 MAP FOR CHAD TO A TOTAL OF $8 

MILLION. BOTH PROGRAMS HAVE BEEN SUBSTANTIALLY DRAWN DOWN, ALTHOUGH 


A SMALL AMOUNT REMAINS IN THE PIPELINE. 


OUR AID AND MILITARY ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS TO CHAD ARE UNDER 


CONTINUING REVIEW. WE ARE REQUESTING $ 9 MYLLION IN MAP IN FY ‘88. 





Posted: Septemper 2, 1967 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the August 31, 1937 daily press briefings: 


US WARHEADS ON PERSHING PlAs 





Q. Moscow is saying that Kohl's offer on the Pershing 1A is all 
very well, but they need to know what is going to happen to the 
warheads which are American owned. Have you got an answer for 


them on that? 

A. -- THE WARHEADS ON THE FRG P-lAs ARE CONTROLLED BY THE US. 
THEY ARE PART OF THE PROGRAM OF COOPERATION WITH OUR WEST GERMAN 
ALLIES AND, THEREFORE, ARE NOT SUBJECT TO ANY FORM OF NEGOTIATION 


WITH THE SOVIET UNION. IF THE CONDITIONS LAID OUT SY CEANCELLO 


KOHL IN HIS AUGUST 26 STATEMENT ARE MET AND THE FRG CONSEQUENTL‘ 


RETIRES THE 72 PERSHING lAs, WE WOULD, OF COURSE, WITHDR:-W THE 


WARHEADS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
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NUCLEAR TESTING 





Q. Chervov said that the Soviets have made a formal proposal to 
the United States to detonate a (U.S.) device in the Soviet Union 
to test verification methods. Do you know the U.S. response to 
the Soviets? 

A. -- AS DETAILED IN THE SEPTEMBER 1 BRIEFING, THE U.S. SINCE 
1984 HAS MADE A NUMBER OF SPECIFIC PROPOSALS FOR JOINT 


U.S./SOVIET ACTIVITIES TO IMPROVE NUCLEAR TESTING VERIFICATION. 


-- AS AGREED BY SECRETARY SHULTZ AND FOREIGN MINISTER 
SHEVARDNADZE LAST APRIL, U.S. AND SOVIET NUCLEAR TESTING EXPERTS 
HAVE EXPLORED JOINT VERIFICATION EXPERIMENTS. IN OUR VIEW THESE 
EXPERIMENTS WOULD BE IN THE CONTEXT OF IMPROVED VERIFICATION 
MEASURES OF THE TTBT AND THE PNET AND WOULD INCLUDE COP®TEX, THE 


SYSTEM PREFERRED BY THE U.S. 


-- OUR DISCUSSIONS AT THE EXPERTS MEETINGS 4AVE BEEN WIDE 
RANGING. AMONG THE POSSIBILITIES MENTIONED 5Y THE SOVIETS WAS 


THE IDEA REFERRED TO BY GENERAL CHERVOV. 





-- U.S. AND SOVIET EXPERTS HAVE NOT YET PURSUED THIS OPTION IN 
DETAIL. I WOULD NOTE THAT THIS IDEA WOULD INVOLVE COMPLEX LEGAL, 
ENVIRONMENTAL AND SECURITY PROBLEMS WHICH COULD GREATLY PROLONG 
PROGRESS TOWARD IMPROVED VERIFICATION OF THE TTBT AND PNET, OUR 


HIGHEST PRIORITY IN NUCLEAR TESTING. 


-- IN OUR OPINION, OTHER POSSIBILITIES WOULD OFPER GREATER 


POTENTIAL IN THE NEAR TERM FOR PROGRESS TO THIS END. 








Posted: Seotember 35, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the August 31, 1987 daily press briefing: 


ABM Treaty Review 





Q. Can you tell us where that review (ABM Treaty Review) is 
going to be conducted, in what sort of forum, and what sort 
of public disclosure (will there be)? 

A. -- WE WILL BE DISCUSSING THE TIMING AND VENUE OF THE ABM 
REVIEW WITH THE SOVIETS THROUGH DIPLOMATIC CHANNELS. 


-- WE WOULD ANTICIPATE THAT AN APPROPRIATE STATEMENT WILL 


BE MADE FOLLOWING THE CONCLUSION OF A REVIEW CONFERENCE. 











Question taken at the August 31, 1987 





Q: What will Israeli co-produced F-16s cost compared to the 


“* 


costs of the Lavi fighter? 

A: The estimated, projected cost of nroducing 300 Lavi fiahter 
aircraft was over $12 billion, with a unit flyaway cost of 
$17.4 million. The Government of Israel recently indicated it 


, 


requires far fewer new aircraft. A smaller production run 
would have increased th ‘Lavi unit cost significantly. A U.S. 
interagency study completed in 1986 described alternative 
aircraft that would have met [Israeli requirements and cost much 
less. The exact cost of Israeli co-produced F-l16s cannot be 


determined since we and the Israelis have not yet decided on 


the extent of Israeli participation, the final configurations, 


and the number of units to be voroduced. 
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TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1987, 12:29 P. M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I[ 
have no announcements, so I'll be happy to begin to answer 
questions. 


Q There appear to have been some more Iraqi attacks 
on Iranian naval and land targets Does the State Department 
feel that this 1S going to be a perhaps insurmountable obstacle 
to getting the second U.N. Security Council resolution you had 
hoped to get next -- soon? 


a In general, I think it's been perfectly clear 
that we regret the renewal of attacks on Gulf shipping and urge 
restraint by both sides. These attacks, in our view, 
demonstrate the need to intensify international efforts to 
achieve a comprehensive end to the war on land, sea and in the 
air 


I think that we made clear yesterday that we believe 
that it does become more difficult. I think Ambassador Walters 
addressed this point last night We don'c believe that it's an 
insurmountable problem Certainly we intend to intensify our 
efforts even more to bring an end to this war 


Q And specifically how do you intend to intensify 
your effort? 


a Well, just let me say that -- and go over a few 
of the points that we touched on yesterday That the [Iranians 
have said that they will provide a response to the Secretary 
General concerning Resolution 598 by the end of this week, 
Friday, September 4. We expect the Secretary General will 
report to the Security Council early next week concerning the 
nature of the Iranian response and the status of implementation 
of Security Council Resolution 598 


In our view. the Iranian response to the Secretary 
General this week must be a definitive one This is not an 
open-ended process If the Iranian response is negative 
concerning their readiness to accept and comply with 598 or if 
they continue to give no definitive response to the resolution, 
then we believe formal drafting of a second resolution calling 
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for enforcement measures against any party which has not 
accepted the resolution should begin immediately thereafter 
In other words, early next week. 


I would point out again that Iraq has indicated its 
formal acceptance of Resolution 598 immediately after it was 
unanimously approved by the Security Council on July 20. 


Q Do you expect, or do you hope that there will be 
a Security Council vote on that second resolution next week 
then? 


- I don't think we've put a timetable on when the 
resolution would come about. We've talked about the 
difficulties of working together a long -- not necessarily 
long, but there is a complicated consultative process. We 
intend to pursue that vigorously 


Q Have you raised this issue with Petrovusky, the 
Deputy Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union, today? 


rs) Well, the Deputy Foreign Minister did meet with 
Under Secretary Armacost this morning They discussed a full 
range of issues in the U.S.-Soviet relationship I don't have 
any specifics 


Q But no Gulf discussion, you mean? 

A Well, [ think it would be normal, rational, to 
expect that they discussed major issues I don't have any 
specifics, as I[ said This was not, I think, prepared as a 


preparatory meeting, but, obviously, issues that will be raised 
between Shultz and Shevardnadze are bound to have come up 


Q Petrousky today was much more specific than 
you're being here in what the Soviets are proposing, and I 
wondered if you'd tell us what the U.S. thinks of the ideas? 


a I understand that those were remarks that were 
put forward at a press conference this morning 


Q It was a news conference with General Chervov and 
some other Soviets, and he, for one thing, renewed the Soviet 
call for a talk -- conference on freedom of navigation in the 
Gulf He says he's still waiting for the U.S. to answer that, 
and he said it would help to reduce tensions in the area if all 
military forces were removed, and he obviously is including the 
United States. He's also waiting for an answer on that. Do 
you have an answer? 


a No, I don't have an answer yet We knew that 
they were going to have a press conference I understand they 
touched on several issues of -- certainly of importance, but I 


don't have a considered response to that. 
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Q He was a little less direct in what he thought 
about moving for sanctions, but I got the strong impression 
that he thought diplomacy should have more time, and the 
Secretary should have more room to keep trying to get the 
cease-fire in order. 


Is there any disagreement between the United States 
and the Soviet Union at this point on the timing for sanctions? 


I just am not able to give you an answer to your 
Questions today. I[ think we'll be studying those remarks that 
were made at the press conference with great care, and we'll 
certainly try and get answers as soon as possible. 


Q Are you getting any indications from the other 
Security Council members that they are interested in pushing 
ahead rapidly for the second phase of the resolution, or is 
this pretty much the United States out there plowing this by 
itself? 


A I'm not going to characterize it in any way Ae 
have talked about a consultative process, lots of 
negotiations It takes some time We're going to be working 
with people We're not classifying or qualifying positions of 
other countries I think they know our views We'll be 
working with them closely 


Q But you are establishing a deadline here of 
sorts, not for the resolution itself but for when you are 
essentially cemanding a response from Iran before you kick into 
gear this elaborate consultative process and the PR process 
which goes with it So you are establishing a deadline, and 
you are stepping up the pressure 


a What we are doing is saying that --— repeating 
what we have heard at the United Nations That the [ranians 
have said that they will give the Secretary General a reply by 
Fricay, September 4 [t's not that we ve set that deadline 
We're just repeating what we've understood, and that then we 
will follow the plan that we have outlined ever since the July 
20 resolution was passed; that if they're not responsive to 
this, then we will move to negotiation on an enforcement 
measure with teeth 


Q Does the United States get the feeling at this 
point from the Soviets or from sources close to them that after 
the Secretary General has had time to try to persuade the 
[Iranians or get an answer from them then, that the Soviets will 
be more amenable to a discussion of sanctions? 


A I have no way to answer a question as speculative 
as that If you have questions of the Secretary General, I 
think you'd address them to him What we're trying to do is 
outline what we're proposing to do 
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Q Phyllis, you said your comments on moving ahead 
to negotiations on the second resolution were based on the 
Iranian declaration that they would provide an answer by the 
end of this week. But they've also said this answer will not 
be definitive, which is what you are saying they must do They 
have said -- they will say some of it is positive, some of it 
is negative. 


Now, I go back to Jack's question: Are you not in 
fact setting a deadline of Friday for the, in your own words, 
the Iranians to give a definitive response in the full 
knowledge that they're not going to do that? 


4 I don't think we're setting deadlines We've 
never said that we were setting deadlines What we're trying 
to do is stress again that this 1S not an open-ended process 
[ will stick with the statement that we had prepared We've 
stressed all along that Iran has to give a response; that the 
stalling is unacceptable in the efforts to bring about a 
comprehensive end to the war; that we had said that if they 
were negative, or if they continued to give no definitive 
response, then we believed that the drafting on the second 
resolution must begin 


Q So how do you read the comment over the weekend 
-- I believe it was in Oslo -- by another -- not Larijani, but 
another Iranian Deputy Foreign Minister that there will be no 
definitive response? 


a I have refrained from commenting on any of those 
reported statements, and ['m not going to start commenting on 
them now 


Q Now, do you share with the Iraqis their opinion 
that their attacks or renewal of attacks against the Iranian 
targets is one of the factors to push the Iranians to a 
definitive answer to the Security Council resolution? Or do 
you share with the Soviet Union the opinion that diplomacy 
should have more time? It's either/or 


a Well, you know, I wouldn't give you an answer of 
“either/or.” Let me just say that Baghdad, obviousiy, does not 
share our concerns that the renewal of Iraqi attacks in the 
Gulf makes it more difficult to bring the war to a negotiated 
end 


While not getting into the details of our diplomatic 
discussions, we still strongly believe that this is the time 
for restraint on both sides and a time to intensify efforts to 
achieve a comprehensive end to the war on land, sea and in the 
air The time for Iran to give a clear answer is now. They 
can no longer equivocate. 


Q Do you think that the restraint should extend 
even while you are searching for the second resolution? 


_s 
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- Well, this is what we've said, that while the 
efforts that -- we're uraing restraint while we're making these 
efforts diplomatically. 


Q So you think that the restraint should extend 
beyond the 4th of September? You know, as far as until you 
have the second resolution? 


a Once again, we're not putting time limits on it 
We're talking about an intensification of diplomatic effort to 
push through an enforcement resolution We think that at the 
time of these diplomatic efforts, restraint is important on all 
sides, and this is what we've been counselling 


Q Phyllis, che United States has asked [Iraq to halt 
the resumption of these attacks on tankers and oil 
installations The [Iraqis have refused Does the United 
States now have any recourse? Can the United States ask for 
some -- is the United States contemplating any punitive 
measures against Iraq in light of its refusal? 


a I'm not going to get into speculation on what we 
might do, or what we might be considering As I said, 
obviously Baghdad doesn't share our concerns about this We're 
in touch with them We have said that we are now going to go 
to the United Nations to make the effort on the enforcement 
resolution, and that's the way we're proceeding, and I'm not 
going to speculate in any way about other actions that might be 
contemplated 


Q And what's the status of the review of the 
American trade relationship with Iran? 


a I don't have anything new beyond that I know 
that we had said before that certain .- that that was an issue 
that was being discussed I don't have an answer today on 
whether any decisions have been made 


Q Phyllis, is the new Iraqi-U S. trade pact signed 
just last week immune from this Persian Gulf discussion? 


” Well, I think we pointed out when we discussed 
that agreement, that it was one that dated from i985 [t deals 
mainly with agricultural products, and that it was the formal 
signing of something that had been initialed much earlier, and 
certainly I assume that it will proceed 


Q Phyllis, how do you characterize the situation in 
the Gulf now as -- in comparison to what was before a month? 
” Again let me just say that we're not putting 


these numbers on tension or, as I said, pointing out to 
ratcheting up We've talked about a situation that is 
dangerous We've talked about a situation that certainly has 
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tension. What we're talking about is decreasing that and 
working for an end to the war which is the root cause of the 
problem. 


Q It is dangerous, but how dangerous? Is it more 
dangerous than before or less than before? 


a Well, you know, obviously, it's not less 
dangerous. But I'm certainly not going to qualify it in any 
way of, you know, a little bit more dangerous, somewhat more 
dangerous. I think we're all aware of what the situation is, 
we're all aware of what the problem is, and we're trying to 
make clear what we're trying to do about it. 


Q Can I change the subject? 


Q No One more, please, on the resolution. Going 
forward to the drafting of the resolution next week, you seem 
-- the State Department seems to have placed great stock in an 
arms embargo I'm curious that the State Department does this, 
and maybe you could give us one example of an international 
arms embargo which has been effective 


a Well, the question I think there is how you 
define “effective.” We have never said that we expect that an 
arms embargo is going to bring a quick end to the war. We feel 
that it will demonstrate further resolve on the part of the 
international community and exert further pressure to achieve a 
comprehensive end of the war between Iran and Iraq. And, you 
know, I think in -- sometimes analogies can be awfully 
misieading I'm not prepared to offer other things. We're 
talking about this case and increasing pressure on Iran to join 
in .xegotiations to bring the war to an end. 


Q Well, in effect you're saying then that the 
avowed purpose of blocking arms sales to Iran will not work, 
but it will be a demonstration. 


a No I didn't say that, that it wouldn't work 
What I'm saying is that we're not claiming that it's going to 
be, you know, an immediate end to the war It is part of a 
process of increasing the diplomatic pressure of the 
international community. We hope that in the end this, with 
other diplomatic efforts, will produce the ends that we seek, 
and that we feel certainly that the international community 
seeks 


Q In the U.S. plan, what I don't quite understand 
is if you're asking [Iraq essentially to agree to a unilateral 
cease-fire, and if Iran does not ultimately agree to the 
cease-fire, down the road you've got Iraq in a defensive 
position where it's being pounded in its weakest area, on 
land. It's not allowed to retaliate in the Gulf, and the arms 
embargo, even if it were to work, is going to take a long time 
before it takes effect, because Iran's got a lot of arms now. 








-™ Tuesday, 9/1/87 


So what happens to Iraq in the meantime? What on earth do you 
expect? 


a Well, I think this -- what your question 
basically brings up is one of timing, and at what point various 
things will happen. I think Under Secretary Armacost talked 
about this on Sunday, and his point was that certainly some of 
these problems about a unilateral cease-fire are 
understandable. But at the moment when these diplomatic 
efforts are taking place, we want to be able to bring these 
efforts to fruition, to get the second resolution at the U.N., 
and at this time, in this period when we're making these 
efforts, the resumption of these attacks is not helpful. 


Now, we haven't said that that's open-ended, and that 
it would go on, and it really is a question of timing, and for 
our part of the calibration of the effort to exert this 
pressure at this time on [ran diplomatically. 


Q Do you nave any reaction to the Iraqis saying 
that your position that you just repeated a couple of times is 
regrettable Do you have any comment? 


" No, I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Phyllis, it is implied, maybe, I don't think you 
have said it straight out, did the United States ask Iraq to 
halt its fire? 


fe) We're not getting into the details of our 
diplomatic exchanges As I mentioned before, it's obvious that 
Baghdad doesn't share our concerns on this. 


Q I can read code, but I just wanted to know if you 
could say in straight-out English whether we asked them to stop 
and whether they said no, because you sure obviously are 
implying it very broadly, but I'd like to -- I wondered if you 
could just go on the record and say that the United States was 
turned down by Iraq in a request to give the U.N. another week 
or so. 


“ I think the statement that I have given earlier 
covered those points. As you know, we simply never get into 
the details of our diplomatic discussions 


Q Mrs. Oakley, there is @ -- 


Q What is the official U.S. name for the Gulf, the 
Persian Gulf or the Arabian Gulf? 


a I'm glad you asked that, and in keeping with our 
stuffy, traditional image, the State Department sticks with the 
"Persian Gulf." 


Q Why is that? 
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Because -- 

Q All your maps are -- 

” Because we have a -- 

Q Next time I will ask you what the capital of 
Israel was, and you would have to give an answer to that. Why 
do you stick to “Persian Gulf?" Because that's the way maps 
are made, right? 

i) Well, we have -- 


Q The Pentagon is now calling it the “Arabian Gulf." 


“ Some in the Pentagon, and I am not going to be 
Grawn into a discussion -- 


The Arabian Sea and that whole thing and the 
Indian Ocean, that went on for a few centuries. 


That's right, but if I may interject a word -- 
(laughter) -- what [ would like to point out is that we have an 
office of a geographer, and there are various meetings with 
international groups that decide these things, and we are 
sticking with the accepted usage that it is the "Persian Gulf." 


We sometimes shorten that to use “the Gulf" but I 
think you know what we mean. 


Q But, Phyllis, there are seven Arab countries on 
the Gulf, and there is no right for one country to name it 
after it, I mean, you know that. 


a I suggest that that be a topic, perhaps, of the 
next Arab League meeting 


Q But don't you have to be neutral, at least, unti! 
it is -- 


a No. I have given our position on the name 

Wait a minute, let's get back to business 

Q There was a@ news report in an Arab newspaper that 
comes out from London saying that the Egyptian Government has 
agreed to a request from the United States to get more naval 


facilities for the U.S. Navy crossing the canal or crossing the 
Egyptian ports 


4 No. Sorry, I just don't have anything on that. 
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Q On the so-called arms embargo resolution, you 
said that perhaps it would be to increase pressure on Iran to 
join in the negotiations. Well, would you share the same 
belief with the Iraqis that the renewed sea attacks would 
increase on Iran to join? 


a No, but there is a fundamental difference here, 
and we have repeated it often, and I have said it again today, 
Iraq has indicated its willingness to accept Resolution 598 if 
[Iran does. Iran has not responded, and so that this is 
fundamentally a different situation. 


Q Can [ change the subject yet? 


4 Yes. 

Q One more question. 

4 One more. Last one. Okay. 

Q Sources close to Genscher in Germany stress that 


he got the commitment from the Iranians to accept the U.N. 
cease-fire resolution by the end of this week. Anything on 
that? 


a No, [I don't have anything on that. 


Q Moscow is saying that Kohl's offer on the 
Pershing 1-A's is all very well, but they need to know what is 
going to happen to the warheads which are American owned. 


Have you got an answer for them on that? 


Q Well, IL understand that this is one of the 
positions that was raised during this press conference this 
morning and in response to these other questions, we simply 
have not had time to prepare a response, and -- 


Q It has been going on for several days, Phyllis. 


A Well, I realize that, but I understand that more 
specifically, it was brought up again today. I don't have 
anything for you today. 


Q Phyllis, there was something in that area of arms 
control that was also brought up, but it wasn't brand-new, in 
fact that Petrovsky was more specific today about the Soviet 
offer to have the United States detonate a blast on the Soviet 
side, and thereby be able to check its verification monitoring 
equipment. 


He said this was a proposal. This isn't one of those 
things they just say. I[t was actually presented at the experts 
meeting, and I wonder if you can say whether the United States 
rejected it or just took a pass, and if you can give us the 
U.S. thinking on that proposal? 
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“ Let me begin by saying that [ assume that this is 
a follow-on to some of the remarks that were made yesterday at 
a luncheon -- 


Q More specific, now. 
4 -- by General Chervov -- 
Q I'm sorry, I didn't mean Petrousky, I meant 


Chervov. I beg your pardon. They shared the news conference. 
It was Chervov. 


“ Yes. We are a little uncertain about the exact 
context of General Chervov's remarks. As you know, our highest 
priority in nuclear testing is to achieve effective 
verification of the TTBT and the PNET. If General Chervov's 
apparent offer was to use Corrtex for verification of these 
treaties, we would welcome his comments and suggest that the 
Soviets put their ideas forward at the meetings of the nuclear 
testing experts. 


Now let me just give a little background on the U.S. 
position on this issue. 


President Reagan proposed in a September 1984 address 
before the U.N. that the U.S. and the U.S.S.R find a way for 
Soviet experts to come to the U.S. test site, and for ours to 
go to theirs to measure directly the yields of nuclear tests. 


In July of 1985, the President invited the Soviet 
Union to send experts to the U.S. to measure a U.S. test, 
bringing any instrumentation that they deemed necessary. 


In March, 1986, the President invited the Soviets to 
come to Nevada to discuss verification with U.S. experts, 
examine Corrtex, and monitor auU.S. test. 


These invitations remain open. 


The subject of verification of nuclear testing was 
discussed by Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 
last April in Moscow. They agreed that it should be explored 
further at the experts level in Geneva 


The latest session of the Nuclear Testing Experts 
meeting, July 13th to July 20th, at that meeting we and the 
Soviets discussed a proposal for joint experiments of improved 
verification measures, including Corrtex, the system preferred 
by the U.S. 


Thus far, the sides have not reached agreement for 
such experiments. Our efforts are continuing. We are 
discussing dates of another meeting, but nothing so far has 
been fixed. 
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Q Phyllis, that is a complete answer to what was 
Said yesterday. I am trying to say that the General elaborated 
today. At that very experts meeting you are talking about, he 
said the Soviets at that experts meeting made a formal proposal 
to the United States to detonate a device in the Soviet Union 
to test verification methods. 


I'm asking you if you happen to have there, whether 
the U.S. reply to that offer turned it down, said "Let's think 
about it." Maybe something Shultz and Shevardnadze will talk 
about. Do you know? 


4 Well, -- 

Q Because it was presented. You are saying, “put 
it on the table." They did. 

5 But as I said, that there are discussions going 


on on these issues, and that we expect our discussions to 
continue. I understood that Chervov, this morning, gave a 
further elaboration. You are correct that we had prepared, 
basically, our answer to the comments that he made yesterday. 
We will certainly be looking at his statements today and we 
will try and have a fuller answer for you later. 


Q May I just ask you one quick thing and then I 
will pass to someone else? 


Your opening statement about needing verification 
measures, those treaties are old treaties. I[s the U.S. again 
proposing renegotiate old treaties instead of going on to work 
on a test ban? Is that what your position is? 


A No, I don't think there is any discussion of that 
Q You want to put the -- [ can't write fast enough, 
I have it on tape -- but you were talking about how our highest 


priority should be to have effective verification. You are 
talking about the '74 and '76 treaties which are already 
completed. 


“ Yes. 

Q You want to renegotiate them. Is that what you 
think? 

A No, but as I understand it, those treaties are 


pending in the Senate, and that they were pending still on this 
issue of verification, which gets into this whole problem -- 


Q Pending because you are not submitting them. 
What do you mean, “depending?” 
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A Double verification, double ratification, because 
of the verification problem. So, I don't think that that issue 
is new or one that we have not already discussed. 


Q Can I follow up on that, please? 
A Yes, certainly. 
Q Going back to your first answer where you asked 


the Soviets to put these ideas forward at a meeting of the 
Nuclear Testing Experts, U.S. officials said yesterday that 
they had put them forward at a meeting in July, so now why are 
you asking them to put them forward when they have already done 
it? 


A Well, what we are pointing out, there was a 
qualifier on that statement, again saying that we had said if 
General Chervovu's apparent offer was to use the Corrtex for 
verification. In other words, we are saying if there were some 
new proposals or changes that they were proposing, even to 
their existing offers that are on the table, we would hope that 
they would be put forward in Geneva. 


Now, we have never said that we have reached agreement 
on all those questions that have been raised in Geneva. There 
are technical problems. We are discussing them. We are 
looking forward to continuing our work on these issues. 


Q Do you know if the Soviet Union raised any 
objections during the negotiations with the U.S. in arms 
control about the Israeli Jericho II missiles? 


I just don't have anything on that 
Q Can you take the question, please? 
Q A follow-up on the ‘72 warheads. Doesn't the 


absence of a U.S. response to this fuel Soviet doubts that we 
have plans for them, that we are going to put them on some 
other missiles or stockpile them, or something? I don't quite 
understand the lack of U.S. response here. 


A Well, I think our response has been clear, that 
we have talked about this before in response to Kohl's 
statement on the Pershing, the whole Pershing issue. We felt 
that it was an artificial issue thrown up by the Soviets, the 
whole general issue cf German Pershings; that it had never been 
as part of the negotiations that had gone on before; that we 
were glad that even that artificial obstacle had been removed, 
and it is my understanding that that covered the whole issue. 


Now, we will be looking at this statement carefully 
that I understood came out of the press conference this morning 
to see if there are any changes and any need for further 
comment. 
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Mr. Gerasimov said the very same thing last 
Thursday. This has been around for a while, and they are 4 
saying this is the only thing holding up an INF agreement, and ) 
Since Kohl has, in effect, thrown in the towel, you can't 
launch warheads without missiles, that there are going to be no 
Missiles. You know, why wouldn't you simply say, “Well, 
obviously, these warheads will be scrapped," and presumably get 
on with this? 


” I think that what I'd like to do is take that 
question of whether we had felt that there had been anything 
new in those statements today and give you a more considered 
answer to that. In general, we have always said that this 
German issue, the whole issue, let me repeat, was not part of 
the original INF agreement, and that we felt that it had been 
thrown up as an artificial obstacle, and I'm not sure that we 
would agree that it remains an obstacle now, but I would like 
to check on that and get you a fuller answer. 


Q Phyllis, while you are checking, the agreement 
that supervises the Pershing 1-A's stipulates that the U.S. 
will keep control of those warheads, and it also stipulates 
that within a certain amount of time, there will be a decision 
on whether to let them go obsolete or to modernize them. 
Therefore, somewhere in that agreement there must be something 
about disposal or handling of the warheads. 


Could you see if there is -- 


A Well, now, wait a minute. I think you are 
correct in saying that under the terms of the original 
agreements that those warheads would revert to the Urited 
States. I think that that -- 


Q Does it further state whether they would be 
destroyed or stockpiled? 


- I can't answer that question for you today of 
whether there is a firm understanding of what would happen to 
that. Let me look at that 


Q Phyllis, one follow-up Is Ambassador Burt being 
called back? 


“4 Not that I am aware of. he possibly could be on 
vacation somewhere, but [I'm not aware that he has been called 
back. 


Q Do you have any comment on the public debate 
between President Ortega of Nicaragua and Senator Dole? 


" No. 


Q Do you have anything on U.S.-Vietnamese technical 
and humanitarian talks? 
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a The technical team that had visited Vietnam has 
returned to Washington and they are preparing a report on the 
Hanoi talks. We prefer not to comment further on the visit 
until we have seen their report. 


Q What about the medical people, the humanitarian 
persons? 

4 I think that this was the team that was to -- 

Q There were two teams One was a group of 


rehabilitation specialists. 


a Yes. This is the team that I am referring to, 
the technical team. 


Q What about the other one? 
) I don't have anything on the other team. 
Q What if -- there is also a report that the 


parents of a Major shot down over Laos in ‘68 say that they 
have good evidence that he is alive Do you have any response 
to that? 


- I don't have any comment on that We have seen 
the revoorts, but we just don't have anything on it 


Q Do you have any comment on the anti-government 
demonstration in Panama on the weekend that led to one dead? 


a I don't have anything further. We were aware 
that there were the demonstrations in Panama, that there was 
one killing. We understood yesterday that the situation was 
calm. 


Q Do you have any comment on a Lebanese worker who 
was arrested on some other charge and was identified as a 
high-ranking terrorist, is in Suffolk County, New York, worked 
at an electronics factory? 


a No, I don't have anything on that 


Q Phyllis, there was a report over the weekend 
about a delegation of Arab diplomats who will be coming to the 
U.S. to discuss the future of the Persian Gulf with the State 
Department 


Can you give ‘vy more details on that, when the 
first will arrive, who . be coming, things like that? 
) No. We ware that there will be a 


delegation. I[ just do rave any further details on its visit. 
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Q Anythina on the Philippines, the situation there, 
and whether Aquino is in charge? 


A No, we don't have anything further beyond what we 
said yesterday. 


Q Anything further on Chad? 


- No, nothing further, again, on the situation in 
Chad We posted the answer Okay 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. I[ 
have no announcements, so I'll be happy to begin with the 
questions. 


Q Phyllis, does the United States share 
intelligence in the Persian Gulf area with any other 
governments? 


4 Let me point out and reiterate what was said 
yesterday by Marlin Fitzwater in California, that we just don't 
discuss intelligence questions which would certainly include 
intelligence-sharing, so I really can't help you with that 
question. 


Q For example -- this may or may not be 
intelligence; it may be operational Call it “operational” and 
then you may be able to discuss it The information that is 


collected by the Saudi AWACS. is that restricted in any way 
under the terms of the arrangement between the United States 
and Saudi Arabia? 


M I think those arrangements governing the AWACS 
are very detailed and that they cover the whole range of AWACS 
activities I believe that most of that is classified and of 


an intelligence nature, and [I don't think that it is public 


Q Can you give us any kind of current status report 
on what the situation is in the Gulf? 


a Well, we really don't nave anything on an update 
on the situation of the Gulf We're obviously, [ think, all 
aware that the Iraqi attacks are continuing, and that Iran is 
responding by attacking various ships. These appear to be 
neutral ships in international waters, but I don't have any 
sort of update or numbers of how many attacks, how many ships, 
damages, or things like that 
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Q Phyllis, may we go another step? Has the United 
States urged Iraq to continue its air attacks against shipping? 


4 I think that the statement that we put out 
yesterday afternoon, and that I think was put out in California 
as well, covered that. Let me repeat it. 


Charges that the U.S. Government is secretly 
encouraging or assisting Iraq to attack [ranian targets in the 
Gulf are false. 


Q Is there a feeling that we have less and less 
control of the situation? Iraq won't do what we want, Iran 
won't d« what we want, and therefore the situation is becoming 
incree. .sly dangerous? 


a No, I don't think that that would be a fair 
conclusion or characterization. We're not characterizing it in 
one way of control. We've said this is a process Our goal 
remains to bring the war to an end We have worked very hard 
to get the Security Council resolution of July 20 that was 
approved unanimously 


We've talked about the process that if Iran didn't 
respond in a certain specific period of time, we would then 
move to other enforcement measures We're proceeding in a 
situation that we've always described as difficult and with 
risk, so I don't think, in any way, that we would want to 
classify that 


Q Do you believe that the other two parties 
directly involved in this conflict are in real control of their 
movements in the area -- I mean Iraq and Iran? Are they in 


full control of their movements? 


fe) That's the kind of question that involves so many 
judgments I just can't help you with that kind question 


Do you have any indications to judge if they are 
divided inside, if they are taking just rudimentary actions 
without calculating? 


a No, I'm not going to make any judgments like that 


Q What you said in reference to the Iraqi attacks, 
that the Iraqi attacks are continuing and Iran is responding, 
wouldn't you be placing the blame on Iraq, as if Iran was 
sitting by idlely? 


A We have described our position on the Iraqi 
attacks We've described them. I don't have anything further 
on that 


Q Do you have any description of the Iranian 
retaliation? 
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“ Excuse me, any -- 
Any qualification or description of the Iranian 
retaliation? 
- No, I don't 
Q Phyllis you've expressed some degree of 
understanding of the Iraqi motivations in re-launching their 
attacks. Do you understand -- can you express similar 


understanding of the [ranian position? 


“ No Again, I think that there are two basic 
points to keep in mind in this situation. We've discussed this 
whole question of an open-ended ceasefire. I have really 
nothing further beyond what we said. 


But let me point out again the fact that Iraq has 
expressed its willingness to accept the Security Council 
resolution if Iran does. Iran is the party that has not 
responded to this. We have said that Iran has now -- well, we 
note that Iran has had six weeks to respond specifically to the 
Security Council resolution; it has not done so. 


As we said yesterday, we believe the impending Iranian 
response to the Secretary General must now be a definitive 
one If at that time Iran rejects Resolution 598, or continues 
not to have a definitive response, then we believe formal 
Grafting of a follow-up resolution should begin immediately 
thereafter and that this would mean next week 


I'm repeating these things once again I think that 
that situation is clear We are not trying to draw 
Similarities between these actions, or in any way compare them, 
or use one to justify the other We have talked about the root 
cause of the problem in the Gulf, that this is the war between 
Iran and Iraq and it is the root cause that must end to bring 
peace once again to this area 


Q Anything today on the Soviet, apparent Soviet 
rejection yesterday? 

“ Rejection of what? 

-) Of the second resolution The Soviets saying 


that the U.S. should get their ships out of the Gulf 


a In regard to the question about the Soviet 
proposal that the U.S. and Soviet military presence in the 
Gulf, excepting minesweeping vessels, should be removed, we 
note that this is a Scviet view that they have brought up 
several time this year It ignores the fact that the Iran-Iraq 
war, not the presence of naval vessels, is the fundamental 
cause of tension in the Gulf. 
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Our long-standing presence in the Gulf is a 
non-—provocative act of deterrence. Our escort activities will 
continue as long as necessary. 


Iran has within its means to reduce regional tensions 
by accepting U.N. Security Council Resolution 598 in its 
entirety and without further delay. 


Q Yesterday, Phyllis, though, Soviet Deputy Foreign 
Minister Petrovsky, here in Washington, basically said that the 
Soviets did not accept the kind of timetable for an early 
follow-on resolution at the U.N. the way it came out yesterday 
from this podium. 


Do you have any indication, or has there been any 
discussion with the Soviets that would indicate that they would 
be willing to go along with a follow-on resolution next week? 


A Certainly, the Soviet Union worked with us in 
drafting Resolution 598 and voted for it. We intend to 
continue to work closely with the Soviet Union and with all 
other members of the Security Council on this issue Beyond 
that, I'm not going to go into discussions or consultations 
among Security Council members We have to see how the Soviets 
respond as the process evolves 


Q Do you reject their call for a conference on the 
security of the Gulf? 


a I think the reference to a call for security in 
the remarks was misleading. We finally were able to get the 
transcript this morning, and I think the reference to a 
conference had more to do with the questions of the Indian 
Ocean and such things, so I'm unclear on whether it was a 
specific call for an international conference; it was the way 
we read the transcript 


I might note, certainly the role of the Security 
Council at the United Nations in this fulfills, we believe, the 
role for the international community to express itself, and 
they certainly have 


Q Phyllis, do you have any indications to the 
existence of so-called moderate elements inside Iran now trying 
to push to the direction of accepting the resolution of the 
Security Council? 


“ You're back to your same question in another 
way No, I just don't have any comment on interior moves or 
factions in Iran 


Q Do yOu dey iors the Iranian attacks against 
neutral shipping? 














er. 
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~ Yes. We are concerned about these attacks. The 
purpose of our presence in the Gulf is to protect international 
shipping. 


Q What about deploring it? What about deploring 
it? I know you are concerned about everything. 


- Thank you. 


Q Phyllis, some of the press reports suggested that 
Iran's attacks have not inflicted a whole lot of damage. Can 
you tell us anything more about that? 


a No, again, this gets back to the answer to the 
question that Jim brought up. We're not giving daily status 
reports on what damages, or the ships that have been hit, or 
things like that I just can't help you with that. 


Q Have they stayed well away from U.S. convoys? 


By Again, I'm just not in @ position to give you the 
exact maneuvers and operational detaiis on these questions. 


Q Phyllis, is the intensity of the attacks on 
neutral -- reprisals, I guess -- on neutral shipping by Iran 
probably is as inflamed now as they have been at past point 
You just said the U.S. role in the Gulf was to protect 
international shipping Are you expanding it -- I thought the 
role was to protect specifically U.S.-flagged shipping. Are 
you now broadening those kind of -- 


A No, ['m sorry, and I see where the confusion is. 
I think what we have said traditionally is we support the 
principle of the freedom of navigation in international 
waters Certainly, our position on how far our protection 
extends has not changed. 


Q Does the intensification of attacks on neutral 
shipping require any kind of response in the region by the U.S. 
outside of possible attacks on U.S.-flagged ships? 


nM No, there is no way, again, that we can gec into 
these questions of talking about heightened activities on our 
part. We've talked about the situation being dangerous. We're 


aware that it's dangerous. I'm not going to, in any way, say 
it's more dangerous or less dangerous. 


We're obviously in a situation that has risks, and 
we're proceeding with our policies. 


Q In your statement about the United States denying 
any encouragement or assistance in the attacks, you said -- 
that you put out last night -- you've also said that you never 


discuss intelligence matters. Does that statement that you put 
out include intelligence matters? 
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a That statement answers the charges that were made 
and that were reported that we were, on a policy level, 
encouraging Iraq to take these attacks in the Gulf. The 
charge, as I remember -- the specific charge -- that we were 
providing specific tzrgeting information to Iraq, and that 
statement, I think, speaks for itself in regard to those 
charges. 


Q On a slightly more conceptual problem, you said 
yesterday that the [Iraqi attacks are not helpful in the intense 
diplomatic process which you have undertaken at the United 
Nations to get the follow-up resolution. 


Why is military pressure unhelpful in this situation, 
while the United States also seems to believe that military 
pressure is helpful in Central America to bring the Nicaraguans 
around to a negotiated solution? 


A There is no way that I can answer questions about 
analogies, in one situation how it relates to another. We're 
addressing the situation in the Gulf as it exists, answering 
the -- responding to our vital interests and what our interests 
are there. The situation ir Central America is different. 
We're responding there to what we believe our national 
interests are there. I simply am not going to make any sort of 
comparison between the two. 


Q Has the threat from mines in the Gulf 
diminished? You've had five convoys in a row that got through 
without difficulty 


a Again, I don't have any operational details to 
offer on whether the mine threat is greater or lesser. 
Obviously, the mine threat exists, but I just can't go beyond 
that 


Q The Washington Post and the New York Times today 
both have lead editorials criticizing the Reagan 
Administration's Persian Gulf policy, saying it is confused and 
is a policy basically of reaction. Do you have a way of 
responding to that, when two major newspapers go after the 
Administration for not knowing what it's doing in an area where 
we have so many ships and men? 








A To begin with, far be it for me to classify two 
editorials being of the same mind, because I think there was 
some difference between them 


Q There was 


“ But I think that the statements that Assistant 
Secretary Murohy has made recently, publicly outline what our 
policy is in the Gulf; that we have vital interests; that we 
are pursuing in a steady, thoughtful manner how best to 


& * 
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protect those interests, and that our policy is proceeding. I 
think he's noted recently that we believe that opinion is 
moving in our favor to greater support for our policy in the 
Gulf, and that we believe in a steady, thoughtful, 
non-provocative manner that we can play the major role to 
achieve the objective, which is to bring the war to an end. 


Q Since we're talking about Murphy here, would he 
be willing to come down and talk to the American press as he 
has done on WORLDONET and other forums? We would certainly love 
to speak with him. 


4 That's a good question, and I'll raise it with 
him. 


Q Now with the persistence of the Iraqi attacks 
against tankers, do you have enough guarantees that another 
Stark would not happen again in the area? 


a Again, no way [I can answer that question. 
Q Did you discuss it with the Iraqis? 


We have certainly talked about our discussions 
with the Iraqis in the wake of the Stark incident about ways 
anything like that in the future could be prevented. 


Q I mean, lately, after the renewal of Iraqi 
attacks in the Gulf? 


) I'm not aware of any specifics on that. As I 
say, we've been in touch with the Iraqis. We've clearly talked 
about this publicly, about steps to prevent any recurrence. 
Whether there have been recent talks as a continuation of those 
earlier talks, I just can't tell you. 


Q Do you think it's really realistic that you could 
expect the Soviets to go along with a follow-on resolution or 
sanctions against Iran and Iraq? That the Soviets are not, in 
fact, beginning to play a decisive role by the remarks that 
they've made in the last couple of days, putting the onus on 
the United States to remove its military forces from the Gulf 
as amore or less precondition for any further action on their 
part in the region, especially given what we have said, as part 
of our policy in the Gulf originally, that it was our intent to 
prevent that region from becoming a “Soviet lake," as Secretary 
Weinberger put it? 


A I think perhaps you've missed some of the earlier 
briefings where I had been asked before to comment on the 
positions of the various countries. I said we weren't going to 
do that. We're in close consultation with all the members of 
the Security Council. Those consultations are confidential. 
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and, as I said earlier today, we'll see how positions 
proceed as the policy and the consultations evolve. 


Q With the return of Ambassador Eagleton to 
Damascus, is it indicative that the U.S. is open now to 
high-level talks with the Syrians? 


- No. We made clear, when we discussed the return 
of ambassador Eagleton to Syria, that the sanctions that were 
imposed last fall still continue, and that included the ban on 
high-level visits. 


Q What do you classify an “Ambassador” -- low 
level, medium level, high level? 


- That's not a visit. 

Q Did he arrive today? 

- I don't know when he arrived. 

Q In the original sanction, there was no visit; it 


banned high-level contacts? 


a Excuse me, I'm really not going to argue. I 
think we've talked about high-level visits. We don't consider 
the positioning of an Ambassador to be a visit or contact. 
That's a normal diplomatic -- 


~ -- my query is, when did the visit emerge? In 
the original sanction, there was no visit; it was high level. 


. Excuse me, I'm confused about what you mean. 
Q well, I'm confused as well. 
a Would you rephrase your question? 


In the original sanctions, it did not specify 
visits. It only said -- 


a It talked about high-level contacts 
Q Contacts. 


o I think that in the context of that, we meant 
high-level contacts, the exchange of visitors going back and 
forth. We have said that Ambassador Eagleton is going back but 
that the original policy on high-level contact visits still 
stands, and I have nothing further beyond that. 


Q Well, put that aside. What's the status of an 
Ambassador? Is it high-level, low-level -- what kind of level 
does he have? 
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A I'd refer you to the books on international 
diplomatic practice. (Laughter.) 


Q Does that sanction prohibit Secretary of State 
George Shultz from going to Damascus to take any scundings on 
Middle East peace prospects? 


2 I wouldn't soeculate on how that applies. In 
cases in the future, we would consider what we have said; it's 
very clear that that sanction that was imposed last fall still 
stands, and I just have nothing further beyond that. 


Q What I'm wondering is, as we get into the fall, 
you know, there's always the possibility -- when the Secretary 
comes back -- 

~ But there are always -- 

Q -- he can go to the Middle East and maybe go 


there and see, you know, if there's any chance to get things 
moving. And I wondered since, certainly, the NEA Bureau would 
not like to exclude Syria because they consider Syria a key 
player. And I wondered how the Secretary of State could carry 
out a peace probe if he couldn't go to Syria -- or would you 
call him a low-level Secretary of State? (lLaughter.) 


a I'd never call him that, but I'm not going to 
speculate on your -- 


Q I wouldn't either. I just wondered if on any 
other level? 


- I'm not going to answer that question. It's just 
all speculation. 


Q For the last two years, Secretary Shultz met the 
Foreign Minister of Syria in the United Nations. Do you think 
this year he will meet him or not? 


~ I just have no way of answering that. I don't 
know what the schedule is going to be. 


Q Phyllis, I certainly would like you to get that 
question answered if you could, because the Secretary will be 
going to the U.N. You've already quibbled whether his visits 
are contacts. Now I'm wondering, of course, if you could have 
a high-level visit or a contact in New York, or will there be a 
way to sort of find a way around that? 


rs We're all aware that the Secretary makes an 
annual visit to the U.N. to meet with his counterparts up 
there. We certainly try to be accommodating and announce his 
schedule as soon as we can, given all the factors that play 
into that of arrivals and whatnot. We will certainly do the 
same as we have done on his whole schedule again when we can. 
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Q But is this a barrier or not? 
A What? 
Q Could you ask if this sanction is a barrier to 


the Secretary? 


Qa No, I'm not going to take that question. We'll 
announce his schedule when it's appropriate. 


Q Well, then, if Syria is not on his schedule -- I 
mean ~- 


a But I'm not speculating. 


No. Phyllis, I would like to maintain the floor 
here. If he does not have Syria on his schedule, we would have 
no way of knowing, just by reading his schedule -- which you 
still publish most of --— we would have no way of knowing 
whether that was because he saw no point in seeing the man or 
because he couldn't see the man. 


It's a legitimate question: whether the Secretary of 
State is prohibited from seeing the Syrian Foreign Minister, 
Ambassador -- whomever -- in New York. 


- I reject the claim that that's a legitimate 
question. We simply don't go ever into the whys and wherefores 
of his decisions on meeting leaders throughout the world. I'm 


Q You don't get to judge which questions are 
legitimate; you get to decide which questions you think you 
would deign to answer. But all questions are legitimate. 


s (Laughter. ) 
Yes. 


Did you receive any reactions from the Syrians 
when you notified them that the sanctions are going to go on 
and the same policy is going to be, as before, sending the 
Ambassador again? 


4 As you know, we never talk about our diplomatic 
exchanges with people on questions like that. 


Q Phyllis, Secretary Murphy yesterday pretty well 
said that the oil embargo on Libya was a total waste of time. 
Does this reflect some judgment about the effect of oil embargo 
on Libya. Are you planning to lift it, or as a result of the 
conclusion that it's been a waste of time? 
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A I think that you've perhaps taken those comments 
out of context. I think he had been asked about questions of 
restricting, or what we were considering about restricting 
imports of oil from Iran, and I think he was talking about the 
problems of doing this because of the nature of the oil market 
in the world. As I remember, he used Libya as an example of 
how difficult it was, but it certainly was not meant to imply 
any change of policy. 


Q Do you have any response today to the Soviet 
statement about the 72 Pershing warheads and if we eliminate 
them it will remove the last obstacle to an INF treaty? 


4 Are we through with the Middle East? 
Would you like to do that? 


I think we are. Good. 


I think the question that was raised about the 
warheads of the Pershing lAs by the Soviets was answered 
yesterday by Marlin Fitzwater. But let me repeat again what 
our position is on that: the warheads of the FRG Pershing l1As 
are controlled by the United States. They always have been; 
that's certainly clear. 


They are part of a program of cooperation with our 
West German allies and, therefore, are not subject to any form 
of negotiation with the Soviet Union. 

If the conditions laid out by Chancellor Kohl in his 
August 26th statement are met and the FRG consequently retires 
the 72 Pershing 1As, we would of course withdraw the warheads. 

Q Withdraw -- ? 

a Withdraw the warheads. 

Q What would happen to them? 

A We really don't get into the definition beyond 
that of what would happen to them. We simply stick -- that 
they will be withdrawn. 

Well, that seems to be a key sticking point -- 
Is Iraq -- 


-— is it not? 


> © 6) 


Wait a minute. There are two questions at the 
same -- 
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Q Is that not a key sticking point? In other 
words, they want to see these warheads go to zero. And, 
indeed, if we're saying we'll hold on to them perhaps for some 
future use, that that seems to be a rather serious stumbling 
block. 


A Well, let's go back basically to the treaty. The 
INF involves missiles, which are the launch vehicles for 
warheads. This is what we're negotiating about in Geneva. And 
we have -- again, the points that we made yesterday that the 
Pershing 1As have never been part of those negotiations. We 
certainly aren't going to interject part of them now in the 
negotiations. We stick with the statement that they are not 
part of the negotiations -- period. : 


Q Does "withdraw" mean they won't be destroyed or 
that you haven't decided yet? 


A I'm not defining what “withdraw" means. We are 
simply saying that we will withdraw them from the Federal 
Republic of Germany. 


Q Isn't part of the confusion due to the fact that 
the two sides have not yet agreed on what will in fact be 
destroyed? 


a) Well, that's part of the negotiations -- how 
things will be destroyed that are continuing. 


Excuse me, you look puzzled 
Q Yes. I don't think that sentence stands. 


) All right, excuse me. Would you repeat your 
question? 


Q Isn't it true that part of the confusion over 
this question is the fact that the Soviet Union and the United 
States have not yet decided what will be destroyed -- whether 
it will be missiles and warheads, or whether it will be just 
missiles and launchers? 


a Again, let me repeat. The point that I made is 
that the negotiation in Geneva involves missiles. 


Q The Soviets contend that it also involves 
warheads. 


a Well, that may be their position. Our position 
is it involves missiles. 


Q Well, does that mean then that the Soviets and 
their SS-20, which is a multiple-warhead weapon, could just 
move the missiles and leave the warheads someplace? 
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A I think on that question, as I understand it -—- 
again, back to the statement, it's the missiles that are being 
negotiated. That's what we're discussing. The question of 
warheads, as I understand it, and what happens to those may be 
discussed; but it has been our position that they're not 
included in the treaty. 





Q Phyllis, is it the U.S. position that any 
reference to the German decision or the things you've just said 
today should not be in this U.S.-Soviet agreement? 


4a That's been clear from our position all along. 
There is simply no change in that -- that the German Pershing 
1A system is not included in these INF negotiations. 


Q The treaty as it is being written, I understand, 
would prohibit the reuse or the conversion, but it would 
prohibit putting to other use the weapons that are withdrawn. 


This discussion raises a question whether that 
prohibition would apply only to the missiles, or would it apply 
to warheads, putting aside the Pershings. 


In other words, it seems to be something -- 


a Barry, I'm sorry, I can't help you with that 
question. 


Q I know it's complicated, but I don't know that 
you -- unless you want to open the door, it strikes me it's 
possible that this could be constructed to mean the Russians 


could take their SS-20 warheads and just put them on other 
weapons because I thought warheads are covered by the treaty. 


A Well, again, let me -- 

Q Warheads kill. You know, they're the weapon. 

A Thank you. (Laughter. ) 

Q No. I mean they're the weapon. The missile is 
-—- you know, the main thing is to get the warheads out of 


Europe. 


a All right. Let me check on that and see if I can 
get you a definite answer on that question. 


Q Please. 


A Any more? 
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Q As a matter of further clarification, in your 
statement saying that the U.S. would withdraw the warheads if 
the conditions are met as set out by Chancellor Kohl on August 
26th, it's clear that the U.S. retains the right to renegotiate 
with West Germany, should West Germany at some future time 
decide to rebuild missile launchers or things of that nature 
-- that we could provide for them nuclear warheads at that 
point. That's clear. 


4 Well, then what's your question? 


Q Well, I'm just making that as a point of 
clarification, even though we would say at this point that we 
would withdraw them simply because there would be no place to 
apply them in Germany. That should a future German Government 
or Chancellor Kohl's government at some future point change its 
mind and decide that it wants to have missile launchers again 
on its soil, we retain the right to provide nuclear warheads 
for them. 


i) But that's speculation about the future and what 
might happen. What we're addressing today is very specifically 
just this question of the German Pershings. 

Q Phyllis, can I ask you -- 

a So I mean I don't -- you've made your statement; 
I don't have any quarrel with it. But it's speculation in the 
future, and we don't ever, you know, make hypothetical answers. 

Q I'm just trying to make it clear that -- 

” All right. 

Q -- the statement that you're making today is in 
response to a practical situation, not a treaty -- in any way a 
treaty proposal, or a -- 


A Yes. I'm not, you know, talking about the future 
at all. I'm talking about this specific case. 


Q Do you have anything on Soviet-American contacts 
concerning Afghanistan? 


a Yes. Are we finished? 


Q Well, I have a related nuclear question. 
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A Yes. 


Q Senator Nunn is asking today for the record of 
the INF negotiations. I don't know if you knew this, or I 
think it just happened. Could you see if there would be any 
problem in providing him with that? 


a I'm not aware that he has asked for these things, 
but let me see what -- 


Q INF this time. 
Q INF rather than ABM. Yes, all right. 


Q Another question that's related to arms control, 
although indirectly: Do you believe that the resignation of 
Mr. Adelman was because of the investigation by the FBI in the 
case of this (inaudible)? 


4 Mr. Ken Adelman's resignation was explained by 
him in his statement. We'll stick by that. I mean he 
explained his reasons; they speak for themselves. 


Q Do you have anything on that story -- on the 
story of the FBI investigation with the -- 


A Of whom? 
ACDA? 


Q 

a That's an old story. It's been around for some 
time. I'd address your questions on that to ACDA. 

Q 

i) 

a 


A change of geography? 


Well, wait a minute. Now, he has a question on 
Afghanistan. 


You asked about U.S. -- 


Q Has Armacost met with a Soviet official on 
Afghanistan? 


4 Well, Secretary Armacost's schedule certainly 
included yesterday a call by Mr. Petrovsky, I believe, and we 
explained what the nature of the call involved. That it 
covered a broad range of U.S.-Soviet relations. We didn't get 
into any specifics beyond that. I would refer you to what we 
said yesterday. 
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Now, we note that the U.N-sponsored Geneva Proximity 
Talks on Afghanistan resume on September 7th, and the final 
issue to be resolved formally in the talks is the timetable for 
Soviet troop withdrawal. As we have said before, we believe 
that Moscow must commit itself to a short withdrawal timetable 
and permit the Afghan people to decide their own political 
future. 


To date, we have seen no new concrete proposals from 
them on how to bring about an acceptable settlement of the war 
in Afghanistan. 


Q What do you consider short? 


a Well, our position on that has been clear. It's 
been reiterated by the Secretary that we view it in terms of 
months based on logistical considerations. 


Q Anything today on stories in the Philippines that 
right-wing Americans were involved in the attempted coup? 


a I would refer you to the transcript earlier where 
we denied any involved. 


Q Nothing further on that? 
A Nothing further. 
Q Thank you. 


Referring to your earlier comments of concern 
when the Nicaraguan Government appointed the four members to 
its Reconciliation Commission, I wonder if you have a comment 
today on the appointment of Cardinal Obano y Bravo to head that 
commission? 


“ No, I don't have anything on that appointment. I 
noted in the news items that he had been appointed. [I don't 
know what the other members are. We'll try and get something 
for you, maybe tomorrow, on that. 


Q There was a report from Kabul today that the 
Soviet Union was talking to the Kabul Government about the 
possibility of ending the war before next Monday. (Laughter. ) 


Did Mr. Armacost get any suggestion during his meeting 
-- any suggestion during his meeting that there was some new 
peace proposal that they were going to put up some dramatic new 
? 


4 No, I have not seen that report. You know, we'll 
stick with our statement that we have just not seen any 
concrete proposals from them. I'm not aware of this report 
from Kabul. 


Q O.K., thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:01 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good aiternoon. 
One brief announcement. 


The Department is releasing Foreiqn Relations of the 
United States, 1955-1957, Volume [II, China, microfiche 
supplement. That's the news here. This supplement is the 
first microform component of a foreign relations volume. [t's 
coordinated with the material that you find in Volume III which 
was released in October. It provides four times the amount of 
documentation that was printed in Volume III at a much less 
cost. So for those of you who thought there was less material 
than before in some of the foreign relations volumes, please 
take a look at these microfiche supplements which probably give 
you more than you ever need to know. 








Q What's the difference between microform and 
microfiche? 


a You'll have to talk to the experts about that. 


Q Chuck, [I have a question on that. Why you are 
not publishing the [ran 1952 of this series? You know, we've 
waiting for it so long, while publishing something in '57 about 
China? 


a I don't know the specific reason for the status 
of any given volume. It doesn't necessarily go sequentially. 
There are certain archives that are in much better form, and 
that we've been able to work with much more quickly. But if 
you're really interested, [I'll take a look at that one. 


Jim? 
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Q Is the United States and the other permanent 
members of the Security Council urging or approving a trip to 
Iran by the Secretary General of the United Nations? 


a Let me review the state of play on that so that 
we all are working on a common data base. First, the Secretary 
General has received an invitation to visit Tehran on September 
10. As is normal, the Secretary General consulted with 
Security Council members regarding the nature of his response. 


Informal consultations took place among the Council 
members September 1 and 2 and are continuing today. The five 
permanent members of the Security Council reached agreement 
yesterday, September 2, on a general approach to the visit. 
Further consultations are taking place today involving all 
members of the Council. We expect a meeting of the Security 
Council this week to review this matter formally and take a 
final decision. 


Obviously, these conversations are now at a delicate 
stage so that their content must remain largely confidential. 
I can say that we are very pleased and encouraged with how 
these consultations have progressed. The sessions have been 
serious and productive. 


We consider the agreement among all five permanent 
members that the Secretary General's visit should only take 
place under certain conditions to be particularly important, 
and our consultations indicate that this view is widely shared 
by other members of the Council as well. 


Q How does this visit apply to the schedule that 
was outlined by Phyllis earlier this week, that the L[ranians 
promised an answer by September 4, and based on that the United 
States believed that formal drafting of a second resolution 
should begin in the Security Council early next week? 


a) First of all, in terms of the timing, the 
statement that you refer to was made here on September 1. It 
was after that statement, the same day, that the Iranian 
invitation to the Secretary General arrived. 


Our press statement was designed, and we hope had the 
effect, to add emphasis to the significance of that date which, 
as you say, the Iranians had set forward themselves to help 
move the process along. 
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While, as I said, I can't go into the conditions that 
I referred to concerning the Secretary Gereral's visit to 
Tehran, or proposed visit at this point, you know, based on the 
statement that we have made on Tuesday and reiterated 
yesterday, that we believed the time for -tailing has come to 
an end; that there is a need for a definitive response; and 
we're confident that the Secretary General's trip will be 
undertaken with that goal in mind. 


Q Well, do you believe, then, that the formal 
drafting process should not begin until after the Secretary 
General returns from Tehran? 


3) That in essence is what I'm saying. The 
permanent members have met, as I said. The rest of the 
Security Council is meeting and will be meeting, but I say 
that, reiterating that there's been no change in our position 
that the time has come for a definitive response and an end to 
stalling. 


Q But this invitation and -- you do not consider 
vacillation or stalling, right? 


a We've said from the start that our goal in all of 
this is to achieve implementation of this resolution which 
would finally bring this war to an end. If that's what this 
visit can help to do, then we'll give that a chance. 


Q And you wait another week, and it's worth it. 

8 To give that a chance. 

Q All right. Because, wait a minute, there are two 
things -- it's clear that this has overtaken your original 


demand that you not only want a "maybe," you want a "yes" by 
Friday, or else let's begin drafting a resolution. So that's 
been overtaken by this invitation, and you take it as a 
genuine, what? Can you supply the words? I[s it a genuine 
interest on Iran's part, do you think? 


A It's not possible for me to make that kind of 
evaluation as to whether it's genuine or as to how genuine it 
may be. The fact remains, and [ can only re-emphasize, that we 
need a definitive response; that in the absence of that, it is 
still our intention to move ahead on sanctions, as we have 
said, if the Iranians continue their delaying tactics. So our 
hope is, of course, that this visit will prove to be something 
other than that and will result in the implementation of this 
resolution, which is what we've been seeking from the start. 
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Q Can I ask one more quick one? Again, I'm putting 
it in a question form, but I'm making it sound like a 
statement. What's happening now sounds more like what the 
Soviet position was than the U.S. position. The Soviets again 
this week spoke of giving diplomacy more time, giving the 
Secretary General more time, while you folks were saying, you 
know, we've waited long enough, and if we don't hear “yes" by 
Friday, let's crack down on them. 


So is this really, number one, an arrangement, an 
accommodation, a compromise, whatever, between the U.S. and the 
Soviet Union whose vote you need, of course, to apply 
sanctions, and indeed isn't this really more a Soviet 
initiative than a U.S. initiative? 


2) I think I could safely say "no" to both of those 
without much need for elaboration. 


Q Chuck, the Iranians have danced around the U.N. 
demand for a cease-fire by saying there's some good, positive 
points, but suggesting that -- and they've mentioned some that 
they would like, like having a condemnation of Iraq. If the 
Secretary General goes to Iran, is he allowed to negotiate at 
all with [ran under what conditions they would accept this 
cease-fire? Has the U.S. specifically said, “That is out of 
the question"? 


A I don't want to preempt the consultations of the 
Security Council, because they are the ones that have to give 
the Secretary General his instructions. They have not yet done 
so. They're still consulting. As I said, we expect, however, 
the formal meeting to occur even this week. 


That said, [ could only say in a more general sense 
that these conditions, to which the five permanent members have 
already agreed to -- and I emphasize that, because that's an 
important point -- these conditions will address the basic 
issues concerning the [ranian reply to Resolution 598. 


Q But, Chuck, did Iran accept the condition that 
the visit would be limited only to discussing the resolution? 
Did they accept that or not? 


a I haven't addressed what the specific conditions 
are in the first place -- 


Q Well, it is well known -- 
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- And, secondly, it's the Secretary General who's 
responsible for those particular contacts, so you'll have to 
stay in touch with this office. 


Q But do you have any indication that the Iranians 
will accept the visit to concentrate only on the resolution 
only? 


- I have no way to help you on that. 


Q Chuck, can I go back -- I want to try something 
else. Is there a general understanding among the five, and 
most particularly between the U.S. and the Soviet Union, how to 
proceed beyond this visit -- how to proceed on sanctions is 
essentially what I'm asking you. Is there some scenario now, 
or is it only an agreement on this Secretary General trip? 


a What ['m talking about is specifically concerning 
the conditions of the Secretary Generai's trip. 


Q Right. But beyond that, are you in agreement how 
to -- in basic agreement how to move based on what he might 
hear? 

oa The answer to that is what you've heard for some 


time, as reiterated from this podium even this week in a more 
general way. It is a complicated process that one has to 
engage in to move toward this kind of a resolution. You do 
know that the Soviet Union, as well as the rest of the Security 
Council, voted for Resolution 598 which calls for sanctions in 
the case of one or the other party not complying. Our 
consultations are undertaken in that light. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Chuck, is it the U.S. position that Iran should 
accept the cease-fire resolution first before discussing 
anything or is it open to accepting that Iran will try to 
discuss some points before going on to accept the cease-fire? 


7 I tried to make clear that I'm just not ina 
position at this point to go into what the conditions will 
ultimately be and what form they will take because 
consultations are still on-going, so I just can't get to those 
kinds of questions. 


Q To rephrase my question, do you think that the 
resolution in its state now constitutes any kind of incentives 
to the Iranians to accept? 


A I have addressed that question from the very 
start of all of this, pointing out that this resolution is 
fair, it is balanced, it has been seen and is accepted as such, 
it seems, by almost the entire international community. So, to 
the extent that that answers your question -- I believe that 
there is no question that in saying it is fair and it is 
balanced and it has something for all parties. 


Q Maybe the resolution itself is balanced and 
justifiable, but what after the resoluticn? The talk has 
always been on the sanctions, the punitive actions, if Iran 
will not accept. But there is nothing on the positive side of 
what after the cease-fire? 


2 You are posing a hypothetical question now that 
the resolution is accepted by both sides. The resolution is a 
broad one. A comprehensive cease-fire is one aspect of it. It 
has a number of other aspects which address the kind of issues 
you are getting toward, and we are looking for a comprehensive 
implementation of the resolution. That includes a cease-fire, 
and it also includes its other aspects. 


Q Has the United States accepted the possibility 
that Perez de Cuellar will be able to negotiate with the 
Iranians on the basis of Resolution 598, or is it still the 
United States' position that Iran will say yes or no? 


a Again, I can't answer that in specific terms. I 
can only help you by saying that Resolution 598 has been passed 
by the Security Council unanimously. We are working for the 
adoption and adherence to that resolution by both parties. 

That has been, that remains our goal. As I said earlier, that 
would be the goal of the Secretary General's mission. 


Q I understand that. It is the question of the 
principle that I was trying to get at here. 
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3 I think I have answered that as directly as I can. 


Q Do you have a comment about the intensification 
of the fighting in the Gulf and the tanker war yesterday, an 


Iraqi attack which killed several seamen on one vessel and 
Iranian attacks which are outside of their restricted zone? 


a I would offer only the most general observation. 
We have, since the resumption of the war in the Gulf, deplored 
it. First, the [Iraqi attacks, as you know. We obviously 
deplore these Iranian attacks. The Iranian attacks seem to 
have been directed against non-belligerent neutral shipping 
indiscriminately. They underscore the dangerous potential for 
an expansion of the war towards neutral states in the region, 
and they point out clearly the need for moving ahead with the 
efforts to bring this war to an end. 


From the reporting that I have seen, when I speak of 
non-belligerent neutral shipping, the kinds of shipping that 
has been hit, includes Japan, Greece, Spain, Panama, Italy, 
Cyprus, Liberia, and I don't mean that to be all-inclusive. 


Q Not only Iran, though. I mean Iraq has also 
indiscriminately hit non-combatant, non-belligerent ships, as 
well, have they not? 


A I don't have a detailed list. I could only say 
that the pattern has very clearly been that [raqi attacks in 
these recent days have targeted Iranian shipping. Iranian 
attacks have been directed against a wider range, or a wide 
range of non-belligerent and neutral shipping. 


The fact remains tnat it's this war and the tensions 
resulting from it, that endanger all of the shipping, which 
leads me as always back to the point that we've got to end it. 


Q Chuck, does the resumption of the Iraqi attacks 
raise any questions about Iraq's commitment to adhere to the 
cease-fire order, should Iran comply? 


s I don't know that it does. The [ragqis, of 
course, can speak to that They very quickly accepted, or 
indicated their readiness to accept the resolution immediately 
after it was passed I don't know of anything that has changed 
that 


Q Would you say that the resumption of the Iraqi 
attacks have added a new incentive to the great powers on the 
Security Council to force a settlement of this war? 
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A I think the incentive has been there for a long 
time. The work that went into producing that original 
resolution took place over a number of months. There were lots 
of consultations. It took a lot of work. But all of that in 
the context of a general recognition that we needed to find a 
way to come to grips with this war and to get a peaceful 
resolution. 


We finally succeeded in moving out of the United 
Nations Security Council a resolution, a very strong one, the 
first of its kind, in some ways, and now we continue to hope 
that we are going to be able to implement that. 


Q Chuck, will the Secretary General visit Iraq also? 


A I don't know what his specific plans are, so I 
have to refer those kinds of questions to his office. 


Q Would the Secretary General go out there if the 
Gulf war continues in its present intensity, or would there 
have to be some reduction in the fighting? 


4A Again, those are the kinds of conditions that I 
am not prepared to speak to. 


Exhausted you? Yes. 


Q This is related. There is a report in today's 
Post that the Saudis have turned down a request to base a 
flight wing at the Dhahran Air Base. Is that true? 


“ I don't have any comments on that specific 
question. I could only reiterate what has been said in a more 
general sense about the nature of Saudi cooperation, as well as 
that of other states in the region, which have been very good. 


Q Have the Saudis ever in history allowed the 
United States to use Saudi facilities, in the context of this 
very good relationship? 


A That I just don't know. 


Q If I may raise another topic, maybe you read 
today an editorial in The New York Times about so-called 
"yellow rains." What will be your comment on this? 





a I don't have any new commentary beyond that which 
was offered several days ago by Phyllis Oakley. 
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Q But it said this whole question arises on what 
this allegation is based, since all experts, including 
Pentagon, says that the yellow rain has natural causes and not 
toxic. 


A No, I'm sorry. I just don't have anything 
further to offer. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Back on the Gulf, a White House spokesman 


yesterday referred generally to the Saudis as to the nature of 
whatever intelligence from AWACS would be given to the Iraqis. 


Could you specify exactly what is the status of the 
PWACS's which are at the moment in the region? I understand 
there are American AWACS's serving the Saudis, about to become 
Saudi. Could you make that clear? 


4 That's a question that you ought to pose at the 
Pentagon for a definitive answer. They are the experts on that. 


Q Chuck, do you think it is fair that the statement 
that was made from this podium yesterday more or less as a 
factual statement that the United States would withdraw the 74 
(sic) warheads, nuclear warheads, from West Germany if Kohl 
went through with his stated plans, should be characterized, or 
is properly characterized as a response to the Soviet demand? 
In other words, it was characterized in some media reports as 
if the State Department was in fact complying with the Soviet 
demand to deal with the nuclear warheads, whereas others would 
take the statement that was made here yesterday simply as a 
statement of fact. 


4 The latter, without any question. 

Q Right. And those warheads don't come out until 
the Germans dismantle the missiles, and the Germans don't 
dismantle the missiles, according to Kohl's construction, until 
there is an agreement ratified, and all the U.S. and Soviet 
missiles are withdrawn. 

4 He had a number -- four conditions, I believe. 


Q So, does this move one inch toward resolving the 
problem, stating the obvious -- 


A That we would withdraw the warheads? 
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Q I think you, yesterday -- I think Phyllis Oakley 
stated the obvious, that if the missiles come apart, the 
warheads can either be used to throw at people or they come 
home to their owner, and it would be logical they come home to 
their owner. 


a It would seem to me that that is stating the 
obvious. But to the extent that this resolves this very 
artificial obstacle that the Soviets have raised, of course it 
is going to be up to them to decide that it would -- it would 
seem that what Chancellor Kohl has done has removed any pretext 
for that. 


Q Chuck, do you have any response today to Senator 
Nunn's letter, or any indication of whether the Administration 
will -- as he asked -- prepare the full transcript, negotiating 


record, for the Senate about the INF negotiations? 


a I don't have any response. The letter was 
directed to the President. It has peen received. It is being 
looked at. But I would encourage you in the near term to stay 
in touch with the White House if there is a response. 


Barry, I might follow up on your warhead question, 
because there has been some confusion on this. 


The question of the Pershing 1-A's aside, the question 
was also addressed yesterday what happens in our own bilateral 
INF negotiations, and there I might just point out that the 
Soviet draft INF treaty text, like ours, is written in terms of 
eliminating missiles and launchers, and that warheads are to be 
disposed of as the two parties desire. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with a few brief announcements. 


As a reminder, Monday, September 7, is a federal 
holiday, so there will be no noon briefing, and the Press 
Office will operate on a Sunday schedule. 


Concerning Fiji: We have noted reports from Suva 
concerning steps that have occurred following the 
Governor-General's State of the Nation address to begin a 
process that could lead to the creation of an interim or 
caretaker government that would have the support of all of 
Fiji's people. 


The United States has supported the Governor-—General's 
efforts to forge a broadly acceptable solution to Fiji's 
political crisis. We welcome the commitment of former Prime 
Minister's Mara and Bavadra who met together yesterday at the 
request of the Governor—General for the first time since the 
May coup. We welcome their commitment, as I say, to this 
process. 


Should the ongoing discussions produce significant 
progress toward a broadly—based solution, we will review in 
consultation with the Congress the status of the current 
suspension of U.S. assistance to Fiji. 


Any questions on that? (No response. ) 


Finally, as part of the continuing U.S.-Soviet 
dialogue on regional issues, senior Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of State for Near Eastern Affairs Ed Djerejian will meet in 
Geneva, September 10-11, with Soviet MFA Middle East Department 
Chief Yuri Alekseyev to discuss Afghanistan and the situation 
regarding the Gulf war. 


Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs, Dr. Gaston Sigur, will also meet in Moscow, September 
10-11, with Soviet MFA Deputy Foreign Minister Igor Rogachev to 
discuss the situation in Asia and the Pacific region. 
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I might also note, just to give you a Little more in 
terms of U.S.-Soviet contacts in recent weeks, that Stephen J. 
Ledogar, the U.S. Representative to the Conventional Stability 
Mandate Discussions and the U.S. Ambassador-designate for MBFR 
and Conventional Arms Control, is in Moscow at Soviet 
invitation for consultations with his Soviet counterparts. 


His consultations are September 3 and 4. These 
consultations are to focus on the status of East-West 
discussions that have been taking place in Vienna since 
February of 1987 among representatives of the 23 NATO and 
Warsaw Pact countries to establish a new negotiating charter 
covering conventional forces in the whole of Europe. In 
particular, Mr. Ledogar is soliciting Soviet reactions to the 
Draft Mandate Proposal tabled by NATO countries on July 27. 


And, finally, for the record at least, State 
Department representatives were in Moscow, August 24-27, to 
discuss a wide range of human rights and bilateral issues. The 
kinds of things that they talked about, in addition to human 
rights, were scientific and cultural exchange, consular 
matters, and administrative issues. 


Q Who is that? 


A That was a delegation led by Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Thomas Simons, and in the human rights portion of 
those meetings, Assistant Secretary Schifter was also present. 


Q Could we have the spellings on the two Soviet 
Foreign Ministry officials you mentioned? 


A Mr. Alekseyev is A-l-e-k-s-e-y-e-v, and Mr. 
Rogachey is R-o-g-a-—c—h-e-v. 


Q Can we have a copy? A copy? 
fs We'll paste that together. 


Chuck, on the Afghan part of those talks, has the 
State Department seen the reports that the Soviets are prepared 
to offer a one-year withdrawal period from Afghanistan? 


4 I think we're operating on essentially the same 
information that you are, which I would still have to put in 
the category of speculative reports from anonymous sources, so 
[I don't really have anything to offer on that. 


Q Well, on the basis of those reports, does one 
year fall anywhere near the range that the United States would 
like to see? 
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a These are still, as I say, speculative reports. 
I really don't have any way to make that kind of an 
evaluation. As you know, we have always said that the 
withdrawal timetable should be in months, not years, and that 
it should be based on logistical considerations. 


Q Chuck, Ed Djerejian meeting, is it a follow-up on 
Richard Murphy meeting with his counterpart last July? 


A Not really. You may recall that we've had both 
series of meetings; we've had meetings in the past that have 
focused on Afghanistan, and that particular part of the world; 
we've had the Middle East meetings that have focused more 
broadly on the Middle East. 


Q What [I mean -- 


A And, again, this year as last year there are two 
separate sets of meetings. 


Q And on the Gulf, it will be -- this meeting will 
concentrate more on the Gulf or on Afghanistan? 

4 Afghanistan. 

Q Not on the Gulf. 

4 But will also deal with the Gulf. 


Chuck, Ed Djerejian's meeting is going to be 
right after the U.N.-sponsored indirect talks. I presume there 
is a link? 


There's no link. The Djerejian meetings were 
scheduled prior to the dates being established for the 
Proximity Talks. There's just no link. 

Q There are reports that a Silkworm missile has 


been fired by the Iranians and has landed within two miles of 
where reflagged American tankers are filling up with oil in 
Kuwait. Do you have any comment, any knowledge? 


A I don't have any comment, and that's because I 
don't have any knowledge. I don't have an, confirmation of the 
nature of the incident, the missile involved. [ just don't 
have any of that information available. 


Q Anything on the Saudi ship that sunk this morning 
in the Gulf? 


A I don't have anything in particular. If you 
looked yesterday, I spoke about more generally these kinds of 
attacks, and so that will certainly apply to that ship as it 
did to other neutral, non-belligerent shipping. 
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Q Does that mean that Saudi Arabia now is 
belligerent or will be a belligerent country? 


a That's a question you'd have to address to the 
Saudis. I can't speak for them. 
Q But, Chuck, does all this continuing escalation 


give the United States any reason for concern in its support 
for the Secretary General's trip which, of course, will delay 
any move for sanctions for at least a week? 


Aa I don't know to what you're referring when you 
say “escalation" today as opposed to yesterday or the day 
before -- 


Q Well, I mean the last few days -- 

re) -- or the day before that. 

Q The last few days have been pretty -- 

a) I don't see anything that changes in that sense. 


Q Could you bring us up to date on the state of 
play at the UN on consultations, decision-making, et cetera, 
et cetera? 


4 There isn't much more to say today. There were 
intensive consultations all day yesterday among all membe;s of 
the Security Council and with the Secretary General. 


My information is that a meeting of the full Security 
Council was scheduled to have begun at 11 o'clock today, and I 
believe that that meeting is still going on. So, as a 
consequence, I am not yet ina position to be able to talk 
about the nature of the trip or exactly what instructions the 
Security Council will determine to give to the Secretary 
General. 


Q But the trip is on as far as you know? 


Aa The trip, until the Security Council has met with 
the Secretary General, I don't think one can say it is 
technically on, no. 


Q Do you have any information that other countries 
such as [taly are now prepared to send either minesweepers or 
other naval units to the Gulf to join the effort? 


a I don't have anything by way of confirmation of 
those reports. I leave it to the governments involved to speak 
for themselves. You are all aware that we have said for some 
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weeks now that we would, of course, welcome any sort of 
cooperation in that regard that interested nations might care 
to provide. 


Q How do you view -- how effective do you view an 
arms embargo if one is indeed put into effect? 


- Again, that's a question that we have addressed 
in the past. Let me, first of all, say that our hope still 
continues to be that this resolution will be accepted and we 
won't have to move to that step. That's really the intent of 
all of our efforts thus far in the United Nations, is to bring 
peace through a negotiated solution, and this Resolution 598 
seems to us, and to the rest of the world it appears, to form 
the basis for that. 


If one has to move to sanctions, we have never 
attempted to argue that they would be one hundred percent 
effective, but nonetheless if, in particular, the world's major 
powers were to join in such a sanctions regime, then [I think 
that there is no question that it would clearly have an impact 
on the situation both politically and militarily. 


Q In light of the fact that much of the arms trade, 
as it is, is illicit, and -- 


A While that's true, it's no less true that there 
are a certain number of very important countries in the world 
which can have an influence, and that if they all agreed to an 
arms embargo, then we think the impact would certainly be 
Significant. 


Q Chuck, there is an opinion here in this country 
and there in the Gulf area that sees the latest developments as 
a continuation of the efforts of Iraq to just push the 
super-powers, especially the United States, to be on their side 
by any means. 


Do you have any comment on this? 


A I don't want to offer a detailed analysis of that 
kind of hypothesis. That is exactly what it is, a hypothesis. 
I think I have spoken any number of times. Assistant Secretary 
Murphy, Secretary Shultz, many members of the Administration 
have spoken concerning the rationale for U.S. actions in that 
part of the world. The very fundamental underpinnings in terms 
of our own interests that lay behind that policy. So I think 
that, in essence, is the answer to your question. 


Q Well, though it seems, it is not only just a sort 
of hypotheses because it is a chain of events that show the 
Iraqis are pushing for using their strength and using their 
diplomacy with the United States in order to gain more and more 
support. 
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a I can't support that analysis that you have just 
made. 


Q New topic? Do you have any concerns about the 
coup in Burundi? 


A First, let me begin by telling you what we know. 


We understand that the coup was carried out by a group 
of army officers led by Major Pierre Buyoya. Thus far, it has 
apparently been bloodless and Bujumbura is reportedly calm with 
traffic moving normally throughout the city. 


The new government has announced that it has dismissed 
all ministers and leaders of the official party and suspended 
the constitution but promised continuity in foreign affairs. 


According to our Embassy, all Americans known to be in 
Burundi, about 50, are directly accounted for, with the 
exception of two who work in the interior and are difficult to 
contact. 


Concerning an evaluation or a reaction, the 
information at this stage is very fragmentary, so that it would 
bs premature to offer any kind of judgment. 


Q New area? 
A Sure. 
Q The other day, a question was raised about 


possible U.S. Government reaction to the appointment of 
Cardinal Obando as head of the Reconciliation Commission in 
Nicaragua. I was wondering if you had anything prepared? 


a We made some commentary at the time he was first 
named to the National Commission. 


Q Yes. 


iz He has now been named as President, as you savy, 
of that Commission. He is a man that we know and respect, a 
staunch supporter of democracy. I would only say that he is 
going to have a very difficult job, and we will certainly be 
watching closely as that process unfolds. 


Q Do you have any resp.rse to an interview that 
Speaker Wright gave the L.A. Times that was published yesterday 
in which he accused the Reagan Administration of foot-dragging 
with regard to the Central American peace process? 
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a I haven't seen the details of that interview, and 
I withhold comment. 


Q Can you say whether the Libyan attacks on 
northern Chad are continuing, and whether Chad has requested 
any additional U.S. military assistance to repel those attacks? 


4 I don't know of any additional fighting since 
August 28th, I believe. The forces obviously on both sides are 
still in the area. 


Concerning assistance, we have talked about in the 
past the various things that we have been doing, the things 
that are in the pipeline. I would only say that our dialogue 
concerning assistance is a continuing one. 

Q Do you have anything on the reaction to the 
latest guerrilla attack in the Philippines, and anything on the 
Philippine army's ability to withstand those attacks? 

os No. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briering concluded at 12:24 p.m.) 

















pte a 1 fir 
THE WHITE HOUSE iwi 


Office of the Press Secretary 


For Immediate helease —"Feptember 6, 1987 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
The Briefing Roce 





11:05 A.M. EDT 


MR. HOWARD: We're going te begin the -- we're going to 
begin the BACKGROUND BRIEFING now. This is «a pre-brief on the visit 
by Sweéish Prime Minister Ingvar Carleson -- he'll be here for « 

tor 


stete visit tomorrow. Fer ing ané not icetion, 
cur _ brief ‘s the 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me start with some 
of the Washington highlights of the visit. The Prime Minister 
arrives here this afternoon from a two-day stay in Boston, ané his 
firet egende itez is a one-hour meeting with Secretary Shults. 
Tomorrow he has @ cne-hour meet with the President ané lunch with 
the Secretery -- a 45-minute meet with Education —— » = 
Bennett. He's going te be over here to meet the Science Aév , me. 

| . Graham. Diner at the White House tomorrow night. 


On the llth, he leaves for three days in the Chicago area 
where he has some speaking -- World Affairs Council ané 
the rest -- and he's going to vieit Northwestern where he spent « 
year as «@ graduate student in ‘60 ané ‘61 ané go te « 
Swedish-American picnic in Rockford. 


It's the first official working visit of a Swedish prize 
minister since 1961, when Tage Erlander came ané lunched with 
Presigent Kenne¢y, and, in fect with respect te @ sort ef full 
official visit, it's the first since 1952, when Erlander, egein Prine 
Minister, hed dinner at the Truman White Mouse. 


I've been seeing some pre-advance coverage on this that 
unéerlines the symbolism of the visit, and I think that's « cerrect 
te teal way of locking at this. The ef the visit is to renew et the 
highest level a bilateral, »olit Gialogue between the United 
as tae te ae Gah an el Gc ee and 


to 
the relationship, ‘and we're looking forward to « complete review of 
our political and economic reletions, bileteral ones, end we're 
looking to an opportunity aleo to talk about East-West, arms control, 
“aw obviously Iran-Iraq -- Central America is of interest, international 
- economic issues, and we Go have some mall, bilateral economic trade 
problems with Sweden, but we egain heve « normal reletionship ané i 
a oe eee ee 
bd 


Ané sc with that, I will take questions. P 


Q Ma'am, what's he going to talk te the Secretary of 
Béucation about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 5 oe a eee 
OGvedish experiments in 


have haé some international repute over the - The Prine 
Minister is « man who has great interest in ic , Resting 
a the challenge ef educetion for « sore high-tech world, I don't 
have beyond that, except two sen who are interested in 
YS ee eéucet ion oa quality education. 





2 we . . 
OS as ee en eee 
= - - Ire - = —_ - - - ~ 











fe) Well, since we had euch « terrible Crisis with cur 
education, deo you suppose that Bennett asked for some help? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I nave no Goubt that the 
two wen both face the same kinds of challenges. 1: don't think we're 
the only one worrying about how we prepare the next tien of 
citisens for, not only citisenship and those responsibilities, but 
alec the jobs that lie ahead. I don't think be asked for help. 1! 
think it's just two sen with « common interest in the subject. 


, Did we ever invite Pelee, or is he -- is the current 
Prime Minister invited because he's not Palzge and -- I mean, did ve 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm glad you asked that, 
Halen. 


Q Did we initiate this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA’: I'm glad you eaked that 
because -- it's sort of a question -- wel., would Palme have 
imvited at the end of this period of time had he 
can tell you categorically the answer to that is, yes. 

ot 


I was working om thet myself. A 1 
. Much of the trouble, as we all know, case ‘rom the Vietnam era, and a 
very real rawness in the dial . TBe time had passed end ve 


2 
looking forward to such a visit at the time of the Brutal murder of 
Clof Palze. Sc, hed Prime Minister Palme lived, I believe 
would still be on the calendar. As it was, given his tragic death, 
we began to reshape the dialogue with Prime Minister Carlsson. Many 
of the items ere the same, and it has now tsken place. 


Q How about the shipment of technology? Is that one 
of the key -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICA OFFICIAL: Nc, it is not. We have 
mutual 





You don't expect any discussion on that point while 
ne‘e in Maghingvent 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFVPICIAL: Wo, I would net expect 


@ Ie the United States in any way assisting in this 
investigation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don 
details, but I's confident that if the Swedes cane 
~~ or had to come to us in in tet pesic with requests 
information or leads -- did we know, 414 we -- whatever 
cooperated fully. We offered to at the beginning and I 
have throughout. As I think all countries would de on 
this. 


i 


Q Ie there going to be « communique? 
Y SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPTCIAL: Ne -- no communique. 


Q In the first interviews befors in the last 
few weeks, he has been extremely critical of 0.8. pol in regard to 
Central America. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


, Q Is the topic going to be reached during the talks 
here 


SENIOR ADWINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Rave an idea they will 
discuss Central America and we and Sweden, with particular respect to 
Nicaragua, have deeply divergent, differing views. And I would not 
Se ee See Se Se ee ee but it will give us 


- —_ an opportunity to present our view. I'm confident the 
. <dls ane Gap Uqpechuney tp guasamt bin CleD. 
MR. HOWARD: If you'll exouse se just a , I Bave to 
make ar announcement. escort for the open , wei poe) 
of the Preident's address in the East 3.) 
ees political appointees should leave et this time through the double 


Q It ie « estate dinner. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's « state dinner, 
yes, and « state visit, yes. 


Q Can you have « state visit with « head of 
goverment? 
Q Wake up. 


ing te == I'll have to let the White Beuse pretecs] ensver or offer 
this: But I mean you don't have working dinners. 
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It's -- you know, it's not a working -- 
Q But it ise considered a state dinner? 
. They have been saying state visit -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't know what 
elee you have. 


Q ~~ but I think you have to be « head of state to 
have a state visit, don't you? 


MR. HOWARD: I'11 get you an ansver. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, take it, but I know 
-- Dut tomorrow night is the full-flair -- 


Q So there'll be no departure statements -- nothing -- 
only when we get briefed on after the seeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there will be <= let 


me see -- no, I mean there's the usual ceremony -- arrival ceremony 
tomorrow. There's a statement for that. 


Q Yes, yes. 

SENIOR AOMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There'll be the toast at 
che dinners and I'm looking quickly to see. 1 ~- you know, the 
Secretary will have « toast at the luncheon at tr 
temorreow. And I don't see anything in the way of a departure 
statement. 

‘ -- say something in terms of it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. 


Q Won't there be «a state visit when the King and Queen 


come next year? Wasn't there sone about that earlier in 
the year -- who would get the state dinner the vhole -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I -- the and Queen 


i 
it here that gives it a descr ion. It's -- it'll be referred to 
throughout, cbvicusly, as people looking forward to it. It is ay 
understanding that Lp | will be dropping down to i but I's 
not aware of anything in the way of a state vieit with it. Again, I 
could be vrong. 


Q Other than export controls, vhat other econcaic 
issues, trade issues, will be discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's the -- the 


last time I was here on the word, “exegesis” and “exegetical* but 
meant to send a note back. If you saw how it was , you would 
have been as embarrassed as I -- it came out * ‘ 
(Laughter.) And it had « lovely red-faced sound it. 

Anywey -- 

SENTOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICLAL: [t's an official visit 
with a dinner. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, an official visit 
with ea dinner. 


In any case, nematodes -- N-B-N-A-T-0-D-E-8 -- they're a 
creature that was found in «a shipment of American wood chips to 
Pinland in 1964. The Swedes, up ‘til then, imported a lct of 
American wood chips. Their own papermaking a ogy A be kept 
supplied by their own forest resources. Nematodes terrible things 
to, such as tomato plants in gardens and the like, and they have 
eaid, es have all the Nordics, no more wood chip imports until you 
handle the nematodes problem. We think we have a scientific way to 
handle the nematodes problems, and we would like to resume wood chips. 


Q te it an insect? 
Q How big of an industry is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's more like a garden 
qru>. 


Q Mow big of an industry is that? How such seney are 
we talking about? 


Q Grub? 

Q Grub. 

SENIOR AOMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was several -- could 
you lcok up that figure for me? It's in the book here. I can -- 

Q Well, ma'am, these aren't just peculiar to the 
United States. They have then in + We have to knock thes off 
of our tanks we're bringing back froa all the tine. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Well, then, so 
they've said, clean it up, and we'll centinue to receive thes. 


Ané another issue is apples and pears. The Swedes do not 
accept American imports of apples and pears until after the closing 
of their own growing season, which seans that the American suppliers 
mise Christmas, which is the big apples and pears season in Sweden, 
eo we would like to talk about that. 


Pe er So on their side, they have, say, the "Buy American" 
provision and regional utilities -- 


Q What ie it that they're concerned about there in the 
"Buy America"? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a piece of 
e legislation which says that American regional utilities, TVA, 
: Bonneville, places | that, sust buy American if the Americans are 
within 30 percent of the foreign offered price. 
S Must buy vhat? 


Q That's what -- - 


SENIOR 
ipment. Thie large, high voltage, electrical 


eg gg ee 4id. Clearly, = ee See 

Mill and got themselves a 30 percent edvantege on the . 
On balance, I aseume the Prine Minister's 

discussions Sere vill deal sere vith foreign policy than econonic 


SEFIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If think that's trues, 
although I would not exclude that “Buy American® thing that bothers 











them as sort of symbolic of a concern about trade policy generally. 
But I think your quese is right. I would say, Bast-West relations, 
Central America, South Africa or southern Africa -- those kinds of 
broad foreign policy questions would be the sajor theses here. 


Q Ma'am, will you have to go to Congress to get this 
"Buy American" changed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One would have to, yes. 
pt ney there is also a provision which says unless the = Sor 
y can ehow that its country og Gy ay 2 eh 2 for 
that same kind of equipment -- in Sveden. 
American firms have a crack at the Swedish ish pover-generating industry? 


The Swedish government maintains that, in fact, they have 
market, that there is an a for American fires to 
bid realistically in Sweden. They have presented a lct of 
information on this to a committee that's headed eet by “= 
Yeutter. And I think what we will be —- 
appreciate their cooperation getting the A... ay we * lock to 
the Yeutter committee now to sake a decision for us. 


Q Have you said anything you couldn't say on -- with 
your name on it? 


GENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: wo. (Laughter.) 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 11:20 A.M. EDT 
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TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 1987, 12:19 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement. I'd like to introduce two new members of the 
Press Office, Dennis Harter and Ben Justesen. Dennis Harter 
joins the Office of Press Relations as Office Director. A 
native of New Jersey, Dennis' career spans over 21 years with 
the State Department in Asian Affairs. His overseas 
assignments include Vietnam, Taiwan, Hong Kong, and most 
recently the Political Counselor at the U.S. Embassy in Jakarta. 


Benjamin Justesen joins our staff as a Press Officer. 
Ben served as General Services Officer in Copenhagen from '85 
to '87, and prior to this served in Kingston, Jamaica as a 
Consular Officer. He has a B.A. in English Literature -- it's 


always useful in this job -- from the University of North 
Carolina, Chapel Hill, and did graduate work in Political 
Science at North Carolina State, Raleigh, and journalism work 
at UNC, Chapel Hill. He's a former journalist in North 
Carolina; married, has a daughter. We're pleased to have both 
Dennis and Ben with us, and we know that you'll all make them 
feel welcome. There they are. (Applause) 


Q Which is which? 
A New blood for the fall season. 


MRS. OAKLEY: This is Dennis (indicating). The other 
one is Ben. 


MR. REDMAN: That's all I have. 


Q What is the U.S. position on Chad's attacks on 
Libya at this point? 
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A I would limit my remarks essentially to 
describing what's happened. Chad has conducted a limited 
operation against a base from which it was suffering aggressive 
Libyan attacks. Chad has said that it has no territorial 
objective. We understand that the Chadians have since 
withdrawn from Libya. 


The Libyans have continued to bomb Chad, including an 
attack against the capital, N'Djamena, where it reportedly lost 
a Soviet Tupelov bomber And, in addition, the Libyans 
conducted a heavy strike in Eastern Chad against the town of 
Abeche. Finally, I think our estimate would be that there is 
still something on the order of 4- to 5,000 Libyans inside of 
Chadian territory. 


Q Are you concerned about these developments, or 
are you calling on the Chadians to restrain, or what? 


A I think, as I've indicated, simply by going 
through the facts, that the Chadians have launched their 
operation; they've since withdrawn. It was launched against a 
base from which they were being attacked. 


The fact remains in all of this that Libya has 
illegally occupied Chad for a number of years. That's just the 
Situation in this war. 


Q Do you have any information to confirm the 
reports that the Libyans bombed one of their beses inside Libya 
and there are heavy losses? 


8 I don't have anything on that report 


Q Are you aware of any Americans along with the 
Chadian forces? 


~ Any Americans where? 
Q Fighting along the lines with the Chadians? 


“ There is no U.S. role whatsoever in the 
fighting. I've described our support to Chad many times from 
this podium, including the dimensions and the general nature of 
the emergency military aid that we've provided. That support 
role has not changed 


There are no U.S. advisors at this time in Chad, 
although we occasionally send training teams on temporary duty 
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to instruct the Chadians in the use and the maintenance of the 
equipment that we provide. The only permanent U.S. military 
presence is a 3-person defense attache office, and that has not 
changed. 


Q Do you have a list there, or any kind of tally of 
einergency aid that's gone or that's going? 


a We've gone through that in various briefings. 
And in the briefest summary fashion, in March the President 
authorized $10 million in drawdowns of U.S. goods and services 
under Section 506(a) of the Foreign Assistance Act, and 
additionally some $7 million in Military Assistance Program 
(MAP) funds has been provided. That, in addition, to previous 
506(a) authority which you're aware of. 


Q Is aid going there right now? 


Aa My understanding is that there is still aid in 
those categories, that is, in the pipeline. But, as I said 
last week, the question of appropriate military assistance is 
one which we have under continuing review with the Chadian 
Government and that continues to be the case 


Q Chuck, when you say there are four or five 
thousand Libyans in Chad, is that south of the Aozou Strip or 
are those four to five thousand troops in the Aozou Strip? 


A I believe that most of those would be in that 
part of Chad known as the Aozou Strip 


Q Any comment on the reports that there were U.S 
advisors to the Chadians and to the French, according to which 
they acted militarily inside the territory -- 


a) I just answered that very categorically 
concerning the United States. That's the only country that I 
can speak for. The only American military people in Chad on 
the American side at the present time is our Defense Attache 
Office in N'Djamena. 


Q There could be a kind of military advisors even 
from Washington. I don't mean from the pipeline or battle 
lines there in Chad But is there a kind of military advisors 
by the United States given to the French and to the Chadians? 


u I think I've covered the nature of U.S. 
assistance. It covers that definitely. 
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Philippe? 


Q Any reaction or commerl on the reports, according 
to which the Americans have been pushing the Chadians and 
that's creating tensions with Paris? 


4 I don't have any specific commentary on the 
story, as you phrase. I would only say that we have not 
advised the Chadians in the sense of whether they should go 
north or not. 


There are reports that it was a Hawk missile that 
shot down the Libyan bomber, and [I'm wondering whether that 
Hawk missile was something that we sent directly to Chad or it 
was part of -- the French bought it from us earlier and then 
took it down from France? 


fe) I don't know the origins of that particular piece 
of equipment. As I just said, the kind of support that we have 
provided to Chad falls in the category of equipment and how to 
maintain that kind of equipment. The Hawk system obviously is 
an American system, but the origin of that particular piece of 
equipment, [I just don't know. 


Q Well, are we sending Hawks to Chad? 
a) I don't know that we have even sent -- 
Q Redeyes. 


“ I don't know that we've ever sent Hawks. I'd 
have to look into that. [ know that we have sent Redeyes, yes. 


Q Chuck, how can you see the solution of Chad? Do 
you think that a military victory or negotiation -- you never 
talk about negotiation. How can you see a solution? 


A First, the reason I[ don't answer that question is 
because it's not our place to tell people how to resolve the 
situation. We have made clear from the beginning that the 
objective in all of this ought to be to restore the territorial 
integrity and the sovereignty of Chad That's what is at issue. 


Q Does this mean you don't have interests to be 
damaged by the continuing fighting in Chad and that's why it 
should be left to the direct parties in conflict? 
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A I don't know quite what your question is getting 
at. Our interest has been expressed, to some extent I would 
argue, by the fact that we have provided assistance to the 
Habre government in its fight to recover its territorial 
integrity. 


Q No, I mean to say you're somehow refraining from 
saying that you are for negotiations in this part of the world, 
while it's very well known that the United States is for 
negotiations, whatever it is -- in the Middle East, in the 
Gulf, in Central America, and elsewhere -- so why not in Chad? 


I I haven't said that ['m against negotiations at 
all. I have simply said that I'm not prescribing the process 
by which this ought to be resolved. 


Q Chuck, just for clarity, does the United States 
consider Aozou Strip to be part of Chad? 


2) I've said it before and I'll say it again, yes. 
Q Another subject? 


Q A change in subject, sticking to the same 
continent? 


A He's got you there. 

Q Chet Crocker went off to Angola. Why? 

a He departed over the weekend. He's in Luanda 
today at the invitation of the MPLA government for talks to be 
held today and tomorrow, September 8 and 9. The purpose is to 
clarify elements of the August 4 Angolan proposal. 

Q Which elements might those be? 

A Excuse me? 

Q Which elements need clarifyinae? 

a I'm not going to specify the exact content of the 
diplomatic discussions. We talked, to some extent, about those 
proposals when they were first put forward. But I don't have 


any details to offer at this stage. 


Q Will he be making any other stops in the region? 
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I don't know of any other stops. 
Does the proposal involve -- 
He'll be back later this week. 


Does the proposal involve Cuban troops -- the 
Angolan proposal? 


A The Angola proposal was made publicly, at the 
time of the Dos Santos visit to Cuba, at least to some extent. 


Q They have said more recently -- the end of last 
week, over the weekend, I[ can't remember exactly when, but 
their original proposal was “or a three-year withdrawal of 
Cuban troops. The Americans said one is enough, and the 
Angolans have replied with a compromise of two. Is that 
accurate? 


Aa I don't have any way of characterizing those 
reports as accurate or inaccurate. I'm just not going to go 
into the details of the negotiations. As I said, Mr. Crocker 
is there to clarify certain aspects of the August 4 Angolan 
proposals. 


Q Have you given what you think of those 
proposals? What do you think of those proposals? Because 
after his last talks, he said they were a waste of time and he 
wouldn't even bother going back again unless there is some 
significant change. 


a He said that at the time of his last trip which 
was in mid-July. Then we had these proposals August 4, which 
as you'll note, is subsequent to mid-July, after which we said 
there were certain ambiguities and things that we would be 
seeking to clarify. We have now reached a stage in that 
clarification process where Mr. Crocker has gone to Luanda. 


Q Can you comment on reports that the Libyans maybe 
are indulged in mediating an end of war between Iraq and I[ran? 


A I would have turned to you, David, but he stayed 
on the same continent. No. 


David? 


Q Yesterday, the Soviet authorities notified 
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several long-time Jewish refuseniks that they would be allowed 
to leave. Do you have any reaction to this, and what 
implications does it have for Soviet-American relations? 


4 It has been reliably reported that exit 
permission has been granted to ten prominent Jewish refuseniks, 
among them Jewish activist and former prisoner, Iosif Begun. 
Although we cannot officially confirm it, we would certainly 
welcome such a long overdue decision. These people have 
struggled long and hard for their right to leave the Soviet 
Union. 


We remain deeply concerned, however, about the many 
other refuseniks, including long-term applicants such as Naum 
Neiman, Ida Nudel, Vladimir Slepak, Alexander Lerner and Lev 
Shapiro, who still have not received permission. 


If you want, let me comment a bit more in detail on 
the emigration situation and the general human rights 
performance, since it ties into this question. First the 
statistics. DOuring August, 782 Soviet Jews immigrated to the 
West. Since April, Soviet Jewish emigration has averaged about 
800 per month. This compares with 914 for the total for the 
year 1986, but it's far less than the over 2,000 per month 
during the 1970's. 


More generally, during the past several months, there 
has been some improvement in the Soviet human rights 
performance but much more progress must be achieved before the 
Soviets will be in compliance with their international 
obligations such as those in the Helsinki Final Act. 


During the first half of this year, we witnessed an 
increase in emigration and the release of more than 150 
political prisoners. This progress seems to have leveled off, 
however, despite the fact that many Soviets still await 
permission to emigrate and many political and religious 
prisoners -- perhaps hundreds or even thousands -- remain 
incarcerated. Soviet performance in resolving separate spouse 
and blocked marriage cases is very disappointing. Only one, 
Matvey Finkel, husband of American citizen Susan Graham, of the 
more than 13 Soviets who wish to be reunited with their spouses 
and fiancees in the United States, has been granted permission 
during 1987. 


Progress is only marginally better for dual nationals 
who wish to return to the United States. During 1987, five of 
the 21 cases have been resolved. Since the eve of the Geneva 
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Summit two years ago, far more than half of the families who 

wish to join relatives in the United States have been allowed 
to emigrate. There remain more than 100 cases on this list, 

including many long-term applicants. 


We remain deeply concerned about the plight of these 
people and the continuing failure of the Soviet Union to adhere 
to the principles uf free emigration enunciated at Helsinki in 
1975. 


And then, finally, just to return to where we began 
with this most recent release of, or purported release of Mr. 
Begun and some others, that would seem to fit a pattern of high 
profile public gestures which the Soviet government often makes 
prior to a high level meeting 


One of our objectives in dealing with the Soviets on 
this particular question has been to somehow systematize this 
procedure; to set down some rules, to establish some procedures 
which would make this process work better rather than in the 
fashion it seems to work now. 


Q Chuck, are there any plans to -- 
On this issue? 

Q Did you welcome this release? 

a Yes 


~-MORE-- 
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Could we have a copy of the statistics, please? 
A Yes. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Would you please go into a little more detail 
about what you mean by systematizing this process? Are you 
referring to the process where they are allowing people to 
leave immediately before a high-level meeting? Is that what 
you implied there? 


- What Ll am saying is that we seem to see these 
releases happen under circumstances such as that. One doesn't 
really know, therefore. why these people have been selected 
when there are lots of other people, as well, who would seem to 
be in similar circumstances 


So, when I say that, I mean simply that we would like 
to understand and know what procedures are being applied in 
determining how these various cases are being resolved 


Q Could you comment on a Congressional delegation 
that just returned from the Soviet Union's radar site, and also 
has the Administration ever requested a tour of that facility? 


= I don't know the answer to the last question, but 
we will, of course, be interested in hearing the results and 
the report of this Congressional delegation 


We see no evidence in the information available now 
which would alter our conclusion that the radar under 
construction at Krasnoyarsk constitutes a violation of the ABM 
treaty 


It has been our position that this is prohibited by 
the ABM treaty and that it can be resolved only by 
CGismantlement of the radar 


Certainly the Soviets have never before provided this 
type of access to a military site. As such, the visit strikes 
us aS a small but welcome step toward increased openness in 
Soviet military affairs 


You know that in his recent speech, the President 
called for such openness, but I would caution against reaching 
any conclusions on the basis of a single visit at a time when 
the Soviets appear to be seeking to generate maximum positive 
publicity as we approach the Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting. 
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Q Is the United States prepared to have the same 
kind of tour of American sites by the Soviets? 


fr) I don't know that there is any proposal in the 
wind 


Let me emphasize here that these kind of tours are no 
substitute for effective verification in an arms control 
agreement 


Q Ortega has said that on November 7th, the date 
the Central American peace plan is supposed to go into effect, 
that he will be in Moscow Have we got anything to say about 
that? 


Q Only to say that I don't think that anyone should 
be surprised by that The Sandinistas have long maintained 
close relations with the Soviet Union since 1979 


Q In the same general regirn, do you have any 
comment on the Argentine elections? 


Qa The elections were peaceful and fair The 
campaigns were marked by responsible debate and a commitment of 
all the major parties to the democratic process 


They mark another step in the consolidation of 
Argentine democracy 


Q On Nicaragua, there was a rally at Chinandega the 
other day, and apparently it went undisturbed From the podium 
I believe you were very critical of the arrests of human rights 
activists and other breakups of previous rallies 


Do you have any comment on the Chinandega rally? 


a I don't have any particular details or 
commentary. There hopefully is underway a process of 
democratization in Nicaragua that is at the core of the 
problems in Central America That is the essential problem to 
be addressed by the Guatemala accords 


I would say that that is a process which, by 
definition, is going to have many aspects and many steps, and 
we will be watching it all very closely 


Q One of the main aspects would be by the end of 90 
days that the Contra --— the various camps that are used by 
guerrilla forces would be open to inspection 
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I gather the Hondurans have said that as far as they 
are concerned, they are going to open their camps to the 
international verification team. 


Do you have any comment on the remarks of the 
Hondurans over the last few days? 


“ No, I don't There are many aspects to this that 
are ongoing, and many things that are being developed, and I 
just don't have any commentary to offer on that one. 


Q What happens next from the U.S. point of view? 
Are you -- since there is no -- or is there an official 
negotiator or mediator or travelling emissary who will be 
representing U.S. interests in this process? 


A You know by way of past history the various 
things that we have done as we have engaged in this process in 
the past There was a team led by Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Walker that went down a few weeks ago. 


We are continuing to work in support of democracy in 
the region We have departing -— have already departed this 
morning the senior Deputy Assistant Secretary from the Latin 
American Bureau, Morris Busby He consulted with the Secretary 
last night to get his instructions before this mission. 


This represents another mission which will be today, 
tomorrow and Thursday, and he will again visit the four Central 
American democracies 


This, in the context of what we have said before, that 
we are following developments closely We are lending our 
Support to the efforts of the Central Americans as they take 
steps to implement the plan, the Guatemala accords All of 
this again in the context of the objectives that the United 
States set forward in the Reagan-wright plan 


Q Is Busby taking off that job of Special Emissary 
or will he be making more trips of this sort? 


) I can't answer that question definitively I 
would cast his visit, at least for the moment, in the context 
of his current position as the senior Deputy in the Central 
American Office 


Q Is he carrying a particular message down there? 


a I have just described the nature of the trip. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the release of the 
West German hostage in Iran? 


A No. 


Q Or the whole report which portrayed that it was a 
deal with the hostage-taker? 


. No, I don't have any commentary. The Federal 
Republic spokesman has spoken to the issue. He said that Bonn 
denied that they had struck any deal with Schmidt's kidnappers 
to obtain his release. 


Beyond that, from our perspective, what we have said 
before, the Federal Republic of Germany has repeatedly stated 
that it does not intend to make a deal over Mr. Hamadei, for 
example, one of the figures who has figured in the press 
speculation. 


On the contrary, the German Government has said that 
it will prosecute Hamadei for murder and hijacking and subject 
him to the full vigor of German law. If convicted, he could 
face life imprisonment, and we remain confident that the FRG 
will fulfill its legal obligation 


Q What about the Honecker visit? Any comment? 
a Got a lot of them today. 
Q Since we are in Lebanon, can you tell us, do you 
have any -- 
Q I thought we were in Germany -- 
No, on the hostages, I mean -- any comment on the 


raid that the Israelis conducted against civilians in South 
Lebanon? 


a Let me do Honecker first, and then we will turn 
to that one. 


On Honecker, we welcome the visit as a sign of the 
continuing dialogue between the two German states. The real 
significance of the visit will be measured in terms of the 
steps taken toward overcoming the division of Germany and 
bringing greater freedom to the population of East Germany 


We welcome, for example, recent steps taken by the 
East German authorities to permit greater contact with the 
population of West Germany. 
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Concerning the air raid near Sidon, we deplore the 
cycle of violence in Lebanon that has resulted in the death and 
injury of so many people. We call on all parties to exercise 
restraint and to work toward arrangements that could permit 
restoration of the effective authority of the Lebanese 
Government throughout the country. 


Q But don't you deplore air raids against civilians? 


“ I have just deplored that particular action in 
the context of deploring the cycle of violence. 


Q Chuck, -- 
a This gentleman here has one. No, behind you. 
Q Do you have any comment on the referendum which 


was held in Turkey last Sunday which resulted in the lifting of 
the political bans, and any comment on the Ozal decision to go 
to early elections in November? 


fs) Those are essentially Turkish internal questions, 
and I don't have any comment 


Q Chuck, you just issued a direct statement about 
deploring the cycle of violence in Lebanon that caused all of 
these things that we have had berore, but this has been a lot 
of civilians which were killed yesterday. Almost a hundred 
Palestinians were killed -- dead and wounded 


Do you have any concern about the safety of 
Palestinians and being subject to Arabic rules about Israelis 
or other people in the Middle East? 


A I don't have any other commentary 


Q Chuck, are there any plans or talks, either 
official or unofficial, with the Holy See? 


“ With the Holy See? 


Q Yes, with the Pope. 

Q With the Pope 

“ I don't have anything on that 

Q Talking of talks, Chuck, there was a report in 


the Sunday Observer in London that there have been clandestine 





meetings between U.S. and Iranian officials last week. 
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Sy That story is absolutely false. Let me just go 
back over that because it is the kind of story that continues 
to pop up for some reason. 


The Secretary, August 6th, addressed this question of 
communication with the Iranian Government, and that's not the 
problem. We have ways, and we use them, to communicate with 
the Iranian Government. The Secretary identified what those 
ways were. He also noted that it would be very difficult to 
foresee the development of better relations -- it is another 
issue -- while the Iranians are pursuing various policies which 
we disagree with strongly. 


So, to go back to our original question, again, that 
story is false, but [I can only emphasize that it is not the 
ability to communicate that is at issue. We send messages to 
the Iranians through the Swiss, for example, our protecting 
power. They send messages to us 


Q Chuck, on a somewhat related issue, as of early 
this morning it appeared that a de facto ceasefire was breaking 
out on the Gulf, apparently related to Perez de Cuellar's 
forthcoming trip there 


The United States had asked Iraq to cease its attacks 


Have they conveyed to us their willingness to cease 
the attacks for his visit, or do you have any reaction to the 
apparent de facto ceasefire out there? 


a I would first, just to share your observation, 
there does appear to have been a lull in the fighting for the 
last 72 hours or so. But I don't know of any response from one 
side or the other in response to the Secretary General's appeal 
for a ceasefire during his visit 


Q Chuck, can we just go back to Krasnoyarsk for a 
moment? Can you be a little more specific about why the trip 
and some of the things that were turned up during that trip, 
did not alter the assessment of this as a violation of the ABM 
treaty? 


For example, one of the things that they discovered 
apparently was that the facilities were not being constructed 
with the kind of protections necessary to permit the radar to 
function during a nuclear exchange. 


That doesn't begin to raise questions about the 
assessment? 
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a There were many other things in the report to 
which you make reference which reinforce, however, its ABM 
mode. I said in starting that we would like to see the report, 
take a closer look at it, but from what we have seen so far, it 
doesn't change our judgment. 


Q In Central America, again, there was a report in 
the Post today that Elliott Abrams, that people are looking for 
a successor to Elliott Abrams. Either the White House or the 
State Department, supposedly has approached Harry Shlaudeman. 
Is there any truth in that? 


2) That is the second report that I am able today to 
qualify as nonsense, total and complete. The Secretary has 
spoken to that issue before, and that remains as true today as 
it was when he said it 


Q Are you saying that there have been no 
discussions with Harry Shlaudeman? 


A There certainly have been discussions with Harry 
Shlaudeman. He is our Ambassador to Brazil. 


Q In the context of the Abrams question. 
m That's what I[ am saying. 
Q Okay. 


Q So the Secretary has full and total confidence in 
Elliott Abrams. 


A He sure does. 

Q Chuck, there was a report today that the Syrians 
have acted as intermediaries in providing some 30,000 mines to 
the Iranians in 1986. 

Is the State Department looking into that at all’? 

” I just don't have any information on that story. 
Whether or not we are looking into it or not, I just couldn't 


say at this point. 


Q Does Elliott Abrams still plan to remain in his 
job until the end of the Administration? 


a As far as I know, he does. 
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Q Chuck, do you expect that the Secretary General 
of the United Nations will come back with something rather 
different from what he has so far from the Iranians on his trip? 


Aa There is no way I can speculate on that. The 
Secretary General has been dispatched on his mission with the 
clear understanding that he is going to seek acceptance of 
Resolution 598. I am sure that is our hope and that of the 
Security Council and of the United Nations more generally. 


Q Your Ambassador to the United Nations, Mr. 
Walters, sounded sort of an optimistic note. Do you share his 
optimism about the activity there? 


2) First, I would disagree with your assumption that 
a particular note is optimistic or pessimistic. I think 
everyone will want to look at what the Secretary General 
achieves during his visit, and then we will make those kinds of 
judgments, but to speculate beforehand, [I can't do it. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 








Posted: September 8, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the September 8, 1987 daily press briefing: 


CHAD - HAWK MISSILES 





Q. Has the U.S. provided Hawk missiles to Chad? 


A. IN KEEPING WITH STANDARD PRACTICE, WE DO NOT COMMENT ON 


THE SPECIFIC TYPES AND QUANTITIES OF MILITARY EQUIPMENT 


WE PROVIDE. 
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MR. HOWARD: We'll now begin the readout -- background 
briefing on the meeting between the President and the Prime Minister 
of Sweden. 


Q Why can't it be on the record? 


MR. HOWARD: Because that's just the way we do things, 
here. 


Q Why do you do it that way? 


Q Is there any material in the background briefing 
that somehow couldn't be associated with the briefer's name? 


MR. HOWARD: We have decided that the briefing will be ON 
BACKGROUND. For your information and not for publication, our 
briefer will be the 


Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've just concluded a 
50-minute meeting and conversation between the President and the 
Prime Minister of Sweden. It was held in the Cabinet Room with a 
large number of people on each side -- the Prime Minister accompanied 
by his colleagues, the President by the Vice President, and the 
Secretary of State, Defense, Carlucci, Mr. Baker, and others -- 
Ambassador Newell. 


Q Can we name them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can say who was in 
the meeting. There's now -- yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly. 
Q Thank you. 


Q See, we can't understand why we can't name you. 
It's from my experience with your briefings -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIaL: There's a centuries -- I 
dcn't know the reason for the rule here, but I can tell you there'<c : 
centuries-old diplomatic rule that I'm not even supposed to be 
telling you what has been said in private between two leaders who 
have a confidential discussion. And who am I as a minion sitting at 
the table to come out and say, "This is what they said"? So the rule 
from capital to capital is that briefings on conversations between 
two leaders are on background. Each side is doing it, but it's 
because of the importance of getting the story out. 


Q You mean, they know what background is in Sweden? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'll find out. 
MORE 














Q But we -- I think we would protest -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But really it's a 
diplomatic nicety that's observed everywhere. 


Q I think as reporters we would protest that 
diplomatic nicety if it were in effect, but it's not. In fact, you 
are going to report to us to some extent what was said. And we're 
simply asking that it be on the record. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. But if I could 
figure out that theology, I'd be assigned to the papal visit this 
week, and I can't -- haven't got it figured out. (Laughter. ) 


It was -- 


Q We are. (Laughter.) Because I've never heard you 
say anything, frankly, that would prove embarrassing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was interesting or 
imperative, or -- (laughter. ) , 


Q Embarrassing, I said. You're always an interesting 
person to me. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I'm trying to help 
you with a -- 


Q Anyone that Jesse Helms opposes, I'm for. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's the story of my 
future. 


Q We want you to be famous. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll tackle that 
objective later, after I try to get another job. 


I would describe this -- as you heard from the remarks, 
if you were there, or have a report from the formal session, it just 
took right off from that with a broad-ranging discussion of, say, 
basic foreign policy tenets. And I put it that way because the Prime 
Minister used this as an opportunity to lay out for the President 
Swedish security policy, Sweden's view of itself as nonaligned in 
peacetime, and preparing itself for neutre.ity in the case of war, a 
strong defense, the current defense program staying modern, and the 
-- but underlining the fact that -- and I wrote this down because I 
think it's so powerful a statement -- however, that Sweden is not 
neutral when it comes to democracy and dictatorship. 


He r:* *hen a Swedish security policy -- a program of 
three points, c im policy, nonaligned, leading to neutrality in 
wartime; defens. ernational law; and a strong defense progran, 


defense budget. 


There are issues, as we all know, on which the United 

States and Sweden see things differently. But those: differences were 
not discussed in detail. Yes, Central America came up. [In fact, the 
President raised Central America, Nicaragua, knowing of the Swedish 
view and reviewed the history of U.S. involvement in Nicaragua. The 
President referred also to SDI. Again, Sweden has not supported SDI, 
fearful of what they call militarization of space. And the President 
used the opportunity of the discussion to place in context his view 
of SDI as a program which would, if it came to pass, permit the total 
elimination of nuclear weapons. There, of course, you would find the 
President -- did find the President and the Prime Minister agreeing 
on this long-term objective. 


MOR 











Q He agreed that SDI would eliminate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. That the total 
elimination of nuclear weapons is a desirable objective. But they 
did not -- where there were areas of disagreement, they were recorded 
but there was no effort to resolve them, no. 


Q No shouting, no name-calling? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 


Did the Prime Minister respond when the President 
outlined his view of Nicaragua, SDI? Can you tell us -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the Prime Minister, 
in fact, thanked the President for his exposition, noted that Sweden 
had another point of view, but said let's, in fact, take a look at 
some other features of the situation that are currently there and 
asked the President to discuss with him the President's views of the 
Guatemala City plan. And so the President talked about that plan and 
the hope that somehow, whatever weaknesses it might have, that we, can 
build on the positive things and make it work. 


And the discussion, by the way, was that general. They 
didn't go into the details of this is in the plan and that's in the 
plan. It was just a general review. 


And at that point, the Prime Minister said, well, let's 
just do what we sort of both knew we were going to do at the outset. 
This is not a quote, but he said, let's record that we've agreed to 
disagree. And that is Mow thac subject was left. And on Central 
America, they had agreed to disagree, that this exchange of views was 
very welcome. 


The Iran-Iraq came up -- 


Q -- the President replied -- what did the President 
say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not reply to him. 
He did not. They went on to the U.N. 


Q Was there any expounding of the Swedish position -- 
what the Swedes want, whether they liked the peace plan, whether they 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 


Q -- suggested *o the President that he not push for 
military aid -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q -- until after the peace plan had failed or -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no. 


Q So the President left the meeting without even 
knowing what the Swedish position was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President arrived at 
the meeting knowing what the Swedish position was. We all know what 
the Swedish position is and -- 


Q The Prime Minister arrived knowing what the 
President's position was, but the President felt he would say so -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right and so he 
focused on the question not of, you know, where are you on Contras 
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and Sandinistas. The Prime Minister's principal interest in a 
contemporery sense then was to go beyond that and ask the President 
to report what he could on the Guatemala City plan and the prospects 
there. And that's what that discussion was about and they left it -- 


Q But surely the Prime Minister must have said 
something about -- gee, Mr. President, I'd like it if you would 
stress or go in this direction -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No he didn't. 
Q He didn't. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't. 
Q Well, what was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They left that topic at, 
we have agreed to disagree on the -- 


Q Well, what were the President's comments about the 
Arias plan? In other words, did he say it was -- what did he say, 
about it? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Working hard to make it 
go. 


Q That's pretty general. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was -- and as I 
say, it was -- I said it was a general conversation. Because they 
went over -- they started with Swedish security policy, the elements 
of Swedish foreign policy, views on international law, defense 
budgets. And you go on to talk about the U.N. in Swedish foreign 
policy and the report -- something like, over the years, 50,000 
Swedish soldiers have been involved in the United Nations 
Peacekeeping Forces. It was a broad report -- in exposition of the 
President of what makes up the Swedish foreign policy and -- 


Q Did the President ask the Prime Minister about the 
Soviet subs that keep invading Swedish territorial waters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that didn't come up 
-- that didn't come up. They talked -- as I say, on the Security 
Council work, the Prime Minister congratulated the President and the 
United States for the work that was being done in the Security 
Council on Resolution 598 and the -- 

Q You'll refresh my memory as to -- 

Q Iran-Iraq. 

Q Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the Iran-Iraq -- 
I'm sorry -- that's the Iran-Iraq resolution. 


Q I have 242 down and 338. (‘Taughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 338 -=- yes, I know the 
feeling. 


Q Were there any questions at all about the Swedish 
arms trade and arms export? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. no. 
Q Not at all. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at all. 
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Q And are the Swedish kidnapped in Angola right now? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The Prime Minister 
reported to the President on the news that three Swedish development 
assistance workers have apparently been captured in Angola and 
requested U.S. assistance in finding out what happened. And it was 
just left on the table. 

Q Who were they captured by? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Apparently by UNITA. 
That's the way the -- 


Q Yes, you know -- 

Q That's what I thought. I'm sorry to -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Yes, Jesse Helms' favorite freedom fighters. 


Q Getting back to that arms question -- does the U.S. 
have any concerns about Swedish arms deliveries in the Middle East? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're generally 
concerned about arms deliveries, but we have no specific concerns. 
There has been in the past, as you know, a story out there on those 
boats and things of that sort. But we understand -- which went to 
Iran. But it's our understanding from well before this visit ever 
began unfolding, that those sales have stopped. 

Q If I could follow up -- are there any -- 

Q There was no mention of Operation Staunch? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was no mention 
of Operation Staunch. 


Q Are there any existing Swedish arms sales that do -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd have to -- I don't 
know. Maybe the Ambassador knows, but I don't -- I'm not aware of -- 


Q What was the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are there any existing 
Swedish arms sales in the Middle East? 


Q To either of the belligerents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To either of the 
belligerents. 


Q I know they have forbidden by law. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There you go, yes. 
Q May I come back to Central America? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Would you consider it to be tough-talking from the 
Swedish Premiere? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was not a 
tough-talking mee:ing. I would like to describe to you two political 
leaders who see, and I think would agree on the assessment that this 
meeting is historic in that it marks the resumption at the highest 
levels of govern- ant of the dialogue between Sweden and the United 
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States. It is 26 years since a Swedish Prime Minister has been here 
on such a visit -- as I said yesterday, 35 years since the equivalent 
of this kind of visit took place. And I think it's fair to say, as 
someone listening to it, that clearly on both sides, the objective of 
the meeting was the same: to get that dialogue going, to lay out the 
items on the dialogue. Defense policy is of interest to both of us. 
It's our view, for example, that Swedish defense policy, neutral 
though Sweden may be, its strong defense posture contributes to peace 
in Europe. There's no doubt about that. 


Q But does Mr. Carlsson criticize the American aid to 
Contras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No he did not. There 
was -- it was not a meeting of criticism. Now, does Sweden agree, or 
would Sweden criticize? No doubt. But this was not that kind of an 
occasion. They went across broad foreign policy, there was a 
discussion on East-West, there was a discussion on arms control and 
disarmament. The Prime Minister repeated what he said in his public 
remarks about welcoming the progress that's being made on INF, its 
historic importance. Reductions would be just a very, very important 
thing to have happen. It went on to talk about the United Nations, 
United Nations reform and how that might go forward. They did talk 
about southern Africa. 

. Again, I think if you got into the detail, both sides 
well aware from pre-briefings of their own leadership, that there are 
differences. But here, the question was, do we have some kind of a 
basis on which we might share information? And the conclusion coming 
out of the meeting on southern Africa, for example, was not the 
recording of a lot of differences. They were hardly -- they were 
only there by illusion ~- but rather, a decision that the two sides 
really want to consult systematically on southern Africa and the 
Front Line states. It was that kind of a session of perhaps a 
placing of the agenda for a high-level dialogue that has now resumed. 


Q Was there any mention of commerce -- commerce and 
protectionism and things like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there was a concern 
of the trade picture. The Prime Minister repeated what he said in 
his formal remarks about the importance to Sweden as a country which 
relies so on foreign trade of a free and fair international trading 
system. He acknowledged not just the President's role, but spoke of 
the role of the United States historically in assuring the free flow 
of international trade, and hoped that the President would continue 
the battle that is now going on to avoid protectionist legislation. 
Again, left that way. Yesterday, I briefed on some of the major 
issues that are in the relationship on the trade side. Not a one of 
them was raised specifically. 


Q Are we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So you have all these 
facts now that you don't -- 


Q -- are we to draw any conclusions from the fact that 
the President didn't mention Olof Palme in his welcoming sre«ch 
today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think you 
should. He was welcoming Prime Minister Carlsson. ; 


Q What was the question? 
Q -- mentioned at all -- 
Q Was the name Olof Palme mentioned during the 


meeting? 


MORE 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes it was. It was. It 
was, from both the Swedish side and the U.S. side. 


Q How was it mentioned from the U.S. side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What do you mean, how 
was it mentioned? 


Q A matter of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- Olof Palme was 
just a large figure in Swedish politics and in Swedish political and 
government life. I think the specific reference came to the number 
of times people on the American side of the table had met Olof Palme. 


Q But the President didn't say anything about him? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 


Q The President mentioned and hailed Raoul Wallenberg. 
Was there any talk about any new efforts of trying to know what 
happened -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, and Raoul 
Wallenberg's name came up in the session, not in terms of a new 
effort to pursue the case, but as the Swedish Prime Minister used the 
occasion to point out, there are a lot of other Swedes also who have 
contributed internationally. He mentioned Folke Bernadotte, and of 
course, referred again to Dag Hammarskjold. But there was no 
discussion of an initiative with respect to Wallenberg. 


Q What was the Prime Minister's response when the 
President began to explain about SDI? Was there a lively exchange 
there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister noted 
that Sweden has a different view of SDI and fears the expansion of an 
arms race proceeding from SDI. I think that was exactly what was 
said. And went on to say, however, that what is of importance to 
Sweden is that there is a -- I'm trying to see if I can't get you a 
quote from that -- that about SDI, Sweden is -- and the quote is, 
"skeptical," but today, the Prime Minister said he wanted to have 
Sweden emphasize the progress that -- in the area of nuclear arms 
reductions. And back to INF. 


Q Can you say anything about what was said in the 
private meeting between the President and the Prime Minister prior to 
the delegation meeting? 

Q T wasn't there. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I -= one, I wasn't 
there, and I don't -- it wasn't that long. It was associated with 
the photo opportunity. 

Q That was the private meeting? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOM ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And then they came into 
the large meeting. 


Q Can I get back to the -- 
Q Discussed the weather. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- I don't know, maybe 
five or six minutes. 


Q -- can I get back to the capture of these three 
Swedish citizens by UNITA? Did the President or anyone else have any 
reaction to the news that they had been captured? Did he -- could he 
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say that the United States would help in trying to secure their 
release? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We just got -- the 
Prime Minister just reported on this. I heard about it only going 
into the meeting. He requested U.S. assistance in finding out what 
happened, and we took the request, and we'll, I'm sure get back to -- 
you know, we'll get back through official channels. 


Q Did that happen today, or -- 

Q -- Savimbi. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIICAL: Whenever. I don't know. 
You'd have to pull it off the wire. I heard about it this morning 
when I came over here. 


Q Do we have contacts with them that closely? 


Q Through Jesse we do. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. . 
Q We call Jesse. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I don't 
even know -- I mean, I don't even have a confirmation of the story. 
I simply have the way it came up in the meeting. 


Q Tell them we'll take back our singers, huh? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But it was -- again, 
it's a meeting without fireworks, and so maybe there's trouble 
capturing the essence of it. But I simply can't underline how 
important this meeting is in the context of the United States having 
an opportunity with a country which shares so many objectives to put 
the finishing touches on the resumption of the dialogue, and to get 
back to being able to talk about things we agree on, and differences, 
and I think this was the effort on both sides to lay out the agenda 
for that. And we'll get back on a day-to-day basis to discussing 
with Sweden and its officials. 


Q From your viewpoint, why was there no dialogue for 
26 years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because I think that the 
management of differences of view got totally out of hand. It became 
personalized, it became a pawn in political life, perhaps in both 
countries. I'm not assigning any blame for this at all. 


It took place at a time of raw emotion on both sides. It 
was not an easy period in the United States. It was not an easy 
period in Sweden. And it takes time to sort of capture all of the 
issues and the language in the way countries talk with each other -- 
lay out a new agenda. We've been working very hard with that. 
There's been a very intense dialogue, even within Washington, working 
with our embassy under Ambassador Newell's leadership, and he with 
the Swedes to get these things sort in their proper boxes so that 
sparks and emotions didn't fly. 


I was asked yesterday, pursuant to your question and the 
implication in your question, I was asked yesterday by Ms. Thomas if 
this visit would have taken place had Olof Palme been alive. And I 
answered that question by saying yes, it would have. 


This is not something that just happened within the last 
year. We hav. been working on this for a long time. We've been 
pursuing it very carefully. We were working it with the Swedish side 
under Olof Palme as well. And for that reason, and if you go on to 
the -- see the text coming out of the State Department for lunch -- 
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many of these themes will be part of that as well. 


Q Well, was his death discussed at all? Or whether, 
you know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was not. 

Q -- in terms of who the assailant oo 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it didn't come up. 
MR. HOWARD: I know you've got to go to this luncheon. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

MR. HOWARD: Why don't we take the last question -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, sure. 

MR. HOWARD: -- from Jeremiah O'Leary in the back. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, Jerry? ; 
Q Could you articulate in a sentence or two, exactly 
what Sweden's position is on U.S.-Central American policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sweden has a different 
starting point than we. Sweden believes that were the government and 
the party in Nicaragua free of the -- of pressure from internal 
opposition, that it would, in fact, return to whatever it's 
democratic commitments were -- a long list of things. 


We have -- we just think they've got it backwards. As we 
say, we've been down that road, that -- we started there and that's 
when our assistance went in and it didn't work out that way. I think 
they believe that if they continue to give aid, and it is increasing 
aid -- significant aid is going to approach $30 million this year in 
the area of development in humanitarian concerns -- that somehow they 
can retain an influence also on developments there. 


We don't see it that way. They -- I mean, it's just like 
that. I mean, we come t> this from completely opposite sides. They 
think we're wrong, and we think they're wrong. 

MR. HOWARD: Let me emphasize for our Swedish friends 
that background means that this briefing may be attributed to a 
senior U.S. official. Okay? 


All right, thank you all very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:57 A.M. EDT 
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MR. REOMAN: Good afternoon. I have a number of 
announcements today, so let me go through them as quickly as I 
can. 


First, the Secretary will appear in open session 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee tomorrow morning 
at 10:00 to testify on Central America. Because of the 
Secretary's appearance, there will be no Daily Press Briefing 
tomorrow. 


Secondly, former Senator Paula Hawkins, the U.S. 
Principal Representative on the Inter-American Drug Abuse 
Control Commission, will hold a press conference at 9:30 a.m. 
on Friday, September 11, at the Foreign Briefing Center of the 
National Press Club*. She will be accompanied by Dr. Alfonso 
Soler Mantilla, the Vice Minister of Justice of Colombia, who 
is the Chairman of the OAS Commission. This press conference 
will deal with the fight against drua abuse and narcotics 
trafficking in the Western hemisphere. 


The OAS Commission, which will be meeting from 
September 8 to ll, is composed of top government officials in 
the narcotics area from 11 hemisphere countries. It is charged 
with overseeing the implementation of the comprehensive new OAS 
program of action against narcotics trafficking and drug 
abuse. That's Friday at 9:30. 


Q Do you a room number of the Secretary's testimony? 


a I don't have that room number, but if you stay in 
touch with the Press Office, we'll try to post that. 


Today the Bureau of International Narcotics Matters 
has released its mid-year update on the world-wide narcotics 
Situation. The International Narcotics Control Strategy Report 
is released annually in March and is the basis upon which 
countries are certified by the President on their cooperation 
with the U.S. on narcotics control efforts. 


*Briefing will be held in the Foreign Press Center, Room 898. 
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The mid-year update, released each September -- and 
that's what's available today -- outlines activities which have 
occurred in the past six months which could affect the status 
of world-wide narcotics control efforts. 


Today the Administration is providing to the Senate a 
classified study of United States and Soviet practice under the 
ABM Treaty and is releasing publicly an unclassified version of 
the report and its conclusions This is the third and final 
study requested by the President on the legal aspects of the 
ABM Treaty. The other two studies made available to the public 
in May deal with the treaty negotiating record and the Senate 
ratification proceedings 


The study being released today details the conduct, 
bilateral agreements, exchanges, and public statements of both 
the U.S. and Soviet Union between 1972 and 1385 relating to 
future ABM systems. The study makes clear that the record of 
subsequent practice fails to establish a domestic or 
international legal obligation binding the United States to the 
so-called restrictive interpretation. 


As the President has said on many occasions, we will 
continue to consult with Congress and our Allies before 
reaching any decision to restructure the SOI program. This 
study, and the prior studies issued, represent the 
Administration's intention to make our consi:!tations meaningful 
and informed 


Q Copies of that one? 

" Yes 

Q You're releasing that report here? 

A That report is available in the Press Office 

Two more to go. There has recently been a major 
article -- I won't specify the paper, but [ can help you 
afterwards if you want -- on our negotiations with Vietnam 


concerning POW/MIAs which has created some confusion about the 
Administration's policy on this issue The article incorrectly 
asserts that the Administration is prepared to link progress on 
POW/MIAs to support provided by American non-governmental 
organizations to the Vietnamese on the disabled prosthetics 
problem. The article also contains some factual errors. 


In order to clear up whatever confusion may exist, let 
me make a few points: 
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As has often been stated, the Administration will not 
trade economic aid for information on POW/MIAs. Secretary 
Shultz recently affirmed this policy during his speech to the 
National League of Families. We believe that POW/MIAs is a 
separate issue which stands on its own humanitarian merits. We 
expect that Hanoi will treat it as such 


The Administration does not intend to provide any 
direct assistance to Vietnam on the disabled problem, nor do we 
intend to channel U.S. Government funds through the 
non-governmental organizations 


The Administration also has no intention of changing 
any of the current restrictions against trade with Vietnam. 


Q On that point, my understanding of the article to 
which you are referring was not that government money would be 
channeled through charity organizations but charities would be 
encouraged to go ahead and get involved in Vietnam. Are you 
denying that? 


S What I have stated is a very concise statement of 
what our policy is. [It does not address, as you correctly 
state, that particular possibility. 


Q Chuck, that last sentence in your statement, when 
you spoke of trade, I think the article spoke in terms of trade 
in humanitarian devices, not trade ina broad sense. Is that 
incorrect, too? 


A That particular aspect I'd have to look into to 
see if there's a technicality there. But nonetheless I'd 
encourage you to focus on these major points which makes some 
very basic policy positions again clear, in case there was any 
confusion 


Q Has there been any change in American policy 
concerning Vietnam as a result of the Vessey visit or the 
medical visit of two or three weeks ago? 


a We've described both of those missions in some 
detail, so that reflects what our policy is 


Q Did I understand you to say, in response to 
Barry's question --— I'm actually not sure what you said -- 
"There will be no trade restriction changes vis-a-vis 
humanitarian aid?" 


A Again, since I'm not the world's number one 
expert on all of these issues, ['ll look into that particular 
question. My understanding has been that in certain 
humanitarian areas non-governmental organizations have been 
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permitted to undertake certain kinds of projects; and that to 
the extent that this question of the disabled problem falls in 
that category, that's what we're talking about. 


Q I ask, of course, because the article spoke of 
easing restrictions on trade in specific humanitarian areas, 
not in the generally understood notion of opening broad trade 
with Vietnam. I don't think the article asserted that. 


4 Well, again, I'm just trying to lay out for you a 
certain number of fundamental elements here. 


Q I guess Secretary of State Shultz, when he talked 
to AP and UPI yesterday, probably was asserting U.S. policy on 
Vietnam, wasn't he? 


A He certainly was. 
Q It didn't get much notice 
Q Chuck, what's our general reaction to the way 


talks are going with Vietnam at this point? 


A [I don't have any new characterization to offer. 
General Vessey provided a briefing when he came back from his 
mission. Some information has been made available on this 
group of people who talked about prosthetics Beyond that, I 
just don't have anything. 


Q Are you satisfied with the way things are going 
in the talks? 


A Well, General Vessey's readout was the most 
current version of that. He came back; he gave a readout on 
the most recent round of talks. 


I have one more announcements before you move on 


Q Can I ask on Vietnam -- one other thing while 
we're at it -- since some of us might be getting back into the 
story. Is there a general feeling within the Administration, 
or at least the State Department, that Vietnam is doling out 
information about MIAs in a way to sort of -- well, is misusing 
the information it has? [t's using it to sort of pressure the 
United States into making a concession here or a concession 
there; that they're withholding information and giving it out 
piecemeal for their own political purposes. 


A I don't have any commentary to offer on that 
beyond what has been said by General Vessey and others in 
response to their missions. 
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A final announcement: Ambassador Paul Nitze and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary Tom Simons will meet with the North 
Atlantic Council in Brussels tomorrow, September 10, regarding 
the September 15 to 17 visit to Washington of Soviet Foreign 
Minister Schevardnadze. They will be joined by the three U.S. 
negotiators at the Geneva Nuclear and Space Talks. 


This meeting is part of our on-going consultations 
with our NATO Allies. The discussion at the NAC will cover our 
four-part agenda with the Soviets, including human rights, 
bilateral and regional affairs, as well as arms control. 


Q In the Persian Gulf, Iraq yesterday broke what 
had been a de facto ceasefire by attacking two oil tankers. 
Today the [raqis say they conducted dozens of raids on other 
targets. Do you have any comment on that? Has the 
Administration cautioned [raq against doing that before they 
did it, or what? 


“ Our position on attacks from one side or the 
other has been clear for some time now. This Iraqi action that 
you refer to is certainly not helpful when we believe that both 
sides should be focusing on U.N. efforts to bring a 
comprehensive end to the war -- that is, on sea, land, and in 
the air. The Security Council President has appealed for a 
ceasefire during the visit of the Secretary General, and we 
urge that both sides support that mission and exercise 
restraint. 


By the way, if you want just a brief overview of what 
has happened in recent days, there has been focus on what's 
happened in the Gulf. Iraq has stated that it attacked some 
shipping targets. We've also seen press reports of further 
attacks in inland cities by Iraqi aircraft this morning. 


Throughout the past week Iranian and [raqi land forces 
have exchanged artillery fire, and Iran has fired these 
Cruise-type missiles at Kuwaiti territory. So that's a more 
general rundown of what's been happening in recent days. 


Q What about telling the [raqi Government about 
your objections to this directly? 


2) The [Iraqi Government, as well as the Iranian 
Government, I hope is aware of our concerns. 


Q What do you mean “Cruise-type missile?" [I mean, 
they are not Silkworms now, you are saying, or what? 


A [I'm not prepared to specify the ewact kind of 
missiles. 
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Q What is the U.S. position -- how is the United 
States linked to Kuwait if Kuwait is hit directly by some sort 
of aggressive force from [ran? Does the United States have a 
publicly stated commitment to Kuwait to back it up, to 
respond? What is our -- 


= I don't believe that there's anything formal, if 
that's what you're looking toward. But we've talked about our 
relationships with any number of states in the region. We've 
talked about Saudi Arabia in the past. The same applies to a 
number of Arab friends in the region where we have consistently 
stated our support for their sovereignty and territorial 


integrity. 
Q What does that mean? 
f°) That means exactly what it says. 
Q And if they get attacked and overrun, we'd say 


“We consistently support your sovereignty?" Does that mean 
that the United States is saying that we are going to do 
anything? 


Aa Not necessarily. It means because there's no 
formal agreement that there's nothing automatic, but it means 
it's something that we take with concern and therefore we 
evaluate each circumstance. 


Q Chuck, what is the U.S. position on the defense 
of ships that may be hit by Iran inside Kuwaiti territorial 
waters, particularly those ships that we're providing 
protection for? 


s I'm not going to provide any commentary on what 
we may or may not do under particular cases or under particular 
circumstances. 

Q Do we have any obligation to defend those ships 
until they arrive at the port? Or where does the U.S. 
responsibility end? 

a Concerning U.5S.-flag shipping? 

Q Yes. The edge of Kuwaiti territorial waters? 


a We protect U.S.-flag shipping throughout the 
world. 


Q But we are not escorting them to the docks. We 
are escorting them to the edge of Kuwaiti territorial waters, 
as things stand now. Do we hare any obligation to protect them 
all the way to the port? 
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A Let me leave it -- to the best of my knowledge, 
we protect American-flag shipping throughout the world wherever 
it is. 


Q Chuck, have you advised the Arab delegation which 
was supposed to come to Washington to postpone their visit 
until the Secretary General visits Iran and Iraq? 


4 I don't have anything on that visit. We have 
seen press reports that such a visit was under consideration, 
but I don't know of any approaches or details that have been 
put on the table yet. 


Q The Iranian news agency said today that the 
Islamic Jihad is no. sperating in the Persian Gulf. Have you 
seen that and any comment on it? 


a No. 

Q Chuck, the Libyan news agency says the U.S. 
Government sent them a communication warning them not to send 
weaponry or mines to Iran. Can you acknowledge -- they said it 
was August 30. Do you have any knowledge of this communication? 


“ I don't have anything to offer. 


Q Or anything on Libya supporting [ran in the war? 
8 No. 
Q Chuck, can you characterize the Iraqi actions of 


yesterday as sort of breaching or breaking promises to the 
United States Government of any kind? 


a [I've characterized it to the extent I['m prepared 
to characterize it. 


Q They are just going beyond your expectations, or 
what? 

” I‘ve said what I have to say. 

Q Both Iran and Iraq have delegations in Moscow 


today. Do you support attempts by Moscow to perhaps try to 
mediate this dispute in that context? 


A First of all, there's a presumption here that 
Moscow is somehow trying to mediate. [ don't know that that's 
the case. I doubt it, in fact. We do know that the arab 
League delegation that is there has made clear that its 
intention is to enlist support for enforcement measures, for 
example. 
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So I'm not sure why people tie various visits together 
and somehow reach a global conclusion that some more sweeping 
fundamental change is underway. You're all aware that it was 
the United States that has been at the forefront of the 
diplomatic efforts to end this war. [t is U.N. Resolution 598 
which still remains the focus and which we continue to support, 
and which the Soviets continue to support. 


Q Tney seem to be able to talk to both sides 
whereas the United States does not seem to be able to talk to 
both sides. Would you encourage Moscow to use a setting where 
both of these delegations happen to be in proximity? 


a It goes without saying, certainly because the 
Soviets supported the resolution, that we suppose everyone who 
has influence is encouraging both parties to accept the 
resolution. That's what's on the table right now, so we 
certainly hope that that's the case. 


Q Why do you throw it out, though, that they're not 
mediating? I mean, why do you say, "I doubt it."? 


A I think that's an assumption. We know why the 
Arab League delegation is there. It's as simple as that. The 
fact that one has relations or can talk with two sides doesn't 
by definition make one an honest broker, for example. 


Q Chuck, on another subject, does the -- 


-— (Inaudible) to the United States in the 
Arab-Israeli conference? 


a I'm not making any links to any other 
situations. I'll address a particular case. 
Q Does the U.S. Embassy in Moscow now have any firm 


information on how many, if any, dissidents are going to be 
permitted to leave the Soviet Union? 


“a I don't have anything beyond what we said 
yesterday. 


Q Because the number informally -- the informal 
number seems to be growing, but it's all word of mouth. This 
fellow thinks that that family got a call from this Soviet 
official. I wondered if the U.S. had any independent -- 


A That's the way it normally happens -- the 
information is sort of collected and pooled -- but I don't have 
anything more definitive. 
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Q It would mean something, I suppose, if the 
Soviets told you something. 


A I don't have anything else 


_ 


Q Will there be any readout after the meeting with 
the Israeli Finance Minister today? 


= I don't expect so 
Q Will the Secretary come down? 
- I don't know That's always his choice, but I 


don't expect him to. 


Q Anything more on Libya and Chad today? 

- Nothing new 

Q What about the Stinger missile report? Is that 
under consideration? Has a request been received? 

- My answer is the same as yesterday. 

Q But I thouyct yesterday you tried to say that 
maybe some components you gave to Chad -- some components of 
the Hawk missile -- and your Taken Question said you don't 


comment on that 


6 The Pentacon also addressed that question in more 
definitive terms, so ['d refer you to them 


Q Did you address where the Hawk missile came 
from? Did France give it to -- 


a That's what the Pentagon was looking into 
yesterday. 


Q Jack Kemp is in Central America talking 
negatively about the peace treaty. Have we got any reaction to 
that, or the fact that he's being accompanied by Calero? 


os No. 

Q Chuck, the Portuguese Prime Minister says that 
the U.S. has reneged on its economic commitments to Portugal, 
and therefore it may have to leave the Azores bases. Do you 


have any comment on that? 


Q Concerning the question of assistance to 
Portugal, the Administration has proposed annually security 
assistance levels for Portugal that are consistent with our 
best -efforts pledge under the Lajes base agreement. 
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In addition, the Administration is providing under the 
Southern Flank Amendment, Defense articles that are excess to 
the needs of our armed forces. Security assistance levels, as 
you all are well aware, have undergone severe cuts in the 
Congress. As a result, we have not been able to provide the 
levels of assistance we would like 


In 1987, for example, Fiscal ‘87, the Administration 
request was $224.5 million What we were actually able to 
provide was $147.26 million So you can see there was a 
considerable shortfall 


The Administration is increasingly concerned about the 
reductions in the global level of security assistance and its 
impact on our base agreements We will continue to seek 
Congressional approval of levels of security assistance that we 
believe are necessary to meet our requirements. 


Q Chuck, I understand this came up briefly 
yesterday, but I don't know if you have anything today. Do you 
have anything on this reported conspiracy, if that's what it 
is, between the Italian Government or maybe some arms merchants 
and Syrian agents and ali to provide arms to Iran? 


- No 

Q You have an Ambassador now in Damascus Is that 
one of the things he might be asking the Syrian Government 
about? 

a I don't know 

Q The Costa Rica Foreign Minister -- what's the 


purpose of that meeting with Shultz? I[s the Costa Rican 
Foreign Minister here today? 


- I don't have any details on whether or not 
there's a meeting. You can check with the Press Office 


Q It's on the schedule. 
A I mean, it's very routine for the Secretary, of 
course, to meet with Foreign Ministers, including the Costa 


Rican. 


Q Might there be a readout on that? Is the peace 
plan being discussed, or what? 


Q I'm sure that's one of the things that will be 
discussed 
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Q Same area: Do you have anything on U.S 
assistance to Salvadoran security forces? 


2 What's your question? 

Q Well -- 

- Do I have anything? 

Q Is the United States providing it and why? 

“ This is a certification that was sent to the 
Congress on August 31 It involves, in terms of background, 


Section 660 of the Foreign Affairs Act of ‘61. That particular 
section prohibits the use of foreign assistance to train and 
equip foreign police forces 


In 1985, reacting to a rise in FMLN-FOR terrorism in 
El Salvador which culminated in the murder of four off-duty 
Marine security guards, two American businessmen and seven 
foreign nationals in San Salvador by FMLN urban terrorists, 
Congress enacted a two-year waiver of Section 660 for El 
Salvador and Honduras. It was designed to promote improved 
professionalism and counter-terrorism capability among the 
police forces and allows funds to be transferred from military 
assistance funds te the police forces contingent on progress in 
certain human rights areas 


The Administration's first use of the 660 waiver was 
in early ‘86 for El Salvador. We have used the waiver for E&1l 
Salvador twice before, once in FY. '86 for $3.1 million, and 
once in FY '87 for $6.8 million. These funds do not represent 
any increase in military aid to £1 Salvador They are 
reprogrammed from already approved military assistance program 
funds allocated to El Salvador, reducing thereby the funds 
available to the armed forces 


The $9.1 million notification, which we are now 
talking about, includes additional funds for unarmed 
observation helicopters, such as are used by many U.S. police 
departments, and large quantities of shields, helmets and 
protective vests for use in controlling violent street 
demonstrations through non-lethal means. 


So that means for this year there is $15.9 million 
coming out of the $116.5 million program in military aid for 
the fiscal year. 


As we stated in the notification, the +MLN-FDR 
guerrillas have been stepping up their urban campaign, both 
through terrorism -- five policemen were killed by FMLN 
assassins within days of signing the Guatemala peace agreement 
-- and through street violence by the FMLN-FDOR Urban Fronts. 
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This assistance is designed to enhance both the Salvadoran 
police force's urban counter-terrorism efforts and their 
ability to use non-lethal methods and equipment in dealing with 
street violence. 


Q Copy of that, please, Chuck? 


a They can paste that together. Yes 
Q Do you have a rationale there for Honduras? 


Q For Honduras, I don't know that I have a total 
rationale We had not previously used the waiver authority for 
Hone as, but we have notified Congress of our intention to 
provide $2.8 million to Honduras, which would be the first time 
under this waiver authority 


Q Chuck, I wonder if the Administration has a view 
of the general -- the Carter Administration was against this 
type of aid to police forces out of concern for human rights, 
that the American Government would be helping not always 
democratic governments repress opposition -- not terrorism 
particularly, but people who just want to change their 
government 


Does the Administration still subscribe to that basic 
principle that it ain't a good idea to give helmets and 
whatever else cops use to beat on people unless there is some 
specific evidence that terrorists are trying to overthrow the 
government? 


Aa Well, as you can see from everything I've said, 
this waiver authority was passed by the Congress for the 
specific reason that there was this very specific threat in £1 
Salvador and Honduras It requires certification on the part 
of the government, our government, concerning this question of 
abuse 


There is a Communist insurgency, speaking of El 
Salvador; and in that environment abuses of authority by 
individual police do take place However, there is no evidence 
that the abuses are widespread or that they are sanctioned by 
the government or police leadership In fact, the Government 
of El Salvador condemns these abuses and has dismissed hundreds 
of police officers over the past two years for abuses of 
authority More than 200 have been remanded to the courts for 
prosecution 


There has also been definite measurable improvements 
in human rights performance, especially during the six-month 
period covered by the certification During that period, we 
have seen no credible reports of torture by the security 
forces Laws allowing for incommunicado detention have lapsed 
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and not been renewed. There is no evidence that anyone is 
detained in El Salvador for non-violent expression of political 
views, nor are there any laws on the books which would allow 
such detention. 


Those are the kind of things that are cited in this 
certification 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the statements 
attributed to Mr. Arafat of the PLO calling for [srael to 
negotiate with him now? 


a No. 


Q Two questions Do you have anything today beyond 
what you said yesterday on the Angolan talks? 


- No 


Q Will Secretary Crocker brief us when he gets 
back? Can we request that? 


A You can request it, and I'll take a look at it 


Okay Now, Philippines Anything on the 
resignation of the Cabinet? 


4 As you say, we understand that the Cabinet 
members have submitted their resignations This was not 
unanticipated, as a number of President Aquino's supporters had 
urged such a move to give her a freer hand to make personnel 
changes in the wake of last month's coup attempt 


To reiterate what we've said before, we believe that 
President Aquino is fully in charge, and we support her 
completely. 


Q Back to an old subject, when is the Secretary 
General leaving for Iran, and are there any stops along the 


fr) I'd prefer to leave that to his office It's 
schedule, and they can provide the details 


Q Chuck, 1s your answer by “no comment" on my 
question sort of being not interested in the Middle East 
conflict? 


a No 


Q Because I see in the statement something that 
meets the conditions of the U.S. towards talking to the PLO 
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least, if they are looking forward to negotiations with the 
Israelis. I think they are taking further steps toward the 
U.S. attitude, so why don't you have any comment on that? 


- Because I don't have any comment 
Q Thank you, Chuck 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 








Posted: September 9, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at the September 9, 1987 Daily Press Briefing 


VIETNAM -- HUMANITARIAN AID 





Q: Will the USG encourage charities to provide aid to 
Vietnam? Will there be changes in trade restrictions with 
Vietnam in order to provide humanitarian aid? 


A: -- THERE IS NO INTENTION ON THE PART OF THE ADMINISTRATION 
TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE TO VIETNAM EITHER DIRECTLY OR 
THROUGH NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS. 


-- DURING GEN. VESSEY'S VISIT, HE AGREED TO LOOK AT CERTAIN 
HUMANITARIAN ISSUES OF CONCERN TO VIETNAM WHICH COULD BE 
ADDRESSED BY NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS IF THEY SO 
DESIRE. 


-- TO THAT END, WE HELPED ORGANIZE THE VISIT OF 3 AMERICAN 
EXPERTS TO HANOI WHICH FOCUSSED ON THE PROBLEM OF THE 
DISABLED. 


-- THE TEAM IS PREPARING A REPORT, WHICH WILL BE DISTRIBUTED 
TO AMERICAN NGO'S FOR WHATEVER RESPONSE THEY SEE FIT. 


-- SEVERAL AMERICAN NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS ARE 
CURRENTLY OPERATING IN VIETNAM. THEY ARE PROVIDING 
STRICTLY HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF 
OUR RESTRICTIONS ON TRADE WITH VIETNAM. 


-- THE ADMINISTRATION HAS NO INTENTION OF CHANGING ANY OF 
THE CURRENT RESTRICTIONS AGAINST TRADE WITH VIETNAM, 


-- IF ANY NGO'S DECIDE TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE TO VIETNAM AS A 
RESULT OF INFORMATION PROVIDED BY THE EXPERTS -- AND THIS 
WILL BE THEIR OWN DECISION -=- THEY WILL HAVE TO CONFORM 
TO EXISTING REGULATIONS. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #159 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1987, 12:28 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


Mk. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Several announcements to start with. To remind you of 
an announcement we posted yesterday, there will be an 
on-the-record briefing at 2 o'clock today here in the Briefing 
Room. [t will cover the upcoming meeting of Soviet Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze and Secretary of State Shultz The 
briefers will be Ambassador Ridqway, Assistant Secretary of 
State for European and Canadian Affairs, and Ambassador Max 
Kampelman, Counselor of the Department and the head of our 
Delegation to the Geneva Negotiations on Nuclear and Space Arms. 
That's at 2 o'clock, on the record 


The Department of State and the St Louis World 
affairs Council are co-sponsoring a Regional Foreign Policy 
Conference on Monday, September 14th in St. Louis, Missouri, at 
the Chase Park Plaza Hotel Further information on the 
conference is available on a press release that you can get in 
the Press Office, No. 176 If you are interested in covering, 
please contact Mrs. Helen Morin of the Council at 314-361-7333 


Finally, as most of you no doubt know, Mr. Roh Tae Woo 
of the Republic of Korea's Democratic Justice Party will be in 
Washington next week We expect that Mr. Roh will be meeting 
with Administration officials as well as Congressional foreign 
policy leaders 


Last summer, the Koreans began democratic reforms to 
insure free and fair presidential elections this fall. Mr. Roh 
is the first high level Korean visitor since then These 
meetings will symbolize our firm and unequivocal support for 
Korea's democratization process 
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As Assistant Secretary Sigur said in New York 
recently, we support the process, not any particular candidate 
or party. We continue our efforts to exchange views with 
Korean leaders on all sides. While Mr. Roh is here, Assistant 
Sigur will be in Seoul meeting with government and opposition 
leaders there. 


The U.S. and Korea are close allies and long time 
friends. We will, of course, welcome future visits by major 
Korean political figures from either camp. 


Q Has he asked for a meeting with the President? 


a) As of now, I'm not in a position to outline any 
further his schedule, but those kinds of things will become 
available, and as concerns the President, you should stay in 
touch with the White House. 


Q What about the Secretary? 


a That likewise is under consideration, but I am 
not yet in a position to confirm that. 


Q Chuck, would opposition fig! -es coming here get 
the same treatment? 


a) I just said that we would welcome visits by 
figures of either camp. 


Q Chuck, would you say that -- in response to his 
question about Shultz, you said that likewise would get 
consideration Does that mean a meeting with the President is 
under consideration? 


4 I said to stay in touch with the White House on 
that. 

Q Okay. 

Q Do you have anything to say about further steps 


to lift sanctions against Syria? 


a) On September 9th, we began informing U.S. oil 
companies that we no longer believe it to be inappropriate for 
them to participate in Syria's oil sector. 


We have also reminded the companies that many problems 
persist in our relationship with Syria, that Syria is still on 
our list of states sponsoring international terrorism, and that 
other measures announced last November 14th remain in effect. 
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Q So are you lifting sanctions, or what? I mean, 
only on oil companies to work in Syria? 


e First of all, the measure we are referring to 
here is really not a sanction, it's a restriction on the 
operation of oil companies, but this was, again, part of the 
measured response to positive steps the Syrian Government has 
already taken regarding terrorism. It is something that has 
been under consideration for some time. The letters, as I 
said, went out on September 9th. 


Q You mean you did not enforce economic sanctions 
against Syria? I thought you did. 


A You are aware of the list of measures that -- 
Q Yes. 
fe) -- were announced on November 14th, and there are 


a number of those that are still in place. 
Q You called it a restriction, not -- 


M Some are more appropriately sanctions; some are 
restrictions 


Q You mean that others are under consideration -- 
other measures are now under consideration for elimination or 
cancel? 


I wouldn't say any more than what we have said 
consistently throughout, that this is a process, and ever since 
we have placed those measures in effect on November 14th, we 
have said that we have them under review, and that will 
continue to be the case 


Q Have you chosen the least effective restriction 
to eliminate or the most effective, or what? 


” I'm not going to go into the motivation behind 
any particular decision 


Q When Eagleton -- this is the same subject -- when 
Eagleton was -- returned to Syria, you went through a long 
list of things that the Syrians had done that you were happy 
abott. Have we seen something additional that prompted the 
lifting of this restriction? 
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“ This is part of the same process. 


Q Some of the most important elements in the 
American sanctions against Syria were lifted, like returning 
the American Ambassador and the oil companies. What is left 
there? 


fs) You can refer back to November 14th to find out 
the things that are still in place. We don't have any plans at 
present to lift these other measures that were taken. 


I am not sure, in terms of evaluating which ones are 
more or less important, that I could do that. I think from the 
Syrian point of view, they have all been looked upon as serious 
and important. 


Q Chuck, what about the high-level official visit, 
the U.S. visit to Damascus, is it lifted or not? 


A I just said that there were no plans at present 
to lift other measures. 


Q Chuck, what will it take Syria to be lifted out 
of the country's supporting terrorism? What are the Syrians 
required to do at the present time, after all of these measures? 


a [I'm not going to give you a check list of 
specific items. Suffice it to say that we have long been 
concerned about the Syrian relationship with terrorism. That's 
why they were placed on the list in the first place. So that 
the best I could say is that again is the kind of question that 
is addressed in the long term as part of this process on a 
continuing basis. 


Q Is it a matter of time before this will happen, 
since you sent your Ambassador and you are lifting sanctions, 
or are you asking the Syrians -- 


3) [I am not predicting anything else. 


Q Are you asking the Syrians to show a different 
attitude toward this issue of terrorism than before? 


“ You know from many conversations here and 
elsewhere that the subject of terrorism has been one of the 
major items on our agenda for discussions with Syria That has 
been the case, and that will certainly continue to be the case. 
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Q Is the PLO office being -- in Washington -- being 
closed down by the Administration? 


4 That is something that we have spoken about 
before. You know that is an action that is under 
consideration, but no decision has been made. 


Q Back on Syria, are you saying there were oil 
companies operating there until last November 14th and they 
ceased their operations, and now they can move back in? 


a Our information is that all U.S. companies which 
were operating in Syria prior to the November announcement 
cooperated voluntarily with our sanctions policy. With the 
lifting of this prohibition against U.S. corporate involvement 
in the Syrian oil and gas sector, these companies and any 
others will be free to resume their operations in Syria. 


Do you have the names of the companies which were 


there? 
a I don't have them. 
Q The number? 
4 The number of companies? No. 


Chuck, as [ understand it, Pectin gave up its 
interest. It is no longer the operator of one of the main 
fields there. I[t gave up its interest in the oil fields. 


Now that you say they can operate there again, does 
the U.S. reimburse them for the loss of stuff that they have 
undergone as a result of these sanctions? 


a I don't believe that enters into a 
consideration. I don't know the details on the particular case 
that you are talking about. 


Q Chuck, a follow-up on the PLO, you said that it 
is under consideration, but the Arab Ambassador one day met 
Whitehead and he understood that the State Department is 
against the closure of the PLO office. 


Did that already change? According to a report in The 
Washington Times, there is a change. Mr. Whitehead supports 
closure of the office Is there a change in your attitude? 
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a I think I just answered that question fairly 
explicitly in terms of the status of that particular decision. 


Q So the story in The Washington Times this morning 
on the front page is not correct about the decision was made by 
Mr. Whitehead yesterday. 





os I just said no decision has been made. 


Q Do you have any comment on the explanation that 
it may be sort of a device by the State Department in order to 
hinder the Congressional actions in this regard? 


o No. 


Q On the Chad cease-fire, anything to say about 
that? 


- As far as the facts are concerned, the Chadian 
Government announced earlier today that it would accept 
Organization of African Unity President Kenneth Kaunda's call 
for a cease-fire beginning at 11:00 a.m. local time. We hope 
that this will lead to the full restoration of Chadian 
sovereignty and territorial integrity. 


Q Since there was no briefing yesterday, there was 
a story in The Washington Post about the torture of Palestinian 
children by Israeli authorities, and the report was issued and 
published in the West Bank and in The Washington Post. 








Do you have any comment or reaction? 


M If you check with the Press Office, that was 
available yesterday. Often there are answers available even if 
there is no briefing. [ don't have that along with me today. 


Q Back to Chad, again, there were reports from the 
Libyans that they have obtained Stingers in the course of their 
operations in Chad. 


Have we been supplying Stinger missiles to the 
Chadians? 


A I have refrained from commenting on the exact 
nature of our relationship, supply relationship. with Chad, so 
I'm not in a position to either confirm or deny those kinds of 
stories on that basic principle. 
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Q Anything on the joint statement by Libya and [Iraq 
on the war and their rapprochement and its consequences for 
peace and stability and the success of the American policy in 
the Gulf? 


a I don't really have any commentary We don't 
have any confirmation that Iraq and Libya have re-established 
formal diplomatic relations. AS we received it, their 
communique announced their ' joint eagerness to build fraternal 
relations," so that you would have to clarify with the two 
countries involved as to what that means. 


Q I didn't describe it as opening relations, I 
described it as a rapprochement. I was wondering if you had a 
comment on their statement about the war where Libya, I think, 
going farther than it ever has before in joining [Iraq in a call 
for an end of the war, which would be, I suppose, in line with 
American objectives. 


a) I haven't evaluated the particular statement, so 
I don't really know all the nuances. You know what our 
position is on the war Obviously, as reflected in the last 
part of your question, our position certainly hasn't changed. 


Q Chuck, do you -- 


4 Let's go over here to someone else who has 
another question 


Philippe? 


Q About Chad again, do you have something on the 
reports of the use of chemical weapons by the Libyans and 
exchange of mines with the Iranians? 


A I can't comment on the details of that story, but 
reports about Libya's seeking chemical weapons conform with 
Chad's earlier protests that CW is being used by Libya against 
its forces. 


Regarding the mines, we take very seriously reports 
that Iran is seeking sophisticated mines from Libya We do 
know that Iran is seeking through various sources to improve 
its capability in this regard We have conferred with several 
countries on the matter and have expressed to the Libyans 
through a third party the seriousness with which we would view 
such a development 





Q The third party was -- ? Who was the third party? 
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2) In this case, I'd prefer not to specify publicly 
the third party. 


Q To follow on that, you say you are concerned that 
Iran is seeking, which would suggest that they have not yet 
obtained these advanced mines from the Libyans. Is that a 
correct reading? 


2) I'm not giving you a reading on the details of 
that story, including your specific question. When I say “is 
seeking", I mean that in a more general sense, without going to 
the question that you pose. 


Q Chuck, do you know if Libya is using chemical 
weapons against Chad? You cited there are Chadian claims, but 
is there any evidence? 


a At this point I can't take it any further than 
that, so I just have to leave it there 


Q Are you talking about the most recent fighting in 
Chad or are you talking about the Chadian claims, I believe, of 
last March of Libyan use of chemical weapons? 


A As I understand it, the Chadians have complained 
on a continuing basis over a period of time, so I'm referring 
to that in amore general aspect 


Q Chuck, the Libyans are making this story public 
in the United Nations Why are you not talking about it? 


A I did talk about it 


Q No, but I mean, details, because what are the 
third parties? The Soviet Union? Did you talk to the Soviet 
Union, or who, [ mean? 


a The Soviets were among those with whom we 
talked. I said that we have conferred with several countries. 
That was my first point And the second point, that we 
expressed to the Libyans through a third party our concerns 


Q But are they the Belgians, or -~- ? 


A I was asked the question of who, and [ wouldn't 
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Q Chuck, the day before yesterday, you were asked 
about a comment on Arafat's call for direct negotiations with 
the Israelis anywhere in the world, and ne suggested Cairo or 
Romania or France as a place for meeting face-to-face with the 
Israelis. 


Did you study so far or read more of the details about 
these statements in the press conference of Arafat and the 
Israelis? Is there any change in your position? 


a I don't have anything further to offer. As you 
point out, it was directed to the Israelis The Israelis have 
replied, as well, so you have both sides on the record. 


Q But this is the first time that he is saying that 
he will be negotiating, and this is what the [sraeli press is 
saying, that he will be negotiating with Zionist people, 
besides the one that he before was saying that he would 
negotiate with no Zionist Israelis 


A I couldn't offer you anything other than a 
reiteration of our longstanding policy and position concerning 
the PLO and its participation in the peace process, and that 
has been restated many times and it still pertains. 


Q Do you have anything on this report that an 
American Navy ship was seeking to put into Costa Rica, and the 
government insisted that all the crew be certified free of 
AIDS, and, as a result, the ship refused to put in? 


fe) r don't have very much. That's a story that you 
will have to talk to the Pentagon about All I know is that 
the port call of the U.S. Luce at Puerto Limon was cancelled 
due to difficulty in ascertaining the exact requirements of the 
Costa Rican health regulations. But the Pentagon probably has 
more detail since it was a Navy ship 


Q Is this the first incident of its kind? 
a You can ask the Pentagon 
Q Have you asked the French authec .cies for 


information about violations of COCOM rules by some French 
companies? It's about the Toshiba business, that apparently 
they were also French machines? 


mn [ don't have anything on that one 
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Q The Afghanistan proximity talks didn't lead to 
any compromises. What's our reaction to that, and how does 
that affect the importance of the Afghanistan issue in the 
upcoming Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting? 


a I really don't have anything more to offer than 
essentially an agreement with the assessment that was made by 
the Pakistan Foreign Minister Yaqub Khan, and he said publicly 
that there appears to have been no significant progress made at 
this round of talks 


I could only add, I suppose, that it seems to 
represent a continued failure on the part of Kabul and the 
Soviets to address the central issue in the proximity talks, 
which is a realistic timetable based on logistical 
considerations for the prompt withdrawal of all Soviet troops. 


Q And what about the impact on Shultz-Shevardnadze? 


“ As I said earlier, these proximity talks were 
scheduled independently of the preparations for the meeting 
between the Secretary and Mr. Shevardnadze Regional issues 
figure on the agenda ['m sure that Afghanistan will enter 
into those discussions But I don't have any reason to link 
these talks directly with the other talks 


Q Do you have anything on the violence in Palau 
today or yesterday where a lot of anti-nuclear activists were 
beaten up in an attempt to intimidate?’ 


I No, I don't [I have often had, just for your 
information, information on Palau and no one has ever asked, 
and so [ stopped asking 


In the back 


Q Have you reached agreement with Vietnam to 
repatriate or to process Amerasian children for entering the 
U.S.? 


a The answer is yes Would you like some more 
details? 

Q Some details, please, yes 

A Let me see if [I can find any We are pleased 


that, from a preliminary report, the U.S. and Vietnam have 
reached an agreement in principle on a bilateral program to 
resume the resettlement of Amerasians and their close family 
members in the U.S. following two days of talks in Hanoi, 
September 7 and 8 
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after eighteen months of persistent U.S. diplomatic 
activity to get the Amerasian program resumed, it now appears 
that once more Amerasians will be allowed to leave Vietnam for 
resettlement in the United States. 


Before the Vietnamese unilaterally shut this program 
down on January 1, 1986, close to 9,000 Amerasians and their 
close family relatives had been permitted to leave Vietnam 
That included 3,750 Amerasian children and 5,400 relatives 


As to when the program will be resumed, as soon as 
possible, perhaps as early as several weeks We have exchanged 
a list of names with the Vietnamese of Amerasians we know wish 
to be resettled in the United States We have applications on 
file at the American Embassy in Banqkok of approximately 8,800 
children and 18,000 close relatives -- close relatives being 
mothers, brothers and sisters 


Q How many are children? 

A 8,800 children 18,000 close relatives. 

Q Can you make a copy of those figures? 

“ Yes 

Q Sir, if a child who is of an age to decide wishes 


to come here but has no relatives or no relatives are known, 
will that child be permitted to come to this country? Will the 
United States wish to receive the child? 


A I just can't speak to those kinds of details of 
exactly what is involved in qualifying for the program, but the 
Press Office can probably dig that out for you 


Someone else had a question We'll come back here 


Q Sharansky said, after his meeting with the 
Secretary that during the meeting the Secretary expressed 
concern that the recent release of some refuseniks was a public 
relations ploy or a public relations step just in advance of 
various U.S.-Soviet meetings 


Is that indeed what the Secretary said, and is that 
the general view of the Department? 
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“ I don't want to say that the Secretary echoes 
what I had to say, but (laughter) in addressing that particular 
issue on the day that it happened, that is one of the 
refiections that I offered at that point. 


One never knows, of course, the motivations and that 
is why we have spoken to this issue of trying to regularize or 
systematize in some sense this process. 


Q On the Crocker talks in Luanda, did you have an 
assessment of that? 


A I have an assessment, such as it is. 
Q What is it? 
A The purpose of the meeting was to continue 


U.S.-Angolan negotiations on a comprehensive settlement 
involving the implementation of Security Council Resolution 435 
for the independence of Namibia and the withdrawal of Cuban 
forces from Angola 


In particular, the delegations discussed the August 4 
proposal of the Anaolan Government and explored possibilities 
mr moving the negotiations forward 


At the close of two days of discussions, Assistant 
Secretary Crocker and the National Security Council Staff 
Senior Director for Africa, Herman Cohen, met with President 
dos Santos 


The September 8-9 discussions were detailed, serious 
and businesslike Progress was made in clarifying the Angolan 
proposal of August 4, and in identifying key issues which must 
be resolved to move the negotiations toward a successful 
conclusion 


Q Did they announce any movement on tne Cuban troop 
withdrawal issue? There have been some movements since --? 


3 I think my words were clear Progress was made 
in clarifying the ongoing proposal and in identifying key 
issues The two sides agreec to remain in contact relative to 
ideas raised in these meetinces 


Q Were they any more flexible as they had 
advertised a month ago’? 


I can't characterize the tenor other than what I 
said in calling them detailed, serious and businesslike 
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Q Are more meetings scheduled? 


- At this point, I don't have any information on 
specific details of further meetings. 


Q You haven't got anything on time frames, do you? 
“ No 
Q On Angola, again, do you have something on the 


offensive by the Government troops against UNITA? 
A No 


Q Do you have any comment on é@.report saying that 
native American prisoner Peletier is asking for political 
asylum in the Soviet Union? 


A No 


Q Do you have any comment on a GAO report that 
criticizes the State Department for the accuracy, veracity and 
-— checking the accuracy, veracity and bona fides of arms 
sales applicants? 


| ” I really am going to refer you to some testimony 
| that is occurring today Assistant Secretary Holmes from the 
Politico-Military Bureau is testifying this morning before the 


) Senate Governmental Affairs Committee, and during that 
testimony is responding to this GAO report 


) There is a copy of his prepared testimony available 
the Press Office, and it does address this general issue 


Q [In general, do you have a summation, though? 
a No You can read the whole report 
Q Do you have something on Mr. Nissim's visit? 
A This is an inquisitive audience today ° 
Q Just love to hear you speak, Chuck 
Q You are so forthcoming 
2) There was a meeting dDetween Mr Nissim and the 
Secretary the day before yesterday Ll believe In addition, a 


letter from the Secretary was delivered to Finance Minister 
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Nissim yesterday. The letter reaffirmed to him the 
undertakings we have given to help Israel ameliorate the 
dislocations caused by the recent decision to terminate the 
Lavi fighter project. 


Secretary Weinberger has sent a similar letter to 
Defense Minister Rabin. Specifically, Secretary Shultz told 
Minister Nissim that the Administration would support the 
continuation of [Israel's current level of military assistance 
at $1.8 billion for fiscal years ‘88 and ‘89; Israeli use of 
FMS to pay termination liability charges for Lavi contracts 
previously approved by the U.S.; an increase in Israeli 
offshore procurement authority by $100 million a year for 
fiscal years ‘88 and ‘89, bringing the total to $400 million; 
and a continuation of directed offsets for Israel at the level 
of $150 million a year for fiscal years ‘88 and ‘89. 


We expect that these arrangements will help Israel 
make the necessary adjustments in its defense industry. 


Q You said, “directed offsets." 

a Yes 

Q What's that? 

A We'll have some of the experts fill you in on 


that. I would, but [I don't want to take everyone else's time 


Q Chuck, do you understand -- what is your 
understanding of what would happen to the Lavi? Will it be 
scrapped’? What will happen to the Lavi airplane?’ 


2) That's a question you will have to address to the 
Israeli Government 


Q I thought they would scrap it because of U 5S 
protests, I mean You should something about it, no? 
rs It was my understanding that was a sovereign 


decision of the Israeli Government 


Q Chuck, do you have any further information on 
notifying the Congress with regard to the Saudi arms deal? 


Q Could I just ask a follow-up on this same subject 
before you get into that? 


Do the offshore procurements permit Israel to buy from 
third countries or only from within Israel’? In other words, 
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could they buy -- could they use the $400 million to buy stuff 
from West Germany. let's say? 

“ I'll get an answer to that 

Q Anything about notifying the Congress with regard 


to the Saudi arms deal? 


4 Nothing specific The Secretary yesterday did 
have consultations on a variety of issues including Central 
America, the peace process, the Persian Gulf, and in the 
context of the Middle East did also consult about the question 
of arms sales 


Q Do you have no time for subletting the request? 


" The status is as [ have described it Very 
precisely that 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 








Posted: Sept 14, 1987 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the September 11 1987 noon press briefing 








Israel Offshore Procurement and Direct Offsets 





Q Can you explain the difference between offshore procurement 
and direct offsets? Can I[srael use its offshore procurement 


funds anywhere in the world? 


” FMS credits are normally only for use in the United 
States The offshore procurement authority granted to Israel, 
which is now at a level of $300 million a year, allows use of 
FMS credits only in Israel The Secretary of Defense, under 
section 42 ({ ) of the Arms Export ntrol Act has already 
initiated the process that would sanction an additional $100 
nillion, raising the total to $400 million, in offshore 
procurement authority for use Israel for Y 88 and FY &89g 
nere is ) iprent autnority ror israe e r ff shore 

pr irement funds outside Israel 

Direct offsets are ntractual arrangement at require a 
ompany to sud ntract ; pe 1v ] , nat r ’ rhe ntract in 
the suntry ft tne rorelut dDuyer t rf? et me t tne money 
peing spe t n tne rm } rteqd tracts wit 
American mpoanies [srael is allowed t ffset up to $150 


rr 
Miiiion a year 
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MR RE OMAN adies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
This is an ON-THE-RECORD briefing We'll begin with a bit of 
an overview by Ambassador Ridqway concerning the schedule for 
the visit and then an overview of some of the substance that 


would | involved And then both Ambassador Ridgway and 
Ambassa r Kampelman will be available to take questions for 
some mi IZes 


ASS! SECRETARY RIDGWAY 


ASS | FCRE TARY RIDGWAY ihere wi | be tnree days t 
meeting luring the visit of Minister nevaranaac ze the 15th 
through the i7th He arrives undgay here lL understand normal 
arranaements for pre , overage fave veen made 

lay i wnicn 1 in fact fuesday the First Gay t 
meetinas will begin with a one-on-one in the Secretary's office 

n jesGay morning A press pool will be permitted in the 
yf retary rfrice at the vegitr ing of the meeting Dut tne 
' A i De ann nceq ater 
nere A ‘ i y j aireacy *« al 4 White use 
‘ rti 1 of that ay Ihe Minist r Hiii neet Jitnh the Preside ; 
ano there will be a luncheon at the White Houses Ihere will 
a1 be a signing of the Nuclear Risk Reductior enter 
Aaqreement in that port] t the day 

fhe first plenary with eleagations is scheduled for 
the aftternoor of tne rirst jay here in the Depar tme nt Agai' 

a pnoto Ppportunity will e rga 1izea for that [here will be 


] : . ; ; 
ail ‘ lial ‘ ent Tnat Pur iG ana pre’ YUU) coverage Wiii 





QUESTION: Here, Roz -- the social event? 


ANSWER No, it's not Day 2, the meetings continue. 
Again, a photo opportunity planned Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze will have a luncheon after the Wednesday morning 
-— that is, Day 2 is Wednesday -- Wednesday morning plenary, 
the luncheon at the Soviet Embassy 


The Secretary will host a dinner on Wednesday. That, 
I believe, is here -- that's here in the building -- with press 
coverage of the receiving line and possibly of the toasts. 
But, again, working out the details 


The meetings continue onto a third day, Thursday, 
September 17 Press pool coverage at the start of the 
meeting Then after the meeting concludes, there will be an 
opportunity for the press to cover Shevardnadze's departure 
from the Department and the Secretary will then give a press 
conference in the Press Briefing Room 


Minister Shevardnadze leaves Friday morning, at a time 
not yet determined, for New York And, again, normal 
arrangements for press coverage will be made 


Max and I are going to deal together with this 
backgrounding We have been working all week to be as helpful 
as we can, and | think we've both had the experience The 


attention seems to be focused on arms control 


l asked, as a result, since Max will be handling the 
arms control portion, if [ might go first to try once again to 





place in context a meeting which is, in fact, a part of what 
has become a tradition of the Ministers meeting in Washington, 
in connection with the United Nations, ever since 1984, and 


1984 itself was a resumption of a cradition which had been 
broken a bit because of Afghanistan but it's something that's 
been going on for a long time 


This year, of course, 18 not a question of getting 
back to business as it was in ‘84, and it's not off managing a 
crisis in addition to doing business which certainly 
nharacterized last year [t's just a question of moving the 
business in the whole of the relationship along as best we can 
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The agenda for the meeting is the 4-part agenda now 
agreed by both parties. I've given you a set of how the three 
days would unfold, and we expect through the course of those 
three days that there will be an orderly moving through the 
agenda -— arms control, human rights, regional issues, and 
bilateral questions. We expect a number of experts to be 
associated with both delegations, so don't be surprised if once 
again you see the commissioning of working groups to take on 
particular questions that the Ministers decide the experts 
might look at to see if they can push ahead on while they're 
here. 


I would like to talk to you just briefly about human 
rights, regional, and bilateral questions. On human rights, 
we're going to be talking cases and issues. The Secretary is 
going to be meeting with a number of people from the private 
sector to hear their advice We're intere:.'ed in political 
prisoners, people being persecuted for religious beliefs, 
separated spouses and blocked marriages We have 13 cases, and 
we simply cannot understand why 13 people on this side and 13 
people on the Soviet side cannot be allowed to join and carry 
out that very normal thing called being a family 


And we would like to press again on that issue as well 
as on dual nationals and divided families But we would also 
be seeking an opportunity to ask if it isn't possible to 
institutionalize some of the progress we have seen 


On emigration, the numbers are higher We had in 
August some 782 people leave under the category of emigration 
of Soviet Jews Armenian emigration is up German ethnic 
emigration is up We have seen some prominent cases of Jewish 
Refuseniks solved, but there is no system to it and one doesn't 
know from one day to the next or one meeting to the next what 
happened, and we would like to ask, “Can you not find it 
possible to institutionalize and make more sustainable, more 
predictable, what is happening in this area of human rights and 
humanitarian concerns 


On regional issues, we're going to want to focus on 
Afghanistan and Iran-Iraq On Afghanistan, we'll have the 
results, as well, of the meeting that's taking place yesterday, 
today, with Ed Djerejian in Geneva, meeting with the Soviet 
counterpart, to discuss that 


On Iran-Iraq, there's a lot going on At the moment 
the Secretary General is in the area, so [I really can't say 
much beyond that But Iran-Iraq is something that we have 


discussed with the Soviets over a number of these meetings now, 
ana no doubt we'll be discussing it again 








I mentioned these two I do not mean by mentioning 
just two to exclude all of the others that you know are on the 
list but it will be a full review of all of those regional 
issues that the two Ministers have discussed over time 


In the bilateral area, there will be an opportunity to 
discuss problems. As to opportunities, we'd like to do some 
exploration of whether or not we can't expand some cooperative 
efforts, for example, in basic sciences or transportation, sea 
and air rescue, that kind of thing -- search and rescue 
activities. 


The Moscow Embassy problem is on the agenda The 
Soviet enthusiasm for espionage is on the agenda. That will 
all come up under the bilateral topic. So it's a rich agenda, 
in addition to the arms control issues 


I just wanted to take this moment before turning this 
over to Ambassador Kampelman to make sure that -- we tried once 
again to make the framework as broad as it actually is and the 
context of the annual pre-UNGA setting correctly stated. 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN I'm wondering, Roz, if we 
shouldn't save time by just throwing it open to questions to 
the both of us I don't have a speech to make to you. I think 
you're all rather familiar with where things stand, but we'd be 
happy to answer your questions 


Perhaps the only thing I might say is that yesterday 
Ambassadors Glitman, Lehman, and Cooper were in Brussels, 
together with Ambassador Nitze, Mr. Simon, I believe, and 
Charlie Thomas -- just Tom Simon from EUR .- briefing and 
consulting with our NATO Allies. I know that we'll have also a 
program of informing them what happens after the Ministerial 
meeting 


Ambassadors Lehman and Cooper came directly here from 
Brussels, arrived last night, are now in the building, and will 
be participating in the talks. Ambassador Glitman decided he 
would go back to Geneva today -- last night -- in order to see 
what he could squeeze out in talks today and will be arriving 
back here in Washington tonight. 


Now, why don't we throw this open to any questions 
that you care to have, I would say, to the both of us. 








QUESTION: Can you give us your sense of how far we 
have to go -- progress over the last several weeks? Have 
things stopped in preparation for this meeting, or has there 
been progress all the way along; sort of your general 
assessment? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: Those of you who have been to 
Geneva know that I have been asserting from the beginning, 
which is now about 30 months, what I believe to be the case 
which is that there has been movement during the 30 month 
period. The Soviets, as you know, have always been saying 
there's been no movement. We have been, I think, accurately 
describing the fact there has been movement. It's slow but the 
issues are highly complicated, involving important matters of 
national security and military interests, and one expects trat 
to be slow. 


I guess I expect slowness, having gone to negotiate in 
Madrid; having been told by Cy Vance I'd been gone three or 
four months and the meetings lasted for three years. So I've 
learned to be patient. 


So there has been movement, and I think that's 
reflected, really, in the advanced state of where we are now in 
START, where we are now in INF. 


It is true that in the last few weeks we have a 
regrettable sense of the slowing down in Geneva in connection 
with these talks. I can't understand it. I don't know. It's 
not the first time we've had that experience. I don't want to 
exaggerate its importance. There could be many reasons for it, 
not all of which I understand nor have a theory about. But 
that's been the reality. It's been slowed down a bit but 
there's been movement. 


We've been meeting everyday We're working on joint 
draft treaties now in both START and INF. We would have liked 
to be further along when the meetings begin next week, but 
we'll have plenty to talk about. 


QUESTION: You say you have a theory about it Would 
you share that with us? 


ANSWER: No, no. There are different theories about 
it. I had one friend of mine, who is a Soviet expert, tell me 
yesterday, when I was discussing this with him informally, ah, 
but August is a month for vacations. I didn't have my vacation 
in August. Then maybe that's all it is. 


It could also be -- and I really think it's all 
conjecture -—- it could also be they take their time formulating 
perhaps new positions or deciding where to go, and during that 
time negotiators wait for instructions while work takes place. 
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I don't know what it is. I'm not particularly troubled about 
it but I do want to note it in the interest of accuracy in 
response to the question. 


QUESTION: Do you anticipate further progress on INF? 
Can INF agreement be completed during these meetings, or what? 


ANSWER: Well, I would certainly hope that the 
meetings would move them further along. I think I have to, in 
all candor, say to you, what we had hoped was that by now most 
of these INF remaining questions would have been resolved in 
Geneva. Regrettably, they are still a number of important 
issues left, some of which I don't really believe are worthy of 
attention by the Foreign Minister and the Secretary of State 
but perhaps are. We'll be prepared to discuss any issues that 
are raised by the Soviets in this area. 


QUESTION: Could you give us some examples -- 
ANSWER: I'm sorry, I'll go to you in a minute. 


QUESTION: Of those issues that you just referred to 
and made reference to, which of those do you think are worthy 
of attention by Mr. Shultz and Mr. Shevardnadze? And which of 
those, in terms of priority, look the toughest to you? 


ANSWER: Really, none of them appear to me to be 
justifiably called tough. We have experienced the phenomenon, 
but in recent weeks some new demands have come up from the 
Soviet side which, in our view, should not be part of the INF 
treaty. I was frankly hoping all of that would be behind us by 
the time of the meeting. They're not all behind us now. 


There's no need for those issues to be tough issues. 
I guess the logical conclusion of that is that it only requires 
the Soviets to back down into a more reasonable position and we 
could proceed quickly. 


QUESTION: You're talking about the Pershings. Is 
there anything other than the Pershings that we're talking 
about? 


ANSWER: One of the important issues that remains 
and when I say “important,” I don't necessarily mean these 
issues that are going to break us asunder. We consider 
verification to be highly important. Now, Soviet rhetoric 
they consider verification to be highly important. Indeed, 
sometimes get some glimmers from a Moscow press conference, 
we're tougher than you are on verification. 











Well, putting that kind rhetoric aside, if, as a 
practical matter, the Soviets are prepared to go along with 
dotting the “i's" and crossing the "t's" on realistic 
verification proposals, that will be fine and that issue will 
be resolved. But until that's done --—- and up until now I have 
to say that we have not really engaged adequately in that 
exercise and haven't really, with the specificity that's called 
for, received the Soviet responses -- until that's done, I have 
to say that's an important issue that remains because it's an 
indispensable issue for us, as a prerequisite for us about 
being satisfied on the issue of verification. 


As of this moment, [ don't know that this will be 
Gecisive at all. I suppose one reason I said to you we've been 
a little disappointed in the slowness of the response is this 
particular issue. We still don't have the response we'd like 
to have on the verification question. 


QUESTION: Do you think they're just waiting to nail 
it down in the Foreign Ministers' meeting next week? They want 
to settle it at that level? 


ANSWER: I don't know. There's no need for it to have 
waited. But if they wish to wait until then, that's fine. 


QUESTION: Does that give added importance to those 
meetings given the fact that you have not resolved these? 


ANSWER: I think the meetings between the two -- the 
Secretary of State and the Foreign Minister -- are important. 
I don't think we should look for artificial stimulation there. 
There's enough stimulation. 


QUESTION: On START, I think you've been of the 
opinion in the past that there was a possibility you could have 
an in principle agreement a la Vladivostok sometime in this 
Administration. You're shaking your head -- 


ANSWER: No, because that's really not been my 
position. To be accurate about my position, [I would say there 
is no reason why we shouldn't have a treaty on START which is 
quite different from a broad declaration. 


A declaration is not, for us, a substitute for a 
treaty. We would, indeed, be disappointed if out of Geneva we 
did not get a START treaty. There is no reason why we 
shouldn't get a START treaty if the Soviets want to join us in 
achieving that START treaty. 
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QUESTION: Well, my question is, how far along are you 
on this? And, secondly, related to it, is the Administration 
going to come up with a position on implementing the broad 
interpretation of the ABM treaty at any time in the near 
future, and could this have an impact on the START negotiations? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: The first question, how far 
along: There has been some movement in working on a joint 
draft treaty. We put in our START version of a treaty, I 
think, on May 8 -- early May. Again, slowness. We didn't get 
a Soviet draft treaty until the end of July. Don't hold me to 
the date, but that's about the period. And we were 
disappointed and expressed our disappointment at the slowness 
in their putting something down. 


Now, since both treaties have been on the table, our 
negotiating groups have been working to produce out of ita 
joint draft treaty which would include, obviously, bracketed 
materials where there are disagreements between us, but at 
least it would be simpler, more feasible, to address the 
problems with that, and that's proceeding. 


Again, regrettably, that's proceeding slower than we 
thought it would and should proceed, but I talked to Ambassador 
Lehman today, who acknowledges that there is movement in that 
area, and we are well along on a joint draft treaty, though 
again we don't have it ready for this ministerial which we had 
hoped to have. 


Now, on the second question that you raise, I read 
recently -- and I'm not really addressing your question, and [ 
will in a moment --— but I read recently a report from a Soviet 
scientist who said that it seemed to him it was not fruitful 
for us to be arguing about what was intended in 1972, since, 
obviously, what was intended in 1972 is surrounded with some 
ambiguity and difference of opinion. He suggested that it 
might be better if what we could do is both of us sit down and 
try to figure out in the way of eliminating that ambiguity just 
what is in our respective national interests today. It had an 
appealing ring to it, as far as I was concerned, and I look 
upon a lot of this argument now in the Senate of trying to 
figure out what was intended in 1972 with even people who 
participated in it having differences of opinion. Obviously, 
we have differences of opinion with the Soviets, and the 
Soviets have differences of opinion with what they said 
yesterday and what they may say tomorrow, and it would be good 
“if we can just kind of put that aside. 














On the other hand, I do want to say that, since we are 
convinced legally as to what it means -- and I will join in 
that conviction as to the broad interpretation, being that 
which was intended in 1972, and what is a correct legal 
interpretation -- but the President has also, at the same time 
as he has asserted that, the President has indicated that he's 
instructed General Abrahamson to keep the research activity 
within the so-called narrow terms. That's the way we are now, 
and [I'm not aware of any plans to change it for the time being, 
and I'm not aware of any requirement to change it in the 
immediate future. I don't see any reason at all why this 
should be an impediment, and I want to say to you the Soviets 
fully understand our position. They don't agree with it, but 
they fully understand it and would not be a surprise to them. 


QUESTION: Ambassador Kampelman, neither you nor 
Secretary Ridgway mentioned the possibility of a summit meeting 
which is widely expected to make some progress at this 
meeting. Could you -- maybe it's really for Secretary Ridqway, 
but would one of you discuss what progress has been made so far 
on lining up a Gorbachev summit in this country, and what you 
anticipate will happen at this meeting on that subject? 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: This is a week-long story. 
It's Friday. I wish I could step on it and inmake it stay 
stepped on. This is not a meeting about a summit. In Geneva, 
1985, the General Secretary and the President talked about 
summits. The President invited General Secretary Gorbachev to 
the United States in 1986. The General Secretary said, "Fine, 
why don't you come to Moscow in 1987," and that's what they 
agreed to. Well, 1986 went by, no meeting. We're halfway 
through 1987, no meeting. The invitation on the part of the 
President has been extended and re-extended. I[t is alive. [t 
is out there. It is for the General Secretary to decide when 
he wants to come to the United States. 


As far as we're concerned, this notion of somehow this 
three days next week is going to be spent talking about 
summits, or any portion of it, as far as all of that goes, it's 
simply not a part of our planning. It's in a world that 
everybody else is writing about. This is to review that whole 
relationship, and we have both said that, and [ think agree on 
this, that a summit, if it takes place, is one that should have 
substance to it. 


But, beyond that, it's pretty much their call. That 
invitation has been extended to them, and, when they want to 
come to the United States, they'll be welcome. 
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QUESTION: Could I go back to the first part of the 
question? Has there been any recent interchange between the 
United States and the Soviet Union with regard to this question 
of a possible summit, and under what conditions do you expect 
that it might come up at this meeting? 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: I am aware of not one word of 
exchange between the United States and the Soviet Union on the 
question of a summit. 


QUESTION: Ambassador, about the -- 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: No. And I don't say [I'm 
trying to get around on a diplomatic nicety. I'm just trying 
to make this as blanket as I can. Other than press discussion 
about whether there will or there won't be, I can tell you that 
all of the times [I've met with Ambassador Dubinin, and others 
have seen Soviet officials, we are not discussing summits. 


QUESTION: And under what circumstances do you think 
it might arise at this meeting? 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: We don't plan to raise it. I 
mean, the invitation is still there, but I don't know what 
Minister Shevardnadze is going to say. Again, there's just 
been no mention of it, but the invitation put out by the 
President is there. I know the President this week has said 
again that he extended the invitation, and the General 
Secretary will be welcome when he picks it up. 


QUESTION: But, Roz, you scoffed at us mentioning 
summits. When Shultz was in Moscow, he gave Gorbachev a letter 
from Reagan, reiterating his invitation. 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: His invitation. Yes. I'm 
sure that to the -- all right, if that's the -- 


QUESTION: This is what again raises the speculation 
of we're the demandeur, and the Soviets sort of sit there 
going, huh! (Laughter) I mean, so you get into -- 





ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: No, we don't -- 


QUESTION: -- we just look anxious, and the Soviets 
don't respond. Do you think -- my question would essentially 
be, do you think it's possible there won't be a summit at all 
this year? 
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ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: I have no idea what 
considerations would finally go to make up a Soviet decision to 
accept the invitation. But I take your point, and I don't mean 
to say that if the occasion arises that either the President or 
the Secretary of State -- I certainly shouldn't try to speak 
for either one, but, to be honest with respect to your concern, 
wouldn't say, "Well, I hope you would say to the General 
Secretary that he certainly is welcome," as I have said 
before. There are those kinds of things. But the question 
implied an exchange on timing, circumstances, things that would 
have to be done, the status of certain kinds of negotiations, 
the fixing of dates -~ none of that is transpiring. 


QUESTION: Well, since the letter was given to 
Gorbachev essentially in Moscow in the spring, there have to 
your knowledge been no discussions. 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: That's correct. 


QUESTION: Does that indicate to you that the Soviets 
aren't interested? Would you have expected them to have said 
something to you before now if they intended to come before the 
end of the year? 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: Ambassador Kampelman 
described something that ['m just in complete agreement with, 
and that is the pitfalls in trying to divine motives and 
objectives on the other side. We are challenged enough to keep 
our own straight. 


I do not know what it is that will finally make the 
decision the right thing to do on the part of the Soviet Union, 
and we assign no value one way or the other to their not 
answering, because it is something that is out there, and we 
all know it's out there, and they can pick up when they want. 


QUESTION: Ambassador Ridgway, on regional issues, you 
mention the Iran-Iraq war. Do you think that you will discuss 
the Soviet suggestion to have the conference on the Gulf or the 
cooperation on the security of the Gulf or the withdrawal of 
the Navy -- Naval forces from there? 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: In the course of a review of 
the situation, I would not exclude the possibility that the 
Soviets in their part of the dialogue would raise their view of 
what's going on and what some of their ideas for initiatives 
might be. My own estimate --- and these things are perilous -- 
would be that the most natural starting point, given what has 
happened, for example, in the United Nations would be for the 
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two ministers to review the situation in the Iran-Iraq war, to 
take a look at the United Nations Resolution 598 on which we 
cooperated, along with others of our allies, this past summer; 
to assess, if it is at all possible to do so at that time, what 
has come about as a result of the Secretary General's 
participation, and then again if that is far enough along and 
there are enough pieces in that assessment, to take up the 
question of what further cooperation might be possible in the 
United Nations for next steps. That, to me, is the most 
natural unfolding of that particular dialogue. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) to openly cooperating with the 
Soviets to saying openly in the context other than the United 
Nations and that pluralistic body to say, "Yeah, we'll work 
with you." What are the pitfalls of that, that create such 
problems for the Administration to try that? 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: Which kinds of cooperation 
are you concerned with? 


QUESTION: Well, I don't know. There have been a 
number of opportunities. Every time the Soviets propose 
anything, we seem to say it's a bad idea, and we have yet to 
propose a cooperative venture other than in the context of the 
United Nations. 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: I think the work in the 
United Nations has been very important. Let me say that we for 
nearly 40 years have had a view of U.S. interests in the Gulf. 
The Soviet Union has its view of its interests in the Gulf, and 
I think as you look at them across the long term, one cannot 
say that they are the same. 


But with respect to the Iran-Iraq war, this event that 
has tortured this region for so long, we, both of us, whatever 
the starting point of our differing assessment of where our 
national security interests lie, we, both of us, have concluded 
that it is in our interests that that war should come to an 
end. We have discussed this before at previous meetings of the 
ministers, and share the view that it ought to end, as the 
quote goes, “with neither victor nor vanquished," and, on that 
basis, we have found it possible to cooperate in the United 
Nations in trying to find the mechanism which will bring that 
war to an end. 


But being able to cooperate because there is a moment 
at which there is a coincidence of interests does not allow you 
to translate that beyond to say, "And therefore this long-term 
difference of view about where your national interests are in 
the region," has changed. So that's the long answer, but I 
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think it's the only possible answer that one can come up with. 


QUESTION: Will the peace conference on Middle East be 
discussed? 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: Again, the review has been 
complete. The notion of a Middle East peece conference came up 
in Moscow in March, April -- whenever we were there. I forget 
the dates from one trip to the next. But as one reviews the 
Situation in the Middle East, one side or the other may well 
raise that. It would not be a surprise if it did come up. 


MR. REDMAN: Let's take just a couple more questions. 
This gentleman over here first. 


QUESTION: These things can always slip, we know, but 
tentatively how much of the discussions do you think are going 
to center on INF as opposed to the other issues, including 
START? 


ASST SECRETARY RIDGWAY: Ambassador Kampelman can 
handle that, but let me say for those who have followed this 
for a time, the reason it's difficult to give you a say, how 
much time, is that we have said -- Ambassador Kampelman has 
said -- much of this is work for experts. So the ministers may 
spend a certain amount of time and decide to have the experts 
work, and you know the fashion of all-through—the-night work 
that seems to go with these meetings. I[ don't know how many 
groups would be commissioned at one time -- many or none -~— and 
so it's impossible to assign how much time would go to any one 
issue, but I think the Ambassador said, and it's important to 
underline, that we see this meeting as a very real opportunity 
even as these issues are worked on, INF, to focus again, to 
make a real push on START. 


QUESTION: Ambassador Kampelman, could you 
characterize to what degree the German decision to scrap the 
P~IA has pushed the INF negotiations along in the last couple 
of weeks, and where you stand on scrapping the warheads for 
these missiles? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: As you know, it's been our 
position that the German P-IA question did not belong in the 
INF negotiations, and it remains our position. We look upon 
the negotiations in Geneva to be bilateral negotiations between 
the United States and the Soviet Union. We have successfully 
avoided having to introduce the subject of British or French, 
which is one type of third party or now cooperative 
relationships. fhe missile system is a German missile system. 
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The extent to which Chancellor Kohl announced his 
government's position as reflecting their policy if we should 
get a double zero INF treaty, to that extent I think it has 
helped move forward and —— maybe put it another way -—- helped 
remove what we consider to be an artificial issue. 


I regret that the Soviets don't seem to be satisfied 
with that. It's as if they aren't satisfied; they can't take 
yes for an answer and are now raising another new issue again, 
which is the issue of the warheads, which is a new issue. [ 
have to make it clear to you that what these negotiations since 
1981 have been talking about is missile systems and not 
necessarily the warheads or the fisionable material within 
those warheads which, as you know, are useless without the 
missiles and not at all dangerous without the missiles. I can 
only tell you that it appears as if the Soviets are now taking 
a position which is quite different from the treaty they gave 
us a few weeks ago and which is quite different from a 
statement they made to us on July 28 on this issue, because as 
of then they referred to the fact that they looked upon the 
warheads as going back to each country -- I think the term they 
used as translated into English is “appropriate agencies within 
each government." 


Now they've come up with something new. I've got to 
say to you that we don't think this is the time to come up with 
something new, nor do we take that seriously, nor will we be 
for introducing this new concept since it's totally 
unverifiable -~ absolutely no way to verify that issue, no 
matter what decision you made on it. I suppose that's one 
reason I was expressing a little bit of disappointment 
previously about the slow pace. 


MR. REDMAN: And the final question, back here in the 
rear. 


QUESTION: It's probably on the same subject, but 
specifically on Karpov saying that we should scrap all of our 
Pershing I-A's, do you have a specific reaction to that? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: If you'll permit me, let me 
Give you a broad answer to that. We've had the experience, and 
it's not only the experience of the last 30 months, it's the 
experience of years of negotiating with the Soviets: That you 
sometimes find yourself not knowing what their position is at 
any one moment. They use press conferences; they use 
scientists talking to other scientists; they use our 
Congressional visitors to pass on information; they come up 
with new ideas or solutions through those sources. Frankly, 
what we decided, and I was present when Secretary Shultz told 
Minister Shevardnadze -- I think it was 1985 in Helsinki -- 
"Look, you got something 
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to say to us, tell it to us in Geneva. Don't go telling it to 
us through a press conference. We'll take it seriously when 
you present it to us in Geneva. We'll ask you questions about 
it. We'll know what you're talking about. We'll tell you what 
we are skeptical about, and that's the way if you're serious 
about it." 


I guess I will say now that that is our position, and 
that's the only answer ['ll give you to that. [I'm not going to 
dignify these various probings here or there which come up at 
the last minute. ['m not going to dignify those and, frankly, 
will not take them very seriously. 


QUESTION: Would you rule out such a scrapping as he 
proposed? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: I think I've answered that 
dealing with the warheads is a totally unverifiable request. 


MR. REDMAN: Thank you. 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:42 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


September 14, 1987 


The Briefing Room 


11:49 A.M. EDT 


MR. HOWARD: Good morning. Welcome to our pre-brief on 
the Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting. For your information and not for 
ublication, our briefer is the 


This is ON : 

BACKGROUND. 

Q Could you jack up the loudspeaker, please? 

Q Why does it have to be on background? 

Q We can't hear. 

Q Could you crank up the loudspeaker? 
nat SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is this on? Does that 
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Q It's not loud enough. 

Q No, it's on background. (Laughter.) 
MR. HOWARD: Turn it up some. 

Q It's on, but we're not. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to turn it 
-- I'll keep -- How does this sound? 


Q Do you mind being quoted by name? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Apparently not. I was 
certainly last weekend. Had enough of that. (Laughter. ) 


I've been talking about this meeting for a week, and I 
think maybe taking questions is the best way. But let me -- I 
understand you may not have a sense of the schedule, so let me do the 
schedule as best I remember it, in any case, because I didn't bring 
notes with me. 


The Foreign Minister arrives at the Department tomorrow 
at 8:00 a.m. in the morning for a program that starts with a 
one-on-one with the Secretary, following which there will be a break, 
and then the Foreign Minister will come here to meet with the 
President at noon. 

There will be a -- yes? 

Q About how long is the one-on-one scheduled for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About three hours. 
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There'll be about an hour break. We'll come over and talk with the 
President, and Shevardnadze will probably go back to the Embassy, but 
then we'll come over here and meet with the President, and there will 
be a signing of this Nuclear Risk Reduction Center Agrnement -- 4 
formal signing of that -- followed by the meeting between the 
President and Mr. Shevardnadze -- a group delegation-size session. 
And then on to lunch. I think all of that is scheduled to end 
two-thirtyish or three o'clock. 


And then back to the Department of State for the opening 
of the sort of first plenary -- that is, with delegations, to run 
until about 5:30 p.m. I know the Secretary has a -- some obligations 
at that stage. And then there's just a small dinner on Tuesday 
evening on the CNO's barge -- a very small group of people involved 
with that. 


Q CNO? 
Q CNO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Chief of Naval 
Operations. We've had this problem before. Somebody once made it 
the Chesapeake and Ohio barge -- (laughter) -- on the canal and wé -~- 
(laughter) -- didn't -- It's not that C&O. It is CNO barge. 


And I'll tell you also that barge doesn't translate very 
well into Russian, so we've had to explain the naval tradition. 


Q It's not really a barge, is it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That it is not really 4 
barge. That's correct. It's -- 


Q Why do they insist on calling it a barge? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's go back. 


Q Because the Navy is encrusted with tradition. 
That's why. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It must be, but -- 
Q The Admiral's barge, remember? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Admiral Drake must have 
called it a barge, and that's what it still is. 


Q Well, it gets in the way of understanding. What 
makes more sense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's helped. It has 
given us an additional opportunity for in-depth exchanges. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q You're going to depth charge the CNO's barge? 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Wednesday program 
includes -- and here I just regret, I don't have the calendar with 
me, but it's a plenary session, then. The opening session we would 
expect would be arms control. We're going to move right through the 
agenda, so the first plenary would probably be arms control, starting 
on Wednesday, which would be the second plenary in the morning, the 
third in the afternoon and we would expect to cover regional issues, 
the remaining arms control issues, regional issues, and a sort of 4 
global trends discussion which we instituted with the Soviets several 
meetings ago. It's their long-term projections globally on 
education, science, economics -- things of that sort. 


There will be a luncheon on Wednesday at the Soviet 
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Embassy offered by Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. And Wednesday 
evening, there will be a dinner offered by the Secretary at the 


Department of State. 


Thursday there will be a plenary to wrap up all the 
remaining issues -- bilateral and to do some summaries. 


The teams on both sides, they're quite small for the 
exchanges with the ministers, but there are lots of people here, all 
of our Geneva negotiators are in town. Their Geneva negotiators will 
be here, some arriving today, because everybody was in Geneva for the 
tabling of this new set of U.S. documents, but they all arrive this 
afternoon and this evening. 


I would expect that as the ministers identify areas that 
it might be useful if experts worked on, that there will be working 
groups. And so we're set up for about as many working groups as 
there are items on the agenda, and those working groups would be 
reporting back to the ministers in the course of those 2-1/2 days. 


Then, at the end of -- around Thursday noon when we 
expect it to end, why, the two ministers will leave, will probably 
have a brief moment to see the press before Shevardnadze leaves the 
Department, and then there will be briefings on both sides. The 
Secretary will do one and we would do -- the Soviets would do one. 
That's the shape of things. 


Yes? 


Q Will there be a readout tomorrow after the President 
and the Foreign Minister -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I =-- 
because one of the things the ministers will be talking about 
tomorrow is organization, agreeing on how they'll go through the 
agenda, and on press. Now, that business of a readout for tomorrow 
after the President may already -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Still discussing it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Still discussing it, 
yes, with the Soviets. 


Q What is your anticipation, or expectation about 
being able to wrap up in principle the treaty this week? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not expect it. I 
-- looking at the range of questions that's there and the documents 
that all have to be worked over by the experts, would expect that if 
the Soviets have come to town ready to push forward on issues, 
they've got their experts and we have ours, and the ministers can 
oversee the process, and people can meet. But I think that it's 
going to take more than -- my personal as well as cleared -- but let 
me underline the “personal" measurement of this as well. The 
complexity of this verification regime is going to take more than 
2-1/2 days. 


Q Well, maybe when I said "in principle," maybe you 
could fine tune that. I suppose I'm asking whether you think this 
week could produce enough movement that summit dates could be set and 
announced? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- tell you that even if 
-- and it's possible if everybody's in the -- got all of the 
authorities -- we're certainly ready to negotiate broadly, as well as 
in detail on the remaining issues in INF. Even if you got a 
situation in which you could say, well, here is the shape with some 
details to go, here is the shape of an INF agreement, I do not expect 
summit details to be announced. 
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I know that Foreign Minister Shevardadze szid he brought 
a letter with him, and we always take letters back and forth. We do 
not know what is in that letter. I do not preclude that he knows he's 
got dates in that letter. But I don't think he's got dates in that 


Q Why don't you think so? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I would expect him 
to go home and report to the General Secretary that this is where we 
are, and this is what happened across the range of issues -- and then 
for the Soviets to make the decision on that basis. 


Now, that's my judgment looking at practice and how 
leaders like to keep these authorities for themselves, and so I don't 
expect dates to be announced. 


Q Do you see any likelihood that they are going to 
raise new START proposals, or new ideas on SDI? Is there going to be 
any effort this week to try to get that moving, or is that sort of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have been briefing 
for the better part of a week saying that we think that this is a- 
chance to take a look at some broad START issues, and I was very 
interested to note that the Foreign Minister, when he arrived 
yesterday, said the Soviets as well would be willing to -- or see 
this as a chance to talk about START. So, with both sides now saying 
this, then I think there is a chance to push ahead on START. 


Q Is there any change in the U.S. position regarding 
testing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On nuclear testing? 
Q No. I'm sorry, regarding SDI testing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: SDI testing? No, our 
position is: One, that SDI and START are not linked; and two, we 
think that we have on the table in the defense and space area 
proposals which take account of legitimate Soviet concerns. They've 
talked about predictability and time and that kind of thing. So, 
we'll have to wait -- 


Q What's new about today's proposal -- put on the 
table? What is new about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have been working 
with allies, because the INF forces are in the country of allies, and 
countries of allies -- we have been working with allies to develop a 
proposal on inspection procedures which meets the approval of our 
allies, and so this is the document. I would point to most today -- 
as most significant -- is the inspection protocal, which now has -- 
is the result of allied consultation. Starts putting the details as 
to how data would be exchanged, how baselines would be established, 
how inspections would be carried out in each of the places where 
these are. 


Q Is this onsite inspection? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is. 
Q To follow-up on the earlier question -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I owe this lady a 
question. 


Q Ma'am, I could not attract your attention when you 
were discussing the dinner aboard Admiral Post's barge. Will 
Secretary Shultz be the host at that dinner? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he will. Secretary 
and Mrs. Shultz are host and hostess to Foriegn Minister and Mrs. 
Shevardnadze. 


Q Yes. And will Admiral Post be there? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he will not. 
Q Yes. Thank you. 


Q Can you say what you think the two or three, given 
-- and I gather there was some closure on issues and the things the 
President put into the draft treaty that was submitted today. Given 
that, what would you say the two or three major issues separating the 
two sides on an INF agreement are at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The two will have to do 
with -- now that we have it on the table -- the inspection regime, 
where it is carried out, how it is carried out, for how long it is 
carried out -- those details. This is all new, and it's newness, as 
well as the fact that it's complex, will make it an issue, but sort 
of a different definition of issue. Another is phasing. Their -- 
you know, how long -- three years, five years? And in that -- ° 


Q We're now saying three years for the longer-range 
medium -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're saying one for 
SRINF, three for LRINF. The Soviets are saying one and five, I 
believe. So, is it that three, or is it five? And then there's the 
question of how do you go about it? You know, it's an asymmetrical 
situation of how do you reflect that asymmetrical situation as you 
actually go through the reductions? 


Q Give the fact that they've got about three times as 
many -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- as many. So, you 
know -- who goes first, in what clumps, and how do you do it? 


Q Is it true that where before we were saying that 
they had to reduce down to our level before we started reducing any, 
and now we're saying that we would have it -- some kind of token 
reduction at the beginning -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're prepared to take 
that set of concerns into account. There was a follow-up here. 


Q Yes. On the earlier question on START and defense 
and space -- if the Russians were to exhibit some flexilibty in the 
area, is the administration prepared to reciprocate flexibility on 
sublimits and on perhaps extending the commitment to the ABM Treaty 
beyond 1994? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I find that -- a 
question like that keeps putting me in the position of -- sort of 
negotiating with the Soviets out here, when what we're trying to do 
is to get them to sit down at the table. We have always said we know 
what these issues are. Sublimits and things are very, very 
important, and they have just simply not been willing to move. In 
fact, in some respects have retreated from Reykjavik. So, it's a 
hypothetical. 


Q My question was -- no, it's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know it is. It's an 
"if they, will we," -- and let's see what they do. 


Q What will Shultz tell Shevardnadze the U.S. is going 
to do about the Pershing 1-A warheads? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't plan to say 
anything. We have said it's not an issue. I -- 


Q When Shevardadze raises the question of a Pershing 
1-A warhead, and makes it an issue, what will Shultz say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me take a moment to 
give you a few more words on this whole question on warheads. It's 
come up and I know it's been discussed over the weekend on .ome of 
the shows that I saw. And the Soviets recently have talked about 
something called "destruction of warheads." And it would appear to 
have two purposes when they discuss it. 


The first obviously is to drag the U.S. warheads for FRG 
Pershings into the treaty -- something we have refused to do. And 
the second is to somehow create -- perhaps for propaganda reasons, I 
can't think of any other -- I think, I can show you that -- the 
public impression that somehow the Soviets are willing to destroy 
warheads, and we're not. Now, those are two different things. 


The draft Soviet INF treaty, just as the draft treaty of 
the United States, talks about eliminating missiles and launchers: 
There's no mention of destroying warheads. So, the documents that 
are on the table for the two sides are written in terms of missiles 
and launchers -- the Soviet document as well as ours -- and not in 
terms of destroying warheads. 


The Soviets are proposing, as I understand it -- and I'n 
reading their quote -- that warheads would be -- and this is in the 
agreement -- “warheads would be removed from the missiles and turned 
over for use by appropriate enterprises located on the territory of 
the sides, and that warheads of missiles shall be utilized at the 
relevant plants on the territories of the parties." Our own approach 
is the same. That is, we're proposing that the two sides dispose of 
their warheads, according to our normal procedures, when the 
associated missiles go out of service. 


Now, both U.S. and Soviet proposals would destroy 
delivery vehicles. The warheads alone don't pose a threat when you 
don't have a way from getting them from here, to getting them to 
here. And in fact, no previous arms control treaty has proposed the 
destruction of warheads, again, a quote around "destruction," because 
it's unverifiable. You don't know anything about warhead production. 
The small size of modern nuclear warheads -- you can hide them, you 
can transport them. I could be standing up here with one in my 
pocket, given -- 


Q I hope not. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter.) Some days, 
I've thought about it, but I -=- (laughter) -- but I really -- and 
when you start dismantling, you know, a nuclear device, it's a very 
delicate task, and it takes special facilities. Those special 
facilities only exist where nuclear weapons are built. And neither 
side has ever been willing to allow the other into where, you know, 
they're making weapons. And no side has ever wanted to let the other 
see actually the design of the weapon. So if you look at the first 
thing which is, are the Soviets proposing destruction of warheads and 
we oppose it, we don't know quite what their purpose is unless it's 
pure propaganda, because the documents they have tabled that start 
getting into this technical field are the same as ours and reflect 
all the previous precedents. 


Q When did they start talking about destruction of 
warheads? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I first ran into it last 
week on a quote from Ambassador Karpov, out of Moscow. 
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Q So you're saying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So the other, then -- 
the other purpose is the -- is trying somehow still to get the 
ery into the treaty, and we just aren't going in that 
direction. 


Q So you're saying that their talk of destruction of 
warheads has taken place only in public and not in any way in any of 
the official discussions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The whole treatment on 
how warheads are removed and turned over into -- turned over to 
national authorities that has taken place so far and that is in the 
documents that they have tabled has always been the traditional way. 
Now, maybe there's a language problem here. Maybe they've 
sho~thanded this to say that how one disposes this once missiles are 
gone remains a question. And it is true that we have been talking 
about this. We'll find that out this week. Because it has been a 
puzzle to us since we know where their interests are, and ours and 
theirs have been the same in this area for so lonc, we're not quite 
sure what it is that's troubling them on it. 


Q Can I follow-up? Madam, I was under the impression 
that when Chancellor Kohl removed what the President then referred to 
this "artificial obstacle" with his proposal last month, that the 
Germans talked about destruction of warheads. Isn't this just a -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's withdrawal -- 
we said we would withdraw the warheads. 


Q I thought there was a German quote to that effect. 
I mean, is this a big -- is this -- isn't this a normal sort of -- 
kind of public discourse for the Soviets? I mean, are we talking 
about a new -- we're not talking about a new proposal, are we? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's what we 
don't know, because it has been played in public as if it is a new 
proposal that you destroy these actual modern, you know, nuclear 
warheads, which is something we've never tried to tackle before. 
Neither have they. So it's just not clear to us what it is that they 
have in mind. 


Q Well, how will it become clear? I mean, in this 
week's meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll ask -- I'm sure 
it'll come up in this week's meeting. 


Yes, sir? 


Q What's your expectation about the negotiating 
schedule after the meetings have been completed? When do they get 
back together, what's the pace? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's hard to say at the 
moment, because everybody then moves to New York for the United 
Nations, and we'll be consulting with allies in New York. The 
Minister may, in fact, use -- Minister Shevardnadze may use the New 
York U.N. session to consult with the Soviet Union's pact colleagues 
up there, and our negotiators from Geneva may stay in town a little 
bit before going back. It just -- I don't have a feeling for that, 
and I don't think I'll have one until Thursday at the earliest. 


Yes? 


Q Two things. First, do you think that -- 
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Q But there no nothing's scheduled formally in Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nothing's scheduled no. 
No. 


Q Based on a couple of remarks you said about 
propaganda, the purposes behind this, would you say that you think 
that the Soviets have a legitimate concern or are expressing a 
legitimate concern when they talk about the question of warheads and 
the German missiles and so forth? Or do you think that it is being 
raised by them at this time for some other reason that might pertain 
to trying to have an impact on world opinion or so (..ing of that 
nature, that it isn't really legitimate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thi: .'s twofold, 
and it's not legitimate on either. There's a thixda, which is that we 
simply have not understood in the public presentation from the Soviet 
Union, we have simply not understood what they're driving at, and 
there may be there's no difference at all between us in this area if 
they're just describing in a different way what they've already 
tabled. 


But if that isn't the problem, then, there are the two. 
One *<* to create the impression that somehow these warheads which 
ce.tainly create pictures in the mind when you hear it in the public 
and don't have an expert background on it, that they're willing to 
destroy them and we're not, again to keep us off balance. And the 
other is a continuation of a desire to keep -- somehow to get those 
P-1As into the INF treaty. I suppose there, there'd be two 
objectives: one, extremely difficult for the United States and the 
Federal Republic, because we have very strong views on this; and 
second, there are -- I don't know how many -- well, more than a dozen 
such programs of cooperation within the NATO alliance between the 
United States and allies, and would just begin to undercut all of 
that. 


But I would prefer -- I think my preference would be to 
think that we've not understood what it was that they were saying, 
and that they're really talking about what's on the table, where in 
fact we agree with then. 


Q Secondly, can you confirm, or to what extent can you 
confirm the report in Sunday's Washington Post that Secretary of 
Defense Weinberger raised very serious objections to some -- what he 
-- what was characterized as concessions made by the U.S. side in 
terms of the definition of a cruise missile that would limit our 
ability to deploy other systems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I == I think the 
best way to handle that is that on any day on any issue, choices are 
put before the President, and who's for and who's against, or who 
feels strongly about -- it just doesn't help us any. The President 
-- Marlin is his briefer, not I. But I know that the President has 
been reviewing this whole range of issues continuously, and as things 
to along, choices are made. But I don't want to say who was for and 
who was against. 


Q To follow on that, did the story accurately reflect 
the decision the President made on conversion of the systems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think you have 
to pass judgment on news stories. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What was his decision? 


Q Well, -- okay, forget the story. Did the President 
make that decision? 
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Q Hey. Come on. (Laughter. ) 
SENIOR ADMINISTEKATION OFFICIAL: Think of what? 


Q Not the verification proposals put forward today in 
Geneva, essentially those -- forget about the news stories -- 
foreclosing the possibility of having conventional ground-launch 
cruise missile -- that's what happened today in Geneva. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was certainly 
one of the decisions that was made, and one that's incorporated here. 


Q That decision is accurate. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And was incorporated 
here. Yes. Whether in its detail, I mean, you'd have to get the 
experts out here. There's a couple back -- 


Q Would you respond to the criticism from some 
conservatives that this whole process and the choices being made 
leading up to treaty drafts and the like is so driven by a desire to 
have an agreement, a determination to have an agreement, that making 
decisions otherwise might not make? 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd sum that up by just 
saying it ain't so. You don't make decisions that way, and I don't 
think this President or any other president is -- when you're dealing 
with national security interests, is dealing in this fashion. 
Furthermore, 411 of these agreements which are going to represent 
balances and choi.ces and -- in the whole area of verification, new 
techniques and methodologies have got to be brought home and stand a 
public examination in this country, and they've got to be good, solid 
agreements. You'd. be foolish to start down any other road. 


Q When will we find out what they are? 


Q When Shevardnadze comes to the White House tomorrow, 
what will be the context of his meetings with the President? will 
there be any one-on-one sessions? Will Shultz be there all the time? 
Who will be present? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe the Secretary 
will be with him all of the time. The large -- the private -- 


Q Whew! (Laugter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- and others. It is 
not -- there is some thought of a one-on-one -- 


Q Better still. 
Q He had nine minutes with Gromyko alone. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- but I think I 
described the meeting -- the formal meeting with the President, which 
is to follow the signing of the nuclear risk reduction center is one 
with several people on both sides, and that will be the opportunity 
for the President to lay out his broad agenda, and urge, I'm 
confident, both men to, you know, make progress where they can. And 
on the one-on-one, I just don't know at *his stage. — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's take two or three 
more -- let's go to the back. 


Q Last week, Karpov complained tnat on challenge 
inspections of cruise or Pershing replacements -- West Germany, 
Britain, that the U.S. was being obstinate in denying them these 
challenge inspections. How are you handling that point in the 
inspection protocols submitted in Geneva today? Could the Soviets 
conduct challenge inspections in Britain where we've had cruise 











missiles based? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is an inspection 
regime which unfolds as missiles are being reduced to zero. And that 
is an on-site inspection regime. It goes forward. 


Q That's to see that they're dismantled. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's to see that 
they're dismantled and gone. There is, then, a so-called "suspect 
site," and by the way, then, production lines are down, 
modernization, production, operational testing, all of that kind of 
thing -- test flights all go. At that stage of the game, there is a 
so-called "suspect site regime," and that does not involve our 
allies. 


Q Do you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you want to make the 
choices? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Well, Andrea's 
asked -- several -- come back to her. Let's do Steve, Andrea, and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 

Q Thank you. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How did I do that? 
Q Go ahead. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You want me to start 
back -- 


Q Is there -- is conventional arms control on the 
agenda? And, if so, what are we seeking? Are we going to try to 
jumpstart the talks that are ongoing now or jumpstart -- 


Q As it were. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Conventional arms 
control is on the agenda and it comes under -- after you get to the 
broad heading, you -- it comes under two topics. There remains an 
NBFR talk and a set of talks in Vienna, where we keep trying to urge 
the Soviets to respond to a proposal we made in '85 and they have 
not. Then there is the negotiation that's going on among the 23 
countries of NATO and the Warsaw Pact to see if we can come up with a 
mandate on the -- for new negotiations and conventional stability in 
Europe and I would expect that to be raised. 


That negotiation is, at the moment, in large part 
procedural negotiation. That would be a little inaccurate. There 
are substantive questions in it. But I think there it would be a 
review of where are we and to get on with negotiating the mandate. 
Because the real negotiations themselves haven't star ad yet. 


Q I'm sorry, I just wanted to -- forgive me for taking 
you into things that are too basic, but when you were talking about 


eliminating warheads earlier and you were talking about the 
traditional methods, what are done with warheads when ‘they're removed 


from a certain -- 
Q Made into new ones. 


Q You remove the core element and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They 're turned over to 
the Department of -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, you can -- or they 
can go back to labs. They can be reconfigured. 


Q But, I mean we're talking a destruction. 





Q We sell them to Lybia. 
Q Give it to the Israelis. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mean, we obviously 
don't want to blow them up. 


Q No, that's one of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but you take things 
apart. I mean, you may want to use the stuff again, you know. 


Q Very carefully. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, very carefully. 
It's the relationship -- it's the delivery system that is the key 
thing and -- 


Q I don't understand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- reentry vehicles and 
things of that sort. And what national authorities do when they get 
back in the labs and things, I really don't know. 


Q Do you anticipate any reason why Shevardnadze would 
come back and see the President Thursday after things conclude, if 
things go well? I mean, do you -- is there any thought -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That could be. I think 
- it's been done once before. The two ministers may in an impromptu 
fashion. But I understand the President's out of town on Thursday. 
But as a general proposition, it has happened before that two 
ministers at the end of the day have said, well, shall we go report 
together? And I think they did it once before. Buit the President is 
gone on Thursday. 


Q Yes, he's going to Philadelphia. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As is our tradition, 
we'll let NBC wrap up with the final two questions. (Laughter.) 


Q Yes, thank you. 
Q Final series of questions, did you say? 


Well, actually, I have two questions. First of all 
-- (laughter) -- there had been a lot of speculation prior to the 
last week that this Shevardnadze meeting this week was going to 
result in a summit date this year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. 


Q Was that speculation always wrong, or has there -- 
as some U.S. officials have suggested -- been a hardening on the 
Soviet side in the last week or so, that has resulted in lowering of 
expections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I <-=- 


Q That's question one. And question two is, at what 
point does a summit this year become jeopardized in terms of the 
negotiations? At what point do we begin to run out of the 
possibility of a summit this year? 


Q December 31st. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the summit 
stuff was always wrong. And I wasn't prepared to give up my last 
week of leave to come back and try to capture it early. But it was 
always wrong that this would be a meeting the measure of which would 
be the announcement or no announcement on a summit. 


Q Your colleagues fostered that impression, now. You 
can't say it was made up out of a whole cloth. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've been working hard 
all week to try to get the -- 


Q So is there -- what about the story that there's 
been a hardening in the Soviet position in recent days? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been, for 
example, with the statement by Ambassador Karpov, where you don't 
know the purpose, is that a use of language around a position we 
understand that we have just misunderstood or is it a new position. 
You could say, well, what are -- you know, are the Soviets throwing 
up new obstacles to the extent that that story seemed to be another 
effort to drag the P1-A into the INF Treaty. You could make that~ 
conclusion. But, in fact, when you put dates of a meeting of this 
kind on the calendar, the opposite is generally what happens. And 
that's what we've seen all through August. People start preparing 
with a view to that date, the subjects on which they have been 
working. So we've had Ambassador Dick Kennedy meet with his 
counterpart to bring an update on U.S.-Soviet cooperation on 
nonproliferation. We've had the -~ two more of the expert -- 
regional expert meetings take place. We had Ambassador Shifter and 
Deputy Secretary Simons go off to Moscow to talk about human rights 
and the like. We have -- we're disappointed that we still don't have 
any predictability or sustainability on what the Soviets are doing on 
human rights, but we have seen some cases of some prominence 
resolved. So there has in fact been a great deal of activity 
associated with preparation for this meeting. It would be very hard 
to say that there had been a Soviet hardening unless you -- as they 
say, you go into the arms control field and you ask -- you take the 
worst possible definition of what it was that Ambassador Karpov was 
saying. 


Q And what about the last question, which is whether 
or not there is a deadline at which point a summit this year becomes 
-- is put on jeopardy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't see it. I just 
don't. I mean, the issues are there, they're tough, the experts all 
know where the -- how they fit together, and I certainly think there 
is still plenty of time. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:25 P.M. EDT 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have one announcement: | 


The Secretary of State will be in New York City over 
the period September 21 to October 2 in connection with the 
United Nations General Assembly. While in New York on Tuesday, 
September 29, the Secretary will deliver a dinner address to 
the Business Council for International Understanding. The 
subject of that will be South Africa. The event will be held 
at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel's Grand Ballroom. The speech is 
scheduled for about 7:00 p.m. Should you wish to cover or need 
additional information about the event, contact the BCIU staff 
at Area Code 212-490-0460. 


Q Could I have that number once more, please? 
A 490-0460, in New York. 


In line with past practice, we will be making details 
of the Secretary's schedule available on a daily basis through 
the Department's Press Office at the U.N. Plaza Hotel in New 
York. Correspondents traveling to New York to cover the 
Secretary should let the Press Office know. We will post a 
list for that purpose following the briefing. 


Q Do you know if the Secretary will announce any 
more sanctions, because the one year expires at about this time 
and the Administration has to make some new recommendations. 

Do you want to give away the contents of the speech? We'll 
take it. 


a No. I don't have anything on the contents of the 
speech. 


Q More immediately, can you give us an idea of what 
the schedule of events is going to be for the next couple of 
days with Mr. Shevardnadze? 


A I think Ambassador Ridgway covered all of that in 
considerable detail on Friday. If there are things you don't 
feel were covered, I could try to answer that. 


Well, for example, tomorrow morning,some people 
have been told, if they want to cover the photo op, to be out 
in front at 7:15 or something like that, which doesn't seem to 
jibe with what Ambassador Ridgway said the other day. What 
time do things start tomorrow? 














Monday, 9/14/87 


A First, in this public format I prefer to stay 
away from exact times for general reasons of security, but we 
do need people who are going to cover photo ops in the building 
a bit earlier than those who are here simply for purposes of 
stakeout, for example, because we have to identify them, we 
have to make sure they're all assembled, and then we have to 
get them upstairs in order to cover that event. But I would 
say that is a bit too early for those who are just coming to 
observe his arrival or stake out the front entrance. 


Q Chuck, is there going to be a daily briefing at 
the end of the talks each night? 


fi What I'm going to try to do is to give you what I 
can -- which will be largely logistical or administrative, [ 
would presume, without going into a great deal of substance -- 
perhaps as often as two times a day: once in the middle of the 
day, perhaps in conjunction with this briefing, if it makes 
sense; and then later in the day at the conclusion of the 
afternoon sessions I'll try to come down here briefly to give 
you the current status concerning what kind of meetings have 
been arranged, or whatever I can give you. So that's my basic 
plan. 


Qy If you do have things of substance to say, are 
those late-in-the-day briefings going to be on camera? 


2) Of course. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Do you think that's going to be about 6:00 
o'clock, or so? 


a That's hard to predict, but I think it would be 
hard to do it before 6:00 o'clock. I would be standing by a 
little earlier than that. We'll try to give you whatever 
advance notice we can. 


Q Chuck, on another subject, can you tell us 
anything about this American diplomat who's been detained by 
the Panamanian authorities? 


a The officer that you refe~ to was released late 
last night, after having been held for eight hours. There was 
no apparent reason for the detention. The officer had been 
observing an opposition rally in the Panama City suburb o. San 
Miguelito. He identified himself as an Embassy officer when 
questioned by police. Nevertheless, he was detained. The 
Embassy was initially denied access for eight hours. The 
officer was held incommunicado until the Embassy obtained his 
release. 
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We regard the incident with great concern. Our 
Embassy officer was carrying out normal responsibilities 
associated with his official duties. The action by the 
Panamanian authorities was completely unwarranted, and we will 
be protesting it. 


Q Here? 


A I'm not sure yet where that will be done. We'll 
have to let you know. 


Q Have you identified this guy? 


A I don't know that we have had his name to provide 
on the record, but I don't see any reason we couldn't do that. 


{TO STAFF] Can someone check and see if [ can provide 
his name? 


Q (Inaudible) 


4 I believe it has as well. I just don't have it 
here. 


Q Is this a pattern, because, as I recall, during 
the demonstrations there were a number of Americans who were 
held for 36 hours, I think, without consular access being 
granted to them about a month ago or a month and a half *go. 
Are you concerned that this is not the first time this has 
happened? 


I don't have a reading as to whether or not this 
constitutes a pattern. The fact remains, however, that when 
this kind of incident takes place, as I said, we are greatly 
concerned, and this is something we will protest. 


C Was he treated okay during his period of 
detention? 


a There was no physical mistreatment. 

Q Chuck, did today any Arab Ambassador or group 
present a demarche against the closure of -- I mean, in case of 
PLO office, that this will be closed? 


4 I don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the release of political 
prisoners by Vietnam? 
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A We welcome the announcement of the Vietnamese 
decision to release a number of political prisoners. We hope 
Hanoi will continue this process and will shortly free the 
remaining prisoners still held in the so-called “re-education 
camps.“ 


We remain deeply concerned about these prisoners, many 
of whom have been incarcerated for more than 12 years. We 
reaffirm President Reagan's 1984 humanitarian initiative, which 
stated that the United States is prepared to consider for 
resettlement all re-education camp prisoners detained because 
of their association with the United States or the former 
Saigon Government and their close family members. 


Q What is the number? 

- I don't have any way to shed light on the numbers 
beyond those which have been announced by the Vietnamese 
themselves. 


Q I have Pacific and Middle East. Which one would 
you like first? 


+ Why don't you do the Pacific? 


Q Okay. New Caledonia. Any reaction? 

i This is, “You ask me Number 21, and I give you 
the answer.“ (Laughter) 

“ This concerns the weekend referendum in New 


Caledonia. U.S. policy on the issue of New Caledonia remains 
unchanged. I would say that it is well known; perhaps it is to 
Connie. (Laughter) 


We support the principle of self-—determination and 
hope for a peaceful solution acceptable to all parties in New 
Caledonia. New Caledonia's political status is an internal 
matters between France and the people of New Caledonia. The 
United States takes no position on specific political options 
as long as they accord with self-determination. 


Q Thank you. Anything else to offer on the region? 
- No. 
Q Chuck, does self-determination include an 


independent state or not? 


2 I said we took no position on specific options. 
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Q Does the fact that the Administration is 
receiving Roh Tae Woo from Korea indicate. as some Koreans say, 
that we're taking sides in the election? 


A I would refer you to my announcement of his visit 
on Thursday, I believe, where I addressed that specific 
question in rather lengthy format The White House today has 
reiterated exactly the same thing The United States is not 
taking a position in any way on individual candidates. We made 
it very clear that what we support is the process that is under 
way in Korea and that we would welcome visits by leaders of 
either camp. 


Q Who is he going to be meeting with here in the 
Department? 


a He 1S going to be meeting certainly with Under 
Secretary Armacost; and it's still not clear whether or not the 
Secretary's schedule is going to allow some time, but it may 
well. 


Q Is the Aarmacost meeting -- does it have a time at 
this point, time of day? 


A I don't have that time We can see if we can 
come up with it. 


Q Can you be more specific than you were last week 
about who Gaston Sigur will be meeting in Korea? Will he be 
meeting -- can you give us the names of opposition leaders, for 
instance, he might meet? 


a) I don't have them at this time, but I assume. as 
in the past, this will be a full range of figures on both 
government and opposition sides 


Q On Iran, has any official sought to have direct 
contacts with any Iranian officials? 


A The Secretary addressed the question of contacts 
again during his interview over the weekend He made it very 
clear that we've had an exchange of messages through our 
protecting powers, for example That is the nature of the 
contacts at this time. 


Q But my question goes beyond that Has there been 
a request for direct negotiation or a dialogue with any Iranian 
counterpart? 


- I don't have anything to offer by way of 
specifics. Again, the Secretary addressed the issue in the 
same terms that he has in the past and that I have -- pointing 
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out that there is value in dialogue on the right subjects and 
under the right circumstances, pointing out the difficulties 
and the problems that we still have with a number of Lranian 
policies But in the end. as L've tried to emphasize, the 
problem here is not one of communication 


Q Do you have any reading for what the Secretary 
General achieved in Iran? 


A I don't yet He is still in the region, as you 
know. I understand his spokesman has said that he'll be back 
on September 17;,* and at that point we arid the other members of 
the Security Council will be getting a full report from him on 
his mission, so I don't want to say anything in the interim 


Q Can I follow that up now? 


a Let me just put into the record the name of the 
individual in Panama His name is David Miller, an Economic 
Officer at our Embassy 


Q Have you been informed that Ali Khamenei, the 
President of Iran, is going to address the General Assembly on 
the 22nd of September? And would the Secretary be prepared to 
meet with President Khamenei when he's in New York? 


2) Again, in terms of contacts, I'll stay exactly 
where the Secretary has been and where ['ve been on that 
question I don't know, in fact, whether that visit is 
occurring or not We've seen the same same reports that you 
have I just can't take it Deyond that 


Q Can you take an arms control question? 
a Sure 
Q It's a little bit confused because some officials 


are talking about a new Soviet demand, a relatively recent 
Soviet demand, that the United States destroy not simply the 
warheads and the casing but the fissionable material inside the 
warheads -- which I gather generally is recycled and poses a 
very difficult verification problem Is that the case and does 
that reflect a new hardened Soviet position that is causing 
difficulty for this Administration? 


a I'll start by saying that I'm going to draw a 
line beyond which [ won't go concerning negotiations because 
that's something, as we've always said, that is properly in the 
domain of the negotiators. 


The Secretary made the point on Sunday that there is 
no difference in our position and that of the Soviet Union 
concerning the warhead -- the warhead defined as guidance and 


*The Secretary General will return New York September 16. 
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explosive device, if you will -- that both sides have always 
said, and it is contained in both of our draft treaties, the 
provision that that part known as the warhead is not subject to 
destruction. [t's essentially unverifiable, that those are to 
be returned to national territories to be disposed of as each 
side sees fit 


So that is not an issue, if that is the question 
that's being posed 


Q Well, when you say it's not an issue, my 
understanding is that the so-called physics package, the 
fissionable material, the Soviets are now demanding be 
destroyed -- 

“ I do not know that that is the case. 

Q -- in addition to the warhead and its casing. 


A I do not believe that to be the case. 


You do not believe that to be the case. 


Q 
Q 


Do you have anything on the Ethiopian famine? 
Q Yes 


We have reports from Ethiopia which indicate that the 
main rains -- there was a temptation there to go beyond that -- 
that the main rains, which are important tor the major harvest, 
have completely failed in portion of the highlands. Certainly 
emergency food will be required, and the Relief and 
Rehabilitation Commission i Ethiopia has formally requested 
950,000 tons of such emergency aid 


We and other donors are coordinating with the 
Government of Ethiopia and relief agencies in order to further 
refine estimates of the problem. 


Earlier this year, in order to counter residual 
effects of the 1983 to ‘86 famine, the U.S. Government had 
procured 10,000 tons of food which is being shipped to 
Ethiopia. We recently added another 10,000 tons to this total. 


Additionally. during the past few weeks we have been 
consulting with American private voluntary organizations with 
operations in Ethiopia regarding needs and will be considering 
their requests for an additional 115,000 tons of food in the 
near future. 


Other donors are also aware of the problem ard are 
taking steps to ensure that emergency food is being shipped on 
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a timely basis. Famine coordination mechanisms and experience 
gained during the earlier crisis should facilitate management 
of the current problems. 


Q Is that 115,000 short term and the 950,000 longer 
term? 


A I don't know exactly how the 950,000 ties into 
the 115,000 other than the 950,000 has come from this 
particular Ethiopian organization. The 115,000 request has 
come from American private voluntary organizations. 


Q Can we get a copy of this now? 

a Yes. Connie? 

Q On the Middle East, the Secretary has been 
inundated with former I[sraeli Ambassadors. I[s there anything 
to say about his meeting over the weekend with Dinitz or the 


upcoming meeting with Ambassador Rosenne? 


a I don't have anything to say on the meetings 
other than the fact that they took place, the one with Dinitz. 


Q And will he see Ambassador Rosenne today? 

= [ don't know what the program is there. 

I could only say, concerning Ambassador Rosenne, that 
given that his mission has to do with some aspects of the 
Pollard case, that is a question more appropriately addressed 
to Justice. 


Q Thank you. 


Q O.K., thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #161 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 15, 1987, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. A 
few announcements: 


At 5:45 p.m. today Secretary Shultz will deliver an 
on-the-record address to the conference on “Public Dipiomacy in 
the Information Age." This conference is organized by the U.S. 
Advisory Committee on Public Diplomacy. The conference is 
being held in the Loy Henderson Room. Those attending should 
use the 23rd Street entrance. That's at 5:45, on-the-record, 
today. 


At 11:15 tomorrow morning President Reagan will 
deliver an address to the same conference in the Loy Henderson 
Room. Press covering the event should be in place by 10:45. 
Questions regarding the conference should be directed to Bill 
Reinckens or Joe O'Connell in the USIA Office of Public Liaison 
at 485-2355. 


Q Will there be text of Shultz's comments prior to? 


2) At this point, I can't promise one. If we can 
have one, we'll do it. Otherwise, you'll just have to show up 
and see what he has to say. 


Q Is it a full speech, though -- I mean, a 
full-course speech? 


a Yes, it's a speech, but the subject is “Public 
Diplomacy in the Information Speech." That's the subject of 
the conference, and the Secretary's comments will be in that 
vein. 


Q It's a 15-minute job, isn't it? It's a small one? 
a How long he goes -- he has to obviously leave at 
a certain time in order to get to his appointed rendezvous with 
the Soviet Foreign Minister this evening. 


Q Is there a question and answer? 


a There are no questions and answers. 

















2 


-2- Tuesday, 9/15/87 


We are pleased to announce that His Royal Highness 
Crown Prince Abdallah bin Abd al-Aziz al Saud of Saudi Arabia 
has accepted the invitation of Vice President Bush to visit 
Washington. The Crown Prince will be in the Capitol from 
October 18 to the 21st. Discussions will cover bilateral 
relations and other issues of mutual interest. We look forward 
to the Prince's stay with great anticipation. 


Q Will that meeting be an occasion for the 
Administration to make up its mind on the Saudi arms sale 
package? 


a) I don't have anything that goes to that specific 
question. The agenda will be the full range of bilateral and 
regional issues 


Q Why did it take two days to announce it, when the 
Saudis announced it two days ago? 


a I don't know why those differences occur. 


Q Any particular reason why Abdallah is coming and 
not some other leader? Abdallah hasn't been here since 1975. 


a I don't know. 


Q Chuck, a housekeeping thing. Will there be a 
readout here later today on the Shultz-Shevardnadze discussions? 


4 Yes. 
Q What time? 


Q Are we at the point where there will be a readout 
out now? 


a Yes. That's why I thought he was looking only to 
this afternoon. I'll try to do that as soon as I can after the 
end of the afternoon plenary session. This particular 
presentation by the Secretary may be a problem if the plenary 
runs right up on that, in which case I'll try to do it 
immediately after the Secretary finishes, at which point I 
would estimate that would be 6:15. So I think, at the latest, 
6:15; and at the earliest, sometime after 5:00. 


Concerning the meetings this morning, I think you're 
aware, from your pool reports, of the general details. The two 
Ministers began the morning in a one-on-one session in the 
Secretary's private office with the participation of only an 
interpreter for each side and a notetaker for each side. That 
session went until about 10:40 at which point the two Ministers 
came upstairs and, again, there was another photo-op. So you 
all saw them at that point. 
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Following that, they spent about ten minutes together 
with the delegations before they broke up in preparation for 
getting over to the White House for the events that you have 
just seen on television. 


Q What time did the one-on-one start? 


i) The one-on-one started immediately. So from the 
end of the photo-op at 8:00 this morning until 10:40, that was 
all one-on-one. 


The Secretary characterized in brief terms the meeting 
this morning. Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, I believe, shares 
that, based on the discussion the two of them conducted 
jointly: it was a very good meeting; it was a thorough and 
constructive discussion. I'm not going to be able to go into 
the substance. I[ can tell you it touched on all of the issues 
on the agenda. Some items were covered more thoroughly than 
others. 


In terms of the primary focus of this morning's 
meetings, I would say they were human rights plus the question 
of how to organize the delegations and the work for the 
remainder of this visit. 


Concerning the organization, they agreed on the 
procedures which both hope will allow us to accommlish as much 
as possible during these two and a half days. There will be a 
variety of working groups established. Ambassador Ridgway on 
our side and Deputy Foreign Minister Bessmertnykh on the Soviet 
side are the ones designated to organize those working groups. 
So at this point I'm not in a position to tell you exactly how 
many and what they will cover, nor can I tell you who will 
participate in them, but I hope to have that for you by the end 
of the afternoon when those things have been determined. 


There will, as I say, be a variety. They will cover 
certainly the bilateral area, the human rights and humanitarian 
affairs area, a variety of arms control areas. But I'll try to 
pin those down when we've gotten through the afternoon session. 


The afternoon plenary will focus on arms control, and 
then I would expect the working groups to begin work later in 
the afternoon when that plenary has terminated. 


One other detail: for those of you who are interested 
in staying tuned at the end of the meeting and luncheon with 
the President, which I expect to be over at about 2:00, we have 
arranged for a direct feed from the White House briefing room 
here so if the Secretary does provide a brief readout on the 
meeting with the President, you'll also be able to hear it here. 











an | 
-4- Tuesday, 9/15/87 
Q Is there some question as to whether he will? 
You said, “if the Secretary --" 
A My belief is he will do it, but I'm never sure 


until he steps behind the podium. 
Q About what time? 
a About 2:00. That's my best estimate. 


Those are essentially the details I would have to 
offer, unless I can shed more light in response to questions. 


Q One question comes to mind. You say the primary 
focus this morning was human rights? 


“ Yes. 

Q In the one-on-one? 

2) And the organizational aspects of the visit. 

Q Well, does that mean they've already discussed or 


agreed on the basic issues in arms control? 


4 No. I'm just trying to characterize the major 
topics that were discussed this morning. As I said, the 
plenary session this afternoon, the first one opens with arms 
control. 


Q You can't characterize the human rights 
discussion in any way? Was the United States -- 


4 I characterized the general overall tenor of the 
meeting, and that's the best I can do. 


Q Chuck, you're not excluding that arms control was 
discussed this morning? 


a To the contrary. I said all issues on the agenda 
were touched upon, and that includes obviously arms control as 
well as bilateral relations, as well as regional affairs. 


Q Can we assume human rights was raised by Shultz 
as opposed to raising it by Shevardnadze? Did Shultz control 
the meeting since he's the nominal host here? 


o I don't want to enter into who raised which 
subject and who controlled in that sense. As you can see from 
the interaction between the two men, they do interact very 
freely; and I expect the meeting was conducted in that same 
atmosphere. 
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Q Were the human rights concerns raised by 
Shevardnadze? 
a Again, I'm just not in the position to say which 


side raised which issues. You know the four-part agenda is one 
which we have jointly agreed to, so both sides know those are 
the issues that are going to be on the table. As it turned out 
at this meeting, the human rights area consumed more time 
relative to the other areas. 


Q When you were listing the working groups, I don't 
think you listed any on regional issues. Was that an oversight 
or are none being formed? 


-) At this point, I'm not sure whether there will be 
separate working groups on regional issues or whether that will 
be dealt with in the context of a plenary. But, as I say, the 
final word on working groups is something I'll have to leave 
until the afternoon. 


Q Did they discuss the regional issue of the Gulf 
war? 


sn I don't have any specifics to oifer. 


Q Did the Secretary present any specific cases in 
the human rights field to Mr. Shevardnadze or will that be 
saved for the working groups? 


a At this point, I'm not going to comment on 
various specific questions concerning what was done or what was 
not done. I'll try to do that when I can, but right now I 
can't. 


Q Do you attach any significance to the fact human 
rights was the first issue discussed? 


A As I said a minute ago, they did touch on all 
issues. I'm only trying to point out for your use the fact 
this meeting ended up focusing more on two areas -- organizing 
for the visit and human rights. All issues were touched upon 
and all parts of the agenda will be addressed as the two and a 
half days go forward. 


Will you have a readout on the regional issue 
related to the Middle East and what topics they discussed there 
at a later time? 


a The definitive readout will be the Secretary's 
press conference at the end of the visit. So I'm sure you'll 
find the occasion to ask those kinds of questions. 
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Q Thursday or Friday? 
A Thursday. 


Q Chuck, do you know whether the issue of the 
summit was raised in general terms this morning? 


a Again, I don't have any other commentary on the 
content of the meetings. 


Q Yeah, but were you including that when you said 
all issues were discussed? Were you including that as one of 
the issues, or is that not a substantive issue? 


a I'm talking about the four-part agenda. 


Q Would it be accurate to say the Secretary 
conveyed his belief in systemization of emigration requirements 
to Shevardnadze? 


A Again, you've all heard BACKGROUND briefings, 
ON-THE-RECORD briefings, prior to this meeting, but I'm just 
not going to enter into at this point a description of what 
went on. 


Q At this stage do you know if you're going to have 
any sort of joint statement at the end beyond the press 
conference? 

a That one I think I can answer. There has never 


been one, and I don't anticipate there would be one this time. 


Q Can you tell us who will be participating in the 
plenary this afternoon? 


a I'll be able to do that at the time the plenary 
starts. I think that's the safest route to follow. We'll 
have, of course, a photo opportunity at the start of that, so 
you'll be able to see the people at the table. But, as you can 
imagine, because the subject is arms control, at least I know 
on our side it will include the Secretary's principal arms 
control advisers. 


Q On another subject, does the State Department 
know about any naval mines being found recently in the Red Sea 
near the mouth of the Suez Canal? 


a I don't have anything on that one. 
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Q Do you have any comment on a Soviet Foreign 
Ministry statement today that the United States is the main 
cause of tension in the Persian Gulf? 


a No, not in particular. It sounds very similar to 
statements we've heard over the past weeks or months, so my 
response would always be the same. 


Q Related to arms for the Middle East, do you have 
any comment or reaction to reports that Israelis will be 
selling some arms to Iran through Turkey to trade for 30,000 
Iranian Jews? 


A No. 


Q A Turkish official was quoted today as saying 
that he was going to essentially disregard the U.S. request 
that we not allow Libyan planes carrying mines to overfly 
Turkish territory. Have we got any reaction to that? Are we 
communicating further with the Turks on that subject? 


A I don't have anything by way of specific 
reaction. I addressed that question, to the extent I can, 
several days ago when I said that we had been in touch with any 
number of third countries concerning that issue, but I'm not 
prepared to go into the details of those conversations. 


Q Chuck, there is a rumor in Washington -- 
a You've had one or two. Michael? 


Q Yes. Perez de Cuellar left the Gulf today, and 
the general mood among the diplomatic community out there seems 
fairly pessimistic. Do you share that? 


a I don't want to offer an appreciation now. The 
Secretary General will be reporting to the Security Council 
when he comes back, and I think that's the appropriate time to 
form our judgments, after we have heard his appreciation. 


Q Same subject. The Iranians have said that what 
they want is for Iraq to be branded the aggressor. What's the 
U.S. position on that subject? 


a I don't have anything on specific stories and 
reports of that nature. Our position on the war has very 
specifically been framed in the context of Security Council 
Resolution 598. We have stressed before that it is balanced, 
that it has something that meets concerns of both parties to 
the conflict, and that the objective here is to achieve the 
implementation of that resolution. 
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Q But have we ever named who was the aggressor in 
the conflict? Have we ever said Iraq is or is not? 


a I don't know that we have. 


Q Chuck, do you have any sense at this point of how 
long the Security Council ought to wait now before seriously 
considering the second resolution for imposition of sanctions? 


A I can't make that judgment. As I said in 
response to a previous question, the next step is to hear the 
report of the Secretary General. Many Administration officials 
have spoken to the need for follow-through, if in fact that is 
called for, and of course that hasn't changed -- our 
appreciation of the need for the Security Council to act on a 
second resolution, if indeed one is necessary. 


Q Is there any special arrangement for the 
Secretary General to fill in anyone other than Ambassador 
Walters when he arrives back in New York tomorrow? 


a I don't know know what the exact arrangements 
are, but my assumption is that the first report will be to the 
Permanent Representatives of the Security Council. 


Q Do you know when that will be, Chuck? 
a I don't know when that will be. 


Q Murphy did seem to set a deadline for the 
Iranians --— he said he expected the answer by the weekend -- 
before Congress. 


a) I think that seems to be in the same context of 
what I've just been saying. The Secretary General is due back 
tomorrow. He'll be reporting to the Security Council, and at 
that point I think it's fair to say that we'll be in a better 
position to see where we go. 


Q Who will Crown Prince Abdallah be mecting with in 
Washington during his visit? 


a I don't have his entire itinerary. He is the 
Vice President's guest, as I said. As far as we are concerned 
here in this building, he'll see Secretary Shultz, and that 
would be on October 19. 


Q Will he meet the President? 


4 I don't have any other details at this point, 
but, as we get closer to this, I'm sure those kinds of details 
can be made available. 
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Q Do you have the schedule for tomorrow's plenary 
meetings? Which agenda will be discussed morning or afternoon? 


a Again, I don't want to prejudice what Ministers 
May decide, because they can always decide to continue another 
item or to skip an item, or whatever. But the general game 
plan would call for regional issues to come up during tomorrow 
morning's plenary. and then in the afternoon move on to 
bilateral issues and what's been termed a more global-trends 
type discussion; and then Thursday morning would be a wrap-up. 


But throughout all of this, I think I would emphasize 
that as these working groups are at work the Ministers will be 
expecting to hear reports from them as they go through this two 
and a half day period. So some of those issues will continue 
to come back before Ministers as the working groups report back 
in. 


6 Q Is there a schedule for the two to meet in New 
York next week? 


4 No. There's no meeting scheduled at this point. 
They'll both be in New York, but at this point nothing is 
scheduled. The first objective now is to go through these two 
and a half days of meetings. 


Q Has any time been set on the Secretary's schedule 
to see Mr. Roh? 


- The Secretary did meet with Mr. Roh yesterday. 
Mr. Roh also met with Under Secretary Aarmacost, as I had stated 
earlier. 


Any readout on that? 


A The -- and here I can't separate out the Under 
Secretary from the Secretary, because the Under Secretary was 
also present when the Secretary saw him -- but they did talk 
about the importance of the successful completion of democratic 
reforms and a peaceful transition of power, the importance of 
those two things to the future of Korea and U.S.-Korean 
relations. 


And then in the meeting with Mr. Armacost they also 
discussed the need to ensure that trade issues remain outside 
of politics in both countries. 

Q Do you have anything new on the PLO offices? 

o No. 


Q Robert Michel this morning said that he plans to 
go ahead and request aid for the Nicaraguan rebels as part of 
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a short-term spending bill and that he raised it with the 
President; amwhile the President didn't respond directly, he 
believes he has the President's support. Does he? 


a I'd invite you to address that question to the 
White House. My understanding is that they have indicated -- 
affirmed it -- their response to that question. But check with 


the White House Press Office. They can help you on that. 


Q Has there been any change in your position about 
the larger funding request as to the timing of when you will 
make that request to Congress? 


A No. The Secretary's testimony is still the 
definitive word. 


Q Do you have anything on the Vietnamese-sponsored 
government in Cambodia picking up a U.S. war veteran who 
crossed the frontier -- a chap identified as Sterling Brian 


Bono, according to the AFP, quoting Thai border police? 
A Is this a new report today? 


Q Apparently this is a continuation of reports that 
came out last May, but Heng Samrin himself said today that this 
man was picked up. 


Assuming that this is the same name involved in 
some previous reports that I looked into earlier, I think at 
the end of last week, our Embassy has continued to check out -- 
our Embassy in Bangkok in particular -- has continued to check 
out these kinds of reports: and, as I just said, this is not 
the first time that they've surfaced. We have never been able 
to put any substance to them; we can't find any reports of 
missing Americans that fit that description. So we continue to 
look into it, but it just doesn't match up with anything. 


Q Chuck, whether a decision was made or not or 
reached the Department to close the PLO office in Washington, 
was the office considered by the norm of the State Department a 
diplomatic mission, or what status was having the office? [Sic] 


a I can't give you its exact status. It certainly 
isn't a diplomatic mission. 


Q Excuse me? 


- It certainly is not a diplomatic mission. 


Q The story that I started asking was that the 
Legal Adviser's office had already reached a decision to close 
the office and the -- 
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, ait was asked previously if I had anything, and I 
just don't @ anything 


Q Has either of the Korean opposition leaders 
requested a meeting with the Secretary? 

a Not that I know of 

Q Okay Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTS 


The Briefing Roce 
2:17 P.M. BOT 


SECRETARY SHULT2Z: The President and foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze have just finished « session in the Cabinet Room and a 
luncheon discussion. That was preceded by net quite three hours of 
private conversation between Mr. Shevardnadse and me. 


These meetings start a period of about three days of 
meetings between us, and the general tone cf the discussions has been 
very straightforward, businessiike and constructive. We have touched 
on, in one way or enother, most of the issues that ere of interest to 
each side. We have developed the procedures that we're go 
@uring these seetings, inc.uding the working groups that wil 
various subjects. And = think that the meetings are off to 
start. 


I'd be gled to respond to your questions. 
Q Has the President -- 
Pe) 


Can you tell us anything about the letter from xr. 
Gorbachev to the Pres t and any specificity about «a summit in that 
meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we have just received the 
letter, so we ere reading it and study it. And I think it is not 
for use to reveal the contents beyond say that it is a good, 

i Insofar as the 


vy A BED -- that a summit should have connected with 
t some significant results and that it should -- we should work hard 
to prepare it carefully. And that is what we're doing and that is 
what we're working for. 


But the ie in these meetings is not on s summit. 
We haven't discussed subject particularly or talked about dates 
or anything of thet kind. What we ere doing is talking about the 
eubetance of the issues that we're both interested in, and we'll see 
where we go ‘rou there. 
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SECRETARY SKULTZ: -- we have some important issues to 
Giecuss and we have set them out. We will clarify thes ly this 
ve 


brought and that we have here -- a1] of cur top people -- to dig into 
these things, and we have some informal social a where 
we can talk. So I think we're well set up to ly dig in. 


Q What's the cutlook? Is the outlook good, then? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm not one for commenting on 
that. I think it's just a question of the fact that there are 
important issues, and we're going to work on them. And if we resolve 
thes, we'll let you know. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the words you chese -- 
“straightforward” and “businesslike* -- are often the words that 
diplomats use to indicate some sort of friction. Are the Soviets -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ2: wo, quite to the contrery. I think 
the ability to -- that I heve and the eke president has to valk vith ir. 
Shevardnadse in a very good way, and he similarly, means that we're 
going to be able to identify quite candidly what our problems ere and 
dig inte them. And personally, I think that -- at least as I would 
see thes, they're scluble. Sut that remains to be seen. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q Are the Soviets putting last-minute obsetacies in the 
way of the intermediate -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have seer. some things come up that 
surprised us that they were brought up. On the other hand, they are 
being dealt with, and we'll just have to see. 


Q wr. Secretary -- 


ane yon caeniee Oem = ce Te mae © 
terms of nines brought up that you didn't expect? And vhat 
iseues that were discussed today, basically, espacesiy? 


; 





. They're 
of issues that we work on together. we had 
discussion on the subject of human rights this merning, and ve vill 
have a working group set out to discuss that further. We'll talk 
about bilateral problems of which there ere quite a few, and also - 
ities, and we'll discuss regional issues. So we expect to 
diecuse the full range of things 


- Mr. Secretary, have the Soviets come ther 
the letter from Mr. Gorbachev or in the statement thst you've heard 


. Shevardnadse today -- have vith new ideas, 
see proposeis that vould econ to you sight be able te bridge the gap 

















thoughts end apparently they do and we'll } 
go. And I don't want to try to characterise things 
net. 


plenary session this afternoon in about - —. And we heve sone 
ing 


< You sentioned human rights es being interest 
Mave you any indications the Soviets -- that they're prepared 
reconsider cr at least review the 
procedures they have for immigration? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We've had we 
a delegation in Moscow about two or three veeks = in which both 
sides diecusesed the desirability of more systena ways o 


human rights. And we sade some progress there. 
I discussed that some nore this morning 

eible chat we'll sake some progress that both sides will think is 
m their interest. So I's rather encouraged by that. 
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Q Mr. yay & were the surprises that you referred 
to a few moments ago in the field of arms control -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Did I say “eurprises?* 
. Yes, you did. 

Q Yes, sir. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I did? 


But I don't know if you meant at as a meeting or you 
meant in the weeks leading up to the seeting. 


Q Were they surprises pertaining this serning? 
Q You seid you'd seen some surprises. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, you were talking about things that 
were brought up in connection with the -- 


Q Yes -- last sinute obtacies. 

< Last sinute obstacles. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- last sinute sbetacles, yes. 

¢ You don't sean here. Don't you mean on the table in 


Q You sean the comments about destruction of vaerheads? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I mean before here, that's right. 


Chancellor Kohl has sade « very statement on that 
subject. 

Q Can you say you're -- 

Q Mr. Secretary, do you see the question of the 
Pershings -- the P lAs as being « genuire obstacle to the Soviets 
agreeing with us on an INP treaty? 

GBCRETARY SHULT2: Well, it shouldn't be. In the first 


part of our negotiations involving just 0.8. and 
Sovias equtene. @ ‘re not part of the IN? agreement. Wow, to 
the extent that the Soviets have « problem, as they have steted, 
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Chancellor Kohl's statement is directly responsive to it. ge, I 
think that somehow it ought toe be possible to work through that. 


Q De you think the Soviets will eccept that view 
ultimately? 


SECRETARY SMHULTZ: Well, I don't speak for thes and I's 
not going to try. It's « problem and we are working on it and I 
think that it's just about as we described it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I am «a Polish correspondent. De you 
think thet this egreement ~y SH A Ff fo -3-. 
relations between the United States 
like Poland, for instance? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I hadn't thought about it that 
way, but I there's « -- (laughter) -- certainly you can argue that. 
It is a definite eqeetnens on something of ‘mportance -- brosedly 
speaking -- involving something of great interest te Bast and West 
and 60 eve y ought to get « little boost out of it. And I hope 
that there is some spillover effect. 


check with the Politburo? 


SECRETARY SMULTZ: Well, I have the impression ie 
has come here well prepared. And he certainly brought with his an 


. Mr. Secretary, can you say whether or net you have 
hearéd anything different than your three-hour discussion this morning 
than what has been the Seviet publicl — with regard 
to the P lAs, the nuclear warheads 20 ? 


SECRETARY GHULT23: Well, in this serning's discussion I 
heave summarised it and we didn't 2, Se ee oo 


particulars of any of the issues. suppose if I took gorning 
session in proportionate terms, ve about as such time as any in 
Giecussing our views about human r matters working toverd 


‘ Mr. Secretary, are the Pershing warheads the 
principal obstacle to ar agreement? You say 
are they right now? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as I say, they shouldn't be, and 
we think that Chancellor Kohl's statement has been 
forthcoming one. It is a subject thet the Soviets have raised and so 
we'll have to understand what it is that truly bethers thes and try 
to put thet to rest. 


Q Have you gotten any explanation of what they -- 
MR. FITEWATER: Thank you very such. 
Q But thet is the obstacle -- 


SECRETARY SHULT2: 1 don't knew. There are prebably 
others. 

Q what about the issue of destruction ef the varhesds? 
What about destroying American warheads? 

@ Yes. Did you get any explanation of what they seant 
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by that? 


SECRETARY SHULT2: Wo. As I said, we didn 
level of Getail, but let se just once again say this: In the 
P le they have tabled in Geneva, on what's to Be Gene, when sons 
nuclear-ti missile is to be taken out of action, it's very clear 
that they have no interest st all in doing anything Dut taking back 
te their own territory the nuclear material that is part of the 
syeten. That is our view, es well. It hes always been the case that 
ee ee oe eee ee oe 
v.s8. or Uv. . . . 
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actual nuclear explosive is concerned, that is 
Gide keepe for itself. And the configuration 
put together es an explosive device is 

closely-kept secret, and will stay that way. 


io} Did the Soviets agree to that? did the Soviets 
agree to that, Mr. Secretary, what you just -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is -- I've just éescribed te you 
the proposal that they put on the table in Geneva. Se, ebvicusly, 


they egree to that. 
Q That wae July 28th. 


e So now there are going to be various working groupe, 
eir? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
Le} 2:32 P.M. BOT 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good evening Let 
me start by saying [ have two subjects to deal with: first, the 
meeting between the Secretary and Mr. Shevardnadze; and 
secondly, an announcement on the Palestine Information Office 
So since you know that's coming, you can judge your timing 
accordingly 


Concerning the meetings this afternoon, as you know 
from your pool reports, they got underway as scheduled at about 
3:30 in a plenary session in the Madison Room on the Eighth 
Floor. The subject was arms control The session lasted until 
about 5:35, at which point Mr. Shevardnadze departed the 
building to go back and prepare for dinner 


The talks this afternoon could be described in the 
same words that the Secretary described earlier the meetings 


this morning -- that is, businesslike and constructive The 
focus this afternoon was on the three areas of the Geneva 
negotiations -- that is, INF, START, and defense and space, as 


well as nuclear testing 


I'll talk in just a minute about the working groups 
that have been established, but because they did not get 
through the entire arms control agenda this afternoon, we would 
expect the Ministers to begin with arme control again tomorrow 
morning for the amount of time that it takes to wrap that up 


The working groups that have been established are 
essentially two for the moment: one concerning arms control, 
and that will get underway this evening in an hour or so -- a 
meeting here at the State Department Ambassador Nitze will 
lead the United States side; Ambassador Karpov will lead the 
Soviet side, and they will be going through the entire arms 
control agenda in detail with the idea of reporting back, 
respectively, to each of their Ministers before tomorrow 
morning's plenary session gets underway 











It is possible, but not known at this time, that that 
larger group could break up into smaller groups to deal with 
specific issues tonight, but that just isn't known yet. The 
two sides have agreed that we would begin the discussion 
tonight in a large group. 


Q You say a large group. How large do you mean? 
i) On the U.S. side, I would think we would have at 


least a dozen. The Soviet side might not be quite that large, 
but they have a number of experts with them 


Q Who are they? 

“ On which side? 

Q The U.S. side 

A You who have been following this I think know the 


players pretty well, and [ don't want to be all-inclusive. But 
let just run them down them, just to give you an idea: Nitze, 
Kampe’'man, Glitman, Lehman, Cooper, Gaffney, Holmes, Adelman, 
Howe, Rowny, Linhard Those are the kind of names of principal 
figures on our side. 


Q Will they continue to meet tomorrow on the arms 
control -- 


A I believe that that's likely to happen. A lot of 
this has to be played out as the Ministers decide, but [ think 
most people expect that to happen. 


Q (Inaudible) 
a That's up to them to work out 


Q You've set no particular time limits on how 
they're going to meet? 


is I don't know what arrangements Ambassador Nitze 
and Ambassador Karpov will work out in terms of how long they 
plan to go on. I would doubt that they'll go all night, based 
on what I've heard. 


Then there will be a working group on bilateral 
affairs which will get underway tonight as well. That will be 
led on the United States side by Deputy Assistance Secretary 
Simons, and on the Soviet side Yuri Rechetov -- I'm sorry. 
Given the titles of these fellows, I wonder if this is, in 
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fact, the right guy. I have to say t‘at this should be led by 
Vasily Sredin, whose last name is S-R-E-D-I-N, who is the Chief 
of the Bilateral Affairs Section in the U.S.A and Canada 
department of the Soviet Foreign Ministry. Then, Mr. Rechetov 
would be involved tomorrow morning on the human rights issue: 
those discussions would occur during the morning plenary. 
There, again, on our side, Tom Simons as well as Assistant 
Secretary Schifter, and on the Soviet side, Yuri Rechetov, who 
is the Deputy Chief of the Division of Humanitarian Affairs at 
the Soviet Foreign Ministry 


Q That's a future working group that you're 
describing, the human rights one? 


a ‘They have agreed that they will meet beginning 
tomorrow morning. 

Q Oh, I see, parallel to the plenary? 

9) That's right 

Q So those are the three meetings that have been 


arranged as of now, with the possibility, as I said earlier, 
that the arms control group could even this evening break into 
smaller groups, but that will be d cided by the leaders of 
those two sides. 


Q Will the business of the U.S. Embassy 
reconstruction come up in the bilateral group? 


6 Again, I'm not in a position to go into every 
detail that's on the agenda. But, obviously, under the 
category of bilateral relations, we have a number of issues -- 
administrative, personnel, our embassy and what we need to do 
about that Those are all issues that have been under 
discussion among those experts. 


Q You mentioned earlier in the day that tomorrow 
they will be discussing the global issues, the regional side 


tomorrow. Has arms control pre-empted that now for the time 
being? 


i) Not necessarily. It depends on how things 
develop. I hate to make these kinds of predictions. I think 
it's still likely that they will still get to regional issues 
even during the morning, but [I don't know that for a 
certainty. And if they do that, at what point they get to the 
global issues during the afternoon will be dependent on that. 


Q What time will they resume in the morning? 














fe About 9:00. 

Q You have no working group on regional issues? 
ms Not at this time. 

Q Any reason for that? 

A No, not particularly. 

Q Is one of the purposes of these groups to work 


out a summit agenda? 


“ The Secretary spoke to the question of a summit 
when he was at the White House today in very familiar terms, 
and that's exactly what I'd said. 


These groups are to work on the substance of this 
meeting as I've laid it out. That is their purpose. 


Q Is somehow figuring out an agenda a precondition 
for getting a date to a summit? 


os I've never heard it put that way. The Secretary 
addressed the question, as I said, in very familiar terms at 
the White House. 


Q Can you say anything about what's in Gorbachev's 
letter? 

a No. 

Q Who is the American counterpart to Mr. Rechekin? 

i) Mr. Rechetovu? 

Q Rechetov, ra 

i) That, again, wou. ve Simons, with the 


participation also with Assistant Secretary Schifter. 


Can you not describe how long the letter is or 
what some of the general areas touched upon in it are? 


A No. The Secretary gave a general 
characterization, and I'm not going to go beyond that. 


Q Can you describe the process that's underway to 
-- was it in translated form when you got it? And what process 
is underway to read it and evaluate it? 











7 I don't have any details to help you with that 
particular process-related question. 


Q A quick question. What time do they meet 
tomorrow? I don't think you told us. 


A 9:00. 


Q 9:00. Alright, and now a different type of 
question. Would you, today, say the same things that were said 
in a downbeat fashion yesterday? Your only description so far 
is a neutral one about businesslike, but you know the strenuous 
effort the Administration has made up until late yesterday to 
say “don't expect this, don't expect that, don't expect we'll 
wrap up an arms control agreement, don't expect a summit to 
come out of this," which either still is the case or isn't, or 
was the usual situation of, you know, lowering expectations so 
every step of progress looks like a big surprise. 


A Without wedding myself to any particular points 
in your summary statement about what may or may not had been 
said -- 


Q Would you say the same thing that Ridgway said 
yesterday? 


A Yes, and I think that these meetings are 
progressing very much in the way that the Secretary and others 
have described them -- that is, businesslike, constructive, 


working through the agenda. And as you can see from the 
Ministers efforts to get the working groups underway even 
tonight, they intend to make this intensive during the period 
of the visit. 


Q Alright, one last, and then I'll pass. Usually, 
sometimes, working groups signal that there's some drafting 
going on. You know, the big guys have had their meeting, have 
set basic principles down, and the people just below their 
level come in and stay up all night and reduce this to paper 
and hammer out all the nuances and all the disagreements. Is 
that what we're going through now? 


A I don't think that's the way you should look at 
these working groups. They are going to be going through the 
issues, through the agenda, and then, as I say, in a process of 
reporting back to the Ministers as the days pass. 


Q Chuck, do you now describe one of these baskets 
as “human rights and humanitarian concerns?" 
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4 That's right. 


Q You call it humanitarian. Is that in deference 
to the Soviets who call it humanitarian? 


A That is a terminology we've been using for some 
time now. I[ don't know its exact origins. 


Q How long? Do you know? 
a For more than a year. 
Q Chuck, is it only the arms control working group 


that is charged to report back tomorrow morning, or is the 
other ones as well? 


4 I'm sure the others will be reporting back. But 
it's particularly in the area of arms control where there are 
sO Many so issues on the agenda that the Ministers have 
indicated a desire to be kept informed, and I don't want to 
indicate -- when I say “reporting back," as I said, they would 
report back, respectively. I don't want to bill that as sowme 
joint report presented before a plenary session. I don't think 
it will work out that way. 


Q On his way out of the building this afternoon, 
the General Secretary said that he felt he and the Secretary 
had reached -—- 


Q Foreign Minister. 


Q Excuse me, Foreign Minister -- said that they had 
reached a greater understanding on INF issues this afternoon. 
Would you agree with that assessment? Would the Secretary 
agree with that assessment? And where were there greater 
understandings reached, specifically? 


A I don't have any way to add anymore definition to 
that. INF was one of the issues that was covered today. But 
beyond that, ['ll stick with my “businesslike and constructive." 


Q Chuck, what portion of the time today was spent 
on -- this afternoon -- was spent on INF and what part on START? 
" I can't divide them up for you. I'm sorry. 


Q Was anybody there from the Soviet General Staff? 


a No. 








Q Can you give us a readout on how much time this 
morning was spent on human rights, and what specific kinds of 
issues came up? 


- Again, during the course of the meetings, I'm 
just not going to be in a position to go into the kinds of 
specific details concerning the coversations. 


Q Chuck, could I suggest that you go on to your 
second topic. We can masticate this thing further after? 

- Sure. 

Q Are you going to go further than you've gone on 


the readout? 
o No. 


The Department of State informed the Palestine 
Information Office this afternoon that the United States 
Government has ordered that it be closed within 30 days. This 
action was taken in accordance with the President's 
constitutional authority for the conduct of foreign affairs and 
under the authority granted to the Secretary of State under the 
Foreign Missions Act. 


The Department has determined that the Palestine 
Information Office is a “foreign mission" as defined by the 
Foreign Missions Act 


The Department of Justice has determined that the 
First Amendment does not preclude the United States Government 
from closing the Palestine Information Office since it is 
operating a foreign mission. 


Nothing in the Departments action with respect to the 
Palestine Information Office derogates from the 
constitutionally protected rights of U.S. citizens and 
permanent residents who are now associated with the PIO. This 
action is being taken to demonstrate U.S. concern over 
terrorism committed and supported by organizations and 
individuals affiliated with the PLO. 


Among our particular concerns are the continued 
membership on the PLO Executive Committee of Abu al-Abbas who 
has been linked directly with the murder of an American 
citizen. The participation in the April Palestine National 
Congress of groups having a history of involvement with 
terrorism -- for example, the Popular Front for the Liberation 
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of Palestine and the Democratic Front for the Liberation of 
Palestine, both of which rejoined the PLO at the April PNC -- 
and, finally, contacts between the Abu Nidal organization and 
the mainline PLO. 


The U.S. fully supports the legitimate rights of the 
Palestinian people and respects their efforts to achieve these 
rights through a process of peaceful negotiations. It is 
important that Palestinian representatives participate in all 
stages of that process. 


The rights of the Palestinians in a just and peaceful 
resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict are no less important 
than the right of Israel to live in peace with its neighbors. 


However, the U.S. believes that terrorism committed 
purportedly on behalf of the Palestinian people by some groups 
and individuals associated with the PLO has done grievious 
damage to the achievement of legitimate Palestinian rights 
Terrorism by a small minority of Palestinians has been a major 
obstacle to a peaceful Arab-Israeli settlement. 


Achievement of these legitimate rights is broadly 
supported by the majority of nations, including the United 
States, which oppose terrorism and support instead the peaceful 
settlement of disputes. 


And, finally, the United States does not intend to 
close the PLO Observer Mission in New York which has a special 
status as an observer to the United Nations 


Q But it's also a foreign mission; right? In other 
words, you would have the right, under the right that you've 
declared here, to define it to be a foreign mission. Is the 
PLO Observer Mission in New York not also a foreign mission? 


A I can't answer the question definitively, Jim. I 
can look into that question. But the reason we oppose its 
closure is because we have U.S. international treaty 
obligations under the U.N. Headquarters Agreement. 


Q Chuck, do you have any evidence that anybody 
involved in the PLO Information Office in Washinc ton that 
you're closing was personally involved in terrorism? 


é No. 


Q Any evidence that any of the people at that 
office did anything apart from what their stated purpose was, 
which was to disseminate information and opinion about the 
Palestinian issue? 








” Our decision was not taken because of any alleged 
criminal activities by individtals associated with the office 
It was taken for the reasons whish [ have clearly outlined in 
the statement I just read 


Q Can any U.S. citizen who is of Palestinian 
descent, can they open up a new office -- “The Palestinian " -- 
some other nu:.e, and do the same activity? Do you have any 
objection to that? Is there a legal restraint? 


A Our authority to act in this way comes from the 
Foreign Missions Act To the extent that other operations are 
not foreign missions, then their activities are legitimate 


I can make available several pieces of paper which 
were signed by Mr. Whitehead on behalf of the Department, which 
indicate why the PIO was designed as a foreign mission That 
is one piece here One of the points in there --— you can read 
this for yourself -- is that it is substantially owned and/or 
effectively controlled by the PLO, for example There are some 
other reasons. 


And, secondly, there is another document called 
“Determination and Designation of Benefits," which is a quite 
long and detailed piece of argumentation 


Q At what point was that determination made? Was 
it when the PIO was established or when you decided that it 
should be shut down? 


A Which determination? 


Q The determination that it is a foreign mission 
under the definition of the Foreign Missions Act 


a There are two decisions There is first the 
decision that, yes, this is a foreign mission That decision 
was made today. And then there is the decision to close a 
foreign mission, and that decision was also made 


Q Up until now you had not been defining the PIO as 
a foreign mission? 

- That was part of our review of this whole 
question. 

Q Chuck, first of all, can we get a copy of your 


statement? 


a Yes 
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Q Okay. Secondly, the objections that you raise to 
the PLO, if those objections, that is to say, the elimination 
of Abu Abbas from it and the departure of the DFLP and the PFLP 
~~ if those were eliminated, would the US. Government then 
enter into negotiations with the PLO and look differently upon 
this office? 


A You're talking about two different issues in a 
way. We have long defined what would be required for us to 
talk to the PLO, and that hasn't changed. What I'm talking 
about are the kinds of concerns concerning PLO's association 
with terrorism which led us to take this act today, which we 
believe is a strong signal of how we feel about the question of 
international te.rorism and groups that associate with it. 


In response to a previous question, let me just follow 
up on what other U.S. individuals or organizations might be 
able to do. U.S. organizations and individuals that wish to 
promote the PLO have a right to do so under the Constitution. 
The U.S. Government would not attempt to circumscribe this 
right as long as such organizations abide by U.S. laws and do 
not act as a foreign mission of the PLO. That's essentially 
what I said, but a bit more elaborately phrased. 


Q Chuck, you're not kicking anybody out of this 
office You're shutting it down 


m That's right 


Q I mean, no one leaves the country, you just 
somehow shut it down, and they can go about their business as 
long as you don't establish any ties Right? 


) I'm not sure what you mean when you say “go about 
their business," but we're not kicking anybody out of the 
country. We're closing the office 


Q Chuck, you've listed reasons why the PLO is 
associated with terrorism. Probably at any point over the last 
several years where the PIO office has been operating, you 
could have made a similar list, which leads me to my question: 


Why are you closing them now? Are you simply 
responding to political pressure from Capitol Hill? 


2) First of all, the things that I've talked about 
h.ve happened since April of this year. It's not as if they 
happened years ago, aS you said 
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Q No. That's not what I was saying. What I was 
saying, that prior to April you could have made another list 
with other things on it that would have shown some association 
between the PLO and terrorism. 


A What has been involved here has been the analysis 
and the evaluation of a number of complex questions -- 
constitutional, legal, as well as foreign policy issues all 


of that has required careful review by the Department in 
consultation with the Department of Justice, and I've indicated 
a couple of places where decisions have had to have been made. 


It's those kinds of evaluations and analysis that have 
consumed time, because we have stated for some time that we 
have been reviewing this issue 


Q And pressure from the Hill was no impact on you 
at all? Can you address that issue? 


I can't address it beyond what I've just said 
Q That office has been there for 12 years, at 


least, and the PFLP has been on the board of the PLO at one 
time before they had their latest spat -- 


- In '84, and they rejoined in ‘87. I cited things 
that have happened within the last months 

Q I don't think you really answered her question 

Q Right 

A I tried to give you a feel for the kind of 


complex issues involved 
We']] come back, but let somebody who hasn't asked one 


Q Could you say what the composition of the staff 
of the P10 is? How many members there are, and what their 
nationalities are? Are they Americans, foreign nationals, or -- 


) I don't believe they're foreign nationals, but I 
don't have the composition 


Q Doesn't your definition of the PIO as a foreign 
mission in effect define it or grant it the status of statehood 


i No. 


Q -—- the PLO the status of statehood? 
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“ No. If you read the documents that we're 
releasing, you'll see the kinds of things that are looked at. 


Q Chuck, what was the basis that -- the due process 
that you went through in making your determination that the PIO 
was owned or substantially owned and controlled by the PLO -- 
did you have some kind of a hearing? Did you give them a 
chance to state their case? 


a Whatever the process prescribed in the Foreign 
Missions Act is what applies in this case. 


Q What was the process? I'm asking. 
The evidence is there 
Q Where? Evidence is there. Without going into 


the fact that this is the 200th anniversary of the United 
States Constitution, I thought one of the things that the 
Constitution was supposed to protect was that the Government 
can't just say the evidence is there and shut scmebody down and 
cut off their right to act as an organization. Now, do you 
have some kind of -- 


a Of course not There are regulations, there are 
rules, and all those were adhered to That's all I can say 
There is a process defined There are things that have to be 
shown. Look at the documentation ['ve offered to make 
available to you You can read it all for yourself It's very 
detailed. 


Q It would always be useful if you'd make this 
documentation available in advance of your statement, as you 
know full wel] you're arguing from an advantage of the words in 
front of you that we don't have. 


a I'm not arguing with you at al] I'm describing 
the facts as [ have them - 


Q If you would be so kind as to define -- 
a -- and offering to provide you with even more. 
Q You've got the material there; I don't Can you 


elucidate on the process? 


4 You can reac it for yourself. 
Q Just going back to what Jim asked a minute ago, 
is there any other case of a non -- of an entity that's not a 


foreign country having a foreign mission in the U.S.? 
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a I don't know. 


Q Why that's one question and Jim raised it before, 
and you're kissing it off, but -- 


- But you're asking me to draw -- 
Q [f there isn't a country, if there is no 


sovereign entity, is there a basis for saying it's a foreign 
mission of that sovereign -- 


o Yes 

Q Well, could you explain it? 

A There are criteria described in the Foreign 
Missions Act in detail, and that -- I just read one of them to 


you, but there are many more. All of those criteria have been 
applied, and, therefore, this office declared a foreign mission. 


Q None of them require they represent a sovereign 
entity, is that right? 


H Some of the things It is an entity. It is 
substantially owned and/or effectively controlled by the PLO. 
The PIO conducts its functions on behalf of an organization 
which has received privileges and immunities under U.S. law. 

In that connection, the PLO is accorded certain privileges and 
immunities by virtue of its status as an observer to the United 
Nations 


Further, the PLO clearly engages in “some aspect of 
the conduct of international affairs" as evidenced by, for 
example, its membership in the League of Arab States and its 
status at the United Nations 


New point: The PIO is involved in “other activities 
These are all things drawn out of the Foreign Missions Act." 
The PIO registration statement under the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act indicates that the PIO engages in political 
activity and political propaganda on behalf of the PLO 


So all of that kind of argumentation is set forth, 
drawing from the Foreign Missions Act the criteria by which 
these decisions are made, and, therefore, this is the 
determination. 


Q Chuck, on this Constitutional point, as I 
understand you saying, in this country the First Amendment 
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applies only to U.S. citizens. I[s that what your preamble 
said? Is that the State Department position, that residents -- 


- What I said was that there are U.S. citizens and 
permanent residents who are now associated with the PIO in 
making this decision about the PIO as a foreign mission. That 
in no way derogates their rights as constitutionally protected 


Q Well, as I understand what you said before, this 
does not affect their First Amendment rights since it's defined 
as a foreign mission, but, if they are residents of this 
country -- and some of them may be U.S. citizens -- are their 
First Amendment rights not affected by a decision made by the 
State Department that affects their organization? 


A And that's why I['ve said that these American 
citizens, permanent residents, their constitutional rights are 
in no way derogated by this decision concerning the PIO as a 
foreign mission I've answered it directly. 


q Well, if they can't operate the way that they 
were operating yesterday morning, it, obviously, does affect 
their rights to express -- 


Ys It does not. But that's in response to John's 
question. I said that we would not attempt to circumscribe 
that right as long as the organizations abide by U.S. laws and 
do not act as a foreign mission of the PLO 


Q In other words, if they were to continue to act 
as -- even under the same name, but with contributions from 
American citizens, you would have no right to ciose them down? 


M If they're not a foreign mission, they couldn't 
be closed down. 


Q If the FON a foreign mission, RENAMO, UNIIA, 
these other people who represent guerrilla movements by your 
definition? 

” I don't have anything on all these other groups. 

Q Chuck, do you expect Congressional legislation to 


be withdrawn as a result of this? 


A [ really couldn't say You could stay in touch 
with the Congressmen 


Q Or do you expect litigation to be -- litigation 
from the PIO to come out of this also? 
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A Nor could [ deal with that. 


Q Was Israel consulted befor» a State Department 
decision was finally made? 


- I just don't know, but this was a State 
Department decision 


Q You're making this announcement at almost 7:00 
o'clock in the middle of a Shultz-Shevardnadze meeting. Was 
the decision made and the announcement made at this time to 
minimize publicity about the decision? 


A No It had to do with the timing of the delivery 
of the notification to the PIO which happened some time late 
afternoon. 


Q It couldn't have taken place a few days ago or 
weeks ago? 


This is just the way the timing worked out 

Q And it was just coincidence that it worked out 
this way? 

4 As far as I know 

Q Did you notify Arab Governments and American 


missions abroad to absorb some of the fallout from this? 
A To absorb some of the fallout? 


Q To beef up security, for example, on the part of 
foreign missions and just to notify Arab Governments that this 
might be coming down the track? 


fs) [I don't have anything in particular, because [ 
don't comment on security measures that we take, but our 
missions have been aware that this is under consideration, and 
that a decision was nearing 


Q Chuck, do you consider that this in some way 
limits the exchange of ideas and information about Middle East 
issues in this country, and does that cause you any regret? 


Q Particularly after the Secretary just spent 20 
minutes talking about the free exchange of ideas? 


A What [ have defined here in answering various 
questions in making my opening statement is as clear as I can 
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put it in terms of the reasons behind this determination. It 
is indicative of how strongly we feel and this country feels 
about the question of international terrorism, and 
organizations that support it and are part of it. And that's 
what this is all about, and I don't think I could have made 
that any clearer 


Q In your deliberations about it, did you consider 
at all the question of the free marketplace of ideas, and did 
you just determine that that wasn't affected, or that it was 
overriden by your desire to make a statement about terrorism? 


4 I have no way to evaluate the impact of a move on 
the free marketplace of ideas. As [ said, there is nothing in 
this that prohibits American citizens who wish to promote the 
PLO to do so. 


Q Would it be correct to assume -- 


A -- As long as they do it in accordance with the 
laws and not as a foreign mission. 


Q Would it be correct to assume that this legal 
determination that you've just read us is the work of Judge 
Sofaer? 


4 Whether or not he personally worked on it, I 
don't know, but, obviously, our Legal Office had a hand in it. 


Q He would have been the one who signed off before 
it went out 


A Those aspects of it. 


Q Is there anything in the shutdown order that 
would prevent members of the PIO staff from continuing to do 
exactly what they have been doing outside of their office, at 
their homes, for instance? 


a I've answered the question about four times now. 
To the extent that there's nothing that prohibits anyone from 
supporting a particular cause under certain circumstances. 


Q If you consider that their activities and the 
association --— the organization itself so closely linked with 
terrorism that you would shut them down, why haven't you 
expelled them from the country? 


2) I didn't say that the PIO was linked with 
terrorism, per se. Someone asked me earlier -- I said none of 
these individuals are involved with any criminal acts. 
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Q Organization, [ said. 


A But the PIO as an office has been determined to 
be a foreign mission of the PLO, and, therefore, the second 
step, as I explained it, our concerns concerning the PLO's 
association with terrorism, and that this is very symbolic of 
how strongly we hold those concerns. 


Q [t makes me wonder, though, Chuck, if the 
individuals concerned in the office repair to their homes and 
continue doing exactly the same thing, could these individuals 
be considered to be foreign missions? 


“ [I can't judge hypothetical questions. I've gone 
through a list of things -- 


Q That's not hypothetical. 
A -- which led to a designation of the PIO as a 
foreign mission. So any particular case, however you might 


describe it, would have to be evaluated in the same light and 
nothing more or less 


Q Chuck, doesn't this country officially define, 
let's say, Syria as a terrorist country that sponsors 
terrorism, international terrorism? I'm accurate on that, am I 
not? 


es You're referring to the so-calied “terrorist 
list," which is an export control list on which there are a 
number of countries. 


Q Wouldn't it be right for you to close down the 
Syrian Embassy as a foreign mission that sponsors terrorism in 
this country? 


i) Again, you can draw all kinds of hypothetical or 
what you see as comparative cases. There's no way [ can 
address that. 

Q Why is my question -- 


2) I can talk to you about a decision that was made 
in the context of the PIO. 


Q Well, my question really is if the PIO is a 
foreign mission, isn't the Syrian Embassy a foreign mission? 


A Being declared a foreign mission is only the 
first step here. The fact that this is a foreign mission 
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means, therefore, that the Secretary of State and the President 
under their constitutional authority have the right to do 
something about it. That's all that being declared a foreign 
mission has to do with this. 


Once declared a foreign mission, in this particular 
case a decision was made to express our displeasure and »ur 
concern with the association of the organization associated 
with this foreign mission with international terrorism. 


Now, that is a second decision which was made in this 
case, and, therefore, there's no necessary automatic 
extrapolation to any other organization, or to any other 
embassy, or any other mission, or whatever. 


Q Well, then, the matter of declaring the Syrian 
Embassy a foreign mission for the same purposes is not under 
study, I take it, from what you've said? 


A I don't know -- that question aside, I don't know 
of any other similar cases under study, but the laws are 
there. That's all that's being implemented. 


Q Chuck, when will this go into effect, and who 
will actually prosecute it? Will it be the Justice Department 
that will see to the closure of the office? 


2) [ just don't know the answer technically to who 
sees to its closure. There is the Office of Foreign Missions, 
and ['m not sure that they may not have a role in this. 


Q When will it go into effect? Tomorrow? 
a 30 days. 
Q Does that mean that their office space is taken 


away from them or their files are taken, or exactly how is it 
shut down? 


a I don't have the details of what that means, 
other than the office has to be closed. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 7:05 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and geriiemen, good afternoon. 
One brief announcement. 


Secretary Shultz will be testifying before the House 
Judiciary Committee in open session on Friday, September 18, at 
10:00 a.m. The subject is refugee policy. Because of the 
Secretary's appearance, we will not have a Daily Press Briefing 
that day, on Friday. 


Let me start by giving you what I can on the details 
of the meetings with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. Some of 
this you have from the pool report, but all of you may not have 
seen that, so [I'll recap as rapidly as I can. 


The working group on arms control did meet last night, 
as I had said. They met from about 7:30 to 10:30 here in the 
Department. They stayed in the large group for the entire 
duration of that time. The focus of their discussion was 
mainly the Geneva negotiations, the three areas there: INF, 
START, defense and space. 


The bilateral group, headed by Tom Simons, met from 
about 8:00 until midnight, and there again he discussed a whole 
range of issues, including exchanges, administrative issues, 
personnel issues, security issues, and the like. 


The Secretary, and I assume Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze, got reports from their respective working 
groups The Secretary had, for example, a session with his 
people this morning before the meetings got under way again. 


The two ministers then opened this morning in a 
one-on-one in the Secretary's private office as they did 
yesterday That meeting was the same format. The ministers 
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and interpreter on each side and a notetaker on each side 

That meeting lasted from about 9:00 until 10:20. Essentially, 
the ministers reviewed and talked over the results that had 
been reported to them by their working groups. [That meant, of 
course, therefore, that their conversation likewise focused 
mainly on the Geneva areas of negotiation 


They also talked about how to organize further the 
work of the working groups, so that when they came upstairs to 
talk to their delegations, they announced what they had 
determined should be the work program, and I'll go into that in 
just a second 


Then the two Gelegations met in plenary from 10:20 
until 11:00 o'clock, and again, as [ said last night, they went 
over the remainder of the arms control agenda Essentially, 
that means nuclear testing, chemical weapons, conventional 
weapons, and nuclear non-proliferation 


They plan to resume this afternoon on regional 
issues That should get underway at about 3:00 o'clock. 


Immediately after the plenary session ended at 11:00 
o'clock, a small sub-group on nuclear testing got underway, and 
in that case our side is led by Ken Adelman, the Director of 
ACDA, with Mr. Barker, who's been one of our negotiator, our 
lead negotiator on that issue as well, and at this point I 
don't have the identification of the Soviet counterpart, but 
I'll try to get that 


The arms control working group -- oh, excuse me -- 
also talking about the morning meetings, as I said last night, 
the human rights and humanitarian experts also met starting at 
10:00 o'clock here in the building That was Tom Simons and 
Dick Schifter on our side 


The arms control working group will get underway this 
afternoon at about 4:00, once again in the large format 
Whether or not that oreaks into sub-groups later on I just 
can't say at this point 


I think that covers most of the details that come to 
mind I'll take questions at this point. 


Q Could you just give us the names of the -- at 
least the Americans who are at the table for the plenary, 
please? 
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- Today? 
Q Yes. 


4 I'll have to verify it, because I wasn't there at 
that very minute, but [ think it was -- ['m sure it was the 
same group as yesterday, which meant that there was Kampelman, 
Ridgway, Nitze, Matlock, Adelman, Linhard and Simons. And then 
also participating were Ambassador Rowny, Ambassadors Cooper, 
Glitman and Lehman. [ think that covers it. 


Q Does the fact that they haven't gotten into a 
sub-group yet on INF indicate anything about whether they're 
into a detailed discussion of all these little details that 
have mounted up that the two sides disagree on, or what? 


- I don't know what particular conclusion I would 
draw from that. As I say, there's still the possibility that 
further sub-groups could occur, but for the moment Ambassador 
Nitze, Ambassador Karpov, have decided that they will continue 
in this larger format. 


Q I mean, is it general, with equal attention on 
all these things, or is INF getting special attention, or what? 


a) I don't want to pull out one area or the other 
for special attention, but they, as [ said, have focused on the 
areas under negotiation at Geneva 


Q Can you do better in characterizing the letter 
from Gorbachev today better than you did yesterday? Can you 
Give us any more feel for what that letter is? 


a No, I can't Not beyond what the Secretary said 
and a few remarks that the Foreign Minister himself said 


Q Chuck, the Soviets are portraying the talks on 
chemical weapons as being fairly close to some achievement, and 
yet the United States, they say, is balking. Can you give us 
some sense of how you see it? 


a I hesitate to answer those kinds of questions in 
the context of these meetings because, while [ wouldn't 
hesitate to characterize in more general terms how those 
negotiations have been progressing, where there has been a lot 
of movement, I think both sides would agree in the context of 
these meetings -- [I wouldn't want to add anything at this 
point, because that's one of the areas still under discussion 
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Q What about INF? Can you characterize the 
progress there? 


~ No. I'm not going to characterize progress or 
lack of progress or optimism or pessimism in any of these 
areas. The same key words still apply I spoke to the 
Secretary after the meetings again today, and he confirmed 
again that these were very businesslike, very straightforward, 
constructive meetings 


Q Yesterday -- 


A Let's just spread the questions, but we'll come 
back Sorry 


Q A senior Administration official briefing at the 
White House on Monday characterized the Soviets’ recent demands 
concerning the West German Pershing I-A's and the nuclear 
warheads as not legitimate concerns on the part of the Soviets 
in our view. That is, that they're being raised for some other 
reason, propagandistic, or whatever. That was the 
characterization of that official 


Insofar as that's the case, how are we approaching 
those questions in the negotiations with the Soviets during 
these days? Are we confrontine them with the fact that's our 
view, or just how is that being handled? 


I don't want to go into the contents of the 
exchanges Those are between the ministers They're best kept 
discreet at this particular point As you point out, many 


Administration officials prior to this meeting have spoken 
about how we view this issue, so that [ think there's very 
little doubt about our position on that 


Q And your previous position has been that this is 
not a fit subject for discussion at this negotiations, and by 
your treatment of the -- 


a I'd have to stop you there, Steve It's not a 
subject under discussion, under negotiation, at Geneva in our 
bilateral talks. We have never said that a particular issue 
was out of balance for discussion between ministers, for 
example. 


Q So you are discussing it 
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“ That is one of the INF issues in a different 
sense. Not in the category of our bilateral negotiations in 
Geneva. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to the scheduling, so to 
speak? 3:00 p.m. they go back in plenary, but they go to 
regional 

- That's right 

Q But the arms control experts are meeting. Well, 


then two questions The folks that sit down at 3:00 o'clock 
presumably don't include arms controllers, is that correct? 


“ Correct. 
Q Will they be brought in? So the second 
question: [s there a provision to switching back to arms 


control this afternoon, for instance, if these experts have 
something to report, or whatever? 


= I don't see that happening this afternoon, just 
because of the logistics and the timing considerations, but, 
clearly, the working groups in all areas are expected to report 
back to the ministers so that what the working group on arms 
control, for example, does this afternoon will be reported back 
to Secretary Shultz, and then ministers can always make 
decisions as to whether or not they want to schedule additional 
meetings, take it up tomorrow morning, whatever they may want 
to do 


Q Do you know now, will there come a time before 
the talks are over when there will be a reason to assemble arms 
control people ina plenary with Shultz and Shevardnadze here? 


a [ just couldn't say at this point 
Q Chuck, on human rights, yesterday the Secretary 


expressed the view that it was encouraged. Can you amplify on 
that a little bit and tell us on what basis he felt this 


encouragement? 

” No 

Q Chuck, could you say why the nuclear testing 
issue was broken out into sub-groups? 
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a These are just various decisions that the 
Ministers have made. They decided that for their own reasons 
that they would like to have those two people get to work right 
away Some of those people would be involved in some other 
issues later on as well Again, I don't attach any special 
significance This is just the work program that's been set 
out. 


Q Is it a late development, or was it prepared 
before the meetings began? Was it decided that such a 
sub-group would be named before the meetings began? 


a Nothing was decided in definitive terms prior to 
the meeting as to exactly what sub-groups would be named, when 
or where Both sides knew that that was one of the things that 
we would want to consider, and that's why the ministers 
themselves have been participating in setting the agenda. 


Roy? 


Q Have the ministers or the working groups 
discussed the question of warheads -- warhead destruction, and 
have they ascertained now, or have you ascertained, whether the 
Soviets, when they talk about warhead destruction, really mean 
destruction of the re-entry vehicles as opposed to the actual 
nuclear warhead? 


fe) I'm sorry, but those are the kind of questions 
I'd just prefer not to go into at this point [ can only say 
that the whole range of INF issues as well as START, defense 
and space issues, and others are being discussed. So beyond 
saying that -- as one might expect, that's the kind of issue 
that we're discussing [ don't want to comment on the 
substance 


Q Well, the only -- because Secretary Shultz seemed 
to think that it might not be an issue, and ['m just wondering, 
is it an issue, or is it not an issue? 


” I'm just Limited now in the context of the talks 
of going further right now 


Q A scheduling question Do you have any idea what 
time you may brief this afternoon, and can you tell us 
something about tonight and what time things happen and when? 


A [ would hope to appear this afternoon around 
5:30, if the afternoon plenary breaks up at about that time 
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I'll do it earlier, if I can, if the meeting should be 
shorter. I don't expect it to be too much later than that, but 
you'll just have to stay tuned on that score. 

This evening the social event is a dinner hosted by 
the Secretary and Mrs. Shultz here at the Department, and that 
will be begin at 7:30. Foreign Minister Shevardnadze and Mrs. 
Shevardnadze are hosting a luncheon at the Soviet Embassy at 
12:30 today 

Q And what's the coverage on that dinner? 

a Tonight? 

Q Yeah 

2) There is pool coverage I'd expect that there 
will be toasts at the beginning which are open for coverage, 
and which we hope to have piped in here as well? 

STAFF Yes. 

a We have made arrangements, so that those of you 
who can't be upstairs, if you want to hear them live, you can 
be here at about -- well, let's say 7:30 


Q How about the (inaudible) Mr. Shevardnadze would 
be -- 


A I don't know whether that will be available If 
we can provide the text, we will. 


Q Mr. Shevardnadze would be coming out at the end 
around 9:00 o'clock, something like that, 9:00, 9:30? 


A 9.30 That's really a guess I can't predict 
Q Chuck, another subject? 


fs) Anything else? I think I've -- you've pretty 
well exhausted what I'm able to say 


Q One more 


a [I haven't? All right 


Q Has the subject of Afghanistan been raised in any 
of the calks, and, if so, has the Soviet side given any 
suggestion of more flexibility than we've seen in the past? 
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a That, obviously, goes to the contents of the 
talks, so all I could say is that, first, the Secretary covered 
in one way or another almost all the issues in his first 
one-on-one yesterday at the meeting with the President. Again, 
all four parts of the agenda were focused on by the President 
in the presence of Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, and, finally, 
we have regional issues on the agenda for this afternoon 


Q [ want to ask you a policy thing about human 
rights, what the Administration policy now is If you can 
answer -- ['m trying to give you a way to answer this without 


getting into the talks themselves which you don't want to do 


' 


4 [ appreciate that, Barry. 

Q No Shultz has made -- Mr. Shultz has made clear 
now several times that he hopes to change Soviet procedures to 
get away from this -- this dissident can get out, this one 


doesn't here, this one ends up maybe in a camp, or something. 
He wants a systematic, more liberal system put into place. 


Does that mean at the same time the Administration 
will or won't make pitches in individual cases, which has been 
the old way the U.S. tried to get people out of the Soviet 
Union? 


A In the abstract, without connecting with this 
meeting, [ don't see the two as mutually exclusive at all 


Q Was the President here in the State Department 
half an hour ago, and, if yes, was it in connection with the 
talks? 


4 It was not in connection with the talks, as I 
announced yesterday. He was here for the USIA Commission on 
Public Diplomacy conference 


Q Is the proposed reconstruction of the U.S 
Embassy in Moscow being discussed in either of the working 
groups? You didn't list that 


a When I described the bilateral group, I talked 
about security issues -- 

Q Is that what -—- 

K That's the kind of issue that could fall under 


that category. 
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Q Can you list what regional issues will be 
discussed this afternoon? 


A Those have been described in various briefings 
that have been arranged prior to the visit, and [ think it's 
been pretty well sketched out, so I really wouldn't add to any 
of that. 


Q Can you describe what they're going to discuss 
this afternoon? 


4 They've described some of the kinds of regional 
issues that are on the agenda 


Q Well, you said what -- arms control -- you know, 
that INF and space defense and strategic arms control were 
going to be discussed, so I wondered if you can just list, you 
know, Afghanistan, Central America, what? 


a I would list all of the issues that -- including 
the ones that you put forward, and others that have been put 
forward by briefers The only reason I hesitate now is that 
we're ina different context, and you would take that as my 
Saying so-and-so has this agenda, or this will be brought up in 
that order [ just don't want to do that But the whole range 
will be covered 


Q Chuck, will the subjects be discussed separately 
or there will -- a sort of linkage between some subjects and 
others? 


I don't quite know what you're getting at 


- MORE -- 
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0Q I mean to say if you have discussed, say, INF and 
Afghanistan and the Embassy in Moscow, the Middle East -- was 
there any kind of linkage between one and the other? 


4 The structure of the meetings is that they're 
organized in such a way as to provide for a particular focus of 
attention during a particular meeting, so that arms control 
meetings focus on arms control and now regional issues will 
focus on regional issues 


So I don't see them all being woven together in that 
sense 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the apparent 
failure of Perez de Cuellar's mission to the Persian Gulf, and 
a statement by the President of the Security Council, the 
Ghanian representative, that it's not in the cards, or it's not 
desirable to have a strong second resolution against Iran? 


fe) First, the President of the Security Council has 
scheduled informal consultations to the Council for this 
afternoon to hear the Secretary General's report of his 
mission As you know, he has just spent two days each in 
Tehran and Baghdad engaging in intensive consultation. with the 
two governments 


Our position on the need for the full implementation 
of Resolution of 598 is well known The Security Council 
obviously will wish to hear the Secretary General's report and 
reflect on it before deciding on next steps So at this stage, 
1 don't think any other commentary would be useful 


Q Chuck, on the PLO office, the PLO representative 
just finished a press conference He accuses the 
Administration of misleading the Arab ambassadors about the 
closure of the office, and he mentioned that the State 
Department sent on May 13 to the National Association of Arab 


Americans, saying it's okay that the PIO is -- it's okay; it's 
under the Foreign Mission [t's alright 

i) I don't have any background on that particular 
story I haven't seen it I could only say that it's been no 


secret to you that this is a subject that we have had under 
consideration for quite some time 


Q But what about - 


A You've known that, and [ think others have as 


well 
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Q What about elevating the office to foreian 
mission? I mean, it was always an agent of the PLO? Now you 
are elevating it like other foreign missions in town. 


That was the determination that was made that, as 
an entity, it fit the description required under the Foreign 
Missions Act to be designated a foreign mission. 


Q And since ‘79 -- 

- And once that was -- 

Q -- you don't realize that? 

A That is something that's under review all the 


time, those kind of questions. [t's a discretionary power. 
We're not obligated in each and every case to take certain 
decisions, so it's done on a case by case basis. 


Q Chuck, was it all along then recognized as a PLO 
office and not as it was stated sometime ago as only an 
information office (inaudible) issues? 


A That's not really what's at issue here. The 
issue was whether or not, first, this particular office fit the 
description specified in the Foreign Missions Act to qualify to 
be designated as a "foreign mission." And after a thorough 
review -- and [ released last night the determination that was 
signed on that particular subject -- it was determined that, 
yes, this office is a foreign mission. That was one act. 


The act of closing it, as I pointed out again last 
night, was taken for other reasons, having nothing to do with 
the personnel of that office but rather having to do with our 
interest in demonstrating clearly and decisively our concerns 
over organizations that continue to associate with or 
participate in terrorist activities. 


Q Chuck, a member of the PLO office, they're 
American. They can open now any office they like if they are 
subsidizing it inside the United States? 


A [I said many times last night that our authority 
here is taken under the Foreign Missions Act This is a 
question of closing a foreign mission for the reason that I 
just described First Amendment rights of freedom of speech 
are not in any way involved. [ said several times that we have 
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no intention of doing any such thing. That these people have 
the right to do whatever they want in advocating the PLO, 
providing that it abides by our laws and that it is not in the 
context of a foreign mission. 


Q Chuck, in response to a question about the 
procedures and evidence that you used in making this 
determination, you referred us last night to the documents that 
you handed out But maybe I'm just not reading them properly, 
but I didn't find any evidence or procedural information in 
those documents Can you elucidate on what kind of due process 
you went through in making this determination, and what kind of 
evidence you had that this office was owned and controlled by 
the PLO? 


a I can't go into the specific evidence, suffice it 
to say that there was a very careful review of all of that done 
so that in making that determination one could say and put in 
writing and so designate that those criteria specified in the 
Foreign Missions Act were, in fact, satisfied 


The authority to do this comes from, as I[ said last 
night, the President's constitutional authority to conduct 
foreign affairs and the Secretary's authority under the Foreign 
Missions Act This action was taken totally in accordance with 
those two 


Q Can you claim any breaking of any law by this 
office ever? 


A I said that last night I said this has nothing 
to do with breaking of any laws or with any criminal activity 
You dor't seem to be focusing on what I'm saying The action 


is taken to demonstrate our concern with the PLO's continuing 
association and participation in terrorism That's what this 
is about Nothing more 


Q Are you saying that the position was taken for 
security reasons that could just pop up any time in the future 


— - 


i No 
Q Which may not have been evident before? 
a No, I didn't say at all 


Q You are not saying that the PLO is a terrorist 
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organization, or this is an indication to your opinion that the 
PLO now is @ terrorist organization that's rejected by the U.S. 
Government? 


“ You know what our characterization of the PLO has 
been in the past. If you want, [I'll read that to you. [t 
hasn't changed You have that? We continue to regard the PLO 
as an umbrella organization, some elements and members of which 
practice or advocate international terrorism 


Q Is it a terrorist or not? 

- I've just described our position on PLO and 
terrorism. 

Q No, you said an umbrella which some group 


practices terrorism. Are you saying it is not a terrorist or 
it is terrorist? You know, you have to choose. 


re) I've described, in this case, more generally our 
definition, our appreciation of that question. I described 
last night some of the specific things that the PLO, as an 
organization, has done, which has caused, in these recent 
months, our concern. 


Q Can you name the organization that sponsors 
terrorism within the PLO, and the others where they don't 


4 If you would take a look at my statement last 
night, [| pointed out three particular instances. Abu Abbas was 
the first one I named Contacts with Abu Nidal, the second one 


I named. [| also -- 

Q Abu Nidal is against the main PLO? 

A Pardon? 

Q Abu Nidal is against the mainstream PLO? 

“ He was readmitted to the Executive Committee and 
the PNC in April. He sits on the Executive Committee of the 
PLO today. 

Q Not Abu Nidal 

is) Abu Abbas, we're talking about 


Q We're talking about -- 
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A Did you talk about -- ['m sorry. Maybe [I got the 
wrong Abu. 


Q Maybe you're unfamiliar with Arabic names, Chuck; 
but I have question along these lines. What's the fate of the 
various Palestinian organizations in this town who advocate a 
similar stance like that office of the PLO Information Office, 
and there are a number of them -- 


ms [ can't draw any parallels with any other 
organizations. Each 1s examined on a case by case basis. 

Q Are they under review? 

A I don't know of any others under review. But 


there is the authority. That's all [ can say. 
Q Chuck, what about -- 
A Connie? 


Q -- other organizations like SWAPO and other -- 
are you also reconsidering all liberation organizations like 
the foreign mission and now you would expel them from town, or 
what -- under one lobby, you know, asking you to expel this or 
that? 


a I've tried to say, and I will repeat it one more 
time, that the authority to designate, as a Foreign mission, an 
entity which meets the requirements -- statutory requirements 
of the Foreign Missions Act -- is discretionary. This is made 
on a case by case basis. And, as a consequence, all I could 
say is that we keep such matters under review. 


Q But since when -- 


) That doesn't mean that for all time any 
organization is ruled out. It doesn't mean that they're under 
particular active review now, but it is something that is kept 
under review. 


I've just about exhausted what I can say on this 
subject as well, but -- 


Q You say “for all time." Does that imply that at 
some future date the PLO might be permitted to open an office 
here? 
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A It doesn't imply anything at all. [t's justa 
statement of logic, in fact. 


Q Is it a final decision or it's sort of punitive 
action to the PLO to just behave yourself, something like 
that? Behave yourself and maybe in the future the organization 
will be back having an information office? 


” It doesn't say anything about the future. As I 
said, it makes a statement -- [I hope a clear one -- about what 
we think of international terrorism, and organizations that 
continue to associate with it. 


Q But would you characterize it as a punitive 
action? 

a I've just characterized it several times over. 

Roy? 


Q You said last night, speaking of policy 
statements, that the United States fully supports the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinian people; that it's 
important that they be participants in all stages; their rights 
are no less important than those of Israel, to live in peace. 


And, you know, it just raises the question, how are 
you going to even discuss with them the fulfillment of those 
policy aims if you don't have any contact -- if you don't allow 
them any contact -- in this town? I mean, isn't there a kind 
of clash between the policy aim that you described and the 
action you've taken? 


n We've described our policy with regard to talking 
to the PLO many, many times over. [t couldn't be clearer. 
That hasn't changed and this action has no impact on that at 
all. 


Chuck, there are some reports coming out of 
Thailand today that a group of Americans that are preparing to 
launch some balloons with announcing a reward for the release 
of POW's in Laos. The Laotian Government, apparently, has 
expressed some concern about this. I was wondering if the 
Laotian Government has expressed this concern to the State 
Department If so, what was said, what is State's position on 
this? 
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A I don't have anything on the specific question of 
diplomatic exchanges. I could only say, as you've heard me say 
before in other contexts, that I would emphasize that we don't 
approve of privately sponsored efforts, such as the one that 
you've described, because they complicate and often harm our 
attempts to obtain the fullest possible accounting for our 
POW/MIA's 


We have long held that the best way to resolve these 
problems is through government-to-government cooperation. We 
regularly discuss these matters with governments in the 


region They're well aware of our views. 
The only other thing I would say -- and I'm sure 
whether this is going to apply or not -- is that we would 


always wish to note that American citizens who engage in 
political activity abroad should exercise care lest they 
violate inadvertently the laws of other countries. 


Q Has there been any contact with the Thais about 
this between the U.S. Government and the Thai Government? 


fe) As I say, the governments in the region, 
including the Thai Government, are well aware of our views on 
the issue I think, in a general sense, I could say, yes, 


there are discussions 


Q Has there been any pressure put on the Thais to 
disallow this from happening? 


A No. We have made no request of the Thai 
government 


Q Chuck, in a general region -- if I don't ask 
about the Pacific, no one will -- the New Zealand Defense 
Minister savs limited military cooperation between the U.S. and 
New Zealand may be resumed What does he mean by that? 


A I don't really know I could only state that 
U.S. policy on aefense cooperation with New Zealand remains 
unchanged Qs a consequence of New Zealand's policies 
restricting access to its ports by allied warships, U.S. 
security guarantees to New Zealand, under the ANZUS Alliance, 
were suspended in August 1986 


The implementation of that decision has included the 
suspension or limitation of a variety of defense and security 
cooperation activities, including exercises and training 
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We have a friendly, practical working relationship 
with New Zealand. We are prepared to seek ways to improve the 
relationship to the extent we can, but without losing sight of 
our basic disagreement over security issues. 


Q Well, are talks going on to try to -- 

- That is what I was trying to indicate in my very 
first remark. I just don't know what that's supposed to mean, 
the statement that you referred to. 

Q Can I also on -- Australian Prime Minister Hawke 
has criticized the U.S. on Japanese trade deals, saying it 
hurts Australia Does the U.S. have any comment on that? 


“ No 


Q The Vietnamese have released quite a few people 
finally. Do you have any response to it? 


- I commented on that the day it was announced, two 
days ago. 

Q But now they've done it, evidently? 

A My comment would be the same 

Q There's a New York Times report the U.N. is going 





to try to oust [Israel and South Africa from the IAEA. 


4 It's a long one 
Q Fooled you on that, didn't I 
4 In very short terms -- and I have a very long 


amount of material available which provides an elaboration of 
our position, but the United States is firmly opposed to the 
suspension of South Africa's membership in the IAEA We 
believe that there are no legal grounds for this action, and 
that efforts to deprive South Africa of its rights and 
privileges represent a gross violation of the principle of 
universality in international organizations 


Although we by no means, as you know, support South 
Africa's racial policies of apartheid, we do not believe that 
suspension of South Africa from the IAEA will positively effect 
a change in the political climate of that country. 
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It is clear, however, that suspension of South 
Africa's membership will seriously undermine prospects for 
securing increased non-proliferation obligations from South 
Africa and may, in fact, jeopardize the continued application 
of [AEA safeguards on a number of South Africa's nuclear 
facilities 


I have some other reasons which you're certainly happy 
to have from the Press Office, but that gives you a flavor 


Q What about Israel? Do you have a paragraph on 
that -- four lines? 
4 Again, at this point, we don't know what, if any, 


action will be sought against Israel as opposed to South Africa 
where the June governing board meeting that IAEA did vote ona 
particular action 

We are firmly opposed to continued pursuit of this 
issue -- the question of Israel in the IAEA -- which serves 
only the self-seeking political motivations of a minority of 
states and diverts the agency from its important technical 
responsibilities 

Q Can you make those available? 

Yes 

Did someone say copy? Yes 


Q Thank you 


A You're welcome 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:28 p.m.) 








Taken Question September 16, 1987 


Question taken during daily briefing on 9/16/67 


Soviet Counterpart to Kenneth Adelman 





Q. who is the Soviet counterpart to ACDA Director Kenneth 
Adelman in the arms control discussions held today in the 
Department? 


A.--Mr. ADELMAN'S COUNTERPART IS YEVGENIY GOLOVKO, DIRECTOR OF 


THE OFFICE OF ARMS CONTROL PROBLEMS, SOVIET MINISTRY OF 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
PRESS BRIEFING 
ON 
PLENARY SESSION OF THE 
U.S.-USSR MEETINGS 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 1987, 6:50 P.M. 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good evening 
Sorry I'm late, but I thought [I ought to run down all the 
various members of these groups and otherwise to get a status 
report so [ know what [ was talking about when [I came down here 
-— not that that's not always the case 


The regional meeting broke up at about 5:35, so that 
that went something on the order of two and a half hours. It 
covered a great number of topics. There wasn't enough time to 
get through them all Afghanistan and the Iran-Iraq war were 
probably the major subjects on the agenda this afternoon 


The two Ministers’ next event is dinner this evening 
And, there, there is a slight change in plans in that there 
won't be any toasts Sorry to disappoint you, but this is 
going to be a social evening so that we will have the pool 
available to take some shots of the assembled multitudes, as 
they are seated at table, for color, if that's of use to you, 
but then that will be it in terms of any coverage tonight 


Q Why no toasts? 
A The two Ministers agreed that it was going to be 
a social evening, and they just prefer not to do it Really, 


there's nothing sinister or otherwise behind all of this 


Q Who proposed this significant move in East-West 
relations? 


a As I say, they both agreed 

Q Chuck, is this dinner tonight going to have, as 
the Secretary often does with him when he hosts a dinner of 
this sort, members of the public, and so forth, cr is it going 


to be confined to the working groups? 


o There are some members of Congress The rest are 
essentially members of the working group And, by the way, in 
saying there won't be any formal toasts, I[ never preclude at 
some point in the evening, early or later, that these guys get 
up and say something That's always my ground rule 








Q You mean our spontaneous Secretary of State? 


- That's right. Then, the working group on arms 
control has continued to work and still continues. When I came 
down a few minutes ago, they're still at work. They started at 
4:00. They're working through the three areas of the Geneva 
negotiations -- INF, START, defense and space, essentially in 
that order. I don't know how long they plan to go tonight. 

One presumes until dinner 


Then there were nuclear testing talks, as I said there 
would be. Those took place during the course of the afternoon 
as well with our side led by Mr. Adelman. And then there were 
a couple of hours of discussion on the side between our 
conventional arms experts, Steve Ledogar, in our case, and 
Ambassador Grinevsky, in the Scviet case. 


The human rights and humanitarian affairs also 
continued their talks this morning. To recap, they started at 
10:00. They went to about 12:15, just before lunch today, and 
then in the afternoon, resumed and talked some more. I[ 
understand they're essentially finished as far as that set of 
discussions is concerned. 


Tomorrow, the final wrap-up session is scheduled for 
9:30 { hesitate to predict what time all of this will end. 
My prediction is somewhere mid-day, and at some point after 
that, perhaps half an hour or so, the Secretary will then 
appear here to give an on-the-record briefing on the visit 


Q Chuck, in these arms control talks, either today 
or yesterday, have the ideas which were expressed by Mr 
Gorbachev in a Pravda interview published today appeared? 


a) Those kinds of questions would lead me into the 
contents of the discussions, and [ just can't do that. 


Q Well, were you surprised by what you have read 
about the Gorbachev interviews? 


o I haven't in fact, seen that whole interview, so 
['m not able to say whether [I'm surprised or not 

Q Any ad tives for today's meeting? 

i) Again, [| always -- [ know you're going to ask 


that question, so I alwavs make sure that I talk to the 
Secretary explicitly about that, and he said, "No doubt about 


it -- constructive, positive, thorough and businesslike talks.” 
Q But not profound? 
“ I say that I didn't mean to say that in jest 


because that, in fact, captures the spirit of the talks 








Q Chuck, can I ask you about -- to follow Jim up -- 
if you can't get into the substance, we're just trying to 
assess what weight Gorbachev's statement really has in this 
process. Did the Soviet Foreign Minister elaborate or in any 
way refer to the statement; can you tell us that? 


= I just don't know. 
Q And can you explain -- [ mean, if there is a 
short explanation -- why the nuclear test talks were isolated 


from other nuclear issues since Gorbachev has called the test 
ban the most urgent nuclear issue? Does the United States not 
want testing discussed on -- mixed in with the other issues? 
Why did you separate it? To give it less standing, or is there 
less than we can arguably -- 


= Basically, arguably, it could be said it gives it 
more standing. 


Q Except (inaudible) test ban -- I wondered why it 
was put off on the side. 


Aa You know what our position is on nuclear 
testing. It's not simply that we're against a comprehensive 
test ban. It is that there needs to be a process followed at 
which one gets to discussiuns on a comprehensive test ban, but 
there are other things Most importantly, to improve 
verification leading to ratification of TTBT and PNET. 


Q So was there any give-and-take on the subject? 

A But the fact is that we have had a series of 
talks -- nuclear testing talks -- over the months This is an 
issue in which there are readily identifiable group of 
experts It's an area that we've been working on, and the 


Ministers and the experts under Ambassadors Nitze and Karpov 
decided that here was a place where these people could do some 
work on the side 


Q Do you anticipate any of the working groups are 
going to burn the midnight oil after the dinner? Do you 
anticipate -- particularly arms control -— that they will need 


to do nighttime sessions? 


A I can't eliminate that possibility 
Q But there's no specific plan to -- 
“ But they're in the middle of these sessions 


They're working through them, and it's a little hard to predict 
right now 


Q Any chance of the talks going later than mid-day 
today -- [| mean, tomorrow? 











- I don't know that there are any plans for that 
I doubt that. But, again, those things are in the hands of 
Ministers, when you come right down to it. 


Q Shevardnadze is being fairly chatty on 
characterizing the talks. He was saying downstairs that he 
feels the discussion on the warheads is moving to a more 
positive vein. Can you tell us your version of it? 


A I don't care to get into a give-and-take on 
specific issues. ['ve characterized the talks as constructive, 
positive. I could accept that word, but I don't want to get 
int® characterizing specific issues because then I'll have to 
go down the whole checklist. 


Bob? 


Q Shevardnadze also was talking about discussions 
of Afghanistan, and he said that the Soviets had adopted a 
political decision to withdraw Soviet forces and that the 
biggest problem right now was a guarantee against outside 
interference after the withdrawal. Does the United States see 
that as the biggest problem? 


fe) Again, what I'm doing is reiterating basically 
what we've long said time and again, that the principal problem 
in the case of Afghanistan is a timetable for the withdrawal of 
Soviet forces and a process of national reconciliation. That 
forms the heart of the problem, and I say that in the abstract 
without trying to relate it to specific discussions which [I'm 
just not going to do 


Q A follow-up on that What is the American 
position on ending outside interference, namely American 
involvement, in Afghanistan? 


m Well, look, if you want to have a briefing on 
Afghanistan, ['ll be happy to come back and do that tomorrow 
For the time being, I've got to limit myself to talking about 
the meetings today. 


Q Is there a regional working group, and what 
regional issues are going to be discussed tomorrow? 


A I don't know that there's going to be any 
regional working group [ believe that the regional issues 
were essentially covered between the two Ministers 


Q Because he said there would still be more 
regional] issues tomorrow Shevardnadze just said that 


i I don't know what the plans are specifically in 
that vein lf the Ministers decide, that's what they'll do 








alien 


Q How about the Iran-Iraq war? Are the two sides 
in agreement? 


A I'm not going to go into the substance of the 
meetings, so, I mean, we can take our time down here this 
evening, but I just can't help you on those 


Q As a follow-up, did the Soviets say that they 
would go along with a new resolution, Security Council 
resolution? 


A That sounds to me like the contents 


Q Why don't you just tell us what you can discuss, 
what you haven't discussed already 


A I think L['ve covered everything, but [I'm willing 
to listen to questions in case there's something you can find 


Q There is something you can answer -- what you 
just said -- today you referred to the talks as being positive, 
and up until now they've used other phrases like 
“straightforward,” “businesslike,” etc Do you mean -- is 
there any reason for adding the word “positive” today, co —— 
I'm sure you do everything for a specific purpose, so -- 


os Oh, I think there are any number of adjectives 
that can be chosen that express the same general sense, and, 
when the question was posed that -- that Mr. Shevardnadze had 
used “positive,” I said I wouldn't quarrel with that one either 


Q Chuck, Shevardnadze also used the word "fruitful" 
in talking about -- (laughter) -- no, but “fruitful” is usually 
used by diplomats in this country to mean that there was some 
actual concrete results, and he used it specifically in terms 
of the regional conflicts discussion And I was wondering if 
you agree that there were concrete results? 


a [I'll take that question, and ['ll look into that, 
and maybe by tomorrow mid-day. I'11 be able to tell you whether 
[ can agree to that 


Q Chuck, what does “essentially finish" mean in 
terms of human rights? I[t doesn't mean -- what's the end 
product? It doesn't mean that issues were resolved, certainly, 
but -- 


o In all of this it's a process, of course This 
is another series of discussions There have been discussions 
before, and there will be discussions after That's all I 


meant by that 


In the ontext of this particular meeting, the experts 
have done what they feel they can do 





Fs 


Q On the regional issues, did the Cyprus question 
come up? 

- I don't have anything on that one specifically. 

Q Chuck, how many -- how much time today was spent 


with the two ministers, one on one? 


- Well, there was about an hour and a half this 
morning, and I'd have to check whether during the course of the 
afternoon that there was a period of that that ended up one on 
one, so I can't give you the final total 


Q Another question, Chuck: Can you get an idea, if 
you don't have one off the top of your head, of how many 
American officials and how many Soviet officials have 
participated in the various groups and sub-groups and plenaries? 


“ Off the top of my head? Well, let me do some 
addition. Off the top of my head, I would say on our side 
probably a couple of dozen. On their side, 15 or 20. 


Q Chuck, same question as yesterday, kind of. If 
you brought out the same officials who were programmed to give 
downbeat assessments before the talks began, this evening, 
would you think that they would say the same, "Don't expect any 
breakthrough type of stuff," or do you think things have sort 
of gotten a little better, mysteriously? 


- It sounds like an instant replay. 


No. You don't want to talk about substance, and 
we're playing with adjectives, but the game before the talks 
began was to try to get us to think cautious, and now, of 
course, we're supposed to think positive Is there some reason 
for this change that you can -- 


A First, I wouldn't bill that as any change 


Q Oh. Cautious and positive? [ mean, don't expect 
anything, don't, don't, don't -- 


a) What we try to emphasize -- 
Q -- and now everything looks pretty good? 
A - is that there is a process. fTfhere's a lot of 


substance to discuss We're working through that agenda in a 
very serious and businesslike way, and that's what we expected 
and hoped that this meeting would be It is that The words, 
[ think, when you talk about caution or other words, 

optimism,” “pessimism,” have always been used in the context 
of stories looking at much more ambitious goals And what we 
have tried to emphasize is that what we have here is a process, 
and this meeting is very much a part of that 








Q Well, those ambitious goals -- 
A So I can't -- 


Q No. Those ambitious goals -- we're wrapping up 
an agreement and setting a summit date, and at the White House, 
State Department officials told reporters, “Don't expect 
either." Would you say the same right now? 


a At this point in the course of the meeting, I'm 
just not going to go into those kinds of questions. I think 
that people who did those briefings beforehand had a pretty 
good idea of what to expect. 


Q Downstairs it was hard to hear a lot of what 
Shevardnadze said, but I understood that he said that in the 
content of the letter which he presented to President Reagan 
from Gorbachev there was a proposal for a comprehensive 
security arrangement of some kind which he characterized as 
broad, integrated, and so forth. I may be wrong in what I 
heard -- 


- Well, when I get a question that may be wrong in 
what you heard, then there's no way [ can Gveal with it. I[ just 
don't know what he said, so I couldn't address it. I'm sorry 


Q The second thing is, was there specific 
discussion of Nicaragua today, ana is Elliott Abrams involved 
in regional issues pertaining to Central America? 


“ I gave you the cast of characters of those 
involved in the regional discussions, or I did to a vast 
gathering at 3 o'clock in the press room Maybe you weren't 
there. But essentially the group on our side was the 
Secretary, Deputy Secretary Whitehead, Under Secretary 
Armacost, Assistant Secretary Ridgway, Ambassador Matlock, and 
Mr. (Ermarth sp?) from the National Security Council 


Q Chuck, on the working group on arms control, am [ 
to understand that this is still the larger working group -- 


4 Yes 


-— that is discussing all three issues 
simultaneously? 


ms Yes 

Q No breakout of INF with an INF sub-group? 

a They've gone through the issues sequentially 
Q But they'll be no breakout of an INF sub-group 


that you can -- 





- Not at this point. 

s Okay. Thank you. 

Q Did you see the Gorbachev statement of an hour or 
two ago -- 

= No. 

Q -- and do you have any comment? 

- No. 

Q Okay. Thank you 

” [I have one other announcement I'd just like to 


use this occasion to do very quickly. 
Q The PLO chserver mission? (Laughter) 
“ No 


The Assistant Secretary of State for International 
Organizations Affairs, Alan Keyes, has resigned. The Secretary 
has accepted his resignation with regret, noting that Mr. Keyes 
has been a valuable member of the State Department team. The 
Department has benefited from the contributions of Secretary 
Keyes to development of our foreign policy, especially as 
regards southern Africa 


The Secretary noted that Secretary Keyes has proved 
that with imagination and hard work, reform can come to even 
the most traditional organizations, as witness recent 
developments at the U.N 


The Secretary also expressed his hope that Alan Keyes 
would continue to be available for his advice and counsel in 
the days ahead 


Q Did he say why he's resigning? 

nm In terms of the answer -- 

Q Plans? 

A future plans, the why, I'll have to jet Mr 
Keyes speak for himself on that one 

Q Is this inconvenient coming a week before the 
UNGA? 

Ms I believe that the plan is that he will be on 


board for another couple of months 








we 


Q Chuck, the President made a speech earlier today 
in which he touched on the Soviet Union and its system and the 
Berlin Wall, a lot of other things. Was the Secretary at all 
surprised at the references, the timing, of the President's 
remarks, and did the State Department endorse all of these 
things that he was saying? (Laughter) 


- I can't help you on those kinds, Roy 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 7:07 p.m.) 
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SHULTZ-SHEVARDNADZE MEETINGS 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY CHARLES E. REDMAN 
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GENNADI I. GERASIMOV, US.5.R. MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1987 


MR. REDMAN Since this is a joint statement, we 
thought we ought both to be here. Just to explain briefly why 
we're here, as we said downstairs, the -- 


MR. GERASIMOV: Being compassionate, we decided to 
give you something today to chew on (Laughter) 


MR. REDMAN: That's right. In essence, what happened 
is that as the Ministers started at 3 o'clock going through the 
review of the various working groups, in talking about this 
working group on nuclear testing, they determined that indeed 
we had come to the point where we could put out a joint 
statement, and. as a consequence, asked us to please go forward 
with that this afternoon. 


The status of what's going on wpstairs I think is 
they're still in the process of going through the review of the 
working groups They did nuclear testing, they did human 
rights and humanitarian affairs, they did bilateral affairs, 
chemical weapons -—- 


MR. GERASIMOV: Right. 


MR. REDMAN All of the Geneva negotiating areas 
They're now doing conventional weapons, just as we left. 


MR. GERASIMOV: Conventional weapons. 


MR. REDMAN: So they're still in the process of going 
through that review. 
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MR. GERASIMOV: Also tactical nuclear. 
MR. REDMAN: So, let's first -- 

Q What? 

MR. GERASIMOV: Tactical nuclear weapons. 


Q Still in the process of -- where? You got to 
conventional. I didn't understand —- 


MR. REDMAN: Pardon? 
Q When you got to conventional -- 


MR. REDMAN: And conventional, and I beliewe that's 
the last of the groups to be gone through. 


Q Does that suggest then that not too long from now 
they'll be through and go home for the night? 


MR. REDMAN: No. I think that suggests our 
expectation is the Ministers will then retire again into a 
smaller group and continue deliberations. 


Q Any indication how long? 


MR. REDMAN: No. And we'll try to get back to you 
later in the afternoon. I1'11]1 come down, whenever I can, at 
5:30, 6:00, 6:30. 


Q Before you start on the nuclear thing -—- 


MR. GERASIMOV: It's open-ended. They don't work 
against any deadline, as I understand. 


Q Before you start on nuclear testing, can you give 
us -- have they been all this time in Shultz's private office? 
I mean, there have been all these people running in and out. 
Can you give us any of that? 


MR. REDMAN: Until 3 o'clock -- from 9:30 this morning 
wntil 3 o'clock they were in the Secretary's private office. 
There were some expert’ called in at various times, but 
essentially they were in there more or less one-on-one. Mr. 
Carlucci was there, I think, for the duration on our side. 
Deputy Foreign Minister Bessmertnykh was in for a considerable 
portion on the Soviet side, and then other experts came in and 
out on occasion. 
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MR. GERASIMOV: Sandwiches were ordered. 
MR. REDMAN: That's right. 
MR. GERASIMOV: At 3 o'clock, no? 


MR. REDMAN: At 3 o'clock, and I believe it was tuna 
on white and turkey on rye. (Laughter) 


Q No crow? 

Q Chuck, is it only arms control that is still 
being discussed? In other words, have they concluded the other 
issues, the other -- did they jump back and forth? 


MR. REDMAN: No. The Ministers asked for a review of 
all the areas. They've gone through those. Bilaterals -- 


MR. GERASIMOV: In random order. 

MR. REDMAN: In random order, depending on which 
experts happened to be readily available. So that when they go 
back into a more closed environment, again it will be up to 
them to pick out what they're going to talk about. 

Q So they're going to break for a while -- 

MR. REDMAN: I'm not saying they're breaking for a 
while. They're working with the working groups now in a large 
plenary forum, and, when they finish, they'll continue their 
work. I don't know whether they'll break or not. 

Q How is the progress going to be reported? 


MR. REDMAN: Well, as we said earlier, the real 
progress -- 


MR. GERASIMOV: This is what we call progress (holding 
up statement). 


MR. REDMAN: This is progress. 

Q The rest of it. 

MR. REDMAN: The rest of it tomorrow morning. 

Q At a press conference? 

MR. REDMAN: But I'll come down later on in the 


afternoon and give you a status report logistically and 
administratively like we've done in the evenings. 











Q Just a quick one. I'ma little confused. You 
said they were together -- they were alone head-to-head, most 
of it. You said Carlucci was in there most of the time. I 
don't understand. 


MR. REDMAN: In fact, I think on our side he was there 
the entire time, as was Mr. Bessmertrykh for a goodly portion 
of the time, although perhaps he may not have been there at the 
very start. 


Q And then since 3:00 they've been in a large 
plenary session going through all of that. 


MR. REDMAN: That's right. And that's the whole 
delegation, not one at a time, but everyone. 


Q Where is that taking place? 


MR. REDMAN: That's taking place on the 8th floor, the 
room that you've been passing through on the way to the Madison 
Room. 


Q That includes Department of Defense 
representatives? 


MR. REDMAN: Yes, it does. 


Q You don't have any times for tomorrow that you 
can give us yet? 


MR. REDMAN: Not yet. No. 
Q Why don't you go ahead with your statement. 


MR. REDMAN: And essentially this is what we have is 
the statement. I lead, I think. 


The U.S. and Soviet sides have agreed to begin before 
December 1, 1987, full-scale stage-by-stage negotiations which 
will be conducted ina single forum. (This subject, by the 
way, is nuclear testing negotiations.) In these negotiations 
the sides, as the first step, will agree upon effective 
verification measures which will make it possible to ratify the 
U.S.-U.S.S.R. Threshold Test Ban Treaty of 1974 and Peaceful 
Nuclear Explosions Treaty of 1976, and proceed to negotiating 
further intermediate limitations on nuclear testing leading to 
the ultimate objective of the complete cessation of nuclear 
testing as part of an effective disarmament process. 
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MR. GERASIMOV: This process, among other things, 
would pursue, as the first priority, the goal of the reduction 
of nuclear weapons and, ultimately, their elimination. For the 
purpose of the elaboration of improved verification measures 
for the U.S.-U.S.S.R. Treaties of 1974 and 1976, the sides 
intend to design and conduct joint verification experiments at 
each other's test sites. These verification measures will, to 
the extent appropriate, be used in further nuclear test 
limitation agreements which may subsequently be reached. The 
end of the statement. 


Q Copy of the statement? 
MR. REDMAN: Yes. 


Q Chuck, verification -- your reference to 
verification -- are you saying that there are still procedures 
to be hammered out, that there are differences still on 
verification, or are you saying that procedures are pretty much 
in place, and they have to just be finalized and move ahead? 


MR. REDMAN: The statement speaks to that very plainly 
in two places. First, at the start it says, “The first step 
will agree upon effective verification measures," etc., and 
then in the end it says, “The sides intend to design and 
conduct joint verification experiments at each other's test 
Sites." So that is the kind of thing the negotiators begin 
working on, when they begin the negotiations. 


Q Well, I don't want to belabor it, but when you 
say “will agree," using the construction “will agree" suggests 
that it's in-hand and they will ratify it, they'll agree to 
it. If you had said something other than “will agree," I 
wouldn't have a question. 


You're saying they will agree, which means you think 
it's there and they will agree to it. 


qa I think that indicates the firm intention of both 
sides to come to that end. 


Q Does this satisfy the President's precondition 
for signing the PNET and TTBT treaties once they're ratified by 
the Senate? 


4 I think if you read this statement carefully that 
all of these kinds of questions are answered in terms of 
constructing exactly what is to take place. 











Q As I recall, at Reykjavik, the position was that 
the President would sign both of these treaties once they were 
ratified if the Soviet side agreed to negotiate acceptable 
verification procedures -- not conclude the negotiations but 
negotiate on -- 


A Again, I don't want to belabor it but the 
statement says -- the statement I just quoted, the sentence I 
just quoted -- "In these negotiations the sides as the first 
step will agree upon effective verification measures which will 
make it possible to ratify the TTBT, the PNET, and proceed to 
negotiating any further intermediate," etc., etc. So that is 
all covered in this. 


MR. GERASIMOV: If I can add, you see, I said that we 
are going to give you something to chew on, so you must read 
yourself. You want us to do chewing for you? 


Q Is it the intention -- is it the implied 
intention of this interim proposal, or agreement, to reduce the 
size, or reduce the level of the threshold? 


MR. REDMAN: What is done here -- the news here is -- 
that we have (laughter) -- I think I'd better point that out, 
that we have agreed to begin before December 1, 1987, 
full-scale, stage-by-stage negotiations. That's what's 
happening. The kind of questions you're asking are the kinds 
of things that negotiators are paid to do. 


Q What is the title or name of these negotiations? 
Have you got a name for them? 


“ I don't have any formal name at this point. The 
questions like “venue, negotiators, formal title" will all be 
determined through diplomatic channels. 


Q Have I understood you properly? You said the 
ultimate objective was the cessation of nuclear testing. It 
seems to me [I've heard you say from that podium over and over 
again that the U.S. does not want an end of nuclear testing. 
How do you square that? 


s I have to invite you to read the whole thing. It 
goes through the things we have said, “proceed to negotiating 
any further intermediate limitations on nuclear testing leading 
to the ultimate objective." This process, among other things, 
would pursue, as the first priority, the goal of the reduction 
of nuclear weapons and, ultimately, their elimination." All of 
that is in there. 











A question on Corrtex. This means, then, that 
there has been, as yet, no decision on Corrtex. Correct, Mr. 
Gerasimov/Mr. Redman? 


MR. GERASIMOV: Just read the statement. 
Q No, I mean [I'm asking you in addition -- 


MR. GERASIMOV: “Verification measures, for the 
purpose of the elaboration of improved verification measures 
the sides intend to design and conduct joint verification 
experiments." 


MR. REOMAN: Those are the kinds of systems that will 
be considered. 


MR. GERASIMOV: And this is one of the systems that 
(inaudible) will be considered -- 


Q Can I ask you both if those tests will be with 
nuclear devices, or will they be with conventional explosives? 


MR. REDMAN: I don't know those kinds of details. 


Q Is there any agreement on what is required by way 
of verification? Did you come to any agreement on that, or 
you're just going to begin trying to agree on what's required? 


You have agreed on a procedure here. Is the -- 


us I think the statement speaks to the objectives of 
the negotiations and what the negotiators will be instructed to 
do. 


Q Let me just ask you one clarification, just of 
the statement. Is it -- the past American position is that 
these treaties had to be ratified and put into effect before we 
would commence these -- the second stage of negotiations. Is 
that what the statement says, or is it somewhat fuzzier than 
that one? You say “proceeding onto the --." [t's a little 
fuzzier this time. 


4 I'm not going to try to parse the statement. The 
statement is that which has been agreed upon as the basis for 
launching these negotiations. 


Q Mr. Gerasimov, can I ask you, in your opening 
remarks you talked about discussions on tactical nuclear 
weapons. What do you mean by that? 











MR. GERASIMOV: We mentioned the groups. And these 
groups, the reporters -- one on the American side, the other on 
the Soviet side -- were now reporting to the Ministers, and 
everybody else was also present, about the results of the work 
of these groups. One of these groups dealt with conventional 
weapons, including tactical nuclear weapons. 


Q As part of the conventional -- 
A As part of this. 


MR. REDMAN: I'm sorry, but that does not mean to 
imply that that's a point of agreement by any means. 


Q Mr. Gerasimov, the Soviet Union has invited the 
United States to send -- to detonate a device on Soviet 
underground test site -- one of the two sites -- test their 


equipment, see if it's possible to have a test ban. Has the 
United States responded to that invitation yet? 


MR. GERASIMOV: We had already American scientists, 
you know, which were at our test sites, monitoring our 
moratorium. Also recently we invited the scientists to test 
their equipment when we had a big chemical explosion. 


Q But General Chervov invited the United States to 
detonate its own device in Soviet territory. That invitation 
has sat on the table. 

4 It's here (indicating document). 

Q That's a response to it? 


4 Right here. 


MR. REDMAN: I think, in essence, we've covered what 
we can do on this. 


One more question? 


Q Yes. You say that the essence of this is that 
the two sides have agreed to begin negotiations on nuclear 
testing. With due respect, they have been negotiating on 
nuclear testing. 


A There have been no full-scale negotiations since 
1980. 


MR. GERASIMOV: Groups of experts were meeting at 
Geneva periodically. 











MR. REDMAN: Experts have been working on exactly 
these kinds of questions to try to come to agreement on how to 
resume this particular full-scale negotiation. 

Q Where will these negotiations take place? 


4 I said earlier that the venue, the participants, 
the formal name, will have to be determined. 


We're due upstairs again, so please, we're going to 
have to go. 


Q Our presumption would be that this is something 
that the experts group on nuclear testing worked out overnight, 
or in the past day, and now the Ministers have chopped off on 
it and approved it; is that the fact of it all? 

am That's right. 


Q Chuck, do you expect anything more dramatic by 
the time the talks are over than this statement? 


A We don't want to speculate on those kinds of 
questions. 


Thank you. 


(Press conference concluded at 4:45 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: The two Ministers as you know have been hard at 
work since 9:30 this morning. Most of that time has been spent 
in one-on-one sessions. They have decided that it is 
worthwhile continuing on through the afternoon, perhaps into 
the evening. They will be reviewing in more detail the reports 
from the various working groups that have been working over the 
past two days. 


The meetings today have been in the same constructive, positive 
spirit that have characterized the previous two days. The 
Ministers have simply decided that there is a lot of work to 
do. These are, as [ said, constructive discussions and 
therefore they are worth pursuing. 


They both agreed that there won't be any formal statements 
therefore until tomorrow morning. We'll try to keep you 
updated during the evening as we can in terms of the logistics, 
what meetings are planned, any possible timing that may develop 
concerning tomorrow morning. But basically the message I have 
is that your fast is over, that you of course can remain here 
for the remainder of the stake-out as you want but you should 
not expect any statements or briefings or any other formal 
remarks tonight. Tomorrow morning now becomes your new target 
point. 


QUESTION: What time? 


MR. REDMAN: I say we will have to keep you informed on that as 
the evening goes by and we'll do our best to do that. 


Anything to add Mr. Gerasimov? Just let me let Mr. Gerasimov 
add whatever he would like to. 


MR. GERASIMOV: I have no quarrels today with my colleague from 
the State Department. So [ support his statement. 


MR. REDMAN: We believe this is our first joint appearance. 
(Laughter) 


QUESTION: (Inaudible - about whether the Secretary has spoken 
by phone with the President). 








MR. REDMAN: I can't answer directly whether or not he's been 
in touch. Mr. Carlucci has been participating in the meetings 
this morning. So, the White House is certainly aware. 


QUESTION: Chuck, should we take this as a sign of progress -- 
as a sign of (inaudible) 


MR. REDMAN: I tried to say in my opening remarks that these 
meetings today are still in the same constructive, 
businesslike, positive atmosphere that we have seen for the 
last two days and so [I think that answers your question. 


QUESTION: Are they trying to draft a final joint document or a 
joint statement? 


MR. REDMAN: At this point, I don't want to predict what may 
happen. We've not been very good at predicting what's happened 
so far. So, I'd just like to leave that question open until I 
have more details later in the afternoon. 


Feel free to butt in at any point (to Mr. Gerasimov). 


MR. GERASIMOV: History is in the making. We must wait a 
little bit. 


MR. REOMAN: Right. 
QUESTION: What experts did they have (inaudible) 


MR. REDMAN: A number of the experts across the board have been 
in at one time or another. But the Ministers, as we left them 
just now, had agreed that following a sandwich they will go 
through in more detail the various working groups so that in 
the arms control, as well as the other areas, they will be 
going through again the results of the working groups. 


QUESTION: A senior official said he didn't expect that the INF 
treaty would be worked out during these talks. Does that 
statement still stand? 


MR. REDMAN: I'm not going to go into the various prospective 
outcomes. As I said, I think Mr. Gerasimov would agree, these 
are constructive discussions, we're moving ahead across the 
full range of issues. fhat's what this meeting is about; 
that's what the Ministers are doing. 


QUESTION: Did you discuss a summit? 


MR. REDMAN: Again, that question has been addressed by both 
Ministers. I don't have anything new on that. 








Anything to add on that one (to Mr. Gerasimov)? 
MR. GERASIMOV: No. 
QUESTION: Mr. Gerasimov, can you comment on Mr. Gorbachev's 


comments yesterday about saying he thought an INF treaty was 
possible by the end of this year? 





MR. GERASIMOV: He suggested a deadline for the treaty -- 
missile treaty. 


QUESTION: Is there a link in anyway to what's going on here 
today? 


MR. GERASIMOV: Well, of course -- The statement was 
yesterday. So it cannot really be connected with what's going 
on today. 


QUESTION: Mr Gerasimov, you were quoted on the BBC yesterday 
as saying you didn't think this was the right time to announce 
a summit. You thought that the end of these meetings -- this 
would not be the time to announce a summit. Do you still hold 
that view or do you think that possibly tomorrow you will have 
an announcement? 


MR. GERASIMOV: We'll see tomorrow. I'm still holding to my 
view today. 


MR. REDMAN: I think essentially we've told you about all we 
can say at this point. As I promised, during the course of the 
afternoon, we will be back in touch with you. But, just to 
recapitulate, you should not expect any statements, any press 
conferences tonight. We both agreed that none of that would 
happen until tomorrow and there we'll have to inform you as to 
the potential timing. 


QUESTION: Do you expect the Foriegn Minister will stop with a 
departure statement on his way out? 


MR. REDMAN: If he wants to say something as he comes out, of 
course, he's always free to do that. But, at this point, we 
simply have no idea when he might be leaving the building. 


Thank you. 
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MR. REODMAN: As you know, the Foreign Minister has 
left. There are no further meetings scheduled. The Ministers 
have, in essence, then completed their business. Again, there 
won't be any other statements or briefings tonisht. There will 
be a statement tomorrow morning at a relatively early hour. 

Q Where? 

a That's the question that I can't answer. 

Q Should we bother going home? 

4 So, as a consequence, I really can't give anymore 
details at this point as to the exact time and the location, so 
I would just encourage you to stay in touch. 

Q It might be at the White House? 


“4 Stay in touch early tomorrow morning. 


Q Are you talking about a joint announcement 
between the two? 


4 No, it won't be a joint appearance. There won't 
be any joint appearance. 


Q Might it be at the White House, not here? 


Q There won't be any joint announcement between the 
two? 


4 Whether or not there's anything said as a joint 
announcement, likewise, I can't go on to. 


Q Can you give us a clue as to how early is early? 
I mean, do we have to be here at 6:00 in the morning? 
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s No, no, don't be here at 6:00. But you ought to 
start checking in by 8:00. We ought to know at that point. 


Q Will there be an announcement made in the two 
capitols? ; 

A At this point, that's all the details I can you 
with. 

Q Will it be as downbeat as the forecast before the 


meetings? (Laughter) Will Roz Ridgway come out and tell us 
not to expect any -- 


- I said I couldn't address that question right now. 


Q How did Shevardnadze get to the White House and 


back? 

aA In a car. 

Q Well, from the basement? Can you tell us 
something about it? 

a That's the normal way. Yes. 

Q That's supposed to be a secret mission? 

” No. It was announced by the White House. 

Q No. But could you tell us how it developed, give 
us some of the background of it? Did --— you know. 

A At this point you can ask those questions 


tomorrow at the appropriate time, 


Q No, no. You don't have to go into substance. 
Did the call come from the White House, or did Mr. Shultz call 
the White House and say, "I think you ought to see the guy 
now," or this morning or -- 


4 I'm just not prepared to discuss how that was 
arranged. 


Q Are the plans for a press conference by the 
Secretary now in limbo, or what? 


A I expect the Secretary, in conjunction with what 
I call a statement, to also answer -- questions and answers. 
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Q You mean the statement will be given, then he'll 
answer questions about it, all at the same time? 

+ I think that's logical 

Q How would you characterize the state of play, the 


end of the meeting? I mean, were they still looking positive 
and -—- 


- Yes 
Q -- upbeat towards the end? 
- Yes 


All right Thank you all 


Q Where is everybody eating tonight? 
- I really don't have anything else 
Q Oh, yeah Are the working groups all finished? 


Everything's finished? 


Q The working groups done too? 

a The working groups are done 

Q Nobody's drawing up anything tonight, through the 
night? 

Q The lawyers are at work, though, right? 


(The briefing concluded at 7:29 p.m.) 
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PRESIDENT REAGAN: Secretary Shultz has reported to me on the 
results of his talks with Soviet Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze As you know, the talks covered arms reduction, 
regional conflicts, human rights and bilateral issues. 





Although we have serious differences in many areas, the tone of 
the talks was frank, constructive, and notable progress was 
mace. 


Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze have issued 
a joint statement which I believe you all have now, ard I'm 
pleased to note that agreement in principles was reached to 
conclude an INF treaty. They'll meet again in Moscow next 
month to continue their efforts and to work out the details of 
a summit between me and General Secretary Gorbachev later this 
fall. 


Il want to congratulate Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze and their delegations for their outstanding 
efforts over the past three days. The Secretary is going to 
take your questions. 


QUESTION: What caused the breakthrough? 





PRESIDENT REAGAN: What? 


£ 


QUESTION: What caused the breakthrough? 








PRESIDENT REAGAN: Well, I'll tell you, I think the one who can 
best answer that, and is going to take your questions, is the 
Secretary. 





QUESTION: What about the shooting of an American soldier in 
Germany? 























(Everyone speaking simultaneously). 


PRESIDENT REAGAN: I was going to ask Andrea to interpret for 
me, but I did hear -- I heard that phrase about the shooting, 
and the Secretary has already launched a protest. 





QUESTION: You are in too much of a hurry, sir, to sign an arms 
agreement -- (inaudible) -- you're in too much of a hurry for 
the summit? 


PRESIDENT REAGAN: I don't know of anything in my life I waited 
over six years for. I spoke about this INF treaty on pretty 
much the same basis that's it's finally been agreed at, 
certainly, four or five years ago. 





QUESTION: What about the evil empire? Mr. Reagan, what about 
the evil empire? 





QUESTION: Bill, Let him answer the question about the shooting 
of an American soldier. 





PRESIDENT REAGAN: 81il1l, I told you that the Secretary has 
already launched a protest. 





QUESTION: Alright, what about the evil empire? You have 
opposed it for years. Why now are you ready to make a deal 
with them? 


PRESIDENT REAGAN: Oh, I don't think it's still lily white. 





QUESTION: What about the fact that the Senate has just voted 
to restrict SDI testing? How do you view that in terms of 
what's happening now between the U.S. and the Soviets? How 
does that affect the negotiations, perhaps, on strategic 
weapons systems? 


PRESIDENT REAGAN: You just spoiled my day I think some 
foolish things are being attempted when members of the Congress 
start to get into where they can interfere with what we're 
trying to negotiate and the progress that we've made. 





But, listen, I'm going -- 


QUESTION: Is there any progress on -- 





PRESIDENT REAGAN What? 





QUESTION: Are you hoping to ask Mr. Gorbachev to the ranch for 
Thanksgiving? 








PRESIDENT REAGAN: I'm afraid to say anything about a specific 
date because there's still a tendency then to think I've killed 
that date if I mention it. 





QUESTION: Has there been progress on strategic weapons? 





QUESTION: Mr. President, you didn't say whether or not the 
summit would be in the United States It will be, I assume? 





PRESIDENT REAGAN: I said this has been (inaudible) 





QUESTION: Where else? 





QUESTION: Well, has there been progress on strategic weapons, 
on sub-limits, on the big missiles? And is there some 
flexibility on SDI? 





PRESIDENT REAGAN: These are questions that I think he 
(Secretary Shultz) can speak specifically to because of the 
long hours of meetings And I must say, for all of the people 
who have been on our team here, as well as their team, they 
really have gone beyond the call of duty with the hours that 
they have put in 





QUESTION Well, what tioped the balance on this? You don't 
know when actually the talks -- 





PRESIDENT REAGAN: I think you'll find that out from him 
(Secretary Shultz) 





QUESTION: Did you freeze Cap Weinberger out of these talks, 
sir? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ Cap was present at the luncheon and in the 
meeting here in the White House with the President and was 
invited to our dinner He wasn't able to come because he was, 
I think, in Philadelphia. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, may I ask you about the protest which 
the President says you have lodged against the shooting at 
American soldiers by the Soviets? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, we heard about this late yesterday 
afternoon and immediately took it up with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze and expressed our view that this is just 
unacceptable behavior It is being looked into. I think there 
is a 4-power meeting going on in Berlin now. We simply have to 
get the facts and deal with them This is not acceptable 
behavior at all. 
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It was the first he heard of it so he had no information, and 
what I told him was his first information about it, and he 
agreed to look into it promptly. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, has there been progress on the 
long-range missiles, and, specifically, has there been some 
kind of understanding reached on restrictions on SDI, Strategic 
Defense Initiative? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We will never agree to restrictions that 
make it harder to pursue the Strategic Defense Initiative. 
What we have addressed is the Soviet concern to have a more 
predictable situation. And in that regard, both sides have 
agreed on the concept of a non-withdrawal period. We haven't 
agreed on the length of time of that non-withdrawal period. 





We have also put forward such things as an -- open laboratories 
and a proposal for a certain amount of observation of testing, 
and things of that kind. And so what they have said is that 
they iook for more predictability while strategic arms are 
being reduced, and so we've sought ways to do that which are 
consistent with pursuing our research programs. But this is -- 
the strategic arms and the space area are areas that are 
getting and will get intensified effort, and should, as we go 
on now. 


One of our problems, frankly, has been, that when -- in my 
meeting in Moscow and to a degree in this meeting here, we 
spent so much time wrestling the INF treaty to the ground and 
getting it done, that you don't have the chance to spend the 
effort on the others that you should. But we'll get there. 


QUESTION: The question that Helen put to the President: What 
did tip the balance? What did enable you to solve this week 
the problems that have been holding up the INF treaty on the 
PI-A's and the other issues that have been raised? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, [I think this has been a process that's 
been going on for a long time. The biggest breakthroughs, both 
in INF and in the strategic arms area, were achieved by the 
President and the General Secretary in Reykjavik That was a 
tremendously productive meeting. 





Now since that time, we struggled, first, with this question of 
the remaining 100 long-range missiles, we struggled with the 
short-range system. The Soviets raised questions about the 
German Pershing I[-A's which are not part of this negotiation 
and still aren't. 














But nevertheless, Chancellor Kohl made a statement which dealt 

with that issue, and then there are a host of difficult 

+ -nnical questions which we have managed. All of the ones 
nvolving matters of principle have been resolved, and so 

what's left are certain technical issues which we are both 
confident can be worked out. 


So it's a gradual process. Not a sudden one. 


QUESTION: Do you feel -- how did you -- can you be more 
explicit -- how did you finesse the Pershing [ problem? Did 
the Soviets back off, and will they simply wait for the Germans 
to go through their schedule? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We didn't finesse it. It will be dealt with 
according to the statement that Chancellor Kohl made. We have 
looked at that statement and stated precisely what it means. 





What it means is -- what he has said is -- that when all of the 
U.S. and Soviet and INF missiles have been removed -- “with the 
removal of them," was his phrase -- then he will dismantle the 
Pershing I-A's. So what that means is at that moment of time, 


the cooperative arrangement we have with the Germans will have 
concluded, and we will then remove the warheads. The warheads 
then become part of our national stock, they're no longer 
committed to the cooperative program and will be dealt with as 
the other warheads would. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you spoke of (inaudible) -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The German Pershing I[-A's have not been -- 
are not -- part of the INF negotiation and they will not be 
referred to. What is referred to, of course, is the way we 
deal with our warheads, the ones that we have now and any that 
come into our total control from a third country. So that is 
something that the Soviets were interested in 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, when you go along with “withdrawal,” 
you mean non-deployment of SDI, non-withdrawal from the ABM 
Treaty. Will that , however length of time you've agreed upon, 
will that lead the way, do you think, to a START treaty, to a 
treaty on strategic weapons, perhaps, in 1988? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you have to concentrate on the terms 
of the Strategic Arms Treaty; and in Reykjavik the President 
and the General Secretary made a tremendous amount of progress 
in that area. But there are still a lot of very important main 
problems to be worked out. And we will -- we've talked about 
them -- some -- during the meeting with the Foreign Minister -- 
and I hope that when I'm in Moscow next month -- 
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QUESTION: What time -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and they'll be pushing on them in Geneva. 
QUESTION: Can you tell us what progress in the last few days 
has been made on that -- progress on sub-limits, progress on 
SOI? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would say a very good exposition of our 
respective views on certain key points. From our standpoint, 
we're glad to see the position that has been agreed -- namely, 
the cutting in half of the heavy Soviet missiles to 154 is 
translated into warheads at 1540. I think that's an important 
matter as we seek to have the main unit. of account be warheads 
= than launchers. So that's someching that moved along 
there. 





The sub-limits that are put there by the 60-percent rule is 
something that emerged. Of course, we think that should be 
applied to ICBMs and not to other legs of the triad. We have 
other ways of handling that. And so we made some headway, but 
we have a long way to go. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will the understanding on the 
Pershing I-A warheads be spelled out -- our position ona 
protocol attached to the treaty in the Senate? How will it be 
articulated? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Chancellor has made his 
statement. He's made it in the Bundestag. I[t has been voted 
on; it is an official German Government position. So that 
means it's authoritative and it is a commitment that will 
happen. So they've done that. That deals with the German 
Pershing I-As. 





From the standpoint of the INF Treaty, the only question is: 
What happens to warheads that are strictly U.S. warheads? They 
aren't strictly U.S. warheads until the cooperative arrangement 
has ended. 


Chancellor Kohl has set out the way in which that ends, and 
when it ends those warheads are no longer part of the 
cooperative arrangement; they're ours. And then they get dealt 
with as other warheads that we have get dealt with. So there's 
no interplay there. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, my question: Will that be stated in 
the pretocol of the treaty which you just signed now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it won't. 








QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on that point, did the Soviets agree 
that -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have no problem in stating that to you or 
to our Congress or whatever. But our cooperative program with 
the Federal Republic of Germany, like our cooperative programs 
-- and there are many, with many countries, all around the 
world -- they're not subject to a U.S.-Soviet negotiation any 
more than the British and the French systems that they own. We 
would not discuss them either. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the Soviets agree that the INF 
warheads would not be destroyed and would be returned to each 
country? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that has come out exactly as I think I 
described it in here when you raised that question -- namely, 
that we have to understand what a warhead is and what is going 
to happen. What is going to happen -- and this is what they 
have always understood and what we have always understood -- 
should have this re-entry vehicle, the nose cone, that finally 
is what would hit wherever it's aimed. 





Now, what you do is, you take that nose cone and you take out 
of it the fissionable material; and you take out of it any 
other sensitive hardware, like the guidance system. Then what 
you have left, you destroy. 


So the warhead would be destroyed in that sense, but the -- 
certain materials would be taken out of it before that 

happens. And that is an agreed procedure. We talked through 
that very carefully, and that has always been what we had in 
mind -- and [I think is what they had in mind -- and there was a 
lot of confusion created, but it got straightened out -- and I 
think exactly as I described it to you the other day when [I was 
here. 


QUESTION: And have you decided on what to do -- 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what, from the American point of 
view, would be the best timing for a Summit? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the statement sets out in the fall of 
1987, and I think I'll just leave it at that. 





QUESTION: You didn't say specifically, sir, that the Summit 
would be in the United States. Is that still an open question? 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. As far as I think the record is -- and 
everybody agrees that the President invited the General 
Secretary to come here. He accepted. And, as a matter of 
fact, vice versa was also true. But at any rate, the next 
meeting will be in the United States. 





QUESTION: Do you have a testing agreement? ['m sorry, to 
follow up, will you have a testing agreement to sign at that 
time as well? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we have agreed on setting up talks on 
nuclear testing, and we released a statement yesterday on 

that. I think that's a very good thing, and that will start -- 
those talks will start before the first of December by our 
agreement. And the first thing they will do is work on 
improvement of the verification regime. And assuming that goes 
through -- and we've had quite a little discussion of the 
so-called CORRTEX method and the Seismic method which they 
advocate, and it's, I think, fairly clear to see how you would 
evaluate the relative merits -- and that, once you then do 
that, you can then calibrate your other means and we would then 
be in a much better position to move forward on the two 
treaties that are awaiting submission for ratification. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you make any progress at all on 
the human rights question? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the -- I'm glad you raised something 
other than these arms control issues, because we have felt for 
a long time, and the Soviets agree with us, that in discussions 
of this kind we always talk across the board, and there are a 
huge number of issues -- the human rights issues, the regional 
issues, and our own bilateral issues, and these got a great 
deal of attention. 





We, I think, are pretty well established now at a much better 
process of discussing human rights issues and of taking up 
lists, talking about the cases, being sure that what is being 
said is factually accurate, trying to pin things down more. So 
we had a great deal of that discussion. Dick Schifter and his 
counterpart spent a long time together going through that, and 
I think this time our principal progress was on getting these 
procedures systematized. 


Of course, they are very much of a view this has to ve a 
two-way street, and they raised questions about human rights 
practices here they have problems with, so we're discussing 
both ways, and I think that's healthy. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on another issue, Afghanistan, did 
yOu manage to shorten their timetable for gettting the Red Army 
out of Afghanistan? Tell us a little, if you will, please, 
what headway you may have made on Afghanistan? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We had the most thorough and searching 
discussion of that subject that Mr. Shevardnadze and I have 
ever had, and [ don't want to report to you on the details of 
it. But it was thorough and searching. There wasn't any 
movement on a time schedule, but, nevertheless, [I think it was 
a very worthwhile discussion from my standpoint. I'1il leave it 
to him to speak for himself, but [I think we mutually felt it 
was quite progressive. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, even with the INF agreement, we'll 
still have huge numbers of nuclear weapons left. In view of 
that, how significant is the INF Treaty in terms of arms 
control, in terms of our national security? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Both the President and the General Secretary 
have said, and said together, they want to see big reductions 
in nuclear arms. The President for years, and during his first 
campaign for the Presidenc::, said the strategic arms limitation 
agreements were flawed, because they were agreements that 
regulated the way these weapons increased, and what he was 
after was reductions. 





Now, there is a great deal of work to do beyond any INF 
agreement, but it's the beginning, and it's an important 
beginning, because we've seen this thing -~- maybe we've seen 
this thing crest and will begin to come down in the number of 
nuclear weapons there are, and in this case a class of nuclear 
weapons is eliminated. So this doesn't solve all the problems 
by a long shot. There are many more nuclear weapons left than 
will be eliminated by this agreement, but you've got to start, 
and this does get us going, and I think is very significant in 
that sense. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is this the beginning of the Reagan 
Administration's version of detente? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, things have changed tremendously in 
the relationship between the United States and the Soviet 
Union, even going back to this time three years ago when the 
practice of inviting the Soviet Foreign Minister to Washington 
at the time of the U.N. General Assembly was reinstituted. And 
we see very worthwhile discussions and movements in terms of 
behavior in the human rights area. Our discussions on regional 
issues have become increasingly rewarding, although we haven't 
made any definite progress in those fields. Our bilateral 
contacts have increased. And we are addressing and making 
progress on arms control matters. 
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So there is movement. I wouldn't want to put a label on it, 
and I think that there is a distinct difference between what is 
going on now, and what was taking place ten or fifteen years 
ago. 


MODERATOR: One final question, please. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you worked -- been able to work 
out this proportionality problem? At what point will the 
United States begin to scrap its first INF missiles? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The phasing question, I think, we have got 
-- in principle -- worked out, but there are technical issues 
that neither side is able to say for sure just what the process 
will be. We believe a process involving one year for the 
short-range INF missiles and three years for the long-range 
missiles is possible, and they think it will take two years for 
the short-range and five for the long-range to complete the 
destruction process. 





Now, the difference is essentially technical, because when you 
start destroying what's inside these missiles, you are dealina 
with some chemicals that have to be dealt with very, very 
carefully, and the question is how rapidly can you do that and 
do it properly from the standpoint of the environment. And 
that's a kind of a technical issue, and we will have technical 
working groups from both sides comparing notes and trying to 
work out how to do it. We want to do it right, and we want to 
take the time to do it right, and we have diffe.-ent estimates 
for how long it will take. But it's essentially a technical 
question, and I'm sure we'll be able to resolve it. 


MODERATOR: Thank you very much. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
FOLLOWING 
THE U.S.-U.S.S.R. MINISTERIAL TALKS 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 1987 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good morning. This 
ON BACKGROUND with a number of the key people who participated 
in the meetings this week. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: So, here we go. How can we 
all be helpful. 


Q What we don't have is a feel for the development 
that led to today's joint statement. We don't have the feel 
for the transition from the somewhat gloomy prognosis that you 
and others have been giving before the talks to what appears to 
be, if not a breakthrough, at least a beginning of a 
breakthrough. Can you give us something like that? 


6 Let me start then with a “gloomy prognosis," if 
there was one. What we were saying was, there was a lot of 
work to be done, a lot of issues, around INF given the 
statements that were being made in the couple of weeks 
beforehand that we didn't know whether we had confusion on 
things that had already perhaps been resolved or were 
resolvable given the fact that the U.S. and the Soviets tabled 
similar positions on some of these things, or we had 
propaganda. [I just couldn't see, and I think we frankly 
briefed in that fashion, that we weren't sure of what some 
these things were going to be. We said we thought at the time 
that the range of issues, as you went from one negotiation to 
the next, was such that an INF agreement, per se, would not be 
produced. We did say we thought of work to be done, there 
probably would not be specific dates for a summit announcement. 


So if people interpreted that as “gloomy," that was 
their interpretation. We were trying to be factual and give 
you our best analysis. 


Proceeding then from that basis, when the Soviets 
arrived and the delegations were assembled, we must have had 
available to both sides something like 75 experts and high 
officials: the Geneva team, our own experts, Ken Adelman, 








Ambassador Rowny, and the team up here. We had everybody from 
everywhere, even -- as you hear the briefing over at the White 
House today when they were talking about the question of what 
period of time is going to be required for getting rid of all 
of these things -- environmental questions arose; and we had 
the environmental and energy people here who deal with those 
issues. 


So as of Tuesday morning, there was assembled here, 
with Shevardnadze's arrival in the Department, this substantive 
corps of people from throughout the governments that deal with 
these issues. And in the opening session with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze, I think it's fair to say we said to them: “If 
you're ready to make progress, we are." They said, “If you're 
ready to make progress, we are." And we started organizing 
under the leadership of Paul Nitze on the arms control side, 
Tom Simons, Dick Schifter, people working on the bilateral 
issues and things. The Secretary and Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze kept the regional issues for themselves in their 
discussions. And everybody set out. And with all of those 
people there and all of these teams working across that whole 
agenda -- and both sides saying, “If you're ready to make 
progress, we're ready to make progress" -- we, in fact, went 
through over three really grueling days and in-depth, 
step-by-step review of every negotiation, every official 
encounter, and communications channel we have with them; and 
there emerged then in this atmosphere of -- we were using the 
word throughout, [ think, “constructive” and “workmanlike” —-- 
the early identification of areas where you could make progress 
and the early identification of where what we're dealing with 
was confusion and not substance. 


And with that and with the atmosphere that prevailed 
of -- and I'm going to use the word again; it is the only one 
that presents itself -- “workmanlike” -- thorough, persistent 
-~ addressed to some of these details with the right people 
sitting at the tables, we were able to move ahead. So that's 
how you do it. 


And then yesterday there was a set time. We all 
thought we'd break up around 12:30 and the like. It was clear 
that there was more work to be done and there was no sense of: 
"Golly, we're missing a deadline" or anything else. [I'm sorry; 
we were all well aware of what you were go.ng through, but we 
just simply kept at it. 


And then last evening the Ministers d-cided that they 
would try to record this, the process -- the same that we used 
in Geneva. "Let's not - vou know, we've made progress in the 
substance of things where we could and we're going to get it 
back to the experts at their table, the experts in Geneva. The 
negotiators have their instructions where they're supposed co 
press on. So let's just sit down and do a joint statement that 
gives a topical discussion of what we covered and talked about 
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at the Ministers' meeting. It's clear the Ministers are going 
to have to get together again because the negotiations are 
complicated. 


So that's it. It was the work -- it was sort of the 
rhythm of process. 


Q So perhaps you could take us through the INF part 
of it specifically and talk about the areas and where you seem 
to break through on one area and what were the final sticking 
peints going into last night before an agreement. Can you walk 
us through that? And then we can get into all the many 
specifics. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: On Tuesday night, after it 
had been worked out that there would be these working groups, 
we started off on the arms control and the NST working group by 
a long discussion -- and a thorough discussion -- of each one 
of the issues, beginning with INF and then going on to START 
and going on to space defense. 


And during the course of that night or that evening 
discussion, we didn't really come to any agreement, but we did 
clarify things. 


So then on this next day, on Wednesday, we decided 
that the thing to do is to try to reduce to writing what it was 
-~- where we were with respect to each one of the issues, each 
one of the subject matters. And we reduced to writing some 
areas of agreement with respect to INF and some areas where we 
thought further work needed to be done. 


And I might dwell a bit upon the areas of agreement 
because we thought that the two issues which needed to be 
resolved right away, if we were going to have an INF Treaty -- 
the first one was the question of the destruction of warheads. 
The Soviets were using the phrase “destruction of warheads. 
And what they had been saying in Geneva wasn't really the 
destruction of the warheads as we understand it, and we wanted 
to be sure that there was a meeting of minds with respect to 
what was a warhead and how this destruction process would take 
place. 


And we finally came to a clear agreement; and what was 
meant thereby was that when one was engaged in this elimination 
process, the first thing that would be done would be the 
removal from the front end of the warhead of the reentry 


vehicle -- from the front end of the reentry vehicle -- the 
nuclear device and the things associated with it, including the 
guidance package -- so that those would first be removed and 


they would be given to the appropriate authorities of the two 
countries, their nuclear weapons labs and others. 


Q This was Wednesday now that you're talking about? 
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- I'm talking about Wednesday. We finally -- 
Q You dealt with that issue on Wednesday 
“ -- finally agreed on this issue of what 


constituted or what we meant by the elimiation of the warheads. 


And the second thing that we dealt with was the 
guestion of the Pershing 1-A missiles and how that was to be 
done. And obviously it was clear that we were not going to 
alter an allied pattern of cooperation in these negotiations 
but what would happen to the warheads on the Pershing 1-As 
after the missiles themselves had been destroyed pursuant to 
Mr. Kohl's statement -- then when they were released from the 
U.S. pattern of cooperation with Germany, what would then 
happen to those warheads. And we agreed that once they were 
released from the pattern of cooperation by the fulfillment of 
the conditions that were in Mr. Kohl's statement, then those 
would be handled in exactly the same way: that the warheads, 
not under a pattern of allied cooperation, were to be handled. 


So that we -—- 


Q Is this going to be part of the treaty or part of 
a side agreement? 


. No. The protocol would govern how U.S. warheads 
are handled. And the U.S. warheads become free from the 
restrictions of the pattern of cooperation when the conditions 
-- this isn't stated in the protocol 


So I'm just stating what what we agreed -- let me read 
you the language which we agreed to 


"When reentry vehicles for FRG Pershing Pershing 1-A 
missiles are withdrawn, they become U.S. reentry vehicles and 
are not associated with an existing pattern of cooperation and 
therefore will will be subjected to the same elimination 
procedure and time frame for final elimination as the reentry 
vehicles removed from U.S. and Soviet INF missiles." 


Q Will that language appear? 


6 That language will not appear in those words. It 
is language we agreed to 


The language in the protocol merely says that the U.S 
reentry vehicles will be handled in this way when they are free 
from, when they are no longer -- 


Q This is a free-standing statement. 


This is a free-standing statement. This 
statement is a free-standing statement, not part of the treaty. 
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Q So on Wednesday you had dealt with the 1-A issue 

4 We dealt with both the destruction of the 
warheads and the 1-A issue 

Q All right 

A The issues which remain were the question of the 
phasing of the operation because we -- the U.S. -- wanted to 


have the reductions be by units We'd have a unit of Pershing 
IIs in a main unit, in an operational unit, of GLCMs, 
one-by-one reduced -- a lot of them just individual missiles 

Wwe want to do it by units because that's the military unit; the 
thing isn't really operational unless you have a full unit 
operational 


And we also wanted to do it over time We wanted to 
have operational units until the final point when they're 
totally eliminated 


Q Did you state the time limit by regiments? 

‘ Regiments 

Q Regiments 

8 The soviets had a different idea, and their idea 
was that what would remove the nuclear package and the guidance 
system from each one of the missiles right away -- and we do 


all the P-2s in the first six months and we would do the 
ground-launched cruise missiles in the second six months, and 
they would come down by an equivalent number They would 
remove the nuclear package end the guidance system from leaving 
only a limited number, leaving none at the end of the year, and 
that then when they destroy the missiles themselves over a 
period of two years for the INF missiles and five years for the 
SRINF -- for the short-range missiles -- and five years for the 
LRINF missiles, we thought that one could do the SRINF within 
one year and the LRINF within five years 


They aim to -- 


Q Three years, we've maintained 

A They said five years 

Q Yes What's that second one? 

a Wwe said three. 

Q And is that one and three consecutive or 


concurrent? In other words, can you do both at the same time? 


A They run concurrently. So one would be doing 
concurrently the one year for the short-range one under our 
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proposal and three years beginning from the same day with 
respect to the long-range ones 


And they argue, they contend, that there are technical 
and environmental problems with doing it as rapidly as three 
years as far as the solid-fuel missiles themselves are 
concernec - the SS-20 missiles -- and we are not persuaded 
that that is necessary Anc so we agreed that we would have 
experts from both sides join the INF teams in Geneva within a 
week or two and that they. there in Geneva - that everybody 
that went there would work out, trying to resolve these issues 
with respect to time-phasing 


Q why would there be technical and environmental 
problems with the solid-fuel missiles, if you're just talking 
about destruction of warheads which presumably have been 
removed from the missiles?’ 


-) Well, apparently when one burns these things they 
release various chemicals into the air which one has to be 
careful with 


Q Do I take it from your answer that you did not in 
this - 
Q What kind of missiles will be dismantled also? 


Can you tell us at all? 


- Oh, did you ask whether the missiles would be 
dismantled as well? That's correct, but -- ['m sorry, I'm -- 
Q I'm sorry I take it from what you said that you 


did not insist that the Soviets destroy that percentage of 
their forces which would bring it down to the level of the 
American force before the United States would begin destroying 
its forces 


~ Oh, yes; we did. indeed That's one of the 
things that has to be worked out That also has to be worked 
out in Geneva 


Q Dic you agree then that within one year both 
sides will disarm their missiles so, in effect, in one year's 
time there will be no INF? I don't know -- 

a No [I'm saying that the U.S. position was that 
it should be done within one year Their position was it 
should be done in two years 


. That's a long time 


Q I'm talking about the disarming of the warheads, 
specifica ly 


= No, we haven't agreed on that 











Q What is the difference on the warneads right now? 
a What we want to do is maintan an operational 
force until finally, unit by unit, they are -- in other words, 


the destruction and the disarming goes hand in hand under our 
procedure 


Q Anco that’s not the disarming, then the 
destruction? 


4 That isn't decided yet 


Q But was there anything that the Soviets said that 
led you to believe that they may be moving towards decoupling 
their demands on SDI from the START negotiations? Is there, 
for example, an agreed procedure under which both sides are now 
trying to define what tests will be permissible in space -- 
what anti-missile test? 


= No, we haven't -- we spent a good deal of time 
trying to be sure that we clearly understood what their 
proposal was And we finally, I think, did get clarity on what 
it was that they were proposing; and it was really very 
difficult to get this straightened out so that we really felt 
we understood it and we could put it, and jointly put it, into 
writing so we understood their proposal And I might read you 
the language that we agreed to 


"The Soviet side elaborated the following proposal 
Agreement not to withdraw from the ABM Treaty for ten years and 
either ‘agree on a list of devices not to be put in space and 
thresholds for associated critical parameters' or ‘agree to 
strictly abide by the AMB reaty as it was signed and ratified 
in 1972 


Q "Or"? 

” That's “or. 

Q The narrow definition you use 

o I'm just giving you the language of this 

Q How do you understand that? Is that narrow or is 


it something less than our definition of the narrow? 


4 All I'm saying is this is the lanquage 
Q Right 
“ And I don't want to interpret it berause I don't 


want to mistake - 


Q Can you say in general whether there was any 








decis?on reached here to give a special impetus to the START 
talks as a result of the meetings here? 


- There was a long discussion on this and, clearly, 
that is the next thing on the agenda -- to give impetus and 
emphasis to trying to get this START worked up; that's correct. 


Q Yes; but the Soviets have had -- if I understand 
it correctly -- only one negotiator, START negotiator, but 
we've had three Have the Soviets agreed to boost the level of 
their START team in Geneva? 


In other words, is this an agreement that means 
anything or are you going to step up the pace of these talks? 


a Do you want to comment on that? 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, ['ve negotiated with 
three different START negotiators. (Laughter. ) 


Well, the point is, I think on the manpower, we think 
they need more manpower. They said it's coming. We've seen 
some new faces this week, but we haven't seen an increase in 
the numbers It would be helpful if they had more manpower. 


Q Can you finish the INF part of this? You have 
not said anything about the verification You've talked about 
the unresolved issues in phasing. Can you finish the 
unresolved issues in verification? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: The unresolved -- let me 
begin again 


With respect to verification, I don't detect any 
disagreement in principle as to what is necessary in order to 
do the verification The difference is it's a complicated 
business to get all this worked out in not only trteaty 
language but to have the verification protocol agreed. 

You have to agree on lots and lots of detailed things. And 
that part of it one coudin't get through, and that's going to 
take some time to get that worked up. 


But then again I'd like to ask you to comment on that. 


FOURTH SENIOR OFFICIAL: The point, of course, as was 
said, is correct. We do have a tremendous amount of detail to 
go through. We do have an agreement in principle from the 
Soviets on such things as the need for on-site inspection. 
That is part of their approach as well as ours, an we need to 
get into the fine print. How much on-site inspection, et 
cetera -- that's still in front of us. 


Q Could you remind me on what they have allowed and 
what they're not allowing on on-site inspection right now? 
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A Yes. They are prepared to join us on on-site 
inspection of the initial exchange of data. 


Put in simple terms, we're going to do an inventory 
count of everything that they tell us they've got and vice 
versa; and that's how we'll determine what the inventory is at 
the beginning. 


We're saying we want to go everyplace that we and they 
have agreed or listed as a site or facility that has one of 
these missiles. We want to be able to go there and count. 
They're saying not everyplace, just a selected few. So they 
agree in principle with on-site; they don't agree we need to do 
it in all of the places. 


Q How? 


“ We agreed on on-site inspection of the 
elimination of a system. 


Q That's going in? 


4 Quality is going into how you do it. 

Q In every place or, again, the limited number of 
places? 

i) There and practically every place. There will be 
one or two exceptions. That's an incident referring to the 
most obvious exception -- that is, the highly sensitive 
materials, now decided materials -- not -- 

Q And on-challenge inspections? 

A There we still are not quite sure how far they're 


prepared to go on that. We need to work that one cut 


They have agreed with us that there can on-site 
inspection on a fuller basis of declared facilit.-. So if 
they tell us there's an SS-20 base at a certain place, we have 
a problem with the number that's at that base. We could use 
one of our annual quota numbers to go to that base, and vice 
versa. That's a declared facility 


And the fourth category will be suspect sites, and 
there we still have to work out with them precisely whether 
they're really prepared to do that and to what extent they are 


Q But you do have an agreement on on-site, at all 
destruction; is that correct? You do have an agreement on 
on-site, at all destruction? 


a Again, the fine points have got to be worked 
out. One of the things we need to work out with them is how 
many inspectors can go to a particular place with the 
transportation available to them. All that remains to be done. 
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Q Do you have a quota set yet? 
a We do, but I'm not going to put the number out. 


Q But you've agreed. I[ mean, there's agreement on 
the number? 


- They can't agree on the numbers. We've offered 
up a number -- 


Q And they have offered up a number? 
A Not again yet. 
Q So Thursday -- as you go into Thursday -- ycu 


have these two big areas of unresolved things. How was it tnat 
the decision was made to come out with this joint statement, 
agreement in principle, on Thursday? Is that what all the 
delay was about as you were trying to -- 


A SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That was part of the 
reason for the delay -- and, also, the work necessary in order 
to work out a joint statement as to the whole work of the 
negotiations, which this person was working on. You want to 
ask this person about that. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes 


Q I mean, George Shultz is a man who has said again 
and again "You don't have an agreement until you have an 
agreement. If you get an agreement in principle, it's not 
worth anything It's just that you can't reach anything." and 


here we are announcing this 


I mean, how did we arrive at this point? Where is the 


impetus? 

a The joint statement says " .. in principle, to 
conclude a treaty." And it's not " in principle, ona 
treaty"; it's:..."in principle, to conclude a treaty." And the 


effort then is to give the new instructions to the negotiators 
to go back and get to work along these lines, and with a view 
to having something for the Ministers to look at in mid-October. 


Q Is this a unique document of principle to 
conclude a treaty? 


4 No, no (Laughter.) It's just that's what was 
all we agreed to. 
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Q There's precedent not to -- there's precedent not 
to do it. 


Q What's the difference between “agreeing to 
conclude a treaty" and “agreeing in principle to conclude a 
treaty"? Why did they have -- 


A Because, as that person said, there is the 
Secretary of State All he says is: “You don't have an 
agreement until you have an agreement. And both sides, the 
negotiators, have these issues that are down in the detail; but 
they're important. And if you can't get the combination of 
right answers, you don't have a treaty. 


Q But it goes beyond that. The last paragraph of 
the joint statement says, “There will be an agreement signed at 
the Summit this fall." So while you don't have an agreement in 


hand today, isn't there a formal commitment by both countries -- 
A To push. 
Q ~~ that there will -- well, beyond pushing -- 


that they will conclude an agreement in time for a definite 
fall Summit? Isn't that what -- 


A That is if -- the best that you can make of that 
is that is a commitment to each other to work our backsides of f 
in the details. It is not a commitment to sign any old thing 


because there is supposed to be a Summit this fall. 


So that really is -- it's an exhortation more than 
anything. 


Q Can you say whether these remaining details in 
the INF agreement are sufficiently problematical to warrant the 
Secretary's traveling to Moscow next month? Is that going to 
be the main focus of his negotiation or his talk there -- or is 
that focus going to be on, in your view, primarily on either 
START or Afghanistan or other issues that would involve a 
Summit? 


4 I believe I can say with some confidence that the 
Secretary hopes that the Moscow meeting will provide, yes, the 
opportunity to review the results of this flat-out effort in 
INF but that it will be the occasion for concentrating on 
START. And I think that this individual returns to Geneva with 
that sense as well. 

But that's where the effort is. I -- 

Q I'd like to pose -- 

“ Yes. 


Q -— a follow-up question on that to this person -- 
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if we may. 
4 Sure. 


Q Do you believe that as a result of these three 
days of meetings there has been a narrowing of the differences 
on a possible agreement in the area of START and defense in 
space? Has there been some coming closer together of the two 
positions? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: There has been a closer 
coming together. And [I would say that there, obviously, we're 
much further apart than we are on INF. On IWF I really think 
the remaining issues are ones of the fine print. 


Q Could you descibe what has happened then? 


a Well, much of the discussion with respect to 
START was on the question of sub-limits. And there there was 
some coming together on sub-limits, but there remain 
substantial differences between the two sides on sub-limits. 
We were unable to resolve the -- we made some progress on this 
60 percent. They offered 60 percent in any one leg of the 
triad. 


Clearly, it doesn't make any sense with respect to the 
bomber leg of the triad. You know, 3600 of what bomber leg? 
It's a meaningless number. 


With respect to the SLBM leq, we do not want to be 
limited to 3600. The SLBMs are the most stabilizing part of 
the triad, and we do not believe that that is necessary. 


We do welcome their going to 3600 ICBMs. We believe 
that it should be lower than that at 3300, but that requires 
further work. 


But one of the important things on which there was a 
difference was that we believe the most important goal -—- a 
very important sub-limit -- is our proposal for a 4800 limit on 
tre ballistic missiles as a whole. And they were unwilling to 
agree to that. 


And they did come around to be willing to express what 
they had said earlier -- that they would cut the number of 
heavy missiles in half -- and we thought it would be necessary, 
it would be wise, to convert that into an agreement if they 
would not have more than 1540 warheads on those missiles. And 
that they agreed to. 


In throw-weight, they have agreed in principle. 
They've agreed that their throw-weight would come down to 50 
percent of what it has been and would not increase thereafter 
-- which, I think, was important. We believe that that should 
be codified and in the treaty, which they have not yet agreed 
to. 
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And we failed to reach agreement with respect to 
mobiles. You know that our position is that mobiles should be 
banned unless they can persuade us and demonstrate that mobiles 
are verifiable, and we didn't make any progress in giving us 
new insights as to how they propose to make mobiles verifiable. 


Have I hit the main points on that? 


Q What about space and defense, the other part of 
that? 


a Yes. Well, on space and defense, we spent so 
much time trying to really understand what it was they were 
proposing that we didn't really have an extended discussion 
between, you know, the comparison *f our proposal and their 
proposal. And, obviously, ina sense, the difficulties there 
are greater; in a sense, the problem is simpler. but that 
remains to be worked out. 


Q On the proposal to have a meeting or negotiate 
just to figure out what is allowed under the ABM treaties, what 
you could launch into space -- does the U.S. side still reject 


that kind of thing? 


4 No, because it's our position that we don't 
believe that the ABM -- we believe the ABM [Treaty is a strong 
treaty, and we have not proposed a meeting on that. 


Q Secretary Shultz alluded to something on 
Afghanistan, the most thorough, far-reaching discussions that 
we've ever had on that subject, almost indicating that the 
United States is offering to get a little more involved in 
this. Can you describe the parameters of that? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I ~eally can't. I can confirm what 
he said almost on -- the af ..i noon of the regional session, and 
the only two issues were covered on regional when they got to 
that topic -- Afghanistan and Iran-Iraq. And the Afghanistan 
discussion was, I suppose, about two hours long and was very 
thorough -- a review of the situation, assessment of what's 
happening there. The views of the two sides have not changed, 
and, as the Secretary said, there was no new offer ona 
timetable. But it was the analysis, really, of the situation 
coming from the two sides. But ['m really going to leave it at 
that. I don't intend to make it a mystery. I don't want to 
spoil what was a judgment of a very good discussion -- serious, 
not polemical, yet with each side having strong views, it 
didn't produce, as I say, a change in timetable. You can then 
take that description and say, well, at loggerheads, or 
something, and it wasn't -- and [I don't want to move it into 
that. Just a good, rich discussion between two Foreign 
Ministers concerned with this issue. 
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Q (Inaudible) -- interim government issue, in terms 
of what -- the Soviets have sort of been saying to some extent 
that they would be prepared to live with some kind of a 
government, possibly without Najibullah at its head. Did they 
reject that? 


a No. The Soviets were talking to us about the 
progress of their national reconciliation program, and that 
kind of thing. It was a review of positions. But what I'm 
trying to emphasize, it was not polemical, and it was an 
earnest discussion. 


Q Where does it go from here? 
A I can't tell where it goes from here. There's 
certainly no plan to be discussing it -- you know, no plan next 


week, for example, no fixed plan, to be meeting with 
Shevardnadze again. The Iran-Iraq discussion which had to 
await in large part the report of the Secretary General 
produced an agreement that the U.N. delegations would stay in 
touch, and, with both Ministers up there, they could consult as 
necessary. But there's nothing on the calendar. So I don't 
know where it's going to go next. 


Q Is there an agreement on that to -~ in principle 
to move towards a second resolution imposing sanctions? 


A The Soviets did n reject the idea of a second 
resolution, but said they wanted first to hear from Perez de 
Cuellar. This was happening on Wednesday, as I recall, and he 
was -- at the very moment they were meeting, he was giving the 
report to the Security Council representatives, and neither 
side had that report, so he just sort of left it at that. 


Q Could you go through yesterday afternoon's 
events, the continuing postponement of the end, and what was 
going on up there? 


a Describe the procedure and then some of the 
others who were a part of it can, if you're interested in any 
of the substance. 


The Ministers reached a point where all of the work of 
the working groups had to be pulled together, and they had to 
jointly understand and inform themselves of where the working 
groups had ended up. So what had started out as what might 
have been a sort of a short process of a private meeting in the 
Secretary's office, which would then go upstairs to the 
concluding plenary, which is how it was scheduled, became a 
very long meeting in the Secretary's office with a very small 
group of people, which was augmented by the U.S. 
representatives on these working groups and the Soviet 
representatives’ lead team on these working groups who each 
came in and reported to the Ministers on where they were. And 
at that point the notion of a joint statement began to emerge. 
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“Well, isn't there some way that we can then say where we have 
ended up on these things?" And the Ministers also heard the 
report from, for example, the group in which we were 
represented by Mr. Adelman on nuclear testing and decided that 
there was the possibility of a statement on nuclear testing. 
And so that work was finished up, and the Ministers said, 
"Well, let's have that statement Let's issue that at 4:30 
this afternoon." And then that group left and the next group 
came in, so people were being pulled in. 


This is flowing. You know yourselves just about how 
when I think he started here at 9:30, it went right through. 
Sandwiches were brought in. There were sandwiches on the 8th 
floor for the people working, the working groups. 


Q What kind? 
A I don't know. I didn't get one. (Laughter) 


Q The decision to have this press conference 
yesterday afternoon, at about what time was that reached, and 
what sort of crystalized it? 


a The which? 


Q The decision to have the press conference 
yesterday afternoon to announce the testing. 


Q This announcement on nuclear testing with Chuck 
and Gerasimov. 


MR. REDMAN: The meeting started at about 3:00 
o'clock. That was the first subject reviewed, and it took us 
about an hour and a half to finish it up and put it together 
and come down. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. So in the afternoon I guess 
they got to that one. 


Then why sneak over to the White House? What was 
that all about? 


a It wasn't intended to sneak over to the White 
House. For one thing, the President was in Philadelphia, and 
as they heard these reports and began to see that there was in 
fact in shape for these -- summarized now in the joint 
statement, the question came up, you know, would it be 
appropriate to go tell the President. We saw at the beginning 
of thi- process just about where we're ending up, and then the 
President's own schedule, as I say, had him in Philadelphia. 
He had to return to Washington and find some time on his 
calendar. So everybody was sort of on standby, and then the 
word came, "Well, if you can get over here now," and so off 
they went. 
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And they reported, and in the meantime based, then, on 
the conclusion of their very personal review with the leaders 
of all of the working groups as to what had been accomplished, 
they also wanted to find time to meet again with the large 
delegations. So in the afternoon at a time -- [ don't know -- 
because, again, I was off working a joint statement. It was 
about 5:00 -- 4:00 or 5:00 that they went up to the 8th floor 
and met with that group of 75 people that I've told you about 
from both sides to hear more on details. 


We haven't given you a lot of -- let me tell you, for 
example, in the area of the bilateral working group, we did not 
put this in, because we wanted a very short statement. But 
when you get to -- on bilaveral -- there was an awful lot of 
work done on -— for example, this is an agreed work program 
between the two sides in the bilateral area. 


Go back also to why this meeting took so long, and how 
complicated it was. Whole exploratory talks concerning 
cooperation in transportation by the end of October. There's a 
world oceans agreement that has been around for some time, and 
the question is, could our two sides find some way to bring 
some reinvigoration back to the world oceans agreement. And so 
we have agreed to consult on what we might do on a world's 
oceans agreement by mid-November. 


We have discussions going on on fisheries, access to 
fisheries resources off the coast of each other's country. 
We've committed ourselves to complete those discussions. We 
have been talking to them about delineating that boundary out 
there in -- the maritime boundary out in the Bering and Chukchi 
Seas in the Arctic Ocean. We've agreed we'll have the next 
round of talks on delineating this boundary by some time in 
October or November. 


There's a Law of the Sea discussion going on. As you 
know, there are complicated issues on seabeds and things of 
that sort -- have that in October-November. Then you start 
moving beyond some of those sort of diplomatic type 
negotiations on agreements and lines and things of that sort, 
and we have both said we've got to take a look at where we go 
on grain consultations --— on the long-term grain agreements. 
And we have said that by early 1988 we'll take up the question 
of the future of the long-term grain agreements. We'll have to 
work on that. 


If you remember from Geneva, there was an item in the 
Geneva joint statement on fusion and cooperation in fusion, and 
we wanted to give a push to the organization of design work. 
That's quietly been going on -- that area of cooperation. 


So that's the kind of thing that the Ministers were 
hearing in the course of the day, and it's not like when we 
started this process in ‘83 and '84, trying to agree on an 
agenda. Now it is so chick and so rich that this is what takes 
time. 
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At what point did the Ministers reach their 
agreement in principle to conclude a treaty, for example? 


A That would have been done in the course of the 
day preceding. I think it was on Tuesday when they were 
handling this, and it seemed clear that the questions of 
substance were -- removing the confusion, getting the 
clarifications out there on what was meant by destruction of 
warhead, and the rest, it seemed that it would be possible to 
agree in principle to conclude a treaty. 


Q What day was that? 


a That was Tuesday and -- Wednesday, and had to be 
worked again yesterday. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It had to be worked out Thursday. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q That also applies to the agreement on the 
summit? Was that also reached by Wednesday? 


4 The summit discussion first came up in the 
context of the preparing of the joint statement, because, you 
know, what are you going to do next kind of thing, and that was 
the first discussion of the summit between the two Ministers. 
That was Thursday -- yesterday afternoon. 


Q Back on bilateral matters, was the matter of the 
U.S. Embassy and its reconstruction taken up? 


A Yes, it was. As you know, there are these three 
reports to the Administration from various groups as to what 
might be done in Moscow, and the Administration has not yet 
made a decision on -- the President has not yet made a decision 
on which course he wishes to follow. So that with respect to 
the new office building in Moscow, we simply said at such time 
as we make a decision, we expect your full cooperation. 


We had a very long discussion with the Soviets on 
working conditions for our people in Moscow. It's very 
important to us they have a building there. We have people at 
work. We want them to have the very best possible conditions 
in which to work, and we have been pushing forward in that 
area, trying to get something, so the two elements of the 
problem were addressed. 


Q What about the question of the reduction of 
Soviet personnel at the U.N.? 


“ It did not come up. 


Q Is there an October 1 deadline? 
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- There is an October 1 deadline for the next phase. 


Do you know how many are supposed to leave by 
then? 


ia I can get you the number 


(To staff) What is the October phase number? I saw 
(official) here ® second ago 


I can tell you we expect it to be met we have no 
reason to believe it will not be 


Q On another subject, on the Soviet soldier. 
Shevardnadze now, just recently in his press conference, was 
very forthcoming and apologized for the incident, saying that 
both sides had violated the agreement. Do you believe that the 
U.S. side violated the agreement? 


‘ I don't know. It's a story in which there's sort 
of an exchange going on that I've not quite kept up with. The 
report of the East German incident arrived with us in the 
course of yesterday. By the afternoon, we had the very best 
details that the Defense Department had available to it. the 
Secretary used his meeting with Shevardnadze to say, “Here is 
the report that we have from this. We protest. It's 
inexcusable, unacceptable, and we urge you to get a hold of 
this." 


The Foreign Minister said, "I do not have the 
details. I cannot accept your rendition of the facts. We will 
look into it, and we will act promptly." I do not know that I 
heard the Soviets say that there was something on the U.S. 
side. I simply do not know I do not know -~ our information 
is that our men were not violating either the temporary 
restricted area or a permanent restricted area, and so I 
believe I can say with confidence that we were not violating 
that, but I am very interested in the report, because it was 
dealt with as quickly as we got it and by the two Ministers -- 
that this kind of thing cannot go on. 


Q He didn't specify exactly what the violation 
was He said that they were near an illegal site, and it 
wasn't clear if they were then in a closed or temporary or 
permanen+ zone But he then said that when the Soviet soldier 
approached, the Americans tried to flee, and it was then, at 
that point, the warning shots came and when the American was 
hit. 


= According to my information, there are seven 
bullet holes in the U.S. vehicle. 


Q If you do have a clarification during the day -- 
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ca This is a story that will be going on outside of 
this, and we will keep you posted. 


Q Roz, can you talk about human rights a little bit 
in terms of what do you feel -- whether you feel there were any 
specific answers on two key issues One, whether Dick Schifter 
got any impression that the Jewish emigration would continue 
beyond the list of seven or eight now that -- I guess the 
Soviets have generally complied, get out by the end of the 
year. 


Two, on the issue of systemization, whether they gave 
any indication that there would be any time period for when 
people are accused of having state secrets, they would only be 
prohibited from emigrating for a certain period of time -- then 
they might be considered 


+ No. They did not give us any indication on how 
they're going to come out on that question. The discussion -- 
those that the Minister had with the Secretary, and I believe 
within our human rights group, listening to the Soviet side, a 
great part of the discussion was to listen to their 
descriptions of what they are trying to do as evidenced by a 
project to revise the criminal code. And our response in that 
area was, “As you are doing that, here are the kinds of things 
that we're interested in. The specific points that you raise, 
we raise our concern on how this state secrecy is used, and, 
while we don't think it should be a standard at all, said if 
you are in that process and you're revising your criminal code 
-- which we think you should do anyway -- these are the kinds 
of things that we wish you would look at. Set a time, set a 
standard, and set an ending period in which this is a 
disqualifying factor." We had no reading back from them that 
this is what they would do. 


The newly resolved cases --—- they were the ones before 
this session. As far as I know, there were none announced in 
the course of this meeting itself, but we did start talking 
again, as we have, about having a regular channel of 
communications with them, and a way to be able to talk 
regularly, and I think that has now been straightened out, and 
Ambassador Matlock had an opportunity also to talk with their 
representatives who were here as part of their large group, and 
they have settled on a way in which we'll be setting up in 
Moscow a regular channel through which we and the Soviets will 
be able to deal with this. And I don't mean just sending each 
other notes and things, but, I mean, to sit down and talk about 
cases and lists, and things of that sort. 


Q Did you talk numbers or specific cases with them? 


4 We always talk both principles and we always hand 
over some lists, and that was done this time. Ambassador 
Matlock, again, gave some lists and there were names given 
over. It was an effort to get this institutionalization thing 
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Q To go back to the INF for a moment, if I may 
address your colleague You said earlier that two issues that 
were resolved concerned the question of destruction of warheads 
and whether the Pershing I-A business would be an actual part 
of the treaty In the resolution of that, was there any give 
or take or was it more a clarification of misunderstandings? 
And were there any other agreements that were fully resolved? 
You listed other agreements -- other issues -- but there seems 
to be still some fine print to be worked out on that 


fe) I think, by the way, as my colleague gets up 
there, you've misstated the issues They were stated somewhat 
differently 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL The two issues, which I 
mentioned, were the two principal issues which were dividing 
us A lot had been agreed beforehand We didn't go into the 
things that had already been agreed, but those were two of the 
issues which were dividing us, or which needed resolutions 
The other issues were the ones that I related that need some 
further work in Geneva 


Q But of the issues that were resolved, was there 
any substantive giving or taking on either side, or was it more 
"This is what we meant,” and they're saying, “Oh, I see?" 

- [ think it was largely, “This is what we meant." 
So it turned out that there was much less division between the 
two sides than there had appeared to be when we looked at their 
press statements before we met, because, you remember, they 
were saying, destroy warheads I think most people in the 
United States thought that meant that the nuclear device itself 
would be destroyed That wasn't what they were saying in 
Geneva, but it was necessary to get it straighened out exactly 
what it was we both agreed would be done 


MR. REDMAN We've got time for just a couple more 
questions. There's been Don's (Oberdorfer) question pending 
for some time, then here and then to Michael 


Q Actually. I have two questions If either one of 
them has been asked before I came in, skip it 


Foreign Minister Shevardnadze brought up several 
invitations which he said were outstanding to the United States 
that had been discussed here. One of them is an invitation to 
attend a human rights conference in Moscow which the Soviets 
want to put on. Another one is an invitation wich he said he 
gave to the U.S. Government for Secretary of Defense Weinberger 
to meet with their Secretary of Defense about violations, 
specifically, I believe, of the anti-ballistic missiles 
treaty. I know that the Soviets have been asking for a meeting 
with regard to military doctrine 
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Has the U.S. given any -- what is the U.S. position 
about these invitations. And, secondly, could you describe, if 
you haven't already, what the effect of all this is? Where do 
you think, in its generality, Soviet-American relations now 
stand at this moment after these announcements? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL The Moscow Human Rights 
Conference -- the Soviet proposal -- is one of 150 proposals 
tabled by the 35 countries together, in Vienna, at the moment 
on the Helsinki Review Conference That proposal from the 
Soviet side is being considered, as all of those 35 nations 
look at the 150, we and our allies have neither rejected nor 
accepted the Soviet proposal We have said that it stands to 
reason that a Human Rights Conf.-ence would take place in a 
country which has a demonstrated record of compliance, with the 
Helsinki Final Act, and which is prepared to have the kinds of 
procedures for a Helsinki-style conference that have prevailed 
in Vienna and have prevailed in Madrid -- correspondence, 
radio, groups, access, and that kind of thing 


So we have, as I say. neither accepted nor rejected. 
We have invited the Soviets to discuss with us their view of 
how their conference proposal would meet our concerns. When it 
is answered, it would be answered within the context of the 
Vienna Conference It came up in this meeting as it came up 
also in the spring meeting in Moscow, and the Soviets know our 
position and it's under discussion in Vienna in terms of how 
would this be carried out and how does it fit into the overall 
objective of the United States and the allies which is a 
balanced outcome in Vienna? 


On the question of the invitation, it is true that in 
the course of his meeting with the President, Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze referred to an invitation or suggestion that 
Defense Ministers get together and talk about a number of 
things He suggested that Krasnoyarsk be one, that the ABM 
Treaty be one He talked about military doctrine which came 
out of the Warsaw Pact thing We have just said, “Thank you 
very much, we'll get back to you," and there has been no 
decision on this It just came up on Tuesday and we didn't try 
to answer it, but it is true that invitation was extended 


I would say, by the way, that the United States, 
several years -- not several years ago -- since I've been on 
this job, invited the previous Soviet Defense Minister to visit 
the United States, and an invitation from Secretary Weinberger 
to Defense Minister Sokolov and that wasn't answered either. 


Let me take that kind of answer in the general area 
because I think I, as you might expect, am going to say that 
the danger on days like this is to lose sight of the totality 
of the relationship, and this is a broad and complicated, 
challenging relationship between two countries which lead 
opposing alliances, which have different views -- 
philosophical, ideological, political -- which deal with their 
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citizens and their people differently. But we have tried, over 
the years -- six, seven -~- certainly with respect to the 
agenda and framing the dialogue -- '83-'84 -- to find a way of 
talking with the Soviet Union that encompasses both the 
differences and the opportunities for keeping those differences 
from creating conflict and for reducing tensions. 


It is a major achievement. [t doesn't get the 
headlines But I would say again, as I have said so often, it 
is a major achievement, that we now work from this broad agenda 
and that you have, yes, arms control but you have as well, at 
the other end, the ability to talk about bilateral issues. 


It is the kind of a dialogue that also makes it 
possible quickly to get to the question of what in the world 
happened in East Germany yesterday without public statements. 
But there we were, we were engaged in a discussion with the 
Foreign Minister. We were able to say, this is what we know 
happened by our facts We protested it as inexcusable, we want 
an apology, we think it was wrong, and we want you to look into 
it. He didn't say, yes, your view is correct. He said I'm 
going to go look into and I may get a different report, but I 
will take account of it 


So we have built a structure in which, on some days, 
you move forward on arms control, and I'm going to be standing 
up here some days and we won't be moving forward on arms 
control Maybe something else will be going on But it is 
broad It contains everything, and I think it gives it a 
perspective That's where [I think we are 


We are moving forward at varying rates of speed with 
respect to all of these myriad issues on the agenda. What we 
are announcing today is very good progress in the arms control 
area -- getting our negotiators back to work -- and we are 
announcing some progress and steps in other areas as well I'm 
saying, as I said with respect to Afghanistan, there are some 
problems that haven't been solved and which continue to afflict 
the relationship. 


MR. REDMAN I would argue that's a good place to end, 
but, if you insist, ['ll take these last two 


Q Can I just go back to INF once more? It sounds 
as though Secretary Shultz never even had to go back to the 
President for any instructions; that the Soviets came here 
prepared to cave, prepared to give in on the West Germans -- 
the Pershing I-A's not being included, and also the question of 
the warhead. We simply told the Soviets, this is what we plan 
to do -- this is in greater detail what we plan to do -- and 
they said, oh, okay, we understand now. 


I think I'm probably oversimplifying this Could you 
expand some? 
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FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes, you are. That's a 
terrible word, that “cave" word, because I say, for example, 
with respect to the German missiles. I noticed that 
Shevardnadze said nearly the same thing at the Soviet Embassy. 


We both ended up with what we had said was in our 
interests. They had been asking the question --— the question 
we were hearing -- but they were asking the question, “When you 
say you will withdraw those warheads at the end of a program of 
cooperation, what's going to happen to them?" 


We sat down and we had to start -- we had to answer 
the question, as my colleague said, what is meant by 
"destruction of warheads?" What do you mean by “warheads?” We 
had to do a lot of clarification on that 


We had an opportunity to state once again that we were 
not discussing programs of cooperation But when a program of 
cooperation ends, as in this case, consistent with what 
Chancellor Kohl has laid out, then you keep coming back to the 
question, what then? Once you've got those two sets of 
interests out there, and properly described, that's not caving, 
that's working on the definition of where you think you are, 
and then you can deal with them, and that's what happened. 


I can't say at what moment the very people who can't 
state an interest or a question in an understandable way at the 
outset suddenly decides you want to be a little more clear 
about it. But it was just that we were able to sit down with 
enough time and all of the right people around to get this 
stuff done. 


Q Did you find that some of the things that they 
were saying publicly -- some of these people saying in press 
statement -- they were not saying them when they came here? 
For example, some people were saying, in Moscow, when those 
I-A's come out, we want to accompany those warheads from West 
Germany back to the United States. We want to follow them, we 
want to be there through the whole process, right through the 
destruction 


Is that the sort of thing that did not come to the 
table? 


- I don't know that they were saying that in 
Moscow. Let me say what we hoped that we heard they were -- we 
don't know whether we got a lack of clarification or 
propaganda. What they were saying is, we want to know what 
happens to those. They didn't come in here saying, we're going 
to stand here and travel here and have a bus ticket for there. 
As my colleague has said, that remains -- that whole process -- 
as it relates to all of the warheads, still has to be worked 
out. 
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There has been a difference in that respect. But 
there was no difference if we don't know about the concern. 
They just simply wanted to know. Our public statement ended 
with the phrase, “Will be withdrawn." 


MR. REDMAN: Michael? 


Q At the press conference --— some of just returned 
to ‘sith Foreign Minister Shevardnadze -- he defined this 
current Soviet position on the ABM Treaty as follows. He said 
that the Soviet Union was asking now that the traditional, or 
what he called “classical” interpretation of the ABM Treaty be 
maintained for ten years And then Mr. Gerasimov said, by 
that, he meant the traditional interpretation and American 
parlance. 


Again, they offered to discuss what is permitted and 
not permitted in terms of future technologies. Is that how you 
understand the Soviet position? And will the United States now 
agree to engage in a discussion of what's permitted and not 
permitted by the treaty? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think the language that I 
gave you is precise language. We spent a lot of time working 
that out with the Soviets, to be sure that we understood 


clearly what it was that they were saying. [he language that [I 
read to you was approved by them 


I don't want to deviate from that because you get into 
trouble when you deviate from what they actually said. 


With respect to the second part of your question, 
we're proposing to deal with this question of what is permitted 
and not permitted under the ABM Treaty. That is something that 
they suggested be discussed in the SEC, at a re-enforced 
meeting, at which the Secretaries of Defense would be present 

That is a question which is under advisement. 

MR. REOMAN: Thank you all. 


(Background briefing concluded at 11:56 a.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief reminder Secretary Shultz will address Department 
personnel on the FY-88 budget today at 3:00 p.m. in the Dean 
Acheson Auditorium. There is pool coverage of that event. 
And, in addition, ['m informed that arrangements have been made 
for that to be fed live here into this room, so that if you 
want to hear what he has to say, you're free to stop by. 


Q What about a text? 


a) [I don't believe he's going to have a text. He 
has notes, and he'll talk free form. 


Q But you can do it from here? 
ms But you'll be able to hear it from here. 
Q Can you give us your information on the shooting, 


what the most up-to-date information is to the East German? 
And the Soviet Foreign Minister said that both sides were at 
fault and that he had apologized 


A I don't have any further information than what 
has been released by the Defense Department and to which a 
briefer ON BACKGROUND referred half an hour ago. So [I just 
don't have any way to take it beyond that. 


Q Is Shultz going to see Shevardnadze in New York? 
A At this point, I don't know that any meeting has 
been arranged. They're going to be there during the duration 


of next week, but nothing has been scheduled as of now. 


Q Is there a date for the Moscow trip, a specific 
date? 


A I don't have any specifics beyond what the 
statement itself said, which is during the second half of 
October. 


Q Chuck, another topic? 
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No. 


They never get enough of this one, so we'll come 


Is Dobrynin coming here? And if so, when? 


A My understanding is that although we haven't been 
officially notified, he is part of a parliamentary delegation 
that will be coming to the United States the second week of 
October, I believe. That's the general time frame. But we 
don't have any official notification of that yet. He'll 
certainly be well received when he comes here, but that's the 
context of his visit. 


Q Is he still going to be looking around at summit 
sites as has been reported? 


Q Who is it? 


4 This is Dobrynin. He's coming here in the 
context of this parliamentary committee. 


Q How about sites as has been reported? 


A I don't think that has anything to do with his 


Q Will the summit come up at all during his visit? 


A I have no way of knowing. You just had a lot of 
material this morning on where we stand. 


Q Shevardnadze said that the Soviet Union is 
extending an invitation to Secretary Weinberger to meet with 
his Soviet counterpart soon to discuss the ABM issues, and he 
said an occasion for that might be a Standing Consultative 
Commission meeting. Can you say what that is and when that is? 


a Were you here for the background briefing? 
I heard part of it. 


a) That question was addressed. The first issue is 
the question of the SCC review meeting which is to be held 
sometime, I believe, between the fall of this year and the fall 
of next year. The time frame is perhaps between October '87 
and October '88, approximately. 


The Soviets had proposed that there be a meeting 
between the two Defense Ministers. That was raised by Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze during his visit here. 
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As your background briefer pointed out, there's been 
no response to that invitation. The briefer also pointed out, 
of course, that there's an invitation going back even before 
that on our behalf for the Soviet Defense Minister to visit the 
United States, and there had been no response to that either 
That was in the time of Defense Minister Sokolov. 


Q He also mentioned that the Soviets have requested 
an opportunity to have a delegation examine the radar at Thule 
in Greenland. Was that brought up as a formal request during 
the course of these negotiations, in response to the 
Congressional] delegation that was invited to Krasnoyarsk? 


a I don't have that specific detail. Again, the 
background briefer addressed the question of Krasnoyarsk, and 
the discussion of that, but I just don't have that particular 
detail. 


We'il return to your question. 


Chuck. on the so-called capturing of the hostage 
-- of the kidnapper -- is it the FBI operation/CIA 
operation/State Department? What is this operation? 


A There was a full briefing on that at the Justice 
Department and it was their operation, an FHI operation. 


Q So you have nothing to do with it, the State 
Department? 


A Our role, of course -- we're the lead agency on 
international counterterrorism policies, so we were naturally 
involved But in terms of the operational aspects, that was 
the FBI. 


Q Are you concerned that there wiil be more 
retaliation and more kidnapping for this kind of capturing? 


a That question was addressed during the FBI 
briefing, and [I'm not sure whether it was said or not. But the 
fact is that if we're going to enforce a counterterrorism 

olicy, if we're going to enforce our laws, then we have to 
stand up and enforce them It's as simple as that. 


Have you reviewed the indictment against the 
fellow from Lebanon? It looks like as if the United States 
acted on behalf of Jordan. Did Jordan have anything to do -- 


a) The FBI made very clear that this was a United 
States unilateral activity. 


Q But how could -- 
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a But the rest of the questions on this subject, 
you really have to go to the FBI and Justice because it's their 
operation. 


Q Away from any intelligence information, can you 
tell if the Israelis had their own contribution, at least, by 
information as to the whereabouts of the man, or whatever? 


a I can't do any more than ['ve just done, in 
answer to previous questions. 


Q Chuck, is that the beginning of clamping down on 
all terrorists in the area, [I mean, like this? [s it a 
beginning, a first step toward a more aggressive U. S. policy 
in the area? 

A Again, the Attorney General answered the question. 


Q No, but I thought you put here the policy, not 
the Justice Department, of -- 


A [It's the same policy »ut he answered that 
particular question. 


Q Any reactions from kidnappers -- previous 


kidnappers, I mean -- who already are holding hostages, 
American hostages? 


A Not that I know of. I'm just asking, maybe some 
of you all know something that [ don't know. 


Q Back to U.S.-Soviet -- 


Q While we're in the Middle East, let me get a 
quick one off. The reports out of the U.N. seem to indicate 
that some kind of informal agreement from Security Council 
members to hold off for the time being on active pursuit of the 
second resolution regarding the Gulf war participants 


Is the United States agreeing to that, or h, 
been any shift in our policy on the second resolution: 


io] Let me tell you in some detail where we stand. 
We have studied carefully the Secretary General's reports on 
his mission to Tehran and Baghdad to discuss implementation of 
Security Council Resolution 598. We have also reviewed 
available statements by senior Iranian and Iraqi officials and 
the latest developments in the Gulf war. 


It is our preliminary conclusion that Iran has neither 
indicated its clear acceptance of 598 nor does it appear ready 
to implement the resolution without conditions. Furthermore, 
we see no evidence that what the Secretary General was told in 
Tehran and Baghdad will result in agreement by both governments 
to stop the war and withdraw to international boundaries and 
begin negotiations for a just settlement. 
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Instead, the war goes on, with a serious threat 
continuing to other states in the region and to freedom of 
navigation by neutral shipping. 


Under these circumstances, the United States calls 
upon President Khamenei, in his upcoming UNGA address, to state 
unequivocally and clearly his country's official, unconditional 
acceptance and willingness to implement at once Security 
Council Resolution 598 in all of its parts without conditions. 


Absent such a statement, the U.S. sees no responsible 
alternative but for the U. N. Security Council to redouble its 
efforts to ensure that both governments accept and are prepared 
to implemen at once Security Council Resolution 598 in all its 
parts without conditions. Otherwise, there's no choice but to 
move rapicly to enforcement measures as foreseen in Resolution 
598. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q You're not saying that unless he does this you're 
going to move toward sanctions? 


a) I think the statement couldn't be clearer as to 
how we see things at this stage. 


Q You're saying, redouble their effort -- redouble 
-~- you say, if he doesn't, then other efforts should be 
redoubled? 


a I said otherwise there is no choice but to move 
rapidly to enforcement measures. 


Q Do you have evidence the other troops there are 
ready to follow you on this? 


Q What was the question? 


4 There have been Security Council discussions. 
We've talked many times about the nature of the problem. I 
don't want to say at this point how many people are on this 
side or that side of the question, but we have indicated before 
that in passing this resolution in the first place, the 
Security Council recognized the fact that there might be the 
need for enforcement measures. That's what made this 
resolution unique, and so we fully expect that if we come to 
that point, that there will be a very serious and rapid 
consideration of the issue. 


Q Chuck, did you raise this topic with the Soviets 
during all these negotiation, and what their position was 
towards that? 
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A That question was also covered during the 
BACKGROUND briefing -- 


Q They did not in specifics. No, they did not. 


A [t was covered, to the extent it could be 
covered. The Iran-Iraq war was a major point in the discussion 
of regional issues. At that stage, however, that discussion 
having occurred on Wednesday afternoon, we did not yet have a 
readout of what had occurred at the Security Council. 


Q When you will -- 


Q It sounds rather like you're giving the Iranians 
yet another last chance. Unless Khamenei in his U.N. speech 
comes forth, then you move on. We heard this before Perez de 
Cuellar went. How many more times is this going to be delayed? 


A All I can say is that we're working a process 
here. We've been diligent in pursuing this process for a 
number of months now -- many months, in fact -- beginning with 


our efforts to get Resolution 598 in the first place adopted, 
and we're going to continue with the same seriousness of 
purpose. We're not going to set deadlines, but we're serious 
about it, and we're going to pursue it. 


Q When does he give his speech? Do you know that? 

o I don't have the date. My understanding is that 
it's next week some time. 

Q 22nd. 

Q That's Tuesday. 

Q So this is the last -- you said you will not put 


a deadline, but is that the last chance for them to come clear 
on this point? 


A I've stated our appreciation of the subject as of 
today, and I think if you read this, it becomes fairly clear 
where we stand. 


Q Chuck, I don't want to belabor this too much, but 
it -- 

A Please don't. (Laughter) 

Q Thank you. It appears that if Khamenei does not 


accept 598, then the consequence of that will be that the 
United States will ask the Security Council to redouble its 
efforts to gain compliance. Is that what it says? 
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a Well, I can read the words to you again, but the 
words are what they say. 


Q And then after that, we'll seek punitive 
sanctions. 


a Well, I invite you to take a close look at the 
words in the context of the other comments that I've made at 
this point 


Q Well, did you discuss that with the Soviets then? 


Q So you're saying that if he doesn't, then you 
will. 

Q It is the last chance 

Q But I'm serious. I mean, you have this -- 

A No You all are political analysts in vour own 


right, and I don't want to do your job for you. 


Q Chuck, can you clarify one point? Did you 
discuss with the Soviets the second resolution or not? 


a) I can't go into the -- into all of the details of 
the discussions, but, cbviously, in discussing the Iran-Iraq 
war, the United Nations' efforts were certainly part of that 
discussion. 


Q Did the Soviets indicate a similar line of 
thinking as to what should happen next at the U.N.? 


a I don't want to speak for the Soviets They'll 
have to say what they think. 


Q Back to the Shultz-Shevardnadze talks In the 
regional area, I believe they also discussed Central America. 
It didn't come up at the BACKGROUND briefing, and I wonder if 
you could give any indication -- 

. They did not discuss Central America. 

Q Ske qualified it. 

ia Did she clarify that? 

Q Yes. 

a I'm sorry But I know that the main items that 
took up almost the entire discussion were Afghanistan and the 


Iran-Iraq war 


Q She forgot it. 











-—8- Friday, 9/18/87 


- She forgot to -- the debriefer forgot to mention 
Q It. 
- -- Central America? I don't know what the 


context of those discussions was. 


Q Do you know who would have taken part? It would 
be Elliott Abrams and -- 


- All of these discussions were with the same group 
of principals who were involved in this exchange. We did not 
run in particular experts on particular areas. 


Q Chuck, have you had any consultations with the 
Congress with regard to the closing of the PLO office? I mean, 
after the latest decision, have you had new consultations with 
the effect of putting off the attempts to close the New York 
office, or anything new? 


- I don't have anything new to offer on that. 
Concerning the consultative process, © just can't keep track of 
that. It's very intensive, and there are many contacts each 
day, and I just don't know the status of that one. 


Q De you feel this procedure had already put off 
the efforts in the Capitol Hill to go ahead with the anti-PLO 
measures? 


oa The people on the Hill will have to speak to 
their intentions and to their objectives. 


Q This might have also come up at the BACKGROUND 
briefing, but it's unclear to me whether or not the United 
States is in fact now agreed to do something different with 
nuclear warheads that are going to be brought back from West 
Germany at the point which Chancellor Kohl dismantles the 
Pershing I-A's than we have been doing with nuclear warheads or 
have agreed to do with our nuclear warheads to date. 


: Please take a close look at what the Secretary 
Said at the White House -~ you probably heard that -- and he 
made it clear that once the program of cooperation would be 
terminated and that the warheads -~- re-entry vehicles -- 
therefore become U.S. warheads once again, that Lhey would be 
treated in the same way as other re-entry vehicles and warheads 
already in our inventory. 


Q Well, Shevardnadze said that the warheads on the 
Pershing I-A's would be treated as the warheads in the 
superpower missiles being eliminated, and they would be 
withdrawn in the same -- under the same terms, the same 
phasing, and everything. But Chancellor Kohl said he would 
take down the missiles after the entire agreement is 
implemented. 





~—- Friday, 9/18/87 


A The Secretary was very clear in his ON-THE-RECORD 
White Youse briefing as to what we have said, what we are 
proposing, how we are proposing to handle this, and I just read 
it again myself, and he covered all that in crystal-clear terms. 


Q Is the United States withdrawing those warheads 
as the other -- I mean, is that true? 

a But that's why I invite you to read again what 
the Secretary said. The Secretary covered every stage, also 


including that of timing. 


Q Are you saying, or can one infer correctly, that 
the cooperation agreement with West Germany on the PI-A's 
expires at the same time as the duration of the INF treaty that 
we're going to sign? Do they coincide, which would answer the 
question. 


a You have Chancellor Kohl's statement, which 
states what action he will take when the INF treaty reaches its 
terminal point in terms of getting rid of our U S. and Soviet 
systems. 


Q Exactly, and the reason the question is being 
raised now is that Foreign Minister Shevardnadze is saying 
something different 


A Well, I can't try to make -- try to read into 
what various people may be saying. All I can say is that the 
Secretary was very clear, and his statements reflect the very 
intensive discussions he had on this subject with the Foreign 
Minister during many hours. 


Q Will the American warheads remain on those 
Pershing I-A missiles until they're taken down by the West 
Germans? 


a They will remain as long as there is a pattern, a 
program of cooperation. 


Q So effectively -- 


4 And the Chancellor has set forth what he intends 
to do with the German missiles. When he does that, the program 
of cooperation thereby comes to an end, the warheads become our 
warheads, and we will take care of them as we would any other 
U.S. warhead at that point. 


Q We would assume by Secretary Shultz's statement, 
then, that the Soviets dropped the demands that they were 
making, at least publicly, that the United States somehow 
demolish those warheads in a way that we “haracterized as a 
totally unverifiable demand. 
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A bit of a separate issue Again, the briefers 
and the Secretary went through that to explain that when you're 
talking about the nuclear devices, the guidance systems -- now 
we're talking in the context of an INF treaty --— that both 
sides have agreed that we would remove those elements, return 
them to national territory, to do what we wanted to do with 
them, but the re-entry vehicle, the remainder of that, would be 
destroyed 


Now that same process for any other re-entry vehicle 
warheads which come into our possession at any later stage are 
handled exac+ly the same way, when they become -- 


Q So the Soviets did drop that demand that they 
were making, that somehow they would go beyond that? 


A But here again as briefers have tried to make 
clear, it's never been totally clear to us whether there was a 
demand or confusion, so we certainly clarified the situation. 


Q Chuck, with regard to the kidnapped kidnapper, 
will the U.S. Government be in a position to make sort of a 
barter deal in case there is an offer like that for the 
American hostages? 


a I think you know what our policy is on deals 
I'm surprised you even asked 


Q It is a new situation This is a first-time 
Situation. You have in your hancs a man -- 


o We don't deal with kidnappers or terrorists 
Q Excuse ime? 

4 We don't deal with kidnappers or terrorists 
Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements, so I'll be happy to start with questions. 


Q Yes. Does the reopening of La Prensa change in 
any way the U.S. view on whether Nicaragua is complying with 
this peace plan? 


a) I don't really think that we can draw ultimate 
conclusions from that. We have previously stated we welcome 
all actions which indicate that the Sandinista regime is 
prepared to live up to its commitments under the Guatemala 
Accord. That agreement calls for full freedom for all media in 
Nicaragua, not just La Prensa. 





Although we welcome the reopening of La Prensa without 
prior censorship or preconditions, we would like to see Radio 
Catolica and other media outlets reopened on the same basis. 





The real test of freedom of the press will be the 
degree to which La Prensa is available to Nicaraguans with no 
restrictions on distribution and the degree to which they can 
read it without fear of Sandinista intimidation or reprisals. 





Q Do you have reason to believe that they would be 
subject to reprisals if they read it? 


” Well, the point I think we're trying to make is 
that there are lots of aspects in freedom of the press. It's 
not just the publication; it is distribution and people being 
able to use it and respond to it. And these are the things 
that we'll be looking at to see that the release of La Prensa 
is not just done as a symbolic act but really does represent a 
sincere commitment to freedom of the press. 


Q O.K. 
a Any other questions? 
Q Another area: Do you have any response to the 


position taken by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee that 
the ratification of the INF Treaty may have to be delayed if 
the Administration still adheres to Judge Sofaer's approach? 








-2- Monday, 9/21/87 


A Our view remains that the broad interpretation of 
the ABM Treaty is fully justified. The Department of State 
Legal Adviser has now completed three in-depth studies which 
support this conclusion. These have been made available, 
certainly to the Hill, and I think the unclassified parts 
widely publicly. 


Regarding ratification of an INF treaty, the Secretary 
said last week the Senate is entitled to full information on 
the INF negotiations as it considers approval of the possibie 
treaty. 


As you, know, we have worked hard to keep Congress 
closely informed through several mechanisms. For example, we 
have worked closely with the Members of Congress who have been 
identified by the Congress as the Congressional Observer 
Group. Members of this Group have met with our delegation at 
each session of the negotiations, have been regularly briefed 
by Senior Administration officials, have met with the Soviet 
negotiators, and have received detailed weekly summaries of the 
negotiations. 


We will also continue to uphold our longstanding 
commitment to full consultations with Congress and our Allies 
before any decisions are made on restructuring the SDI Program 
to conform with the broad interpretation. 


Q That doesn't really speak to that point 
directly. They were saying that, because of Judge Sofaer's 
doctrine, what happens in the negotiations is supreme, they 
will have to go through all of these records, and this will 
take a great deal of time and delay the process. Do you agree 
that this will drag out the ratification process because of 
this doctrine? 


“ Well, we're not commenting on how long it's going 
to take for them to go through these things. What we're saying 
is we have kept them fully informed, better informed than any 
other group. We intend to continue that. Our policy is clear 
on the ABM Treaty, and we are proceeding as we have said that 
we will proceed. 


Q Phyllis, a follow-up on that same question. 
Chairman Pell has just announced on the Hill he intends to 
request from the Department and from Secretary Shultz the full 
negotiating records for 20 treaties. 


” I didn't know he had done that, and I really 
don't have any comment on it. 


Twenty treaties -- does he list these? 
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Q He does. I don't have them on the top of my 
head, but -- 


i) All right. 


Is Mr. Shultz expected to meet President Khamenei 


of Iran? 

A I just don't have any information on that. 

Q Can we find out? 

2) Well, the Secretary's schedule will be announced 
in New York, as is the usual process -- it is announced the day 


before on what his public schedule will be, what his meetings 
will be for the following day. 


Q Can I follow up on that? 
“ Yes. 


Q Phyllis, it will be helpful to us if we could get 
that schedule here. Would that be possible? 


Aa Yes. I think it will be available in the Press 
Office. As we get it, we'll certainly be glad to make it 
available to you. 


Q Do you have today's yet? 
A Yes. It's there in the Press Office. 


Q Has a decision been made on the need to demolish 
part of the new U.S. Chancery in Moscow? 


A We have said before, and let me reneat today, 
that we have not yet made a final decision on what to do about 
the new office building. The Administration is continuing its 
discussions internally, we are consulting with the Congress, as 
we seek the best means of assuring a safe and secure 
environment in which to conduct our diplomatic business in the 
Soviet Union. 


Q Will the existing Embassy be rehabilitated? 


” Again, I'm not going to go into all the details 
of all the plans. No decision has been made. I think everyone 
has agreed it is goine to take some time, and in the meantime 
you have to continue to operate and the condition of the old 
building has to be studied. 
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How long we'll have to use that old building depends 
upon what happens with the new building, and we're still 
discussing and deciding what will be the final decision on that. 


Q Did the subject come up last week when Mr. 
Shevardnadze was here? 


A As I understand it, there were, certainly in the 
bilateral sessions, some discussion on the whole question of 
the quality of life for both of our respective missions. We 
really didn't get into the discussions or I don't have the 
details of how those discussions went. But I'm sure that this 
whole area was brought up in that bilateral session. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the shakeup of 
the military in the Philippines and the word that it's moving 
towards martial law there? 


- No. I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Do you have anything on expanding the weapons to 
the Afghan rebels? 


a On the question ot supplies or military equipment 
for the Afghan resistance, in keeping with our standard policy 
we just don't comment in any way on intelligence questions. 


As the Secretary said last week, we had extensive 
talks with the Soviets on Afghanistan. Our position remains 
the same. Moscow must commit itself to a short timetable for 
the withdrawal of all its troops from Afghanistan. A 
settlement must also provide for the self-determination of the 
Afghan people and the return of the refugees with safety and 
honor. 


I noted briefly that the President addressed the 
subject of Afghanistan in his remarks today to the U.N. General 
Assembly, so I refer you to those for any other statement on 
Afghanistan. 


Q Is there anything on the Germans detaining the 
Lebanese plane in Frankfurt? Do you know anything about that? 


“ No, I don't have anything on that. Yes? 


Q Last week, when Shevardnadze apologized for the 
shooting of the American soldier, he said that a Soviet 
violation had been committed and an American violation had also 
been committed. We had a backgrounder immediately following 
with senior Administration officials who said they weren't 
really sure and didn't really want to comment on it. 
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Was an American violation committed in that 
inspection, or is it quite clear at this point that the Soviets 
violated the agreement and the Americans did not? 


A I don't have any further information on that 
incident, and I t.ark that the details of that are being 
handled by the Pentagon, so I would check with them as to 
whether they have any further statement on that. 


2 You can't even say if the United States violated 
or did not violate this agreement? 


Ms No. I just don't have anything on it, any 
information on it one way or the other. 


Q Phyllis, why? In the Nicholson affair, we had 
multiple briefings here. Why is it that this is shunted over 
to the Pentagon? 


a Well, I think the two cases -- 


Q We had Assistant Secretaries down here several 
times and all sorts of people. 


i) Well, certainly in that case there was a tragic 
loss of life; and this situation, though certainly obviously 
alarming, seemed different. Certainly the Soviets, as we all 
know, apologized and said that they would take any steps that 
they could to prevent its reoccurrence. 


So I think that these are viewed very differently. 


Q Do you have anything on a partial, or potential, 
partial aid cut-off tc Bolivia? 


a I understand that there is a partial cut-off of 
economic assistance to Bolivia. The total U.S. bilateral 
economic assistance program for Bolivia in Fiscal Year 1987 is 
$67.7 million. Next year's program request is for $81.1 
million. But Bolivia will lose $7.5 million in economic 
assistance and $1.2 million in military assistance this fiscal 
year because it has not met Congressionally-mandated coca crop 
eradication requirements. 


Q How much military? 
a $1.2 in military assistance this fiscal year. 


Q I'm sorry. You gave a figure there. What is the 
$67.7 million this year, fiscal year? 


a Yes. 
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Q What was that? 
$67.7 economic assistance -- 
Q I'm sorry, $60-- 
A $67.7 million economic assistance. 


Q Then what was the military? 


3) Military, I think that's included as the total -- 
no, it can't be, excuse me. I don't know what the total of the 
military assistance in Fiscal Year '87 was. Let me see if we 
can get that for you. 


Q Excuse my ignorance, Phyllis, but what is the 
Congressionally-mandated coca crop eradication requirement, and 
how far short did they fall? 


o In Section 611.2(b) of the Foreign Assistance 
Acts, as amended by the Omnibus Drug 8ill of 1986 -- in this 
Bill it requires that the President certify to Congress that 
Bolivia has made substantial progress on narcotics control, 
including substantial eradication of illicit coca crops. 


I don't have the answer on the partial requirement. 
Let's see if we can get something on that for you. 


Q This is the same country that U.S. helicopters 
went in to help out. Has that not been sustained? I mean, 
what's the situation? 


a Well, I believe when we talked about that 
program, we said it was an operation that went in and was 
completed and then they pulled out. 


I might note that over-all the Bolivian Government has 
substantially improved its narcotics control program. On 
August 13, 1987, the U.S. Government and the Government of 
Bolivia signed a comprehensive narcotics control agreement 
which calls for the eradication of 1,800 hectares of coca 
cultivation in a 12-month period. 


In addition to on-going law enforcement activities 
which located and destroyed eight major cocaine HCL labs, a new 
national narcotics control structure has been set up and, most 
importantly, a crop eradication program has begun. 


Despite these impressive steps, Bolivia did not meet 
the proper eradication targets mandated by Congress to qualify 
for all of our bilateral economic and military assistance. 
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Q Can we get copies of all that stuff? 
i) Yes. We will see what we can get for you. Yes. 


Q La Prensa's publisher, Violetta Chamorro, has 
said that it is her understanding that Radio Catolica can start 
to broadcast again whenever it likes, and the Christian Science 
Monitor quotes unnamed Sandinista officials as saying that's 
the case. Do you have anything on this? 


4 No, I don't have anything on that. Certainly we 
have said that this is one of the goals that we would hope to 
see achieved in Nicaragua, but 1 just don't have any further 
information on whether it has been done. 


Q Do you have anything to say about President 
Arias' activities here starting tomorrow? 


Are you referring to his visit here to the United 
States? 


Q Yes. 


4 We note he will be visiting the United States on 
a private visit from September 20-27. We understand he is at 
Kansas State University today and will arrive in Washington 
this evening. He is scheduled to meet with President Reagan 
tomorrow morning before addressing a meeting at the U.S. 
Congress. On Wednesday, President Arias will travel to New 
York to deliver an address at the UNGA. We understand later in 
the week he'll be moving on to public ceremonies at Harvard and 
Vassar. 


Q What about seeing Shultz? 

a Well, I think, again, any possible meeting there 
will be announced in New York as part of the Secretary's UNGA 
schedule. 


Q Shultz is not going to come down to go to the 
White House meeting? 


a No. I think the Secretary plans on staying up in 
New York for this whole period, except for the weekend. 


Q Thank you. 
I) Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 











Tuesday, September 22, 1987 
BOLIVIA: TQ'S ON FY87 FOREIGN ASSISTANCE REDUCTION 
TO BE POSTED 

Q. What was the total economic and military assistance to 
Bolivia before the reduction? What is it after the reduction? 
A. THE TOTAL BOLIVIAN ECONOMIC AND MILITARY ASSISTANCE PACKAGE 
OF $70.1 MILLION WAS CUT BY $8.7 MILLION, RESULTING IN A NEW 
FY87 TOTAL OF $61.4 MILLION. THE ORIGINAL ASSISTANCE PACKAGE 
INCLUDED $67.7 MILLION FOR ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE AND $2.4 MILLION 
FOR MILITARY ASSISTANCE. ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE WAS REDUCED TO 
$60.2 MILLION AND TOTAL MILITARY ASSISTANCE WAS REDUCED TO $1.2 


MILLION. 


Q. How was the $8.7 million cut in assistance determined? 


A. SECTION 611 2(B) OF THE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT, AS AMENDED 
BY THE OMNIBUS DRUG LAW OF 1986, REQUIRED THAT MILITARY 
ASSISTANCE AND THE ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND (ESF) COMPONENT OF 
OVERALL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE BE CUT IN HALF IF BOLIVIA COULD NOT 
BE CERTIFIED BY THE PRESIDENT AS HAVING MADE SUBSTANTIAL 
PROGRESS IN ERADICATING COCA CULTIVATION. AS A RESULT, THE $15 
MILLION APPROPRIATED FOR ESF WAS REDUCED TO $7.5 MILLION AND 
THE $2.4 MILLION FOR MILITARY ASSISTANCE WAS REDUCED TO $1.2 


MILLION. 











Q. How short did Bolivia fall of the Congressionally-mandated 
coca eradication targets? 


A. THE LANGUAGE OF SECTION 611 2(B) OF THE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE 
ACT, AS AMENDED BY THE OMNIBUS DRUG LAW OF 1986, REQUIRED 
PRESIDENTIAL CERTIFICATION THAT BOLIVIA HAD MADE SUBSTANTIAL 
PROGRESS ON NARCOTICS CONTROL, INCLUDING QUOTE SUBSTANTIAL 
ERADICATION OF ILLICIT COCA CROPS UNQUOTE. ALTHOUGH NO 
SPECIFIC ERADICATION TARGET WAS INCLUDED, THE USG INFORMED THE 
BOLIVIAN GOVERNMENT THAT SEVERAL HUNDRED HECTARES IN THE 
CONTEXT OF AN ON-GOING ERADICATION PROGRAM WITH AN ANNUAL 
TARGET OF 1,800 HECTARES WOULD BE CONSIDERED SUFFICIENT FOR 
CERTIFICATION. THE ERADICATION PROGRAM BEGUN BY THE GOVERNMENT 


OF BOLIVIA ONLY A WEEK AGO HAS ERADICATED APPROXIMATELY 20 


HECTARES. 
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MR. HOWARD: Good afternoon. Our BACKGROUND briefing on 
the bilateral meeting between the President and the President of 


Pakistan, Mr. Junejo, is about to begin. For your information, and 
not for publication, our briefer is 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was the second 
meeting that the President has had with Prime Minister Junejo since 
the lifting of martial law and the restoration of civilian government 
in Pakistan last year, January lst, ‘86. He was in Washington 
calling on the President in July of ‘86. 


These meetings show our support for the development of 
democratic institutions in Pakistan, and our admiration for the Prime 
Minister's role in this process. 


The President and the Prime Minister used this 
Opportunity to discuss a range of bilateral, international issues. 
They expressed pleasure with the close and productive cooperation 
between the two countries. The President expressed his admiration 
for Pakistan's strong and principled stand on Afghanistan, as well as 
for that nation's -- as well as for Pakistan's almost unparalleled 
generosity in hosting the world's largest refugee population. 


They agreed on the urgent need for an early rolitical 
settlement leading to the withdrawal of Soviet troops on 
self-determination for the Afghan people and the return of the 
refugees with safety and honor. I think those themes were struck by 


the President earlier in his statement before the General Assembly -- 
repeated during this meeting. 


They also discussed the nuclear issue, expressed 
confidence that we can resolve our differences in a way which will 
preserve the very close relationship between our two countries. I'd 
Say there's obviously a very good personal rapport between the two. 
It was @ good meeting between two good friends. 


There was a tape taken -- which is available probably 
afterwards -- that was < gucsticn in= <nswser directed to the Prime 
Minister on -- are you constructing a nuclear device, and he answered 
no, no plans. (Laughter.) Then are the reports wrong? And he said 
they are wrong, but you can confirm his exact wording -- chose are 
just my notes taken before the meeting got underway. 


Well -- 

Q The U.S. believes that, sir? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we've -- we have 
concerns about aspects of Pakistan's nuclear activities. The Prime 
Minister and the President had a full discussion on this, and I can't 
comment on the details of that discussion. 


MORE 














Q What are the concerns? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going 
into details, so -- I'd have to do that to get into the concerns. 
There was a very thorough, candid discussion of nuclear matters. The 
tone was friendly, as you'd expect between good friends, but it was 
very direct and forthright. 


We've had differences. We both seek to resolve those 
differences in a way which is going to strengthen the relationship. 
It was a useful discussion, but I just am not going to describe the 
exchange any more specifically. 


Q What then is the U.S. view, sir, of the stat2 of 
nuclear development in Pakistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you're following 
the political discussions, or the Congressional discussions rather, 
down in the Congress, I'm sure. And there's been a lot of attention 
given to the Perevez case -- and question as that moves forward ‘in 
the Justice Department. We have concerns. We have questions which 
we're continuing to discuss with the government of Pakistan about 
their nuclear program, and today's meeting provided another occasion 
for the two leaders to go over those concerns. 


Q Do those concerns at all reflect the suspicion that 
the Pakistanis are, in fact, developing a bomb? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have the quote of 
the Prime Minister himself on that issue. 


Q I'm asking the U.S. view. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we're not going to 
get into discussions of -- just any details of how we look at the 
Pakistan program in this setting. 


As you know, you've got the Congressional timetable 
moving forward now. It's particularly complicated this year. The 
two authorizing committees have marked up bills which provide for a 
two-year renewal of the waiver authority. In the House, the 
Appropriations Committee has taken a somewhat different approach in 
its bill, and at this point it seems likely there's going to be a 
continuing resolution for 40 days before any of these measures is 
acted on. So, the whole relationship of the Pakistan assistance 
program is under close study in Washington. We're talking on a 
continuous basis with the U.S. Congress. And it's a very sensitive 
matter. 


Q Can you tell us whether any progress has been made 
toward resolving this dispute or difference with the Pakistanis over 
this nuclear program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the very airing 
of the subject between the President and the Prime Minister 
underlines the concerns -- brings the two leaders into direct 
exchanges on this subject. And as I say, those were all carried out 


in a very friendly manner. They were very direct, very frank 
exchanges. 


Q Sir, could we ask you in the speech, itself -- the 
President made the kind of statement about demanding a timetable from 
the Soviet Union. The inference -- it was a kind of strong statement 
that would have suggested normally that there isn't much going on in 
the sense of reconciling the two positions. But indeed there has 
been movement on both sides. Can you characterize -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the Soviet 
withdrawal -- 


MORE 




















Q Yes, sir, that‘s what I mean -- with Pakistan. You 
know, Pakistan -- and Afghans acting as the intermediaries. Is -- 
have negotiations taken 2 sudden down-turn, or was that the sort of 
rhetoric you get in that kind of a speech -- behind the scenes there 
is some movement? It was sort of a very -- you know -- get out. 
But, I mean, I thought they were moving to get out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, look, there's no 
question -- both -- there's none of that in Washington -- very firmly 
agree the Soviets should be getting out of Afghanistan and it should 
be accomplished in a short period of time. The last round in Geneva, 
which was called so very unexpectedly -- such short notice -- did not 
lead to any particular progress. As I recall, the Soviet side came 
down to 16 months and the Pakistanis came up to seven months. 


So, a certain puzzlement, which you saw in Yagub Khan's 
press statement after Geneva, as to why the meeting had been called 
in the first place. Because there didn't seem to be any great 
breakthrough -- there was no great breakthrough out there. 


Q When the President refers -- as he did in his speech 
-- to an American desire to be helpful to the Soviets in the course 
of their withdrawal, is he hinting or suggesting that the United 
States is willing to cut off aid to the Mujahadeen in connection with 
a total Soviet withdrawal? Or a phasedown in aid as the Soviet 
troops leave and go to zero -- our aid goes to zero -- something like 
that? Is that part of our policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, our policy has been 
-- and this is taking us beyond the meeting with the President of 
today -- but our policy has been very frankly stated to the Soviets. 
We're not trying to bleed them in Afghanistan. We're interested in 
the restoration of a free country, a neutral country with which we 
had dealings -- perfectly normal dealings before the communist 
takeover. And, you know, we think we could be helpful in a variety 
of ways once the Soviets have made the command decision to get out on 
a reasonable period, and, you know, we defined that period as one 
dictated by logistical and not political conditions. 


Q Is there any reason you can't answer my question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Probably. I'll try to 
think of one -- (Laughter) -- other than I didn't have any intention 
of getting into specifics about how we would be helpful, which is 
your question -- because it's a very good question. I look forward 
to -- 


Q Well, can we get -- maybe you could deal with it in 
this respect. Our -- the U.S.‘'s key demand seems to be get out in a 
few months time, and their key demand is, don't busy yourself on 
Afghan affairs. And is the President's sentence a suggestion that 
the United States would adopt sort of a laissez faire attitude toward 
Afchanistan once you have a coalition replacement government? Is 
that what he's trying to say -- that we won't try to put Afghanistan 
-- he said the Persian Gulf has been in our sphere of influence for 
40 years. Is he saying we don't consider Afghanistan part of that 
vital security interest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we've said on any 
number of occasions, Barry, on Afghanistan, is that, before the 
Soviet invasion and before the coups preceded that invasion, 
Afghanistan was not an American instrument and was not used as a 
base, as a threat, against the Soviet Union. And we look forward to 
that day returning, when the people of Afghanistan -- when a 
settlement has been reached -- been negotiated out -- they will bring 
home 3.5 million refugees under conditions that they will accept. 
Nobody wants the refugees left outside, be it in Pakistan or Iran. 
And they're not going to go home if it isn't in safety and honor. So 
we think there are ways we can be helpful in bringing that about. 


MORE 




















But first comes the decision -- political 
decision -- what you will -- in Moscow 


Q Sir, what is the rationale at this particular stage 
for the U.S. stepping up its arms aid to the Afghan insurgents such 
as long-range mortars and mine equipment such as was reported today 
by Representative Wilson and others? What is -- why at this point 
you report on the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess you've got to 
go down and ask Representative Wilson when. you get back to 
Washington. 


Q Well, he's not sending the lawyers and the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not commenting on 
those programs, as you know. 


Q Without particular reference to a particular weapon 
system, you're saying you would like to be helpful -- or the , 
President is saying that -- at the right stage. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It can be in a whole 
variety of ways. 


Q Is one of them by sending more weapons? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's in the eye of 
the “enolder whether that's -- No, I just can't -- I'm sorry, I can't 
get ato any detail on that. 


Q Sir, Secretary Shultz last Friday said that 
discussions with the Soviet side last week on Afghanistan were 
particularly useful and interesting. Can you tell us why that was so 
-- what it was about those discussions that made them so 
constructive? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Here, again, Dan, I 
think we're getting beyond the President's meeting today, but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we can continue 
this briefing tomorrow at the S.ate Department. We've gone well 
beyond the -- 


Q Dan, you Know I can't let a challenge like that go. 
Are you going to answer that or can I ask the briefer if he still 
agrees with what Secretary Murphy said last week? He said to the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee about the prospects -- the good 
prospects of China and the Soviet Union not vetoing a sanctions 
resolution which I assume is what everybody is writing about from the 
speech -- the President's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're moving sharply 


westwards -- (Laughter) -- in the hopes that it is going to open up a 
reai story. 


Q -- Pakistani bilateral, but it has a lot to do with 
Secretary Murphy's optimistic -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we may actually 
have one question on the bilateral. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- no change in that -- 
Q Well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No change in that 


attitude. 











Q Could you give us the first name of the Prime 
Minister? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The first statement? 
Q First name of the Prime Minister. 

Q Trick question. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mohammed. 

Q Well, of course. 

Q What else. 

Q I've got a follow-up. (Laughter. ) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:43 P.M. EDT 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry for disturbing 
everybody's lunch, but I thought you might like to have a little ° 
BACKGROUND readout on the President's meeting with Perez de Cuellar. 
This is BACKGROUND, the usual attribution. 


The President and the Secretary General met for 
approximately 15 minutes beginning at 11:45 a.m. Also attending were 
Secretary Shultz, Chief of Staff Baker, National Security Advisor 
Carlucci, NSC Senior Director Jose Sorzano, Ken Duberstein, Marlin 
Fitzwater. 


The President asked about the Secretary General's 
Iran-Iraq mission. The Secretary General responded by saying that 
Iran would give no definitive answer on the cease-fire question 
during his visit to Tehran, but he looks forward to the speech 
tomorrow by Iran's President Ali Khamenei. I'll spell that for you 
if you need it. Khamenei. 


The President said that he was skeptical about Iran's 
intentions. The Secretary General said that the Iranians feel that 
they have already made concessions, but he did not specify what they 
were. 


The President asked if the Secretary General had actually 
seen the Ayatollah Khomeini during his visit to Tehran, to which the 
Secretary General replied that Khomeini was always otherwise engaged 
and unavailable to meet with hin. 


The President summarized his recent talks with Soviet 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze and the negotiations in Washington, 
saying that we had reached agreement in principle on concluding a 
treaty on INF missiles and that we had agreed to begin new 
negotiations on nuclear testing limitation by December. 


He said that we are optimistic that the Soviets will now 
apply themselves constructively to the double-global zero treaty text 
and the inspection protocol on INF, which we tabled in Geneva on 
September 14th. 


The President indicated that we had made it clear to the 
Soviets that we're prepared to move ahead on the entire agenda, 
including regional issues, human rights, a bilateral issues. 


And that's it. Now, folks, this is all I have out of 
that meeting, so I can't do much for you beyond that. 


A couple of other things I'd like -- yes, David? 


Q Can you clarify? When the President said he was 
skeptical about Iran'‘s intentions, was that directed at the -- their 
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apparent difference -- or there -- on the cease-fire? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About their ambivalence 
on the cease-fire. 


Q And when you said that Perez de Cuellar said that 
the Iranians would not -- or had not delivered a definitive answer, 
that was just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: During his -- 


Q During his visit? He was not saying anything about 
what he expects tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 


Q Neither one said anything about the question of 
sanctions? You didn't mention anything about sanctions. I mean, did 
they explicitely address that question or further -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not addressed . 
during the meeting. . 


Q In a briefing by a senior administration official at 
the conclusion of the Shevardnadze visit, the briefer made a point of 
being very specific in insisting on the fact that what was agreed was 
an agreement in principle to conclude a treaty. And the briefer said 
this is not an agreement in principle on a treaty. And today twice, 
first with the speech in the General Assembly and later apparently to 
his -- in his remarks to Perez de Cuellar the President says that we 
have reached -- agreed in principle to a truly historic, he says in 
this -- And it seems to me -- 


SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is a semantic 
difference, not a substantive one. 


Q The President is right, then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. The 
President is always right. (Laughter. ) 


Q You just said that the President had told Mr. Perez 
de Cuellar that he was skeptical about Iran's intentions. 


Q With regard to the cease-fire. 


Q But in the speech he said he was disappointed at 
Iran's unwillingness to accept it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have repeatedly 
expressed our disappointment that the Iranians have not responded 
favorably to U.N. Resolution -- Security Council Resolution 598. And 
that's the -- that's where the skepticism lies. We'll wait and see 
what the President of Iran says tomorrow. 


Yes, ma'am? 
Q Do you have a quote expressing this skepticism? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I don't have 


any direct quotes out of this. I was not in the meeting. This all 
comes from a notetaker. 


One other announcement -- Indian Prime Minister Rajiv 
Gandhi will make an official working visit to Washington on October 
20th, 1987. This will involve a meeting and lunch with the 
President, as well as a meeting with the Vice President and other 
U.S. officials. 


We will have further readouts this afternoon. For your 
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information only, our briefers, I believe, are going to be -- let's 
see. Elliott Abrams will come do the one on the Cerezo visit, Gaston 
Sigur will be here to do Nakasone, and I believe that Murphy will 
come and do the one on Junejo. 


Q Do you have times or apprcximate times on those? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They will be immediately 
at the conclusion of each one of those bilateral meetings. And I 
think you can find that from the schedule. 


We will not have a readout here on the meeting with the 
foreign ministers. Marlin will do that on -- to the Air Force One 
pool on the way back. That's the only way we can work it. 


And for those of you who may be saying on -- and I 
understand that Secretary Shultz -- have you already announced this 
Roman? That Secretary Shultz will be doing a readout on the meeting 
which continues after the President leaves with the foreign 
ministers. That briefing will be sometime around 5:15 p.m. 


Q Where will that be? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That will be -- I 


believe -- that's going to be in tvhe briefing room at the Mission -- 
second floor of the U.N. Mission -- in the auditorium. 


Yes, Bob? 

Q I just have a question on the speech. The President 
appears to have set conditions for what he calls true democracy. And 
he said a list of these things -- one of them is shut down the 
military -- the Nicaraguan military regime. Number one: Is he 


listing conditions; and number two, what does that mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not an exhaustive 
list, obviously, but one of the concerns that we and the Central 
American democracies have had for a long time is that Nicaragua's 
military establishment is all out of keeping with security 
requirements -- that it is larger than that -- than all the Central 
American democracies combined, and that it constitutes a military 
threat to its neighbors. 


I think that’s all I got. 


Q What does shutting it down mean? Does that mean 
just reducing it? That doesn't mean abolishing it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Substantial reduction 
will be certainly a step in the right direction. That's all I got. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:42 P.M. EDT 
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MR. HOWARD: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. We 
will now begin our BACKGROUND readout on the bilateral meeting , 
between the President and the Prime Minister of Japan. For your 
information, and not for publication, our briefer is the imap 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Dan. Thank 
you very much. I'd like just to make a few comments before I take 
questions. 


This was the latest in a string of meetings between the 
President and the Prime Minister, as you know. During the past five 
years, they've developed a close, effective relationship which has 
enabled them to deal with and to manage the problems facing our two 
nations. The President has particularly appreciated the Prime 
Minister's crucial role over the last five years in promoting 
U.S.-Japan cooperation, and Western solidarity, and noted that the 
Prime Minister had changed how Japan is seen in the world in an 
historic way. 


The President told the Prime Minister that he expected 
him, as one of Japan's principal political leaders, to continue to 
play a role in Japanese policy formulation, and looked forward to 
consulting with him. During their discussion today, the President 
and the Prime Minister reviewed the state of U.S.-Japanese relations. 
They found them generally healthy, but noted that the trade imbalance 
continues to be a major problen. 


The President made clear the urgency that we attach to 
increased market access, to increasing imports from the United 
States, and to a better balance in our two-way trade. The President 
outlined the results of U.S.-Soviet negotiations and the prospects of 
concluding an INF treaty. The Prime Minister expressed his full 
support for the President's efforts. The Prime Minister expressed 
concern about the contents of the trade bill now before the United 
States Congress. The President agreed that free trade was in the 
interest of all, and noted that improved access to the Japanese 
market would greatly help the cause of free trade. He again 
expressed his intention to exercise his veto powers should an 
unacceptable piece of trade legislation emerge from the Congress. 





The President and the Prime Minister discussed the 
situation in the Persian Gulf and agreed on the importance of free 
navigation for all countries. The Prime Minister said that, while 
Japan could not send self-defense forces, it has been studying and is 
studying a wide range of possible measures, and he said that he is 
determined to make a decision upon what Japan will do within the 
course of his administration. 





The Prime Minister expressed the appreciation of Japan 
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for U.S. efforts in the Persian Gulf and informed the President that 
ways Japan might directly contribute to the effort to assure free 
navigation in the Gulf are under intense discussion in Tokyo. 


The President responded that anything Japan could do 
within the framework of its laws and regulations would be greatly 
appreciated by the United States and by its allies. 


I'll take questions, please. 
Q Did the two of them discuss the Toshiba scandal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They talked about the 
export control situation in that sense. They did not specifically 
refer to Toshiba, but they did talk about the new laws that Japan has 
put into effect -- the need for the closest scrutiny of these things 
-- of export controls -- and the Prime Minister assured the President 
that he would taking a personal -- putting his own personal input 
into this whole thing. 


Q Did the President suggest in any way what the 
Japanese might do concerning the Persian Gulf? Did he suggest a 
method of contribution? 


a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he did not. 


Q And was Nakasone at all specific about these items 
that were under intense discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he was not, but he 
said that his government was considering various things that might be 
done, and that, as I say -- that he was determined to reach a 
decision within the course of his administraton. 


Q From your own knowledge of the whole thing, what are 
the things that you're talking about doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Prime 
Minister made it clear he wasn't talking about the use of Japanese 
self-defense forces. 


Q So, is it money or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Money is part of it. I 
think financial -- some asepct of financial support. There are a 
number of things that they're looking at. We don't specifically know 
all of them, but we do know that they want to make -- try to make, at 
least, a very healthy contribution to this situation. 


MR. HOWARD: Let's take Ken's question -- 


Q == semi-conductor sanctions and were they discussed? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were discussed. 
The United States figures do not reflect at this time any positive 
action that we could take. We believe that we have to have better 
figures than we've got now. 


Q Do you have any notion of how much Japan relies on 
Persian Gulf oil? Are they the prime beneficiary -- the President 
referred to the free world, he didn't say Western Europe. Are they 
the prime beneficiary of this U.S. policing, this U.S. sheparding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm really not sure 
about that, but -- I mean, certainly they're one of the prime 
beneficiaries. Let's put it that way. I don't know the exact 
figures. 


Q Did the Prime Minister respond at all to the U.S. 
position that we need better figures on the semiconductors -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he said something 
about our figures and their figures didn't quite coincide. We did 
Say that -- and there was agreement -- that there has been an ? 
increase. The prime difficulty is the access to the Japanese market. 
That's the prime difficulty. And the figures do not exactly 
coincide. We do agree that there has been an increasing access, but 
it hasn't been sufficient, from our point of view, to warrant a 
lifting of the sanctions. 


Q Were there any specifics discussed concerning 
increased access to the Japanese market? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not specifically. 
Q You just said -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes, yes. Certain 
things were discussed. The Kansai airport project was discussed. 


Q What did Nakasone say about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he went into 
considerable detail, in a sense, on what he was trying to do with 
that -- talking about the transparency and other aspects of it, and 
talking about ways in which he was trying to open things up a bit. 
He went, as I say, into some detail. I wouldn't want to go into it 
all because it's not fully decided yet. But he hopes that the 
actions that will be taken by Japan will be at least satisfactory in 
part to the American feelings on this and the American position on 
it. 


Q Did the subject of INF come up? Did the President 
make a presentation about this agreement in principle and did 
Nakasone respond? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It came up. Nakasone 
was -- the Prime Minister expressed his great pleasure at the INF 
negotiations and the way that they were developing, and the 
President's position. He put himself solidly behind the position of 
the United States. 


Q Do you get the impression that the Japanese have any 
great concern over the fact that the U.S. schedule would eliminate 
the shorter-range in one year? The Soviets speak of two years. Is 
this something that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This didn't -- he didn't 
say that. He didn't say that. 


Q Did the President express concern about the 
Emperor's heaith? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About the what? 


Q The Emperor's health. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President did. Yes, 
the President asked the Prime Minister to convey to His Majesty the 
President's personal concern, and the Prime Minister promised to do 
so. 


Q Did Mr. Nakasone talk about any new specific 
projects in Kansai for American companies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specifically. He 
went into a number of things which he felt would take care of our 
concerns and things that we felt were necessary. We'll just have to 
see how that turns out. 


Q Did the Prime Minister indicate that action 
concerning the Persian Guif would be taken before he leaves the prime 
ministership? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said he was 
determined to do so. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:32 P.M. EDT 
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MR. HOWARD: This is ON BACKGROUND. It's a readout on 
the meeting between the President and President Cerezo. For your 
information and not for publication, our briefer is the 3mm 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘The participants in the 
meeting on the Guatemalan side were President Cerezo, Foreign 
Minister Cabrera and their Ambassador to the U.N. Fernando Andrade. 
We had a larger group on the U.S. side -- the President, Secretary of 
State Shultz, Mr. Carlucci, Mr. Baker, Ambassador Walters, 
Undersecretary Armicost, myself, Jose Sorzano from the NSC and 
Ambassador Busby. 


The President indicated, to begin with, that we think 
that there are a number of positive aspects in the Guatemala 
agreement -- that is, the peace agreement. But also, much work to be 
done and, in particular, a number of things that we need to be very 
careful about with respect to U.S. national security. He thanked -- 
he noted to President Cerezo that we were all very please that the 
President -- President Cerezo had met with the resistance leadership 
in Guatemala. The President said that he felt that the resistance 
forces were a major obstacle to totalitarianism in Nicaragua. 


President Cerezo said that the spirit of the Guatemala 
agreement is to induce the Sandinistas or force them to take into 
account the views of every citizen of Nicaragua, so that every 
citizen of Nicaragua can choose tne kind of society that they want. 


The President indicated that he felt that any kind of 
weakening of the resistance forces prior to the implementation of a 
negotiated cease-fire would be a reduction of pressure on the 
Sandinistas to democratize and was therefore, of course, a very bad 
idea. 


The -- President Cerezo expressed his appreciation for 
U.S. assistance -- both economic assistance and military assistance 
-- and appreciated the kind of partnership that existed between the 
U.S. and Guatemala, which was creating a great deal of positive in 
Guatemala towards the United States. And said that the principal 
role of the four democracies under the agreement was to press for the 
maintenance and expansion of democracy in Central America. 


I should say these are paraphrases. These are not exact 
quotes. I don't have exact quotes. 


The President also said that -- 


Q Could you specify which President you're talking 
about? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry -- yes. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The one who thanked for 
the aide was President Cerezo. (Laughter. ) 


Q Which one do you think is meeting with Arias -- 
(laughter) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- Secretary Shultz 
indicated that we felt that a central part of the Guatemala Peace 
Accord was a negotiated cease-fire -- that it -- those who were doing 
the firing were the parties that had to do the negotiating and stop 
the shooting. And that there must, therefore, be a negotiation 
between the Sandinistas and the resistance forces. And that the 
United States hoped that all the democracies would make a push on 
this front to get on with the cease-fire. 


And President Cerezo indicated that he was in agreement 
with that view and that he felt President Arias and President Duarte 








were also in agreement with the view that there should be a 
negotiated cease-fire in Nicaragua. President -- excuse me -- 
Secretary Shultz indicated that he thought it was quite plausible -- 
quite likely, even -- that the Sandinistas would announce at some 
point a unilateral cease-fire, but- that given the complexity of 
negotiating a cease-fire, that couldn't possibly work. 


Let's see. Mr. Carlucci raised the subject of 
verification, and President Cerezo expressed the view that 
verification was absolutely central to making the Guatemala agreememt 
work, and that he and the other Presidents were taking a oreat 
interest in the question of verification. President Reacan noted 
that this was especially important in view of the fact that the 
promises the Sandinistas had made in 1979 to the OAS had been broken. 


That's it. Yes? 


Q Yes, sir, the remarks you attributed to Mr. Shultz 
saying that the cease-fire talks had to be conducted between the 
Contras and the Sandinistas -- does that not represent a change in 


the position articulated by Mr. Shultz, I believe in the White House 
briefing room, that left some doubt as to whether the Contras nee 
directly be involved in those discussions? 


Siii.:2 ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There are a lot of 
ways of having those discussions take place. There are a lot of 
mechanisms that you could use for those talks. The Secretary's 
point, I think, was that a unilateral declaration of cease-fire on 
the part of the Sandinistas gets you nowhere, that both parties have 
to participate in reaching a cease-fire if it's going to work and 
goine to stick. 


Q But that statement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not a change in 
position. 


Q But is it an expression of support by the Secretary 
for direct talks toward the cease-fire between the Contras and the 
Sandinistas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, sure, those would 
be the most effective and -- the most effective, the most efficient 
way of negotiating is to sit down and negotiate. 


Q But not limited to that? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. We've never 
said that, and, as a matter of fact, the resistance has never said 
that, but it's certainly the most effective way -- not to use third 
parties in the middle. 


Q Why would a unilateral cease-fire not work? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in fact, if I 
remember cight, the Secretary gave a couple of examples of this, but 
-- and Ambassador Habib used to make a particular point about this, 
that if you think about it for a minute, the first question that you 
might ask is, how will the resistance fighters who are inside 
Nicaragua be fed? If the cease-fire continues, let's say, for a 
couple of months, who «ill deliver food, who will check that the food 
doesn'* contain weapons, who will verify that the Sandinistas are not 
moving cheir forces so as to surround the resistance forces, and then 
declare «hat unilateral cease-fire to be at an end a few weeks later 
and slaucnter them? A unilateral declaration of a cease-fire that 
doesn't answer all of those questions is actually worthless. 


What is needed is for all of those conditions -- what 
happens to people who are sick and need to be evacuated? Where do 
they go? All of these questions have to be answered or else the 
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cease-fire is going to break down in a very short time. 


Q In the photo op, Cerezo was asked whether he favored 
further American military aid, and he replied, “It's one of the 
issues we're going to talk about." What is his feeling on that 
subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That question arose, but 
this was an exchange with the President, and I think that I should 
not try to speak for Cerezo on that. It's a delicate question. 


Q You speak for him on everything else. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I speak for him on 
things that I think are not so delicate that it would be an intrusion 
for me to try to -- 


Q You're leading us -- 


Q Pased on what you're saying or not saying, to 
presume then that since it's a Central American peace initiative and 
Other leaders have asked that the United States delay or somehow 
avoid the subject of Contra aid, now that the peace process is 
underway, it appears -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. First of all, 
as you know, there is no request for Contra aid pending. The 
Secretary announced that we plan at some time to come forward with 
the request for $270 million over 18 months. That request has not 
been made. There is no request upon which Congress can act, but it 
would be a misreading of -- it would be jumping to wrong conclusions 
to say that President Cerezo stated that Guatemala's position is that 
aid to the resistance should stop and stop right now. But I do not 
think that it is fair for me to try to characterize his very nuanced 
and carefully expressed views on this question, anymore than I would 
try to do that tomorrow at the briefing after the meeting with 
President Arias. That's something that they're going to have to 
speak -- 


Q When you say that this is a wrong conclusion, then 
you're leaving us with the impression that he supports continued 
military -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm trying to 
counteract the efforts made about 60 seconds ago to say that the 
conclusion might be reached that he stated -- I'm against Contra aid. 
I don't want to leave you with any impression about what he said on 
Contra aid, except to tell you that he has -- 


Q It's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is, and you can 
pose it to the Guatemalan mission or to the Guatemalan Embassy. But 
I don't think it’s right for me to put words in their mouth on an 
issue that is crucial as a matter of Guatemalan internal politics and 
regional politics. They can speak for themselves, and President 
Cerezo spoke for himself very carefully. I just think it's wrong for 
me to try to restate it. 


Q Why did the President think he already met with 
President Arias? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President did meet 
with President Arias. He met with President Arias about three months 
ago at the White House on an official visit, and -- 

Q That's what he was referring to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It was the most 
recent Central American president prior to today -- this meeting with 
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Cerezo -- was the meeting with Arias at the White House. 


Q Does he know that he's meeting with him again 
tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are all very well 
prepared for that meeting. 


Q Does the President know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Spent a lot of time 
working on it. 


Q Does Shultz have a separate meeting set up with 
Arias yet this week? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the answer 
to that. You mean up here in New York? 


Q Yes. 
_ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


4 
Q Why did the President indicate that he didn't know 
that he was meeting with Arias? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not indicate 
that. What he indicated was -- the question was, wy was it so much 
trouble to set up a meting with President Arias? The answer was it 
wasn't any trouble at all to set up a meeting with President Arias. 
It was a foregone conclusion on the part of all of us -- that if 
President Arias was coming to Washington, it was obvious that he and 
President Reagan would meet. 


Q The answer was, "I've already met with him." 


Q , That's not it. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has already met with 
him -- the President of Central America -- with whom he has most 
recently met prior to today -- is President Arias. That is a 
separate questijon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I read the same pool 
report and I read it the way my colleague did. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was understood -- 
(laughter) -- thank you. I can just tell you -- 


Q They go to the same school. 





Q Taking the same lessons. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- the pool report -- 
the pool did not know which way it was stated. 


Q They get the same paychecks. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It was 
inconceivable to any of us that President Arias would be in 
Washington and not come and meet President Reagan. It was just 
assumed right from the outset. Scheduling which day and so forth is 
a different question. But the outcome was never in doubt. 


Q Did President Reagan or President Cerezo, as far as 
that go, offer an analysis as to how the Sandiristas are doing so far 
in meeting the democracy goals and the peace plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, that was not 
done. 
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Q Do you expect that to be a part of the meeting 
tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's one of -- one of a 
bunch of topics that is a very logical one. Time runs out and if you 
don't get to it, you don't get to it. But it's certainly a logical 
topic for tomorrow. 


Q So, they had no discussion about La Prensa or about 
the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: La Prensa did not happen 
to come up at this meeting. That's right. 


Q Or about any of the other steps or pledges, promises 
that Ortega has made? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Only the -- that's 
correct -- except to the -- except the general point that 
verification of compliance was very important. There was no 
discussion of the specific steps that might be taken which would 
constitute compliance. That was not discussed. 


Q Without bringing out President Cerezo‘s position on 
Contra aid, did he ask the President to give Central America time to 
have the process work? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He certainly didn't use 
that -- those words. 


Q Anything like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One second. But you 
have to understand that they're well aware -- all the -- 
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as a result of, and in part, of Mr. Busby's most recent trip, well 
aware of the Congressional situation in Washington, which is to say 
that there will be no large request -- the $270 million request -- 
probably until after November 7th. Therefore, there is no reason to 
discuss a request which is not now pending, so that was not stated. 


Yes? 


Q Sir, I'm frankly confused by all this. If they're 
talking about military aid, without -- without -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Who is talking about 
military aid? 


Q The President -- Cerezo -- without conveying what 
you don't want to convey, which is another government's feeling on 
this delicate subject, can you say what we're saying, what kind of 
assurance that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes -- 


Q Is he telling him that we're going to help the - 
Contras to the hilt if the Sandinistas don't do what we're asking 
them to do? What's the message here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position -- yes -- 
our position on that is clear that, first of all, you will gut the 
agreement if you remove American support from the resistance now. 
The resitance was largely responsible for driving the Sandinistas to 
the table. The pressure of the resistance can keep them at the 
table, and corstitutes perhaps the best hope that they may comply 
with the agreement. Therefore -- 


Q Is he saying this thing -- these things which -- I'm 
sorry to interrupt you. Is he saying in this meeting, or are you 
just assuming that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the President made 
the point at the meeting that it was important to maintain -- we felt 
that it was important to maintain support for the resistance until we 
can absolutely ascertain whether the Quatemalan Peace Pian is being 
observed. 


Q He didn't get an argument on that did he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm telling you -- 
no, he didn't get an argument, but I really don't want to 
characterize the Quatemalan or Costa Rican or other review. 


MR. HOWARD: Why don't we do Andy, then Jerry and then -- 


Q What was the feeling in the room about the prospects 
for a negotiated cease-fire? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That question really was 
not raised -- that is whether there was optimism or pessimism. The 
point of principle was raised, by the American side, that we felt a 
negotiated cease-fire was cruciaiiy important to making the Quatemala 
City plan work. President Cerezo agreed with that -- agreed that 
there should be, I think -- in general terms, agreed there should be 
a negotiated cease-fire. Whether it was likely that that would 
happen or not happen was not raised. 


Q I thought I heard you say there's no request for 
$270 million going to the Capitol until after November 7TH. Is there 
some request going on September 30th for some sort of aid for the 
Contras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- there are -- I'm 
actually unclear as to what we're saying right now about -- 
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(laughter) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we're saying is 
that we're not going up with anything before the 30th of September. 
And we haven't made a judgment call as to when and what, so forth -- 


Q Excuse me, but your colleague said nothing is going 
until after the November 7th. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I thought I said -- 
if I did not, then let me correct it -- that the aid which the 
Secretary referred to -- the $270 million for 18 months -- is not 
before the Congress. The Secretary said that we wiil put that 
forward at the appropriate moment. He did not indicate what that 
moment would be, and it is not our current intention to send it up 
anytime in the near future. Whether there is -- whether there's any 
other kinds of aid that might be agreed upon is a subject I am not 
addressing. I'm saying that request is not before the Congress. And 
you may recall, some of you, that we did not ask senators to vote 
last week for the amendment which called for the immediate approval 
of -- I think it was $310 million -- for this very reason -- that we 
have not sent up a request. 4 


Q Sir, you said a moment ago that there'll be no $270 
million request until after November 7th. You're saying now that's 
an incorrect statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I'm saying that 
right now there is no request before Congress. 


Q But you said a moment ago that it will not be until 
after November 7th. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't -- then 
I take back the use of that exact date. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The administration's 
on-the-record position is that we will not go up until after 
September 30th. We'll make our decisions at some point after that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- I just want to be 
clear. There is no request before Congress now for that package. 
That was a statement of intent by the Secretary. It was not a 
submission of a request. 


Q Did they discuss the flaws that President Reagan 
sees in the Arias plan? What are the dangers to U.S. national 
security? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The President just 
stated at the beginning that we see some positive aspects, that we 
sec some problems in terms of our national security. We have 
elsewhere addressed that question -- that is, the fact that the 
agreement does not deal -- certainly does not deal in any specific 
terms with the question of Cuban and Soviet presence. The question 
of verification was raised. The question of -- well, the need for 
negotiated cease-fire was also raised at the meeting with President 
Cerezo. 


Q Are you saying that you misspoke when you said there 
will be no request -- $270 million -- until after November 7th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q You did misspeak? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, because we have not 
decided on an exact time. As a matter of fact, just to give you an 
example -- it's a small example, but it may be that the 90 days are 
considered to end on November 5th, for one thing, so it doesn't get 
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you to November 7th, even if you wait until you see if the treaty is 
being complied with or not. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why don't we finish up 
with Andrea tere, or our briefing is going to last longer than the 
meeting. 


Q Was there any discussion about the Arias meeting 
tomorrow, or can you give us any sense of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At the meeting with 
President Cerezo? 


Q No, no -- tomorrow. 
Q Yes. Well, whether -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Well, there was no 
discussion of it at the meeting with President Cerezo. 


Q And can you give us any sense of what the 
President's message -- will the President have a similar message for 
Arias tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Generally a similar 
message -- that is, that we think a negotiated cease-fire is 
important to making the Guatemala City agreement work -- that we 
think it's very important to maintain support for the resistance if 
you want to see the Guatemala City Plan work, because their pressure 
on the Sandinistas constitutes probably the most effective means of 
making that plan work. 


Q Well, what does the President say to people in the 
region who feel that all this talk about military aid is undermining 
efforts -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you will recall 
that a year ago when we introduced the bill for $100 million -- the 
point was made that this would destroy any chance for a peace 
agreement, and that the Sandinistas could never be driven to the 
bargaining table. That was wrong. It's been proved wrong. 


In fact, after the expenditure of virtually all of that 
money by the end of September now -- it apparently did drive them to 
the table. And our view is that maintaining and increasing the 
pressure is perhaps the only way to get the Sandinistas to comply 
with this agreement. They will not do it out of the goodness of 
their hearts. They will do it if the pressure is too strong for them 
to resist. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULT?2 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
U.8.0.N. MISSION 
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1987, 5:15 P. M. 


pA. REDHAN! The Secretary is also on a brief time schedule, 
ut he's ready to make a few remarks and take a few 
questions. 


SECRETARY SHULT2Z: I think I'll just take questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the President said today that the 
nited States wants an unambiguous, clear answer from the 
Iranians accepting 0.N. Security Council Resolution 598. 
However, other members of the Security Council who voted 
with you last time seemed to be lesa enthusiastic than the 
United States in moving ahead quickly. Is the United States 
determined to move ahead within days to try to get an 
enforcement resolution if there is no clear answer? 


oi MAS ye When the Secretary General went to Tehran 
and Baghdad, he had instructions from the Security Council 
to seek an unambiguous answer to the question of adherence 
to Resolution 598. He has come back. He's made a report. 


He had an interesting trip. But he didn't get an 
unambiguous answer. 


The President of Iran will be here tomorrow. He'll give an 
address. There will be some meetings. And, obviously, we 
all want to solve the problem, and we'll have to see where 
we stand. We're in very close consultation, and I think 
there is a mood here in the U.N. to engage with this problem 
and try to resolve it. So that's the posture we're in; 
we're not trying to throw a switch one way or another. But, 
obviously, juet from today's events yo: can see how 
important it ie that there be a cease-f‘rte and resolution to 
this. 


QUESTION: Did you talk about hitting the British tanker? 
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SECRETARY SAOLTI: Oh, various things, and there's something 
most every day -- some event or another. 


QUESTION: Do you sense a loss of enthusiasm for the direct 
action that the United States wants to take? 


pechez Ant SHOEI A: No. We have worked with this resolution 
or quite some time, and it wae passed. I must say, being 
the U.S. representative sitting there -- whenever those 
were; a month or so ago, month and a half ago -- and having 
this strong mandatory resolution discussed and then voted 
on, and every hand voting in favor, it was a moment of some 
significance. There ie still a firm desire to have the U.N. 
G0 everything possible to bring this war to an end. 
Clearly, if there is no ability to come to grips with the 
cease-fire under the present circumstances, we'll want to 
move on. 


QUESTI OR Mr. Secretary, the Soviets are saying a second 
resolution is going to be very tough to implement and that 


the first resolution is a fragile instrument, and we owe the 
Secretary General some more time. They don't sound as if 
they're going to support an American-lead effort in the 
jae Council. Are you hearing anything different from 
then? 


ART SH : Well, we'll see what happens. I think 
at everyone wants to see the war come to an end. 
em ee | sees the U.N. is having an impact. This 
resolution has gotten people's attention. 


All of our experience shows that sanctions are difficult to 
apply. That's clear. That's just a matter of fact. On the 
other hand, if all the Members of the Security Council -- 
look at the membership right now with Japan and Germany 
there, among others -- if all of those members make a 
conscientious effort to see that no arme flow to a given 
country, it’s going to cut the flow down a great deal. 

Maybe even stop them; certainly make it much more expensive, 
and it'll be a big problem. So it can have an impact, and 
that's why it's being treated so gingerly. 


ae For the purposes of re pushing for an arms 
embargo, would another equivocal answer tomorrow be the same 
as saying, no, we don't accept this resolution? 


SELF E GARY SEcagh | An equivocal answer, obviously, isn't 
satisfactory, but we'll have to see what the anewer is, what 
it is in the speech, and what it ia in the private 
conversations, I'm sure, will be held with the Secretary 
General. We'll have to get the feel of it like any other 
negotiation. 
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QUESTION Mr. Secretary, is there any reason that is 
stopping you from contacting the Iranians directly while the 
President is in town, while the Poreign Minister is in town 


to talk about this directly? 


SECRETARY SHURE: We have, of course, contacts with Iran 
through our official so-called protecting power -- the Swies 
-- in Tehran. We pass them messages. They sometimes pase 
messages to us and that goes on through other countries that 


are given a message which they pass onto us, and so on. So 
there is that form of contact. 


Whether it would be useful to have a direct contact, I don't 
know, but we're not opposed to that. The point I'm making 
is, it isn't as though there's no contact. The problem is 
that the message being carried is not being satisfactorily 
resolved by them. They need to stop this war; they need to 
use their influence to get the hostages out. They've got to 
stop terrorism. There are all of these things that need to 
be done by Iran. 


MR. REDMAN: We've got time for just a couple more questions. 


gitSt eek: Did you have any reaction from the allied Poreign 
ecretaries today about the INP, and could you describe it? 


BERET AR eed I'm glad there was a question about the 
an @ meeting. Yes, the reaction was uniformly 
enthusiastic, as Lord Carrington said. I think there is a 
genuine feeling of achievement, that this is what the allies 
set out to do. We stuck together and we worked at it and we 
— together and we strategized together and we finally 
made it. 


So there is a real feeling of support and satisfaction, not 
only for the ser of the treaty in its own terms, but 
also this does a lot fcr the cohesion of the Alliance. It 
tends to pull us together more just as ovr mutual success 
together in the CDE meeting in Stockholm@ had the same 
effect. We went there as a cohesive group. We worked out 
at it, and we saw an agreement emerge that we thought was 
good and now we have seen it actually implemented as we have 
wanted to observe. We've requested that and gotten it and 
it'a worked out just fine. 


: I can't resist, since you have so often said, “an 
agreement is not an agreement until you finally have one." 


PPCREAARL SHQRID : I knew I'4 ‘ive to regret saying that. 
aughter 


peas "and an agreement in »<ineiple is just an excuse 
Or not really getting an agreement.” How do you explain 
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doing what you have done in terms of announcing an agreement 
in principle to conclude a treaty? 


§ ARY § : Simply that I feel from the discussions, 
that we really do have an understanding and that we also 
understand the nature of the details that we still have to 
button up, and they are of a nature that we should be able 
to do it. I still stick by my statement, that you don't 
have an agreement until you have an agreement, and that's by 
definition. 


But I think that our chances of the pcopene3 267 of being 
successful in the near future in finishing off these 
details, it's a very high probability, so I was willing to 
take a fiyer. 


QUESTION ; Mr. Secretary, did you bring up the question of 
Pakistan's nuclear (inaudible) today, and what was their 


answer? 


SEGRETARY guULTE : We discussed that subject. And, as a 
matter o act, Prime Minister Junejo was asked, when the 
press was present about it, and gave Pakistan's answer. But 
we made clear our deep concerns about this problem, and that 
was discussed with the President as was our mutual and very 


good work together on the Afghan problem. 
MR, REDMAN: Thank you. 











ee 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING ) 
INDEX 7 tithe ) 
phAid bate 


Tuesday, September 22, 1987 
BRIEFER: Phyllis Oakley 





Subject Page 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Paraguay: Statement on Human Rights Situation ...... l 
CDE: Inspection of Soviet Military Exercises ...... l 


IRAN/IRAQ: U.S. Attack on Iranian Vessel 
--U.S. Reaction to Iranian President's UN Speech ...2,11 


--U.S. Defensive Measures Against Iranian Vessel ...2-3,4 
--Status of 2nd UN Resolution .............. cee eens 3-4 
ee oo oo 46a Ce bh bSin ks 6-66 eke bbc hs ee eee 5 
--§.$. Position on I[ran/Iraq WAP .. ww ccccccccccccces 6-7 
--Procedures for Return of Iranians .............665. 9-10 


ARMS CONTROL 
USSR Comments on Jericho II Missiles/INF Agreement .7 


ALGERIA 

Beremee Gemeeeer’sS GEGRS OO O.B. ccccccccccccveocsees 7,8 
USSR: Embassy Moscow 

--Consultations with Congress ...........00 cece ueues 8 

~-Shultz/Shevardnadze Ministerial Meetings ......... 8,9 
SAUDI ARABIA 

Status of Arms S@lOS ........c000. TT. eee 9 
CENTRAL AMERICA 

U.S. Response to President Arias’ Comments ......... 10,11 
CAMBODIA 

Reports of Arrest of American Citizen ...........45. 10 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #168 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1987, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have two announcements. 


The first regards Paraguay and repression, the return 
of repression there. On September 21, Assistant Secretary 
Elliott Abrams met in New York with Paraguayan Foreign Minister 
Saldivar to express the U.S. Government's increasing concern 
about the deteriorating human rights situation in Paraguay 


Over the past few weeks, we have witnessed the 
indefinite suspension of yet another newspaper, El Pueblo, 
recurrent arrests of prominent political figures, the banning 
of public discussions hosted by independent radio station 
Nanduti, and the re-emergence of officially endorsed vigilantes 
to suppress legitimate political dissent. 


Assistant Secretary Abrams stressed our disappointment 
with these signs of renewed political repression on the part of 
the Paraguayan Government, particularly in light of that 
government's earlier positive steps to lift the state of seige 
and allow the return of a prominent exile. 


Abrams further noted that harsh limitation of basic 
human and political rights may lead to dangerous polarization 
in Paraguay. 

We call on the Government of Paraguay to permit and 
protect the free exercise of the basic democratic rights of 
Paraguay citizens. The European community has recently 
expressed similar concerns about these recent developments in 
Paraguay. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

a Yes, we'll get a copy of that. 

The second statement involves the CDE inspection. 


On August 30th, the United States successfully 
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completed the first ever on-site inspection of a Soviet 
military eugrcise. We are today releasing a public report on 
the inspection. A statement is available in the Press Office 
as well as copies of the report. 


The U.S. has concluded, on the basis of this 
inspection, that the Soviet activity in question conformed to 
the provisions of the document. This “s the Stockholm document. 


The U.S. is satisfied with the Soviet Union's positive 
approach to this first ever on-site inspection under CDE 
auspices. We consider the successful conclusion of this 
inspection a step in the process of improving openness and 
enhancing confidence in security—building in Eurore 


Now I'll be happy to answer questions. 


Q Will you make a copy of what you read available, 
too? 

a Yes. 

Q President Khamenel gave a speech at the United 


Nations. He rejected the cease-fire resolution and he also 
blamed the United States for attacking an Iranian merchant 
vessel and turning the area into a powder keg. 


Do you have any comment on any of that? 


t I would begin with several comments One, I 
don't have any specific comments on the speech by the Iranian 
President I understand that it is just finished. We will 
certainly went to study that. 


But I certainly would note, and I think you are all 
aware, that the United States Delegation walked out of the 
speech, and that this was the traditional way of showing 
displeasure with outrageous accusations against the United 
Stetes and harsh attacks on the President in a forum such as 
the United Nations. 


Q Phyllis, what is the legal position on somebody 
caught in international waters sowing mines against what may be 
an attempt to hit American ships. I mean, we have just brought 
home, or whatever, taken, Fawaz Younis, off Lebanon. 


Is it possible these people can be put on trial for --? 


A well, let me begin by saying that I think that 
Mr. Hoffman at the Defense Department has just finished a 
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complete briefing on many of the operational details of what 
happened that involved the military situation, and there he 
talked about the disposition of the ship, that this is under 
consideration of what will happen to that. He talked about how 
we were trying to work out the arrangements for the Iranian 
sailors according to international practice, and that is I 
think to turn them over to a third party. 


He went into this, but I would note again that these 
arrangements are simply incomplete. 


In regard to the larger legal question about the U.S. 
activity, I would like to note that the actions taken by the 
United States forces in this incident were within the rights of 
the United States under international law. Ewery state has, 
under the UN Charter, the right to use “veasonable and 
proportionate force in self-defense, including the defense of 
its warships and other vessels flying its flag, against actual 
or imminent attack. 


In particular, where mines are laid in international 
waters which threaten the safety of U.S. vessels navigating in 
the area, we have the right to respond with the force necessary 
to terminate that threat. 


This was the case in the current incident. U.S. 
forces observed the Iranian vessel laying mines. Such actions 
are a direct threat to U.S. warships and flight vessels in the 
Gulf, as was clearly demonstrated by the Bridgetown incident. 


U.S. forces took immediate action against this vessel 
to cause it to cease mine-laying activity. These measures 
taken were clearly defensive, reasonable and proportionate 
under the circumstances. 


6 Copy? 
2 Yes. 
Q Yesterday the President, in effect, gave Iran 


twenty-four hours to agree to the cease-fire, which Iran 
decidedly did not. What is the next step for the United States? 


A I'm not sure that we ever set a deadline of any 
hours. I think that what the Secretary said yesterday in New 
York, that we were proceeding, that we were going to listen to 
what the Iranian President had to say, and then that we would 
consider further action. 


Obviously all indications lead that we will move to 
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further UN action, but, as I saic earlier today in the 
briefing, that-we have not hac the time to really study what he 
has had to sa@y and to determine the exact steps that we will be 


taking. 
Q Well, there was -- if I may have a follow up -- 
+ Please. 


--has been a threat of a UN security arms 
embargo, that there would be a call for an arms embargo, and 
that the United States has indicated repeatedly, that is what 
would be sought. 


Are we in a position now to effectively seek that? 


A Well, now, again, I don't think that the choice 
of the word “threat” is the appropriate one about an arms 
embargo. I think that Resolution 598 spells out very clearly 
what will happen if certain actions are not taken. 


We have said on this, unless we had a clear response 
from the Government of Iran, there was no choice under the 
terms of Resolution 598, no choice but to work with other 
members of the Security Council, as we had before, to try and 
come up with an enforcement measure that would complete the 
terms of Resolution 598. 


and as I have said. we will be considering how we are 
going to proceed based on our evaluation of what has happened 
today at the UN. 


Yes. 


Q Phyllis, to go back to this legal issue, do we 
regard that we even have the option of putting somebody on 
trial who has committed acts that we regard as hostile. or 
potentially hostile, to American ships? 


a You are getting into questions of international 
law that E think are extrapolated and speculative about what 
has happened in the Gulf. 


We said, and certainly it was explained by the Justice 
Department when Mr. Younis was captured, that this was clearly 
within the legal obligations and responsibilities of the United 
States, that this was done in international waters. 


What we are saving is what was done against this ship 
laying mines, caught red-handed, that our response was also 
legally justified. 
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We- are not speculating about what other steps might be 
justified. Weare saying, as a matter of record, what we did 
in our view was justified under international law. 


Q Phyllis, on another legal aspect of the situation. 
~ Yes. 
Q Since we have now, by your description and Fred 


Hoffman's, been engaged in hostilities within the Gulf, has 
there been any change in the Administration's thinking about 
whether the War Powers Resolution still doesn't apply to the 
point it needs to be invoked? 


a I understand that Marlin Fitzwater addressed this 
question today earlier at the White House and he said that he 
didn't see any particular need to change our view of the War 
Powers Act. Obviously this is a situation. The requirements 
of that are constantly under review. We will be looking at it, 
but for the time being we stand with our position. Yes. 


—MORE- 
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On the question of mines, what is the Administration 
doing to stop the transfer of mines to the Gulf? Last week 
there was a New York Times story that the Administration asked 
from several countries who have access to Iran to close their 
airspace to prevent -- to close the airspace to Iran and Libyan 
airplanes to stop the mine transfer. What has been the outcome 
of those demarches? 


4 Let me just give a general perspective on this, 
and [I think it's a point that needs to be reemphasized when we 
discuss this whole question. 


The problem, the cause of the problem -- the cause of 
these incidents in the Gulf -- is the continuation of the war 
between Iran and Iraq. 


The solution to the problem, the easing of the 
tension, will come when the war is stopped. This is the goal 
of American policy. This is why we're working through the 
United Nations on a diplomatic track to bring the war to an 
end. This is why we ourselves on another track have invoked 
for ourselves Operation Staunch in which we have tried to 
prevent the sale of arms to Iran to try and decrease the 
methods, the means available to this. 


These efforts continue. This is why we will be 
consulting with the United Nations members about going to 
another enforcement resolution at the United Nations. That this 
is an effort that we are making in regard to any specific 
demarches or consultations with countries that we have. I 
simply don't have any details on those. 


Q Can you comment, please, about the connection in 
time between the incident -- the mine incident in the Persian 
Gulf -- and the appearance of Khamenei before the U.N.? 

a I don't think it would be wise or reasonable to 


draw any conclusions about the timing. We have had 
mine-sweeping vessels, naval vessels, in the Gulf for some 
time. We've talked about our naval presence that has been in 
the Gulf for over 40 years. 


The point that we have been trying to stress is that 
we are trying to protect our ships. We have been trying to 
ensure the freedom of navigation. When this flagrant violation 
of catching a ship dropping mines in international waters 
occurred, we acted -- as we said we would -- in a defensive 
manner to prevent the spread of the mining. And I con't think 
you can draw any conclusions that it was timed in any way. It 
was an incident that happened. We did what we said we would, 
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and that hagpened simply because of what was going on in the 
Gulf. . 
Q Let me -- 


a Yes. 


Q -- if I may, follow up. The reason I asked the 
question is because Pentagon officials say quite openly that 
this is something they've observed before. And yet the 
incident happened to occur on the eve of the address by the 
Iranian President before the General Assembly. 


“ I'm simply not aware of any statements like 
that. Perhaps what was meant -- that people had observed that 
there were mines -- this is obvious. People had been finding 
them. But I really don't think it's a safe assumption to infer 
anything on the timing. 


Q The Soviets indicated today that it will be hard 
to talk about elimination of the intermediate-range missiles 
because of the Israeli possession of the Jericho II missiles, 
considering Israel as an American ally. Would you have any 
comment on that? 


= No, I don't have any comment, and I don't know 
where this statement was made. 


Let me repeat again that we have had last week a 
series of meetings on the INF situation with the Soviets 
directly. We feel we are proceeding on that. There are 
sometimes lots of press reports, but we try and deal directly. 


I've just not seen those reports and can't offer any 
comment. 


It was a story yesterday. 
Yes. I just haven't seen it. 
Q Do you have any information with regard to the 
talks between the Defense Minister of Algeria and U.S. 
officials? 


a Let's make sure that we finish maybe with the 
situation in the Gulf and then let's go -- 


Q It was not with the Gulf though. 


a What? Excuse me. 
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Q Back on the Gulf, do you have any -- in the past 
the United States has accused the Revolutionary Guards of 
setting mines in he Gulf. This ship that was hit last night 
was a regular navy ship. Do you have any thoughts on why there 
has been this change? 


A I just have, you know, no comment on that. I 
think the Department of Defense identified it as a naval vessel 
of the Government of Iran. 

There isn't anything else I think we need to say. 

Are we through on that? All right. 

Now, you asked about the Algerian. 

Q The Algerian Defense Minister is in the city; and 
I just wonder if his emphasis in talks with U.S. officials is 
on Chad, Libya or in the Gulf, or -- 

4 I just don't have any specifics on the items of 
the agenda. I'm sure they will cover a wide range of regional 
and world problems. 

Q Does Secretary Whitehead plan to meet, or has he 
met with people up on the Hill, to discuss the Moscow Embassy 
today? 


4 I don't have the copy of Mr. Whitehead's public 
schedule with me. 


Q That's not on his public schedule. 


It's my assumption that I think he is meeting 
with those people. I just haven't seen whether it was down. 


Q And what is the purpose of that? 

4 We have said repeatedly, as I said yesterday, 
that we are in a series of consultations with Congress about 
how to proceed on the whole security situation in Moscow. 

Q Yet there are reports on Capitol Hill that Shultz 

,* and Shevardnadze cut some kind of a deal on this. Can you deny 
that, or -- 

= I think that this was -- 


Q -- what? 
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a * —- covered in the BACKGROUND briefing that was 
given at th@@conclusion of the Ministerial Meetings where 
several or one -f the briefers talked about the general subject 
that had been -—- 


Q I know, but they seem to be talking more about 
the Working Group and the Plenary Sessions. Shultz and 
Shevardnadze were together for quite some time without -- 


a No. We'll stick with what was in that BACKGROUND 
briefing as the statement on what happened on that subject. 


Q Phyllis, I wonder if you can comment on the 
report that the U.S. decided to exclude the Maverick from the 
arms being sold to support the Saudis. 


a On the whole question of arms sales to Saudi 
Arabia, there have been no final decisions made on this 
subject. We continue our discussions and contacts with 
Congress on the issue and will continue to consult fully in the 
appropriate manner as the decision is finally made. 


Q You're not consulting with the Saudi Government 
in this regard? 


a) Well, we remain, you know, in close contact with 
them. It wouldn't be anything unusual or out of the ordinary. 


Q You feel you need to let them be persuaded that -- 


i No, I'm not saying -- 
Q -- it could be -- 
a -- anything like that. We're just in normal 


contact with them. 


Q Let me -- first of all for a moment, there is one 
question. 


a All right. 


Q What procedures will you follow to return the 
Iranians to the Government of Iran, as I understand you're 
going to do? 


a You'll have to check with the Department of 
Defense on this question. As I said, the general overriding 
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principle is that we will conform to international practice -- 
and certainly do it in a humanitarian manner. 


Q Phyllis, a new subject. President Arias of Costa 
Rica, in a press conference following his speech at the Capitol 
this morning, said that he and the other four Presidents who 
are signatories to the Guatemala Accord feel that it is greatly 
in the interests of its success if there is little talk about 
aid to the Contras. And he further said that they think that 
they deserve to not have a request for Contra aid made at least 
until November 7th . Are we going to oblige them on that? 


I have a follow-up question. 


a John, I knew you were going to ask me a question 
about that. 


President Arias did meet with the President this 
morning. We know that he met with various Members of Congress 
this morning and would have a press conference. I'm just not 
in a position yet to be able to give you a response to his 
statements. 

Q O.K. Then I will pass on the follow-up. 

Aa All right, you can save it. 


Q Do you have anything on an American being 
arrested in Cambodia? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q O.K. 

A Let us look into that and see if we have 
something. 

Q Are you going to have a response to President 


Arias' public response? 


a Well, you know, I'm not sure perhaps that we 
will; but just let us look at that and see if want to give some 
sort of comment on his visit and the whole thing. 


Q And could [ -- in that case, he also took very 
pointed exception to Secretary Shultz' position in his 
testimony before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee that it 
is important to have aid to the Contras as a means of keeping 
the pressure on Nicaragua to bargain and reach an accord, 
fulfill it -- if you could, to include that, too -- effectively. 
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@ «= I'll see if we can include that. 


Q What extent -- which countries are supplying [ran 
with all these mines and all these weapons? 


a I don't have any specific information on the 
suppliers of arms to Iran. We've talked about it in general 
terms. I'm not sure that [I have anything that's available now, 
but let us look and see if we've put out something in the past 
about that. 


Do you have anything on these rumors about 
Gorbachev ill or out of sight? 


a Sorry, I just can't -- 
Q No? 

) -=-- help you with that. 
Yes? Sorry. 

Is that it? 

Q Thank you. 


Q Do you anticipate, by day's end, a public 
response to Khamenei? 


ni I'm just not going to predict when we're going to 
have that kind of response. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 














Taken Question September 22, 1987 


Question taken during daily briefing on 9/22/87: 


Origin of Iranian Mines 


Q. What countries are supplying Iran with all these mines and 
all these arms? 


A. As the Spokesman explained at the September 11 briefing, we 
take very seriously reports that [ran is seeking 
sophisticated mines from Libya. Beyond that, we have 
not commented publicly in detail on [ranian sources for 
foreign arms. 














Taken Question September 22, 1987 


Question taken during daily briefing on 9/22/87: 


Report of American Missing in Cambodia 


Q. Do you have any information on an American being arrested in 
Cambodia? 


A. As the Spokesman explained at the September 15 briefing, we 
have never been able to put any substance to these reports. 
Ov Embassy in Bangkok is continuing to look into the 
report. 





PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE GECRGE P. SHULT2 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
U.S. MISSION TU THE UNITED NATIONS 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
SEPTEMBER 22, 1987 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I'll be 
brief again pecause the Secretary nas just a few minutes to 
Share with us, and then we'll go ahead with our normal 
events after the Secretary has departed. 





Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We ana the rest of the international 
community nave called repeatedly and formally for an 
immediate ceasefire and withdrawal to international 
boundaries and negotiations to end this bloody and 
vestructive war between Iran and Iraq. 





Resolution 598 is a fair and comprehensive approach which 
contains aspects which meet long-standing demands of both 
parties. We've called on Iran to reconsider its commitment 
to this unwinaole war and join the rest of the world to 
restore peace and stability to the entire Gulf region. 


Last night's incident, in wnich the Iranian Navy was 
discovered laying mines in international waters, is yet 
anotner reminder of the dangers inherent in this war. We 
have repeatedly warned the Iranians tnat such activity 
cannot be tolerated and that we would act to protect our 
interests and those of international shipping in 
international waters. These are waters frequented by our 
Ships as well as the ships of scores of other nations. We 
are well within our rights of self-defense and have a 
responsibility under international law to take the actions 
we did. 














ale 


Insofar as next-steps are concerned, President Reagan made 

Our position very clear yesterday. If Iran does not accept 
Resolution 598, we will call for the second resolution, an 

arms empargo on Iran as the non-compliant party. 


Tne Iranian President's speech today to tne United Nations 
General Assembly, Deyond its unfounded and and uncalled for 
attacks on the U.N. system and the U.S., did not constitute 
Dy any means an acceptance of Resolution 598. We know that 
President Knoemini is meeting with the Secretary General 
later today. Of course, we'll be interested to near 
whatever outcome there is from that meeting and others that 
he 1S naving. 


In tne meantime, nowever, we are proceeding in consultations 
with other governments about this matter, naving to assume 
on tne pasis of the knowledge we have that Iran remains 
intransigent on tnis. 


If there are any questions, I'll be glad to take them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does the consultations amount to 
beginning to draft a second resolution, because 
consultations go on all tne time, of course, and you had 
consultations last montn, the month before? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There has been work, as I'm sure you 
know, on the drafting process so that we are beginning to 
put tne words together, tnat kind of thing. That's veen 
going on. Tne consultations intensify and they come to 
checking people's appraisals, particularly people who have 
met directly with tne Iranians which is the process of 
helping to form a consensus. It's very desirable to proceed 
insofar as possible on the principle of the unanimity that 
has been achieved on this matter. And there is unanimity, 
as was expressed last July in tne United Nations vote. So 
we will talk to others. 





But our position is clear: That unless there is a clear 
acceptance of Resolution 598, then our position, at any 
rate, will be that mandatory sanctions should be voted. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you have any idea now what the 
Soviets and the Chinese are going to do about such an 
enforcement measure? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: i can’t Speak for tnem. it wouia ve 
wrong for me co try to Go so. We opviously have talked to 
representatives of Dotn of those countries. I see no reason 
not to expect that under the right circumstances they will 
agree with our assessment, Dut we will have to consult with 


them, of course. 














QUESTION: President Khoermini called the United States" 
version of this a “pack a lies;" be called the United States 
“murderers” for what they did in the Persian Gulf. Can you 
respond directly to wis 





Oo * 


i: Well, of course, the statements that he 
it Prime Minister Rafsanjani nas made about 

e factually so far away from what the facts 
that it shows either a great lack of 

or a lack of respect for the facts. The facts 

are very aiene. We have stated them. The things that are 
involved have peen clear to the press. You have pictures of 


~ 


tnem. It's mot a mystery what took place. 





' 


QUESTION: ney have made threats against the United States 
as well. How do you respond to those? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they have been making threats for 

Guite some time. And, of course, we must nave our guard up 
and be on the alert, but we can't fail to do the things that 
we must do just pecause somebody throws threats around. 





MR. REDMAN: Excuse me @ second, this will have to be the 
last question. 











SECRETARY SHULTZ Chuck is thinking that I like his podium 
ano J] mignt displace nin. (Laughter) He wants to get me 
out of here. 

QUESTION: Beyond the threats, dO you know anytninge concrete 
that the Soviets may be planning? Have you any evidence 
that they have gone your words? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Tne Soviets? 





OUESTION: I mean, tne Iranians. Excuse me. 





CRETARY SHULTZ: We have all sorts of evidence of things 
nat they say, and, as a matter of fact, our evidence is 
uite nengeee to us. In the case of the action that they 
took last night, our ability to find it, to see what it was, 
know what it was, is an illustration of tne fact that our 
information system is pretty good. 





QUESTION: But retaliation, in terms of Iran's retaliation? 





UESTION: Mr. Secretary, are we worse off -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Is this the last question? 





MR. REDMAN: This is absolutely the last question. 














ufie 








OUESTION: Mr. Secretary, two very brief quick ones. Are 
Ou going to present any of the evidence that we have on the 
mines to the United Nations, to the Security Council, 
specifically? 

And, secondly, will you, in lignt of the new urgency on the 
second resolution, be seeing Minister Shevardnadze again 
pefore the end of the week? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any current plan to see 
Minister Shevardnadze until Fri Prony when we'll both be at the 
secretary General's lunch, but we have no problem at all in 
communicating with each other snould the need arise. 
Evicence on what nappened is already an people's hands. I 
think tne press nas peen there. They've seen it; they've 
taken pnotograpns, and as we assemble this material, 
certainly it‘ll be available and there it is. You can all 
see it. 


MR. REDMAN: Tnank you, sir. 























PRESS BRIEPING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S BILATERAL MEETINGS 
USUN MISSION AUDITORIUM 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1987 


MR. REDMAN: Let me, as the first order of business, 
run over tomorrow's schedule, if there's ne objection. 


8:00 c‘clock: Breakfast with Foreign Minister 
Genscher, Federal Republic. 


$:15: Meeting with the Icelandic Foreign Minister, 
Mr. Hermanneson. 


10:00 o'clock: Meeting with the Cypriot Poreign 
Minister, Mr. lIacovou. 


10:45: Meeting with the Turkish Foreign Minister, 
Mr. Halefoglu. 


11:30: Meeting with the Polish Foreign Minister, 
Orsechowski. 


3:45: Meeting with the Norwegian Foreign Minister, 
Mr. Stoltenberg. 


4:30: Meeting with the Maltese Foreign Minister, Mr. 
Tabone. 


5:15: Meeting with the Foreign Minister of the 
German Democratic Republic, Mr. Fischer. 


7:40: Meeting with the Italian Foreign Minister, Mr. 
Andreotti. 


In the evening at 68:00 o'clock: The Summit Seven 
Poreign Ministers’ dinner hosted by the Italian Foreign 
Minister, Mr. Andéreotti. 


Q Chuck, just a question on the schedule. Is the 
Secretary going to listen in on Mr. Shevardnadze's speech to 
the U.N. tomorrow? 
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A At thig point I don't know. I think there is a 
strong possibility that he will either attend or listen. 


Now, I'd be happy to answer any questions on 
specifics. You want to go through teday's meetings? 


Q Could I ask you a question left over from the 
Secretary? Is there any timetable for going for the second 
resolution in the Security Council? 


A I think as the Secretary made clear, we're in 
the midst of a consultative process which indeed is underway 
but is a process. 


Q How long does that take? Is it going to be a 
year or @ week? 


A I'v said before, and I have to say again, I 
éon't have any way to put a deadline on that. 


Q Chuck, another item cleaning up on the Iran 
stuff. Why specifically did the U.S. delegation walk out, 
ané were there any guidelines and instructions ahead of time 
under what circumstances the U.S. should walk out, or was 
that decision made on the spur of the moment by the -- 


A My understanding is that Ambassador Oken made 
that decision on his own based on the obvious content of 
what he was hearing. And as to the reason, I think that was 
mage clear then in the statement that was released and which 
is available. 


Q Chuck, there is no way that you will have more 
consultation now with the Arab group -- I mean, with the 
Arab League group. You will (inaudible) -- 


A I don't want to eliminate any particular 
groupe. You seem to be thinking of that in a more formal 
sense, but, obviously, when I talk about consultations, 
those are broad. They certainly include Arab 
representatives. 


What is going to happen to the Iranians that 
are being detained right now? 


A I'd refer you to Washington for the answers to 
those kinds of questions. I think they have been 
addressed. I'm not sure my information is totally up to 
date, but my understanding is that they're being turned over 
to the Red Crescent in Oman, I believe, and then they'll be 
repatriated through whatever channels the governments decide 
to use. 
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Q Chuck, how seriously do you regard the second 
apparent incident where we fired warning shots by Hovercraft? 


A That seems to be the extent of the incident. 
The Pentagon has released the details, and I don't see any 
further significance beyond that. 


Q Chuck, @id you hear anything in the Iranian 
speech today that suggests they will accept the ceasefire? 

A The Secretary addressed that specifically. 

Q The Secretary said that he -- 

A He said no. 

Q I didn't think he said no. He didn't hear them 

A Well, I heard him, I thought, fairly clearly. 

Q I don't know how long you can stretch this 


Grama out. You've had a deadline three times. You had the 
President come here yesterday and say as clearly as can be 
that if they don't hear in this speech clearly and 
uneguivocally that they accept the ceasefire, the U.S. will 
proceed with sanctions -- or the Council should proceed with 


sanctions. 


A When one says one Will proceed with sanctions, 
that's what I wae trying to get at when I said there's a 
consultative process. We are engaged in that. 


Q But, you know, you won't give a timetable <-- 

A It's not a unilateral action on our part. It's 
one that will be worked out in conjunction with the Council. 

Q (Ineudible) 

A Look, I've taken this question as far as I can 


really. I've been working in Spanish meetings and Zairean 
meetings and all kinds of meetings this morning. People in 
Washington have addressed this in detail, so I'm not here to 
brief on this subject. I'm sorry, but what I can help you 
with for the moment is what happened this morning in various 


meetings. 


The firet meeting was with the Spanish Poreign 
Minister. 


Q How about Shimon Peres? 
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A Oh, yes. That meeting was a very brief one 
this morning, because Mr. Peres was -- or is or has met with 
the Soviet Foreign Minister today, and as a consequence the 
Secretary arranged that short meeting to debrief him on the 
meetings last week in Washington with Mr. Shevardnadse; and 
I believe they will be having a longer and more regular 
meeting later on during the course of the United Nations 
session. 


The meeting with the Spanish Foreign Minister -- 
there were a number of subjects touched upon, including INF, 
but the one you're probably most interested is the question 
of the base negotiations. The subject was raised. The 
Ministers took stock where things stand, and in 
characterizing that I would say that the atmosphere 
continues to be good; that they both agreed that we would 
continue to work on this problem as friends and as allies; 
and that we would both continue in the same good faith 
effort that we have undertaken until now in order to bring 
this to a mutually beneficial end. 


The Brazilian meeting focused largely on the 
questions of debt. The Brazilian Foreign Minister explained 
in great detail the position of his country and what they're 
trying to achieve in resuming negotiations with private 
banks. 


The Secretary simply commented -- as the Foreign 
Minister is an economist -- on those kinds of questions and 
what's involved, I don't think there's any great light I can 
shed on that discussion unless it was very technical, unless 
there's some specific question. 


The meeting with the Zairean Poreign Minister was 
essentially a brief review of bilateral relations which are 
good, as well as the review of some regional issues, in 
particular Chad and Angola. And on Angola, the two 
Ministers exchanged their appreciation of what the state of 
play militarily and diplomatically was at the moment. 


The meeting with the Venezuelan President focused for 
the most part on the Caribbean where both of our countries 
have special interests. There was aleo a review of the 
Central American peace process. There was discussion of 
cooperation in combatting drug trafficking and where we've 
had good cooperation, and we've been working well together, 
and both sides agreed we ought to continue that. They 
touched upon a number of regional Caribbean issues -- quite 
numerous in fact. 


Then in the meeting with the -- the luncheon, I 
should say, with the French Poreign Minister and his 
delegation, the two major subjects were the Iran/Iraq war 
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ané an exchange of views there as to where things stand, and 
where we go next. And, secondly, an equally long and 
Getailed exchange in the wake of the U.&S.-Soviet meetings 
last week focusing on questions of arms control and 
U.S.-Soviet relations; and there, I pelieve, the French 
Foreign Minister is seeing Mr. Shevardnadze this afternoon 
as well, so that was again useful preparation for that 


meeting. 


Q When are we going to do this tomorrow? What 
are you going to do tomorrow? 


A Tomorrow becomes a bit more difficult. If you 
want, we could try to do two brief readouts, one mid-day 
after the round of morning meetings, which would be 
somewhere on the order of high noon, very briefly: and then 
one again perhaps after the three meetings in the afternoon, 
gay at about 6:00 o'clock. 


Q Are you going to do it here? 


A I think from now on, because of the space 
limitations upstairs, we'll do everything down here in this 
room. We're just moving our press briefing room down here, 
so that everything will happen down here, although the phone 
numbers where my staff is located up there adjacent to that 
other briefing room will continue to be operative, and they 
will continue to operate from there and be your phone point 
of contact. 


Okay? Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 3:30 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1987, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED 


MRS. OAKLEY: I have no announcements, so [ will 
begin. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q The Sandinistas -- at least, according to their 
announcement yesterday -- seemed to be going much of the way 
toward the State Department's call for a lifting of censorship 
now. What is your response to that? Are you encouraged? And, 
also, they announced a cease-fire of a sort. Can you respond 
-~ are you prepared to respond to that? 


A Well, let me begin with some general comments and 
then get into the specifics on various actions that have been 
announced by the Sandinista Government. 


We are continuing to work to support Central American 
efforts to achieve democracy and peace in the region. As you 
all know, under the Guatemala Accord, there is a definite 
timetable for its implementation. We're monitoring 
developments as the process moves forward and asserting our 
views where necessary. 


We intend to make certain our security interests not 
explicitly addressed in the Guatemala Accord are met. Special 
Negotiator Busby has made several trips to the area. He will 
be going again. 


We are not encouraged by what appear to be cosmetic 
gestures of compliance with the Guatemala Accord by the 
Sandinistas. Permission to reopen one newspaper --— La Prensa 
-- and one radio station -- Radio Catolica -- do not constitute 
the advent of freedom of the press in Nicaragua. 








Similarly, as we have said, the unilateral cease-fire 
announced by the Sandinistas is vaque and unverifiable and, 
most importantly, does not include the participation of the 
Nicaraguan Resistance. No solution to the conflict in 
Nicaragua can be reached without the participation of the 
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Nicaraguan Resistance. 


Q There was a statement by Minister Borge that no 
censorship would -- that there be a lifting of all censorship. 
He made that statement. Is that -- 


A We note that after Minister Borge's first 
assertion about media freedom he went on to qualify his 
comment. He stated the media would be forbidden to report 
about the two most important subjects facing Nicaragua -- in 
other words, the peace process and the economy. 


This qualification speaks for itself. The media could 
become little more than a purveyor of weather reports. If the 
Sandinista regime is truly committed to fulfillment of the 
conditions specified in the Guatemala Accord, it will impose 
neither quantitative nor qualitative restrictions on the media. 


Q So you don't see any positive movement at all in 
any of this? . 

4 Well, we have welcomed the specific steps they 
have taken, but let me refer to what I said in the beginning, 
we're concerned these are only cosmetic changes and really 
don't signify a movement toward democratization and accepting 
pluralism in Nicaragua. If they lead to those other things, 
then that's all to the good. 


Q On the point about the cease-fire, President 
Ortega describes this as a step, and he says the cease-fire is 
designed to allow the members of the National Reconciliation 
Commission, including Cardinal] Obando y Bravo, to explore the 
willingness of Contra field commanders to accept the 
cease-fire. Is this not a step towards dealing with the 
Contras? 


Aa Let me point out -- and we have stated this 
previously -- a unilateral cease-fire, which this is, does not 
comply with the Guatemala Accord. Without agreement between 
the parties in conflict, this proposal translates into vague, 
unverifiable claims by the Sandinistas about “postponing the 
campaigns or offensive operations for a determined period of 
time in different areas of the country that will be announced 
by the government," while they attempt to dictate these terms 
of surrender to the Resistance forces in the field. 


And let me just say it's the unilateral nature of the 
cease-fire in the specific areas it is not being achieved 
through negotiations. 
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I'd also like to note that at the White House, 
September 22nd, President Arias, the principal architect of the 
Guatemala accord, and President Reagan were in complete 
agreement -- a unilateral cease-fire does not comply with the 
terms of the Guatemala Accord and any cease-fire must be 
negotiated between the belligerents. 


President Arias said -- and [ quote -- "We cannot 
accept a unilateral cease-fire." 


Also, President Duarte and President Arias have 
recognized, and the Bishops of Nicaragua said only this week, a 
negotiated cease-fire is essential. The Sandinistas' 
announcement is not a step forward on the road to these 
negotiations if it is limited to the way it's now described. 


Q Yet they do make the point that Cardinal Obando y 
Bravo will be going out to discuss the situation with the 
Contras and that this is only an interim thing. Does that not 
hold any positive prospects? 


“ Well, if it leads in that direction to the 
negotiated cease-fire -- which is our position -- then it could 
be. But we're not stating that. We'll have to see, certainly, 
how it develops. 


Q President Arias also called yesterday for a halt 
in U.S. aid to the Contras while the negotiations are going 
forward. 


4 While we share the same view on the need to 
promote democracy in Nicaragua, and President Arias appreciates 
the difficulty of this process because of the Sandinistas' 
anti-democratic nature, it's true he does not generally favor 
military aid to the Resistance. We differ on this point. 


In our view, it was military pressure from the 
Resistance which finally brought the Sandinistas to the 
negotiating table and made the Guatemala agreement possible. 


We believe the military pressure provided by the 
Resistance must not be disbanded until the Sandinistas have set 
in motion an irreversible process of democratization which will 
assure all Nicaraguans, including members of the Resistance, 
free participation in a pluralistic system of government. 


Q On El Salvador, President Duarte and the FMLN 
have agreed -- at least, in principle -- to meet on October 
4th. Do you have anything on that? 
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We applaud the Government of £1 Salvador's 
willingness to comply fully with the requirements of the 
Guatemala agreement in offering talks to the armed guerrillas. 
We have long supported President Duarte's efforts to achieve a 
peaceful resolution of the conflict in El Salvador through 
dialogue with the FMLN/FDR. 


We believe this willingness to talk directly with the 
armed opposition offers an important example to the Government 
of Nicaragua. The Sandinistas' continuing refusal to meet with 
the Nicaraguan Democratic Resistance remains, as I have said, 
an important obstacle to the achievement of a peaceful 
resolution of the conflicts in Central America. 


Q Can you confirm that a new U.S. Ambassador has 
been named, or has been chosen, for Poland; and, if so, why? 


a) Well, we have talked earlier about the steady 
progress and the improvement of our relations with Poland. 
Both governments have accepted in principle the exchange of 
ambassadors and, both sides have requested agrement. 





That's where we are in the process, and I really don't 
have anything further to add. 


Q This morning the White House said that all 
embassies around the world are on a routine state of alert. 
Can you elaborate a little bit? What do they mean by "a 
routine state of alert"? 


A In view of the situation in the Gulf and what 
happened there, it was felt it would prudent to inform all U.S. 
diplomatic and consular posts that the clash between the U.S. 
and [Iranian military elements in the Persian Gulf could 
increase the likelihood Iran might engage in terrorist actions 
against U.S. personnel and facilities. 


We've no specific information to indicate any such act 
might occur, but American interests are judged 
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worldwide to be at greater risk and we are asking our posts 
abroad to take appropriate action. 


Q That's all? 


4 Excuse me —- 
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Q Can you specify under what law, or what law was 
used in the two attacks on the Iranian --? 


A I think we covered that specifically yesterday in 
the briefing, and you can check the transcript on this where we 
talked about the basis under international law in which we were 
justified, certainly quoting the United Nations Charter on the 
elements of self-defense. I[t is not that it is U.S. law, it is 
customary international law. 


Q Have you figured out what to do with the 
detainees yet, how you are going to get them back to Iran? 


ms We continue to work on the arrangements for a 
transfer of the Iranians through international humanitarian 
channels to a neutral third country. Really nothing is yet 
final. As I said yesterday, we are working in the most 
humanitarian manner possible to see they are safely taken care 
of . 


Q What is the problem? 
i) Well, it just takes time to work all these 
things, the transfer out. It isn't that there is any specific 


problem at all. 


So which is the neutral country to which they 
will be transported? 


A Well, it appears now that Oman has agreed to 
facilitate the transfer. 


Q Do you see Oman as a neutral country? 

Q Do you consider -- 

4 Excuse me, you both were speaking. 

Q This is a follow-up. Do you consider Oman as a 


neutral country between Iran and Iraq, or between Iran and the 
United States? 


a I'm not classifying any of these countries and 
their politics one way. All [I'm saying is we need facilitative 
assistance in this matter, and so far Oman has agreed to 
facilitate. 


Q Which means what, they will go directly to Oman, 
to [ran, or will they -- ? 
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- Again, I have no details on that, and I think the 
Pentagon will be answering those operational questions 


Q Are we talking about the Red Crescent moving them 
back to Iran through Oman. 


q Again, I just don't have any of the details on 
how that is going to take place, and I think you will want to 
check with the Pentagon on that 


@ By "facilitate" you mean to take custody of them 
at some point 


Q I'm not defining "facilitate." I'm just saying 
we are trying to work this out The operational details are 
perhaps unprecedented in this We are working it out I just 


can't help you any further with that 


Q Presumably the detainees have now been -- I 
hesitate to use the word “interrogated” for detainees, not 
prisoners -- but “debriefed" perhaps Have they confessed to 


laying mines? 


b I have nothing on that question of how they have 
-— what they have gone throuch You all have seen the same 
Pictures that 1 have They were taken aboard the ships; many 
of them were rescued Some were —-- 

Q A thousand words is worth one picture 

6 Some of them were given medical care That's all 


the information I have on that 


Q Do you know if any have asked not to go back? 
- I don't know that 

Q What would happen if they did? 

a we would follow our normal procedures 

Q Which would be what? 

a Well, we have procedures around the world in 


cases like this when people express a willingness to come to 
the United States, but, again, I don't know this is the case or 
whether they have requested any other movement 


Q Any change in the U.S. Administration's 
willingness to meet with Iranian officials? 
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A No, there has been no change in our policy on 
this The Secretary said in July we are ready and willing to 


discuss with Iran the serious problems which continue to divide 


Us That remains true 

Q Any comment on the ¢ 2 Foreign Minister 
of China for the superpowers Oo withdre r forces from the 
Gulf in order to leave the two ie ) their problems 
together? 


No, I Gon't have anything on that Yes? 


Q At the UN, the strong embaroo that you all back, 


Iran has said it would have no effect and they don't care about 


it 


Just exé ly a! ticipate that particular 
resolution to : 


A I think that » have addressed the question of 
what we expect from a follow-up resolution from the United 
Nations The Secretary has addressed this, too No one has 
said this will bring an immediate end to the war It will 
exert further pressure, we believe, on Iran to come to a 
negotiated settlement, to end the war which remains the goal 
our policy 


Q Phyllis, President Khamenei gave a press 
conference this morning in which he appeared to threaten U.S 
interests outside the Gulf Do you have any response to that? 


a I would refer you to what the President said 
yesterday. 


Q Well, he said he really wasn worried about it 
You were saying today that you felt it would be prudent to war 
U.S. installations around the world that there is a heightened 
possibility of Iranian terrorist attack would seem to b 
in somewhat of a conflict with the President who simply said 
“not really." 


a Well, I don't think there is any confli 
course, it is prudent and appropriate to take actions 
case of any possible danger to Americans and American 
facilities This doesn't mean we are in any way worried 
changing our policies about it We are going about our 
business in the Gulf, doing what we feel is appropriate 


Q There is talk now that arms control -- I mean, 
arms embargo on Iran wouldn't be effective in any way and that 
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is a reinterpretation underway 

A Well, I don't want to cast any doubt that we 
don't consider ourselves bound Dy that Certainly the Claims 
Tribunals are continuing Let me just see if there is any 
other thing that we could offer on that Yes? 

Q You, I think, did contend yesterday Iran had 
violated international law by putting the mines in the Gulf 
You have talked about photographs that show that, and Secretary 
Weinberger talked about further, infrared photographs the 
public hasn't seen 

What are you going t Jo with ail that, go to the 
World Court? Would that be something you might do? 

= Well, I think we feel the public has a right to 
know what happened in the Gulf we have made the pictures and 
the information available I'm not aware there is any 
consideration given to the further dissemination of this 
informat r I think we feel it yut in the public and the 
world is aware of what happened 

Q ar ther SsuD ar? 

a i> yours = 

. Do you have any indication that the Soviet Union 
ar “hh na would S ipport a = 9 Gg res > i r 

= We have discussed this The Secretary addressed 
this question yesterday when he was in New York and gave a 
brief press conference on this saying we were working with 
these countries He said -- and [I quote - [ see no reason 
not to expect that under i.e right circumstances they will 
agree with our assessment ° Yes 

-) What is the S. Government's position vis-a-vis 
the conference on peace for Chad now held in Zambia? 

a I just can't help you with that 

Q Nothing on it? 

s Nothing on that Yes? 

Q Do you have anything in there on Angola? There 
have been some reports that there is quite a bit of movement on 


>, 


at? 
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s No, I don't have anything on Angola today 
Q Thank you 
- That's it 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
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MR. REDMAN: Good afternoon. Let me quickly run 
through comorrow's schedule and get that out of the way so 
you know what you have before you. 


Seven-thirty breakfast with the ASEAN Foreign 
Ministers; 9:30 meeting with the Korean Poreign Minister; 
10:30 meeting with the Acting Poreign Minister of the 
Philippizes; 11:30 meeting with the Foreign Minister of 
Burma; 12:00 meeting with the Foreign Minister of Mongolia; 
and 1:00 a luncheon meeting with the Poreign Minister of the 
People's Republic of China. That's the schedule as it 
stands for tomorrow. 


So, as always, stay in touch with the Press Office 
and we'l: f111 you in on any changes that occur during the 
course of this evening or tomcerrow. 


Sriefly, going through the meetings today, and I'll 
try to be brief and answer questions only where there's 
further interest in terme of follow-up. 


she meeting with the German Foreign Minister was 
essentia.ly a one-on-one between the Secretary and the 
Poreign Minister. Major topics of discussion included the 
Iran-Iraz war and developments that have occurred this week 
as well as INP and U.S.-Soviet relations. So I don't really 
have muc: light I can shed on the interior of that meeting 
at this goint. 


The meeting with the Icelandic Foreign Minister was 
devoted ‘n large portion to the whaling issue where we did 
succes in reaching agreement, in just the recent past, on 
that »articular question. We also talked about a few 
bilatera. issues as well as the INP agreement and 
U.S.-Goviet relations. And there, I might say, the 
Icelandi: Poreign Minister, as every Minister that we've 
seen in =he course of the week up here so far, expressed 
full supyort for the INF agreement without any hesitation. 


The meeting with the Cypriot Poreign Minister 
focused, as you might imagine, on the situation in Cyprue; 
a review of the situation as it now stands; how we should 
get at this issue and how we should continue to work at it. 
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I think both sides agreed that it’s still difficult to find 
an approach that appears to be really promising and that, 
nonetheless, from our perspective, we continue to believe 
that the best way forward is to try to reinvigorate in some 
way the United Nations Secretary General's mission which, as 
you know, we have supported and which is what we continue to 


support. 


The meeting with the Turkish Foreign Minister 
covered a number of issues. We touched on Cyprus and the 
situation there. We talked about the Iran-Iraq war. We 
talked about INF, the future of conventional negotiations. 


The meeting with the Polish Foreign Minister << f 
might note just in terms of the historical setting here, 
thie ie the first U.S.-Polish Poreign Ministers’ meeting 
since the imposition of martial law in December 1981. As 
you know, since last November we have been engaged in a 
step-by-step process of trying to improve the relationship 
we started in November when we were in Vienna with the 
meeting between Assistant Secretary Ridgway and the Deputy 
Poreign Minister of Poland. And since then, you're aware of 
a number of steps that have taken place as that political 
dialogue has increased. This meeting is another important 
step in that development. You also know that we have just, 
on both sides, asked for agrement for our respective 
Ambassadors. We, likewise, have the upcoming trip of Vice 
Fresident Bush September 26 to 29 to P_iend. 


In reviewing this step-by-step process, the 
Ministers agreed that we had made important progress; that 
the process was moving along. There are certainly problems 
thet remain, but I think both eides agreed that we would 
like to continue to work toward further progress. The 
Ministers exchanged views as to where the step-by-step 
process might go in the future, including the political 
@ialogue in the economic field, in the informational 
exchange field, so that we're in the process of looking at 
how this process will continue to be structured in the 


future. 


The meeting with the Norweigian Poreign Minister was 
largely on the questions of INF, and, once again, there was 
total enthusiasm for the agreement. The Iran-Irag war, the 
question of technology transfer was discussed with the 
Minieter describing to Secretary Shultz what the Norwegian 
Government has done in response to the Kongsberg case about 
which not much has been said or written. 


The visit of the Maltese Poreign Minister: This was 
the first time in several years that we had met at the 
Ministerial level. This was a chance for the Poreign 











J 





-3- Wednesday, 9/23/87 


Minieter to explain the foreign policy of the new Maltese 
government. The meeting essentially was taken up with the 


tour d'horizon presented by the Maltese Minister concerning 
cr policy approach of his government. 

I think, again, there, as with some of these other 
meetings today, one of the major themes is an effort to see 
if we can't develop a better relationship -- and not that we 
start from an equal level with all of these countries but in 


the case of Malta, both sides agree that we would try to 
work to see if we can't make this relationship better. 


And, finally, we just finished a meeting with the 
Foreign Minister of the German Democratic Republic, Mr. 
Fiecher. That is the first meeting in three years, since 
1964, when Secretary Shultz met with the Minister here in 
New York at the same time. And at that time, they hed laid 
out a step-by-step process which would put a new framework 
around our relations with the German Democratic Republic. 


Again, both sides agreed that we have made progress 
on that step-by-step process. This meeting today was, of 
course, an important part of that. There is still lot of 
work to be done, they both agreed; and, in a bit, the same 
way that I deacribed the situation with the Polish Poreign 


Minister, the two Ministers tried to put some content into 
what that step-by-step process might involve as we proceed 
on. 


So, in that sense, they reviewed the positive 
points, the negative points, areas where we need to work 
immediately. 


So, that's, by way of a very brief rundown, the 
various meetings today. So why dou't I take whatever 
questions. Jim? 


Q What were the Secretary's views on Mr. 
Shevardnadze's address to the General Assembly today? And, 
particularly, what did he think of the idea as expressed by 
Mc. Shevardnadze of the international force -- presumably, a 
United Nations force for the Persian Gulf? 


dh I put together, by way of a very brief 
reaction, a few comments. First, we were encouraged by the 
introductory comments on recent progress and prospects, and 
we agree with much of what the Poreign Minister said in that 
context. We were disappointed that the speech did not 
follow through on this tone. 


The Minister had some interesting things to say, for 
instance, on Soviet domestic developments. We heard some 
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new things on mistakes and errors of the past. We were, of 
course, pleased with the commitment found in the speech to 
Gemocratization. Nevertheless, he appeared to lapse into 

lecturing despite some initial criticism in his own speech 


of lecturing. 


The sarcasm concerning the President's address of 
Monday seemed particularly misplaced. However, we have a 
clear agenda and & lot of work ahead of us and we mean to 
plow ahead. So that, by way of a brief resume of reaction. 


Q Could you be more specific on Jim's question 
and also the Soviet adoption of the Iranian position on the 
ceasefire, and a follow-up? 


A Again, I'm not in a position to go down point 
by point everything that was in the speech. On the issue 
that you raised concerning the Gulf, I've addressed that, ! 
know, many times at the State Department. I don't know of 
anything that would change our view on that particular 


question. 


Q There's a new element now -- 
A Excuse me? 


Q There's a new element now. Gerasimov, the 
Spokesman, said that there is linkage now. There should be 
some -- a ceasefire and appointing of an arbitration 
committee. So what do you comment on that? That's a new -<- 


A No, I won't, because this process of 
consultations to see exactly how we move ahead is one that 
is being worked on. It's best done discreetly, and I'm 
going to leave that to the diplomats. I'm not going to 
engage in a give and take through the media. 


Q Do you think the incident in the Gulf -- 


Q Gerasimov said, in his remarks, holding out 
the hope that we might see some sort of movement from 
Security Council members within the next day or two. Would 
you concur with that assessment? 


A I hesitate to offer a particular assessment. 
There are consultations that take place, have taken place. 
They continue today. It's a situation, for example, that's 
Giscussed in detail and intensively in every meeting that we 
have, either bilaterally or multilaterally. There's still 
some other events to occur this week. 
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So I would just leave it with that, that this is a 
subject that everyone seems to be very interested in, and I 
think that's what we're looking for. 


But the U.S. position, do you think the 
latest incident in the Gulf could be contained and not epill 


over? 

A There's no reason it shoulé spill over. This 
was a defensive act and that was it. 

Q It rests there? 

A That's what I think hae been said in 


Washington even yesterday. 


Chuck, you said the U.S. position has been 
made known on the Gulf -- the U.S. position on why U.S. 
forces are there has been made known many times by you and 
others at the State Department. I don't recall you or 
others specifically addressing the idea of an 
interneational-United Nations naval force in that area. 


A Piret, I think I have addressed it, but in 
any case I just don't have anything new to offer on it. I'm 
not in a position to go through point-by-point some sort of 
an analysis of the speech. 


Q What did Secretary Shults discuss about the 
Iran-Iraq war with the Turkish Minister, and what 
(inaudible). 


A I will leave it to the Turkish Minister or 
delegation to explain their position. We exchanged views as 
to what has happened, where things stand, and I think that 
there's a pretty broad sharing of opinion. 


Chuck, will the United States present any 
kind of photographic or other evidence here at the U.N. in 
the next day or so to back up our account of what happened 
with the mine iaying? 


A First, I haven't heard anyone seriously 
questioning our account. I think everyone has seen photos 
which speak for themselves. I'm not sure what requirement 
there is to present any further evidence. I don't know of 
any plane for that. If there were some reason to do it, I 
suppose we could, but I just don't know of any plane for 
it. But, secondly and most importantly, I think the world 
hae seen as clearly as can be in living color exactly what 
was on that Iranian ship, and we've heard what they're up to. 
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Q Well, Gerasimov was asked about this, and he 


just made @ joke -- you know, "We didn't have TV cameras 
there.” So it doesn't sound like the Soviets -- 


A You said it sounded like a joke. 

Q The President of Iran said mines can be moved. 
Q May I get back to your schedule, sir? 

Q Well, wait a minute <-- 


Q Would you go back to the meeting with the 
Polish Minister? Could you be more specific on what was the 
view of the American and Polish sides on what the next step 
should be in this step-by-step improvement of the 
relationship? 


A Again, without going into the details, we 
have a number of aspects to this step-by-step process that 
we've been pursuing. We have on the political side ea 
dialogue in which you can identify a number of steps that 
have occurred. Ase I said, the Vice President will be there 
very shortly, and we'll continue to look at other ways in 
which we can continue that dialogue at higher levels and at 
lower levels. Then on the economic front, there are some 
questions that both sides have identified -- on the question 
of information exchanges, some other questions ~- and so in 
essence we've set out a work program for this step-by-step 
process. 


Q Do you have any comment on The ey ¥ork jase 
story about the exchange of ambassadors? According to 
New York Zines -~ 


A t said in my introduction that both sides 
have asked for agrepent- 


Sir, may I get back to your schedule for a 
second? There are observer groups here at the United 
Nations, including the African Nationalist Movement, the 
International Conference on Anzania and SWAPO, and then you 
got the PLO. Are there any plans on the part of Mr. Shultz 
to meet with these people? 


A No. 
Q These are troubled areas. 


7 I know of no plane to meet with those groups. 


+ #7 
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Chuck, you didn't want to address what was in 
Shevardnadse's speech. How about what wasn't in it, namely, 
any referrence to the arms embargo? Are you disappointed 
that he made no mention of that? 


A I've given essentially the reaction that I'd 
care to give at this point. 


Q You used the pronoun "we." Is that the 
imperial "we," cr is that the Secretary or who? (Laughter) 

A When you say "the imperaial we," I'm not sure 
who that is either. (Laughter) 

Q Are you speaking -- is the "we" that case ihe 
thoughts of the Secretary? 

A This reflects the Secretary's observations, 
yes. 

Q How about a reaction to Sir Geoffrey's 


remarks, particularly those about Iran and Iraq (inaudible) 


A I think the kinds of words that Sir Geoffre 
used are very much the kind that the Secretary himself would 
use. I think they were very clear and concise, and I 
couldn't pick any bones with hia. 


Q Anything to say about the closing of the 
Iranian Procurement Office? 


A That, of courre, is something that the 
British have decided to do, and it seems like a good thing. 


Chuck, any specifics on the Bast Germans to 
make it look any different than you have with the Poles? I 
mean, are there any details you can go into where the next 
step is in those relations? 


A Not really. Again, each of these 
relationships has ite own particular characteristics and at 
their own particular stage of development. They share many 
of the same common characteristics, that's true. There a a 
political espect. There's an economic aspect. But, no, I 
don't think I could flesh that out, particularly if you're 
looking for specific programs. 


You've got the Berlin problem, you've got 
others that are sort of characteristic of Bast Germany 


(inaudible) 
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A Well, just the kind of things that figure 
into the Bast German case. Some of the positive points that 
we talked about were the greater flow of East Germans who 
are being allowed to visit and go into the West. There's 
been a permament Rabinot established in East Germany. That 
indicates a certain tolerance. We still have some human 
rights problems, however. We talked about one specific 
case. So, as I say, there are problems and there are 
positive point, and we ran those down, and then we talked 
about how we continue to work to move all of this forward. 


Q Chuck, did the Secretary raise the question 
of Polish or East German support for or hospitality for 
terrorist groups? 


A The question of cooperation and exchange of 
information on the question of .errorism was an issue that 
came up in both cases briefly; and, although no specific 
cases were discussed, both sides in both cases were agreed 
that it was something that we ought to be discussing, and 
that we will pursue. 


Q But you didn't bring up specific things you'd 
like them to do. 


A I don't have any specifics to offer. 


Q Can you say anything at all avout last 
night's dinner with the European Community Foreign Ministers? 


A No. I can't. I just didn't get a full 
readout on that, and there were a lot of people there. 


Q Do you have any identification of the 
Traniane who were captured off that boat, their 
affiliation? Are they military people, Revolutionary Guards 


A I'd refer you again to Washington for the 
definitive details on all of that. From what I saw, there 
were Iranian navy personnel, and the procedures for 
returning them are in train, and I don't know exactly what 
the latest details on that are. 


Q Could you possibly give us an advance 
scenario, no matter how brief, about the talks scheduled 
between the Secretary and any Arab Poreign Ministers or the 
Gulf Foreign Ministers within the next few days? 


A I believe that those kinds of meetings are 
scheduled largely for next week, so that the remainder of 
thie week, other geographic areas are being focused on. 80 
we'll have more on all of those questions for next week. 
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Q Most of them will be next week? 


A I think all of them. If you want me to sort 
through all my papers in my pocket here, I'll see what I can 


find. 
Q What day is the PLO? (Laughter) 


A we have only one meeting -- this being the 
wrong week. It's scheduled for next week. So, no, as far 
as I know, all the meetings involving the countries you're 
interested in are going to happen next week. 


Q All the Arab Poreign Ministers will be 
meeting with the Secretary? 


A Oh, obviously, he doesn't have time to meet 
with all of them, but he will be meeting with a large cross 
section again. 


Q Chuck, any contact between the Secretary and 
Shevardnadze besides the lunch on Friday? 

A No, 

Q So not til Priday as far as planning? 

A I don't want to prejudice anything. Friday 


there is the lunch that you refer to. Beyond that, nothing 
is echeduled at this point, but, as you know from 
Washington, both men agreed that while they were here, if 
there was a good reason to meet, they'd do that. So I don't 
want to ever rule that out, but we'll keep you informed if 
anything develops. 


Q Have there been any negotiations below that 
level on the date for the Moscow trip? 


A We're continuing to talk with the Soviets to 
try to firm that date down. 

Q Any idea when that will be? 

A I have some idea, but since we haven't pinned 


it down yet, I'm not in a position to go into it. 


Sir, do you think that Secretary Shults will 
have any discussion with the British and the French on the 
question of Britain and France joining the United States and 
the Soviet Union on the question of strategic reductions in 
the future? 
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A No. As far as I know, that's never been 
raised. 

0 Never raised at all? 

A -—sC Yow ~know, the history of these negotiations 


has been very clearly that the START negotiations are 
bilateral 0.8.-Soviet negotiations, and that just ase the 
German Pershings did not enter into the INF negotiations, 
neither do third-country systems enter into the START 
negotiations, and that's not going to change. 


Q According to the history of Britein and 
France in the not-so-distant past that they would be able to 
join the talks with the (inaudible). 


A I haven't seen anything recently, and that 
certainly hasn't come up in conjunction with our talks of 


recent days. 


Q Engaging in semantics, do you see any 
Africans on your list in the foreseeable future? 

a There will certainly be a number of meetings 
again with African representatives. Again, those will come 
next week. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 6:34 p.m.) 
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that there was an oil survey vessel hit by a mine in the 
ersian Gulf? 


v: 


“ We have seen those reports There is just no way 
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Q What are the practical problems the UN force 
creates? 


A Well I think we have talked about some of those 
before just in general The simple fact is the UN has no naval 
force It would have to bring groups together, decide on all 


sorts of procedures on command, who is included, who isn't 
included 


We all are well aware the United Nations has had long 
experience in monitoring cease-fires and in areas of observer 


missions after various accords have occurred Often it has 
been put in in situatiens after a cease-fire as a buffer 
between areas, but this would b- something new It would be 
something that would be complicated to work out 

What we are looking for, as I have said before and I 
repeat is an ena to th 


e war, we feel the Security Council 
Resolution 598 in all its parts offers the best hope of 
achieving an end to the war; and that's where our efforts 
should lie 


Q What's the status of the arms embargo? Have we 
formally put it forth? 


fe) You mean the resolution at the UN? 

Q No Aren't you referring to the resolution on 
the ease-fire 

a Yes 

Q Is that not separate from the proposal for an 


arms embargo against Iran that has been talked about? 


well let me refer you to the text of Resolution 
598 which has in it a call for a cease-fire as well as several 
other elements I don't have the text of it here, but it calls 
for a return to boundaries and all sorts of things And in 


there it calls for an enforcement procedure to come about if 
the terms of this resolution are not accepted 


So what we have said is we -- and they have talked 
about it in New York -- are beginning discussions on this The 
Secretary himself said we are beginning the process of trying 
to put some words on paper, and we are working with our friends 
there in order to move to the second resolution 
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Q Would you say that's the principal topic of the 
discussion between Shultz and Shevardnadze this afternoon, the 
second resolution? 


fe) We never talk about, you know, what aspects or 
give the specific aspects of an agenda We said obviously they 
will be discussing the Iran-Iraq war in all its parts 


Q Phyllis, is the U.S. concerned that a UN 
peace-keeping force in the Gulf would have to include the 
Soviets and that we really are opposed to any increase in 
Soviet presence in the Gulf? 


A We have talked about that many times, and our 
position on that is clear, we certainly believe that what we 
are trying to do, first and foremost, is to stop the war, and 
we believe our presence in the Gulf, as well as our diplomatic 
efforts, are directed toward that end And, we have talked 
about our desire to prevent the increase of Soviet influence in 
the Gulf 


I'm not going to get into the practical problems of 


this idea We have said there are practical problems I think 
they are obvious to everyone, and once again let me say our 
focus is on the second resolution Yes? 

Q Phyllis, is there anything new on the War Powers 


Act, or on some sort of compromise with the ill? 


A No, I don't have anything new on the question of 
the War Powers Act I know Marlin Fitzwater addressed that 
yesterday at the White House, and I don't have anything further 
on that Yes? 


Q New subject? 

Q One more 

a Yes, please 

Q Do you have any update on what's happening in the 
Gulf? 

a I really don't have many details on what's 


happening there We know arrangements are being put into place 
to transfer the Iranians to Oman through the Red Crescent 
Society 


The Iranians are being treated humanely in accordance 
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with standard international practice For further details on 
the operations, I would refer you to the Pentagon. Yes? 


Q As you said, one of the stated goals is to keep 
Soviet influence in the Gulf to a minimum, and yet as our role 
increases militarily, their diplomatic role seems to have been 
stepped up quite a bit Is the U.S. concerned about that? 


A About Soviet diplomatic activity? 

Q fhe increase of Soviet influence both with Iran 
and with other Arab countries who are -- ? 

A Well, yes We have said we were and, on the 
other hand, I think we have pointed out we have worked with the 
Soviets on the first resolution, 598 [ think the Secretary 


has addressed this question again in working with other 
countries through a consultative process at the UN trying to 
arrive at another enforcement resolution, and certainly our 
hope is that could be adopted unanimously, as well 


Q Are we returning the Iranians because we are 
concerned about the possibility of retaliation against American 
hostages being held over in Lebanon? 


[I think we are returning these [Iranians as a 
matter of general principle, but certainly it's not in our 
interest to hold them, and it's the humanitarian gesture to 
return them 


Q Phyllis, on that, apparently some of them have 
been rather cooperative with us Were there any coercive 
measures used to induce this, or were they voluntari.iy giving 
out all this? 


A I really am in no position to answer a question 
that has implications about beating your wife, really 


Q We're not married to them 

“ The prisoners But I'm just not goinc to get 
into that I think it's clear from the pictures tha have bee 
shown, from what we have said publicly what our ef’: are 
going to be, that we are trying to treat these Iran ar 1 the 
humane manner that is obvious to everybody We are ® king 


arrangements to turn them over through these procedures that we 
have worked out 
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I think any implication there has been coercion or any 
mistreatment is ludicrous and not based on anything in fact 


Q Do you have any reaction to some of the comments 
President Khamenei made yesterday in New York? 


a No I think the Secretary covered those in his 
remarks to the press I have nothing further on that Yes? 
Q Anything on the trial of the Lebanese fellow 


arrested in international waters last week? 


A No And, again, we have asked and suggested all 
questions on that matter be directed to the Department of 
Justice Yes 


Q Apparently the summit won't be held in 
California. Is there any discussion as to where it might be 
held? 

>) For our part, there never has been any question 


but that the site of the next summit will be in the United 
States 


Q But you don't know where? 


fs) [ mean, there has been nothing about sites in 
California or cities or anything, but that our position on that 
has been clear Yes? 


Q Several days ago, we asked you about Chairman 
Pell, Senate Foreign Relations, wanting to see the negotiating 
records for twenty pending treaties 


Do you have a reaction to that now, now that he has 
done it? 


4 Well, I just have a very general reaction to 
confirm that Senator Pell has made such a request As we have 
said in the past, we will share with the Senate full 
information regarding treaties which are presented to it for 
advice and consent. 


Q So you do not feel that he is doing this just as 
a delaying tactic because it will be physically difficult to 
accommodate this request? 


a) I'm not commenting in any way whatsoever about 
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his motives or his reasons for making the request I'm just 
saying that we will provide the Senate full information 


Q Any comment on the British decision to close the 
[Iranians Arms Procurement Office? Does that kind of help your 
case for an arms embargo? 


A No, I don't have any particular comment on that 
Yes? 

Q Do you have anything new on the Libyan war in 
Chad? 

a The question was about anything new on the Libyan 
activities in Chad We really don't have a great deal of 
information As far as we know, the current ce e-fire is 
holding in a technical sense However, the Government of Chad 
has publicly accused Libya of making continued overflights of 
Chadian territory We hope that these overflights are not 


precursors of further Libyan aggression 


Q Does the United States support Chad's position 
that it has a claim to the board areas in dispute? 

a Yes, and I think Chuck has made that very clear 
from the podium Yes? 


~MORE- 
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Q It's reported that the Sudan asked relief 
agencies to leave. Do you have anything on that? How does 
that affect the U.S. contributions to such aid? 


a The question involved private voluntary 
organizations in the Sudan 


We understand World Vision has been orally notified 
its activities in the Sudan will be terminated. Sixteen other 
private voluntary organizations, the majority of which had 
applied to start operations in the Sudan or who have already 
left, are said to be similarly listed We've not seen such a 
list. We've not been advised by the government of the 
rationale for it, nor have we received notification American 
organizations are to be expelled. 


We are, nonetheless, extremely concerned by these 
reports We will be working with Sudanese authorities to 
preserve opportunities for private voluntary organizations to 
continue ongoing humanitarian activities in the Sudan 


Q Is there some U.S. aid that's designated for 
these? 

A Yes The vast bulk of U.S. assistance to the 
Sudan -- approximately $90 million in fiscal year 1987 -- goes 
to the government A small percentage of the total goes 


through the PVOs and through the Sudanese relief agencies in 
the form of emergency assistance So it's not a large amount 
of aid that we're talking about here 


Q Would that be shifted to go directly to the 
government? 


6 Well, I just have no way of knowing As I said, 
we will be working with the Government of the Sudan to preserve 
the opportunities for these private organizations 


Q Is that $90 million -- is that food aid or is 
that general economic aid? 


a I think it's the total aid for the Sudan 
Certainly, I mean, it would be more than food aid 


Q Can you tell us where Chester Crocker is? 


a Chester Crocker is in Brussels meeting with the 
MPLA The purpose of the meeting is to continue the 
negotiations on Cuben troop withdrawal from Angola and the 
implementation of U.N. Security Resolution 435 for the 
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independence of Namibia. 


Q President Dos Santos made some comments yesterday 
about that. Were you encouraged by it? 


- I just don't have any comment on that 

Q Can you tell us where Secretary Gorbachev is? 
5 No, sorry. Can't help you 

Q Can we go back to Crocker for a moment? 

4 Yes, certainly 

Q Can you tell us who he's neeting with and how 


long he's going to be meeting -- 


i) No, I'm sorry I just don't have the details of 
the meeting 


Q The president is in that area Dos Santos was in 
Brussels yesterday 


a Yes, but I simply don'’. know whether he's been 
part of those meetings or not [ could check and we'll see if 
we can get you an answer on that 


Q When did Chet go? 
A I don't know 
Q Can you provide any readout on Secretary 


Whitehead's reaction to the message brought by West German 
Socialist leader La Fontaine that the time has come to delink 
European defense forces from the NATO-inlegrated system? 


a No, I don't have any comment on that 

) Any -- 

4 Readout? 

Q -- readout at all on that meeting? 

A No, I don't have any readout on that meeting. 

Q How about Poland -- resumption of ambassadorial 


representation? 
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International scrutiny of the democratization process 
is one means of assuring Sandinista compliance 


We remain skeptical, I think, rather than negative 
about recent Sandinista announcements. We urge other 
governments to examine apparent progress with a degree of 
skepticism as well, and not to accept token gestures by the 
Sandinistas. 


We should keep in mind the Sandinistas are merely 
restoring some rights of which they nave deprived their 
citizens. 


Q That's not negative? 
A [ would, again -- as I[ say, your interpretation 


of it What we're saying is that we are skeptical and we think 
that there is a degree of vigilance required. 


Q May I ask another question? 
a Sure 
Q Does Fitzwater use guidances that are written up 


in ARA or does he get them from somewhere else? 


“ We never talk about the -- 
Q Yes, I know 
a -- internal arrangements like that What we all 


do is try and work together to get you the considered position 
of the U.S. Government 


Q Phyllis, I realize the Treasury Department has 
the prime responsibility for this, but do you have anything on 
the breakdown of talks with Canada? 


4 Let me just simply say we regret the Canadian 
Government chose to suspend the talks We certainly are 
prepared to resume them We will meet around the clock, if 


n-cessary, to complete an agreement by the October 3 deadline 


However, any agreement must be balanced and mutually 
beneficial That has been our negotiating objective from the 
very beginning of the talks in April 1986 and will continue to 
be so 


Both sides have been confronting some very difficult 
issues, but we can overcome those if the political will exists 
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A Well, we addressed that question yesterday. 
Maybe you didn't have a chance to see the transcript We said 
there has been an agreement in principle to exchange 
auibassadors and the aqrement process is in train. 





Q When will the name of the person be announced? 


a Well, that's always -- any announcements about 
Ambassadors are made from the White House, so you'd have to ask 
them. 


Q Phyllis, your language on the Nicaraguan moves 
yesterday to comply with the Guatemala Accords was sharply 
different from Marlin Fitzwater's; and he was saying this 
morning that -- he was indicating that there was a considerable 
difference, and he seemed somewhat critical of the State 
Department's attitude. 


A Would you repeat that question? I'm a little 
confused -- of the difference where? 
Q The language of the State Department and the 


White House yesterday was different on Nicaraguan moves to 
comply with the Guatemala Accord 


Fitzwater was saying this morning -- he was indicating 
this morning some dislike of the tone of your remarks 
yesterday. Can you explain as to why there is a difference in 
view? 


a Il suspect there is more a difference in 
interpretation than in intent. [| think the position of the 
Government on this has been clear. 


Let me just point out again that recognizing that one 


of the central purposes -- if not the central purpose -- of the 
Guatamala agreement is to commit the Sandinistas to meaningful 
steps tow: nocracy in Nicaragua. 


iegree of vigilance and skepticism is the 
proper attituc for Central American and other Western 
democracies to adopt if the Guatemala agreement is to succeed. 


The Sandinistas have amply demonstrated over the past 
eight years that they will not willingly accord their people 
democratic rights. To the contrary, the history of their rule 
has been one of progressive restrictions on human rights in 
Nicaragua 
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and if both sides recognize the enormous economic potential 
that an agreement holds for both the United States and Canada. 


Q Would you itemize the difficult situation? 
a) Excuse me? 
Q Would you itemize the situation -- difficulties? 


A Well, [ really don't have the background of all 
the details of these. I think that these have often -- people 
have talked about them, but ['m just not prepared to go into 
all those details today. 


Q Can I go back to Nicaragua? I'm wondering if 
you're prepared to correct something you said yesterday about 
Tomas Borge's remarks yesterday. You said that he stated that 
the media would be forbidden from reporting about the peace 
process or the economy. And both the Washington Times and The 
Washington Post quote him as basically asking the media not to 
publish anything that destabilizes the peace process or 
provokes economic destabilization -- which is different from 
what you were saying yesterday. I'm wondering if vou're 
willing to amend or change your remarks. 








A) No, [I'm not willing to amend the remarks. I 
think, again, it gets into a discussion almost of semantics ~- 
of what destabilization might mean. I'll stick with what we 
said. 


Q So you're insisting that he said that the media 
cannot say -- 


fe) No. 
Q -- anything about the peace process? 
a ['m not insisting on anything. I['m simply 


sticking with what we said yesterday. 


Do you have any reaction to this Witness for 
Peace report about Contra attacks on agricultural cooperatives? 


A We have simply read about this report. We've not 
yet seen the Witness for Peace report. 


In general, let me just say that we regret that 
civilians are victims in this civil war in Nicaragua That's 
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why we want peace and democracy in Central America and an end 
to the fighting and the bloodshed. 


Q Is it still the State Department's position that 
these cooperatives are legitimate military targets? 


A Well, I don't think we've ever said that 
cooperatives are legitimate military targets. [ think when 
some people have talked about them the qualifier has been that 
if they are used by one side or the other as a front, then they 
do become legitimate military targets. But it would be wrong 
to assume we ever said cooperatives are military targets. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concludea at 12:51 p.m.) 





Taken Question: Algerian Acocorrs 





Does the United States still consider itself bound by the Alcerian Accords? 


Under the Algerian Accords, is the United States barred from imposinc trade 
sanctions on Iran? 


NO. IN THE ALCERIAN ACCOPDS, THE U.S. ACREED TO PEVOKE ALL TPACE SANCTIONS 


WHICH WERE DIRECTED AGAINST IRAN IN THE PERIOD NOVEMBEP 4, 1979 TO 

















Question taken at the Daily Press Briefing September 24, 


Q: Did Assistant Secretary Crocker meet with Angolan President Dos 


Santos? 


A: MR. CROCKER MET WITH ANGOLAN FOREIGN MINISTER MBINDA SEPTEMBER 


CROCKER MEETING WITH ANGOLANS 


24. HE DID NOT MEET WITH PRESIDENT DOS SANTOS. 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have several announcements. 


First of all, the Secretary's press conference in New 
York today, which was originally scheduled for 11:00 a.m., has 
been postpo -d until 3:00 p.m. this afternoon. I think most of 
you were aware of that. Barring any technical difficulties, we 
hope to have the conference piped into this Briefing Room at 
that time if you care to listen to it. 


As you all know, the President has announced Secretary 
Shultz will be traveling to Moscow in October for further 
discussions on the INF agreement in principle reached in 
Washington earlier last week. The Secretary departs Washington 
on Tuesday, October 20th. He will be in Helsinki, Finland, on 
the 2lst and then will go into Moscow for the 22nd and 23rd. 
On the 24th, he'll be in Brussels for discussions with NATO 
Allies and will be returning to Washington on October 24th. We 
have posted in the main Press Office a sign-up sheet for those 
of you wishing to apply for a seat on the Secretary's plane. 
The sheet will be taken down and applications closed at 4:00 
p.m. on Monday, October 5. 


The final announcement is about the situation in 
Fiji. Our Embassy in Suva has reported that at approximately 
1:00 a.m. this morning, Washington time, the Commander of the 
Royal Fiji Military Force, Colonel Rabuka, announced that he 
was assuming executive authority in Fiji Rabuka said this was 
in light of the failure of the Coalition and Alliance parties 
to formulate a solution to the post-coup crisis which would 
guarantee the rights of the indigenous Fijian people. 


We deeply deplore this ill-advised action by Colonel 
Rabuka to intervene once again in Fiji's political process. 
This comes when there were encouraging signs that the efforts 
by the Governor General, with the support and cooperation of 
former Prime Ministers Ratu Mara and Dr. Bavadra to form an 
interim caretaker government were nearing completion. 
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We hope that responsible leaders of all elements in 
Fiji will display mature restraint so that violence can be 
avoided and progress can continue toward a broadly—-based 
solution to Fiji's political crisis that will respect the 
rights of all the people of Fiji. 


We continue to support the efforts by the nation's 


only constitutionally recognized authority -- the Governor 
General -- in this direction. 

Q Copy? 

A Yes 

Q What's the U.S. aid situation there now? 

a All assistance to Fiji was put on hold the day of 
the coup last May, and it remains on hold. 

Q Do you have the figure? 

a I don't have the figure, but I'm sure we have 


that for you. I['m sure it was in the May announcement. 

Q Phyllis -- 

Q What's the travel advisory in there? 

a While the situation is Fiji is reported to be 
calm, it is also obviously tense At the present time we would 


recommend travelers to Fiji remain in the major tourist areas 
and keeo in contact with our Embassy in Suva 





Q Do you -- 

Q Phyllis -- 

I Yes. 

Q -- the President announced -- 

” Wait a minute. Let's make sure that we finished 
with Fiji. 

Q On this 

a Oh, excuse me. Yes. 


-~- that he was nominating Leonard Rochwarger of 
Buffalo to be the Ambassador to Fiji -- would be a neophyte in 
the diplomatic field. And Senators Pell and others have 
objected on the grounds that the situation there is so tense 
that it calls for a professional. 
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Where does that stand right now, do you know? 


a I don't have any information on where that 
stands. As you know, all the announcements about ambassadors 
come from the White House 


Q Well, we don't have an ambassador there now; 
right? 


a That's correct Ed Dillery, who had been a 
career Foreign Service Officer, has been out of Fiji for some 
time. 


Q So what do we have -- a charge? 

A We have a charge d'affaires. 

Q Who's that? 

- I don't have his name with me. 

Q Is it still the U.S. position that there's a need 


to pursue, immediately, economic sanctions against [ran in 
light of Khamenei's refusal to accept a cease-fire resolution 
on Tuesday? 


A We discussed this question earlier this week, and 
I pointed out the last we had said about it was that the 
Question of U.S. trade with Iran was under review I don't 
think -- 


Q The arms embargo is what I'm talking about 
Excuse me. I['m talking about the United Nations aris 
enforcement measures 


2) All right Let me just say that the Secretary is 
going to be addressing all these points at his press conference 
this afternoon at 3 o'clock. I think you're all aware that 


there was a meeting of the Security Council just about this 
time. There's going to be a luncheon of all the Permanent 
Representatives with the Secretary-General. So [ think it's 
just wise -- 


Q Can you say whether this policy that was 
enunciated here a week ago and then by the President remains 
the policy? 


s Well, I think it does until it's changed by the 
Secretary; and [ don't expect it to be. 
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What I'm saying is [I think it would simply be better 
and more useful to wait until the Secretary addresses these 
questions at 3 o'clock. 


Q Because he addressed it yesterday and it seemed 
to indicate -- 


- Well, I -- 
Q -~- that maybe there -- a delay might be -- 


a Well, [ -- you know, let's just wait for him on 
that question. 


Q Do you have any readout of the meeting with 
Shultz and Shevardnadze yesterday? 


A I would refer you to the transcript of their 
briefing. They both came out and said a few remarks. 


Again, I think generally the atmosphere was 
encouraging; but [I'd refer you to the transcript of what they 
said about it. 


Q Do you have any -- are you in touch with the 
Government of Oman on the repatriation process? Is there 
anything new on that? 


We understand the Iranians are now being 
transported to Oman, where they will be handed over to 
representatives of the ICRC -- the International Committee for 
the Red Cross. 


While in our custody, they're being treated humanely 
in accordance with standard international practice. 


And I just don't have anything further on that. 


Q On Secretary Crocker, he had talks yesterday, you 
said. Did he have more today, and what was the outcome? 


a I don't have the schedule of his talks, and [ 
don't know whether they've continued on today That's a 
question we can look into for you. 


Q You can get some kind of an assessment on that? 
A Yes. 
Q Can you confirm the shipment of 2,000 masks to 


Chad, following reports of Libyans using chemical weapons? 
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a Yes, we can confirm that report. The Government 
of Chad has reported the Libyans have employed chemical weapons 
against its forces. 


We take these reports seriously. Accordingly, we have 
responded to Chad's defensive needs by providing the 2,000 gas 
masks. 


Q You take the report seriously Do you know for a 
fact whether they're true or not? 


A That I just don't have any information on. What 
we have said is that the Chadians have made these claims. 


In discussirg other issues about a possible report of 
an exchange, we said we took all these questions seriously, and 
we're just behaving in a prudent manner. 


Q There were reports a couple of weeks ago that 
they got those from Iran. Do you have anything? It was a 
trade, [I think. They don't have the capacity to -- 


A I basically don't have anything beyond that 
guidance which we had used previously. We had said before we 
were very concerned about the reports Libya is providing 
sophisticated mines to Iran in exchange for chemical weapons. 
We have made very clear to the Libyans our serious concern over 
this issue. We have conferred with several other countries 
about it, including the Soviet Union. 


Q This would be a violation of the Geneva 
Protocol. They are a signatory to that, aren't they, Libya? 


a [I'm just not prepared to go into the details of 
the exact nature of the agreement or whether they have signed 
it. Certainly we could find that out for you. 


Yes? 


Q Do you have anything on the trials in Tunisia of 
the Islamic Movement leaders? 


S No, I don't have anything for you. I can't help 
you with that today. 


Q Mrs. Oakley, could I ask you a question not 
related to Fiji or Persian Gulf, but closer to home? 


Several days ago, a Soviet citizen, her name is Larisa 
Bogaty, called the Russian Embassy here in Washington and she 
was desperate and asked for help to return, to come back to the 
Soviet Union. And then the line was cut and neither diplomats 
nor journalists could contact her. 
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I don't know, well, one could conclude that certain 
Federal agencies are holding her, the whole family, against 
their will. 


Could you help me, as a journalist, to make a story 
for my station, and to contact that family? 


=) I am certainly glad to help you with any 
information that [ have about this case, but I think it would 
be wrong to conclude there was any coercion or any move to 
prevent either Mr. or Mrs. Bogaty from contacting the Embassy. 


Last week the Soviet Embassy told the State Department 
the Bogaty's had been in contact with them. The Embassy also 
asked that we arrenge a meeting between the Bogaty's and the 
Soviet Embassy. 


Our policy on this is very, very clear. The Bogaty's 
are free to come and go as they please and to call whomever 
they wish. If they wish to meet with members of the Soviet 
Embassy, it's up to them Should the Bogaty's wish us to 
facilitate a meeting, we will do so, following our usual 
practice. If they wish us to be present at a meeting in the 
State Department, we would do so. If they didn't wish us to be 
present, we wouldn't be present. 


The Bogaty's are aware the Soviet Embassy is 
interested in meeting with them, but let me repeat, the 
decision is entirely up to them and they are free to do so if 
they wish. 


Q Just to follow up, could you -- you are in touch 
with them, as I understand -- could you mention to them that a 
Soviet journalist, a representative of Soviet television, would 
very much like to meet them. Probably Embassy people, it's one 
matter, and journalists, another. And then to clear this whole 
matter, you know, it will be very useful to talk to them. 


a Well, let me point out again what we are saying 
about this. We are aware that the Bogaty's know of the 
interest of the Soviet Embassy in seeing them 


I am sure that we can also make sure they are aware 
that journalists would like to meet with them, but again let me 
stress the bottom line -- the decision to meet with anyone is 
up to them We will do whatever they wish. 
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Q And the last question, to follow up, there is a 
Soviet-—American Consular Convention, you know, and according to 
that Convention, every Soviet citizen -- every Soviet Consular 
Officer has the right, as well as an American Consular Officer 
in the Soviet Unic:, has the right to contact Soviet citizens. 
So, isn't it a viclation of that Consular agreement? 


- Not at all Certainly the Soviet Embassy has 
that right, but in this country the fundamental question is, do 
the people themselves want to meet with the Soviet Embassy? If 
they do, that's perfectly fine with us, but if they don't wish 
to meet, we will not force them. 

Yes? 


Q Do you have any background on this case? 
Spellings, and such? 


a I understand that Mr. Bogaty was a Soviet 
diplomat, and I also understand in 1984 a meeting with the 
Soviet Embassy was arranged at the request of the Bogaty's, but 
they cancelled it at the last minute and it was not held. 

Q Is he a defector, is that what he is, or not? 

a [I just don't have any of those details. 

What are the full names of him and his wife? 
The names are Anatoly and Larisa Bogaty. 

Q Spelling? 

i) B-o-g-a-t-y. 

Yes? 

Q Same subject? 


a Same subject? 


Q What about the interrupted telephone 
communication? 


a I simply have no details on that. Yes? 
A different subject. 


4 Excuse me. Is that enough, or do you have 
further questions? 
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Q For the time being, yes, thank you. 
a All right. Yes, please. 
Q Yesterday the Senate approved a resolution 


calling for an economic and military boycott of Panama. Do you 
have any reaction? 


4 The Senate's vote expressed the sense of the 
Senate that U.S. assistance should be cut off to Panama if 
there is no democratic reform within 45 days. The State 
Department took no formal position when this resolution was 
pending. 


The Administration had already frozen economic and 
military assistance to the Panamanian Government. We share the 
desire of the Senate for the renewal of the democratization 
process in Panama. 


Q A follow-up: There was a meeting of Ambassador 
Davis and ex-President Arias of Panama for two hours and a 
half, two days ago in Panama City. Do you have anything to say 
about that meeting? 


No, I don't have any read-out on that meeting. 

Q On Panama, did you receive any protest from the 
Panamanian Government about some movements -- U.S. troop 
movements -- in Panama City? 

“ Let me clear up any misunderstanding that may 


have been created by the charge that armed U.S. troops were 
moved to our Embassy in Panama City on September 23. 


On that date, approximately 25 Air Defense college 
students paid a routine courtesy call at the Embassy. These 
officers are not combat troops and were not armed. I[ 
understand, however, they were in uniform. This was not, as 
the Panamanian Government has claimed, a troop movement but a 
simple instance of official duty members of the U.S. military 
calling at their Embassy. 


In no way did this constitute a violation of any of 
our treaties or agreements with Panama. We are disturbed by 
Panamanian Government charges that we feel are inaccurate, 
particularly that these were combat-ready troops. 


Q But did you receive a protest? 


a I am not sure whether we received a protest or 
not. 
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Q Can you check, please? 
A Well, I'll see if we can answer that question. 
Q Thank you. 


“ Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 











Posted: September 23, 1987 


Taken Question: Level of U.S. Assistance to Fiji (9/25/87) 








Q: What is the level of U.S. assistance to Fiji? 


A: THE U.S. BEGAN BILATERAL ASSISTANCE TO FIJI IN FY-1986, AT 
A LEVEL OF $1.357 MILLION. 


THESE FUNDS WERE PROGRAMMED FOR FINANCING FOREIGN-EXCHANGE 
AND LOCAL COSTS FOR IMPORTING COMMODITIES FOR FIJIAN GOVERNMENT 
AGENCIES AND HOSPITAL SERVICES (COMPUTER ITEMS AND TEACHING 
EQUIPMENT); AND WEATLER SURVEILLANCE SERVICES (RADAR 
EQUIPMENT), INCLUDING EARLY WARNING FOR CYCLONES AND EMERGENCY 
GENERATOR BACK-UP SYSTEMS FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 


FOR FY-1987, $ 1.325 MILLION IN BILATERAL ASSISTANCE WAS 
PROGRAMMED. A DIALOGUE WITH THE GOVERNMENT REGARDING USE OF 
THE FUNDS WAS IN PROGRESS AT THE TIME OF THE COUP IN MAY, 


PRIOR TO FY-1986 FIJI RECEIVED ASSISTANCE SOLELY THROUGH 
THE SOUTH PACIFIC REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM. U.S. 
ASSISTANCE ACCRUING TO FIJI THROUGH THAT PROGRAM IN 
FY-1977-1985 IS JUST OVER $ 5 MILLION. THESE FUNDS WERE SPENT 
PRIMARILY THROUGH PRIVATE VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS AND THE 
ACCELERATED IMPACT PROGRAM, IMPLEMENTED IN PART THROUGH PEACE 
CORPS VOLUNTEERS. ACTIVITIES FINANCED WITH REGIONAL FUNDS 
INCLUDE THOSE IN AGRICULTURE, RURAL AND COMMODITY DEVELOPMENT, 
WOMEN IN DEVELOPMENT, APPROPRIATE TECHNOLOGY AND TRAINING. 





IN ADDITION, IN FY-1986 FIJI RECEIVED JUST OVER § 1 MILLION 
THROUGH THE REGIONAL PROGRAM, WHICH IS PROGRAMMED FOR THE SAME 
KINDS OF ACTIVITIES. ADDITIONAL MONIES NO. INCLUDED IN THIS 
DESCRIPTION CAME FROM CENTRALLY-FUNDED PROGRAMS AND DISASTER 
ASSISTANCE (§$ 40,000 FOR FY-1986). 
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Taken Question: Libya and the Geneva Protoccl (9/25/87) 


Is Libya a signatory to the Geneva Accords banning the use 
of chemical weapons? 

-- Libya is a party to the 1925 Geneva Protocol for the 
Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or 
Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, 
with two reservations: one to the effect that the Protocol 
will cease to be binding upon Libya in regard to enemy 
States whose armed forces or allies do not observe its 
provisions, and the other indicating that adherence to the 
Protocol does not constitute recoonition of or involve 


treaty relations with Israel. Libya “as been a party since 


Dec. 29, 1971. 


Would it be a violation of the Accords if, as alleged in 
the press, Libya has traded mines for chemical weapons from 
Iran? 


-- No. The Geneva Protocol concerns only the use in war of 
"asphyxiating, poisonous or other gases." Shipment of 


chemical warfare agents fom one country to another would 


not in itself violate the Protocol. 











PRESS CONPERENCE 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 


U.S. MISSION TO THE UNITED NATIONS 
NEW YORK CITY 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 1987, 4:55 P.M. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It turns out that the Secretary General 
serves a very good lunch. (Laughter) All five of the 
Poreign Ministers present enjoyed it as did those 
accompanying us. 





We had, among other things, a lengthy discussion of the 
Iran-Iraq war and the relationship to it of Resolution 598, 
We agreed on a statement for the press that the Secretary 
General will issue, and I presume he is in the process of 
putting it out. I don't have copies to pass out, but 
perhaps the best thing I can do is to read it out for you. 


"On September 25, 1987, the Ministers of Foreign Affairs of 
the five permanent members of the Security Council had a 
meeting with the Secretary General of the United Nations, 
Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar. Taking part in the meeting 
were” -- and then it lists cae five members; I won't read 
all their names and titles. You've got that. 


"The goal of the permanent members and of the Security 
Council, as a whole, is to bring an end to the Iran-Iraq 
conflict. The permanent members regard implementation of 
Resolution 598 as the sole basis for a comprehensive, just, 
honorable, and durable settlement of the conflict. 


"The permanent members commend the Secretary General for his 
efforts thus far and give full support to his efforts to 
implement the resolution. 


"The permanent members stated their determination to 
continue to work with each other within the Security 
Council. They will therefore continue to work on ways and 
means to secure full and rapid implementation of Resolution 
598 and, in this context, on further steps to ensure 
compliance with that resolution.” 








That statement will be put out, as agreed, by all five 
countries. I ttrink it is of interest that there was some 
discussion of -- when was it? -- that such a meeting had 
been held before. The Secretary General told us that the 
last time was in 1972, and that they had somehow ceased. 
That before that, he told us, at the time of the General 
Assembly, there usually was such a meeting. I was not aware 
of that. 


At any rate, this was the first one since 1972. We all 
agreed that the tradition of a meeting at this time of year 
ought to be reinstituted and, beyond that, that the 
Secretary General should call for such a meeting on other 
occasions if it were agreed that that would be useful. I 
suppose that's another way of saying that we all found it a 
good exercise to do this, and that was on the basis of a 
luncheon that was not a social luncheon but rather a working 
discussion and exchange, practically from the first course 
beyond dessert. 


So I'll be glad to respond to your questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, reading between the lines of that 
Statement, it sounds as if your desire for a rapid passage 
of an arms embargo seems to be fading. Is that a correct 
reading of those lines? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: What we desire in the United States and 
what I think the others also desire, is an end to the war. 
Or to put it in terms of the Security Council effort, the 
acceptance of Resolution 598 by the parties. That's what we 
want to have happen. 





The Secretary General will continue his work on that. At 
the same time, we will now move forward to make what 
preparations may be needed to look on the compliance side. 
In other words, the possibility of sanctions and an 
embargo. These two things will go forward, in parallel. 


QUESTION: If I can just follow that up. As I understood 
your earlier statements on the arms embargo, you felt that 
it was the most effective, quick way of bringing pressure on 
Iran to stop the war, or, at least, to make it more 
expensive for them to continue fighting the war. 





Have you given up that particular part of the effort? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: On the contrary. The distinct 
possibility -- in fact, probability -- that that will 
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happen, ufhless there is a satisfactory response, is there. 
That is one of the things that the Secretary General has to 
work with in pursuing his efforts. 


QUESTION: Does he have a time deadline, Mr. Secretary? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: He has the notion -- that is in here -- 
that we secure -- the words are -- "full and rapid . 
implementation." Now, by design, "rapid" is not defined, 
and I don't think it's wise to put down some numerical time 
period. But I think that some combination of determination 
and patience is called for and the degree of patience is 
fairly limited. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how does the United States feel 
about a tribunal being appointed that would look at how the 
war began, who provoked whom, who is at fault for starting 
the war? That at the appointment of such a panel 
simultaneously with Iran accepting a de facto ceasefire, how 
does the United States feel about that? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: As you know, in Resolution 598, Point 6 
is -- I'll read it out to you: "Request the Secretary 
General to explore in consultation with Iran and Irag the 
question of entrusting an impartial body with inquiring into 
responsibility for the conflict and to report to the 
Security Council as soon as possible." So, 598 does that. 





And in the Secretary General's report to us, on what he did, 
he issued a formal report. Among other things, he described 
the way he went about bringing that resolution, so to speak, 
to Iran and Iraq. It's a very interesting and ingenious 
plan of implementation. He establishes the notion of D-Day, 
being the day on which a ceasefire with withdrawal takes 
place, and then he identifies a number of other things that 
go with D-Day. Among them is on D-Day, or another date to 
be agreed upon, an impartial body to inquire into 
responsibility for the conflict would start its work. 


So there are various things called for in the resolution. 
Obviously, you don't go anywhere until you have a ceasefire 
with withdrawal. Those things have to stay very firmly 
hooked together. Then there are a whole series of things 
that are called for in the resolution, such as the return of 
prisoners, amnesty, and so on, and this inquiry is one of 
them. 


QUESTION: But I understand that with Resolution -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And we support that. 











QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, but what I'm asking, Tariq ‘Aziz, 
the Iraqi Forei@m Minister -- the Deputy Prime Minister -- 
has just said that Iraq will not accept this whole mechanism 
unless there is a comprehensive ceasefire and unless Iran 
formally accepts Resolution 598. 





Is it the American view that Iran has to accept a 
comprehensive -- not a de facto -- ceasefire of the U.N. 
resolution before this tribunal or panel can be formed and 
begin its work? 





SECF “ARY SHULTZ: Of course. What this says here is -- 
I'l. just read it again -- "The permanent members regard 
implementation of Resolution 598." We didn't say “as 
amended,” or anything of that kind. We support that 
resolution as written; not changed. It says, "As the sole 
basis for a comprehensive, just, honorable, and durable 
settlement of the conflict.” 





So the outcome of this meeting is to support that resolution 
in its entirety. Now, how does the resolution get 
implemented? If both parties accept it, then the 
implementation of it has a lot of work to do. We would, of 
course, expect that to move forward -- all aspects of it -- 
promptly, but you have to start with a ceasefire and 
withdrawal. That's the first tning that happens when this 
resolution is accepted. But a lot of other things can 
Start, too, as the Secretary General's plan suggests, on 
D-Day, or another date if that's agreeable. 


QUESTION: The Secretary General is empowered to negotiate 

conditions and timing for implementation of the resolution? 
How much leeway have the members given him in negotiating, 

bringing this about? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think we all have -- I know -- we all 
have a great deal of confidence in the Secretary General, 
and we told him that in the meeting. We state that in this 
joint statement. 





What that means is that he has the ability, as set out in 
the resolution, to talk with Iran and Iraq about what it 
means, which must have to do with how it will be 
implemented. He works within the confines and with the 
support of the resolution. He doesn't have the ability -- 
he doesn't want the ability -- to change the resolution, and 
none of us will change the resolution at all. 


So he is further energized to work on the implementation of 
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it but also, as the final phrase says, "On further steps to 
ensure compliance with that resolution,” which has to do, of 
course, with the-method that was envisaged in 598 that is 
written in and that has to do with the possibility of an 
arms embargo. 


But what we want -- what we all want, of course -- is that 
the resolution would be accepted by both parties and we 
would then have a creasefire and the subsequent steps that, 
hopefully, would bring about a more stable and peaceful 
situation. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, earlier this week you gave the 
impression that you thought the chances of Iran accepting 
this resolution were rapidly fading if not already dead. 

You seem a little bit more optimistic today. Is that a fair 
characterization, or do you still think it's very doubtful 
that Iran will ultimately accept this? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Opinions among us vary about what Iran is 
likely to do. But I don't think you really advance the ball 
very much by arguing that point too long. You really settle 
the argument, so to speak, by putting as much energy as 
possible into the Secretary General's efforts, on the one 
hand, and making it clear that the resolution, as it was 
written, is firmly supported by all five members and we all 
intend to follow through on it, if that is necessary. We 
would prefer to have it accepted. 





So, I think just what Iran may be up to here, people can 
argue and have different views about. 


But, in the end, the question is, with good strong efforts, 
as there will be, I'm sure, by the Secretary General, in the 
context of the resolution, in the context of this 
reaffirmation by the Foreign Ministers that met, will there 
be acceptance of it, as it may be described in 
implementation by both parties. That's what we would like 
to see. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, twice the United States has set 
what amounts to a deadline, and both of those deadlines have 
passed, and now you're not talking about deadlines any 
longer, and you're hardly even talking about a resolution 
for an arms embargo in the Security Council. Is that a 
setback for you? Are you disappointed? What happened to 
the deadline? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not aware of any deadline. 














QUESTION: You'zse not aware of any? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The objective here has been, right along, 
to try to bring about acceptance of this resolution. It's a 
strong and powerful resolution, and it has two unique 
qualities to it. One is its very strength -- it's 
unprecedented in a matter of this kind to have such a 
powerful resolution -- and the other is the breadth of its 
support. 





Now, Our object is to continue that strength and continue 
that breadth of support to energize the effort to gain 
acceptance for it, but also to have very clearly in place 
the potential steps that will be taken if it doesn't get 
accepted. So I think this is really a pretty good outcome 
as I would see it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on that point about having in 
place the other measures, to what extent in your view is 
there a firm commitment on the part of the permanent members 
of the Security Council to go to these enforcement measures 
if the Secretary General's efforts to do otherwise to get 
agreement by Iran do not bear fruit? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, it's up to each country 
to speak for itself, but all countries have said that under 
-- assuming that they're satisfied that those conditions you 
specified are true, they're prepared to support the 
additional measures, and the question then becomes one of 
being satisfied that all advantage has been taken of the 
potential strength and thrust of this resolution to get both 
parties to comply, and that's what's taking place. And, as 
I said earlier, there are variations in view about -- held 
by the different parties about what Iranian intentions may 
be. I am personally more skeptical than some of the 

others. 





On the other hand, I would love to be proven wrong and to 
have Iran accept this resolution and bring about a 
cease-fire, and I'm ready to do what I can to help bring 
that about. I do think one of the things that will help 
bring that about is the clarity that this res»vlution does 
contain -- that there is an end to the road if that doesn't 
happen. 


QUESTION: If I may follow up, you said that all countries 
have specified that they're ready to move ahead if the 
conditions obtain. We have not heard them specified in 
public. Are you sure in your own mind that they have sent 
that message through in some way? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. I think’ so. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in his statement, Mr. Shevardnadze 
Said that he would be interested in -- or the Soviets would 
be interested in some kind of internationalization of the 
peacekeeping force in the Gulf, a possibility which implies 
at least the possibility of Soviet participation in an 

effort that now is pretty much confined to Western countries. 








Are you prepared to consider that kind of move as a way of 
possibly inducing the Soviets to cooperate in supporting 
your initiative? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This initiative is not our initiative, it 
is the initiative of the Security Council -- 





QUESTION: It's your initiative for enforcement. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and all of the permanent members, and 
we all have subscribed to Resolution 598. It's a joint 
effort, and we have met individually during the course of 
this week, among other times, and then we have met 
collectively, and we have reaffirmed, very strongly, our 
support for this resolution and the follow-on ideas that 
we've been discussing here in this press conference. So it 
is not my resolution; it is the resolution of the Security 
Council. 





Now, as far as the naval forces in the Persian Gulf are 
concerned, those are there as forces designed to prevent 
Iran from intimidation in the Gulf and from interruption by 
means of force of shipping in the Gulf, and we have 
undertaken some particular reponsibilities, as have other 
countries. 


The fact that Iran is actively engaged in military efforts 
to disrupt shipping is unquestionable. And, while nobody 
doubted it before, the photographs of mines on a ship being 
laid -- with the mines being laid in international waters is 
unequivocal evidence of it, even though perhaps you didn't 
need the evidence, but anyway you've got it. 


So that's what those ships are there for. They're not there 
as a peacekeeping force or to interject themselves into the 
Iran-Iraq war -- not at ali. They are there for a specific, 
limited purpose, and I think that our Navy is doing a great 
job of it, and it's also very welcome as far as we're 
concerned that other countries who have expressed their 
support verbally are also expressing it in terms of ships 




















present. In other words, they agree and put their own ships 
there. They agree on the importance of this mission that 
our Navy is undertaking, but it is not a military force 
designed to, in some way, inject itself into the Iran-Iraq 
war. Quite to the contrary. 


QUESTION: Would the Soviets be one of those countries which 
are welcome to put their ships there? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they have their ships there -- some. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, from your statement and the 
statement you read, it's not quite clear precisely what the 
Secretary General is supposed to do now to see that 
Resolution 598 is implemented and precisely what conditions 
have to develop before all five members are prepared to go 
to the next step on sanctions. Can you elaborate on that a 
bit? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think he has perhaps a little better -- 
little tool kit to use as a mediator, and as one who has 
occasionally plied that trade -- I don't want to open up his 
tool kit and display it to you. That's for him to use, 

But, obviously, a major element in the picture here is the 
reaffirmed strength of support for 598 as written. 





I think one of the things we have seen is an effort to 
change 598, and nobody was willing to entertain that idea at 
all, and that is reaffirmed here, very strongly, as a result 
of a meeting of the five permanent members. So that 
strength of conviction in the light of the events that have 
taken place is an important element for the Secretary 
General, and, as I have said before, the very clear 
statement here about further steps to ensure compliance with 
that resolution is another element in the picture that I 
think should be helpful. 


But there are some things in his kit bag having to do with 
implementation that it seems to me he can properly work 
with, and it may help him get somewhere; it may not. I hope 
it does, because that would bring us the result we seek. 
We're not seeking sanctions; we're seeking that this 
resolution be accepted and a ceasefire come about -- that's 
the object -- and we are talking about means to that end and 
a possible escalation of means, so to speak, and I do think 
that if it does come to a full-scale arms embargo, that that 
will be a very -- not totally effective, but it will be a 
very important element in the picture; and it's the kind of 
element that a good mediator can point to effectively. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you haven't set a deadline, but 
it's been two months since 598 was passed. Would you be 
happy if it was two more months, or are you really talking 
about days, weeks? Can you at least give us some vague idea? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I really don't want to. I just am glad 
to see in this statement the word “rapid” -- 





QUESTION: You said “immediately” in the resolution. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and I think it is best to leave it at 
that, and I'm not in any -- I don't want to try to pin it 
down, and I'm not in any position to pin it down, because we 
didn't try to be highly specific about it. 





QUESTION: May I follow up? What inducement, then, is there 
for Iran to do anything then? They spent two months, as you 
put it before, waffling. Why not waffle on? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: A lot has happened in these two months. 
This resolution has been put out. It has been looked at by 
both parties. There has emerged greater strength of 
conviction as evidenced in the Gulf. The clarity in 
identification of Iran as a country that has mined 
international waters and denied it in the face of the 
evidence helps, I believe, to give strength to this 
picture. The Iragis have basically accepted this 
resolution. The Iranians haven't, although they have said 
some positive things along with all of the other things that 
they have said. 





So it's a question that I think is a debatable question 
whether the wise course for the Security Council at this 
point would be to blow the whistle and to say, "That's the 
end of our efforts to seek implementation. We're just going 
to go for the sanctions, or whether under these 
circumstances and with the strength of conviction that's 
represented here, we want to basically focus, on the one 
hand, in the Security Council on examining and getting ready 
what might be needed to implement the second resolution 
while energizing the Secretary General to push ahead and see 
if he can't bring about a satisfactory resolution.”® 


And, as I said, people's appraisals of the situation varied 
somewhat -- not too widely -- and it was the collective 
judgment of the five Poreign Ministers that we should follow 
this course, which is a strong course, and I think has, 
beyond the words, the important attribute that all five of 
us stand behind it, and it seems to me that that does carry 
a certain amount of weight. 
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(ON THE RCCORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 
have one announcement 


Ihe Secretary has designated the Senior Foreign 
Service Officer in the [0 Bureau, Deputy Assistant Secretary 
N. Shaw Smith, as Acting Assistant Secretary for International 
Organizations Affairs Deputy Assistant Secretary Dennis 
Goodman, Deputy Assistant Secretary Sandra Vogelgesang, and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary Laura Genero will continue in their 
present positions 


No other personnel changes are foreseen The process 
for selecting the new permanent Assistant Secretary will be 
accelerated in an effort to make the selection as soon as 
possible 


The change in management of the I0 Bureau does not 
represent any change in our policies We support the U.N. but 
will continue to press for the necessary administrative and 
budgetary reform 


Now I'll be happy to take your questions 


Q On that, has Mr. Keyes already left? 


4 Yes It is my understanding that Friday was his 
last day in the Department 


Q Because my recollection is in his letter of 
resignation he said that he was resigning effective November 


ird 


A I remember that, too All I can tell you is that 
it is my understanding that Friday was his last day here 


Q Was he asked to leave earlier than --? 


A I don't have any details on that 
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Q On another subject, 62 members of the Senate have 
sert the State Department a letter asking the State Department 
to not go ahead with an arms sale to Saudi Arabia. 


One, has a letter been received, and has a decision 
been made on that sale? 


A I'm not aware that the letter has been received, 
but it could have come in. [ don't really have anything 
further to report than what we had said about the possibility 
of an arms sale to Saudi Arabia. Earlier we said that -- you 
know, we were discussing and consulting with Congress on the 
matter, and no decisions had been made 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything about a Russian 
scholar who is having a problem getting a visa, the story that 
was in the morning New York newspaper this morning? 


He wants to go to Buffalo. You wouldn't stop anybody 
from going to Buffalo, would you? (Laughter) It doesn't get 
that many tourists (Laughter) 


6 Our information is that Anatoly Glinkin and 
Viktor Volskiy applied in Moscow for visas to attend the Third 
Congress of the International Federation of Latin American and 
Caribbean Studies at SUNY - Buffalo 


Dr. Glinkin's application was approved and the visa 
was issued. Our Embassy in Moscow informed the Soviet Foreign 
Ministry on September 18th that there was insufficient time to 
complete the processing of Dr. Volskiy's visa application 
before his anticipated departure 


Or. Volskiy was also found ineligible to enter the 
United States under Section 212(a)29 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 


Q What is that -- what was his infraction that 
makes him unworthy? 


A I don't have these specifics on what his 
infraction or what the 


Q Rationale 


A basis of it was Section 212(a)29 of the INA 
states that the grounds of ineligibility include engaging in 
activities which would be prohibited by the laws of the U.S 
relatine to espionage, sabotage, public disorder, or other 
activities subversive to the national security 














Monday, 9/28/87 


Q Okay, that “other", of course, is the catchall 
It could be he's a heavy smoker, or something, [I mean. Going 
from espionage to other activities covers it. 


A Yes.- But [ just have nothing specific. 

Q All right Well, according to this story, 
though, the State Departinent maybe is having second thoughts 
about it They are reviewing records to determine why he can't 
have a visa. You make it sound as if it's foreclosed, he's 
just not going to get one, right? 


A Well, yes That's the information that I have, 
that he was found ineligible Yes? 


Q One last thing. 

A Yes 

Q How does this square, perhaps, with the 
Secretary's view that people should be able to travel freely 


and come and go as they like? 


A I don't think there is any contradiction We are 


a nation of laws, and when various thiisgs are prohibited by 
law, then there is no choice Yes? 


Q Does the Department have any comment on the 
reports that the United States Government, with Saudi 
assistance and funding, caused a car bomb to explode in Beirut, 
Lebanon, as reported in Bob Woodward's book? 

a) No, we don't have any comment on that story 


Q How about some of the other reports in Mr 
Woodward's book? 


m No, we just don't -- 

Q Do you have any of the long list there? 

2) No, sorry Can't help you 

Q On another subject, there were reports over the 
weekend that some of the L[ranian sailors who were captured 
aboard the ship that was allegedly laying mines did not really 


want to go back to Iran 


Could you clarify this situation for us? 
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A I think that there was guidance that was issued 
over the weekend that clarified it When the Iranian sailors 
that were on the Raleigh were still under the control of the 
United States, we told them exactly what was going to happen, 
that they were going to be sent to Iran for repatriation -- 
excuse me, to Oman for repatriation to Iran. None of them 
objected, and the transfer was carried out. 


Q Well, there were reports that the State 
Department was very anxious not to have any of these officials 
remain, and that the U.S. Ambassador to one of the countries 
concerned thought that they should have a chance to stay if 
they want. [Is that true? 


A Well, I think that there was some confusion, but 
it is my understanding that Ambassador Zakhem's reported 
remarks were inaccurate, and what we stan’ by on that situation 
is what we had said earlier, that we had explained the 
procedure that would happen to these Iranian soldiers in the 
transfer. They did not object, and the transfer was carried 
out with an International Committee for the Red Cross observer 
at hand. 


Q If they had objected, if one of them or two of 
them or more of them had objected, would they have been allowed 
to remain? 


A We don't ever speculate on issues, “what if," 
“what had happened." Certainly our procedures for political 
asylum are well established But we just ere not going to 
speculate 


Q Phyllis, to follow up on that -- 
is) Yes 
Q ~~ did they have access to any U.S. Immigration 


or State Department official during that, or was it strictly 
U.S. military? 

a) On the Raleigh, it's my understanding that there 
were no State Department officials there, that it was handled 
by the U.S. military 


Q And no Immigration, either, Immigration people? 
[ mean, how could they, if they had wanted to -- 


4 Well, we wouldn't normally 


Q [f they had wanted to exercise their asylum 
rights, how could they have done that? What could they have 
done? 
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a) Well, the assumption is, of course, that they 
could have told somebody that they were objecting to the 
process of -- that was explained to them what would come about. 

Q Phyllis, could you clarify or explain the story 


in The Washington Post front page about the increase in the 
United States buying oil from Iran? 


A Let me point out, in the beginning, that there 
has been no decision to buy more oil from Iran. There are no 
restrictions on imports of [Iranian oil. Department of Commerce 
Statistics do indicate that there has been an increase of U.S 
imports of Iranian oil over the past months. U.S. companies 
are buying this because the oil is cheaper on the European spot 
market. [ would refer you to the Commerce Department for more 


information concerning these figures 


Q From a political standpoint, Phyllis, don't you 
think that this is contrary to all this atmosphere that you're 
trying to impose sanctions or not impose sanctions and all of 
this leverage that you're trying to put on Iran to try to abide 
by international rules? 


Q I'm not commenting or speculating on the policy 
of it [I'm giving you the situation as it exists according to 
U.S law 

Q Well, can you possibly -- can the State 


Department make itself clear on this matter, because it -- 
a Well - 


Q has a lot of political implications in the 
Middle East 


“ We have simply stated before, and let me state 
again, that the whole question of trade with [ran is under 
review I just have nothing further on it 

Q Phyllis, the whole question of trade with Iran 
nas been under review for several months, perhaps even a year 
How does the process work, and when does it stop being under 
review and when is a decision made -- or is there such 
difficulty in making this decision and division within the 
Administration? 

i. I don't think yo! need to read any political 
implications in this [t obviously works slowly These issues 
are complex, that people want to siudy them in all of their 
implications But [ just have nothing further to help in any 


way on the reasons for the slowness of looking at the question 
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Q Some questions on Fiji. please, just beyond what 
was said Friday. 


The coup leaders now are calling for a Republic. Does 
the U.S. have any comment on that or on the latest developments 
in Fiji? 


- The situation in Fiji remains quiet but tense. 
We have seen press reports that Colonel Rabuka intends to 
declare Fiji a Republic in the near future, but we have no 
official confirmation of those reports. 


In our view, the form the Government of Fiji 
eventually takes is less important than that it be broadly 
based and protective of the rights of all of Fiji's people 
The efforts of the Governor-General, supported by former Prime 
Ministers Mara and Bavadra, seemed to be moving in that 
direction before last week's coup. We support those efforts 
and hope that reasonable leaders in Fiji will continue to work 
for that outcome. 


Q There's another report that Fiji purchased two 
patrol boats from the U.S. and wants to buy more. What sort of 
military purchases has Fiji made from the U.S. in recent months? 


This is since the first coup, according to those 
reports. 


4 I'm sorry, I just don't have anything for you I 
think it would be unlikely, but let us take a look at that 


Q 0O.K I'd like to ask about South Africa, but do 
you want to wait -- any more on Fiji? 

Q No. 

Q Thank you 

Q Has the U.S. made its decision yet on sanctions, 


and can you give us any preview of the Secretary's speech? 


a) Sorry, I can't help you with either one of 
those. The Secretary is making a speech, as you know, tomorrow 
night on South Africa; and I think that we'll wait till then to 
see what he says 


Q Phyllis, the Deputy Foreign Minister of North 
Korea says North Korea has reduced its military forces by 30- 
to 40-thousand men in the last two months -- part of a 


100,000-man voluntary reduction Does the United States 
believe that this is actually taking place, and what is its 
viewpoint on it? 
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a) The DPRK's announced troop reductions remain 
unverified. It offers no on-site verification. Disparities 
between North Korean figures and our own are significant. The 


North insists that its troop strength is only 430,000. We 
estimate total North Korean military strength in excess of 
800,000 troops 


The U.S. is firmly committed to the reduction of 
tensions in Korea. [The U.N. Military Armistice Commission has 
proposed measures, such as exchanging observes and Giving prior 
notification of military exercises, to achieve greater mutual 
confidence The North has rejected all of these, urging 
instead large steps in the military field that are now 
impractical 


The key to reducing tensions is bilateral small éteps 
by the North and South, particularly in non-military areas -- 
such as an exchange of family members, trade, etc. --— that will 
Start to build confidence and trust 


The Republic of Korea has repeatedly called for a 
bilateral Foreign Ministers meeting with an open agenda to 


discuss all issues of importance to both sides, including troop 
reductions Up to now, the North has refused the offer 

Q In the beginning of your statement you point out 
that it's unverified In the past, the United States 
Government has not been reluctant -- using its own, we'll call 
them, national technical means to come up with estimates of 
North Korean troop sirength, even though there were no 


inspectors or ariything like that admitted there to do that 


From what U.S. agencies or the U.S. Government knows, 
is there an actual demobilization of some degree that is going 
on in North Korea or not? 


a) I don't really have anything to help on whether 
there, you know, is or isn't a reduction I've given you today 
what is our best estimate of what the troop strength is and 
Simply have tried to point out the disparitir between what 


they say and what our estimates are 


Q Well, could you 
A Yes 
Q -- take the 
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Q -- question as to whether or not there's any 
indication, from what the U.S. knows, that they're actually 
reducing or not reducing? 


. Let me see if we can find out anything on that 
for you 


Q Phyllis, maybe one way would be if your 800,000 
is a reduction from a previous estimate 


A Well, I'll have to get some more -~ let me check 
on that, of how long we've held to that figure 


Q New mines apparently have required the closing of 
one of the shipping lanes in the Gulf Do you have any -- 

Q No I've seen those 

Q ~- update or -- 

2) - press reports too, But I just don't have any 


further information on that 


Q Nothing new on the Gulf? 

2) No 

Y Any readout today on Crocker meetinas last week 
regarding Angola? Anything new in the ituat 

e No We posted an answer 

Q Right 

A that ne met the one Gay and that he has 


returned to the United States 
Q Will he give us a briefing? 


A I understand now that he's at the U.N.., or will 


be tomorrow, so I think that's a little difficult 


Q O.K And are we going to be able to get a copy 
of the Secretary's speech tomorrow during the day ? 
A Let us check on that Very otten those are 


available with an embargo time 
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Q O.K., great; thank you 

Q Does the State Department have any comment on Mr 
Shamir's condition for the United States to sell arms to the 
Arabs -~ according to the story in The Wall Street Journal, the 
interview with him? 

A No 

Q He said that it has to go together with Israel's 
intention for peace - or something like that Do you have any 
comment ? 

4 No, I] don’t have any comment on that 

Q The Iranians have reportedly executed Mehdi 
Hashem) I wonder if you have any comment on that 

¢) No. [ don r nave any { mnent on that 

Q This man wa sFUPpPOose d] y sort of a liaison to 
pro-lranian groups in sbanon and other piaces SO you don't 
see this as any move with regard to Iran and terrorism, you 
know? 
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PRESS SRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S BILATERALS 
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, (987, (2135 P. M. 


MR. REOMAN: First, Let me begin with one other very 
brief announcement before I turn to the meetings of the 
morning. That is, that the Secretary of Stete will visit 
the Middle East in October prior to his previously aennounced 
trip to Moscow. Further details on the dates and places of 
the Secretary's {itinerary will be announced later, but I say 
that now so that you'll know thet three or four days prior 
to that trip, we're going to be in a different region. 





. But all the seme trip == all in the seme trip? 

A For nim it will be the seme trip. Yes. 

Q Will he go directly from the Mideast to Moscow? 

A The Secretary will be proceeding directly from 
the Mideast to Moscow. 

Q You don't have a rundown? 

a i don't have #® rundown at this particuler 


point. I can fix one day, October (8. He will be in Israel 
on that dey in connection with the conferral of honorary 
degrees from the Weitzman Institute and Tel Aviv Unfveraity. 
He does plan to see other regtionel leaders, either here in 
New York or on the telephone. He has been in touch with 
people such a8 Prime Minister Shamir and Foreign Minister 
Peres, President Mubarak, King Nussein, but I give you thet 
vy wey of @ Little preliminary ineight as to the kind of 
people we're talking to now. 


Q Is @e visit to Syria possidie? 

A Beyond thet, I just don't have any other details 
as to whet ‘tineraery will finally shepe up. 

- He's going to see the Syrian Foreign Minister 
this week? 


A Yes. That's tomorrow. 








ACRMUA icLeEUVUP i Ce @eJ a ’ I~<2S = , .- Mm, = 








-l- Mondey, 9/28/8; ‘ 


a Is that going to be a possible visit then? 


A As I say, I've told you everything I can at this 
point on the trip. Okay? 


oa Do you have some language as to the purpose? 
Peace process? 


A I think to best characterize it, I'd say it's 
been « long time since the Secretary's been to the region; 
thet a number of leaders have urged him to come to talk over 
the situation. This is an opportunity to do that on the way 
to Moscow. Of course, the peace process will certainly be 
one of the topics and, furthermore, the Middle East is 
alweys one of the topics on our agenda with the Soviets, so 
there are a number of reasons for this trio at this time, 


< Specificaliy, heightened interest in an 
international peace conference? DOoces that coe {nto play? 


A I think I just characterized it in what I think 
is @ very accurete wey, 80 if you take it in the sense thet 
I just geve it to you, you will have it in its true spirit. 


. What were the dates again of the Moscow trip? 
A The dates in Moscow are Thursday and Friday, the 


22nd and 23rd. So in the next few days we should be able to 
provide some more deteiis es to how this will shape up. 


. Do you know when his Lest trip wes? 

’ Oh, I'm sure your colleagues cen provide thet 
for you in me time et ell. I don't have it on the top of ay 
heed. 

Q He's never been to lereel\, 

A Let me go over the morning wseetings. The firet 


meeting was with the Foreign Minfster of Uruguay, Mr. 
Iglestes. In general terms, the Secretary stressed our 
strong support for the success of the transition to 
democracy thet has taken place tn Uruguay and our support 
for the consolidation of the democratic process thet 
continues. Me also expressed our satisfaction with the 
excellent economic programs of the Uruguayan Government and 
for their success. There was @ brief discussion of 
U.S.-Soviet relations based on the Secretary's recent 
meetings, and the fact that I believe Foreign Minister 
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Shevardnedze has Uruguay «s one of the stops on his trip 
lLeter on. 


There wee @ review of the reg onal situation, 
covering the South American situation. There was @ 
discussion of the debt problem and @ discussion of Centrel 
America. And in that sense, I suppose the most ‘important 
point was the Secretary's highlighting of the fact that 
among the problems to be resolved, the issue of @ ceasefire 
in Nicerague {8 one thet seems to be Lagging, and that for 
our pert we agree with President Arias who has said that 
this is not something that can be declared unileterally, but 
rather needs to be negotiated in some way with those who are 
fighting on the other side, the democratic resistence. 


Moving on to Argentina, there Foreign Minister Caputo 
was al80 accompanied by the Finance Minister, Juan 
Sourouille. The lest neme is S-orusr-o-u-i-l-“l*e. Again, 
in general terms, the Secretary expressed strong support for 
Argentine democracy as well a8 our deep respect for 
President Alfonsin and also in speaking of the recent 
elections that took place in Argentina, the Secretary noted 
that again here was @ demonstration of the strength of 
Argentine democracy and thet free anc fair elections have 
taken plece. 


In more specific terms, Central America was 
discussed, egein the major point being the one made by the 
Secretary agein concerning the necessity to get on with 
ceasefire negotiations in Nicerague. And then a goodly 
portion of the meeting was taken up by the Foreign Bintster 
and the Finence Minister describing, in some detail, the 
political situation in Argentine todey as well as the 
economic situetion, so thet Secretary got @ very full and 
complete cundown of what's going on and whet the olans are 
for the future. 


The next meeting was with the Selvedoran Foreign 
Minister, Acevedo. Again -- end this is @ nice thing to do 
since democrecy seens to be on the move =~ the Secretary was 
again able to stress our continuing support for the 
democratic process in Selvedor, 


The two Ministers previewed the October (4 State 
visit of President duerte. We Look forward to that visit 
very much. The Secretary noted the support in the United 
States for President Suerte is very high end it's bipartisen 
in ite neture. 


There wes discussion of developments in Central 
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America in terms of implementation of Guatemala Agreement. 
The Secretary sade the point, as he made generally, that we 
want to see this agreement succeed. We want to see it 
work, And, a8 we look at the process that's unfolding, 
again, he pointed out that this Lagging behind of ceasefire 
negotiations in Nicereguae is the area he would pick out as 
one of the most {important today. 


He noted that while the Resistance, for their part, 
are ready to participate, they have made that decision end 
announced it in such negotiations on @ ceasefire in 
Nicaragua; that, by comparison, with what President Duarte 
has done in El Salvedor, where he has announced == and «a 
meeting has been arranged for October & between the 
government and the FMLN for direct negotiations on the 
question of a ceasefire. 


Also, one other point I might mention is that 
Ambassdor Busby who, as you know, is our special coordinator 
for Central America, will again be going to the region 
beginning Wednesday of this week to visit with the four 
Central American democracies. That's at least his third if 
not his fourth trip to the region since he took over. 


And, finally, on the economic front, there wes @ 
brief discussion of the economic situation in El Salvador, 
and the Secretary stressed the need for the continuing 
reform of economic policy. 


Then we met with the Costa Rican Foreign Minister, 
Mr. Medrigal. He began with @ brief review of the visit of 
President Arias to the United States which he cherecterized 
as positive. Then there was @ discussion of the Central 
American peace process along much the same lines that I have 
described in these previous meetings. Mr. Madrigal agreed, 
agein, as President Aries hes publicly, thet @ unilateral 
ceasefire is not the answer; that a ceasefire needs to be 
negotiated end thet they intend to continue to {neist on 
thet. 


And then the last meeting of the morning was with the 
Chilean Foreign Minister, Mr. Garcia. And, there, by way of 
generel points again, the Secretary emphasized strongly the 
need to create an atmosphere in Chile which would be 
conducive to the democrectic process, a8 well as the need to 
take specific steps in that context of bringing democracy 
about. He also emphasized the need to resolve some of these 
special cases of human rights interest to the United States. 


The Minister, on the question of those human rights 
cases, said thet they were well aware of those cases and 
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that they were also very concerned about them. In talking 
about the democratic process, he noted the continuing 
expansion of the political debate in Chile. He assured the 
Secretary that the Chilean Government intended to take steps 
that would make the atmosphere conducive to leading to & 
full transition to democracy, and that the elections would 
be conducted fairly. 


Those {ssues really consumed the majority of the time 
available. There wes a brief discussion of the economic 
situation where Chile seems to be doing quite good. 


Questions? 


Q Was anything seid about whether the «= 
especially, the meeting with the two Central American 
Ministers, would they have any sign that there is progress 
being made, at least, on the issue of getting the Archbishop 
of Nicerague -~ the Cardinal of Nicaragua -- to act in e@ 
dialogue, #8 en expeditor? 


7 There was nothing that I could qualify as an 
indication of progress. That is one of the courses that has 
been suggested and worked on by some of the Central American 
countries, but there hes yet == seems to be no sign thet 
the Sandinista Government is prepared to take thet up. 


a Did Minister Madrigal call for an end to U.S. 
aid to the contres? 


a No. 


< He aid? 


‘ No. It wes not brought up. 

Q Theat subject wasn't discussed? 

. It didn't come up. 

a Aid to the contres? 

A NO. 

4 Did the Argentinians talk about the Malvinas 


situation? It hes been seid thet the United States is @ 
kind of a medietor between Great Britain and Argentinia tn 
fishery things in the Malvinas. Did they talk about thet? 
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A That subject did not come up in this discussion. 


a The UNESCO top job hes been discussed? 


A The UNESCO top job? No. It did not come up. 

Q Did they talk about the Falkland Islands? 

a No. You mean, if they didn't talk sbout the 
Malvinas, maybe they talked ebout the Falklands? 

P) I wanted to make sure that you knew wheat she wes 
talking ebout. 

7 I'a sorry. Anything else? Carol? 

< This is ebout the Gulf. There have been reports 


thet the U.S. may be planning pre-emptive strikes against 
Iranian gun boete? 


A Don't have anything on that one. 


= Wheat wes the neture of the discussions ebout the 
steps that the Nicaraguan Government has taken toward 
complying with the peace plan? 


A Nothing in great detail. I think the generel 
tone {s thet, a8 you've heard expressed before, thet people 
are still looking very closely at this to see how durable, 
how Lasting, how serious these steps, taken so far, will 
be. But, secondly, es I've tried to get through in ay 
rundown of these various wseetings, the one point thet does 
seen to be lagging noticeably behind in this whole effort is 
the ceasefire negotiation in Nicaragua. 


+ Does the Secretary have any thoughts at all 
about the disclosure over the weekend concerning the 
activities of William Casey? 

a No. 


a Thank you. 


(Prese briefing concluded (2:50 p.m.) 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S BILATERALS 
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1987, 5:30 P.M. 


MR. REDMAN: First, concerning tomorrow's schedule, 
there will be a BACKGROUND briefing here at 3:00 p.m. by 
Chet Crocker. As I say, however, it will be ON BACKGROID. 
He'll] give you a little preview of the Secretary's speech to 
be delivered tomorrow night. I'm told that by thet time, at 
the latest, there will be embargoed copies of the speech 
text availeble, both here and in Washington, I think. My 
thought would be to embargo that until about 5:30. Is that 
s00n enough for the networks, to the extent you want to use 
it? I'd rather make it a little later, but if you need it 
by 5:30, we can do that. 


Q Five-thirty or 6:00. 

A Six o'clock alright? 

Q Five-thirty is better. 

2 Five-thirty is better? Alright, 5:30 it is 


then. His speech will actually be delivered at about 7:00 
— 7:10, something like that. 


0 Three p.m. 


Lh The BACKGROUNDER is here at 3:00 p.m. by Chet 
Crocker. 


On tomorrow's meetings: 9:15, Foreign Minister of 
Bahrain; 10:00, Foreign Minister of Iraq; 11:15, President 
Gemayel of Lebanon; 12:15, Foreign Minister of Bangladesh; 
2:15, Minister for External Affairs of India; 3:00, Deputy 
Prime Minister and Foreign Minister of Kuwait; 4:00, Foreign 
Minister of Egypt; 5:00, Foreign Minister of Syria; and 6:30 
is the beginning of the Business Council for International 
Understanding affair at the Waldorf Hotel. 


Q Is there a Q and A on that? 


a No. 
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STAFF: Yes. 


MR. REDMAN: Is there? I'm sorry. I stand 
corrected. There is a Q and A. I think it's a setup where 
they take questions on cards from the audience, and there 
will be a moderator who sorts through them and poses 
questions. 


©) Will it be by Dan Rather? 

4 Dan Rather, I believe, is the card holder. 
Q Is there a real speaking time? 

- 7:10 to 7:15. 

Q Is there arrang2uents for us to cover that? 


zB There is certainly press coverage, but stay in 
touch with Judy. She can tell you all about that. 


One other thing. We're stili working on the 
Secretary's remarks for this evening, so stay in touch with 
the Press Room. When those are available, they will be made 
available in the Press Room up here. I presume that will be 
tonight, within an hour or so, hopefully. 


Q Within an hour from now? 
- I would hope so. 


In putting out the schedule for today, you have 
all the Spanish names backwards. 


oa Oh, really? Take a note of that. 


Moving right along, and I will try to be fast here. 
In the afternoon, in the meeting with the Mexican Foreign 
Minister, Mr. Sepulveda, we touched on a number of subjects 
—— U.8.-Soviet relations, some bilateral issues. Mr. 
Sepulveda gave the Secretary a brief rundown of where the 
Mexican political process stands and how that is expected to 
develop, and then there was also an exchange on the Central 
American situation where both expressed their appreciation 
of the process and how it's working. There are a number of 
differences in those appreciations. 


But, to go back to the major point that I made this 
morning, and giving a rundown on the morning meetings, it's 
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the same point that the Secretary made this afternoon, and 
that is that the model that President Duarte is following in 
El Salvador, of negotiating with the FMLN on a ceasefire, is 
the model that we need to see followed in Nicaragua because 
that's the only way we're going to get a ceasefire -- 
through a negotiatec process. 


Then, we had Peru. There, both sides agreed that we 
have been making progress in our bilateral relationship. 
It's been steadily improving and that both agreed that we 
ought to continue to work to develop it even further. 


The Secretary complimented Foreign Minister Wagner on 
the efforts that his country has made in both the fight 
against trafficking and the fight against terrorism. Both 
men agreed that, particularly in the fight against drug 
trafficking, that the answer is international cooperation 
and both agreed that we ought to try to do more of that. 


We had a meeting then with the Prime Minister of 
Trinidad and Tobago. Again, that was a very cordial 
meeting. It was the first time that the Secretary had met 
with the Prime Minister. The Prime Minister gave a very 
good overview in quite some detail of the economic and 
political situation of Trinidad and Tobago. 


Again, the question of cooperation against drug 
trafficking figured prominently. Both sides agreed that we 
ought to look toward more cooperation in this area of 
particular interest. 


The Secretary noted that he was very pleased with the 
relationship with Trinidad and Tobago and the positive turn 
that it has taken in the recent past and our desire to see 
that continue. 


Then we met with the Foreign Minister of Greece, Mr. 
Papoulias. Again, it was a very cordial meeting and the 
same kind of good atmosphere that was present at the time 
the Foreign Minister visited Washington in November last 
year. 


The Ministers both agreed that the step-by-step 
process that we have been pursuing has moved along 
successfully, and they both likewise agreed that we ought to 
continue to keep it moving and make sure that that progress 
continues on into the future. 


A lot of the discussions focused on the procedural 
aspects of the negotiation on United States bases in Greece 
which will get underway in the very near future. 
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I think I would, in the most general terms, say that 
both agreed that we want to approach these negotiations in a 
very constructive and positive manner, and that both assured 
each other that that's what they intended to do. 


Geluxen And, finally, we just finished meeting with the 

t+ syen Foreign Minister. There the discussion was largely 
in the economic and financial field. The Secretary 
complimented the Bolivian Minister on the very excellent 
economic program that the Bolivian Government has 
undertaken, and which we have worked to support by being 
Bolivia's largest aid donor -- some $67 million in the 
current fiscal year and $81 million programmed in Fiscal ‘88. 


There was also again discussion of the drug 
trafficking/narcotics issue which the Minister described as 
the number one priority of his government, and again both 
men agreed that we would welcome further cooperation in 
combatting this problen. 


Questions? 


Q Chuck, on that last one, what was the U.S. aid 
that was cut off? 


2 I don't have that particular detail. That was 
a very small portion of our aid, and their -—- 


Q That wasn't discussed? 


oa No. That was not discussed. Not to say that 
both sides aren't aware of that, but I think we both 
understand why that happened. 


Q I understand the Nicaraguan Vice Foreign 
Minister is attending the dinner tonight. Now, one of your 
colleagues just told me that he understands that one of the 
Contras leaders, Aristedes Sanchez, plans to attend the 
dinner as well. Do you -- can you answer that one way or 
the other? 


Pa Yes. Yes. 


Q Both Contras and the Nicaraguans will be there? 


2 The Secretary invited a wide range of people 
from the government, from left to right, from public sector, 
and various people have accepted. In the case of the 
Latin/Caribbean/South American representation, it's always 
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been the practice that we invite everyone with whom we have 
diplomatic relations throughout the region. 


Q Could we get a readout afterwards, because the 
Nicaraguan Vice Foreign Minister doesn't think the Contras 
are going to be there. 


A Sure. 

Q Both have accepted? 

om My understanding is that both have accepted. 
Q Who is accepting for the Contras? 

A Mr. Sanchez. 

Q Anybody else? 

a That's the only one I know of. 

Q And Cuba is not -- 

= We don't have diplomatic relations with Cuba. 


Q We are from Chile, and we want to Know about 
your meeting with the Chilean Foreign Minister in the 
morning. We were not at work. 


Z I covered that. 
Cc a this morning -- 


If someone could perhaps dig 
out the transcript of what I sai 
Q Do you think you can again, because we have our 
proper records -—- 


Z The probiem is I don't really have my notes 
with me any longer from that meeting, and so I‘m not sure I 
can -- with all the meetings I've been through today, that I 


could recreate that off the top of my head. I'‘m sorry. I 
just don't want to do it, because I‘m afraid I'll mix it up 
with some other country. 


Q Just a little sentence? 
Q Where's the boat going? 
2 It's going to sail around Manhettan. I don't 


know exactly where. 


So there's no way to get out once you're 
there? (Laughter) 
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Q You can swim. 

om Do you have a question? 

Q Yes. There is, supposedly, an NBC report once 
again dredging up that Gorbachev was poisoned by two 
Lithuanian or Latvian freedom fighters -- food poisoning, 


and he's suffering from symptoms similar to cholera which 
would be dehydration, and all. I mean, it goes on and on. 
Does the U.S. Government have any knowledge of Gorbachev's 
health? 


Z I just don't have anything to offer on that. 


Q You don't have anything to offer. Do you have 
any Knowledce? 

A Well, that's the kind of thing I never go inic 
publicly, and that's neither by way of confirming or 
denying. It's just not the kind of question I'm prepared to 
address in this forum. 


Q Does the Secretary have the expectation of 
meeting with the General Secretary when he's in Moscow? 


A I believe that will happen, yes. 


Anything else? 


Q When are you going to brief tomorrow, Chuck? 

a 2:00 o'clock, 12:30, 12:00 o'clock. 

Q Chuck, can I just ask one more? 

Ps Well, I'll try to do it as soon as I can after 


12:00 o'clock, although it's... 

Q There's a 12:45 meeting. 

if That's a very brief one. So probably about 
12:30. So stay in touch with the Press Office, and I'll try 
to pin that down a little more. 

Q How much discussion was there of U.S. aid to 
the Contras in any of these meetings, today? Was it a minor 
item or -- 


oa I don't know that there was any discussion of 
it in any meeting, and I was in on them. 


Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:44 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have several brief announcements. 


First of all, a reminder that the Secretary will 
address the Business Council for International Understanding on 
the subject of South Africa at approximately 7 p.m. tonight at 
the Waldorf Hotel, the Starlight Roof. Please stay in touch 
with the Press Office for an embargoed text, which we expect 
about mid-afternoon. 


Q Would that also be given out in New York? 

4 Yes. 

At 2:30 today, there will be an ON-THE-RECORD press 
briefing in conjunction with the release of the Department's 


report entitled, "Soviet Influence Activities -— A Report on 
Active Measures and Propaganda, 1986 to 1987." This will be 


Given by Dr. Kathleen Bailey. This report details campaigns to 
discredit the U.S. and its policies through disinformation and 
the use of front groups. 


Also, a pamphlet entitled “Nicaragua's Interior 
Ministry - Instrument of Political Consolidation" is being 
released today by the Bureau of Inter-American Affairs. The 
report provides a look at the governmental institution 
responsible for internal political intelligence, security, 
censorship, and national telephone and postal systems 
propaganda in the penal system. The Interior Ministry has 
played a central role in consolidating and institutionalizing 
Sandinista power within Nicaragua since the 1979 revolution. 
This will be available in the Press Office. 


- 


Now I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Sorry. On the 2:30 briefing -- 
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a Yes. 


-- about the Soviet -- is there some document 
with that as well? 





4 Yes. I said that there was a report -- 

Q Sorry. 

“ -- that is released, and then she will be able to 
answer questions about it. 

Q Is it available now or at the briefing? 

A Let's see if we can't get it down a little early 


so you'll have a chance to go through it. 


Q Phyllis, {I don't know if you saw the editorial in 
today's Wall Street Journal about the [Iranian seamen. One of 
the questions we didn't ask you yesterday: Were the seamen 
interviewed individually? Did they have a chance in seclusion 
to express their preference? 





a) Let me just say I did see the editorial. 


[I really don't have anything further to add than 
beyond what we said yesterday about the incident. For the 
operational details or for Further details, ['d refer you to 
the Pentagon. 


Q You don't know whether they -- 
A No, [I don't know the specific details that were 


carried out on the Raleigh and again I would refer you to the 
Defense Department on that -- 


Q Well -- 
4 -- beyond what I said yesterday. 
Q fes. Because wouldn't that normally be a State 


Department role rather than a military role, asking them if 
they want asylum? 


4 I assume, since they were on the military ship, 
that it was a natural role. But, again, let me refer you to 
the Pentagon for those kinds of operation details. We stick by 
what we said yesterday. 
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Q They were not technically prisoners of war, so 
would it not have fallen under the -- I mean, just to follow up 
the question, would it then have fallen -- 


A I just can't help you. We talked about them as 
detainees. 


Q -- under the State Department? 

But would they not have been -- 

4 I just don't know the answer to that. 
Could you find out, technically? 


- I said that we said what we were going to say 
about it yesterday. I just don't have anything further to add. 


Q Mrs. Oakley, can you tell if the meeting between 
Mr. Whitehead and the Foreign Minister of Tunisa, Mr. Mabrouk, 
is related to the death sentences in Tunisia against those 
Moslem radicals? 


4 I don't have any agenda or indication of what 
they're going to be discussing. [ understand that he's here 
for some of the meetings of the IMF and World Bank. I think 
that the meeting has been scheduled for a long time, and [ 
would assume that it was related to economic issues. 


Q Do you have any comment on the sentences 
themselves? 


“ No, I don't have any comment on those. 


Q Or on reports saying that the government is not 
feeling at ease with the situation in Tunisia? 


a No, I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Bob Dole is pushing for an oil embargo against 
[Iran and says that he has had indications of support from 
Secretary Shultz. Is that true? What's the State Department 
view on that? 


A I have just heard reports that something is 
happening on the floor, but [ really don't have any comment on 
it. There had been a question again about whether we were 











willie, Tuesday, September 29, 1987 ‘ 


still bound by the Algiers 4%ccords -- whether we considered 
ourselves --— and we posted an answer to that; and [ just have 
nothing further on it. 


Q But, I mean, is it a practical proposition, given 
what you were saying yesterday, that most of this oil is bought 
on the spot market? 


.) Well, I don't even know what the Dole proposal 
is, and ['m not going to comment because [ just haven't seen 
it. Whether it's practical or not, I just can't say. 


Q Can you tell me if you have anything on the 
report in The New York Times this | orning about the computer 
sale? 





a The computer sale? 

Q Yes. 

4 The only comment that I have is that this is an 
administrative action -- or the licensing was an administrative 


action, taken by the Department of Commerce, which is 
responsible for export licensing. All questions on the issue 
should, therefore, go to the Commerce Department. 


Q Phyllis, can you give us any additional details 
on the Secretary's trip to the Middle East? Will he be going 
to Jordan and Egypt or just [srael? 


I really have very little beyond what Chuck 
announced yesterday in New York about the Secretary's trip to 
the Middle East. We anticipate that he will be having 
discussions with leaders of [srael, Jordan and Egypt. Many of 
the details are still being worked out, so I really can't go 
beyond that. 


What prompted him to decide to go to the Middle 
East at this particular time? 


a Well, again, I think Chuck covered that in New 
York when he made the announcement, noting that the Secretary 
has not been to the region since the first half of 1985. A 
number of regional leaders have urged him to make the visit. 
There is an opportunity to do that on his way to Moscow. The 
peace process will of course be a key topic on his agenda. As 
we said many times, we remain committed to work with our 
Friends in the region to promote progress toward peace. 


And then I think he also noted that one of the 
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immediate spurs has been the fact that the Secretary will be 
conferred with honorary degrees from the Weitzman Institute and 
from Tel Aviv University on October 18th. 


What is the U.S. current position on the 
international conference -- or does the U.S. still support an 
international conference, for instance? 


a Let me just say that our position on the 
international conference has not changed. We've made clear our 
view that the only practical path to a comprehensive peace lies 
in direct negotiations. We've also made known our willingness 
to explore all avenues that might lead to face-to-face 
negotiations. 


Q Phyllis, will Israel be the first stop? 


A Again, I don't have those details. They're 
trying to work out all the itinerary, and I just don't have any 
of those specific details. 


Q You mentioned before that the Secretary is going 
to speak tonight on South Africa. There's a report due from 
State Department/Administration tomorrow under last year's 
act. Is that going to be released and where from? 


A I understand that there is a report that's due in 
Congress. ['m just mot sure of the details of where that will 
be released, but let me see if I can find that out. 


Q Thank you. 


Q What is the latest on when we'll be able to get a 
copy of his speech? 


4 I think, Connie, I spoke about that. 
Q Sorry. 

A We're hoping for mid-afternoon. 

Q O.K., sorry. 


The Foreign Minister of Austria, who met -- I 
believe it was yesterday, or maybe the day before; it would 
have to be yesterday --— with Mr. Whitehead, says that United 
States Embassies throughout the world, he understands, have 
been given instructions that they are to meet Mr. Waldheim on 
social occasions where he comes there to their country, where 
they are residents and where the Embassies are on some kind of 
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official or state visit -- and that this is a new instruction 
of some sort. 


Can you tell us what it is that the State Department 
has decided about~ambassadorial receiving of Mr. Waldheim and 
what its decision is based upon? 


4 ['m sorry. I. just really can't help you with 
that story today. We had talked earlier at the time of other 
visits -- [ think the question of the Vatican. I'm not sure 
that anything has changed since then, but let me take a look. 


Q Would you check into it? 
4 Yes. 


Q And, also -- I mean, the policy -- wasn't it 
announced from the podium once before -- 


A Well, that's what I said -- that it was -- 
Q -— about receiving any social -- 


A We talked about this question, I think, at the 
time that Waldheim paid a visit to the Vatican. But I'm not 
sure that anything has changed. 





But let me check on that. 


Q O.K. 
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Q Okay. On another subject, the military ruler in 
Fiji has now declared that Fiji is a republic and basically 
that he is in charge. 


Does the Department have any further reaction beyond 
what you said yesterday to his new statements? 


fe) We know that there are these reports from Fiji 
that coup leader Rambuka has announced that he has abolished 
the constitution, declared Fiji a republic, and relieved the 
Governor-General of his duties. 


We are seeking further information on developments, 
and for the time being have really nothing to add to our 
previous statements on the subject 


{[ might note that due to the recent coup, the military 
presence in the streets and sporadic incidents of violence, the 
Department of State strongly recommends that U.S. citizens 
defer travel to Fiji at this time. 


Those American citizens in Fiji who have not yet 
registered with the U.S. Embassy in Suva should contact the 
Consular Section for that purpose. 


Copies of the travel advisory will be available in the 
Press Office this afternoon. 


Q Any telephone service now to Fiji? And how are 
you getting the message out to Americans there who might be in 
danger? 


A Well, -- 
Q Seriously. 
A -- we post these, and that is a whole process 


worked out through the Consular Section. [I don't think that 
thet will be a factor. 


Q Are youin telephone contact with Fiji? 


a I don't know whether we are in contact with Fiji 
or not. We can check on that. 


Q Because they cut the phone lines. 


A Well, I just didn't -- I'm not aware of that 
detail. 
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Q Anything on the question I asked yesterday about 
the patrol -—- Fiji buying patrol boats from the U.S.? 
A I think an answer to that question was posted, so 


I suggest that you check in the Press Office 
Q I'm striking out today. Sorr 


Q Back to the Secretary's wisit, is he planning to 
go directly from the Middle East to Moscow, or is he still 
planning to stop over in Helsinki? 


A Once again, the details of all that are being 
worked out, and I just don't hawe the specific stops on his 
itinerary. 


Q There apparently are reports that the Iranian 
Ambassador to the UN has cleared out. Do you have any idea 
winere he is or why he left, or -- ? 


A No, I really don't hawe any idea why he left, and 
I just don't know anything about that story 


Q Was any U.S. action or announcement imminent 
relative to -- 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
Q -- the Iranian wission, or anything? 
A Not that I'm aware of. 


Back to the Secretary's trip to the Middle East, 
as a matter of fact, I don't see two years, or two years plus, 
a long time for the Secretary of State to feel that he had to 
be back to the area taking the pattern of visits of Secretaries 
to the Middle East unless there is something new. 


Is there any initiative to expect? 


A I think it would be wrong to speculate that there 
is something new. We have explained the reasons why he is 
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going. I think they are very clear. The Secretary does do a 
certain amount of traveling, as you all know, so I really don't 
think that it's correct to assume that there is something new, 
or that there is about to be a breakthrough in any way. 


We have said in the past that we have made progress in 
narrowing differences among key regional actors on how to 
proceed. Much remains to be done, and we are resolved to 
continue our work. And that is simply what he is going out to 
do. 


Q Would it be characterized at least as a 
resurgence of importance of the Middle East over the other 
areas? 


= I don't think I would characterize it in any 
way. We have given the reasons why he is going. We have 
discussed that there is still a lot of work to do. We are 
going to proceed with that work. 


Q Mr. Gorbachev has reappeared Anything to say 
about that? 


- No, nothing to say about that. 





Q Anything to say about the Arab summit? 


Q Anything to say about the letter from the 62 or 
63 Senators? 


- Yes The question involved if we had any comment 
about the letter from over 60 Senators opposing arms sales to 
Saudi Arabia 


Let me point out, first of all, that we have been 
engaged in full consultations with Congress we believe the 
sales we are considering would indeed serve and protect the 
national interest of the United States in this important region 
of the world. 


These sales would not be a spur-—of-the-—moment 
gesture. They would be consistent with Middle East policy. 
followed by Republican and Democratic administrations over 
several decades. 


Further, these arms sales would not affect the 
Arab-Israeli military balance in any meaningful way, and the 
Administration remains committed to maintaining Israel's 
qualitative edge. 
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It is unfortunate that these sales are being opposed 
by some when the Saudis are providing critical support to U.S. 
naval operations in the Gulf in ways which meet our mutual 
interests and needs, and in ways which many in Congress have 
lone urged. 


We intend to continue to consult fully with Congress 
on this important issue. We urce all Senators to keep an open 
mind on this issue during the consultation process in which we 
are now engaged before notification of a specific package is 
sent to Congress. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


Q Does that mean that you now have made a decision 
to go ahead? 


- No. We are engaged in a process of 
consultations. We said that no decisions have been made, and 
mo decisions have yet been made 


So, in other words, it is not clear what is going 
to be included specifically in the package yet 


ro That's correct 


Q Phyllis, do you believe it will affect the 
Military balance between the @rab side and the Iranian side in 
the Gulf? 


Q what? 


Q Do you believe that the deal will affect the 
balance between the Arabs and the iranians? 


= We are not considering the sale on that basis. 
We are talking about our long-term interests and our relations 
in this part of the world 


Q I would iike to ask you about the connection you 
implied there, just to expand between the Saudi cooperation in 
the Gulf and the need for this arms sale Is it the 
suggestion, as it seems to be, that because the Saudis are 
cooperating on the Gulf that that is a justification for the 
arms sale -- a justification? 
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4 Well, when we have talked about the reasons for 
the arms sales to Saudi Arabia, we have talked about a 
long-standing traditional relationship of friendship. We have 
talked about the convergence of interests Wwe have also talked 
about our relationship with Saudi Arabia which we have claimed 
to be mutually beneficial. And certainly what we are pointing 
out now is that as an example of this relationship, their 
current cooperation with us in regard to the Gulf is a factor. 


Q And, conversely, on the other side of it, is 
there any suggestion you mean to leave that not going ahead 
with the arms sale could result in the Saudis cooperating less 
in the Gulf? 


a No 


Q Phyllis, there was some talk about, in this 
package, of some arms being shipped to Bahrain. Is that under 
consideration? 


a What we are talking about here is a possible 
package of arms for Saudi Arabia, and that's all that we are 
talking about here 


There are, of course, other arms sales to other 
countries, but the one that we are discussing here is only to 
Saudi Arabia 


Q You said “yes" to a copy of that? 
a Yes We'll have to pull it together 
Q You appealed to them to keep an cpen mind, but it 


seems like the 62, whatever it is, that wrote you saying, 
"Don't do it,” they haven't got an open mind 


How are you going to convince them? 
a I didn't say we could I said we were urging. 


Q Phyllis. do you expect to strike a deal before 
the arrival of the Crown Prince of Saudi Arabia to this city? 


s There's no time limit on any of this. We have 
Said we were in a process of consultations. That's what it 
is. We want to discuss the whole issue with various members of 
Congress before making decisions We've not set any time 
limits on when it will be done or when it won't be done. 














-12- Tuesday, September 29, 
1987 


Q Phyllis, would it not be helpful to your cause to 
go public with some of the Saudi cooperation in the Gulf? 


= I think that various aspects of that have beer 
briefed to the relevant Members of Congress, often done ina 
classified briefing as the situation has warranted. So we feel 
that we have given the appropriate information in the 
appropriate manner to the appropriate people. 


Q Could I ask one other question about the Gulf 
situation? 


The United States has gone along, or Secretary Shultz, 
the Administration, has gone along with the idea of a further 
exploration of whether the Saudis -- I'm sorry -- of whether 
the Iranians would agree to a cease-fire before moving to a 
conclusion with regard to the possible arms embargo second 
resolution. 


Now comes Secretary of Defense Weinberger who is 
saying, “We must move immediately to the second resolution." 


Does the State Department see this as contradictory to 
the policy that Secretary Shultz had set out last week? 


. No, I don't believe it is contradictory at all, 
and I would refer you to what Secretary Shultz said last Friday 
in his press conference in New York. And the point that he 
stressed there is that we are -- the Security Council has given 
the Secretary General instructions to pursue, to continue to 
pursue, his talks with Iran and Iraq. 


But the point that the Secretary was making was that 
in parallel with that, we will continue our efforts of 
consultation with the other members of the Security Council 
looking toward an enforcement sanctions measure. 


We've always said that there wasn't a time limit on 
that. It's a process” We are working with those people. The 
point to keep in mind is that those two aspects are going to be 
pursued in parallel. 


Q One more question on the arms sale, one of the 
standards that has been raised in terms of giving the Saudis 
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additional arms has been cooperativeness in the Arab-Israeli 
conflict in the peace process. 


Is that an element of the State Department's thinking, 
and have the Saudis, in your mind, been cooperative in 
advancing the peace process? 


a We've talked about, in general, the security 
interests, the reasons why we are doing this. I'm not, and I 
don't think we have ever set up certain aspects of things that 
they have to do, and [I would refer you, basically, to what we 
have saic before about the general nature of our relationship, 
a long-standing traditional relationship of friendship, how we 
feel that it is in our interest to pursue this, this kind of 
arms sale with Saudi Arabia, and, as I pointed out earlier, an 
example of this mutually beneficial relationship is this 
cooperation in the Gulf, and [I think that covers the reasons. 


Q So the peace process -- their cooperation in the 
peace process is not a pre-condition for them receiving arms. 


Q Well, I'm simply not going to comment in those 
terms of cooperation. Certainly we have talked about the whole 
relationship in the Middle East, but I'm not putting those 
kinds of labels on it 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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Question taken at the Daily Press Briefing September 29, 1987 


ADMINISTRATION'S REPORT TO CONGRESS ON SOUTH AFRICA 


Q: When will the Administration's report to the Congress on the 

effect of sanctions, as required by the Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid 

Act, be available, and where will it be available? 

A: THE COMPREHENSIVE ANTI-APARTHEID ACT OF 1986 REQUIRES THAT THE 
PRESIDENT SUBMIT A REPORT TO THE CONGRESS, ON THE ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE PASSAGE OF THAT ACT, OUTLINING THE EFFECT OF SANCTIONS 
AND THE CURRENT SITUATION IN SOUTH AFRICA. THAT REPORT IS DUE 
ON OCTOBER 2, 1387, AND WILL BE TRANSMITTED TO THE CONGRESS BY 
THE WHITE HOUSE. WE EXPECT THE REPCRT TO BE SENT TO THE HILL 
ON OR ABOUT THAT DATE, AS REQUIRED ®Y SECTION 501, BUT WE DO 


NOT HAVE AN EXACT DATE FOR YOU AT THIS POINT. 


WE HOPE TO BE ABLE TO HAVE COPIES OF THE REPORT AVAILABLE HERE 


AT STATE SHORTLY AFTER THE REPORT GOES TO THE CONGRESS. 


Drafted: AF/P:NEMO N 0065A/22 
Clearance:AF/S:EGLa er 
AF: CWFre n 
NSC:HCohew (phone) 
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Taken Question: Austrian President Waldheim 


(from noon briefing 9/29/87) 


Q: The Austrian press carries a statement by Foreign Minister 
Mock, that he has been assured by Deputy Secretary Whitehead 
that when President Waldheim travels, U.S. Ambassadors have 
been given instructions to treat him with all due respect. 


What is the DOS position regarding meetings (social visits) 
with Waldheim? 


A: We don't comment on our instructions to Ambassadors, nor on 
the substance of diplomatic exchanges. 


But, as we announced on April 27 when Aurtrian President 
Kurt Waldheim's name was placed on the Department of Justice 
“watch list", the question of invitations will be handled 
“bearing in mind our respect for the Austrian Presidency as an 
institution." 


Drafted:EUR/CE: WMillan 

Cleared: EUR/CE:KStocker 
EUR/PA: DDonchi 
D:SKelly 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S BILATERAL MEETINGS 
U.S.U.N., NEW YORK CITY 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1967, 12:39 P. M. 


MR, REDMAN: First, concerning the readout after the 
afternoon meetings, I'll try to get down here as quickly 
after 5:30 as I can, because again I'll be even more pressed 
for time tonight than I was whenever I did this previously 
and was pressed for time. So, I've got to be heading back 
upstairs by about. 5:45 or ten ‘til to get into black tie and 
head on over to this speech this evening. So, I urge you to 
be here at 5:30, and we'll speak rapidly. 


Going through the morning meeting, today, with the 
Foreign Minister of Bahrain, essentially, there our 
bilateral relations are in excellent shape. There are no 
problems. The two Ministers talked about the Iran-Iraq war 
and efforts to resolve that conflict, and there was 
agreement on the need to keep the pressure on, particularily 
on Iran, and to keep Resolution 598 intact as we proceed 
ahead in those efforts. Essentially, you could say then 
there was agreement with the approach that was adopted at 
the end of last week. 


Then in the meeting with the Iraqi Foreign Minister, 
there was some discussion of bilateral issues. Both 
pee agreed that our bilateral relationship was moving 
ahead well. 


Q Sorry? 


A Both agreed that our bilateral relationship 
continues to move ahead well, and that both sides intend to 
continue to keep it moving that way. A good portion of the 
meeting was then devoted to the Iran-Irag war, as you aight 
expect. The two Ministers reviewed the state of play, 
particularly the events of last week, and again agreed on 
essentially what I had said in referring to the first 
meeting on the need to stay firm on the iaplementation of 
Resolution 598, to keep intact, to preserve the ote | of the 
Security Council, and to keep the pressure on. The Iraqi 
Minister expressed appreciation for the firm and clear stand 
that the U.8. had taken. 


* 
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Then the Secretary went over to the Waldorf to meet 
with Lebanese President Gemayel. The Secretary expressed his 
sympathy for the plight of the Lebanese people in these 
days, sympathy with the tragic economic situation that the 
country finds itself in. He expressed his respect for the 
courage of President Gemayel in trying to find a solution to 
these problems and he, once again, strongly reiterated 
United States' support for Lebanon's independence, 
sovereignty and territorial integrity. 


The discussion then -- I give you that by way of the 
major points that the Secretary made during the course of 
the discussion, but, as you would imagine, most of the 
discussion focused on the situation in Lebanon today and 
President Gemayel's analysis of that situation. 


And then, in the meeting with the Bangladeshi Poreign 
Minister, the Secretary expressed his appreciation for the 
strong leadership that the Poreign Minister had shown as 
President of the 4lst UNGA. The bilateral relationship is 
excellent between the United States and Bangladesh, and the 
Secretary expressed sympathy with the Bangladeshi people in 
view of the flooding. that has occurred recently and 
expressed our intention to do what we can to assist in that 
relief effort. We already have made a substantial amount of 
aid available. 


Q Did the Secretary express to the Iraqi Foreign 
Minister the United States -- any views on the United States 
wanting Iraq to stop firing at tankers again, or was that 
not even brought up? 


A In this particular case, I don't want to go into 
all the details of the discussion. They covered the full 
gamut of issues that are involved here. The 0.8. position 
was laid out in quite some detail, and so in that sense I 
would only say that, as you know, we have urged restraint 
for quite eome time, and we would continue to do that. 


Q Can you give us some details why the Secreta 
of State decided to go to the Middle Zast, and in light o 
what's going on in Israel about an international 
conference? Is he going to emphasize this issue of the 
international conference? 


A Piret, I tried to ezplain yesterday the reasons 
for which the Secretary has decided to stop by the Niddle 
East at this time. He hasn't been there since the first 
half of 1965. A number of regional leaders have urged hia 
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to make a visit, and this is an opportunity to do that on 
the way to Moscow. 


You raise the peace process. Obviously, that's one 
of the major areas that will be discussed, but there, as you 
know, we've always expressed our resolve to continue to be 
active in that process and to try to find a way te bring 
that process forward. But in terms of our position, you 
know what that is. We've continually said that the way to 
achieve progress is through face-to-face negotiations -- we 
etill believe that -- and in regard to a possible 
conference, we've made clear that, as I just said, in our 
view the only practical path to # conference -- to a 
comprehensive peace, excuse me, lies in direct negotiations. 
And we've also said that we're willing to explore all 
avenues that might lead to face-to-face negotiation. 


I don't say that by way of indicating that there's 
anything new, but if you want to know what our policy is and 
what our approach is, that in capsule form is a summary. 


Q In the meeting with the Bahrain Minister, was 
there any discussion of the U.8. sale of Stinger missiles to 
Bahrain? 


A Those are not the kind of questions I can 
address. 


Q Did those Ministers from the Gulf today express 
any view or concern about the actual -- almost the fact that 
closing of the straits south of the Emirates...(inaudible) 


A No, Not in any direct way, although in 
discussing the situation, at least in one of the meetings it 
was noted that to the extent that mines are found in new 
areas, that, of couras, does represent a new development and 
particularly if it concerns countries which have not 
heretofore been involved. Again, I'm not in a position to 
confirm really what the situation is in terme of new mines. 
Perhaps the Pentagon or others have more information on 
that, but I haven't seen anything by way of confirmation. 


Q Has the Secretary been made available or made 
aware of any possible disruption in the Iranian Mission 
here, including the alleged overnight cre of the 
Iranian Ambassador at the United Nations 


A I don't know that the Secretary has been made 
aware, if that's your question. I just don't know every 
single piece of information that's passed before hin. 
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Q Are you aware of it? 


A I've seen basically some press reports, but I 
don't have any specific details. I believe our Mission here 
to the U.N. has provided some details on the departure of 
the Ambassador, but I don't have anything beyond thet. 


Q (Inaudible) -=- it may reflect something that 
might have happened here by the Secretary's visit or some 
change in the Iranian leadership? 


A I have no way to speculate on either one of 
those hypotheses. 


Q Did the Mission play a part in forbidding 
inspection of his goods as he left? 


A I have just no other information as to what 
details are available, and you'll just have to stay in touch. 


Q Do you have any thoughte on the absence last 
night of two of the people who were invited to the dinner, 
namely, the Sandinista representative and the Contra 
representative? 


A No. Nothing in particular. Ae I said 
yesterday, the invitation list went out. Some people 
accepted; some people regretted. I understand that the two 
people that you refer to called later in the afternoon or 
evening to express their regrets and say they would not be 
able to attend. 


Q The Sandinista called it a blow to the peace 
process. 


A I haven't-seen any such remarks. I just don't 
know what you're referring to. 


Q Could you say anything about the yacht policy 
that the Secretary has? And would a yacht that would be 
borrowed by the Secretary have to be that of an American 
citizen, for example, rather than a Khashoggi (inaudible). 
Would the Secretary pay for the use of the yacht -- 


A Look, if there are any questions relating to 
today's meetings, I'd be happy to get into those. That's 
what I'm really prepared to do. I just can't help you on 
thoes kind of questions. 
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Q There were 15 additional navy ships that were 
Geployed from Norfolk. Were they brought up in the meeting 
at all? 


A I have nothing on that. I haven't even heard of 
that. 


Q You had mentioned that there was an agreement, 
at least, with the first Minister to keep the pressure on 
the Council and also on the people of Iran. Did the two 
sides, or both sides -- the American side -- suggest how and 
when that pressure -- 


A That is the process that is underway now. The 
Secretary described them in some detail after his meeting on 
Priday, the fact that the five have agreed to continue to 
pursue the implementation of the resolution and, in that 
context, to work on the question of enforcement measures. 


The Secretary went into great detail as to what 
meeting meant and how we intend to proceed from here. So I 
think thie element of pressure if very clear on that. 


Matt? 


Q Can you be anymore specific then the Secretary 
was on Priday about when there would be a move toward 
sanctions? 


A No. 
Q Beyond -- 


A No, other than to say that I do expect the kinds 
of consultations that were referred to on Friday to begin in 
due course and in the not very distant future. That's part 
of this process, if you will, the two tracks moving forward 
simultaneously. 


Q Was there any impatience expressed by anyone 
this morning with the fact that it's going to take a little 
more time than many would have liked? 


A No. In fact, I think what was expressed was an 
appreciation of what the Council is oeyeee to do and the 
importance of moving ahead in a unifi wer? but of 
continuing to move ahead with these specific objectives in 
mind. 
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Q On thet matter, Chuck, did the timing come up 
in the meeting with Tariq Aziz? 
A No. 
9 Not at all? 
A No. 


9 Chuck, ie there a mechaniem in place for going 
ahneaé ané making any detailec planning for sanctions while 
proceeding on trying to get 598 to work? 


. My understanding is that the way the U.N. 
process works is that there will be consultations on both 
subjects thet ere mentioned in the Secretary Cenerel's 
statement of Friday. 


0 But there's not a separate etaff working on 
thet problem? 


A I don't know whet definition I can make between 
one staff and another. Whether or not it's separate, I juet 
don't know. It coulé well be the same people doing both at 
the same time. 


Carol. 


Q Chuck, the Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister, ins 
press briefing just right before this one, made the point of 
saying that Resolution 598 called for restraint in the Gulf 
ané pointedly referred to the United States as not complying 
with thie particular provision. Can you comment on that? 


A I've anewereéd thet question ae number of times, 
going beck to the very day, I think, that the resolution was 
passed inéiceting, once again, that it's not the presence of 
the United States Navy or thet of other allies in the Gulf 
thet's responsible for teneions. The tensions result froz 
war, ané thet's whet we're trying to end. The tensions 
result from actions thet try to impede freedom of navigation 
in international waterways. 


When Iranian boats, for example, lay mines in 
international waterways, I think that's very indicative of 
the reesons why other countries have felt obliged to react 
in order to protect their shipping ané their ability to use 
those waterways. 
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So, in that sense, I think my answer has been clear 
from the start. 


G The Iranian Foreign Minister is quoted on 
Iranian redédic as calling for the Security Council to condean 
last week's attack, anéd they continued to describe the 
merchant ehip. is the Secretary awere of that? And, if so, 
is there a reaction? 


A I don't have any particular indication that the 
Secretary is aware of that. In any case, our reaction, 1r 
think, woulé be that of the world community, which is that 
everyone knows what happened. You've seen the pictures. 
Everyone knows that it was an Iranian ship laying mines in 
international wsters, and under those circumstances the 
right of self-defense ané the right to take action is 
evident. 





re] What was the response when the Secretary urgeé 
Iraq to show restraint? 


A I don't want to characterize response in terns 
of who said what to whom, and how one reacts. Besically, 
whet one has in these meetings is a presentation, both sides 
touching on a number of points. So it doesn't really even 
come in the form of a direct you-speak/I-speak type of 
exchange. 


Q Sorry to use the same term. Could you possibly 
characterize, et least, the two Gulf Ministers today? You 
have useé the words “they'll agree with the 0.8. 
position...". Would you say that there ie clear lining-up 
of these particular countries with the 0.8. on the Gulf 
issue? 


a I'm only speaking about the few meetings that 
we had this morning, first of all. And, secondly, they are 
perfectly capable of speaking for themselves on this issue. 


Myself, I have not detected any divergence emong 
those countries more generally, but we will be meeting with 
more of them in the coming days. 


Q You're saying there's complete agreement of 
Bahrein with the 0.8. or the Iregqi with the 0.8. on these 
Gulf issues? 


A I said what I had to say, and I think the words 
are there. 


sending arms to Saudi in his meeting with Mr. Peres? 
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Q Ie there any disappointment on the 0.8. side 
that the repeated calls for restraint apparently aren't 
being heeded by Irag? 


A I just don't have any way to take this any 
further. 
Q Are you going to notify the Congrees of future 


arms sales to Saudi Arabia to the letter by the (inaudible) ? 


A The answer was yes, but the Department had a 
somewhat longer reaction that they'll be using today. I'll 
go through it with you, if you want. 


Q It's being read by Phyllis? 

a It's being done there as well. 

Q Yeah, but we'd like to hear it. 

a You would like to hear it? We've been engaged 


in full consultation with the Congress. We believe the 
sales we are considering would, indeed, serve and protect 
the national interest of the United States in this important 
region of the world. 


These sales would not be a spur-of-the soment 
gesture. They would be consistent with a Middle Bast policy 
followed by Republican and Democratic Administrations over 
several decades. 


Purther, these ares sales would not affect the 
Arab-Ieraeli military balance in any meaningful way, and the 
Administration remains committed to maintaining Israel's 
qualitative edge. 


It'e unfortunate that these sales are being opposed 
by some, ené the Saudis are providing critical support to 
0.S. naval operations in the Gulf in ways that seet our 
mutual interests and needs and in ways that many in the 
Congress have long urged. 


We intend to continue to consult fully with Congress 
on this important iseve. We would urge all Senators to keep 
an open mind on this during the consultation process in 
which we are now engaged before notification of the specific 
package is sent to Congress. 


Q Ie the Secretary going to raise this issue of 
sending arms to Saudi in his meeting with Mr. Peres? 
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A Pirst, let me etick to giving you little 
readouts on what has happened in meetings and not going 
ahead to speculate on the agenda of every upcoming meeting. 


Q When is that meeting? 

7 Which one? 

Q With Peres? 

7 That should be tomorrow morning at 10:00. 


Q One more procedural question. Could you be 
more precise than you were last night about when the South 
African speech will be available? 


A Tt will be available at 3:00 when Mr. Crocker 
appears. 
Q Not before? 


A Does it do you a lot of good to have it before 
that? 


MEDIA: Chorus of yes. 


Q Much more important than the embargo tine? 

Q So that we can ask him questions about it as 
opposed to just hearing it. 

Q If we can get it on the wire, people can use it. 

A Why don't we get it down here at a quarter to 
three. Alright? You can then read it and -- 

Q We can't write it before his briefing. 

He'll be done by 4:00. It's embargoed until 

6:00. 

Q We would like to write it before he gives his 
briefing. 


A I see. Well, in that case, I think you should 
get it when he starts the briefing. 


Q Could you give us @ preview of what shults 
plans to discuss with the Syrian Foreign Minister? 
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A I've just answered another Guestion on 
Previewing meetings, and the answer is no. 


(Press briefing Concluded 


et 12:56 pia.) 














PRESS BRIEFING 
by 
KATHLEEN C. BAILEY 
DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY, INR 
on 
"SOVIET INFLUENCE ACTIVITIES 
A REPORT ON ACTIVE MEASURES AND 
PROPAGANDA, 1986-87" 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1987, 2:30 P.M 


MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 


Let me introduce Dr. Kathleen Bailey, who is a Deputy 
Assistant Secretary in the [NR Bureau, who will give the 
briefing this afternoon It will be on-the-record, and it is 
based on the release today of this pamphlet, which [ think you 
all have, “Soviet Influence Activities’ A Report on Active 
Measures and Propaganda, 1986-87." 


She has a brief opening statement, and then we will 
take your questions 


DR. BAILEY Good afternoon I would like to begin 
the introduction to this report by stating that the U.S. image 
abroad is damaged and U.S. foreign policy is complicated by 
disinformation. 


The primary origin of disinformation about the United 
States abroad is the Soviet Union Other countries also 
occasionally become involved, but the primary focus of my 
attention today, and the focus of the report which we are 
releasing today, is on Soviet disinformation and other active 
measures -- other active measures here being defined primarily 
as front-group activities 


I'll start ty speaking briefly about disinformation 


Disinformation is defined here as lies [ would like 
to distinguish it clearly from propaganda Propaganda is 
value-laden statements that carry a perspective or a point of 
view, whereas disinformation is inherently untrue It is 
released usually to influence publics -- opinions of publics 
and/or of governments 


There are three examples of disinformation that I 
would like to offer you this afternoon Ihe first is that the 
Soviet Union has produced a book which is called “Death of 


Jonestown, Crime of the CLA 
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This book -- which appears in Russian -- has been 
printed in 100,000 copies and distributed throughout the Soviet 
Union, including at the most recent Moscow Book Fair 


It alleges that the United States Government, and the 
CIA specifically, were to blame not only for the death of the 
citizens at Jonestown but also for the death of the U.S 
Congressman 


A second story of disinformation which has been spread 
by the Soviet Union is that the United States is developing a 
weapon, a so-called ethnic weapon There are two variations of 
the story: one kind of designed for the Middle East, the other 
one kind of designed for African audiences 


In the case of the first, it is alleged that the 
United States is involved in developing a bomb with the 
Israelis that will attack and kill only Arabs 


In the case of Africa, it is alleged that the United 
States is cooperating with South Africa in development of a 
weapon which will attack only blacks - attack and kill only 
blacks 


I would like to add at this point that that may seem 
ludicrous to the audience here However, [ can attest to the 
fact -- having traveled throughout the continent of Africa 
last fall -- that indeed this story has had an impact on 
populations there 


The third story which I would like to mention is the 
so-called AIDS virus disinformation This is the story which 
alleges that the United States was responsible for the 
development of the ALDS virus as a part of a biological warfare 
program 


You see here a cartoon which appeared in Pravda on 
October 31, 1986 I would like to point out that Pravda is the 
official daily paper of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
Central Committee, and this cartoon pretty well speaks for 
itself. We have put it on the front of the report that we have 
released today because it signifies two things to us first, 
the content of the disinformation; and, secondly, the intimate 
involvement of the official Soviet media in the propagation and 
dissemination of disinformation 


The second poster that we are putting up here is a 
handout -—- I'll show you the actual handout so you will get a 
flavor for where this appeared This was handed out at a 
demonstration in New York City this summer 
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This is a fairly lengthy treatise There are copies 
of it here for you later, if you wish. fhe importance of this 
piece of disinformation is that it carries the same story that 
was the crux of the Soviet disinformation story 


I won't go into details unless you wish, but basically 
the disinformation -- the technical aspect of it -- is 
contained here in the first bullet, or first numbered item 
irrefutable evidence that the AIDS virus is a genetically 
engineered, man-made organism, and it presents the same thesis 
in this disinformation as contained in the Soviet version of 
the story 


The importance, of course, is that it appears first in 
the Soviet press, and it has now made its way to the shores of 
our own country, and is now having an impact -- to what degree 
we do not know -- on our own U.S. population here. 


Shifting gears slightly, I would like to address one 
other type of disinformation which is outlined in fair depth in 
the report released today, and that is forgeries. 


An example of a forgery is a memorandum of the 
Government of Zaire which alleges that the U.S. has become -- 


was involved in the training of dissidents to attack black 
front-line states in Southern Africa. 


That is just an example There are five other 
examples in the report I will be glad to take questions on 
them, if you wish. 


I mentioned at the outset of this briefing, the outset 
of this statement, that [ would address the second category of 
active measures, and that is front groups 


Very briefly, a front group is defined as an 
organization which receives money and/or direction from the 
Soviet Union. 


The World Peace Council is the preeminent Soviet front 
group. It is closely involved with the activities of its 
branch in the United States, the U.S. Peace Council There are 
branches in other countries, as well. 


These front groups are directed by the International 
Department. The International Department, again, is run by the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union Central Committee The 
International Department, [ would like to add, is headed by 
former Ambassador to the United States Anatoliy Dobrynin 














_4- 9/29/87 


Ambassador Dobrynin was in the United States for 24 
years. He knows our language, our culture, our media and so 
forth, very, very well, and so he is quite adept in 
understanding what kinds of messages and the paths which such 
messages must go through to reach the American public 


[I would like now to open to your questions, if you 
have any. 


Q Yes Do you - this group, the United Front 
Against Racism and Capitalism and Imperialism, is that one of 
the front groups, or did they just pick up information which 
was available to them from the Soviet Union? 


7 Can you all hear the questions? He is asking 
about the United Front Against Racism, etc., that is stamped on 
the side of this document Indeed, that is a front group 


affiliated directly with the Soviet Union 


The one stamped over here is Communist Cadre I have 
no information on that group, but I think its name speaks for 
itself Sir 


Q On the Pravda cartoon, was any representation 


made by the United States Government about this to the Soviet 
Government? 


i) Not specifically on the cartoon However, the 
U.S. Government, the State Department, has informed the Soviet 
Union officially that we are disheartened about the AIDS 
disinformation campaign, and that we find it difficult if not 
impossible, to cooperate tehnically -- on a technical level 
with the Soviet Union in combatting the AIDS virus as long as 
this campaign is ongoing 


The Soviet response very, very recently, in fact 
during discussions during the Shevardnadze visit in Washington, 
is that the Soviet Unton would make every attempt to stop 
disseminating the disinformation itself However, that does 
not stop the dissemination in other media, whether Communist or 
otherwise, around the world 


We are looking in addition for a statement from the 
Soviet Union saying that the disinformation is untrue, and that 
the AIDS virus is naturally occurring, which it is 
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Q Excuse me, could I just follow this up 
(inaudible)? I'd like to know why no representation was made; 
and, secondly, given the possibilities of “glasnost," where 
protest letters or correction letters from foreign ambassadors 
are -— I wouldn't say regularly, but sometimes --— published in 
Pravda and Izvestia to correct what governments think are 
misstatements, why was no letter sent by the United States 
Government or the United States Ambassador to correct this 
disinformation? 


A I apologize I misspoke. Indeed a letter was 
sent by the Ambassador. I thought you meant official demarche 


Q He represents the United States Government. 
A Yes, he does, but [ meant -- 

Q He usually represents -- 

A -~- we have not demarched. I was making a 


distinction between a letter from the Ambassador and a 

demarche You are correct. We did write a letter. The 
Ambassador's letter is contained in the appendix to Chapter No. 
5 on the ALOS disinformation campaign. [ will tell you which 
appendix it is Well, you can look it up for yourself, for 
that matter [t's on or about page 40. 


Q When you say that during the Shultz-Shevardnadze 
talks the Soviet side said they would make every effort to stop 
disseminating AIDS material, are you saying they admitted that 
they were behind what you call disinformation? 


A No, I'm not saying that. Simply that they would 
make every effort to see that the disinformation did not appear 
in Soviet media I don't think that that necessarily indicates 
a retraction of the disinformation or any additional statement 
on the fact that the disinformation originated in the Soviet 
Union. 


Q Did they know it was disinformation, though? 


a One could read that into it, but it was not a 
formal statement, no 


Q Is there any indication that disinformation on 
the part of the Soviet Union has decreased in the Gorbachev era 
or in the era --— so-called "“glasnost era"? 

a) There is no indication that the quantity or the 


quality of disinformation produced by the Soviet Union has 
diminished during the era of General Secretary Gorbachev. 
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Q Has there been an increase, or what are the 
trends, or are there any? 


“ I think it is fair to say that there is an 
increase in the number of forgeries. It is difficult for me to 
respond precisely because we have not been engaged in watching 
disinformation and active measures as closely in the past as we 
have been in the past few years It took us a while to wake up 
to the fact and to gear up to not only document it but try to 
respond to it. 


So quantitatively, I think it has increased, but I 
can't give you specifics. 


Q Well, does that communicate any kind of a message 
to us regarding glasnost or Gorbachev? Are we interpreting 
that in any way? Does the continuation of this disinformation 
sully the prospects for an arms control agreement, or the 
negotiating process between the United States and the Soviet 
Union? 


4 Give you two answers: first, I don't think that 
it signifies that there is any problem with arms control. 
These are two separate issues 


On the first part of your question, the primary 
comment I would have about the difference is that it shows that 
the Soviets recognize the value of Western public opinion and 
Western media, and so that is something that I attribute 
directly to the current era 


Q If I could follow up on that, you say it has 
nothing to do with arms control, and yet one could argue that 
one of the biggest pieces of Soviet disinformation -— which, as 
far as [ can tell, is not even containec in here -- is their 


flat denial that they have any kind of a Strategic Defense 
Initiative program of their own 


Now, that's a lie 


The question arises, at what point do you characterize 
that as simply an arms control position, or a flat-out piece of 
Soviet disinformation which is very badly deceiving the 
American population, causing Congress to skew its votes, and 
everything with regard to our own program? 


3) What [ meant to say in response to the earlier 
question, is not that the Soviets are in some way avoiding 
discussing their own Strategic Defense [nitiative-type program, 
but rather that this report and its contents do not directly 
relate to the initiatives underway in the field of arms 
control That's what I meant to say. 











-7- 9/29/87 


Q Well, the point is that many of these front 
groups that you describe -- 


i) Yes. 


Q -~ are actively pressuring Congress, for example, 
in the United States, to pass laws that prohibit the 
development of the Strategic Defense Initiative. 


a) You are absolutely right. Many of the front 
groups are actively engaged in letter-writing campaigns, 
support for telephone call campaigns, and are in every way 
possible trying to influence not only the thinking of the 
American public but also the thinking of the U.S. Congress, as 
well as the U.S. Executive Branch. You are right in that. 


Q Excuse me, you said that the volume of forge.ies 
appeared to be up since Mr. Gorbachev's accession to power. 
You have only about five examples in here. [ would like to ask 


whether these are just samples of the kind of material, or 
whether this is it? 


a) Yes, those are just examples. 
Q Examples. 


4 There are many, many more. The reasons that they 
are not included, you can probably well appreciate that it is a 
fairly arduous process to get such information as this 
declassified. In fact, that was the most difficult part of 
compiling this report. 


Q So it is fair to say that you had two here of 
recent vintage, two of these five are recent. tTIhese are just 
samples. 

fs) I believe all of those are from within the last 
calendar -- not calendar year, the last year, August '86 to 
August ‘87. 

Q All right. The same thing, of course, holds true 


with the other types of disinformation, such as you did not 
mention the incident of the babies who are bought in Mexico 
(inaudible) -- 


a There are so many examples, I could spend the 
afternoon citing them to you. 
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Q You spent a lot of time in the report going over 
how the Soviets influence various peace and religious groups in 
this country. I'm curious as to why we continue to promote 
bilateral exchanges with the Soviets if we feel that what they 
are doing is trying to program these groups to their own 
purposes. 


i) The bilateral exchanges have great benefit across 
a host of issues. The thing that we are trying to target with 
the information contained in this report on the Soviet 
influence on religious groups is to try to demonstrate that 
there is a more insidious element and that there is a covert, 
if you will, element to tne Soviet influence process. 


We are not in any way criticizing the exchange 
programs and we think that they are good. In fact, the 
President has wholeheartedly supported the people-to-people 
exchanges. 


Q One, nave you got any measure of how much or how 
little of Soviet active measures have appeared on major 
networks or major newspapers in the United States, and what's 
the track record of the U.S. media on this issue? 


A There have been examples when disinformation has 
been reported on national network news, not as disinformation, 
but rather as a story reported in the Soviet media. 


[ would say, however, that it is far less prevalent in 
U.S. media than in media abroad. The U.S. journalists and 
Western journalists, Japanese journalists, industrialized 
country journalists, are for the most part very, very savvy and 
do not fall victim to such things, except when they are 
repeated so many times that the sheer length of the pedigree, 
if you will, of a given disinformation story is so long that it 
begins to gain in credibility. Then sometimes it appears in 
the press. 


Q Any examples, specific examples? 
“ The ALDS disinformation campaign. 
Q Is that an example of our national network news? 


[I'm curious what examples within the last year, if this is the 
year we are dealing with, you can cite -- 


A The ALOS disinformation story was presented on 
national evening news -- 


Q Not as disinformation? 
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A It was not identified as disinformation. It was 
merely reported as an item carried by -- Izvestia? 





VOICE: The Associated Press. _Jn® associated Press 
picked up Tass aa 


~ 
DR. BAILEY: It was-Picked up from Tass. 
- 


Q You said that these -- everything in here, you 
had a big fight-to get these declassified. Can you say -- 


2) Arduous process, not big fight. 


Q Arduous process. (laughter) That means there 
has to be a great deal more which is classified concerning all 
of these areas which are probably the subject of ongoing active 
investigations, and so forth. 


Can you say, is there a criteria by which these 
materials were declassified as opposed to others which remain 
classified? 


4 Oh, yes. When a source or a method would be in 
any way jeopardized by the release of the information, that is 
a very important determining factor. So, if we receive, for 
example, a copy of a forgery from a certain source, and he says 
that this was given to the leader of Country "X" by 
such-and-such an ambassador, you know, facts would become 
obvious to jeopardize that source, then we would certainly 
protect that kind of information. 


Q I have one other question. According to many 
reports, including a book that was published on the Walker 
family spy case, the purges of the Soviet U.N. Mission in New 
York City in October last year were supposed to have removed a 
whole cadre force of top KGB disinformation experts that were 
operating inside the United States, that this was a 
countermeasure that was taken in reaction to the Walker spy 
scandal, and so forth. 


Have we seen, or can we identify, any effect of that 
purge of these KGB operatives From the U.S. Embassy here, San 
Francisco, and the U.N. Mission in New York, in terms of the 
effectiveness of their activities, the extent of their 
activities that we have seen going on? 


A I'm sorry, I don't have any information to answer 
that question with right now 
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Q Can I ask you something about the effect of these 
programs? You have talked about what has been written, all 
these lies, so to speak What if -- can you give us some 


conc*ete examples of damage to the United States' interests 
that have been caused by these things? 


+ cure That's a good question 


Q And are they more damaging than revelations such 
as that the CIA Director financed an operation in which 80 
innocent people in Beirut were killed? In other words, is this 
disinformation as damaging to the U.S. as that kind of 
revelation? 


a) I'll let you be the judge I'll give you some 
examples and maybe that will be helpful 


One forgery which is not mentioned in this report, 
which occurred in fact after the report was basically compiled, 
was a letter purportedly written from CIA Director Casey to 
Heritage Foundation, Ed Fuller The letter appeared to 
congratulate Mr. Fuller on a report which helped to destabilize 
India 


formation in India on 
the U.S. Information 

at riot was a fairly violent one 

volved some bombs and quite a bit of violence 


this bogus do 
Service in Ca 
In fact, it i 


€ f in 
ument, there was a riot at 
E t G 


That was after the United States said that it was 
a forgery, or was it -- ? 


2) 


4 This was after the United States had said that it 
was a forgery The Embassy immediately denounced it as a 
forgery and gave what evidence they could that it was, pointing 
out certain problems with the physical appearance of the 
forgery And I am not here saying that that was a 
Soviet-generated forgery I'm just giving you an example of a 
forgery, a piece of disinformation, if you will, that damaged 


the United States and U.S. interests 


Q Was that the Blitz paper? 

. Yes 

Q I seem to remember when you were last here -- 
Q Do you have another example? 

- Yes May 1 give one more example? 
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Q Before you go on, I seem to remember the last 
time you were here on that particular subject you did suggest 
that it was a Soviet forgery, did you not? 


‘ Which Blitz forgery were you referring to? This 
was a new Blitz forgery I talked about a different one from 
Blitz. Blitz is heavily engaged in repeating and initiating 
Soviet-inspired, if not pro-Soviet, disinformation in India 
So certainly one of the forgeries, I believe I produced here in 
a previous briefing, was carried by 81itz But this newest one 
I did not discuss then because it only recently occurred. 





Q So you're suggesting that the riot in Calcutta 
was against the United States denouncing the disinformation 
rather than against what the United States supposedly did 


A The public obviously believed that the document 
was true and that the U.S. was engaged in trying to destabilize 
India The attack was directly against a U.S. facility -- 
symbolizing our Government, our people, our policy. 


That is not the first such document accusing us of 
destabilizing India There have been others The so-called 
Kirkpatrick forgery, which was a purported USIA cable which 
reported a speech that Jeane Kirkpatrick never gave, sought to 
Balkanize India That caused great difficulty for us in our 
foreign policy, as well as our image in India and abroad 


In my travels in India last August -- August a year 
ago -- that was repeatedly brought up to me by Indian officials 
as if it were true And it's so difficult to deal with that 
when you're dealing with officials who believe something like 
that 


So there are two types of damage One is violence; 
that's very negative And the other is damage directly to 
foreign policy 


Q What are the mechanics of something like that? I 
mean, how -- what are the vehicles that they use -- I mean, do 
we suspect them of also instigating riots as well as doing the 
forgeries? And can you give some -- how this process works, 


some examples of that’? 
‘ Of how a forgery is placed? 


Q Well, how it's placed and how if they create a -- 
if there are other agents involved in fomenting unrest 


A See if this answers your question, and tell me if 
it doesn't 
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In 1962, we know from defector reporting in a trial 
that was held in London this summer, that the Soviet Union was 
active -- the KGB was actively engaged in establishing the 


Patriot newspaper in India The Patriot, like the Blitz, is 
often engaged in disseminating -- occasionally originating -- 


disinformation which benefits the Soviet Union or benefits the 
Communist interests 


That newspaper --— which was, as I said, set up in 1962 
-—- has been engaged over the years in reporting forgeries and 
disinformation repeatedly It was involved, in fact, in the 


AIDS disinformation 


Q Excuse me for a minute 

- Yes 

Q Coming back to the AIDS disinformation, it's 
clear from the organization of the book and presentation here 
that the United States Government considers this to de a very 


serious matter 


= Yes 

Q If that's the case, then I still don't understand 
why no diplomatic representation was made to the Soviets 

A The letters from Ambassador Hartman 

Q Were to Cherkofsky, the Editor of Lit Gaz, and 
not -- 

<= Yes 

. -- and not to the Editor of Pravda, and not t 
the MEAD 

a Not to the what? 

Q The Ministry of Foreign affairs and I'd like to 
know why 

= I think that, in fairness to your question, we 
are to blame were The U.S. Government should take 
responsibility for not having more rapidly responded to that 
But, initially, the impression within the Government -- it was 
my own impression as well -- was that nobody would believe such 
an incredible story And I think that we thought that if we 


respond at the ambassadorial level that there would be an 
effort by the Soviet Union to cease this kind of behavior 

Once we realized that it was not going to quit, we felt first 
obliged to document the case to prove that it was the Soviet 
Union that was not only perpetrating the disinformation but was 

















_13- 9/29/87 


Q Well, you have a cartoon in Pravda here, which is 
the organization -- 


a That's right 
Q -— of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union -- 
a That's right 
¥ -- which do not appear gratuitously Somebody's 


got to decide to put it in 


~ Right 

Q It is not a coincidence 

That's correct 

Q And it's taken until now for the United States 


Government to realize that? 


a No, it hasn't taken until now I mean, if you 
note the footnote of the title of the chapter on AIDS 
disinformation indicates that this is a rendition of a Foreign 
Affairs note that the Department put out in July of this year 
And so that documentation from essentially October of 1986 to 
July to put together the documentation so that we could present 
it 


And at that time, when we had the evidence compiled, 
we did approach the Soviet Union formally 


Q Sorry Can I just switch back to the Calcutta 
riot? Can you tell me when that was? 


A When what was? 
Q The Calcutta riot that was prompted by the -- 
Qa It was this summer What was the date, 


gentlemen; do you know? 
VOICE August 10th -- August 
ANOTHER VOICE Sunday 


Q And has the United States ever engaged in 
disinformation? 
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a That's an extremely important question I 
contemplated what I would say if it were asked. Having served 
in Washington for the last couple of years, I realize that one 
cannot always know or say definitively what an official, or 
even e set of officials, might be doing in the United States 
Government But what one can determine is what the effects out 
there. 


And in looking around the world for evidence of any 
campaign by the United States to discredit the Soviet Union or 
to spread disinformation in this fashion, I think the evidence 
is clearly not there There are no forgeries, there are no 
disinformation campaigns which can be pointed to. And, 
secondly, there is no parallel institution to the one that I 
initially spoke about -- the International Department headed by 
Anatoliy Dobrynin We have no parallel institution dedicated 
to the use of front groups or dissemination of disinformation. 


So I provide you with that thought and hope that it -- 
MRS. OAKLEY Let's make this the last two. 
Q Can you comment on the case of Soviet 


disinformation involving the assassination of Swedish Prime 
Minister Olaf Palme, the attempt to attribute it toa -- 


a Yes 

Q -- U.S. political figure? 

A There is a —- what this gentleman is referring to 
1s a videotape which was produced by the Soviet Government. 
It's a one-hour-long, so-called docudrama. This docudrama was 
filmed in Russian It ends with the statement -- just to make 
a long story short -- that “All roads lead to the CIA," in 
answering the question “Who killea Olaf Palme?" 


This video was shown not only in the Soviet Union but 
it was also shown in Sweden on a very important date -- the 
anniversary of the assassination of Olaf Palme The United 
States Government took a very serious view of this and made 
representation asking that it not be shown at such a time and 
reaffirming our deep grief over the assassination and our firm 
statement that we had absolutely nothing to do with such an 


assassination and that we think that it is not -- to put it 
briefly -- not very nice of the Soviets to do that. 
Q Did you -- to whom did you officially complain in 


that case? 
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A We had mentioned our disgruntlement not only to 
the Soviet Union but we asked the Swedish television -- I'm 
sorry, I don't know the official name of it -- but we did make 


representation to the Swedish company that was going to show it 
that we thought it inappropriate on the anniversary of the 
assassination to show such scurrilous material 


Q Do you know if that video explicitly mentioned 
Lyndon LaRouche, as some of the other material did that came 
out of -- 


s I do not, no 
MRS. OAKLEY: Jane, the last question. 


Q In your opening comments, you said that the 
Soviet Union is not the only country to use these active 
Measures. What are some of the other countries who use these? 


2) We know, specifically, from defector reporting, 
that the East Bloc countries are heavily involved in not only 
disinformation but other kinds of active measures such as front 
groups and forgeries We -- 


Q All of them support it or support it equally? 

A No, not necessarily all of them equally 

Let me give you an example Mr. Bittman, who is now 
in the United States, used to work for the -- he's a defector 


-- he worked for the Czechoslovak disinformation arm And he 
said that up to 50 percent of what he views as disinformation 
around the world today about the United States comes from East 
Bloc countries. He made no subdivision of that, but that will 
Give you a rough idea of what his opinion is on that 


Q Are there also -- 

Sorry 

Q I was just following up «* Ann's point Are 
there any particular East Bloc countri: sho get gold stars 


next to their names for the -- 


Q I wouldn't care to put a gold star next to 
anybody's name, no. But I will add that -- 


Q Or a black mark? (laughter) 
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A There are regional orientations, of course For 
example, Cuba becomes very involved in disinformation 
activities, as does ‘he Nicaraguan News Service, in 
disseminating disinformation in the Latin America/Central 


America/Caribbean arena So it depends on what the region is 
and what the substance of the disinformation is -- as to who is 
engaged. 

MRS. OAKLEY All right Thank you very much 


(The ON-THE-RECORD briefing concluded at 3:03 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SOUTH APRICA 
U.N. PLAZA HOTEL 
NEW YORK CITY 
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1987, 3:20 P. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I think most of 
you will have had a few minutes to look over this speech, 
and I will just say a few words. Then, if have questions, 
we can go to that. 


The Secretary is going to be giving thia evening an 
important statement on our policy toward South Africa. It 
reflecte the fact that, as we see it, a lot of things have 
been argued about and a lot of things have been learned and 
a lot of conclusions have been reached that are important to 
take note of. 


There ien't any debate about apartheid. No one 
supports it. Everyone is against it. No one likes the grim 
realities that we see in South Africa -- repression, 
violence, denial of basic rights, and terrorism against all 
sorts of people. No one is against using pressure. 

Pressure has been part of our policy for years. Congress 

added some additional measures last year, some of which we 
disagreed with but they're the law of the land and they're 
being implemented. 


These kinds of measures make clear our sense of 
outrage and frustration about the system of apartheid. At 
the same time, we take note of the fact that since last 
year's bill was passed by the Congress, apartheid is still 
there; reform is stalled; violence and oppression continue; 
negotiations have not begun. 


So that's kind of the starting point, the factual 
starting point of the Secretary's speech. He goes well 
beyond that, and he makes the point that it is time for us 
to get beyond talking about those things that we know we're 
all against, to get beyond some of the debate that we've 
had, to agree on the grim realities and then, as well, to 
take note of some of the grounds which do exist for hope in 
South Africa, some of the elements of hope which are there. 
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apartheid. We also care about what comes after apartheid. 


It pute our country -- the Secretary's speech pute our 
country squarely on the side of democratic change where it 
belongs. 


The Secretary will make the point that many South 
Africans have urged us to describe such a vision in more 
clear-cut terme than we have done up to now, South Africans 
of all kinds, of all races. So this has not been done 
before and tonight it's being done. So that's the first key 


point. 


The second key point is that only South Africans can 
bring about that kind of a future. We can't bring it about. 
We can bring our influence to bear. We can indicate where 
we etand. We can support those elements who are committed 
to such principles. We can help build institutions, and we 
have been doing that and will continue to do it, but only 
they can build a new system and end the agony. 


So that, I think, is the wrap-up on it. The summary 
at the end of the speech indicates what our role ig in light 
of all that's been said -- to make our stand clear, to keep 
in contact with everyone, to open channels where we can, 
not to abandon or write off that important country, to 
maintain our programs of support to the victims of 
apartheid, to support the continued role of our institutions 
which are there -- businesses, foundations, universities, 
and so on; to work to reduce regional violence, and to make 
sure that ae the process that we're talking about gets a 
chance, gets a start, that we are supporting it in every way 
that we can, 


So with that quick summary, I will go to your 
questions, 


Q Why, sincé it's been such a major issue, is 
there not a eingle mention either pro or con of the word 
"sanctions" anywhere in this big, long text? 


I mean, how can this be a credible speech to the 
world since that's been a major focus cf debate in the 
United States? 


a We are about to send to the Congress, on the 
2nd of October, a@ report on the effects of the sanctions 
that were put in place last October, That will be sent up 
-- I think October 2 is the date for that -- and that will 
be available as soon as it's available. 
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It's quite a lengthy discussion of that iseue. As I 
said, no one is saying that we're against pressure. The 
bill that was paseed last year included some things that we 
could have, and, in fact, indicated our support for. It 
included a number of things that we couldn't support, but 
that's behind us. That debate is behind us, That agenda is 
last year's agenda. The bill is the law; we're applying it, 
and the facts speak for themselves since that bill was 
passed. That's what the report will say, 


Q Is there, in this speech, a single, new policy 
initiative on the part of the Administration? Is Shultz 
indicating anything in this that we have not heard before in 
terme of a policy initiative? 


A There are elements of continuity with policy 
from the past. In fact, the basic thrust of staying 
involved ig obviously there. He is saying we don't want to 
abandon South Africa because the situation is grim. 


At the same time, what he has done, I think, is 
something which, perhaps with all the discussion that has 
taken place here and in other countries, it needs very badly 
to be said. In that sense, it is something very important 
that has not been said before. 


First, that we have a democratic vision which is 
spelled out in some specifics ae to concepts. We challenge 
South Africans to look at those concepts. We stand behind 
those concepts. It hae never been said like this before by 
any significant country. And, secondly, to make it clear 
where the responsibility ultimately lies. 


There has been a tendency, we feel at times, to sort 
of assume that if one could come up with a magic recipe in 
Washington or in London or someplace, apartheid would come 
tumbling down. The world isn't organized like that. 


The South Africans are the ones who have to negotiate 
their future. So those are the two key points, I think, 


Q I just gave thie a cursory reading and may have 
missed it, but I see no reference in here at all to the 
Sullivan Plan, the 6-point plan, and its abandonment by its 
author about two months ago. I think it was Reverend 
Sullivan's call for a complete pullout of American business 
and industry from South Africa as well as Congressional 
sanctions against countries whose businesses replaced U.S. 
businesses that pull out. Was there any reason for the 
omission? 
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A There is a section in the speech which talks 
about the important continuing role of American business and 
Western business generally in South Africa. The point that 
we would make, and I'm sure this is the way the Secretary 
would put it, is that it is a shame to see the American flag 
coming down as American firms have come home. Some of them 
have come home. American investment -- direct investment -- 
in South Africa today is in the neighborhood of a billion 
dollars, I guess; something along those lines, which is down 
from a little over $2 billion, if you go back three or four 
years. That should be no subject of satisfaction or pride 
for anyone. It has lead to a drying up of funding for very 
important programs for the black community in South Africa. 
That's being recognized as such not just by ue but by people 
there, more importantly. 


I think the other point is that a lot of firme are 
staying and they're staying with the Sullivan Principles. 


Q Is Pik Botha here? 

A Not to my knowledge. No, he's in South Africa 
I'm quite sure. 

Q He's in South Africa? 

A Yes. 

Q So there certainly won't be any meeting before 
Priday between him and the Secretary that you're aware of? 

A No. 

Q Ie it Friday that he is supposed to meet with 
the Secretary? 

7 Sorry. There's no meeting planned with Pik 
Botha. 

Q You made reference to the fact that since the 


sanctions, there's been no movement toward reform. Are you 
somewhat surprised that there's been no movement at all 
since the elections? Do you expect the stall (inaudible) 
after elections, Since then everything seems to be on dead 
center. 


A Well, there's a number of things you could say, 
and these will be points that are going to be noted in the 
President's report to the Congress. There's been no 
timetable set for legislative ending of apartheid. There's 
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been no releasing of key political prisoners. There's been 
no ending of a state of emergency. In fact, it's gotten 
more oppressive. The press censorship has been increased, 
The opposition, the official opposition in South Africa's 
Parliament, which was previously liberal in South African 
terms, is now the far right. 


So those are the facts and they're not very 
reassuring. 


Q How much of this is due to the election, 
because the right did pretty well in that election, as you 
may know. Do you think this is an outcome of the lack of 
progress? Ise it the outcome of the election -- of the 
government saying or deciding they cannot go eny further 
than they had in the past -- in the previous year or 80? 


A Well, we have the impression that the 
government has focused a lot of its energy for the past year 
or two on the question of dealing with what they call a 
revolutionary climate. That's what the state of emergency 
was for ‘ 


And, secondly, with trying to find some basis to open 
up dialogue and negotiation, they're giving a lot of 
attention to that. Perhaps for that reason, less attention 
to legislative reform, so we're not hearing much about 
that. Perhaps some in the next Parliamentary session, but 
we don't hear about much right now. 


Q Do you think things would have been better if 
it hadn't been for the sanctions? You talk about a lot of 
negative facts. Are these caused by the sanctions, are they 
not ameliorated by the sanctions? 


A Well, I wouldn't want to pre-empt this report 
’ e@O-- . 

Q Oh, go ahead. 

A -- it is in -- I'm sure you'd love me to. I 


think I better not, except to say this. Perhaps the time 
has come for us to get over the temptation to assume that 
whatever happens there is, in some sense, directly 
attributable to instincts or desires or preferences or 
decisions that we might take here. 


Sure, it's a factor. Our influence is there. It's a 
factor. We think our influence, in some respects, has been 
weakened, at least for the time being. But it is very hard 
to isolate what leads to what. Very hard. 
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Q Will this report include some suggestions for 
future actions on the part of Congress or anyone else? 


A No. I can't go beyond what I've said in that 
regard. It states the facts as we see then. 


Q I guess I'm somewhat puzzled by -- that one of 
the themes of the speech is an optimism about the potential 
future of South Africa, on the one hand, and yet you have 
just gone down a depressing list of no action and negative 
action which has occurred in South Africa since the 
elections. How do you square what you see versus the 
optimistic vision which you are touting in the speech? 


A I'll answer your question in two respecte. 
There is a tendency to focus on the negative, and the 
negative is very, very clear and very stark in South Africa, 
and it leads to a kind of a sense of self-reinforcing 
depression. Debilitating pessimism is the phrase the 
Secretary uses. 


But at the same time, there are a lot of people in 
that country, as there are here, who have not given up, who 
are working very hard to try and build black power in 
peaceful means to try and liberate that country, and they 
haven't given up. We have no business giving up. We're 
not a nation that gives up. So the Secretary is trying to 
strike, I think, that idealistic chord which is very much an 
Amrican chord; at the same time stating the facts as they 
are, which is that there's a lot that's grim in that country. 


Secondly, and I want to make this second thing very 
clear. In talking about things that are negative that 
haven't happened, we're talking a lot about what the 
government hasn't done. But the government is not the only 
actor in South Africa.~- There are many other actors. There 
is the parliamentary opposition. There ig the 
extra-parliamentary opposition. There are various forms of 
black organizations -- labor, churches, political movemente, 
and others, They're not just sitting on their hands. 
Neither ia white business just sitting on their hands. 
oo are thinking, and we should be trying to encourage 
that. 


Q When was the last time the Secretary of State 
made a major policy statement on South Africa? 


A In terme of a full-blown address, it would have 
been last December, I believe. I'd have to check the 
record, but I think that's right. 
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Q Why is he making a statement now? 


A Well, a number of things lead to the timing, I 
think. One is that we have seen a period of time that's a 
decent interval maybe since things really went off the rails 
in May of '86. You may recall what happened in May of '86, 
It's perhaps time to stand back and have some sober 
reflections. So that's one factor, 


Another factor is that we've been seeing a tremendous 
number of people across the spectrum in South Africa who, 
frankly, have asked us to speak out on these issues. We 
have spent the last six to eight months talking to various 
parties -- our allies, African friends, and South Africans 
across the spectrum. And there's a lot of consensus that 
it's helpful to do what the Secretary's going to do tonight, 
so we thought the time was right. 


Q What impact do you think this speech will have, 
if any? 


A It's not for me to say. But as someone who's 
worked and looked a lot at this issue over the years, you 
can look back at various things that happened and say, 
"Well, those were watersheds.” This could become one of 
those, because of what is said in terme of where we stand 
about the future -- about what post-apartheid means. It 
isn't just that we detest that system: it's that we think a 
lot and care about what comes after it. 


Q What do you think of ae the main audience for 
this speech? The people in South Africa, the people in the 
United States, the people in Congress? Who are you trying 
to reach? 


A I think we have to try to reach all the 
audiences, and on this topic there are many. There are at 
least six different audiences in South Africa itself, and 
there's quite a few in other countries and here, so it 
really has to be in all directions. 


Q Can I ask you a question about your visit to 
(inaudible) last week? Not much has been said about that, 
either ON THE RECORD or ON BACKGROUND, and I wonder if you 
could tell us what happened, and why couldn't you wait until 
this week when the Angolans came here? 


aN The latter question, George, is easy to 
answer: One wants to deal with the people that one is 
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negotiating with, and they are very preoccupied with -- 
their core team is in Europe for the head-of-state visit 
that President Dos Santos is conducting in four European 
countries, so it was important to be in touch with them. 


They're not coming here is the point. This is part 
of a continuing series. We've had a number of meetings 
lately. I'm not going to get into detail on it except to 
say that we are seeking to clarify the questions that lie 
before them and before us at the same time as we try see if 
it's possible to accelerate the narrowing of the gap between 
their position and South Africa's. As you know, they made 
some new proposals in early August. As President Dos Santos 
said publicly in Paris last week, those proposals represent 
a starting point for further discussion, and that's exactly 


what we're doing. 


So it's really a question of trying to see what more 
we can do to get something which is sufficiently, 
dramatically new and improved that we can actually get to 
the goal line. 


Q Is the gap being narrowed? 

A It has been narrowed some already. There's 
been a step forward, but we need more steps. 

re] When is the next meeting? 

A Don't have one planned. 

Q What effect, if any, will the events inside 


South Africa have on these talks you're having with Angola? 


A I'm not sure that that really ig a question 
that we can answer. Maybe it's a question better put to the 
Angolans. We haven't changed our basic approach. we're 
seeking a compromise settlement. The Angolans, presumably, 
are looking at their options. They may feel that they're in 
something of a box, and they want to get out of it. Let's 
hope that's the case. But I really wouldn't go beyond that 
in terme of what conclusions they are drawing about events 
in South Africa. We, for our part, believe that it is 
essential that any policy tevwards South Africa be seen ina 
regional context. We're trying to build greater stability 


in that region. 


Q What I wanted to get at is the extent to which, 
in your discussions, you find that as South Africa itself 
hag moved to the right, from all of these things that you 
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mentioned, that there is more of a willingness on the part 
of Angola to come to some agreement in the face of that 
which is (inaudible) -- 


A I wouldn't really put it that way. If there 
were those, among the Front Line States, the SADEC 
countries, if there were those -- I emphasize the "if" -- 


who believe that South Africa was on the verge of a 
revolutionary cataclysm a year ago, they presumably don't 
believe that today. 


¢ I didn't get a chance to read through the 
speech before you started speaking. I didn't find a single 
reference to the use of the word "constructive engagement" 
which has marked the policy in government for the past 
year. (Inaudible) Are you abandoning the use of that word? 


A Labels are not as important as substance, and 
the Secretary's making it very clear in his speech that we 
are determined to remain involved in all the appropriate 
ways that we can -- diplomatically and politically and 
economically -=- and we seek to play a helpful role. But 
it's not for us to build the democracy that we're talking 
about. It's got to be built by South Africans themselves. 


So I wouldn't say we're abandoning anything. Words 
are not the key, labels are not the key, and labels can 
often confuse communications, so that's not the issue. 


Q But you've dropped the label, haven't you? 

A That's not news. We haven't heard too many 
people using the label for some time. 

Q Why not just say you dropped the label? 

A Well, that's your job. (Laugher) 

Q What's the possibility of the Secretary going 


to southern Africa at some point in the future? It's been 
talked about quite a lot. 


A He has been talking about it quite a bit, and 
we continue to talk about it. I think he's looking for a 
good moment. He's got a lot of tradeoffs to make, and he's 
not made any decisions, which is, I think, an answer I've 
given you previously. 


Q But is South Africa included in southern Africa? 
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A Yes. 


Q Would he consider going to southern Africa 
without going to South Africa? 


A The issue hasn't arisen. I think when we've 
talked about it, it's usually been assumed that one would go 


to South Africa, too. 


Q In his past speeches and descriptions of the 
South African situation, Secretary Shultz has, at times, 
been very, very tough in his rhetoric about apartheid, and 
in this speech he is critical of apartheid, but the level of 
rhetoric appears to be more modulated. Were you attempting 
to keep this -- to be a different kind of a statement as 
opposed to the table-thumping kind of thing which he has 
done before on the issue cf South Africa? Were you trying 
to mute the rhetoric? 


A No, I don't think so. I think there's a very 
Clear statement of our views about what is happening there 
ané very specific examples are given of things that one has 
to simply deplore. So there is not any modulation of our 
criticiem there. I think the point ia that, okay, we've all 
ee these things. Can we think out loud about what we are 
or? 


¢ How do you view the role of the U.N. in the 
southern African problem -- (inaudible) -- 


A The question of the U.N. hae many parts, of 
course, whether one's talking about the General Assembly or 
the Security Council or the Secretary General. 


Q (Inaudible) 


A We value them very highly. We keep in close 
touch with the Secretary General and his xey colleagues on 
the issues which they are involved in. That's, of course, 
particularly Namibia and Angola. So we're in constant 
touch. I expect that I will be seeing one or other of them 
while I'm up here this week, for example, to share 
impressions on our latest talks. 


The U.N. Secretariat and the staff there play a key 
role. They are in touch with everybody, and they are the 
ones who will have to plan the process that would ultimately 
be put in place, if we were to get a settlement. So it’s 
important to keep in touch with them, 











XEROX TELECOPIER 2395 ; S-sU-s/s,1Ussl «AM, tevivevy eveurimes + + - 


+ 


-l}3- 


Q Could you elaborate a little more on what you 
think the significance is of this section of vision here, 
the way we perceive our vision of a post-apartheid South 
Africa? I mean, it's stuff I assume we would stand for, and 
I assume maybe we said parts of it before -- maybe not in 
one big chunk -- but I have trouble with its significance. 


A Well, I think the point is that given the 
igsues that are in conflict in South Africa, that this kind 
of a statement has very special meaning, and it may seem 
strange, if you haven't followed the discussions and the 
evolution of policy over the past 30 years -- not the past 
four or something -- but something like this has never been 
done before by any major Western country. And it's the 
Western countries who count, because they're the ones that 
are democratic, let's face it. If things like that were 
said by the majority across the street there, you wouldn't 


bat an eyelash. 


Q It seems that the problem of South Africa has 
many parts -- the Angola problem, the Mozambique problen. 
What can you tell us about the visit of the President of 
Mozambique to Washington on October §, and could you relate 
your answer to the accords just realized between Mozambique 
and South Africa? 


A It's an important visit. President Chissano of 
Mozambique is himself making a trip through several Western 
European countries this week, and he arrives here over the 
weekend. He'll be seeing the President on Monday. We have 
worked hard to establish a new relationship with Mozambique 
and to build a relationship there which is in both of our 
interests. 





We are pleased at the developments that you refer to, 
because it could lead to some reduction in the violence 
there which, obviously, is something we hope for. 


I would add that, in addition to hie visit, we're 
having a visit by President Kaunda next week to Washington, 
the OAU Chairman. So it's all part of an activity which in 
our view is very important. We're in touch with everybody, 
and we want to share our sense of where things are and 
listen to them as well, 


Thank you very much. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:49 p.m.) 
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MR. At ed briefly, the echedule for tomorrow 
-- you've got it @ 


ALL: Yes. 


MR. REDMAN: Moving right along, again, if you want, 
I will try to do -- well, it's going to be difficult. I can 
try to do the readout after the 12:00 o'clock meeting, so 
that at about 12:30, perhaps, before we go off to the OAU 
lunch. Otherwise, it will be after the OAU lunch. So let's 
shoot for 12:30 -- a quick one for the time being. 


Going quickly through thie agenda, the meeting with 
the Indian Poreign Minister covered a number of areas -- the 
question of overall state of U.S8.-Indian relations are 
pretty good; looking forward to the visit by Prise Minister 
Gandhi in the not-too-distant future. Discussed the Sri 
Lankan question briefly. The Secretary expressed our 
support for the constructive efforts being played by India 
in trying to help the situation out in Sri Lanka. 


Afghanistan was discussed. The Secretary briefed the 
Poreign Minister on the basie of his -- I'm sorry, he's 
Minister of State in fact -- briefed the Minister on his 
talks with Poreign Minister Shevardnadse. And, finally, the 
question of India and Pakistani relations was discussed, and 
there the Secretary urged continued work on this particular 
problem, the problem in particular of nuclear 
non-proliferation. And, as we've urged before, said that 
the two sides ought to continue to look for some sort of a 
non-proliferation regime for the region. 


Anything else on India? Okay. 


Then in the meeting with the Kuwaiti Poreign 
Minister, moet of the discussion focused on a review of 
where things stand in the Gulf war, in particular Resolution 
$98. And there again the exchange was very similar to that 
which I have described in previous meetings. Agreement on 
both sides that Resolution 598 needs to stand intact; that 
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we have to be firm. Both sides stressed the importance of 
follow-through on Resolution 598, and to that end the need 
to get a definitive Iranian response. 


On the question of terrorism which came up briefly, 
the Secretary again expressed his deep appreciation for the 
way Kuwait has stood up to the question on the issue of 
terrorisa. 


Then in the meeting with the Egyptian Poreign 
Minister, some of this, of course, was in preview of the 
Secretary's expected visit to Egypt in a few weeks, but the 
two Ministers did spend some time reviewing where things 
stand in the peace process. They also discussed the 
Iran-Iraq war. There again the Egyptian Minister expressed 
appreciation for the strong U.8. stand, and again there was 
agreement that we need to stand firm on Resolution 598 to 
not break the linkage between the cease-fire and withdrawal 
and the need for follow-up to that resolution. 


And the economic program underway in Bgypt was also 
discussed briefly. The Secretary said that from what he 
could see, it seemed to be moving well, and that the 0.8. 
supported that program. 


Then finally in the meeting with the Syrian Poreign 
Minister, there was discussion of the peace process. The 
Secretary described our views on that process, where things 
now stand. I don't think that that exchange broke any new 
ground on one side or the other. There was a discussion of 
the situation in Lebanon. The Secretary made the sane 
points concerning our position on Lebanon that I described 
to you this morning after the meeting with President 
Gemayel, summarized in our support for the territorial 
integrity, the sovereignty and the independence of Lebanon. 


The Secretary urged that those who have influence and 
can do something to help Lebanon use that influence in a 
constructive and positive way. That's what we intend to do, 
= os Secretary urged the Syrians and others to do 
ikewise. 


There was a discussion of terrorism. That's a 
subject that's always on our agenda. As you know, we have 
welcomed the Syrian decision to move Mr. Abu Nidal out of 
Damascus. We do have some other continuing concerns with 
terrorism which were discussed. To pick out perhaps the two 
principal ones, the possibility of upgrading further 
security at Beirut International Airport where we think and 
hope that the Syrians can do more. And, secondly, our 
continuing concern with Abu Nidal's facilities which are 
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And then there was a discussion of the Iran-Iraq war, 
basically an exchange of views as to where things stand. 


Q Did the question of hostages come up with the 
Syrian Foreign Minister? 


A It came up a couple of timee. Again, the 
Syrian Foreign Minister said that the Syrian Governaent 
intends to do everything it can to continue to work on this 
hsotage problem which he described as a crime against 
humanity and something that the Syrian Government felt that 
they ought to be working on. 

Q Did he break any new ground for Lebanon? 

AK I don't want to characterize his position. 


Again, I think I've characterized the general tone of the 
discussion when I said I'd leave it with a description of 


our position. 


Q Are you going to appoint a new Ambassador to 
Washington? 


A Who is that? 
Q Syria? 
» That wasn't raised. 


Q Was the possibility of Shultz going to Syria 
talked about in any context? 


NO. 
What about lifting (inaudible) 0.8. sanctions? 
The subject was not raised, 


Any positive tone from the Syrian Foreign 


Q 
Minister <-- 


A I don't know that I described his tone on most 
of those issues, so I'm not sure -- 


Q (Inaudible) 


A No. I'm not going to. You can talk to them 
and get their perspective on these issues from their side. 


Q Was there -- I missed -- how did you 
characterize the talks with the Syrian Poreign Minister? 


was it frank -- 
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A I haven't been trying to describe all of these 
talks we've been having these past days. These are all 
businesslike meetings. That's the kind of medetings that 
we're used to having here. The Secretary met with the 
Syrian Foreign Minister here last year. He saw him again 
today. This is again part of this process that we've been 
undertaking to restore the dialogue. I think that's the 
context you want to see it in. 


Q But they did not raise any new issue? I sean, 
you raised ali the issues -- what they raise? I mean -- 
(inaudible). That's why we are here. 


A Those were the issues that were discussed. 
Q But did they raise the issue -- 
A They raised the Iran-Iraq war. 


Q Was there any discussion of Syria's relations 
with Iraq? 


A No, Not in any specific terms in discussing 
the Iran-Iraq war. The Syrian Minister said that the Syrian 
Government had been concerned that the war not spread 
further; that they had worked to that end. 


Q You mentioned the Abu Nidal facilities in 
Bekaa. What was the Syrian reeponse to that inquiry by the 
Secretary? 


A They listened -- closely, I would say. But 
beyond that, I'll just leave it there. 


Q On the airport, the old airport -- did you ask 
them evacuate it or -- (inaudible) -- I mean, they have 
intelligence (inaudible) there, so whet you want them to 
remove it or what? 


A I think I said essentially what was said in the 
meeting, which was to the extent that the Syrians can do 
something there to help increase security, and we believe 
they can do something. We encouraged them to do that. 


Q Did the Secretary -- (inaudible) -=- discuss 
with the Poreign Minister anything -- (inaudible) -- 


A Without going into the detaile, I think the 
fact that Lebanon is discussed means that all of the 
information that's coming into play, including that in the 
meeting this morning ~~ that all figures vogh gr 
digaveeaars- But I don't want to go further into the 
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Q Is there any relation between the visit of the 
Secretary of State in the Middle East -- do you expect 
regional progress to be discussed -- (inaudible) -- 


A I don't want to lead you to believe that 
there's a direct link in the sense you tend to be making 
it. He ie going to the Middle East now for reasons having 
to do with our bilateral relations with those countries as 
well as our discussion of regional issues such as the peace 
process. It is also true that in our discussions with the 
Soviets, the Middle East is often one of the questions that 
comes up. So the two are never related, but the visits were 
not scheduled for that specific purpose, to link the two, 


~_ a the meeting with the Syrian go longer than 
A It went a bit longer, but other meetings had 
gone a bit longer as well. 
Q How long? 
A I think we were probably about 40 minutes. 
2 (Inaudible)d 
A I don't have anything new to say on that etory. 
Q (Inaudible) 
A I just don't have anything further on that one, 


Q Was there any comment on recent improvement in 
relations between the United States and the Syrians? 


A No. Not specifically. We sat down. We 
started talking. We went through the issues that I 
described. ™ 


Q Are you -- (inaudible) -- 


A T don't think I'm in a position to answer that 
question specifically. We discussed the war. The Syrians, 
obviously, expressed their conzern over it spreading 
further. I think at one poiiut the Minister also expressed 
concern over intimidatica as it might be practiced in the 


Gulf region. 
Q (Inaudible) 


A I don't know. He didn't say by whom, but <-- 
certainly not by us. I'm sorry. I could eliminate at least 


one country. 
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Q But this meeting with the Syrian Minister -- 
opened the way for other Syrian officials to visit Syria in 
the future? 


A That didn't come up. The various measures that 
we have put in place are still in effect. Nothing has 
changed on that score. 


Q Did the Syrians threaten -- for putting the 
whole relation with Syria -- (inaudible) 


A I've described to you basically the content of 
the conversation./ 


Q Did the Syrians point out the -- (inaudible) 
A It didn't come up. 

Q Did 598 come up? 

A with -- 

Q (Inaudible) 

A Not in the same specificity that it did in 


other discussions. I guess it was there beneath the 
surface, but, no, there was not a epecific exchange. 


Q (Inaudible) -- agreements on the need to 
implement or anything of that with the Syrians? 

A It didn't come up in quite the same context. 

Q What wae the Syrian position -- was it 


expressed on an international peace conference? 
A You've beard the Syrians speak to that, and I 
don't nee@ te do that for you. Well, ask them. You'll have 


to ask thems I'm not going to express their position for 
thes. 


Q (Inaudible) -- 
A No, 
Okay. I think we've all got to run at this point. 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements, so I will be happy to begin with your 
questions. 


Q On the Persian Gulf, there is a report that our 
convoy went through with some U.S.-flag ships as well as some 
European-flag ships. 


What are the ground-rules now for U.S. naval escorts 
through the Gulf? 


a I really don't have any specifics on the - 
ground-rules, as you call them, or what we have talked about. 
I think you would have to address those questions to the 
Pentagon. 


Q Well, because, as I recall, the rationale for the 
U.S. flagging was to give the Kuwaiti ships, in this case, the 
essence of being an American vessel and therefore under 
American protection. If the protection can also be extended to 
other nations, then it leaves the question: What was the point 
of reflagging? 


3) Well, as I said, I think the Pentagon is prepared 
to answer those questions about the convoys moving through. If 
there is anything that we are able to offer to shed any light 
on that question, ['ll try and do it this afternoon. I just 
don't have anything on it. 


Q Does the State Department have a position, and a 
different position from the one it had Monday, on Congressional 
efforts to slow down trade with Iran? 


a I don't want to characterize these as a change of 
position. What I can offer you today is a comment about the 
Dole Amendment which was passed overwhelmingly, shall we say, 
98-0, yesterday in the Senate. 








-2- Wednesday, 9/30/87 


We support the overall objective of the Amendment 
fully, but we feel that we need to analyze its implications. 


Obviously this unanimous Senate vote is indicative of 
the strong views in America and in the Congress on Iran and its 
policies. These views will not change until the Government in 
Tehran is prepared to modify its behavior in areas such as 
terrorism and the pursuit of the war. 


We have been looking closely at a variety of ways to 
bring effective pressure to bear on Iran, and we continue to do 
so. No final decisions have been made. 


As you know, we do not permit the export of any 
weapons or other militarily useful equipment to Iran, and we 
continue to work in the Security Council toward the second 
resolution enforcing Resolution 598. Such a resolution would 
certainly include an arms embargo. 


Whatever we do must be effective in practice, first of 
all; and, secondly, to the maximum extent possible, we mobilize 
the broadest international support for the measures we take. 


We want to be sure whatever we do is effective in 
achieving the objective we share with the Congress, which is to 
bring about a change in [ranian behavior. 


Q I have a slight problem -- 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 


Q -- not with that statement, I have a problem 
understanding the Administration's position. If the 
Administration is leacing the world really in attempting to 
impose an arms embargce fran, why wouldn't the Administration 
be enthusiastically in ‘avor of interrupting commerce with Iran 
which gives [ran, of course, the funds to buy arms, and as Mr. 
Shultz himself has said, there are always places to buy weapons 
even in an arms embargo. So why permit -- why not try to block 
trade, because the trade provides Iran the money it need* to go 
on the black market and get the weapons you don't want them to 
have? 


2) Well, I think the explanation is within the 
Statement that [ read, and, as we have said before, we want it 
to be effective. We've talked about various problems in the 
application of arms enbargo -- excuse me, the oil embargo that 
was imposed on Libya. And I think the Secretary has talked 
about this problem, that oil goes into a pool, fFungible. It's 
hard to know where it comes from. 
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What we are trying to do is adopt effective measures. 
We haven't said we're not going to be prepared to do this. 
What we have said is the issues are complex. We are looking at 
it carefully. We are examining all sorts of ways to exert 
pressure and no decisions have yet been made. 
Yes? 


Q Reading between the lines, though, you are saying 
that you have other forms of economic sanctions that are 
currently being actively considered for implementation by the 
Administration? 


a) Well, I think there are two issues to keep in 
mind. One is a whole trade embargo. We do sell certain things 
to Iran. We have talked about this before. There is not a 
trade embargo. Although that number is very small, certainly 
in comparison with the amount of oil and what we pay for that 
oil. 


So I think some people are talking about a complete 
trade embargo. 


Q Some people in the Administration are talking 
about a complete trade embargo? 


A Well, what we said in the beginning is we were 
examining a trade embargo. A complete trade embargo would 
naturally include oil. Others have talked about simply an oil 
embargo. But those are two different issues, though obviously 
closely related. 


Q Does any of this run into problems with the 
Algiers Accords, or are those irrelevant to all of this? 


a No. We posted the answer on that question about 
the Algiers Accord. [ don't know whether you have had the 
opportunity to see it. Certainly we consider ourselves still 
bound by the Algiers Accord. In regard to trade embargoes, the 
Algiers Accords were specific in saying the trade embargoes 
imposed between that period -- and [ don't remember the date 
off the top of my head -- of November 4, was it, '79, to the 
period, perhaps January 19-20 in 1981 -- that those trade 
embargos had to be lifted under the terms of the Algiers 
Accords. 


Q Phyllis, sort of to go back to the same question, 
though, in the not too distant past, both against Libya and 
against Syria, the U.S. has imposed rather more stringent 
measures than it appears willing to take against [ran for 
seemingly greater crimes. 
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- I know you are looking for consistency in the 
organizing principle in all this, but I think what this 
demonstrates is we have tried to adapt the sanctions or the 
pressures that we have applied to each specific case. 


The overriding consideration is they fulfill and 
support the basic interests of the United States, and they are 
effective. And that's what we are looking at. Yes? 


Q Phyllis, is any consideration being given to not 
allowing U.S.-owned vessels to carry Iranian 011? This is 
something that obviously isn't fungible, and as Iraqi attacks 
intensify, there are fewer and fewer ships, one would think, 
who want to carry Iranian oil 


4 I just don't have anything specific on that 
Guestion I think it points up the complexities we have talked 
about, of how you cet into embargos of this sort, what would be 
included, but I just don't have anything to help you with 
that. Yes? 


Q On another matter that was before the Senate, the 
Senate, as I understand it, passed -- I believe it was 
unanimously -- a resolution or a provision criticizing the 


State Department for declaring itself to be a foreign mission 
during the visit of Foreign Minister Shevardnadze in order to 
keeo protesters several blocks away 


What is the Department's reaction or response to that? 


2) Well, that's an issue that came up several weeks 
ago during the visit of the Soviet Foreign Minister, and we had 
prepared some guidance for that, and I would refer you to the 
Press Office for the complete guidance 


The gist of it is that this is something that has been 
done before. We have declared ourselves a foreign mission -- 
last year, during the visit of the Soviet Foreign Minister. 
This is to facilitate the problems that are created for 
Security, for the Metropolitan Police Force. And this is also 
done occasionally with hotels, restaurants, even private homes 
where the application of the 500-foot rule would come into play 
And as I remember, if you are a foreign mission, the 
Metropolitan Police Department has the authority -- they don't 
have to do it, but they have the authority to keep protesting 
groups back 500 feet 


One never knows, sometimes during the visits of 
various foreign leaders to this country, we are all aware of 
the freedom of speech here and the possibility that there might 
be demonstrations. Certainly it was taken in that context. 
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I am simply unaware the Congress had passed a 
resolution about it, and I just don't have any comment on that 


Q Phyllis, I'm curious to know if -- 
= Yes? 


Q -—- in this case, in the time when the State 
Department is declared a foreign mission, if a crime happened 
inside the premises, what jurisdiction is it for the American 
authorities to go inside a Foreign Mission in this case? 


a) I really can't help you with that question. We 
have not faced that eventuality. I suspect that if we can 
declare ourselves a foreign mission, we could undeclare it, 
too, to handle a situation like that. (laughter) 


Q On the same subject: This is not so much about 
policy but about the English language. How can the State 
Department be a foreign mission? 


Q Well, again, I'm going to have to get the lawyers 
down here for you, but [ think in the terminology, it is 
declared a foreign mission for the purpose of -- so that it is 
to make a certain -- 

Q Do you have any intention of declaring it a 
Foreign mission so you can close it down like you did the PLO 
-- ? 

A Well, that thought has occurred to various 


members of us here. (laughter) 


Q And as long as we are a foreign mission, Judge 
Sofaer could have ordered the State Department closed down, too. 


A Well, there were many who expressed that hope. 
(laughter) 


Q If it goes to the World Court, you can refuse to 
abide by its decision. (laughter) 


- You know we never speculate on -- 

Q Because it's a political issue. 

4 -— things like that. Excuse me 

Q Mr. Shultz had, yesterday, a series of bilateral 


talks with Foreign Ministers from the Middle East, from the 
Arab countries 
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Did any one of those talks extend the list of 
countries the Secretary intends to visit? 


“ No, [£ don't have any further readout from those 
talks in New York I know that Chuck is doing the briefing up 
there. I have no further details to offer you on his trip, but 


I have certainly not heard any indication that there has been a 
change or addition 


Q Where have -- some of us are here and some of us 
are there -- what is the current itinerary? Are you going to 
stick just to Israel and the Soviet Union, or do you 
acknowledge he'll go to Egypt and Jordan, as well? 


2) We really haven't given out any of the specifics 
on the itinerary. What we have said is that he expects to meet 
with leaders of Israel, Eqypt and Jordan 


Q What about Syria? 


“ That has not been included 

Q Does that sanction still stand intact? 

a Which sanction? 

Q Well, however you would like to describe it, 


because it is such a slippery sanction, I[ would rather you 
define it, but is Mr. Shultz eligible under the President's 
sanctions -- which don't seem to have much standing any more -- 
is he eligible to go to Damascus to see President Assad? 


- I think the way ['ll answer that is the Secretary 
of State can decide what he will do 

Q He does classify as a high level official. 

a He'll decide whether it's in the interest of the 


United States to make any visit in such a situation 
Q So much for sanctions 
Q Phyllis? 
- Yes 


Q Is there a possibility he is declared a Foreign 
Secretary in order to visit Syria, or something? (laughter) 


a Yes? 
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Q Anything today on reports of South African 
assistance in the major UNITA offensive? Any update on that 
offensive? 


4 Over the past several years, the MPLA in Angola 
has regularly launched dry-season offensives against UNITA 
positions in Southeastern Angola 


The current offensive has been underway since early 
summer There has been no confirmation from South Africa that 
its forces have taken part in the latest Fighting, but South 
African forces have intervened in the past 


Q While we are on Southern Africa, I know Secretary 
of State Shultz is going to be meeting with some of the 
representatives of the front-line states this morning, and I 
was also curious about if there has been any movement or ary 
re-analysis of the Administration's position on linkage which 
1s sure to come up at that meeting, and I'm sure has been a 
topic of conversation in the recent meetings with Angolan 
officials 


Is there any reassessment of the linkage policy, and 
what is the current position of the Administration on 
Resolution 435 and its implementation? 


A [ would suggest those questions are more properly 
addressed to the Spokesman, Chuck Redman, in New York. He will 
have been in on the meetings that have taken place today and 
will be able to offer a readout at the conclusion of those 
meetings. 


I just have no way of giving a readout on those today 


Q What about just in general, though, before those 
meetings that took place today? What is it, two weeks ago, 
there was a meeting with I[mbinda from Angola Has there been 
any movement, any reassessment of the linkage policy, and what 
is your official policy at this point on Resolution 435? 


o Well, there has been no change in our policy on 
that. Certainly the Secretary in his speech last night covered 
the issue of South Africa, and I think, not directly, the 
question of linkage But, again, I would refer you to what's 
happening in New York, to assure you that there has been no 
change 


Q At this point, the Administration's policy is 
still to insist on linkage before the implementation of 
Resolution 435 
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I Well, I don't want to read the words into it. 
Let me just say that the policy hasn't changed 


Yes? 


On my first question -- on the answer you gave me 
to the first question, is the U.S. concerned about South 
African involvement with UNITA? Any opinions to express on 
that? 


a Well, no, I don't have any real opinion on that. 
You know, I think the basic policy in regard to Angola remains 
the same. We are hoping to end the struggle there, certainly, 
and to get the Cuban troops out, and at the same time, achieve 
the independence of Namibia So there has been no change in 
regard to that. 


Q Any comments to offer today about tomorrow's 
report? 


- No. 
Q I have just one more follow-up. 


In terms of the elections that South Africa is 
planning for in Namibia later this year, does the 
Administration/State Department have a position on those 
elections? 


a Il just can't help you with that today I just 
don't have anything on it 


Q An assessment of the situation in the 
Philippines, having a threat. Do you think it's posed? 


a We've been in close touch with our Embassy we 
were informed the Philippine armed forces were on alert because 
of concern about anti-government activities. In connection 
with this alert, there have been precautionary movements by 
government troops, but we have received no reports of any 
movements by rebel troops or other incidents 


Does that take -- I'm sorry 


Q Assistant Secretary of State, Mrs. Ridgway, 
yesterday in a Congressional hearing -- she said on the 
question of an international conference for the Cyprus issue -- 
she said, “We are very careful not to dismiss this idea." 


Now, is this statement in line with the Administration 
policy towards the Cyprus issue? 
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a I don't have any specific follow-up on her 
Statement yesterday in regard to Cyprus. I would certainly 
think that in the absence of any declaration of change that the 
policy still stands. 


I could look at that question for you. 


Q [I understand. 
A All right 
Q I wasn't present during the hearing. The thing 


is U.S. officials were categorically opposing the idea of an 
international conference which is proposed by the Soviet 

Union. But for the first time yesterday, a high-level American 
official included this possibility for a solution to the 
problem. 


“ Let me -- 

Q Doesn't this reflect a change in the policy? 

fe) I'm sorry, [ can't help you with the answer to 
that Let me see if we can get an answer to you -- whether 


there was any change on our position on the international 
conference 


Q Could you state the policy now, the American 
policy towards the Cyprus issue? 


I'm sorry I just really don't have any guidance 
on that. [ have general memory, but ['d like to be absolutely 
sure for you So let me look at that 


Q Fiji: Rabuka is backing down, for the time 
being, on the republic idea Do you have anything comment on 
that or any situation report? 


Aa In general, regarding the situation in Fiji, we 
understand it's calm but tense, and rife with rumors Colonel 
Rabuka has said he has assumed executive authority, 
relieved the Governor General of his duties, and will form an 
advisory council to assist him in governing the nation until a 
new constitution can be written and promulgated 


Our latest information is the Governor General has not 
yet replied publicly to Colonel Rabuka's announcement. We 
continue to view the Governor General as Fiji's legitimate 
constitutional authority and so support the process he had 
begun to find a broadly-based solution to Fiji's political 
crisis 
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Q Thank you 


Q Phyllis, can I get back to the Philippines for a 


minute? 
4 Yes. Let me finish. Yes, go ahead 


Q You gave a kind of a readout on the situation, 
but you didn't really give an assessment of how the U.S. views 
the seriousness of the situation. Can you do that? 


2) I'm really not going to be able to give you any 
sort of assessment today of how we view the seriousness of 
this We're obviously concerned The Secretary's addressed 
this in some of his remarks about the Philippines. Our support 
for the Aquino Government is clear. We're following it with 
care, but [ just can't give you any daily assessment. 


Q Are you advising the Americans to actually go 
home? Are they in danger? [ know you have the travel 
advisory, but what about the ones already there? 


A No, there's no change in what we said about the 
advice that we were giving to travelers We were simply urging 
the people to defer going there, and the people that are there 
to check in at the Embassy 


) Excuse me, let me take a question here Yes? 


Q After today, there could be no more U.S. aid to 
Pakistan under the law because of the Symington provision which 
has not been waived. So it effectively cuts off any new aid 


Does the Department have any comment about the 
Situation? Does it plan to do anything about it? Does it 
think Pakistan should do anything on its side to ease the 
nuclear worries in Congress which are at the heart of this 
issue? 


A While we share Congress’ concern over Pakistan's 
nuclear program, we are concerned that Congress' failure to act 
on the Symington authority sends the wrong signal about the 
continuing U.S. commitment to Pakistan's security 


We recognize the strategic importance of Pakistan, its 
generous support of three million Afghan refugees, and its 
recent strides towards democracy 


In our view, it's important that the benefits of U.S 
assistance to all these areas be taken into account 
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We certainly have stated, and I will state again, that 
we have serious concerns over Pakistan's unsafeguarded nuclear 
program, and we continue to raise these concerns with the 
Government of Pakistan at every opportunity. 


The Pakistanis understand that acquiring a nuclear 
explosive device would have the most serious consequences for 
our relationship, and have assured us that they do not intend 
to develop nuclear explosives. 


These assurances notwithstanding, the United States 
and Pakistan continue to discuss ways in which U.S. concerns 
may be allayed 


Q So what happens to the aid? 


A Well, as [I understand the aid -- that it's cut 
off for a period of six weeks, and that we -- 


Q Cut off until Congress acts to allow it to go 
back on. 


a Well, but we are hoping, certainly, that Congress 
will act so that it can be restored. And we will be working to 
that end 


Q Do you have the figures on the amounts that are 
involved in the different programs that would be affected? 


Aa I don't have those figures, and I should have had 
them with me. We'll get those for you 


Q One more question on Fiji 
"4 Yes. 


Q Do you have any evidence at all of American 
involvement in the coups? There were some reports that General 
Singlaub had been there recently, and then of course the 
purchase of the two patrol boats from the United States 


“4 There were questions raised about American 
involvement when the first coup took place in May -- charges 
made about American visitors that were there We deniec those 
charges as vehemently as possible [ will deny them again 
today 
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Q Phyllis, on another matter, the question was 
raised yesterday regarding Austria and Waluheim The Foreign 
Minister of Austria said that he had been told by Deputy 
Secretary Whitehead that the United States Government, the 
State Department, had issued an instruction to U.S. Embassies 
occasions in honor of Waldheim in his capacity as the President 
of Austria 


You put out a posted answer which says, basically: 
“We don't discuss diplomatic exchanges." But it did not deny 
what the Foreign Minister of Austria said he had been told by 
Deputy Secretary Whitehead in 24 hours 


Now, what is the U.S. position on what ambassadors are 
supposed to do and not supposed to do? 


A Well, I think in the posted answer it covered two 
parts 


One is a matter of general principle We repeat it 
again that we don't comment on our instructions to ambassadors 
-— either to confirm or deny -- nor do we comment on the 
substance of diplomatic exchanges 


We also went on to point out that on April 27th, when 
the announcement was made that President Kurt Waldheim's name 
was being placed on the watchlist of the Department of Justice, 
that regarding the question of invitations, we said then that 
these would be handled, bearing in mind our respect for the 
Austrian presidency as an institution 


Q What does that mean? I can't read the content 
behind those general words 


A Well, I think, basically, what this underlines, 
is that we do make a distinction between the Function and the 
office and the person. And I think that was made clear in the 
briefing on April 27th This reiterates our views, that 
distinction continues 


Q Has there been some instruction since April 27th 
to U.S. Embassies throughout the world as to what they're 
supposed to do if Kurt Waldheim comes to their country? 


A I understand there has been such an instruction; 
but, again, I am not going to comment on what that instruction 
was 


Q Would you have any quarrel with the way the 
Foreign Minister of Austria characterizes what he says he was 
told by the Deputy Secretary of State the instruction was? 
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“ Again, let me repeat our position on that: We 
are not going to comment on diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Phyllis, there's another point to it. He -- 
apparently Mock said something else about the United States not 
-- promising, and then not turning over information about 
Waldheim? Do you have any comment on that, and also ona 
general statement on the things he's been saying? 


A I don't have a general statement on what he's 
been saying. 


On this question of whether we had promised copies of 
U.S. material to the Government of Austria, let me just note 
that we have discussed in detail with the Government of 
Austria, both here and in Vienna, the basis for the watchlist 
decision 


As a matter of practice, the Department of Justice -- 
which took the lead on this issue -- does not release its 
investigative files. However, the documents upon which the 
U.S. Government based its decision are publicly accessible in 
archives well known to the Government of Austria. 


As we've stated many times before, the U.S. Government 
decision on Mr. Waldheim was in no way directed against the 
office of the Austrian presidency or the Austrian people. 

Q And was this policy well known to the -- 

Aa Yes. 

Q -- Foreign Minister? 


a Yes. We have -- 


Q So there was never any promise to him in advance 
-- that there would be material turned over? 


Aa We had explained -- as I say, we discussed in 
detail the basis for the decision; and it was explained orally, 
both here and in Vienna 


Q Phyllis, do you have -- 

Q Those documents would be available to the 
Austrians if they had chosen to look at them -- to go for them 
independently. 


” Yes That's what I just said -- that these are 
publicly available, and certainly the government knows that. 
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Q Phyllis, do you happen to -- I can't go too far 
on this or we'll drop it, but do you have something there that 
says whether the State Department now feels that the Soviet 
Union is eligible to participate in a Mideast peace conference? 


Do we have any conditions -- does the U.S. have any 
conditions for Soviet participation? Israel has conditions. 


2) Well, we have talked about this in general 
terms. Certainly, when we -~- the Secretary has addressed this, 
we have talked about the Soviet Union being willing to play a 
constructive role in the Middle East. 


We have not spelled out on a checklist, but certainly 
as examples of what a constructive role would include. We have 
talked about relations and Jewish emigration to Israel. 


Q Well, on the last two points, the Israelis have 
not only talked about those two issues. The [sraelis have said 
unless the Soviets resume relations and permit free emigration, 
they should not be at a Mideast peace conference. They're 
clear about that. 


Does the United States agree with Israel on that? 
This is now germane, of course, because Mr. Shultz will soon be 
in the Middle East 


i) We have discussed what our position is on this, 
and let me just keep it in those general terins of a specific -- 
of a constructive role. I've given you examples of what would 
be included, but we have never set out a list -- as [I said, a 
checklist -- 


Q Well, if you don't -- 
A -- and ['ll stick with that. 


-- if you don't mind forgetting the word 
"checklist," does the United States have conditions for the 
Soviet Union to participate or are they just the kind of things 
that if the Russians did you'd like them better? 


a I'm not in any way going to characterize how we 
view this. I will refer you back again to the statement -- we 
feel if they're willing to play a constructive role, then we're 
willing to examine some other things. But [ really am not able 
to go beyond that. 


Q Phyllis, on the same question in a different way, 
do you see the participation of the Soviet Union in such a 
conference, eye-to-eye with the point of view of the Israelis 
-- or there are some differences? 
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A I'm not classifying our opinion as different. 
I'm stating what our position is. 


Other countries can state what their position is, and 
you can draw your own conclusion about whether they're 
eye-to-eye -- 


Q Opposing sides. 


A -- or different. 

Q Not identical, anyway? 

A ['m just not saying that. 

Q I hate to ask about Waldheim again, but I just 


want to make sure ['ve got this right in my mind. 

Are you saying that everything that went into the U.S. 
decision to put him on the watchlist was based on documents 
equally obtainable by the Austrian Government? 

A You would really hve to address that question to 
the Department of Justice, which, as I said earlier, had t: ten 
the lead on this question. And ['m not able to say whether, 
you know, what all the facts were. They obviously measured 
various things, but you'll have to go to them. 


Q That's U.S. intelligence. You wouldn't have an 
access to that, outside getting it from the U.S. Government. 


A I'm just going to have to refer you to them. 


Q You were asked your comment on the death 
sentences against seven of the -- 


a Yes. 


-- Moslem Fundamentalists in Tunisia yestercay, 
and you said: "No comment." 


No change to this policy? 
a No change 
Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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Q. Has there been any change in the United States 
position concerning the proposal for an international 
conference on the Cyprus problem? 

A. <-- OUR POSITION HAS NOT CHANGED ON THIS ISSUE. WE DO 
NOT ARBITRARILY DISMISS THE IDEA OF AN 
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE, BUT ASK WHAT IT MIGHT 
CONTRIBUTE TO A SOLUTION OF THE CYPRUS PROBLEM. 
WE BELIEVE THAT THE UN SECRETARY GENERAL'S 
INITIATIVE BETTER ADDRESSES THE UNDERLYING ISSUES 
AND THE PROBLEM OF BRINGING THE TWO PARTIES 
TOGETHER, AND REMAINS THE MOST PROMISING 
POSSIBILITY FOR MOVEMENT TOWARD A SOLUTION. HIS 
APPROACH, RECOGNIZING THE COMPLEXITIES OF THE 
DISPUTE, CODIFIES POINTS OF PAST AGREEMENT, 
IDENTIFIES REALISTIC COOPERATIVE STEPS, AND 


ESTABLISHES A FRAMEWORK FOR ADDRESSING THE MOST 


DIFFICULT ISSUES. 








NEA PRESS GUIDANCE Posted: September 30, 1987 


Question taken at the noon briefing of 1/30/87? 


PAKISTAN: U-S~- ASSISTANCE 





@: What are the levels of U-S- assistance to Pakistan in the 
past? FY 4&8 levels? 


A: --FROM 1981 TO 1987, WE PROVIDED $3.2 BILLION IN ECONOMIC 
AND MILITARY ASSISTANCE TO PAKISTAN. OUR TOTAL ASSISTANCE 
TO PAKISTAN IN FY 1985S WAS $634.0 MILLIONS IN FY 1986 
$624.3 MILLIONS AND IN FY 198? $637-5S MILLION. WE HAVE 
ASKED FOR $670 MILLION FOR FY 88, AS PART OF A $4.02 


BILLION ASSISTANCE PACKAGE FOR FY 88-93. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 


SECRETARY SHULTZ'S BILATERAL MEETINGS 
U.S.U.N. AUDITORIUM, NEW YORK CITY 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1987, 6:00 P. M. 


MR. REDMAN There were a lot of meetings tocay, so 
I'll have to refer to my notes in a little more detail since 
I'm trying to sort one out from the other. But we started 
this morning with a group of representatives of Front Line 
States in addition to some other countries from the southern 
Africa region, and eesent tally that was a review of the 
Situation in the area -- the problems, the prospects for the 
region The Secretary stressed, in particular, the 
importance that we attach to the southern Africa region, as 
well as to the creation of this regional entity, the SADCC, 
that they have created down there 





The Secretary reviewed some of the themes in his 
South Africa speech last night, and, of course, the 
individuals there had copies to refer to in more detail. 

The Secretary stressed that we want to conti nue to be 
Supportive of economic development in the region. He talked 
bout our continuing talks with Angola. He Said the recent 

meetings h tiv e fruitful; that there had 
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Mnen we had the meeting with Foreign Minister Peres 
of Israel, and there the peace process was a maior focus of ; 
discussion, an exchange of views on where things stand 
Obviously, some talk about preparations for the Secretary's 
pcoming trip The Foreign Minister also reported in some 
€tail on his F ign Mini r 
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encourage. The economic and financial situation was pointed 
out by the Liberian representative to be their issue of 
greatest concern, and in that context you're aware, perhaps, 
even from the time of our visit there early in the year that 
the United States is going to be dispatching some experts 
there at the request of the Liberian Government in order to 
assist in this process of trying to turn around the economic 
situation 


Q That hasn't started yet? 

A It hasn't started, but it's imminent. It takes 
time to work it all of the terms of reference or whatever 
it's called, for this Kind of an arrangement. 


The meeting with the Chadian Foreign Minister. The 
Secretary expressed our continued support for the efforts of 
the Chadian Government to gain control of all of its 
territory. The Secretary said, “We're in your corner.” The 
Chadian Minister expressed appreciation for the assistance 
the United States has given. He reviewed the situation, 
both politically and militarily. And there, I don't Know 
that I could add much to what you already know about the 
Situation, but he did give a fairly detailed rundown of the 
entire situatior 

| Any questions here? 


Q Are we going to sell them Stingers? 

Pa I can't answer those kind of detailed questions. 

Q Did you promise additional aid of any kind? 

f The question of additional aid was not 
addressed in specific terms, as your question would imply. 
But I can say, as the Secretary said, that we will continue 
to be of assistance. We have always said that we're in 


continuing contact with the Chadian Government concerning 
their needs and that will certainly continue to be the case. 
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a Both. Does that answer your question, or did I 
likewise tell you I don't have any specifics. 

Q Were weapons discussed? 

Q No. With Nigeria, that was really a tour 


d'horizon of the relationship. Both sides agree that the 
relationship has continued to improve in the wake of the 
Secretary's visit in January. 


There was some discussion of the situation in 
southern and South Africa, again, with reference to the 
Secretary's speech. Those were the highlights. 


With the Somalian Foreign Minister, the Secretary 
reiterated the value that we attach to the very good 
relations that we have with Somalia. Both sides said, in 
fact, that they were pleased with the state of the bilateral 
relationship. 


The Somalian Minister reviewed the regional 
Situation. In particular, their relationship with Ethiopia. 


We talked about economic assistance, and the 
Secretary said we'd continue to try to do what we could to 
be helpful. On that question, as well as the question of 
refugees, the Secretary said we'd also continue to do what 
we could. 


The Somalian Minister also raised the Iran-Iraq war 
and stressed the importance of everyone continuing to 
support Resolution 598. 


And, finally, we just finished a meeting with the 
Pakistan Foreign Minister, Mr. Yaqub Khan. They briefly 
reviewed some of the highlights of the recent meeting 
between the President and the Prime Minister that occurred 
last week, and there was a full readout done on that ON 
BACKGROUND, at least, at the White House briefing room last 
Monday. But, in any case, the basic point being that that 
meeting demostrates the importance of our relationship with 
Pakistan. 


The nuclear issue was raised, of course. The 
Secretary, as we say in all of our meetings, expressed our 
s@€rious concerns over this unsafe guarded nuclear program 
Both sides indicated a full understanding of the importance 
of this issue; that it's being taken seriously, is what Mr. 
Khan said, and that it would continue to be addressed in 
that serious way. 
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There was also a long talk on the situation in 
Afghanistan, reviewing various developments and various 
contacts that both Ministers have had in various parts of 
the world. Some of the highlights, I would characterize as 
continuing incompetence in the Mujahadin; that their combat 
effectiveness continues, even grows, and a firm agreement 
that we should continue to press for a short withdrawal 
timetable. 


The Secretary also stressed our appreciation for 
efforts undertaken by the Pakistani Government in the field 
of drug control. Specifically, crop eradication efforts. 
Also our support and appreciation for the Pakistani 
Government efforts to deal with this massive refugee 
problem. 


I think those are the highlights. Questions? 


Q A question about one of the meetings that the 
Secretary had yesterday with President Gemayel. In the 
Lebanese press, President Gemayel is quoted today as saying 
that he believes that Terry Anderson is still alive. Did 
this come up in the discussions, as you recall? 


A I don't remember any specific instance in which 
that was addressed. 


Q Chuck, in the meeting with Yaqub Khan, did the 
question of U.S. aid suspension come up? 

ra Only in the sense that the Minister was aware 
of the reaction on behalf of the government and the 
Department that was done at the Noon Press Briefing in 
Washington today. 


Q And also on that meeting, did the Indian claims 
of fighting in Kashmir come up? 


A No, that didn't come up. I might say, since 
you reminded me of something, in talking about the nuclear 
issue, as the Secretary did when talking to the Indian 
Minister, he also urged with the Pakistani Minister that the 
two sides continue to look for some way to develop some sort 
of regional non-proliferation regime 


Q What about the criminal case in Philadelphia? 


a That didn't come up in specifics, but I 
addressed the nuclear issue in a more general and global way 


Q Has the Secretary had any meetings which have 
not appeared on the public schedule with any foreion 
minister or head of delegation? 
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o My answer would be, I suppose, if it didn't 
appear on the schedule, there must have been a reason. 

Q We've might have gotten the schedule and then 
the meeting was concluded after the schedule was released? 

a I think you're aware of all the meetings. 

Q There are hints all over the place of progress 
with Angola No meeting planned with the Angolans? 

A I don't know of any other meetings that are 
planned. The Angolan representative was there with 
Frontline States this morning at that meeting -- the Finance 


Minister. I believe there was an Angolan representative at 
the OAU luncheon. 


Q Relations with Vietnam, is there any meeting 
planned with the Vietnamese Foreign Minister? 


a No. 
Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 6:17 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLE Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one brief annourn.ement 


As many of you know, the Secretary is holding a press 
conference -- his wrap-up session this afternoon [t's 
scheduled for 4:30 in New York We expect it to be piped into 
the Briefing Room, barring any technical difficulties. 


Now I'll be happy to answer questions 
Q Phyllis, today's the beginning of the new fiscal 
year Where does that leave the aid for the Contras? What's 


in the pipeline and what happens next? 


Qa It's my understanding that the $3 million -- or 
was it three-and-a-half point four? 


Q Roughly that 
Qa Roughly that figure -- is part of the continuing 
resolution [ don't have any information that a decision has 


been made about the timing of the other request 


8) [he White House indicated today that there may 
not be any request until about November 7th or so Is that the 
way the thinking is going? 


a Ll just don't have anything for you on that As | 
say, the last I heard the Secretary talked about the number, 
but our position has been that no decision yet has been made on 
tne timing 


Q Do you have any comment on the Soviet ICBM 
testing over the Hawall area 


“ The question involved a Soviet missile test in 
the Pacific Ocean I have several points that [ would like to 
make about that 
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In accordance with existing agreements, on November 
26th the Soviets notified us through diplomatic channels that 
they would conduct missile-test launches during the period from 
September 29 -- 


Q Do you mean September 26th? 
Q You said November. 


- I meant -- excuse me -- September 26th. Sorry. 
They would conduct missile-test launches during the period from 
September 29 to October 8th Their notification indicated that 
the impact areas for the planned test would occur near the 
Hawaiian Island chain. 


We protested this We made known to the Soviets, 
through diplomatic channels, our serious concern about missile 
tests being conducted so close to U.S. soil. According to 
TASS, the Soviets on October 1 -- today -- have announced*® the 
closure of the area for the test. We understand this to mean 
that there will not be further missile tests into the area at 
this time 


Q But there was one into the area that they 
conducted? 


“4 Excuse me? It's my understanding that they have 
conducted two tests 


Q What were the dates on them, do you know? 

A [ think for a lot of these operational details 
that you're going to be well~advised to go to the Defense 
Department for those, for the exact dates [ don't have that 
information 

Q Is it true they wanted to do this test - 

Q Is it true that one of the tests went awry? 

o Excuse me I'm getting two question at once 


Is it true that one of the tests went awry or is 
there a doubt? 


re) I can't speculate on what happened I simply 
know that the two tests were conducted 


*Spokesman meant to say “the Soviets on October 1 cancelled the 


closure area for the tests." 
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+ Did you protest after the tests or before the 
tests? 

“ We protested before the tests. 

Q Did any of them then actually pass over Hawaii? 

It's my understanding that both of the tests 


landed in the area northwest of Hawaii. But, again, I would 
refer you to the Defense Department for the particulars of that. 


Q Northwest would mean then that it wouldn't have 
passed over the Islands. 


a That's correct. 


Q Did we get any response to our protest? 
Obviously not the desired one, but we didn't get any response? 


2) Well, again, one standard procedure: We don't go 
into the exact nature of that 


But we certainly have noted the announcement that 
these closed areas -- the announcement about that -- has been 
rescinded 


Q Well, you protested that it will be too close to 
Hawaii What was the nature of the concern -- that it might 
hit Hawaii or that it's an environmental hazard, or what -- it 
would be misunderstood; it's provocative? 


rs) Well, we protested -- let me just repeat -- our 
serious concerns about having Soviet missile launches occurring 
so close to U.S. soil 


We note that the Pacific Ocean is a vast expanse and 
that there is no reason why they could not choose another area 
for their tests 


Q It might sound like the most ingenuous question 
of all time, but I really don't know why you -- [ mean, if this 
were a nuclear test, I would assume you'd be worried about 
radioactivity Were you afraid that the missile would hit 
Hawaii? 


i) No It's - 


Q You could get a better look at it if it's close 
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to your territory. (Laughter. ) 


So what is it that you didn't like? I mean, that they 
would miss and hit -- 


A Well, I think there is always -- 

Q -- the Hawaii Hilton or something? 

-- an element of danger in tests like this. 
Q Oh, an element of danger. 0O.K 

“ These are missiles -- unarmed. 

Q O.K 

4 But the point is that given the vast area in 


which a test could be conducted that wouldn't be so close to 
U.S. soil -- 


Q Yes 


a -- we, therefore, protested that putting this so 
close to U.S. territory was unnecessary 


Q You might -- the Pentagon would surely know Do 
you know where the U.S. conducts its tests of its ICBMs? 


a Well, all states have tne right to conduct 
missile tests on the high seas That's obvious 
These tests, we never claimed, were illegal The test 


sites were several hundred miles from the Hawaiian coastline 
and did not enter US. airspace As I say, therefore, their 
actions were legal 

We conduct tests, certainly, on the high seas as well 

Q Do you know -- you say it wasn't illegal. Do you 
mean it wasn't illegal in an international law sense or it is 
not a violation of the SALT Treaty, where = - 

a No, I don't think there's 


Q - the Administration claims -- 


I don't think there's any question of violations 


1’ treaties 
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Q Well, you know what [ mean, because there's a 
theory that they've developed a second missile and they're only 
allowed one new one. So do you know if this was in the -26 or 
the -25 category? 


i) I don't have that information, and let me direct 
you again to the Pentagon on it. 


Q Do you know whether the Soviets, in their 
a@..qouncement, when they were closing this area and they're 
Giving the dates of their tests, say how many tests they 
intended to conduct? 


” I don't have that detail. We knew that there 
were test areas. [ simply don't have the detail on how many 
tests they were going to conduct 


Q Do you regard the early termination of the closed 
areas to be a response to your protest, or how do you read them? 


M [I really am not putting any evaluation on it. 
We're simply giving you the facts of what happened we 
protested -- and that the Soviets have, therefore, made this 
announcement. 


Q Did the Soviets ever provide the U.S. with a 
rationale for why they were conducting these tests in that 
particular area? 


A Well, again, I don't think that in the usual 
pattern of testing that the rationale necessarily is provided 
One thing -- 


Q But when we protested, did they - ‘%" response to 
that? 


a Well, no; but let's be clear about one thing, and 
[ want to go over this point again 


They gave us the proper notification that was required 
according to an agreement of 1971, called the Accidents 
Measures Agreement, in which both countries notify the other 
when missiles are coming in their direction And, evidently, 
this has been used many times before -- nothing unusual 


Also -- that they announced that these tests would 
take place The test areas were defined in TASS and on the 
notification to mariners through accepted radio channels 
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So, you know, the notifications were all done properly 
under the terms of the agreement. 


Whet we protested was the fact that they were coming 
so close to Hawaii 


in , af in response to our 


Q But what I'm asking is 
concerns, they told us why they were testing there? Did they 
provide any explanation for it? 


ra Well, again, I just don't have any information on 
tna't 


-MORE - 











Te Thursday, 10/1/87 


Q If the tests are legal, as you say, what's the 
basis for protest? Is it because it is immoral, is it 
unfriendly, or what? 

+ It's close 

Q I was just listening to a summary of the Pentagon 
briefing and as it was described over there, the two test areas 
that the Soviets originally notified us about would have 
pracketed the Hawaiian Islands 


Now, as the tests took place and didn't apparently 
function quite right, they ended up not using one of those test 
Sites, so it didn't bracket, in fact. 


Do you think that was a result of the American 
protest, or just a malfunction? 


a I have no way to give you an answer to that. 


Q But they never came back and said, “Okay, we're 
not going to use one of these test sites." 


> Not to ny knowledge. 
Q When did the Tass announcement announce -- ? 
+ October 1, today. This announcement that they -—- 


cancelled the closure area for the tests. 


Q So if they announced that the tests were to begin 
on the 29th and end on the 8th, and that would have left them 
two days to conduct these two tests, so did these two tests 
take place in these two days? 


I don't understand why you are withholding this 
information which you must know. 


a What information am I withholding? 
Q When the tests were conducted 
A No. I said I simply don't know. I'm sure the 


Pentagon does. I don't think it is secret Obviously they had 
to be the 29th or 30th. 


Q Wouldn't you think that since the United States 
Government delivered a protest to the Soviets that the agency 
that produced that vrotest, this Department, would not have 
monitored what trarspired? 
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a Yes. I'm simply -- and I'm sure we do. I'm 
simply saying I don't have the dates here. Perhaps you were 
given the dates at the Pentagon of the exact time of the 
tests. Nobody is trying to withhold that information. I just 
don't happen to have it with me. 


Q Do you see any political significance out of 
these tests in this area? 


ca We're not drawing any conclusions on political 
significance. 


Q Can I move on to a new Gorbachev proposal -- 

- Yes. 

-- for consultations on reducing military 
activity in the Baltic, North Sea, Greenland Sea, and one 
other, I forget which one it was? 

. I'm sorry, I can't help you with that. I saw a 
ticker item on it just before we came in, but I don't have 
anything to help. 

Q I mean, are you ignoring it, or studying it, or -- 

No, no. Stayed tuned. 

Q This is Soviet-related. Do you have a reading on 
American understanding of the Soviet role or position on 
Palestinian participation in the peace conference? 

+ No. 

Q Nothing on that? 

- Nothing further. 

Q The Israeli Foreign Minister, Shimon Peres, 


outlined on Tuesday a new proposal, an eight-point proposal, at 
the U.N. 


Do you have any comment on that before Secretary 
Shultz's visit to Israel? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on when the South African 
report will come out? 
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+ Again, I really don't have anything further on 
that report. We expect it to be transmitted to Congress 
shortly, and certainly we will hope to have copies for you as 
soon as possible. 


Q Back to the Middle East, Phyllis. Two questions, 
please. 


The Israelis are reported to be refusing to renew a 
working permit or a state permit for an American citizen who is 
also a non-violent activist on the West Bank. 


Do you happen to have any comment on that? 


- No, I don't have any comment on that. I have not 
seen that report. 


Q It was actually reported yesterday in The New 
York Times in a major piece. 





- Well, let us see if we can get something. I just 
haven't seen it. The second? 


Q Okay. The second is a report about an american 
drilling company or group searching for water on the West 
Bank. Any comment on that, in light of the West Bank reality 
and the fact that these are American individuals or groups? 


a We have expressed our deep concern to the 
Government of Israel about the project and \\ave asked for more 
information. 


As a general principle, we believe that resources of 
the territory should be used for the benefit of the Palestinian 
inhabitants and should not be removed from the territories. 

We understand some portion of the water would be 
channelled to Israeli settlements in the occupied territories. 
Our position on settlements is already on the record. 

Q Can I follow just --? 


= Yes. 


Q Is there a way that the U.S. Government, since 
these individuals who are doing the digging actually are 
Americans, is there a way that you can affect the process 
through affecting the American citizens who are doing the 
actual work? 
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a I just don't have any comment on how we affect. 
As I have said, we have expressed our deep concern about this 
to the Government of Israel. 


Q Do you have anything on Shultz going to Saudi 


Arabia? 
Q On the water project -- 
+ Please. 
Q -- do you have any assurances from the Israelis 


that American aid money is not being used on this? 


= It's my understanding that this is a private 
project, supported by private funds. If there is any 
difference in that, I'll be sure and get it to you. 


Q Mr. Shultz suggested he might be going to Saudi 
Arabia today. I wonder if you have anything on that? 


2 He certainly did suggest that he hoped to meet 
with the King of Saudi Arabia. I don't have any further help 
for you on the specifics of his trip, one combined. 


Certainly as soon as we have something, we'll get it 
to you. Yes? 


Q Do you have anything on reports of an Iranian oil 
embargo proposal within the Adininistration? 


a No, I don't have anything further beyond what we 
said yesterday 

Q A Philippine update? 

Q Can we stay with Iran? 

a Let me stay with Iran, and I'll come to the 
Philippines. 

Q Do you consider that you have already received a 


passive reply from Iran regarding the ceasefire, or are you 
still waiting for something to come out of their hat? 


+ In general, on the question of what is happening 
at the U.N., I would refer you to what the Secretary said this 
morning in his TV appearance. He talked about -- and certainly 


he had talked about this also last Friday in his conference -- 
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he had said that he was willing to give -- let me just quote -- 
that the Security Council Resolution was reaffirmed by the five 
permanent members last Friday. If Iran accepts it, there won't 
be any arms embargo. If they refuse to accept it, then I think 
there will be the follow up at compliance. And he also added 
that it is well to allow them a little extra time, which is 
what we are doing, but he has certainly stressed again that 
that time was not unlimited, and then we would be moving, 
continuing our consultations on a sanctions embargo. 


Q Then if the time is unlimited, it must be 
limited. Limited is -- 


A No, [ said not unlimited. 
Q I know. It is not unlimited, so it must be -- 
A But not defined. 


Q -- limited. “Not unlimited" means “limited", so 
how long it could -- 


= I'm not going to get into that debate. 

Q The Philippines? 

a I really don't have anything new on the question 
of the Philippines. We talked about it yesterday and I just 
don't have anything beyond that. 

Q Anything to gauge U.S. concern? 

a Sorry, can't help you. 

Q How about Fiji? 

4 Fiji? 

Q Took the words right out of your mouth. 

a The political situation in Fiji is obviously 
confused. We are following developments closely and are in 
regular contact with our Embassy there. 

What we can say is that we continue to support efforts 
to create a broadly based solution to Fiji's political crisis, 


such as that begun several weeks ago by the Governor-General in 
cooperation with the former Prime Ministers. 
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Our Embassy reports that Fiji is calm and that there 
have been no reports of violence. 


Q Does the United States still regard the Governor- 
General as supreme executive authority? 

a Yes. This is what we had said yesterday. 

Q I just wanted you to say it again, because I am 


going to write it again today. 


Q How is the U.S. supporting the efforts? Is it 
taking part in any of the discussions? 


~ I just can't help you with that question. As we 
say, we are -- these get into private diplomatic 
conversations. I am sure that people are aware of U.S. views. 
Q There have been so many claims about Libyan 


intervention or acts, I mean, in the Pacific Islands. Do you 
have anything on that? 


“ No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Thank you. 
a Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 

















PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
U.S.U.N. AUDITORIUM, NEW YORK CITY 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 1, 1987, 4:35 P. M. 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. As 
you're all aware, the Secretry is on the verge of completing 
two weeks of very intensive consultations with a wide range 
of individuals and groups while here at the U.N., so he'd be 
happy to take questions on whatever issue you might be 
interested in. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, assuming that a cease-fire can't 
be neogtiated in the Iran-Iraq war, do you have the votes in 
the Security Council for an arms embargo? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: On that assumption, it's clear the answer 
is yes. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you believe that the sequence 
of cease-fire and then withdrawal can't be changed to 
cease-fire and appointment of the arbitration committee? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The resolution is very clear. Cease-fire 
and withdrawal are part of a continuous process, and they 
can't be broken apart. The resolution was affirmed very 
strongly by the five permanent members of the Security 
Council last Friday. The press statement that you were 
issued is quite explicit on that, so that's where that 
stands. 





QUESTION: How much time do you think should be allowed to 
elapse before the arms embargo is instituted? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't -- I'm not in a position to put 
some precise time. The press statement says “rapid”. We 
discussed the importance of having this done rapidly. We 


don't want to have it drag ony~g0 Ip sure that it will 


happen in an expeditious way. > 





QUESTION: Weeks, months, or -- 














SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is work going on very strongly this 
week with members of the Security Council on developing the 
instructions for the Secretary General for his next round of 
consultations, and I expect that that will be completed, 
perhaps some time next week. And how long it wili take him 
to make his rounds and be able to come back and make a 
report to the members remains to be seen, but it isn't going 
to drag on, I'm sure. 





QUESTION: What about the process of drafting an arms 
embargo resolution? Is that something that you have to wait 
to make sure there's no cease-fire before that's done, or -—- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Work is simultaneously going forward on 
the question of how you bring about compliance if there 
isn't agreement, so that's in motion as well. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, an arms embargo is more and more 
being talked about as a final solution, but you have said 
yourself that it not be completely effective. [Iran would 
find arms sellers anywhere in the world. Where would the 
United States go from there, beyond an embargo? What's the 
next step? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I believe the right way to put it is that 
an arms embargo brought about by all the members of the 
Security Council, particularly the five permanent members 
and the present membership, will be a very effective 
instrument. It doesn't have to be perfect to be very 
effective. It will make it hard to buy things. You won't 
be able to buy just the things you want. It will mess up 
the effort to get spare parts. It will make things more 
costly. It will have a major impact, and the point is that 
that is so, whether it's perfect or not, although it's no 
doubt part of the process of implementation of an embargo, 
just as it is part of the process of implementation of the 
resolution itself for the U.N. to be involved and to follow 


up. 





Of course, if the Secretary General's efforts turn out not 
to bring about Iranian agreement to Resolution 598 and the 
compliance measures are used, then he will continue to try 
to bring about compliance. It won't stop. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, this morning the [Iranian 
representative to the U.N. said that they have enough 
domestic production facilities that they would not be 
affected seriously by an arms embargo. 


le ie ete li il. 
' 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's an interesting statement in 
view of the massive efforts they make all over the world to 
buy things. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in your speech at lunch today you 
called it a significant step that the Soviets had agreed in 
principle to discuss enforcement measures. Could you 
elborate on what is your understanding of the Soviet 
position, and what assurances you believe you have? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: All of us on the Security Council agreed 
when we voted for Resolution 598 that we expected that it 
would be agreed to, and, if it were not agreed to, then as 
it says in the resolution and as it says in the press 
statement issued last Friday, there would be follow-on 
measures. So that is there and that's agreed to, and I 
think there is a definite feeling all around that the U.N. 
is on the line here and the Security Council is on the line 
here, and there is no intention, I don't think, on anybody's 
part to just allow this to peter out and not to be a 
demonstration of strength and willpower on the behalf of the 
international community. 





Now, I have spent two weeks here, and I've talked to people 
from all over the world. Each annual meeting of the General 
Assembly tends to have a kind of a theme to it, and 
certainly a major theme this year is the Iran-Iraq war. And 
the general view, very strong from all over the world, is 
that this war has gone on long enough, too many people have 
been killed and maimed, wounded, too many families have been 
badly broken up, too much danger of a spread has taken 
place, and it's time to bring it to an end. That is a very 
widespread and deep feeling, and, when I sit down with my 
counterparts, it is almost unfailingly brought up, and 
that's an expression that people have. So I think there is 
a desire here to bring it to an end, and there is a 
mechanism that's before us and a very great willingness to 
follow through. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in your speech to the Gulf 
Cooperation Council, you say as early as next week our 
representatives are to meet to begin the process of drafting 





an international resolution. Can you clarify -- do you mean 
United States representatives or Security Council 
representatives? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Security Council representatives, and 





they're working on parallel, and what -- the way this works 
is that among the five permanent members a draft is gotten 
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up. It's circulated among the other members, and people all 

have a chance to comment and make their input. So it 

becomes a common product. It isn't somebody's draft that 

other people look at and decide what to do with it; it is a 

draft that's put together, in a sense, by a consultative 

process, and that helps to bring about support for it, and : 
that process will go on. 


QUESTION: The five -- the representatives of the five 
permanent members are meeting next week? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's -- yes. Well, they're meeting 
regularly on this. 





QUESTION: Why is he going to the Middle East? Can you -- 

do you expect to advance any major new proposal? Again, 

I'll quote or paraphrase your words from the past, you don't 

want to go unless you can really move the ball along. 

That's George Shultz. Now, why are you going? Can you move 

the ball? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I've been offered honorary degrees 

-- (laughter) -- by the Weizman Institute and -- well, [I'ma 

man of the university -- (laughter) -- and [I think it's very 

mice. When you are in government service, not too many 
universities in the United States offer you honorary 
degrees, so I'll take ‘em where I can get ‘em. (Laughter) 





So I feel very good about that, as a matter of fact. Those 
are two distinguished places, and one of them, Tel Aviv 
University, is establishing a scholarship in the field of 
economics named after me. I was interested enough in it to 
contribute to it myself, and I think the study of economics 
and the development of people who are able to administer it 
strongly is very important, so I'm in favor of that. And, 
of course, the Weizman Institute is a place of great 
distinction scientifically and, I think, as you probably 
know from from following my writings, speeches, that our 
world is now in the midst of a more profound set of changes 
due to technology, among other things, than in quite a 
while. So I want to mark that by these two things. 


Now, beyond that, I expect to meet with Prime Minister 
Shamir, Foreign Minister Peres, perhaps others in Israel. I 
have been granted a reception by His Majesty King Fahd from 
Saudi Arabia. I will visit with President Mubarak in 

Egypt. King Hussein I've talked to on the telephone. As it 
happens, he won't be in Jordan at the time that I'm there, 
but he will be in London, and so I will go to London to see 
King Hussein. And what I intend to do is to try to have a 
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real visit with people, to talk about the problems, to talk 
about the opportunities, to see if there are ways in which 
we can arrange things to take advantage of the 
opportunities, so we don't allow problems to explode on us 
and have that kind of a consultation. So that's what [I'm 
going to do. 


QUESTION: Three days is enough to visit -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's never enough. It's nowhere enough. 

But it is the time that I have. I will altogether be out of 
Washington for a little over a week, and that's a long time 

considering the trip to the Soviet Union as well. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if the goal of the Security 
Council is to seek some kind of peace in the Iran-Iraq war, 
what is -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is the goal of the Security Council. 





QUESTION: Then wouldn't it be worthwhile to extend the time 
limit on the resolution for sanctions and let the Secretary 
General try to negotiate more with the Iranians? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: He has been negotiating since July 20. 
He'll have a renewed effort, and I think if it is allowed to 
just drag on and on forever, as your question suggests, it 
robs the Security Council of the thrust of its effort, and 
it probably undermines the ability of the Secretary General 
to get anywhere. He needs to have, as part of his tool kit 
in mediating, the presence in the situation of strong 
measures that may take place if there is a recalcitrant 
party. That helps in the process to have a little stroke 
in there. 





QUESTION: During his visit to the Gulf, Secretary 
Weinberger said several times that he didn't see that there 
could be an end to the Iran-Iraq war until there was a new 
government in Iran. Is that your view? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we are working in the Security 
Council to bring the war to an end, and that's the purpose 
of 598, and that's the purpose of follow-on resolutions, if 
that should be necessary, and we're driving it to bring it 
to an end. It's been going on for eight years; over a 
million people, it's estimated, have been killed; lots more 
have been wounded, maimed. And, as I said earlier, there is 
a very widespread feeling that it's time to bring it to an 
end. 











Just whether that can be done, when it can be done, I'm not 
in a position to say. I don't know. But I do know that 
there is a much greater sense of enough is enough in the 
world community. The weight of that, we are trying to bring 
to bear. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, when the Secretary General first 
reported to the Security Council, the Iranian position 
seemed to be that they would do a temporary cease-fire until 
the process of deciding who is guilty about the war was 
underway. And now the subsequent report, after the Iranian 
President visited here, sounds as if the Iranians really 
would like to have the verdict in before they come on. 





Do you see any possibility that the Iranians are going to 

come up with any acceptable position on this? I mean, is 

the Secretary General really working for anything or is it 
all useless? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Opinions vary, as I said last week, as we 
discussed it in the Security Council and as I've had 
discussions with individual Foreign Ministers. Opinions 
vary about the likelihood that Iran will accept the 
resolution. 





I'm on the skeptical end of the spectrum. I'd love to be 
proven wrong. I hope I am proven wrong. But because there 
is at least a possibility, the Secretary General is going to 
take another effort at it, and we'll see what he's able to 
come back with. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, why are we so unenthusiastic about 
the Soviet proposal for a peacekeeping force -- a U.N. 
peacekeeping force -—- in the Gulf? We say there is no such 
thing as a U.N. navy, and we talk about the technical 
problems. But as soon as you let the U.N. flag on the 
individual ships of individual countries, you've got a U.N. 
navy there, and that would get the U.S. unilaterally out of 
the Gulf. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't want to get out of the Gulf. 
We've been there for decades, and we have interests there 
and we intend to stand by those interests and stand by our 
friends. Certainly, one of the objectives that some others 
have is to get us out of the Gulf and they're going to 
succeed. 





As far as a peacekeeping force is concerned, peacekeeping 
forces are good things. We have supported them in many 
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situations. They work when the parties between whom you are 
trying to get peace, and keep peace, agree that a 
peacekeeping force is a good idea and they will apide by it 
and support it. They don't work when that condition doesn't 
obtain. 


Now, as far as the Gulf is concerned, that condition doesn't 
obtain. What we are trying to do in Resolutica 598 is to 
bring about a ceasefire. That is an agreement to stop the 
firing, to withdraw to recognized boundaries, to return 
prisoners and to get on with the process of negotiating a 
peaceful situation. 


So you don't really create the conditions for a peacekeeping 
force by just putting a flag on something. It has to go a 
lot further than that, and that's what the resolution is 
trying to do. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, two weeks ago you came here with 
what seemed to be an attitude, the Iranian President is 
coming; it's a chance for him to say yes or no on Resolution 
598, and if it's no, that we'll go ahead toward sanctions. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know. Are you quoting me, or -- 
I came here to the U.N. to meet my colleague, to discuss 
this issue, to do everything that I can on behalf of the 
United States to bring an end to this terrible war. 





I came here in July for that purpose and took part in voting 
on this unusual resolution, and I came here during these two 
weeks to talk further about it and to try to make it be an 
effective vehicle for bringing the war to an end. 


I find, as I noted, that people's opinions varied about how 
likely it would be if the Secretary General made another 
effort at it that Iran might accept the resolution. 


So, under those circumstances, and given the desirability -- 
the great desirability -- of having a enforcement measure be 
doneon a unanimous basis, which will be much more effective, 
it seemed to us quite clear that the best course of action 
was to give the Secretary General that reign which will not 
take a long time and see if something more can be produced. 
And I think, on the whole, the discussions here have been 
very rewarding and very reassuring about the seriousness of 
intent and the purposefulness that I found among the people 
I talk to. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you see it useful at this point 
that the Secretary General go back to Iran and Iraq? 








en 
" 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I hope so. As I keep saying, 
opinions vary about the likelihood of a productive result. 
But there is some possibility of that and some think that 


a7 


it's a pretty good possibility. so he'll give it a try. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, last week on the MacNeil-Lehrer 
Show, I saw Ambassador Walters observing, if not 
complaining, of the slowness of American money arriving in 
the U.N. It was making it hard for the U.S. to "et what is 
needed here. 





Do you find that in your meetings in the last few weeks that 
there's less cooperation from other countries? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We're getting cooperation from other 
countries. But we, along with others, put on a big drive 
last year to get major reform in the U.N. budgeting and 
decision-making process and that drive was successful. 





It was in the light of dissatisfaction with these procedures 
that the Congress and the Administration felt that we should 
not be forwarding so much money to the U.N. Now that we 
have got this situation turned around and in much better 
shape, certainly the expectation is that the United States 
will fulfill its obligations. 


QUESTION: But will. it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's very important that the 
United States fulfill its obligations. And to the extent we 
Gon t, it will be a great disappointment and, I think, an 
understandable disappointment to people who have worked wit! 
us in good faith to bring about these reforms. 





I might say, more generally, that the cuts the Congress is 
making in the President's budget request to support the 
efforts needed to support the interests of the United States 
around the world, those cuts the Congress is making are very 
harmful to our ability to give the kind of representation 
that's need and to have the kind of funds that are needed to 
support our interests adequately. 


So I feel, as I've said on many occasions, that the biggest 
foreign policy problem the United States has is right in 
Washington, D.C., where the funds needed to do the job -- 
and they aren't huge funds by standards of the Federal 
budget -- are just Deing cut brutally. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you have been talking with several 
parties on Central America. What is your assessment after 
your talks with the several Latin American officials? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think there is a growing comcern that 
work that needs to be done, if the Guatemala City Agreement 
is to turn out successfully; concern that that work is not 
being done and perhaps that will help get it done. 


An example, and a very important example is the lack of any 
effort to negotiate a cease-fire in Nicaragua. It is very 
widely agreed that a cease-fire, to have a chance of being 
effective, has to be negotiated. The people who have to 
agree to it are the people who are firing, so there has to 
be a negotiation involving them. 


In El Salvador, the govenment -- President Duarte has been 
ready to do that and perhaps he will succeed in doing that. 


In Nicaragua, the Freedom Fighters are ready to engage in 
such a negotiation. The Nicaraguan communist government, so 
far, has not been willing to do so, and that's a problem. I 
think that that problem is seen as a very important one by 
an imcreasing number of people who want to see the Guatemala 
Agreement succeed, as I do. 


MR. REDMAN: We're down to our last question so let's go to 
someone here in the center who hasn't asked one. 





The gentlemen with the pen. 


QUESTION: A couple of minutes ago you were talking about 
cuts and Pakistan (inaudible) yesterday. How does the 
Administration plams to restore it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: They are two different questions. One 
has to do with sort of underlying cuts in assistant levels. 
Our assistance to Pakistan, relatively speaking, has been 
treated very well in this process. Of course, we strongly 
support Pakistan and what Pakistan is doing, except there is 
a deep concern in this country about nuclear 
non-proliferation and a concern about possible developments 
in Pakistan. That concern got vivid expression in a 
Congressional vote last week 





I might say that that vote expresses something that is quite 
widespread in the Congress and in the Administration, and in 
the American public broadly. So that's the message. 


Thank you. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S BILATERAL MEETINGS 
NEW YORK CITY 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 1, 1987, 6:11 P. M. 


MR. REDMAN: The meeting with the Austrian Foreign 
Minister -- the major subjects included a brief discussion 
of the CSCE meeting which is scheduled to wind up there on 
the 2lst of November; the discussion of technology transfer 
where we both agreed that progress had been made, 
particularly -- apparently -- in adapting Austrian laws to 
make them more effective in support of our technology 
transfer objectives. 


The question of terrorism came up, basically as it 
does in many meetings -- the need for more and better 
cooperation in fighting this international problem. There 
was a review of U.S.-Soviet relations and our prospective 
INF agreement, in which the Secretary basically explained 
where we stand and what he anticipates in Moscow. 


Then with Algeria, both Ministers -- 
Q Nothing on Waldheim? 


A Very briefly it came up. In essence, one 
sentence on the part of each Minister. The Austrian 
Minister indicated something to the effect that this 
continues to cast somewhat of a shadow, but that cur 
relationship, nonetheless, is progressing well, and the 
Secretary again put forward our position that this is 
something that's personal. It has nothing to do with the 
office of the Presidency or with the Austrian people. 


With the Algerian Foreign Minister, both agreed that 
our bilateral relationship was in very good shape. Most of 
the meeting was a regional overview provided by Dr. Taleb. 
It included, of course, the Magreb -- a long review of the 
situation in the Western Sehara. I can't say that from 
either that meeting or the meeting with the Moroccan Poreign 
Minister later on that one could say a solution to that 
longstanding conflict is in the offing, although there's 
some diplomatic efforts underway. And the Secretary said in 
both cases, with both the Algerian and the Moroccan Foreign 
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Minister, that the United States supports a diplomatic 
solution. We have no special formula to offer, but that we 
will be supportive of any diplomatic solution that can be 
found. 


There was also a discussion of the Iran-Irag war in 
that meeting, as in so many of the others. 


Then the Secretary met with the Arab League 
delegation, and that meeting focused entirely on the 
Iran-Irag war. This was the Arab League Contact Committee. 
I'm not sure exactly how they billed themselves, but in any 
case their position was very clear. They very much 
appreciated the U.S. stand, its firmness, its clarity, on 
Resolution 598, and I would say in every way share the 
perepective that the Secretary put forward when he was down 
here not too long ago; that we need to have prompt, 
decisive, strong action still with regard for the unity of 
the Security Council, and all eof that. 


In the meeting with Prince Fahd of Saudi Arabia, 
talked about the Secretary's upcoming visit to Saudi Arabia 
where he'll be meeting with King Pahd. Again, a discussion 
of the Iran-"’ragq war in very much the same terms as those 
expressed by the Arab League. Of course, the Saudi Minister 
was a member of that delegation as well. That was really 
the major topic of discussion. 


Q Did you talk about arms sales? 
A The Secretary briefly gave a rundown of where 
we stand, and there was a discussion of the prospects for 


that. 
Q What did he say? 
A That's between then. 


Q Then the meeting with the Yugoslav Foreign 
Minister. Again, the bilateral relationship is in good 
shape. There is quite a bit of dialogue, a series of 
visits, have gone back and forth -- Yugoslavs to the United 
States ané American officials to Yugoslavia. 


The Secretary indicated again that the United States 
supports the independence, unity, territorial integrity, the 
prosperity of Yugoslavia. Among the items discussed, the 
Minister reviewed the economic recovery efforts that are 
being launched, that are underway, in YugoSiavia. He 
described the debt problem. The Secretary said we 
understand that situation, we want to be helpful, if we can. 


SSS’ 'SCS~ST NN 














-3- Thursday, 10/1/87 





The Secretary also said we think their program of 
market reform which they've undertaken is essential. There 
was a discussion of terrorism. There the Secretary 
indicated that we believe we can have even better 
communication and increased cooperation on the subject of 
terrorism. And the Yugoslav Minister said that they were 
prepared to make every effort to cooperate in this fight 
against terrorism, and that they were ready to have very 
close cooperation on the subject. 


The GCC lunch, you have the statements made by the 
Secretary and the by the GCC Ministers, and there again I 
can only emphasize that what they said is what we heard from 
Ministers from almost every continent, which is appreciation 
for Resolution 598 and insistence that we keep it intact; 
that we don't break up things like the cease-fire, the 
withdrawal, and that we continue to move promptly and 
decisively. 


And then in the meeting with the Moroccan Foreign Minister 
which just finished, again the bilateral relationship is in 
very good shape -- no problems to be noted. There was a 
discussion of the Iran-Iraq war. And, again, I'm noting 
what these people are saying. It may sound familiar, but I 
think that's because there's such a large consensus. He 
said they very much appreciated the very firm U.S. position 
on the war and Resolution 598. 


There was a discussion of the peace process, a 
giveeand=-take. The Minister had recently been to Jordan, so 
he had some firsthand information, and he also reviewed some 
regional issues including the Western Sahara situation. 


Q Did the Moroccan (inaudible) get a seat on the 
Security Council? Did that come up? Did they ask Mr. 
Shultgs for their candidacy? 


A I'd prefer not to go into those kinds of 
guestions. There are lots of candidatures besides that one 
in various other fora, and they pop up in all of these 
meetings or on the fringes, and so I really have no way of 
keeping track as to when a Minister may have raised that on 
the side or not. So rather than be inaccurate, I'll just 
leave candidatures aside. 


Q Did Abu Nidal end up in Yugoslavia, one of the 
terrorists in the Achille Lauro (inaudible)? 
A I think you're thinking about Abu Abbas who 


passed through Yugoslavia. 
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Q Did Yugoslavia indicate they were perhaps 
willing to give refuge to terrorists? 


A I'd prefer that they speak to their specific 
positions, but I think the Minister indicated very clearly 
-- his words were, "We're absolutely opposed to terrorism, 
and we're ready to cooperate and to improve our 
communications, and 80 we intend to work in that spirit.” 


Now, tomorrow, and we need to post this since almost 
no one is here. Do you have tomorrow's schedule? Do you 


have that? 
ALL: Yes. 
A I think the time I shall try to come down is 


just after the meeting with the Kenyan Foreign Minister is 
over, so that would be just about high noon, and then that 
means the only meeting you won't get a readout on is the 
SAARC. You can check with me on Monday in Washington on 
that one. All right? Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 6:21 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have no announcements, so I will be happy to begin with your 
questions. 


Q Phyllis, this morning at the Soviet Embassy 
compound a news conference was held in which the Soviets raised 
the case of a couple by, I think it is Bogarty -- B-o-g-a-r-t-y 


A Yes. 


Q -- who apparently defected in Morocco and turned 
up in this country, contacted the Soviet Union and said they 
wanted to go back and are being held against their will, and 
now the Soviets say they have not been able to get in touch 
with them again. 


Do you know anything about the case? 


A We addressed the Bogaty case last Friday. I 
think the date was September 25th. It was extensively covered 
in the briefing then. [I would refer you to the transcript for 
that. 


The point that I think we emphasized is that this 
couple is in the United States. They are free to go and come 
’ and contact whoever they wish. The decisions on that are up to 
them. 


ss 


I understand that the Soviets did have a press 
conference about that. I[ have not seen the exact request, so 
any further question or answer we might have on that will have 
to wait. 


Q There have been no new developments since last 
Friday? 


s Not any new developments I am aware of. Yes? 
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Q Mrs. Oakley, the Soviet Embassy provided you with 
the telephone number from which Mrs. Bogaty phoned to the 
Embassy asking for interview. Did you check up with telephone 
number? To whom does it belong? 


A I'll have to take that question. I was not aware 
of it, but let me look into it and we'll get an answer for you. 


Q Thank you. 
A Yes? 


Q Phyllis, following up from -- it goes beyond 
Friday, because the Soviets called, said that the U.S. has 
ignored internationally accepted norms, and they cite Article 
XII of the Consular Convention between the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union as being grounds on which they should be able to meet 
with this family in order to clarify any questions. 


Is that true? Do they have a right, if there is this 
question of -- ? 


a Well, again, I would like to check the transcript 
and I would like to be sure we have a considered response on 
this question of Consular responsibilities. 


I think what we talked about then is we acknowledged 
certainly the obligations of embassies and consulates to take 
care of citizens within the districts that are under their 
responsibility. But there is also this basic question of 
freedom and people having the right to choose if they want to 
meet with representatives of their former government or not. 


I would again refer you back to the discussion that we 
had last Friday. For any other questions, we'll just have to 
get them for you, but we'll certainly look into this one on the 
Consular Convention. 


Q Phyllis, one more -- 
a Yes. 


Q It was said at the press conference at the Soviet 
Embassy that it is not the first case where Soviet citizens 
were denied the possibility to have contacts with the Embassy. 
For example, a case of Gindra was mentioned there, the man who 
wanted to get in touch with the Soviet Embassy and he was for 
long time denied. 
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After he had contacts with the Embassy and he came 
back to our country, he said that during this time he was under 
severe psychological pressure not to return to the Soviet Union. 


a I have nothing further on that. We'll be glad to 
look at that question, as well. 


Q Thank you. 
A Yes? 


Q There is one development which is that apparently 
she did call the Soviet -- Mrs. Bogaty called the Soviet 
Embassy last week and now the Soviets say that number she gave 
is listed as disconnected and they are unable to get in touch 
with her. 


i) I said that I had no information on that number, 
whether we had it or not, but we would look at it. 


Q On a parallel subject, has the State Department 
been informed that Mrs. [da Nudell has been given permission to 
leave the Soviet Union? 


a Yes. I don't have much information on that, but 
we can confirm that Soviet refusenik, Ida Nudel, did receive a 
call from the Soviet head of the Visa Office. It now appears 
that her case will be resolved. 


Q And how does that strike you? 


Aa Well, we welcome the news. I don't have any 
further information on it or the details of it, but certainly 
it is welcome news. 


Q Are there any other cases that you know of that 
may have been resolved with this same batch? 


a Not that I'm aware of. Yes? 


Q Mrs. Oakley, a Norwegian official delegation 
visited Israel in order to find out, or try to find out, ways 
to inspect nuclear activities in Israel relating to heavy 
water, or whatever they call it. 


Is the U.S. Government interested to follow the case 
and try to find out the results of such inspection? 


a [I'm sorry, I just have nothing to help you with 
that question. Yes? 
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Q Do you have any comment on the report just 
released now by the White House on South Africa and the 
sanctions? 


q We do know that the President has signed the 
report and it is being transmitted to Congress. Copies of the 
report in its entirety are available both at the White House 
and here in the Press Conference. I think the report speaks 
for itself. 


As I understand it, the President reported with regret 
that little progress has been made on the objectives that were 
outlined in the original -- as the objectives that were cited 
when the Sanctions Bill was passed. 


Q So with no progress, then you would want more 
sanctions, right? 


A I'm not sure that it comes up with 
recommendations. I have not had a chance to look atit. I 
think that was just the general theme of the report, but I in 
no way want to draw any conclusions. 


Q Phyllis, as we are talking about Congress, is 
there any reaction from the State Department to the action 
taken by Congress today on SALT? 


A Reacting to the Senate action on compliance with 
the SALT II limits, let me say that enactment of such 
legislation would be detrimental to our national security. The 
President has made it clear on a number of occasions if he is 
confronted with legislation such as this, he will exercise his 
power of veto. 


This legislation would have the effect of undercutting 
the President's decision last May on U.S. interim restraint 
policy which states that future decisions on the level of our 
strategic forces will be based on the nature and magnitude of 
the threat posed by the Soviet Union and on the need to 
maintain a credible strategic deterrent rather than ona 
flawed, expired, and unratified treaty which the Soviets had 
violated. 


Such legislation would signal to the Soviets that they 
need not take seriously their arms control obligations and 
commitments, that they can pick apart arms control agreements 
and discard limitations they find inconvenient. Yes? 


Q Phyllis, I've had no luck at all trying to get 
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answers from your bureaucracy about this decision to turn the 
State Department into a foreign mission, so I would like to ask 
them of you. 


a All right. 


Q The definition of the State Department as a 
foreign mission has a certain implication. Which foreign 
government would the State Department have served as a mission? 


4 [ think that when we discussed this question 
before, we tried to point out that the designation was done in 
the context of security requirements and trying to insure the 
safety of guests. 


I don't think it would be correct to read into any of 
these actions that we were designating one country or another, 
that it had a political implication in any way. 


It was done in terms of meeting security requirements 
and responsibilities, and I think it should continue to be 
viewed in that way. 


Q And the only way you could meet those security 
requirements was to in effect turn the State Department into a 
defined foreign mission. 


a I'm not sure that is the only way, but it was the 
way I think the Department of Diplomatic Security felt would be 
the most appropriate and facilitate cooperation with Federal 
Security Services and the Metropolitan Police. 


It was their judgment this was the most appropriate 
way for the State Department to go. [t doesn't mean that was 
the only way. 


Q Is the State Department still a foreign mission? 
a No. 

Q So, in other words, the State Department can -- 
a Yes. This is what we have done before, as I 


explained. It can be turned on and off. It is now on an “off" 
mode. (Laughter) 


Q Right. And so the State Department, by use of 
this legas gymnastics, can turn anything into a foreign 
mission, including, for example, your house or my house? 
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a Yes, and I think we explained that this has been 
done before. Specifically I think it has often been done for 
hotels or various private homes. We noted that it has been 
done for the National Gallery of Art, sometimes, when they have 
had a reception there, and it has been used for such visitors 
as Gandhi of India and even during the Pope's visit to the 
United States. 


Q The State Department itself has -- ? 


2) No, other buildings, but they have used the same 
authority, as you said, to name homes or other buildings, to 
declare them foreign missions at that time. 


Q Since 90 members of the Senate have voted to 
condemn this action and even newspapers not notably friendly to 
Senator Helms have backed up the idea, is the State Department 
going to do this again, to turn itself into a foreign mission, 
or is this the last time that will happen? 


Aa I can't give you any assurances. Let me just 
repeat that the mode is off and I think we'd have to look very 
carefully if it were to be turned on. 

Q If you do it again -- 

Q (Unheard) 

4 Not that I'm aware of. 

Q If the Legal Bureau does decide to do it again, 
could you let us know at what point we are entering a foreign 
mission? (Laughter. ) 

a If that certainly has implications for your per 


diem or your salary rate, we will make (laughter) every effort 
to do that. 


Q How do you characterize the relations between the 
State Department and the so-called foreign mission that it was 
before? 


Cordial? 
°) Interchangeable. Yes? 


Q Do you have any comment on Soviet new proposal to 
restrict the naval operations in North European seas? 
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A Yes. The question had to do with our reaction to 
General Secretary Gorbachev's reported proposal to begin 
NATO-warsaw Pact consultations on restricting military 
activities in an Arctic peace zone. 


We, first of all, would like to say that we have not 
seen the entire text and we would certainly reserve detailed 
comment . 


We have also noted -- or I would like to note -- that 
we have not received through diplomatic channels proposals from 
the Soviet Union based on these ideas. 


We note, however, that the Soviet Union has long 
sought to restrict Western freedom of navigation in 
international air and sea space in such strategically vital 
regions as the Baltic, North, Norwegian, and Greenland Seas. 


Our naval and air activities in these areas are vital 
to the defense of our allies and for NATO security as a whole. 


Finally, we would recall the extraordinarily broad 
agenda of U.S.-Soviet and East-West discussions on security 
matters, including an INF agreement, negotiations on strategic 
nuclear arms reductions, a chemical weapons ban, conventional 
force reductions in Europe, and continued work on confidence 
and security-building measures. 


We believe our focus and priorities should remain in 
these areas. 


Q Do you have any further word today about the 
missile test firing that the U.S. protested? 


> I really don't have very much further. There was 
a detailed briefing at the Defense Department that gave the 
technical details that I am certainly not prepared to discuss. 


But, let me repeat again. The Soviets started a 
series of tests in the Pacific we protested This was done 
on Wednesday morning, September 30th. We said it was obviously 
too close. We objected to the bracketing of Hawaii. We 
certainly felt it was insensitive to U.S. security concerns. 


Let me note that the tests stopped 


Q Phyllis, yesterday, if I recall your words 
correctly, you said the protest came before the missile firing. 








-8- Friday, 10/2/87 


a No. 

Q Now you are telling me it came in the middle 

Yes. As I understand it from the Pentagon, and I 
was @ bit fuzzy about that and I'm sorry if there was any 
confusion -- as I understand it, the first test was Tuesday 


afternoon, Hawaii time 


Q And the second was -- ? 

. As I understand it, Wednesday afternoon. 

Q So the American protest came between -- 

p, But that was -- 

Q --—- the two tests 

A Yes. 

Q How about the second bracketing, the one that was 


projected to go beyond Hawaii, to the south? Do you make any 
connection with the protest and the fact that that one wasn't 
fired? 


ia I'm a little confused about your question. You 
ask if we drew a conclusion -- 


Q Yes. 
a -- about the bracketing. 
Q Yes. There was a second firing to the south of 


Hawaii that didn't take place. Do you make any connection 
between the protest and that? 


co I'm going to let you draw your own conclusions 
Yes? 

Q Phyllis, do you have any information -- 

A Is this still on -- 

~ -- how close -- 


A Yes. 
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Q How close was the closest site of American 
Missile tests to the Soviet territory?’ 


+ I would have to refer you to the Pentagon for 
those details I simply don't have them Yes 


Q Other than stopping it. have the Soviets 
responded to the US. protest? 

- We usually don't get into the details of those 
diplomatic discussions 

Q You often don't get into the details. but you 
usually say whether they have responded or not 

- well. let me just again repeat the test stopped 

Q In light of cutting U.S. aid to Pakistan -- 

~ Wait a minute Let's make sure that we have 


finished Are there any other questions on this? 


Q Phyllis, do you have any -- did you draw any 
conclusions about the state of Soviet-Aamerican dialogue by this 
whole experience. where obviously our complaint did have some 
effect on their behavior? 


+ I'm not drawing any large conclusions from this 
one incident We've given you the facts of what happened. You 
are certainly aware of the broad dialogue. the many subjects we 
discuss, but I'm not pulling from that any general 
characterizations Yes 


. In iight of cutting U. S. aid to Pakistan because 
of its nuclear activities, is this a new U.S. policy that 
anybody, any country who is receiving aid from the United 
States should sign the NPT. or it is just the case of Pakistan? 


- We discussed yesterday our reaction to the 
Congressional situation on aid for Paxistan, and I think in 
that explanation, and certainly in what we have talked about 
before, that the actions that we take in regard to nuclear 
activities of other countries are a cooperative effort between 
the policy of this Administration and the laws that are 
established by Congress 


These laws deal generally with non-proliferation 
matters. They are not singled out for any countries. They do 
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have particular applications from time to time for countries, 
but I think our policies generally on this issue are ina 
world-wide basis rather than countries specific 


Q Phyllis? 
- Yes 


Q Do you have anything on the demonstrations in 
Tibet and particularly whether two Americans were detained Pag 
the Chinese? 


a We are aware of the reports of the arrests of 
American citizens John Ackerly and Blake Kerr in Lhasa this 
week We have no further information on the status of these 
individuals at this time 


Our Embassy in Beijing and Consulate in Chengdu have 
been notified They are attempting to verify the reports and 
determine the welfare and whereabouts of the two individuals 


Q Phyllis. the Secretary and Chuck Redman have been 
vague about the Secretary's itinerary in two weeks. I think 
they have made it pretty clear who the Secretary will meet 


with, but not really clear on where he will go other than his 
stops in London and Israel 


Can you fill in the blanks there? 


- I wish [ could. I just don't have any more 
specifics 


Q You don't know whether he is going to Saudi 
Arabia? 


a He --— yesterday. the Secretary talked about 
hoping to go to visit the King, But [ just don't have any 
specifics on the trip. 

Q I think he said the King would receive him 

a Well, I'm sorry, I just can't help you with that 

Yes? 

Q Any comment on the appointment of the Interior 
Minister of Tunisia as heir apparent and Prime Minister to the 


country? 


No, I don't have any comment on that 
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Q Yes? 
Q Three Palestinians were killed in West Bank -- in 
Gaza -- by Israeli soldiers. They said they didn't stop at the 


check point Do you have any independent information how they 
were killed and when? 


a No, I don't have anything on that 
Q Thank you 
- Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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Taken Questions: The Bogaty defectors 
(from the midday briefing October 2. 1257} 


About the telephone number mentioned by the Soviets. das 
a telephone number deen given to State, where is it and 
has it -- as the Soviets claim -- been disconnected? 


THE SOVIETS HAVE BROUGHT A TELEPHONE NUMBER TO OUR ATTENTION 
AND WE ARE LOOKING INTO THE MATTER. 


What about the Soviet claim that the U.S. has violated 
Acticle 12 of the Consular Convention between the two 
countries? 


ARTICLE 12 DEALS WITH THE RIGHTS OF ACCESS ACCORDED 
CONSULAR OFFICERS. IT PROVIDES THAT CONSULAR OFFICERS 
SHALL HAVE THE RIGHT TO MEET WITH THEIR NATIONALS, IN 
PARTICULAR WHEN THEY HAVE BEEN ARRESTED OR ARE BEING HELD IN 
CUSTODY, AND THAT STATES WILL NOT RESTRICT THE ACCESS OF 
NATIONALS TO THEIR CONSULAR ESTABLISHMENTS. IT DOES NOT 
GIVE THE USSR THE RIGHT TO IMPOSE ITSELF ON ITS NATIONALS 

IN THIS COUNTRY. 


WE ARE NOT RESTRICTING THE ACCESS OF THE BOGATYS TO THE 
SOVIET EMBASSY. THE BOGATYS THEMSELVES HAVE DECIDED THAT 
THEY DO NOT WISH TO MEET WITH SOVIET REPRESENTATIVES AND WE 
ARE RESPECTING THAT RIGHT. 


WE WILL NOT FORCE THE BOGATYS TO MEET WITH THE SOVIETS. 


Can you give us any details about the Gindra case which 
the Soviets mentioned at their press conference? 


YES. GEORGIY GINDRA, DEPUTY GENERAL DIRECTOR OF BELARUS 
MACHINERY, A SOVIET COMMERCIAL ENTERPRISE, ASKED FOR AND 
RECEIVED PERMISSION TO REMAIN IN THE UNITED STATES IN 
AUGUST 1986. 


HE LATER DECIDED TO RETURN TO THE SOVIET UNION, DEPARTING 
IN OCTOBER 1986. 


MR. GINDRA WAS UNDER NO PRESSURE WHATSOVER FROM U.S. 
AUTHORITIES TO REMAIN IN THE UNITED STATES. THE U.S. 
GOVERNMENT PUTS NO OBSTACLES IN THE PATH OF ANYONE WHO 
FREELY CHOOSES TO DEPART THIS COUNTRY. 
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influence te bear? , 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Soe 5 


oorrespendence i 
ye ge a Bay! a é = o “Saas —, 
net even in Rerice's —, 


Q Te this the limit ef the tnited Suates' power -~ te 
write letters te Seuth Africa? 


GEXICR AQMINIOTRATICN OFFICIAL: I doen't think there's 
any peint in commenting on that. 


i ES | 
> 
ee & _— 

















$ Sir, witBin the newt three veeks there is expected 
to be a major Angelan offensive egeinst Seviabi. Are ve oe 
proviée tional asi stony aid to repel that? De ve think 
Seviabi can held ground in Angele? 


GENION AOMINIGTRATICN CFPICLIAL: The offensive centinues 
fe 20 wateoety. We weten it very closely. “se provide vEat we think 
is necessary and appropriate and we tb it is effective. 


force the governnent ite eyetes, but 
Geuth Africa the caly pay BE Ny 
high level te consider ebange? Ien't this « doubi 

GEVIOR ADNINIGTRATICN OFFICIAL: ot at a)1. 7 think 


we're using @ great deal vs Gifterent forme of pressure vis-a-vis the 
situation nm GoutR Africa 


SENIOR ADMEINIGTRATION CYTICIAL: Well, we Bave had in our 
Beate fer 28 years « variety of sanctions, te be specific. 
Lonai ened vere sided last year 0 you kaew. We have never 
inst pressures. We heve been very 26h gunteive. 
tndioceinanate oon ogy A wheee main effect and sain target is sest of 
in general the people, ratBer than the systen or 
qevermment. 66 that's a o diseinet on that we have tried 


to 
But = think the -- cur presence in that country 

ell of cur inetitutions, public end private, ie ene of chee we 

pa ferns of preseure ‘2; change in Seuth Africa that yeu cou) 

point to 


Weii, tor 35 years tc 

cascy vo Dring about chav3e visio ta Hlosrague the Presieent 

comme © he Gan's weit © number of years fer 7 Why de you 
apply one standard in Miceragua and anether in 


Att 

GEVZICR ADMINISTRATION CYFICTAL: You've got 
each situation on its serite. The Seegnases fer change 
Africa are evervheluirgiy internal, and they ere having 
There's ne way that -- 


Q Ané the -- in Wiesragua are crnly externa)? 


8,000 miles rong that one Gun pes in piece & corie series “Ot pressures re that 
oar 
are going to bs foek on tenes a. We've seen that this 


year. We have put in place last year sanctiens 4 
y bad their effect, and can see tor yourselves vee vbat tha 
hee been, and that's what's vas the President's repert. Be epeiie 
it out fectuaily. 


Q De you think ‘11 pull the fork nouination? 
(Laughter.) These are preseures irresistible pressures. 


% Internal eras, 
6 Internal pressures. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:08 A.M. ST 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING —_” 


INDE X 





Monday, October 5, 1987 


—_———_ 





Briefer: Charles Redman 


Subject Page 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Death of Journalist Adib Andrewes .............. 1 

Secretary's address to USIA's Advisory Council l 

Secretary's speech in Chicago 10/9 ............. l 

Visit of Lao Vice Foreign Minister to U.S. ..... 2-3 
SECRETARY 

Shultz's visit to Israel eT TTT Tr Te Clee ee 3 
DEPARTMENT 

GAO report on Office of Latin American Public 

Diplomacy ..... od 0 066606 40 beeen decee eens 2 eee 

MOZAMBIQUE 

President Chissano's visit to U.S. ..........4.. 4 

 ” Cg i's 6 0 660666450666 08 440 S SOR 4 
LRAN-IRAQ WAR 

Reports of Iraqi tanker attacks in Gulf ........ 4 

UNSC drafting of punitive measures ............. 5 

Iranian attacks on Saudi-Kuwaiti oil platform 5 

Reports LaSalle sent into northern Gulf 5 

Reports of U.S.-Soviet intelligence-sharing 9 
SAUDI ARABIA 

Proposed arms sales still in consultation ...... 5-6 
CANADA 

Proposed U.S.-Canada free trade agreement ...... 6 
CHINA (TIBET) 

Unrest in Lhasa rer eT Tor v ; 7 

es Cee OP GRE 66 666 6666 hh eee eE Fe bee 7-8 

Policy toward Tibet as part of China ........... 8 

Human rights situation in Tibet, China ....... ; 


ANGOLA 
MPLA offensive against Savimbi, UNIIA forces . 9 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #174 


MONDAY, OCTOBER 5, 1987, 12:10 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


First, I have the sad duty to convey to you news of 
the death of Adib Andrewes, who was a member of the State 
Department Press Corps here for nine years, working for the 
Middle East News Agency. He had most recently been working for 
the Kuwait News Agency, vut he died Saturday in Kuwait of a 
heart attack. So that I'm sure [ speak for all of you as well 
in extending our condolences to his wife and to his two 
daughters. 


Secondly, Secretary Shultz will address USIA's 
[International Advisory Council Conference on Thursday, October 
8, from 2:30 to 3:00 p.m. in the Loy Henderson Conference 
Room. There is a press release available from USIA that you 
can get in our Press Room with details on the conference. The 
Secretary will make ON THE RECORD remarks followed by Q&A from 
the attending audience. Those remarks ,are open for press 
coverage. For further information, contact Jan Hemming from 
USIA, or the PA Coordinator here in the building, Eileen 
McCormick-Place at 647-1710. 


The Secretary will visit Chicago on Friday, October 9, 
to address a luncheon meeting jointly sponsored by the Chicago 
Council on Foreign Relations and the Mid-America Committee for 
International Business and Government Cooperation. The 
luncheon will be at the Hilton Inn and Towers in the Grand 
Ballroom, with the Secretary's speech scheduled for 12:15 
Central Daylight. There will be a question-and-answer session 
with the guests following the speech. Should you wish to cover 
or have questions, please telephone Sharon Danhof of the 
Council at (area 312) 726-3860. [ don't yet have a topic for 
that speech. 


Q Chuck, on the Thursday one, do they want us to 
call if we're going to go, if we have our credentials, or can 
we just wander in? 
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Aa I believe if you don't need further information 
and you have press passes, you should just attend. 


And, finally, Vice Foreign Minister Soubanh Srittirath 
of the Lao People's Democratic Republic has accepted the 
invitation of the United States Government to visit Washington, 
October 5-9. While here Mr. Soubanh will meet with the 
Assistant Secretary of State, Gaston Sigur, other 
Administration and Congressional officials and representatives 
of the National League of POW/MIA Families. The United States 
welcomes Mr. Soubanh's visit as an opportunity to discuss 
important bilateral issues and to review cooperation between 
our two countries. 


Q What's his title? 
a) He is Vice Foreign Minister. 


Q Is that the highest ranking visitor from Laos 


A We had a visitor in 1985, Mr. Soulivong, who was 
also a Vice Foreign Minister. He was here on a private visit 
in 1985 during which he also met with Administration officials. 


Q Is this a private visit or -- 


4 This visitor is coming under the USIA 
International Visitor Program. 


We're also pleased to announce that the United States 
will join with other nations and donate 5,000 metric tons of 
rice to the World Food Program for onward shipment to the Lao 
People's Democratic Republic. Our humanitarian contribution is 
in response to an official appeal of the Lao Government for 
assistance and is intended to help the people of Laos overcome 
a serious shortfall in the rice harvest due to a severe 
region-wide drought. We've asked the World Food Program to 
monitor the distribution of our rice donation within Laos. 


Q Chuck, when -- is that on that? 

2) Something on this one? 

Q We're paying for this guy to come over here? 

a It's part of the International Visitor Program. 
Q Why isn't -- if the Lao Government wants to 


conduct negotiations, why doesn't the Lao Government pay his 
way? 
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- We have senior officials from all kinds of 
governments who visit under the USIA program 


Q Chuck, when Mr. Shultz is in Israel, will he be 
seeing Prime Minister Shamir as well as Foreign Minister Peres, 
do you think? 


rae Yes 


Q l ask because of a little confusion There are 
some reports that apparently aren't really on the mark that Mr 
Shamir wanted to see the President and somehow was put off It 
turns out, it seems, that he'll be here in mid-November, and 
there's some uncertainty whether the President will be occupied 
with Mr. Gorbachev then. But can you spell out a little bit 
more of Mr. Shultz's plans in Israel? Will that cover the kind 
of material that one would suppose Shamir would take up with 
the President? 


A That's a tough question to answer, because I 
don't know what he might choose to take up in one or the other 
forum -- 


Q I know he's getting an award for -- 


bs - but first, yes, the Secretary while in the 
region will have talks with Israeli leadership, and that 
includes the Prime Minister as well as the Foreign Minister and 
perhaps others, the same as he will have talks with leadership 
in Saudi Arabia and Egypt, and he will also meet with King 
Hussein 


Concerning the visit of the Prime Minister here, I do 
know that he is going to be in the United States on a private 
visit, but I just don't know what the details are of his 
itinerary 


He will not be going to Syria, will he? 


Shultz 


The Secretary's itinerary has been announced and 
-— Go you know when that is? 


Q Anybody in his party, will they be departing and 
going to Syria after he's finished? 


A I don't know what other plans there are at this 
point 
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Q Do you have anything on the GAO report on the 
Office of Latin American Public Diplomacy? 


A I don't We got our copy of that report 
mid-morning today, and as a consequence there hasn't been a 
chance to review it 


Q (inaudible) 

a I mean, it's -- the ball's in your court, as they 
say 

Q Yes The meeting of the Mozambique President in 


Washington a year ago when President Reagan launched his 
southern African initiative, which included the policy toward 
South Africa itself, that included a section that specified 
economic development for the Front-Line States, and Secretary 
Shultz specifically mentioned that the Beira Corridor which I 
believe lets out at Port Maputo in Mozambique And in the 
briefing that was given ON BACKGROUND at the White House 
earlier today concerning the President of Mozambique's meeting 
with President Reagan, there was no mention of this project, 
and I'm just wondering if that was an oversight or whether 
there are difficulties that have to be overcome before we can 
make a more firm commitment to the development of that rail and 
that port, or what is the status of that? 


A First of all, I'm not sure what status that 
particular project ever had, so I'd have to look into that to 
find out what -- 


Q Secretary Shultz named -- 

te -— was announced 

Q -—- that project by name, that's why it's -- 

“ As I say, I'd have to look into that as to 
whether or not that was one of the projects that was finally 
settled on or not. Obviously, we have expressed a desire to be 


helpful with the states in the region in terms of addressing 
some of their economic problems and particularly questions of 
transportation But in regard to your particular question, 
I'll just have to take a look at that 


Q Do you have anything on the tanker hits today, 
and any particular words on Iraq for reaching still further 
cown the Gulf to find targets? 


A No, I don't have anything particular to add 
This is part of the Gulf war which we have seen ongoing now for 
too long as far as we're concerned, and that's why we're 
working to end it 











Pp 


m 
hal 


Ww) es 


t 


io) 
unitive 
embers 


Last weex 


Has that 


Qa In = 
eek and before 
eeting they would 

think the Secret 
ork on Doth track 
ot of attention i 
or the Secretary 
ecurity Council 

Q DO y 
rabia?’ Anything 

. No 

Q - 
rom - | understa 
o the Iranians 
he Iranians for s 

S. especially no 
nm one of the news 
= ] co 

‘ T\, 

~ vO y 
ranian ships did 
audi-Kuwaiti oil 

- No 
nat we cd1Gd monito 
orthern Gulf but 
aving occurred in 
ave any specifics 

Q Has 
dDout that kind of 

- I do 

Q On t 

w/ car 

1c yvVu > 
articular reason? 

A You 

Q Chuc 
-o inform Congress 


measures would 
begun 


act ‘ 
Y i GO 
begin 
ary ma 
>» OF € 
S$ goin 
3 3enere 
uU nea 
new 
x ar 
ng Tne 
T Fr 
iS e 
ucn a 
> r 
~ Vv ~ 
Papers 
n't kn 
~\ nav 
as >| re 
~ ae 
PiatTro 
4 con 
g sme 
> + 
-nNa 
that 
tnere 
Cctliy 
- + ha 
7" 
e@ vauU 
> £ 
4 ii 
eng > 
Was 
Ai NAV 
x bac 


yet, 


wo 


- 


@ 


~~ 


i) 


ay) 


a 


~s 


Tt 


cr 


i 


| 


as 


” 


sm /Ct 
nday 10/5/87 
e Grarting ofr 
a _ 
urity VU nNcii 
UitaTtions eve 
at day or at 
Go Ut Nsuiti 
ion tf InNTIN 
is tnat tnis 
getting tne f 
ec to Dy tne 
rm ale ¢t S 
ran thing’ a 
cr - lan rr 
9 wi sing . 
esr in nana r 
any errort oy 
There is 
rTnatr 5 re 
r av ‘ha wne 
« aGaift >t tr 
t i uUiG Say 
novement in 
any nostiiiti 
yona tnNnat A 
any message 
a > 
IIiNcsS 
Nat area ror 
attack ” 
“y 
a , c 
no vec sion 
v4 
drawn? 








ke 


w wnat 
the draft 
mment 


. 


+ 
X 


new t 3 
+ > ta 


¥ a > ws 
ause I 
e repor 
ate Dep 


“ 


dD 


7 


® 
w 


dD 


ral 


5 


r 
s 


t nasn 
nas never bdee 


anat co 


yuld 
tc a 
tmen 


on 


are 
J 
+ 
> 
J ~*~ | 
. 
—_ 1° + 
huc k 
he or 
aiway 
_ ar r 
e and 
partr 
‘ ‘ 
Pex) > 
f ++ 
a r 
r x 
wher 
a>*A ¥ 
nswer 
t matc 
artici 


ewspapers 


re) 
ne oa 
eoor 
+ 
+ 


Nar 


es 

nc a 
etaiis 
nMu « 

t to w 
sO wihty 


Sa) 


> 


submi 
J nea 
> 
e ¢ ‘ 
t+ “hs 
t 
_ 
eu ag 
2 
_ 
J * 
< ; 
, ‘ 
3 ¥y 3 
or 
rugQua 
ec 
A y 4 
Navy 
ne 
. ” > 
s+ 
riter 
a4 
a 4 > 


ay 


tu 


a 


Monday, 10/5/87 


r 
itnocrawn | 30n t nave anytnir 4 
tec 
o4 
has it been ancelled? 
tations as i Saic verore 
ing new 
A going ahead with it then Stiii 
INSULITAaTIONS witn tne Congress 
tate Vepartment nave anything 
eement bDetween Canada and the 
netning ft acc 
jreement t+nart Jliii rurtner 
- reo ;ec prosperity ror tne two 
e yorid 
erve a an important m e for 
Je rneir trac} 3 rejatior sMips 
ind of the iltilateral trade 
ha " S - this GAO report 
, 5 
2 rnance > ‘ade 4 io . at Lt ¢ 
asi queSsStIONsS you wouidcn t eed 
think iixe ) peopie of ne 
ip with 2ntra ieacers ana put 
omit them ft e New York imes 
presentatior [hat Ss ne "i +ho 
n that comes out of that 
aving not seen it l just don't 
tne GAO practice was to submit 


ne 


~ r=) y 


omment was on to let them 
familiar with the contents of 








x = Monday, 10/5/87 


“ Well, you'll have to ask them, but [I know that we 
got our copy of it at about 10 o'clock this morning or a little 
after 


Q Do you have anything to say about the 
announcement of the Presidential candidate in Mexico? 


= No 


Q You probably don't have anything new on Fiji, but 
[ thought [I would check 


- No 

Q Okay 

Q Anything on the violence in Tibet? 

A We, of course, have seen the press reports of the 
demonstration which took place last Thursday in Lhasa The 


Chinese press has confirmed that at least six people were 
killed during the incident, which involved a number of Tibetans 


An eyewitness account from a U.S. Consular Officer in 
Lhasa confirms that a police station and several vehicles were 
burned and that at least six persons had been killed 


To the best of our knowledge, no foreigners were 
killed or wounded in the incident Our observer in Lhasa 
reported as of Saturday, October 3rd, the situation was calm 


Q Do you have any more details on the two Americans 
who were detained and then were released’ Can you describe the 
circumstances under -? 


2) We have information from our Embassy in Beijing 
They have advised us that Chinese authorities briefly detained 
two American citizens on September 27th The two were 


apparently released on the same day 


An officer from our Consulate in Chengdu contacted the 
two on October 4th and they indicated that they were fine we 
have no knowledge of any formal charges made against the two 
They are presently free to continue their travel in the area, 
but they have been told to leave China by October 10th 


That is essentially the information I have at this 
point 


Q Is that the date they were planring to leave 
China in the first place? 
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~ That I just don't know 


Q Do you have a position on the status of Tibet? 
Should it be independent or part of China? 


= I've stated that and I'd be happy to restate it 
again We consider Tibet to be a part of China That is a 
longstanding position, for those of you who haven't followed it 
closely 


Q This leads to something I was thinking about 
today. I looked up in the Humans Rights Report your treatment 
of Tibet in the Chinese section, and I wanted to ask, why is 
the State Department, or the U.S. Government, so soft on human 
rights abuses in China? 


They lavish 17 pages on a rinky-dink country like 
Nicaragua with three million people, and 15 pages on China with 
all this niminy-piminy prose, and everything is soft-pedaled 
Anybody that has been to China knows a lot of human rights 
abuses occur there They have yet to have their first election 
even in prospect, and have yet to have their first private 
independent newspaper in prospect, and | wondered why is this 
double standard applied? And it is not just to China, it's any 
country that is anti-Soviet 


a Well, first of all, the Human Rights Reports are 
available all over You can all read them You can all make 
your own analyses, as you want 


Q I did that (Laughter. ) 
a) And I believe people may come to different 
opinions, as is often the case But I don't know that there is 


any requirement, for example, to have a certain number of pages 
per million inhabitants, so [I'm not quite sure what you are 
getting at there 


But we are concerned about human right in China, as 
elsewhere in the world [hat has always beer ¢ ase In the 
context of these events in Tibet, as I said, ti ormation is 
still fragmentary, but we regret and we deplore ine loss of 
life, and we would urge restraint on all sides in order to 
prevent further violence 


Q The U.S. Government devoted more space to the 
Miskito Indians in the last year than it has to the Tibetans 
There are two million of them, and they have nothing to do with 
China linguistically, historically, ethnically, religious -- 
well, they do have religious ties, but there isn't any religion 
in China any more, so it's not very important (Laughter. ) 
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a Yes? 


Q There have been some recent reports of 
intelligence sharing by U.S. naval forces and Soviet naval 
forces in the Gulf, some sort of intelligence sharing, or at 
least coordination of activities 


Do you have anything to say about that? 
a) That sounds like a Pentagon question 


Q Well, it would be if the Soviets weren't involved 


A I don't know that that follows 


Q Can you confirm that there is a major build-up of 
Angolan forces arrayed against Savimbi, and are we making any 
diplomatic overtures to Angola not to proceed with a military 
offensive? If not, are we supplying additional military aid to 
Savimbi, or what's our general evaluation of that situation? 


a I don't have anything that would take it beyond 
what Phyllis said last week [he basic information is that 
over the past several years, the MPLA has regularly launched 
dry-season offensives against UNITA positions in southeastern 
Angola This current offensive has been underway since early 
summer 


Q Thank you. 


is) But -- your colleague in the very back 


Q Oh, ['m sorry 


Q Do you have anything on the talks in £1 Salvador 
between the Government and the rebels? 


S No 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON BRIEFING: October 5, 1987 


Do yOu have any plans to put monies into the Beira Corridor 
project in Mozambique: 


IN SENATE TESTIMONY LAST JULY, THE SECRETARY OF STATE MENTIONED 
THE BEIRA CORRIDOR AS AN EXAMPLE OF REGIONAL COOPERATION IN 
SOUTHERN AFRICA. THE U.S. SUPPORTS REGION’ TRANSPORT 
STRUCTURES IN THAT REGION, AS EXEMPLIFIED BY OUR CONTRIBUTION 


OF $5.5 MILLION IN FISCAL YEAR 1985 TO THE BEIRA CORRIDOR. 


CURRENTLY, OTHER WESTERN DONORS AND JAPAN HAVE PLEDGED ABOUT 
$200 MILLION FOR USE IN DEVELOPMENT OF THE BEIRA CORRIDOR. 


BECAUSE THOSE FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE, THE U.S. IS LOOKING AT THE 


m 


POSSIBILITY OF FUNDING OTHER TRANSPORTATION PRIORITIES IN TH 
REGION, AND WE WILL CONTINUE TO CONSIDER ALL REASONABLE 


REGIONAL PROPOSALS IN THE FUTURE. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


I know you are in search of news. Let me just say 
that I noticed a number of press stories on this recent visit 
by Western experts to the Soviet chemical weapons facility at 
Shikany; and in the context of those stories it seemed to me 
that there were a number of elements that had not been reported 
-- perhaps not overlooked, but at least not reported. So I 
thought I would briefly draw your attention just to a couple of 
the facts when we are dealing with this question of CW. 


First, the fact that since 1979* the United States has 
observed a unilateral moratorium on CW production. DOuring that 
period, we refrained from modernizing our chemical weapons 
deterrent, and during the same period the Soviets undertook a 
massive build-up of their own stockpile, so that as a result 
what we are now doing is undertaking a modest modernization 
program which, as you know, will result in binary weapons and 
therefore a safer and more credible CW deterrent. 


An important element of this program, of our new 
program, includes the destruction of our existing and aging 
stockpile. 


So what we have here is not an effort to match the 
magnitude of the Soviet effort, but only a credible deterrent 
and one which will raise serious doubts in the minds of the 
Soviet leadership as to the utility of initiating chemical 
warfare. 


That's what deterrence is all about. That's the first 
point. 


Secondly, while we welcome the opportunity to visit 
the Soviet CW facility at Shikany, I think we shouldn't forget 
that on our part we have long had an open invitation to the 
Soviets to visit our CW destruction facility at Tooele, Utah. 
The Soviets, as some of you may recall, refused to join other 
CO members when they visited the facility way back in 1983. We 
are pleased that the Soviets have “inally accepted our 
invitation and will visit Tooele next month. The dates for 
that visit should be November 19 and 20. 





* Correction: 1969 
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And, finally -- Barry, I know you've got a lot of 
follow-up questions -- we've long sought greater openness in 
regard to CW issues. For example, we have long acknowledged, 
on the United States' side, the existence of our chemical 
weapons. The Soviets acknowledged that they had chemical 
weapons only some months ago. 


We have been forthcoming in providing data on the size 
and location of CW stocks In 1986, we provided to the CD the 
locations, the types of munitions, and the general plan of 
destruction of chemical weapons in the United States. The 
Soviets have thus far declined to provide such data on their 
stocks. 


And then finally, you know, of course, that in 1984 it 
was the United States that introduced a draft CW treaty at the 
Conference on Disarmament which remains the most comprehensive 
model for an eventual agreement and which has been the basis 
for CW negotiations at that conference. 


Q Chuck, your statement brings to mind the 
invitation to the Soviets to visit the underground test 
facilities, and I wondered: have you ever gotten any response 
to that? 


ia I don't know that that has progressed any 
further. You know at the time of the visit of Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze that we had agreed to get those discussions 
underway again, but I don't have anything new by way of details 
to offer on that. 


Q You say there has been a moratorium since ‘79. 


a) Since '69. The United States has not produced 
chemical weapons since 1969. 


I was wondering if that's something this 
Administration has always been in favor of or if it was 
Congressional restraint that enforced that policy. I sort of 
thought the Administration wanted to go ahead with a couple of 
things, and Congress kept telling them not to. 


a The Administration has supported the production 
of binary chemical weapons, which is a modernized -- it will be 
modest, certainly in terms of the other stockpiles that exist 
in the Soviet Union, but it will be a modern, credible 
deterrent. That has been fully supported by the Congress. 


Those programs have been approved by the Congress; and 
what I am trying to indicate here is that as we start to 
produce binary weapons, which, as I say, are safer and more 
credible, we will destroy the aging stockpiles of weapons which 
date back to this other period. 
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Q Calling this a unilateral moratorium is sort of 
disingenuous, is it not, since every Administration has tried 
to override Congress, every Administration has tried to upgrade 
the quality of the chemical stockpile, and only because 
Congress has told them no, have we done so. 


a I won't argue the point as to whether or not 
“moratorium" is exactly the right word. The fact is, however, 
that since 1969 we have not produced anything, and during that 
same period there has been a massive build-up on the Soviet 
side. 


Q During the time of the visit of '83 to Tooele in 
Utah State, there was kind of a progress report on the 
dismantling of American chemical weapons. Is there a sort of 


updated report on the same subject? 


re) I'm not familiar with the report to which you are 
referring back in that timeframe. ['ll take a look to see what 
was done then and see if there is anything similar. 


Q Chuck, as you mentioned, the Soviets have made 
several shifts in their position recently, acknowledging that 
they have chemical weapons and taking this group to visit their 
destruction facility; and they seem quite interested in an 
early conclusion of a treaty banning chemical weapons. What is 
your assessment of the prospect for such a treaty now? 


Q The first point, of course, is that it is our 
draft treaty from 1984 that still serves as the basis for those 
discussions. We are committed, for our part, to achieving an 
effective and verifiable ban on chemical weapons, and we have 
been active in the negotiations to that end. 


skip to some of the things you are particularly 
inte é n, in terms of what our expectations are, it is 
hard .. any artificial deadline, and we aren't setting 
that. What we're looking at is a good treaty, and one that 
resolves the kinds of issues that we have been talking about 
effectively... 


People who have said that we could have a treaty even 
this year, for example -- those kinds of expectations we think 
are certainly unrealistic. There are still many difficult 
issues to resolve. 


As I said, we are engaged in intensive efforts to 
achieve an effective and verifiable ban, but there is not any 
artificial negotiating deadline. 
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In terms of some of the remaining issues, I have 
those. Let me just sketch them out for you, since it gives you 
a sense of what they are dealing with. 


The principal remaining issues would include: 
exchange of data; working out the modalities of an effective 
challenge inspection regime; agreement on monitoring of the 
civilian chemical industry; and design of a schedule for the 
destruction of CW stocks and production facilities which will 
ensure that the security of the states that are party to the 
treaty is not diminished. These are just some of the issues 
that are still out there. 


Q Can you make the material available that you have 
been reading from? 


A That will be difficult because a lot of that is 
my own knowledge, plus a few notes. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the plans for 
production? Was it after October 1 that they could actually 
start assembling the new binary weapons? I forget. 


2) I think that is available. I don't have the 
exact date as to when the new weapons can actually be put 
together, but it's some time this fall, yet to come. 


Q What is the status of the chemical talks or the 
about-to-happen chemical talks? Can you give us where those 
stand? 


a The about-to-happen chemical talks? Are you 
talking about the CD or the bilateral talks with the Soviets? 
There have been a number of things going on. That's why I say 
it's a -- 


Q That's what I need you to review, if you can, off 
the top of your head. 


a All right. Here's my review, very briefly. 


From '77 to '80, the U.S. held bilateral negotiations 
with the Soviet Union on a CW ban. Since then, the U.S. has 
been an active participant in the multilateral negotiations on 
a CW ban at the Conference on Disarmament. 


In early '83, for example, we presented to the CD our 
so-called detailed views on a chemical weapons ban, and then in 
April of '84 Vice President Bush introduced a draft CW treaty, 
which, as I said, remains the most comprehensive model. 
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At the November ‘85 summit, President Reagan and 
General Secretary Gorbachev agreed to intensify bilateral 
discussions-.on all aspects of the chemical weapons ban and to 
initiate a dialogue on preventing chemical weapons 
proliferation. 


We have had six CW ban bilateral rounds and two 
non-proliferation rounds since then. This year the President 
reaffirmed the U.S. commitment to a CW ban in a message at the 
opening of the CD session. The CD will hold an intersessional 
round of discussions beginning November 30, and then the next 
formal session begins in late January. 


All you ever needed to know. 

Q Chuck, the Soviets seem to find in what you said 
an implication. Have the Soviets tabled any kind of a 
proposal, any kind of a draft, during all this period? 


a I just don't know the specific answer to that. 
I'll see if we can get something on that. 


By the way, the most recent bilateral discussions were 
held in Geneva from July 20 to August 7, and a seventh round is 
planned for December. 

Q Do you know the location? 


a I don't have the location, but I think they have 
all taken place in Geneva. 


Q Can we ask about something else? 
“ Yes. 
Q All right. Why is the Secretary not going to 


Jerusalem? Why has he decided to stay in Herzeliyya, if I hear 
right? Maybe I hear wrong. 


a The Secretary is going to Jerusalem. He is 
staying in Jerusalem. 

Q Is that a change from a plan to stay in 
Herzeliyya? 

a The primary factors in all of this are always 


logistical, and so I'm not going to go into how those decisions 
are made; but the basic fact is that there is no political 
significance regardless of where the Secretary chooses to stay. 


Q You took in a lot of ground there. He will have 
the meetings in Jerusalem, and he will be domiciled in 
Jerusalem. The King David Hotel can relax, right? 
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> Yes. 


Q Will he venture into what some people call the 
West Bank, as Secretary Vance did? 


ia I don't have any other details of the itinerary. 


Q Alexei Burmistenko from the Soviet daily 
newspaper Trud. Sir, four days ago you promised to supply us 
some additional information on the Bogaty family -- in 
particular, to whom the telephone number belongs, Area Code 
703, number 241-8615, and secondly, a certain clarification on 
Article KII of the Consular Convention between the USSR [sic] 
and the Soviet Union. And in addition to this -- 





You didn't check the Press Office, I'm sure, 
since I think the answer to that question was posted yesterday 
concerning Article KII. I didn't bring it along with me 
because it has been posted for all of your benefit in the Press 
Of fice. 


Q And as far as the telephone number is concerned? 


a The answer as to what we could find on that is 
also included in that posted answer. 


Q Can you possibly tell us when the Bogaty family 
entered the United States or some other information to clarify 
the whole matter? 


+ I think we provided that at the time. I don't 
have the date in my mind, but he was in Rabat at the time he 
came over to us, and he came to the United States shortly 


thereafter. 
The basic fact -- since I don't have all of this in 
front of me -- the basic fact remains, as Mrs. Oakley stated it 


last week, that these people are free to make whatever contacts 
they want. They know of the interest of the Soviet Embassy in 
talking to them. We have nothing against that, but it is their 
choice as to whether or not they do that. 


Q Are they not interested in contacting the Soviet 
Embassy? There is somewhat of a mystery here. 


A I can't be any clearer about that. If they want 
to, they can do it; but, as our answer posted last night makes 
clear, the Consular Convention does not require that we force 
people to have contacts that they don't want to have. 
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Q You mean they arrived shortly thereafter their 
Cisappearance in Rabat? That means more than four years ago, 
yeah? 


a I guess that's right. 


Q Thank you. 
a What's the significance of that? 
Q Well, the significance is that they were in this 


country for more than four years, and I believe this office 
denied that they were in the United States until about two 
years -- until mid-'84. That's significant, I believe. 


a Well, I just wonder if your facts are right, and 
so that's why I asked the question. If that's in fact your 
perception, then I'd like to offer someone who would look into 
that for you rather than just running off and printing that as 
your perception. 


Q New subject. Chuck, can you bring us up to date 
on what's happening in Tibet? 


A I really can't shed much new information on 
what's happening. I've seen a lot in the press. You seem to 
be pretty much up on it, so that what I have basically doesn't 
take the story any further. 


Q Did the Administration take a position on the 
Dalai Lama's five-point peace proposal that he made in his 
various meetings with Congress when he was here a couple of 
weeks ago? 


a) No. We made clear at that time our position on 
Tibet, on the Dalai Lama, and you can please refer back to all 
of that. 


Q But is there any position at all on this peace 
proposal that was then lauded by various Congressional leaders? 


a No. I believe our position made clear that we 
view him as a religious leader, not as a political leader. 


Q How does the U.S. feel about Americans traveling 
to Tibet? 


“ There is and has been for some time a travel 
advisory outstanding on China as a whole, and so I can make 
that available in the Press Office if you want I don't think 
it refers in any particular way to Tibet. As far as I know, as 
of now there's no plans for any other advisories of any kind. 
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Q Did the demonstrations warrant a notice to 
Americans just to note that there's a lot of demonstrations 
there and people being killed? 


+ People follow those kinds of things. Travel 
advisories or warnings -- I'm losing track of what that current 
terminology is -- normally deal with trends, with things that 


occur over time, and therefore have some sort of a trend 
characteristic, and I don't think we're at that point in this 
Situation. 


Q The situation in Fiji was worse than it is in 
Tibet and Lhasa? 


‘4 Each case is evaluated on its own merits. 
Q Why is there a travel advisory for China? 
A Well, please read the *ravel advisory. It has to 


do with lack of consular services in various places. I'm not 
Quite sure what things are in there, but it's been out now for 
some months. These things routinely come up for review, and I 
think that one expires, for example, the end of this month, so 
again the people responsible for that take a look at the 
Situation and then revise, update, withdraw -- whatever they 
decide is the appropriate thing to do with it. 


Q About the visit of the Secretary to Jerusalem, 
would it be plausible to expect tre Secretary to reaffirm or 
reiterate the U.S. policy towards Jerusalem while he's there? 


2) I don't know what he plans to do on that score. 
There's no question about the U.S. policy toward Jerusalem. It 
has been stated and restated, and I'd be happy to do it again 
any time you want. So to the extent that it's never been 
questioned, I wonder why it's even an operative question. 


I'm basing my question on the fact that you said 
the visit in itself has no political significance, so to 
reiterate this fact, I think it would be expected or more 
realistic for him to declare -- 


a No, no. You're skewing things again. What I'm 
saying is that where the Secretary chooses to stay is based on 
logistical concerns. There is no political significance and 
I'm not there referring to one point or another; but in terms 
of the United States’ position on Jerusalem, that is a policy 
position, has long been outstanding, and it still exists today, 
and there hasn't been any change there. 
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Q Do you expect any reactions from the Arab 
governments or the Arab public opinion to this visit, or you 
take it for granted that visiting Jerusalem has no political 
significance? 


= Well, it won't be the first time that a Secretary 
of State has visited the State of Israel or Jerusalem, nor on 
this visit will it be the first time that he has visited, or a 
Secretary of State has visited, other countries on the 
itinerary. 


Q The Philippines reports this morning of some 
arrests and troop deployments around the Presidential Palace. 
Have you got any sort of update? 


- I don't have anything on it. 


Q Do you have anything today on the allegations 
concerning the Office of Public Diplomacy? 


a I couldn't have guessed who might have asked that 
question. A couple of observations, and you'll see why it's a 
little difficult to come to grips with this particular story. 


First, we think one of the important things is that 
the General Accounting Office found that this office's routine 
activities did not violate either anti-propaganda or 
anti-lobbying restrictions. 


Secondly, it's hard to come to grips with some of the 
so-called conclusions which would seem in some cases at least 
to be premature. To take an example, it seems to be based, 
this report, substantially on one memorandum which Ambassador 
Reich tells me was not cleared nor reviewed by him, and he was 
the head of the office at that time. 


I've also found out that in preparing this report, 
that key people like Ambassador Reich, who was the head of the 
office, Mr. Miller, who is the author of the memo which is the 
point of the study, nor any of the alleged participants in the 
activities described were interviewed. As a consequence, for 
those kinds of reasons it s really difficult for me to give you 
an evaluation in the absence of those kinds of factual 
materials. 


Q Do you have any sort of comment on the situation 
in the Persian Gulf right now, the escalation of violence over 
the last 24-48 hours? And do you have any new interpretation 
of what happened over the weekend with the small-boat “almost 
attack” against the Saudis? 
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4 No. I don't have anything on the latter question 
beyond what I offered yesterday. The situation in the Gulf 
continues to be one of concern, of a certain amount of tension 
generate by this war; and that leads me back to where I always 
end up, which is our efforts to see that it ends and at the 
same time our efforts to protect ourselves and to protect our 
friends and allies in the region. 


Q Are you getting any information from the U.N. or 
elsewhere that would allay some of the Secretary's skepticism 
that Iran would agree to a cease-fire, the skepticism that he 
talked about Friday or Thursday? 


a) I dor't have anything at this point which would 
change that appreciation. [t just hasn't gone that much 
further. 


Q 4“as there been any response from members of the 
Gulf Cooperation Council to the Secretary's request that they 
open their port facilities or their other facilities to ships 
in the Gulf who need help? 


a I car't go into those kinds of specific 
requirements and specific actions on the parts of individual 


states for the obvious reason that that's something between 
them and the people that they are dealing with. It's not for 
me to tell everyone 


Q Can you tell me where you are on the developments 
of the Administration's efforts to get the Congress's approval 
for the Saudi arms deal? 


A ®s I said yesterday, we're still working on 
this. We're still in consultation I can't give you a status 
report in one way or another. 


Q I have questions on both Fiji and South Africa. 
Which one do you prefer first? What's closest? 


a What's closest? Why don't you start with Fiji. 


Q Okay. He has declared it a republic, so any 
comment? And also on the travel advisory, it goes until 
March. What would be likely to change the pattern on that or 
to require revision of that travel advisory? 


a I can't make those kinds of predictions in that 
case. These situations are fluid. That's certainly the 
situation in Fiji. There are people who keep those things 
under review, so that's basically their call as to what 
warrants changes or new ones, or whatever 
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But on the developing situation in Fiji, I[ really 
don't have much by way of additional details. The situation is 
extremely fluid. We stay in touch with our Embassy. We try to 
watch what's going on there. In terms of our policy position, 
we continue to view the Governor-General as Fiji's legitimate 
constitutional authority, and we continue to support the 
Governor-General's efforts to find a broadly based solution to 
Fiji's political crisis. 


Q Does the declaration of a republic make it a 
graver situation from America's point of view? 


a) I don't have any way to make that particular 
appreciation, but in terms of our stance on what's happening, 
I've just reiterated that for you. 


Moving to South africa? 


Q Thank you President Botha has rejected most of 
the recommendations regarding changes in apartheid laws. He 
has accepted a few. Does the U.S. have any statement? 


a We've long stated our belief that all apartheid 
laws, including the Group Areas Act and the Separate Amenities 
Act, must be abolished. These two acts are among the major 
remaining pieces of apartheid legislation. Their full removal 
would send a clear, positive sign of the government's intention 
to address the major issues, but it appears that the government 
has not approved this step, and it remains unclear what 
specific legislative steps the government intends to take. 


Q Would we approve of some gradualism? [ mean, do 
we approve of the idea of gray areas as a transition, a sort of 
transition? 


“ The Secretary and Assistant Secretary Crocker in 
speeches last week went into considerable detail as to how we 
view this situation and our vision, so I think that is as 
definitive a proposition as I could put forward. The basic 
facts remains, as both of those speeches indicate, that South 
Africans have to address these kinds of problems in the end. 


Q Do you have any assessment there of whether 
things are on track at the Geneva arms negotiations as the 
Secretary's visit to Moscow approaches? Are things being 
worked out that are supposed to be worked out, etc. -- 
verification? 


a) Things are certainly being worked out. There's 
an intensive effort underway. People in Geneva are meeting 
every day in a variety of groups and sub-groups on all of these 
kinds of issues. People in Washington are meeting every day to 
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continue to work out positions that need to be worked out here 
as these issues progress. There are a lot of problems -- no 
doubt about’ it. Some have been moved along fairly well; others 
still have to be addressed, so we're still optimistic that we 
will get to the point we would like to get to by the time the 
Secretary meets with Mr. Shevardnadze. 


Q The verification -- is that generally worked out, 
or are there problems with that, or what? 


Q I don't want to try to pinpoint specific areas. 
You know the areas that they're working on, and I think it's 
fair to say that in all of those areas there are still things 
that have to be pinned down. There's just an enormous amount 
of detail that people have to agree on, but they're working 
hard at it. 


Q Does the locale of a summit have to be pinned 
down? 


4 No. That's not one of the things they're working 
on there. 


Q That has to be pinned down, though, doesn't it, 
in Moscow? 


i) I think it's been made very clear by the 
Secretary at the White House that it's going to be here in 
Washington. 


Do you have anything on the critical comments of 
Speaker Wright about the Central America policy? 


“ No, I don't. The White House addressed that 
issue yesterday. I'm sure they had a chance to address it 
again today. I think that's probably sufficient. 


Q Any comment on new terrorist threats against the 
U.S. Embassy in Cairo? 


a No. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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When did Bogatyy come to the United States? 


-- 1982 
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WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1987, 12:05 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief announcement. 


The Department is releasing today Foreign Relations of 
the United States, 1955-1957, Volume [X, Foreign Economic 
Policy, Foreign Information Program. A copy of the press 
release and summary are available in the Press Office. Copies 
of the volume are available for reading and consultation in the 
Office of the Historian, and there is an inspection copy also 
available in the Press Office. 

















Q Chuck, is there any displeasure in the State 
Derartment over what the Senate has tried to do about Tibet? 
Do vou have any reaction to the Congressional moves on the 
human rights situation in Tibet? 


a First, to go back to something I said earlier in 
the week, we regret and deplore the loss of life which occurred 
during the violent demonstrations in Lhasa last Thursday. We 
have said that we're concerned for human rights in China, as 
elsewhere in the world. Obviously, that includes Tibet. 


We continue to urge restraint on all sides in order to 
prevent further violence. At the same time, we have reaffirmed 
the longstanding U.S. Government position that we consider 
Tibet to be part of China. 


I think our only concern, beyond the ones that may be 
evident in what [I've just said with the Senate resolution, is 
that the amendment on Tibet, which was attached to the State 
Department authorization bill, fails to take into account 
changes in Chinese policy toward Tibet since 1980 which sought 
to correct earlier mistakes that had resulted in widespread 
destruction of Tibetan cultural and religious institutions and 
mistreatment of Tibetans 
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Accordingly, in our view it didn't represent an 
accurate or a balanced treatment of what is a very complex 
issue, but at the same time, as [I indicated in the beginning, 
we share the concern of the Congress over the human rights 
situation in Tibet. 


Q Do you feel that the Congress is sufficiently 
aware of the importance of the U.S.-Chinese relationship, and 
that maybe they're putting too much focus on Tibet? Is that a 
feeling here in State? 


a I've characterized in essence our reaction, our 
position. 


Q Philippines? Have you got anything to tell us 
about that? 


2) Let me give you a rundown of what I've collected 
on developments there. 


Our Embassy reported this morning that there are no 
unusual troop movements or special checkpoints in the city. 
The military, however, remains at a high state of alert. 
President Aquino's press secretary announced that General Ramos 
had briefed the Cabinet Wednesday on the status of several 
efforts to destabilize the government. As precaution, some 
troops had been dispatched to the Palace the night before. 


Apparently, 14 people have been arrested for alleged 
complicity in destabilization activities. The government also 
intends to terminate broadcasting from four radio stations 
which have been broadcasting messages from rebel leader Honasan 
and others wanted for anti-government activities. This 
executive action follows the introduction of legislation in the 
Congress to require such closures. 


The only other item of interest was a report that one 
of these fugitives, Colonel Cabauatan, had broadcast a message 
from Clark Air Base. First, let me reiterate what we've said 
before: that we are unalterably opposed to any effort to 
overthrow President Aquino's constitutional government. We 
have no indication that Colonel Cabauatan was present on the 
U.S. facilities at Clark Air Base. Cabauatan is a Marcos 
loyalist with an obvious interest in propagating disinformation. 


I should also note that Clark Air Base is a Philippine 
base which covers a large area of land, so that we have no 
information about whether the Colonel might have been present 
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on some portion of the base outside of U.S. facilities. Our 
Embassy has heard reports from the newsmen involved that they 
were blindfolded while enre.te to their supposed rendezvous 
with Cabauatan at Clark. 


Q Chuck, the United States has made many 
expressions of support for Mrs. Aquino. Does closing down 
those radio stations -- is that also something that the United 
States would support? 


a In addressing that issue, I have pointed out that 
the Filipino Legislature has already introduced legislation to 
take such steps -- 


Q Yeah, but that doesn't answer -- 


4 -- so that it seems to me that that's something 
supported by the Philippine people through their elected 
representatives, and [ have no other commentary to offer on 
that. 


Q Do you have any opinion on whether that was a 
wise -- that's a wise thing? 

4 No. I don't have any other opinion to offer. 

Q How would you gauge the level of U.S. concern 


about this situation? 


4 I think L've given you a status report which is 
reflective of what the Embassy sees. I don't know of any 
reason that we would change our analysis of the situation, 
which is essentially that President Aquino is in charge; she's 
made a lot of progress; she's doing a fine job; she has 
difficult problems to address, but that we remain confident of 
her ability to address them, and fully behind her. 


Q I believe that in some of the reports, they're 
saying that Ramos in his briefing said that he wasn't sure the 
Philippine military could handle this situation. Have you seen 
those reports? Have you got reaction to that comment? 


i) I don't have any other information other than to 
say I see the same reports that you do, but we don't have any 
other information on those alleged briefings. 


Q Do we share his assessment that the Philippine 
military might not be up to the job? 


“ I don't have any way to make that assessment. As 
[I say, ['ve only seen the reports, and [I don't know what he 
said or what he didn't say. 
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Q Is the U.S. taking any actions in the short term 
to try and shore her up? Are we rushing any sorts of 
assistance to the Philippines? 


a I'd start by saying I'm not sure that anywhere in 
this situation report do you find the kind of dire 
circumstances that -- on which your question seems to be 


premised. So I've spoken of our continuing support for her, 
and that certainly continues. 


Q Is there any evidence that there's outside 
support for the rebel effort coming in, either in terms of 
manpower or weapons for the Communist rebels? 


“ I just don't have any information to offer. 

Q Chuck, anything new on the violence in the Sri 
Lanka? 

“ Sri Lanka is the question. We are shocked and 


dismayed by the recent upsurge in violence in Sri Lanka in 
which Tamil militants have reportedly killed 100 Sri Lankan 
civilians in the last day alone. Their actions are 
reprehensible, and we urge both the governments of India and 
Sri Lanka to take effective action to ensure the full 
implementation of the July 29 peace accord 


Q Do you still think that the peacekeeping troops 
is a good idea -- Indian peacekeeping troops? 


i) We have spoken a number of times, and the 
Secretary has as well, on the question of our support for the 
July 29 accord, and ['ve just reiterated once again that we 
would urge both governments to ensure the full implementation 
of that accord. 


Q Do you have comment on the House and the Senate 
both passing the resolution to ban all imports from [ran -- its 
effectiveness, its potential impact? 


a I don't have anything beyond the reaction that 
Phyllis offered last week that we support the overall objective 
of the amendment fully, and we share the concern expressed by 
the Congress on this issue, but that we're still analyzing the 
implications of the legislation. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the unitary -- 
new unitary venture between Libya and Algeria? 
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A I'd have to start by saying [ don't have any 
information on the facts, whether those stories are true or not 
true, so that you'd have to talk to the Algerians, or I suppose 
the Libyans -- 


Q Concerning --? 


” -- concerning the accuracy of the report. But 
our position remains that Qadhafi's diplomatic isolation is the 
direct result of his own policies, and his continuing support 
of international terrorism, subversion and military aggression. 


Qadhafi's current effort to emerge from his isolation 
through diplomatic overtures to his neighbors refiects a 
familiar pattern. We believe the appropriate response remains 
to continue to isolate Libya, to demonstrate the cost of 
Qadhafi's policies. The Algerians, among others, are well 
aware of our views in this regard. 


Q Did you discuss it with the Algerians? 
a [I don't want to go into specific conversations, 


but, as I just said, the Algerians are well aware of our views 
in this regard. 


Q Do you have your concerns about the Algerians 
accepting such ventures with Qadhafi, putting into 
consideration the fact that the Algerians showed a -- sort of 


moderate line during the last few years? 


is) First of all, I can't go to that question because 
['m not in a position to confirm the facts behind this story, 
so I'm not even sure that such a union exists. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything there to register -- 
Q Can I follow up on that? 
Q Sorry. 


Q Is it viewed that it's going to be harmful to the 
-- if you can say -- good relations between Algeria and the 
United States? 


A All of this is in the hypothetical realm, as I've 
just tried te indicate in two previous instances. ['ve given 
you a general reflection on Qadhafi's policies and what we've 
believed to be an appropriate response. 


Q Chuck, does the State Department think it's wise 
to begin testing submarine -- Trident submarine missiles with 
12 warheads? 
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A I don't have anything to offer on that. 
Q Well, you do know that it could have a major 


impact on the counting rules in negotiations, and Mr. Shultz -- 


- Questions like counting rules are the kinds of 
things that negotiators are charged with working out, in this 
instance in Geneva -- 


Q But the Pentagon -- 


a -- so that I really don't have any way to 
comment on that 


Q Well, if you have nothing to say, you have 
nothing to say, but the Pentagon is about to establish 12 as 
the unit of count, and one of the U.S. objectives is to get at 
the Soviet's multiple warheads by counting the missiles with 
the most warheads that they have We will be restricting 
ourselves The State Department is relaxed about this, is it? 


- I haven't saiao relaxed, tense or otherwise. I'm 
just saying that thircs like counting rules are something that 
negotiators are paid to deal with 


Q But sometimes the people that set off missiles 
affect what negotiators can do, and I wondered -- well, all 
right, if you have nothing -- but could you see if eventually 


the State Department will find itself prepared to express any 
possible discomfort over what the Pentagon has done to your 
negotiations? Because they've had an impact 


a There are a lot of assumptions and premises in 
your question -- 


Q It clearly -- 

4 -- and I'll ignore those -- 

Q No I mean it's a fact 

- -- but should I ever have anything to offer on 


that question, I won't nesitate 


Q But the rules, the counting rules are set This 
would just change the number of warheads that the United States 
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Q Exactly. That's what we mean. 
A You're talking about counting rules in previous 
treaties. 
Q The counting rules, as I understand it, are 


fairly well set. When you test with a certain number of 
warheads, that's the number of warheads assigned to that 
missile -- 


Q That's right 


Q And if you're going to cut 50 percent, and you 
ascribe 12 warheads to a certain missile rather than 10, that 
sort of gives you a higher count 


Q I'm not sure exactly what counting rules you're 
referring to as having been set You know we have negotiations 
ongoing in Geneva We don't have a START treaty -- 


Q Well, you don't agree with the Pentagon now that 
the START -- that the SALT counting rules no longer apply? Is 
that what you're saying? 


- The Administration position on SALT, Barry, has 
been long established 


Q No, no I know the Administration position on 
SALT, and you do too [he Pentagon says, “What counting 
rules? SALT is dead." Now, I thought the State Department is 


operating on the assumption that there are rules that they 
would like to improve on, that they would like to modify, but 
there is a rule there -- 


- I don't see any discrepancy The Administration, 
the President, has been very clear in his position on the SALT 
treaty and where that stands, and you all are in no dcoubt about 
that. There is likewise a negotiation going on in Geneva on 
strategic weapons, and that's what I referred to when I said 
that negotiators are charged with looking into questions like 
counting rules. 


Q Chuck, the President has been very specific about 
what aspects of the SALT treaty he chooses to violate and 
leaving others In fact, the caveat is, if the Russians behave 
in these others areas, the U.S. will not abrogate other 
provisions of the treaty -- 
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a I'd invite you to read -- 


Q -- but you've never singled out counting rules -- 


- I'd invite you to read the President's remarks 
again, because I don't think you're on base 


Q Chuck, in the absence of these counting rules 
which have been sort of an established part of arms control for 
awhile, how are we to determine the total numbers of warheads 
on each side other than extremely intrusive, going on each 
submarine and counting how many warheads are on each DO-5, or 
something? 


a I think I've answered the question several times, 
which is that negotiators are paid to work out those kinds of 
arrangements What more can I say? 


Q But how are you -- how do you get a base-line 
number from which to negotiate?’ 


A We'll let the negotiators figure that out 
« So we haven't figured it out -- 


4 I'm not going to do that in public, I'm not 
capable of doing it, nor is it my job 


Q Do you have a characterization -- 
Q You know, I find it a little strange that I'm 
supposed to be here negotiating somehow in public over an issue 


which is on the table in Geneva, among many other issues 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have a characterization of the progress or 
lack of progress in the START and the INF talks in Geneva? You 
have in the past complained about foot-dragging on the part of 
the Soviets Are things moving along --? 


a [ think [ answered a question on that yesterday. 
Q You did? 
a) Yes At some length, at the end of the briefing 


Q On that counting rule, one last question: The 
counting rule, as I understand it, ever since the 1972 SALT 
Agreement, has been that once you test a missile with a certain 
number of warheads, that's the number attributed to that 
missile 


Are we proposing a change in this rule? 


Qa You seem to have lost track of the fact that the 
President's statement on SALT indicated that was no longer the 
basis for our decisions. [t's a treaty that is out of date, 
was never ratified, et cetera 


Now there are negotiations on a new treaty, and 
counting rules will be one of the things that I'm sure have to 
be addressed by negotiators, but that does not mean that 
previous counting rules, or previous this or that in any 
category from SALT, are going to be adopted wholly or in part 
or any other way It is just a question for negotiators to 
work out 


Q Can you just give us an indication of what new 
counting rule might be under consideration? 


“ Of course not That's what negotiators are 
working on. 


Q But there are new -- there are changes to the 
counting rule? 


A I'm not saying that at all. I'm saying counting 
rules are something that negotiators will decide 


Q Chuck, the Japanese this morning announced 
certain measures to support our effort in the Persian Gulf -- 
the navigation system and some financial help in Japan. 


Are we now satisfied with the level of their 
contribution to that effort? 
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A First, as I understand the package announced by 
the Japanese Government on October 7th, it includes funding of 
approximately $10 million for a precise navigational aid system 
to be instailed .n the Gulf. It includes economic assistance 
to Oman, about $200 million; and to Jordan, $300 million. [It 
includes financial assistance of approximately $10 million for 
the UN Security Council to promote seace in the Gulf, and for 
implementation of Resolution 598; and, finally, a pledge to 
consider ways of reducing U.S. Covernment costs for the support 
of U.S. Forces, Japan. We welcome the measures announced by 
Japan, to enhance navigational security and promote peace in 
the Persian Gulf region. 


The navigational aid system is a concrete sign of 
Japan's political commitment to Western solidarity in the 
Gulf. Also of great significance is the Japanese Government's 
pledge to find ways to reduce our costs for U.S. Forces, Japan. 


The precise amount of Japan's additional contribution 
to those forces has not yet been determined. Japan currently 
provides approximately $1.5 billion annually in host-—nation 
support for U.S. Forces. We see this effort as a clear signal 
of Japan's solid support for the program of Western nations to 
assure safe navigation in the Gulf. 


Q Are you now satisfied with what they are doing? 


- {[ think [ have given you a relatively lengthy 
analysis of what they are doing. 


Q Chuck, are these measures -- 


a I'm just not going to be pushed further to do one 
thing or another I think it's clear by the words [ have 
used: "It's a concrete sign;" “It's a welcome measure;" "It's 
of great significance." [ think there are lots of key words in 
there that demonstrate the importance that we attach to this 


Q Are these measures taken in response to specific 
demands or requests from the U.S. Government, or it was defined 
by the Japanese themselves’? 


re) The decisions, of course, were those of the 
Japanese Government -- 


Q Yes, this I understand 


a -- but they have been in consultation with us and 
with other Western nations and countries in the Gulf concerning 
what kind of a contribution they might be able to make, and 
Prime Minister Nakasone, for some time, has indicated his 
intention to come up with a Japanese contribution. So they 
have been working on that in consultation with a lot of people 
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Two things: Chuck, first of all, on this 
question of warheads, [ know it was reported a number of times, 
but I don't know if it was ever confirmed either by the Defense 
Department or tne State Department that the number of warheads 
on the SS-18 follow-on nissiles that were tested over the 
Pacific last week were considerably in excess of what has 
formerly been carried by the SS-18's Am I not right about 
that, or have you given out -- ? 


= I don't have anything on that 
Let's let someone else -- over here 


Q Could you find out? 


Q Chuck, what is the Secretary of State going to 
tell President Kaunda of Zambia? Is he looking for support 
from both the OAU and the southern African states for the 
policy that he announced towards South Africa last week? 


3) [ don't have before me a full agenda of what the 
two men might talk about Obviously, it will be a wide-ranging 
discussion. [t will certainly touch on all aspects of the 
Situation in the region, in South and southern Africa, and I'm 
sure other issues, as weil. But beyond that, I[ don't have any 
specifics 


In the back? 


Q Any reaction to Nicaraguan President Ortega's 
comments last night? 


- No 


Q Chuck, on the $300 million to Jordan, how would 
you describe that helpful to ensuring the Freedom of navigation 
in the Gulf -- from Japan? 


“ I didn't describe it that way The Japanese are 
doing a number of things which are relevant to the security 
Situation in the region -— some things which are directly 
relevant to the Gulf in shipping, other things which have to do 
more broadly with the question of stability and security in the 
region 


All of that is helpful 


Q Chuck, will the Secretary meet with Prime 
Minister Gandhi when he comes here on October 20th? 
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” Unfortunately the Secretary will be on a trip 
outside of Washington. I know he very much would have liked to 
have been present for that visit, but will be somewhere between 
the Middle East and Moscow on that very day. But the Prime 
Minister, of course, has meetings at a very high level all over 
town. 


Q On Kaunda, do you have a read-out on his meeting 
with the Secretary today? 


- On-- ? 
Q On President Kaunda. 
Kaunda. 
Kaunda. 
Do I have a read-out on his meeting today? 
Yes, with the Secretary 
) At this point, no, I don't have any read-out 


Q And something on Mr. Nikonov and the Secretary 
yesterday? 


On Mr. Nikonov I can help you 


The Secretary met for more than an hour yesterday 
evening with Mr. Nikonov shortly after his arrival in the 
United States The meeting was cordial [t covered a broad 
range of issues Mr. Nikonov conveyed greetings from Soviet 
General Secretary Gorbachev and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 
to Secretary Shultz, and said the Soviets are looking forward 
to the Secretary's visit to Moscow later this month 


The Secretary and Mr. Nikonov touched briefly on major 
issues and the bilateral relationship, including INF, and the 
hopes for progress in the are of strategic arms reductions 


They also discussed prospects for bilateral trade and 
the impact that science and technology have had on developments 
in agriculture 


The two also talked briefly on questions of human 
rights 
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Q Do you have any knowledge of an incident off the 
coast of North Korea in the last 24 hours, the sinking of a 
South Korean vessel? 


Only that I have heard the report, but I don't 
have any other details 


Q On the Prime Minister's visit, will you say 
something on the visit itself? 


a I'm sure there will be a number of places where 
there will be reports on the visit of the Prime Minister, and 
we'll certainly try to do our part in providing you with 


information. 
Q Anything on the talks -- 
Q Chuck, have you been approached by the Egyptian 


Government with regard to their concerns about the Israeli 
nuclear strategy? 


Aa I don't have anything on those kinds of questions. 


Q Do you expect this to be a topic during the 
Secretary's visit to Egypt? 


a Again, I'm not in a position to preview 
discussions in Egypt or elsewhere, other than in the broadest 
sense, as the Secretary has characterized this trip as one of 
taking stock and particularly focusing on the peace process 


Q To stay with the same area, do you have any 
comment on the reelection of President Mubarak of Eqgypt for a 
second term? 


“ We congratulate President Mubarak on his 
reelection as President of Egypt. President Mubarak is an 
outstanding statesman, an astute leader, and a good friend of 
the United States. 


He has distinguished himself as President by his 
efforts to promote peace in the region and by his commitment to 
strengthening democratic institutions in Egypt 


We look forward to continuing our close cooperation 
with President Mubarak during his second presidential term 


Q Anything on the manner the elections themselves 
were undertaken? 
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A No. I don't have any details there 
In the back Some one else. You can come back. 


Q Chuck, the Japanese entry into the Gulf in 
support of us brings to a rather large number -- I would think 
about more than a dozen nations that one way or another now are 
assisting us -- a rather formidable force -- is there any sign 
that this is getting through to Iran, the large number of 
nations that are supporting us and asking for peace there? 


A I don't have any way to judge, of course, the 
reaction in Iran, which is what you have asked me to do. 


[ can only say that viewed by the rest of the world, 
that this must be taken as a sign of the increasing interest 
and solidarity in trying to address this problem, in reacting 
to the tensions that the war has created, and it must also be 
seen as a demonstration by the world community, as we have seen 
in the United Nations, of the desire to somehow take care of 
the situation, to protect our interests while we are trying to 
resolve it, but in the end, to try to bring this war to an end. 


So I think if there is any sign or signal being sent 
by this, as you say, rather massive display of interest, it's 
probably along those lines. 


Q Anything to offer on Armacost and the Foreign 
Minister of Oman? 


4 The Foreign Minister of Oman? 
Q Yes 
a In keeping with the strong and close relationship 


that we have with Oman, Mr. Alawi, who is the Omani Minister of 
State for Foreign Affairs, generally comes to Washington 
annually and confers with a number of U.S. officials, so that 
this meeting is held in that context, as was his meeting 
yesterday with the Secretary 


The types of issues that we cover are those that you 
might expect -- a wide range of regional as well as bilateral 
issues 


Q What about the talks of the Ethiopian Foreign 
Minister here? 


A I don't have anything on that one 
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Q Chuck, in the wake of the Clark Air Force Base 
incident, are there plans for changing the guard or the 
security arrangement, put U.S. guards there instead of 
Filipinos? 


A I think I made clear that we have absolutely no 
indication that U.S. facilities were at all involved in this. 
And beyond that, Clark Air Base is a huge, huge Filipino 
military installation -- someone told me the size of Rhode 
Island. I'm not sure that's right, but it's rather large. 


Q You are denying any knowledge that the Cabauatan, 
or whatever his name is, was there. But -- 


Aa I can talk about U.S. Facilities. 
Q Yes. 
fs) The rest of this is a Filipino base, so we are 


not responsible for that part of the base. So I have given you 
a definitive answer as best I can give it which involves, 
first, U.S. facilities; secondly saying there is no way I can 
speak to the rest of that vast reservation But that the 
individual obviously has a certain interest in disinformation, 
and, secondly, that the reporters were taken there blindfolded, 
so it is rather hard to know where one was 


Q Maybe I didn't listen closely enough. You are 
saying that the U.S. facilities are guarded by U.S. personnel? 


A The question of who guards what, I don't know 
that. You can ask the Pentagon. What [ am talking about is 
U.S. facilities 


Q Chuck, on Sunday in Panama, in the newspaper La 
Republica, there was a facsimile of a letter from Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Legislative Affairs, J. Edward Fox, to 
the Office of Senator Jesse Helms, and in that letter, as it 
was published, it said that the State Department shares a 
common concern with Senator Helms concerning the security of 
the canal, and wants to see an extension of U.S. troops in 
Panama in the Canal Zone beyond the year 2000, and -- 





a Let me stop you there, because this is a total 
fabrication. 


Q Okay. 


a It's a piece of disinformation Assistant 
Secretary Fox never wrote such a letter to Senator Helms, and 
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in conjunction with how we feel about the Panama Canal Treaties 
and all that, I have spoken to that before, and we continue to 


consider ourselves bound by them. 


Q Good. That's on the record as a fabrication and 
you attribute it to the editors of La Republica or to any other 
source. 





” I really can't attribute it to any one in 
particular. The themes in the letter seem to follow the same 
pattern of things we have seen elsewhere in the Panamanian 
media in recent days 


Q All right, thank you. 


a Your colleagues aren't -- [ know you have lunch 


coming. 


Q Any news today on the Saudi arms sale? Will it 
be sent to Congress tomorrow? 


“ No. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with one administrative announcement. 


As a result of staff shortages and budgetary cutbacks, 
we are changing the after-hours availability of our press duty 
officers. 


Beginning next Tuesday, the Duty Officer will not be 
taking calls after 11:00 p.m. The Operations Center, which is 
there 24 hours a day, as you know, will ask after-hours callers 
to phone back at the next regular duty time for the Press 
Office. On weekdays, this will mean after 86:00 a.m 


The Press Duty Officer will still take calls in the 
office on Saturdays from 9:00 a.m. till 1:00 p.m., and will be 
reachable through the Operations Center until 11:00 p.m. on 
those evenings. But the Duty Officer will not be available on 
Sundays and on holidays. 


Q What about a crisis situation? 


A In case of a crisis situation, we'll take the 
necessary steps to make sure there is somebody available 


Q Not available on Sunday? 
Q How much money do you save? 
Qa [t's both in terms of personnel and money Every 


penny counts 


Sometimes crisis situations occur in the middle 
of the night. [I mean, how do we know that you have taken steps? 


A Because at that point, either we'll be calling 
out or the Operations Center will be able to put people in 
touch with somebody who has information 


Q Chuck, you are saying on Sundays vo calls at 
all? Is that what you are saying? 


a Sunday will be treated as after-hours 
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Q Chuck, to explain this, if any of us choose to 
write about this, do you mean duty officers have been paid 
while they are home on the possibility that somebody might call 
them? 


A If duty officers work and get calls, they get 
paid overtime, and then there is the element that given reduced 
staffing, people who are awakened all night are then not 
available to work during the day 


Q Did you reduce -- is the staff limited -- by how 
many positions has the staff been reduced in the Press Office? 


A We will very soon have two vacancies, and whether 
or not [ can fill those under the new guidelines is quite 
unclear. But that's a management decision that I have to take 
in conjunction with the Public Affairs Bureau overall. 


Q Is that the reason why this is -- 


A That's one of the reasons, with a smaller staff 
and in addition to other responsibilities 


Q We can call you any time of night, right? 
(laughter) 


Q We'll just call you 


A Secondly, Secretary Shultz will meet with the 
Prime Minister of Australia, Bob Hawke, in the San Francisco 
area October 10th and lLith 


They will discuss a number of bilateral and 
international issues, including trade, disarmament, South 
Pacific developments and other areas of mutual interest 


Prime Minister Hawke is en route to Vancouver for the 
Commonwealth heads of government meeting 


Q Did [ hear wrong? Are they also going to play 
tennis or golf together’? 


A I think they will have a round of golf together, 
just as they did in Sydney when the Secretary was out there 
recently 


Q But the primary reason, of course, is to talk of 
affairs of state? That's a little joke (laughter) 


Q Is Stanford at home --? 
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Q He's going to be out there anyway for the -- 
Q Are they going to go to the --? 
Q The Giants -- are the Giants going to be at 


home? Or Stanford? 


Now, are there any questions? What's a legitimate 
I t 





Question, you ask? n glad to have a legitimate question 
Q No, Il say, will the Secretary have a chance to 
_ 7 . rr c 17 + - rie 
see a football game or a baseball game that weekend, too, 
= c Cc c rise ‘ f r 7 Cc 
because he's a San Francisco Giant fan, he disclosed a couple 
of weeks ago 

\ 7 c “ ‘ - - 

“ I don't triun ne has any plans to do that But I 
con't exclude anything Barry, so I Gon't want to make any 
promise 

Q Do you have any - an assessment there of what's 
going on in the Philippines, whether the U.S s0vernment thinks 
it's a good idea for radio stations to be -- have their 
broadcast licenses suspended? Has there been any more talks 
with Mr. Marcos? Is it thought that he might be having 
activities that you all don't approve of at his point? 

4 We addressed the first question yesterday I 
don't have any new details on developments nere And, 
finaiiy, ] aon t know of anything new Vv +he Mar Os front 
either 

Q There Nmave peen r Warnings ; nin or anytning 

‘ 7 i. 
Lately! 

A I aon t Know that there nas He er) any neea for new 
warnings 

Q Do you have any reactions to the executions in 

A in iuUnisila 

Ya 

7 

AQ Ny I don't 

Q A few questions about Tibet Do you have any 

rmation about the death count numbers that were 
inofficially reported from Tibet for the demonstrations last 


week - nineteen rather than six and so forth? 


, 








—4- Thursday, 10/8/87 


A No. I really don't have anything that would allow 
me to answer that question The information, as you all 
realize, has been sporadic and difficult to come by coming out 
of Tibet. 


Q You had a consular officer on the ground, you 
indicated last week. There is no Consulate in Lhasa, is there? 
a No Those people are coming from Chengdu 

Q Are they still there? 
A I believe that they are -- I believe that there 


are still some embassy officers Whether they are from Chengdu 
or Beijing, I'm not sure, but I think there are still some 
embassy people in Lhasa 


Q How many people were on the ground there, or have 
been on the ground there in the last couple of weeks? 


I have lost track I know there were at least a 
couple of people passing through there in the last several 
weeks, and there may be as many as two there now 


Q Have they been able to report and deal with the 
problems there on an unhindered basis? 


ms [I wouldn't say it has been easy to report from 
there I'm not sure that it ever is But the reports come out 
as people leave and carry them out [I don't know, and can't 


really describe, exactly, the ditficulties they have had 


Q Can you tell me what the date was, or what year, 
the United States first recognized the Chinese claim to Tibet? 


A Rather than answer that, we'll post something 
definitive on that 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the report that 
Western journalists have been expelled from Lhasa? 

4 We have received information from our Embassy 
that the Chinese have told some 15 foreign correspondents in 
Lhasa that they must depart within 48 hours We regret that 
the Chinese have taken this action to restrict the free flow of 
information about a topic of world-wide interest and concern 

) The report [ saw said there were two consular 


officials at the meeting in which the journalists were told 
at they were -- they had to leave [s that correct? 


+ 





-5- Thursday, 10/8/87 


- That is what I was saying in response to Bob's 
question: I think there are at least a couple of people there 
Q But at that specific meeting, the journalists 


were told to leave. 


4 I don't know whether they were there or not. I 
saw that report, but [I just don't have any way to confirm that 


Q Your stand on Tibet, or the Department's stand on 
Tibet, has come under some criticism from a daily newspaper in 
New York and other places 


Do you have anything further to say about why the 
Department is taking the view it is of the historical 
development in Tibet, and of the current situation? 


QA First, in response to a previous question which I 
said I'd get the answer to, our position on Tibet goes back 
many, many years, and through many administrations. I just 


don't know the exact details as to how it has evolved 


I would only encourage all of you who have been here 
to look at what I have said from the very beginning on this 


story. And I have said that we are concerned, and deeply 
concerned, about human rights abuses in China, as we are around 
the world We have a world-wide human rights policy, and this 
fits into it And I have said that every time we have talked 


about this question 


I have also pointed out the complexity of evaluating 


the circumstances, and there I noticed a number of references 
have been made to a rather lengthy State Department report that 
was put together on behalf of the Congress several days ago 


So that there you have an effort to draw together a lot of 
information 


So, I would only say that to the extent that people 
Focus on my description of the complexities and ignore what I 
have said about abuses, they are only taking hal’ of what I 
have had to say. 


Q Chuck, one of your central points, I think, has 
been that the abuses are rooted in the pre-1980 period Would 
you say that the current government is trying to alleviate the 


restrictions on cultural and religious -- [ don't want to use 
the word "independence" but the singularity of the Tibetans? 
A First, to be clear -- 


Q Yes 
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A -— my expression of concern has been about abuses 
that have occurred in conjunction with the demonstrations 


Q Yes. 

- Now, not some years ago 

Q Right, right But the core pr. 5lem that the 
Tibetans are complaining about that - 

A There this report that was done -- before these 
demonstrations, admittedly, but nonetheless which tries to draw 
together available information -- gives you a much more 


detailed analysis of that kind of question than I could ever do 


Q [s that report available? 
- I believe it has been released 
Q Do you have anything on the Secretary's meeting 


today with the Chinese official Deng Pufang? 


4 No I don't have anything on that 

Q Chuck, Daniel Ortega addressed the United Nations 
this morning He reiterated an implicit threat that if the 
United States passes the $270 million appropriation for the 
Contras, that would give Nicaragua the right not to have to 
abide by the different parts of the treaty and in fact a 


number of members of Congress are saying similar things, saying 
if we pass this money, then we will make certain parts of the 
treaty null and void Do you have a response to either Ortega 
or the members of Congress that are raising these criticisms? 


A No I can't respond [he President gave a major 
address yesterday on this subdject He agoressead the subject of 
United States' policy, of our concerns, and that is really the 
definitive word, and there's really nothing I can add to that 
at this early date He just spoke yesterday [There's a lot of 
material there available concerning our position concerning the 
Guatemala agreement, concerning the other requirements in the 
security field that are put forward in the Wright-Reagan plan 


Q The Guatemala 
“ concerning any numoer of otner subjects 
Q fhe Guatemala agreement does say that there will 


be an end to outside funding of insurgent groups and both a 
number of Democrats on the Hill and Ortega are pointing that 
out That's not inconsistent in your view? 
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A As the President made clear yesterday. we have a 
number of concerns. He talked about the Guatemala agreement, 
and he talked about the concerns set forward in the 
Wright-Reagan plan That's been known for some time, and the 


President reiterated that in clear terms yesterday 


Q Mr. Ortega also has said that if we agree to 
direct talks with his government, he'll consider ending Soviet 
and Cuban aid to his country Have we got any reaction to that? 

A My only reaction would be first on the question 
of Soviet and Cuban aid The President restated our position 
yesterday, and the seriousness of our concern on that score 


[he issue before us today is First and foremost, a cease-fire, 
and in order to have that cease-fire, the Sandinistas are going 


to have to talk to the resistance [t's being done in El 
Salvador It's being done now in Guatemala That's what's 
alled for by the Guatemala accords [That's what's been called 
for by Central American leaders as they've talked about the 
Guatemala accords So that's where we are in the process, and 
that's what needs to move forward 
Q Chuck, he called for direct talks between the 
United Siate and Nicaregqua 35 days after the November 5 
leadli id wry LS tne J ) pposed to iirect talk 5 f 
ra) We've never said we're oppos: +; direct talks, 
a ; Nay [ rerer y ‘ j Da - ? ) ine e { retary =) t Lm ny ;ome 
weeks ago now where he addressed that question in very specific 
se anii . 
Q ] thoi heb he haa 4 ‘ ‘ ; ymt jown an 
ir ; ta xs Py pt , y 2 ni ai r 4 
; ist t Nave wf 3 ay 
q No Ll wa here 
w To carry ‘nh a HDi ? ar 7 r j al? uLiG > | x 
for some more detail on this, would the lteq States be 
willing to laer a egotiation with the Nicaraguans whict 
yOould encompass i.e ang Nicaraguan 2curity mcerns ana t 
pe more speci;>ri a paralle] requctio oT le _ubdan nilitary 
presence in WN gragua ang the reduction of military 
presser ‘ in enrtr al Amer ] 4 is -*> he Mlilid ing To a Pept 


ms i 4 re , j ry 1 nr >a | "4 nat 








I'm not answering 


That's é4 


Q Okay 


different 
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answer 


f And for the reason that [I'm not negotiating from 
this podium 

Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to the Senate 
resolution on requiring the diplomats of non-Soviet, East 
European countries to travel restrictions? Are you worried 
about retaliation against American diplomats on that score? 

“ We, as many of you probably know, have opposed 
the enactment by Congress of additional travel controls [rt 
our judaqment the controis we have n place have been effective 
and have met national security interests 

Concerning tne impact ir Giplomats yverseas, we 
don't Know what that WOULG be yet We'd have to examine the 
final legislat i ely 1% Geter e what impact might 
eventually re it I gues what - through and what I've 
been saying ere ] une eas > we | estricted travel here 
lave been based DOtN Fr lpr ity ana n it nal ecurity 
oncerns we require Lt ame re tr tior that the Jie 
nion imposes or ir dis at that Ase 

@ Yes i Lnat ase ? t tne 

» 

Q hat ¥ hy \ j " 4 ‘ thy, > ther 

restrict ; they u ; i tly 

r \ a > i t r 

. ; it i } t ' d 
Se Ff i t Wer j ; / ‘ J 1 i 

3 a ré jlt ‘ . } " or b ‘ ‘ 
r prot ity 1s Lt rne ‘ t ; 

JiG Dé Jone away Wit! r tne et A f A ' iWwa 
j1Lt? tne restricti at ney ‘ r 1 ‘ 

le? nion 

4 J i t that / : " : 

7 an't make t ; ere ‘ t ' 
recior ty hor< . : " " 
‘ ty tly re thes } . ' 2 
a A ; A . ira 
at ; een u erway or - at ; ft i A 
A | have ‘ or / arti ar Tr al 
t t peen my pre ion 3eCq 
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Q Is it the U.S. position that you would like to 
see the restrictions reduced on both sides, insofar as -- 


A [I just don't know how discussions have been 
undertaken on that particular point 


Q Chuck, can we go to the Middle East? 

Q Before you leave there, do you have any comment 
on any of these other lists of rather extraordinary provisions 
that the Senate has chosen to stick on the State Department 

7 5 
bill? 

A Those were your words ‘rather extraor dinary"? 

\Y Yeah TF f are my own 

A 1 don't have anything to add 

« Nothing Tv) tear Lng gown the ; viet Embassy in 
Washinat 

A ] }ust Saw that one Too many to keep track Tf 

@ Cnu « Mir aviaq Newt rn LS in i enoanon r ight now 
to hold 21SCuUusSsilions WIT oOrfis ials about ] i] deve lopms nts 
I the visit related to the talks between President Gemaye | ana 
S¢ retary , ult? Lt Ne A ¥ rk la ; iP Pe k . 1 nothing ry qd 
Witt nat 

7 ] }uSst } Nave any 1@tali that pa ; 

i t ) am r ¢< J 
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A I'm not sure what's new in that My 
understanding was that the OAU had sponsored some talks, to 
which the Chadians had sent higher ranking representatives, in 
fact their President, in which the Libyans had not chosen to 
participate So I think there is a format underway if those 
people are really interested in a resolution 

Q Chuck, Secretary's going to be in the Middle 
East, and I understand that he's going to be in Israel Howl 
many days will he be staying in Israel, and where will he be 
sleeping? In Tel Aviv or in Jerusalem? 

A [ answered that question yesterday You weren't 
here yesterday 

Q No 

You need to review those briefings There's 
interesting information in there every Gay (Laughter) But in 
terms of his itinerary and where he'll be when, I don't want to 
go into that here 

Q This 1s an issue which the Libyan newspapers in 
the West Bank today they are talking about where will he be 
staying in Jerusalem or in Tel Aviv Can you aadress this 
iss oo? 

A We} | | hat to repeat mys but Jeriusalert 

‘ Chuck back on ibyan/Alageriatr mnioOn are y 
saying in eftftect Tnat you re oT in mmun i avLiLoO}t vitn t he 
Algerians about this so alled unity? 

A y } were nere yf ergay lal er 1 V 

Y Jas | 4 
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Is the possibility that Secretary Shultz will 
Arabia still unconfirmed? 


The Secretary hac confirmed he's going to Saudi 


Is he going to be received by the His Majesty, 


The Secretary himself said that last Friday 
Do you have any reaction to the violence in the 
nd the killing of four Palestinians and one Israeli 
No 
I hate to go back to Nicaragua, but I will You 
have never said we're opposed to direct talks, 
t sure is exactly true, but if we're 
We've had directly talks, as you know 
I know we've had direct talks 
We fave an tmbassy in Managua 
ney have a Keg Tor nore girs t talks and uje 
The vecretary made it very lear in nis Senate 
ere was no prine iple of beir Q opp sed to airect 
here was a time when such talks mignt agaift be 
inhen he reviewed our intortunate experier eS wit 
\ the Manzvanil le arrangement t ' examp ie 
retary saiag in the enate testimony 1 till 
You may | ‘ ] wasn , here y t+ or 7ay 
! Je i 
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Is it that you won't talk to [ran until Iran 


cease-fire resolution, is that right? 


No 

Because that was reported 

No That's not true 

Wel] 

It's just as I've always said 

You don't like to repeat yourself 
Gosh, why should I repeat it every day 
Let's suspend it and review the - 


Thank you Lots of your colleagues are very well 


briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


October 8, 1987 
The Briefing Room 
1:40 P.M. EDT 


MR. HOWARD: -- BACKGROUND, that means that it is 
attributed to a senior administration official. For your 


information, and not for eee our briefer is the as 


Could we get a little cooperation in the back? The noise 
level is a little high. We need to be able to do a backgrounder 
here. Okay? Thanks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Reagan and 
President Kaunda have just completed a very constructive visit. This 
is the second such visit they have had. President Kaunda was here in 
1983, but this time he comes not only as President of Zambia and 
Chairman of the Frontline States, which he's been for a while, but 
also as the OAU Chairman. 


There was a very wide agenda, and I'll run down quickly 
some of the things that were discussed and then take your questions. 


There was considerable discussion, of course, of the 
problems of Southern Africa. In particular, the question of South 
Africa -- the importance, as we all agree, of trying to bring 
apartheid to an end. President Kaunda expressed his view that the 
goals outlined in the Secretary's speech of last week are the goals 
that are shared across Africa. 


There was discussion about the importance of trying to 
reduce and end the violence and bring about a negotiated solution 
before there is an explosion in that country. So there was 
discussion of that issue. 


Q Are those your words or his words? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: "Explosion" is a word 
that President Kaunda has used on many occasions. There was, as 
well, some discussion of the question of economic developmeiic in the 
region of Southern Africa. President Reagan made clerr our continued 
Support for the regional economy. 


There was some discussion of specific projects in that 
respect, including the effort to upgrade the railway project that 
leads from Zambia out to Dar es Salaam, the port in Tanzania, which 
we have just agreed to add some funding to. 


Q How much? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll get to that. 


There was discussion as well of the negotiations over 
Namibian independence and Cuban troop withdrawal in Angola. 
President Kaunda emphasized his satisfaction that those talks have 
resumed at his encouragement that we pursue that process, and 
hopefully that we succeed in bringing about a settlement. So, that 
was a useful discussion. 
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The two presidents covered a range of issues further away 
from Southern Africa. They covered Iran-Iraq, where the position 
taken by Zambia is one of full support for the U.N. process that is 
underway; a discussion of the conflict in the Western Sahara of his 
-- that is, President Kaunda's efforts to bring about a solution of 
the Chad-Libya problem. I think that covers those other issues. 


As the President said in his departure statement, he 
opened up his discussion with President Reagan emphasizing the 
importance that Zambia and other countries in Africa attach to the 
U.S.-Soviet discussions that have been underway on arms control, and 
urged that that continue. 


There was, obviously, discussion of bilateral relations, 
which President Kaunda described as very good, indeed. We share that 
assessment. We have valued the relationship with President Kaunda 
and his colleagues for a long time, and continue to do so. 


So, I guess that basically cover it. I'll take your 
questions. 


Q What were the differences in approach that President 
Kaunda spoke of outside? On what issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it is well 
known that there is a question as to precisely what combination of 
means are most likely to accelerate the ending of apartheid. We 
discussed that. We have in place a number of measures that represent 
pressures on the apartheid system. Those pressures continue. We 
have never been against pressures. I think President Kaunda's view 
was that he wants to see Western pressures. He thinks they're very 
important. 


And so, it's a reflection of the fact that in the past 
people have said that there was an argument about sanctions. I think 
sanctions -- and the President thinks that sanctions are in place. 

No one is talking about removing them. The issue, really, is whether 
or not they are going to produce progress by themselves. And there 
might be some differece of view on that. I wouldn't quote or try to 
speak for the Zambians in that regard. 


The Presiderit has just given his views in his report to 
Congress and I wouldn't go beyond that. 


Q Well, in that -- in that report he said that 
sanctions have not worked. So, you're saying you're -- the 
administration's satisfied to keep ineffective sanctions in place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we've had 
sanctions in place for a number of years. Congress added some 
additional ones last year, some of which we disagreed with. But the 
point is we've implemented the law, those laws are in place, and they 
will continue. 


Q Well, what did Mr. Reagan say in response to 
President Kaunda's apparent suggestion that Western pressures -- 
sanctions be increased? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wasn't any 
discussion of concrete changes in that regard. President Kaunda 
didn't make specific proposals, and the President didn't answer 
specific proposals. They weren't raised. 


Q What about the new funding and the new railroad -- 
for the railroad line? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I mentioned, we have 
recently signed agreements that will lead to U.S. support for 
upgrading and refurbishment of what is called the Tazara Railway, 
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thet links Zambia and Tanzania -- Tanzania's Port of Dar es Salaan. 
This is an important infrastructure project. Of course, the Railway 
has been there for some years, but it needs upgrading to be able to 
handle more freight. 50, we are pleased to be able to be doing that. 


0) Bow much? How much was thet? 


Q So, whet do you see as the most significant 
development of this meeting with the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was 2 chance 
for two men who've met before, and two countries thet heave key roles 
to pley to update each other on a whole range of questions thet are 
immediete to Southern Africa. We talked about the situetion in, and 
concerning Angole et some length -- those negotiations. So, that was 
quite in depth. There was some in depth discussion of the South 
African situation. We got a first-hand briefing of what President 
Kaunde's been trying to do on the Chad conflict, and he's been there 
doing it, so he's kind of the person to listen to on that. And that 
was very useful. 


Q President Kaunda was just in Cuba, I believe. Did 
he bring back any new insights as to the Cuban position on withdrawal 
of Cuban troops from Angola -- timetables, numbers, anything like 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he did not. 


Q How much on the railway? How much money are we 
talking about? 


Q The OAU position has been to support the governments 
in Rwanda and Maputo, but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me take this one 
first, and I'11 come right to you, okay? 


Sir, do we have a figure on this railway project? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $46 million -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $46 million. 


Q Do you have to get Congressional approval, or do you 
have funds for it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. We have the 
funds. 


Q And is this new -- pardon us for not being up on 
this. Is this new money today, or has that already been announced? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was approved in 
the sense of signing, I believe, just in -- whet -- the last week or 
SO -- September 30 was the signing ceremony. 


2 -- money, there was no appropriation last year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's money that 
comes in part out of the FY '87 supplemental appropriation approved 
by Congress thet included additional funding for the SADA countries. 
So part of the $4€ million figure comes out of thet supplemental -- 
not all of it. 


Yes, sir, you had a question. 


Q Yes, the OAU has entirely supported the governments 
in Rwanda and Maputo. And the Mozambiquan President was quoted by -- 
President Reagan to -- talks to the rebels there. I don't know 
whether in the discussions today, President Reagan told Kaunda to let 


MORE 














the idea of peace -- between the rebels and the governments of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the issue was 
covered only in the most general terms. We made clear we're sticking 
with our approach. We are working with the government of Mozambique 
and we're prepared to be helpful in any way that would be welcomed by 
the Mozaybiquans. That's the approach that we're taking. 


Questions? 


Q Yes, the reports have come out this morning that 
Savimbi scored a smashing victory over the MPLA in the course of the 
last 24 hours. My question is whether or not we would support the 
idea of a dual power situation in Angola -- a coalition government 
type of situation with Savimbi holding his share of power and if 
that's a position we support. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not sure that 
the first point you made leads right into the second one. But in any 
case, it has been our view and continues to be our view that for 
peace to returm to Angola, there needs to be a political 
understanding there. It is an internal issue. It is really for 
Angolans to decide how to do that. fut there's no doubt about our 
position that there's not a military solution to the Angolan problen. 


: Q We would not be opposed to that idea is what I'm 
saying. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we would not opposed 
to that idea. 


Q What did President Kaunda say when he indicated that 
he'd like to see more U.S. pressure regarding South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I said, the 
discussion wasn't specific about -- 


Q I'm asking you what he said. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going to 
quote what took place in an exchange between two Heads of State. 
There was not a specific discussion of specific measures. The 
President's point -- President Kaunda's point was that there is a 
role -- an important role for Western pressures. And it's not an 
issue that we debate on that basis. We agree there's a role for 
pressures. 


Q What about Bork? (Laughter. ) 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 1:50 P.M. EDT 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


First, the Secretary's speech to the Mid-America 
Committee in the Council on Foreign Relations in Chicago will 
be piped into the briefing room here at about 1:15 The topic 
of the speech is Central America, and there are now texts 
available in the Press Office. 


Q How come the Press Office said this morning there 
would not be any text? 


= They weren't as optimistic, perhaps, as they 
should have been But we've got one -- we don't have to give 
it out, really. If you want to hold to that -- 


Q They stated that there would not be, not that 
there was @ Question about it 


Q They didn't say that to me. They said they were 
working on it 

s You see that? 

Q I'm sorry. 

= Moving right along -- 

Q Is there any Q&A after that, after the speech? 

= There is Q&A moderated by the two sponsors. They 


will be taking cards from the audience in the normal 
arrangement. 


Assistant Secretary Abrams and the Bureau of 
Inter-American Affairs will sponsor a day-long symposium on the 
struggle for democracy in Nicaragua on Tuesday, October 13th, 
in the Loy Henderson conference room. 
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The program will include discussicis on the history of 
the struggle. the prospects for reconciliation, human rights 
and the role of the resistance. 


Participants include academics, representatives of 
human rights organizations, the press, and the Nicaraguan 
resistance. Ambassador Carlos Tunnermann Bernheim has declined 
an invitation to participate. 


A complete agenda is available in the Press Office and 
the entire program is open for press coverage. 


Mr. Soubanh Srittirath, the Vice Foreign Minister of 
the Lao People's Democratic Republic, concluded his official 
visit to Washington today. While here, he met with Assistant 
Secretary Sigur and other members of the Administration. 


Tne discussions with Vice Minister Soubanh were 
positive and sroductive. The Minister announced that the Lao 
Government has oroposed November 11 to 13 for U.S.-Lao 
discussions in Vientiane concerning implementation of the 
agreements reached during the Childress delegation visit in 
August. 


We believe that the Lao proposal represents a positive 
step in our efforts to address bilateral humanitarian issues. 


Q What are these proposals? 


2 Back in August when [ gave you a readout on the 
Childress talks in Vientiane, I went over a number of things, 
including the agreement that there would be further talks in 
the near future. There were a number of elements, and you can 
refer to the Press Office, but among them the Lao Government 
agreed to resume humanitarian cooperation with the United 
States on the issue of Americans still missing and unaccounted 
for in Lao territory. 


Q Who will be representing the U.S. at these talks? 


4 I don't have the delegation yet, but my 
expectation would be that Mr. Childress would again lead them, 
but I'll have to confirm that when [ can. 


Q Was he forthcoming at all during his trip about 
specific cases of -- of the specific discrepancy cases that 
were raised with the Lao during the Childress visit? 


Q I don't have any information that specific cases 
of that nature were raised in this context. 
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Q Was there any discussion of U.S. development aid 
for Laos during his visit? 


a) I don't have that particular detail. 


Where do things stand now in Geneva on the 
question of the Pershing 1-A? 


A Just a second. [I have a couple more 
announcements. 


Q Oh, I'm sorry. 


~ U.S. citizen personnel living in Panama are aware 
of the political situation there and have been cautioned to 
avoid any involvement in Panamanian internal political affairs. 


We are satisfied this respect for Panamanian domestic 
matters has been, and will continue to be, observed. For this 
reason, we view the arrest of nine U.S. servicemen and one 
American citizen employee of the Panama Canal Commission as an 
unprovoked attempt to harass U.S. military and civilian 
personnel in Panama. 


We regard it as part of the disinformation and 
defamation campaign against the United States that has been 
carried out by the Government of Panama and the 
government-controlled press in the past two weeks. Actions of 
this kind cannot help but place further strain on our bilateral 
relations. 


Questions? 


Q Yes. The question was about where things stand 
now in Geneva on the question of the Pershing 1-A missiles that 
appeared to have been worked out when the Soviet Foreign 
Minister was here. 


2 The report to which you are referring is one that 
we all saw this morning, I imagine. 


Q The Soviets subsequently have spoken out on this 
subject. 

a I haven't heard what they have said. If you 
would like to hear -- if you would like to inform me, I['1l do 
that. 

Q Well, they confirmed that it was an issue. They 


confirmed that it remained an issue. 
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“ And what I would say is that what we see in that 
report concerns one of a number of detailed items being 
negotiated around the table in Geneva. These negotiations are 
designed to carry out the agreements arrived at last month 
between Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. 


The Pershing issue was resolved at that meeting last 
month. It is the normal course for each of the parties to 
suggest its own preferred way of carrying out the agreements. 
It has been said the devil is in the detail, and so we are 
paying a lot of attention to the detail. And in that sense, we 
are trying to seek clarification from the Soviets on that 
particular issue, as we work through this range of issues. 


I would say, as a general characterization, the 
negotiations have been serious and productive on both sides. 


Q { mean, is this seen as a serious ripple or 
potential obstacle that has popped up? 


2) I have tried to give you by way of a relatively 
long answer a bit of the sense of how these negotiations are 
going. There is no reason to believe this issue won't be 
resolved. 


Q Chuck, on the Gulf: Did the U.S. issue any 
warning to [ran about any Future attacks, or like that? 


a First, just to start with bigger questions, I 
suppose, and so we are all coming from the same direction, to 
repeat what the Pentagon said yesteday: Our response to the 
[ranian attacks on our helicopters was one of limited 
self-defense to a provocative act. It was nothing more than 
that. 


We will continue our operations in the same 
non-provocative way. The [ranians should realize that firing 
at a U.S. target will result in self-defense. We have informed 
them of that many times; they are the ones who need to exercise 
restraint. 


We have repeatedly communicated to the Iranian 
Government the seriousness with which we view such [ranian 
interference with our forces in the Gulf, operating in 
international waters and air space. 


We are following up after this most recent incident 
and warning the Government of [ran it bears the consequences of 
such actions. 


Q And did you communicate that through the Swiss? 
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a We do it through our normal means. 
Q Chuck, what is your expectation about the 


instructions to be given to the Secretary General at the U.N.? 
Will they include a deadline? And have you been given any 
assurances by the other members of the Security Council that if 
this present mediation effort fails, that the Security Council, 
the permanent members, will vote for an embargo? 


a To take your last question first, the Secretary 
addressed that issue a number of times in New York, and there 
is no reason to change that assessment. 


The permanent members of the Security Council have 
been at work this week putting together the instructions for 
the Secretary General. Their work is virtually at an end. We 
still need some consultations with the full Security Council, 
so I think we are very close to being in a position to go to 
the Secretary General with the instructions for his further 
implementation efforts. 


Whether those instructions will put a deadline, per 
se, [ can't say, but everyone continues to operate under the 
same general framework that was agreed to when the Foreign 
Ministers meet, which is -- this whole process is going to be 
a rapid one. 


Q How about the second part of that, Chuck? How 
about the work on language for an enforcement resolution? 
Where does that stand? 


a First our emphasis is, as I have said, in getting 
these instructions to the Secretary General. Likewise, as we 
have said, as you point out, there is agreement -- as agreed to 
at that same luncheon among the foreign ministers -- we need to 
also consider what to do in terms of a second or parallel track 
in the event implementation doesn't happen. And there again, 
there have been consultations. 


Q Chuck, is it that you can't say that there is 
going to be a deadline because the instructions were supposed 
to be confidential, or because you have doubts about whether 
you can get the other Security members to agree to put one in? 


a I'm not sure there is a need to put that kind of 
a deadline in. 


Q Why not? 
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A The fact we all agree, as [ said, this is going 
to move rapidly. This is the kind of thing that is being 
worked with unanimity and consensus among, certainly, the five 
permanent members -- and we hope, when we get to the rest of 
the Security Council, among the Security Council as a whole -- 
so there is no sense we need to be particularly worried about 
that. 


Q Didn't you try to get some specific language in 
suggesting how long the Secretary General would have to try to 
work this out? 


a I haven't seen that, but I haven't been up there 
in the consultations. 


Q Do you expect any action before the end of this 
month, on the instructions or efforts by the Secretary General? 


4 I'm not going to go into this question of trying 
to set deadlines of one sort or another. [ have spoken to the 
question of timing, as did Secretary Shultz in New York last 
week and the week before that. 


Q Do you think there is any need for the Secretary 
General to go again to the area? 


4 That is going to be a decision for the Secretary 
General, as to how he decides he can best carry out his inandate. 


Q New subject? 
4 Yes. 


Q Has India and the U.S. concluded their agreement 
on the sale of a supercomputer? If so, when will it be signed? 


q There was an announcement made on that subject -- 
at the Department of Commerce? [ have the announcement, but 
I'm not sure which agency made it. 


In any case, yes, there has been a decision by the 
Government of India to accept our offer to sell a supercomputer 
to India, and the Department of Commerce will issue a license 
for the export of the machine offered from the United States. 


Q Could you tell which model they offered? 


4 We have offered the Cray XMP-14, or its 
equivalent by other manufacturers. 


Now, you want to know why we are not -- 
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Q No, no. ; 
“ -— prepared to license the XMP-24? 
Q Yes. 
“ I thought you might be. We are not prepared to 


license the XMP-24 for export to [ndia at this time. However, 
the XMP-14 contains exactly the same technology as the XMP-24, 
and the processors used are identical. 


The issue is not technology, but capacity, and our 
scientists have determined that the XMP-14 can run the most 
modern meteorological codes with reasonable turn-around time. 


The XMP-14 is, in fact, more modern, sophisticated and 
capable than the supercomputers used for weather forecasting 
by the United States Weather Service. 

Q Could I have a copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Q And when will it be signed, Chuck? Will it be 
signed when Gandhi comes here, Prime Minister Gandhi comes 
here, or will it be signed before he comes here, the agreement? 

A That [I don't really know. The information [ have 
is that the Department of Commerce will issue a license for the 
export. 

Q Back on the Gulf? 

4 Yes. 


Q Is the U.S. Government aware of any continued 
[Israeli shipments of spare parts for the Hawk missiles? 


a Don't have anything on that. 
I'm sorry. [n the back. 


Q Have any efforts been made to repatriate the 
[ranian sailors who survived yesterday's attack? 


4 We have begun setting up arrangements for their 
repatriation as soon as possible. We are also seeking the 
assistance of the International Red Cross. The bodies of the 
two dead will be treated with respect and returned to Iran. 
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We will be interviewing the detainees privately and 
individually to determine whether any of them wishes to return, 
or wishes not to return, and in the event any of them prefers 
not to return to Iran, we will assure the individual or 
individuals will be transferred to an appropriate humanitarian 
organization for processing as a political refugee. 


[I might just say, although [ don't think there is any 
doubt, the detainees are being treated humanely and medical 
care for the injured is the best available. 


Q Chuck, any update on new arms sales to Saudi 
Arabia? I[ believe the White House made a statement yesterday. 
Do you have a statement of your own? 


fe) Not in particular. [I think that was a very 
conclusive statement, unless you have specific questions. 






















Q When will you reply to Congress? 
4 When will we notify the Congress? 
Q Yes. 


A I don't know whether that date was specified, ‘ut 
the White House announcement yesterday is the definitive word. 


Q Chuck, just to clarify what you are doing with 
these detainees: Are you offering them, or are you willing to 
offer them, asylum in the United States, or just to turn them 
over to some organization outside of [ran? 


A First, I'm not going to go into those kind of 

e specifics because it is just not an operative question yet. 

| All I wanted to make clear was they will be interviewed 
privately and individually to make sure their wishes are fully 
understood. 





Q You are being much more straightforward now about 
what their wishes are than you were the last time, when we 
consistently asked were they interviewed individually and 
privately. We never really got an answer. Is your attempt to 
be much more forthcoming now to clarify any concerns people 
might have had? 


Aa I suppose so I don't have to answer the question 
next Tuesday. I think they were interviewed individually and 
privately the first time around, as well. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the report regarding 
personnel reductions at the State Department? 


- Let me say first of all, regrettably, as most of 
you are aware, there are going to be substantial personnel cuts 
in the State Department. There are going to be cuts in 
programs. There are going to be missions closed abroad. All 
of that, for the simple reason we don't have the resources to 
do our job. 


The Secretary appeared a few weeks ago before 
Department personnel. Some of the members of the press were 
there who chose to attend. 


The Secretary outlined at that time what we were faced 
with in terms of making these cuts in the face of insufficient 
appropriations. 


I don't want to go into all the details of what 
exactly will happen because there is still a process of 
consultation and decision-making underway. 


The general thrust of the article to which you are 
referring is essentially right in ball-park terms. We are 
unfortunately faced with very substantial cuts. 


The Secretary has spoken on this issue many times. 
Now the facts are here. The decisions are upon us. And 
because the State Department is an organization that depends 
heavily on people rather than programs, the great bulk of our 
expenditures are in terms of salaries and expenses for people. 
There are going to be people involved. 


The Secretary did say in his remarks that as we work 
through this, we would attempt to rely on attrition, on early 
retirement programs, before having to arrive at more unpleasant 
ways to accomplish it. But the fact remains, as the article 
indicates, we are facing some very difficult but necessary 
choices. 


Q When you say, “In the ball park, it's about 
right," or whatever you said, you mean the numbers? They had 


some numbers that -- Were they about -- 
i) The numbers are reasonably accurate. 
Q Reasonably accurate. 
Q Can you comment on reports that the United States 


is unhappy with West Germany accepting a new ambassador from 
[ran -- unhappy with the person they have accepted? 
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a It's an issue we have raised with the German 
Government on a number of occasions since we learned last 
August this particular individual was being named as the 
Iranian Ambassador to Bonn. At that point, when we learned of 
it, agrement had already been given by the German Government. 
But we have raised it a number of times with the German 
Government. 


We think this incident -- let me add one other thing: 
The reason we have raised it is because we have persuasive 
information this individual was associated with the taking of 
our hostages, of American hostages, at the U.S. Embassy in 
Tehran, and we have shared that information with the German 
Government. 


We believe this whole incident points up the need for 
better, earlier, and more timely coordination and cooperation 
among countries of the world when we are dealing with other 
nations known to be involved in sponsoring terrorism. 


Q What is his name and what did he do during the 
Embassy hostage situation? 


a I can provide his name if someone will look that 
up. But concerning what he did in specific terms, [ am not 
prepared to go into more details other than to say he was 
associated. 


Q Why did they reject what you asked them? 


A [In terms of their motives and reasons For their 
decision, you'll have to talk to them. 


Q [s it your view it's too late for them to now not 
accept him as Ambassador? 


) My understanding is he's -- 


Q Because once agrement is accepted, is it too late 
then for them to do anything about it? 


” I don't know if there's anything that says you 
can't do something after agrement, and that's why we continued 
to consult with them on a number of occasions after the fact. 


Q He apparently was Ambassador to Austria at some 
point. Did the United States give the same information to 
Austria after it was known he was Ambassador there? 


4 I don't know, and I don't know whether the 
information was available at that time. 








-1ll- Friday, 10/9/87 


Q Chuck, you got anything on the fighting between 
the Indian peacekeeping forces and the Tamil militants in Sri 
Lanka? 


- No. 


Q Any reaction to President Ortega's speech, or are 
you going to leave that to the Secretary? 


“ The Secretary may well have something to say. My 
reaction would be brief, in any case. Ambassador Walters, of 
course, gave some on-the-spot reaction yesterday, which I think 
most, if not all, believe was appropriate. 


A couple of things that Mr. Ortega had to say 
concerning, for example, La Prensa and the fact it might be 
shut down again, that he rejected full amnesty, that this seems 
to be another indication that taking away with one hand what 
they've given with another is a Sandinista specialty. 


You know from following our briefings here the 
Department has in the past repeatedly questioned the sincerity 
of the Sandinista commitment to full implementation of the 
Guatemala Accord. Confirmation of that cautious stance now 
comes directly from the Nicaraguan President who threatened to 
shot down La Prensa and who made clear Sandinista unwillingness 
to abide by the amnesty provision of the Guatemala Accord. 


The name of the Ambassador? Mehdi Ahara Mostafavi. 


Q How do you spell that? 


a The normal way. 
(Laughter) 
a The last name is M-o-s-t-a-f-a-v-i. 


Q One last question on that: Did Shultz raise this 
with Genscher yesterday? 


a I just don't know. 


Q Any further elaboration on the American position 
regarding Ortega's invitation to conduct bilateral talks on 
security concerns -- without inviting you to take a negotiating 


position, but just to define what the government believes. 
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a first, as he presented in his speech yesterday, 
on certain aspects of the situation, there seems to be a flaw 
in his logic because if one takes the model of what has 
happened in £1 Salwador and what has happened in Guatemala 
where the Presidents of those two countries have negotiated 
with the communist guerrillas in their count: .es, and if we 
take the public calls to the same effect that have been put 
forward by President Azcona and President Arias, then the 
inescapable conclusion of that logic is Sandinista negotiations 
with the Nicaraguan resistance; and as I said yesterday, that 
is the next step in this process. The Guatemala Accord calls 
for that, and as we have said repeatedly, they need to get to 
work on it. 


Q Well, in none of the other four countries, as far 
as I know, are there anv Cuban, Sowiet, East German -- other 
Soviet-bloc advisers, military or otherwise And this is the 
guestion I was referring to. 


a The President made clear in his statement that's 
a concern of ours and it will have to be met. 


Q U.S. diplomats in Beijing were supposed to be 
meeting with the Chinese to discuss the expulsion of 
journalists from Tibet Did they, and what happened? 


A Let me give you what I've been able to accumulate 
Dy way of a situation report there Our two Embassy officers 
in Lhasa reported today, which was last night our time, that 
Lhasa is calm. Chinese security forces continue a high 
profile. Other sources report that there are no disturbances 
elsewhere in Tibet, either in Lhasa or outside the city. There 
are some communications getting out. 


Our consulate in Chengdu reports that western 
journalists were arriving there from Lhasa during the day, and 
a late report from our Embassy this morning confirms that all 
fifteen western journalists are .icw out of Lhasa. 


Our Embassy personnel in Lhasa took this matter -- the 
question of expelling the journalists -- directly to the 
Foreign Affairs Office in that city. In addition, our 
Ambassador has raised the issue with the Ministry of Foreign 
affairs in Beijing, reiterating not only our dissatisfaction 
with the expulsion of the journalists from Lhasa, but again 
stressing our deep concern about the human rights situation in 
Tibet. 
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Q Chuck, would the United States be prepared, or 
has it informed the Chinese that it is prepared to take 
retaliatory measures against Chinese journalists in this 
country if there are no changes to this regulation that was 
cited by local Tibetan authorities to justify the expulsion of 
the journalists? Was this subject brought up by Ambassador 
Lord in his meeting with the Chinese Foreign Ministry? 


ia I don't know if it was brought up in that 
meeting. We do have, in effect, some reciprocal provisions for 
Chinese journalists, in response to the kind of restrictions 
that you refer to. 


Q Chuck, yesterday the Senate included two 
interesting amendments to the State Department authorization 
bill, one calling for the destruction of the Soviet Embassy 
here in Washington, the other calling for the closure of the 
PLO office in New York. Do you have any comment? 


“ On the question of the Embassy legislation, this 
legislation would direct the President, unilaterally, to 
abrogate longstanding bilateral agreements with the Soviets and 
to reopen the question of location, construction, size, and 
design of our respective embassies. The effects of this could 
be so drastic as to raise constitutional problems regarding the 
President's foreign affairs authority. 


There are many things one could say about that 
particular bill, but I invite those of you who were not here at 
the time to go back and look at the briefing that Dr. 
Schlesinger gave on July 1, for example, when he talked about 
the intelligence implications, or rather, lack thereof in the 
Mt. Alto site. Those are the kind of security and intelligence 
considerations that are known to members of the intelligence 
committees on the Hill, and it seems to me those are likewise, 
parts of the equation that ought to be taken into account here 


Q Your statement could be read, Chuck, I think, to 
be indicating that the President might not abide by such a 
Congressional wish. 


. I'm only giving you a reaction at this point 
based on what we know about bills that have surfaced in a 
committee that have not yet gone through conference, and about 
which we don't know final status. 

You also asked about the PLO office 


Q Yes. 
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a Our position on the PLO's observer mission at the 
United Nations is unchanged Closing that mission would not be 
consistent with our international legal obligations under the 
U.N. HeacdQquarters Agreement. 


Q How about the diplomatic immunity provisions in 
the legislation? 


ca Do you want to go over the whole list? There 
have been a lot of them. 


Q Sure 


A The Department strongly favors steps to curtail 
abuses of diplomatic immunity, and has already taken a number 
of measures to strengthen its hand in this area that are 
consistent with international law. The bill passed yesterday 
contained some provisions that will be helpful in our fight 
against diplomatic crime. Many of its provisions, however, 
raise serious concerns, again including constitutional 
problems. 


The Department continues to believe we should not take 
steps inconsistent with our international obligations that will 
jeopardize the effective functioning of U.S missions abroad. 


we are carefully reviewing the bill and will raise our 
specific concerns in the next step of the legislative process 


Q Could we have a copy of all your reactions to 
that --? 


s I know that you got tired and stopped taking 
notes, but you know, [I'm doing my job up here, so -- 
(laughter) 


Q Do you have any other reactions to --? 


Q To follow up on the PLO question, in the 
aftermath of the announcement of closure of the office here in 
Washington, various elements have said that this was a 
violation of the constitutional rights, that it restricted 
people from speaking on behalf of the PLO. During your 
briefing after announcing the closure of the office, I think 
you specifically mentioned that this was not a violation of the 
constitutional rights, that they could, in fact. go ahead and 
say anything they wished on behalf of the Palestinians. 


I just was wondering if you would clarify that at this 
point. 
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a I think, as you pointed out, I was pretty clear 
at the time. We took a step under the Foreign Missions Act 
regarding a foreign mission, which that office had been 
determined to be. That was the nature of our act. It was 
taken for the reasons I said, which had nothing to do with the 
type of information, the nature of the information, the people 
whe were spreading it, but rather to show our displeasure and 
continuing concern with organizations that support 
international terrorism. 


Q On Secretary Shultz' visit to the Middle East, 
will he carry or raise new ideas on peace, international peace 
conference on the Middle East? There are reports from Israel 
that he might have new ideas. Would you have anything on that? 


2 I think it's fair to say. ic a general sense, 
that the Secretary always has new ideas. But the Secretary is 
going to the region to take stock, to meet first-hand with 
leaders in the region, to compare notes, to explore ways to 
develop new ideas. I think that captures what's behind this 
trip. 


He has talked about it himself, pointing out, of 
course, a number of honorary degrees will be involved, but at 
the same time, he has been urged by a number of leaders to come 
to the region to talk first-hand with them and to do the kind 
of things that I just talked about 


Q One of the reports said that one of the things 
he's going to do is circumvent the dispute between Shamir and 
Peres on tne issue of peace by having new ideas that exclude 
the international conference as a framework 


Do you have anything on that? 


= I'll stay with what I've said He will be 
meeting with all of those people. You know the context in 
which we've talked about an international conference. Our 
basic position has been that the way to peace is through direct 
bilateral negotiations. That's what we're trying to achieve. 
That continues to be our basic operating assumption. 


We have explored the concept of an international 
conference as one to get to that objective, so really nothing 
has changed in terms of our approach to the fundamental issue 
or to the potential role of an international conference in 
getting to that end. 


Q Chuck, some Chinese diplomats have been 
implicated or mentioned as co-conspirators in a spy case in New 
Jersey. Do you have any knowledge of any action being taken 
against those diplomats. or any comment on the cases in general? 











-16- Friday. 10/9/87 
4 No, don't have anything. 
Q Do you have any comment on Soviet invitation of 


U.S.-based company to buy CANO satellite launching pad site? 


= Anybody want a filing break? I'm going to need 
one before you do. (laughter) 


We see this Soviet invitation to the Baikonur launch 
complex as a rare opportunity for westerners to visit this 
normally off-limits installation. However, that does not 
change our longstanding policy regarding transfer to the USSR 
of U.S.-origin technology used in U.S. and other nations' 
communications satellites. 


U.S. law, specifically the International Traffic in 
Arms regulations, specifically prohibits the transfer to the 
Soviet Union of space electronics equipment and related 
technologies with significant military applications. We've 
Qiven careful consideration to the Soviet offer of launch 
services, but remain unconvinced that adequate safeguards can 
be guaranteed for our satellite technology while it is 
processed for a Soviet-launched vehicle. We are not 
contemplating changes or waivers to this policy. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, Chuck? 
3 All right. 
Q Thank you. 
I was wondering if you have any response to 
General Secretary Gorbachev's call today for the resumption of 
Gialogue between the United States and the Soviet Union on 


making the Indian Ocean a zone of peace? Do you have any 
response? 


a I don't have any new response. That's a theme 
that has come up many times over the years. [I'm sure you can 
find many responses to it. 


Q Do you have anything on Libya and Algeria? 


5 No, I don't have anything new beyond what we've 
covered the last couple of days. 


Q Any new information on whether Syria will be 
included in the Secretary's visit to the Middle East? 


a As to -- 
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Q Syria visit -- Will he visit Syria? 

Q Whether anybody is going to be visiting from his 
party? 

= I don't know whether there are going to be any 
other visits to the region by other members of the party at 
this time. 

Q Thanks. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 P.M.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. [ 
have no announcements. Jim? 


Q Do you have anything to say about reports that 
the United States is looking for new ground rules in the 
Persian Gulf which would permit U.S. forces to engage ships 
attacking other ships of other nationalities? 


4 My answer to that is a very simple: our policy 
is to escort U.S.-flag vessels. That policy is unchanged. 


Q And there's no plan to change it? 


a That has been our policy. I don't know of any 
plans to change it. 


Q Chuck, that same report in a morning newspaper 
suggests that the United States tolerates Iraqi attacks and, of 
course, is very hard on Iran. There's a story this morning 
that Iraqi warplanes raided a Greek-owned ship in the Persian 
Gulf, killing at least one crewman, and I think some place in 
the story it said it was the ninth such attack in so many days 
or something. 


Do you have any observation on the Iraqi attacks on 
shipping? 


a If you go back and look at what we've said about 
these incidents for not just months but years, we have 
continually said that we have concerns about this war in the 
Gulf. There are attacks being waged by both sides; we've urged 
restraint, as you know, on both sides. And again that's one of 
the basic reasons why we've tried to do whatever we could to 
bring this war to an end, because it's a situation that creates 
tension in the Gulf, and as a consequence of that tension it 
raises the prospect for incidents of the kinds we've seen. So 
the way to eliminate the tensions is to end the war. 


Q You know, I'm not so sure your response to Jim 
would rule this report out, because it wouldn't be 
inconsistent, I don't suppose, for the United States to conduct 
-- you know, shepherd ships through the Gulf and at the same 
time commanders to want greater freedom to open fire. So are 
you saying this report is incorrect, and can you tell us, is 
that what the Secretary talked to the Joint Chiefs about this 
morning at the Pentagon? 
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A I'm not going to tell you what he talked about 
this morning. That's not appropriate. But I made very clear 
what our policy is and has been and continues to be. The story 
this morning as I read it seemed to be speculative and 
hypothetical -- nothing more than that. 


Q Also on the Gulf, you've said repeatedly that we 
don't have a deadline for pressing for the second entorcement 
resolution at the U.N., but can you give us any sense of the 
timetable for Perez de Cuellar -- when he is going to have new 
instructions, when or if he might be making another trip to the 
Gulf? 


fe) As always, I'd like for the Secretary General to 
speak to those questions himself because it's his deadline that 
he's going to impose on himself in terms of what kind of 
arrangements he chooses to make. But I believe what I said at 
the end of last week holds, that he has, or if he doesn't have 
them already will very shortly have them, his instructions, his 
mandate, from the Security Council; and then I think all of us 
expect that he will proceed to act on those instructions 
rapidly. But I don't want to set a deadline. 


Q If you can't describe what those instructions are 
or say, do you feel happy with the way they've been formulated? 


Aa What is coming out in terms of instructions is 
the result of consensus and continuing unanimity among the 
members of the Security Council. You know how we have felt and 
as a consequence I think it's fair to assume that those 
instructions, therefore, continue that same trend. 


Q But you can't say what those instructions are? 


a No. But [ think the Secretary in New York spoke 
pretty clearly to what the sense of the Foreign Ministers was 
at that luncheon. 


Q Chuck, but last week you said there is no need 
for a deadline. Are you still saying that? 


a That's right. It's going to happen rapidly. 


Q Chuck, in the absence of a resolution about 
sanctions, military sanctions or arms sanctions against Iran, 
do you think that time is working in your favor or against -- 
or rather the five permanent members of the Security Council 
who unanimously resolved to deal with this issue? 


A Oh, I'm not prepared to say that time is working 
on behalf of anyone. Much time has passed in this whole 
process; and as a result of all that time passing, many, many 








-3- Tuesday, 10/13/87 


lives have been lost and continue to be lost. That's why we 
feel, as do the other members of the Security Council and as 
does the world community, that we need to move forward now with 
the U.N. resolution that's been voted unanimously. We need 
definitive answers, and it's our expectation that the Secretary 
General will pursue his mandate and either get or not get those 
answers in the near future. 


Q Chuck, is it your impression the Soviets may need 


a little more persuading on that? The disagreement seems to be 
over timing -- they wanted Perez de Cuellar to have more time. 


The Secretary of State is going to Moscow. Can you link that 
now to U.S. expectations? Are the Soviets on board in timing 
as well as in principle? 


a I've given you essentially what I can about the 
process. I've described it in much the same terms as it was 
described in New York. That is the way and the spirit in which 
the consultations are moving forward. But I'm not going to set 
a deadline. You know the differences in appreciation among 
some of the members. That's what we're working with, of 
course. But beyond that I don't want to set magic dates -- 


Q There's an old aphorism, which [I'm sure I'll 
mangle, that if you don't make a decision, that's your 
decision. In other words, the expectation was you would move 
30 to 40 days. Don't make me recite the whole thing. The 
President said, “If I don't hear tomorrow out of the mouth of 
the Iranians that they're prepared to accept a cease-fire, we 
will move immediately for sanctions." 


4 You're going back to ancient history now, Barry -- 
Q That was just two weeks ago. 
4 -- because the Secretary described in great 


detail in New York the consensus that emerged from his luncheon 
with the other Permanent Members of the Security Council and 
the Secretary General. He spoke at that time of the reasons 
why we had decided to approach this in the manner that had been 
decided. So that's -- 


Q But it's nearly 60 days now. Excuse me. 


2) It is important that we move ahead on a basis of 
consensus and unanimity if we're going to get the result out of 
this that we all want -- keeping in mind, of course, that the 
result we would like to have is acceptance of Resolution 598. 


Q Right. But this could only mean you don't have 
unanimity. You have no choice here. You -- 
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&.. No. It doesn't mean that at all. It means we 
continue te@have unanimity to move forward on two tracks: one, 
seeking implementation, and the other preparing the ground work 
for what we hope will not happen, which is that one side or the 
other does not accept it. 


We have a definitive response from the Iraqis. We've 
had that from the very first days, so that the primary issue 
now is to get an equally definitive response from the 
Iranians. We've made an effort at that. We have not yet been 
successful. The Secretary General's new instructions send him 
back into that effort once again. 


Do you still believe that there is unanimity 
after the initial resolution which was taken, an initial 
action, in July? It was like almost everybody wants to go his 
own way, because Gerasimov said at the United Nations last 
month or early this month that there are four points that he 
wants to go with -- the Soviet Union wants to go four points in 
order to implement things -- and you disapprove of the four 
points of the Soviet Union about -- 


A I think you're again dealing with ancient 
history. The instructions that the Secretary General has 
received are instructions which have been agreed to unanimously. 


Vernon Walters said over the weekend, when asked 
if this subject was going to come up when Shultz was in Moscow, 
said that, “We hope to have something working before then," 
something like that. Does that agree with the timetable that 
you foresee? Do you think this will be a moot issue with the 
Soviet Union by the time Shultz gets to Moscow? 


A I'm not going to fix any deadlines. I'm not 
going to set any target dates. The operative word is "rapid." 
If that means before the Secretary gees to Moscow, so be it; 
but the main thing to do is to work this thing through 
conscientiously and rapidly, and that's what's being done. 


Q- Do you have any comment on the latest reports 
that the Iraqis were using chemical weapons on the land? 


A No. 


Do you have any comment on recent tension in the 


-] 
Gaza Strip? 


a In the Gaza Strip? 


Q Yes. 





-5- Tuesday, 10/13/87 


a We are deeply concerned by the repeated acts of 
violence and unrest in the occupied territories. We are 
disturbed by the use of lethal force which resulted in the 
tragic October 12 shooting death of a Palestinian woman and 
wounding of several others in Ramallah. 


At the same time, we condemn in the strongest terms 
the attack which left an Israeli civilian dead in Jerusalem 
over the weekend. The deaths of seven Palestinians and an 
Israeli security officer in Gaza since the beginning of October 
are also part of the growing human toll. 


It's imperative that both Israelis, who we realize are 
responsible for maintaining order in the occupied territories, 
and Palestinians exercise maximum restraint to end this new 
violence which cannot be justified on any grounds. These 
incidents demonstrate once again the need for progress toward 
reconciliation and peace in the region. 


Q Chuck, is there any possibility the Secretary 
will discuss with Mr. Mubarak Egypt's role and now apparent 
disinterest in Gaza? At one time, of course, these people were 
under Gaza control, and now they seem to have no connection, 
whereas the Palestinian Arabs have some connection to Jordan 
remaining. , 


a I think rather than put words in the mouths of 
the Egyptians, you ought to talk to them and see whether they 
would agree with your characterization. I can't make that kind 
of analysis for you. I'm not prepared to specify in detailed 
terms the kinds of questions that are going to come up in the 
Secretary's talks with any of these leaders. 


Q But can you tell us whether Gaza at least will be 
on the agenda, because, you know, there are several reasons to 
ask that. Once there was a theory, Gaza first. That would be 
the first possible step in a settlement. 


a I've talked about the trip in general terms, 
which I think are relevant at this point, but [I'm just not 
going to go into the detailed agenda that the Secretary will 
take up with every leader he visits with. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment or reaction to the 
attempt to desecrate the Al-Aqsa mosque by some Jewish settlers 
from the West Bank? 


a Don't have anything on that. 
Q Chuck, the Secretary met with Elias Freij this 


morning. Does he plan to meet with any other Palestinians when 
he is out in the area? 
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fe At this point, I don't have those kinds of 
details, bu@® we'll try to keep you advised of those as we get 
further into the trip. 


Q Do you have any comment on the awarding of the 
Nobel Prize to President Arias of Costa Rica? 


a We congratulate President Arias for this 
well-deserved recognition of his efforts to bring peace and 
democracy to Central America. He has our continued support in 
his endeavors. 


Q Do you expect this to enforce the Arias plan 
which the United States has some reservations? 


fr) I can't give you an analysis of what impact this 
may have on the Arias plan; but in terms of the premise on 
which your question seems to be based, I just invite you to 
read again what the President and what the Secretary have said 
many times over. 


And I should announce, on that score, by the way, 
something I forgot at the beginning, for those of you who 
didn't know it: the Secretary is testifying at 1:30 before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject is Central 


America. It is in open testimony, and barring technical 
difficulties, those of you who can't get over to the Hill can 
also hear it piped in here. 


Q Will he have a prepared text? 


a I expect him to have a prepared test. It's being 
worked on to put some final touches on it, and we'll try to 
make that available when we have it. 


Q Chuck, on the West Bank, Elias Freij, the Mayor 
of Bethlehem, met this morning with the Secretary. Was this at 
the invitation of the Secretary or at the request of Mr. 

Freij? And what are the topics that they will discuss, if you 
can give ug @ read-out on this? 


a: I don't really have any details to offer. As you 
say, it is a meeting that just occurred this morning. All I 
would say is that Mayor Freij is a responsible and constructive 
voice for moderation in the region. This meeting was an 
opportunity for Mayor Freij and the Secretary to exchange views 
on a variety of issues, as they have in the past. 


Q But was it at the invitation of the Secretary or 
at the initiative of Mr. Freij? 


2) I don't have that detail. 
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Q Chuck, Pakistani Prime Minister Junejo has made 
it very clear thet Pakistan won't give any assurances even if 
it does jecpardize U.S. aid. What are your comments on this 
interview? 


6 First, you know what we have continually said 
about the question of the Pakistan nuclear program and our 
concerns, so I really don't have anything to add to that by way 
of specifics on this particular statement. 


Q what has the Administration been doing in terms 
of trying to restore aid to Pakistan which has been suspended 
under the Symington 81117 


r I don't have any particular detail. 

Q Have they been trying to restore the Symington 
81117 

A I just don't know what the status of our 


consultations on that subject are. 


Q In that part of the world, do you have any 
comment on the reports that Indian troops have been air-—dropped 
in Sri Lanka and are fighting the Tamil guerrillas? 


We have repeatediy called on all parties to the 
Sri Lankan conflict to adhere to the July 29 peace accord which 
provides the best hope of restoring lasting peace in Sri 
Lanka. Unfortunately some Tamil militants rejected the 
possibility for peace and reconciliation provided by this 
accord and turned instead to continuing violence which resulted 
in the deaths of over 150 persons last week. 


We commend the decision of the Governments of India 
and Sri Lanka to take firm, effective action against these 
militant groups so that they cannot block the full 
implementation of the accord. 


Q Chuck, does that mean that the U.S. approves of 
the Indian flushing-out operations being conducted now? 


a I think I've answered your basic question 
concerning what we think of efforts by both the government of 
India and Sri Lanka to take firm and effective action to 
implement this accord. That's our basic policy stance. 


Q Chuck, is there any chance that the State 
Department is going to send an official observer to the Arab 
summit? 


A I just don't have anything on that one at all. 
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ge Chuck, do you have anything there about Senator 
Helms -- actmelly, he wrote the President. but he got a lot of 
ink in the Times this morning complaining about some radar 
installations. Apparently two small installations have 
re-emergec. I wonder if ACDA or the State Department is 
alarmed by this development? 


ra There are two issues. There's the issue of the 
mobile radars and there's the issue of the INF treaty and any 
potential link thereto 


First, on the radars. the US. has in the past 
expressed concern to the Soviet Union regarding the Flat Twin 
and the Pawn Shop radars. The President's most recent report 
on Soviet non-compliance -- March of 1987 -- found that while 
the evidence on Soviet actions with respect to &BM component 
mobility is ambiguous. these actions were a potential violation 
of the ABM Treaty In the past year, several of these 
components, previously located at a Soviet test range, have 
been removed. We are discussing this matter with the Soviets 
through diplomatic channels 


The issue of verification of an INF agreement stands 
on its own We will not accept an INF accord which is not 
effectively verifiable. The Soviets know this accordingly. 
we have proposed the most stringent verification regime in the 
history of arms control 


Q Without elaboration, Mr. Petrovsky said yesterday 
phasing is now settled. Is he correct? 


a I don't have a status report on that particular 
issue. The negotiators continue hard at work on a wide range 
of issues 


Q Chuck, do you have any information on how the 
Iranians got American-made Stinger missiles? 


= No. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Sithole, who was 
denied his application for political asylum and has to go back 
to Zimbabwe apparently’ 


- I don't, for the reason that, as you know, we are 
usually not in a position to comment on asylum cases in order 
to protect the integrity of the system, and that's the stance 
I'm in on that one today 
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Q Chuck, can we get a copy of the statement on the 
violence inthe West Bank and Gaza?’ 

a Yes. 

~ Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:22 p.m.) 
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MR. HOWARD: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. Our 
BACKGROUND readout on the visit by President Duarte is about to 


begin. 
Q Why can't we have it on the record? 


Q Yes, why? Right. 


MR. HOWARD: Because of the protocol, which has been 
followed for a great many years, Sam, is that -- 


Q There was no protocol this morning. 
Q The protocol was dropped today. (Laughter.) 


MR. HOWARD: -- readouts on meetings with heads of state 
are ON BACKGROUND. 


Q I may ask the briefer to kiss my flag. (Laughter.) 


Q Well, does the briefer intend to give any 
on-the-record interviews and say the same things this afternoon that 
he is going to say now? 


MR. HOWARD: Folks, all we try to do is provide you with 
the briefer. You're not obligated to attend. 


Q I think that's a fair question, Dan. The last time 
this briefer gave a briefing here, he then went out and put the same 
quotes on the record in an interview with a wire service. Now I 
think that was an inappropriate way of handling it. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer to your 
question is no. 

Q The answer to your question is no what? 

Q Well, why don't you go the record then? 

MR. HOWARD: This is a BACKGROUND briefing. You are not 
obliged to attend, you're not obliged to listen nor to report. We 
provide it as a service. And with that, I will introduce -- 


Q Hey, wait a second. We all need to attend. It's 
our jobs to report the news here. Don't act as if we could run off. 


Q Come on, come on. Let's get on with it. 


MR. HOWARD: And we should get on with it because our 
briefer has to go to a luncheon with President Duarte. 














Q Interview with the wire services. (Laughter.) 


MR. HOWARD: And with that, I will introduce -- for your 
information and not for publication, our briefer is the Assistant 
Secretary of State for Inter-American Affairs, Elliott Abrams. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. Just before 
talking about the meeting, a little background since we didn't have a 
pre-brief. 


President Duarte was born in 1925, elected in May, 1984. 
Q This is background? 
Q Couldn't you hand out a background? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: His term ends June, 
1989. 


The meeting was attended this morning by the President, 
Secretary of State Shultz, Secretary Weinberger, Chief of Staff Baker 
-- let's see, Frank Carlucci, Mr. Busby, Mr. Walker, Mr. Sorzano, 
myself, Ambassador Corr -- the U.S. Ambassador to El Salvador. 


Q Well, who are you? I mean, was it also attended by 
Elliott Abrams, the Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American 
Affairs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q All right. Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President began by 
saying that he wanted to express his admiration for President Duarte 
and said that he viewed this visit -- let me not fall into that trap 
-- President Reagan began by saying he admired President Duarte and 
viewed this visit as a celebration of President Duarte's 
achievements, and noted that El Salvador and continuing aid to El 
Salvador was an issue on which there was a bipartisan consensus in 
the United States. 


President Reagan said that we must maintain the unity 
that we've had in the current quest for peace and democracy in 
Central America, and we must verify Nicaragua's compliance with the 
Guatemala Accords, or the Esquipulas Accords. And Secretary Shultz 
noted that we had -- that is to say, the U.S. and El Salvador and 
President Reagan and President Duarte -- come through a great deal of 
work together on El Salvador and that now the focus was shifting not 
only -- from not only El Salvador, but to the broader Central 
American regional picture, and then asked President Duarte about the 
military and the economic situation in El Salvador. 


President Duarte then responded. On the military 
situation he noted that the situation had been pretty bad at the end 
of 1983, and that in the period that he, President Duarte, had been 
in office, it had changed, he said, with the help of the United 
States and that since about mid-'84 he felt that the government of El 
Salvador had really regained and retained the initiative and was now 
in a position to be in control of all of the territory of El 
Salvador. 


He said -- he mentioned his negotiations with the FMLN 
guerrillas and said that these were not negotiations over the 
Salvadoran constitution, but rather within the constitution, and the 
constitution requires a democratic structure and it requires that the 
government maintain full control of the territory of the country and 
that they would do that. That was not a subject open to negotiation. 


On the economic situation, he noted the trouble they're 
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having with their traditional exports -- coffee, cotton and sugar -- 
income from all of which is going down, and said their goal has been 
to export more, particularily diversified export -- more 
nontraditional products. inflation, he noted, is down considerably 
from 33 percent about a year ago -- last year -- to 22 percent right 
now, and said that the government of El Salvador is complying with 
their economic plan, and noted the relationship between strengthening 
democracy in El Salvador and economic development. 


He said it was -- they were spending much more than they 
would like to spend on the war in El Salvador, but that some things 
would have to wait because this spending on the military was primary. 
On the peace plan, he said -- President Duarte, this is, continuing 
-- he sees it as a philosophy of peace and that "it is ours," he 
said. It is the product of the Central Americans and not of 
outsiders. It is a product of the five presidents. 


And he said there are no excuses -- nobody can raise as 
an excuse their relationship with an outsider. "I did not," he said 
-- and "I talked directly to the FMLN. I did not say that I had to 
talk to Russia and the Sandinistas have to talk to the Contras," he 
said, "not to you." That is, the U.S. "If not," he said, "there 
won't -- there will be no progress. So people should not look for 
excuses, they should go ahead and meet." 


The goal is to end this war in Central America. And that 
requires, he said, full amnesty in each country. And he said -- and 
this is a quote, "I pardoned those who" -- I pardon, sorry, present 
tense -- "I pardon those who prepared and carried out the kidnapping 
of my daughter." And he said that -- closed quote -- he said that he 
had said that at the meeting with the FMLN to the man who had 
prepared and to the man who had carried out the kidnapping of his 
daughter. And that this kind of amnesty and pardon was necessary to 
end the hatred and the violence in Central America. 


Full amnesties were going to be necessary. He noted that 
Nicaragua has about 10,000 prisoners. He said El Salvador has about 
1,000 and that all of them would be freed, with a few exceptions. 

Q He said Nicaragua had 10,000 prisoners? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, rough figure -- 
yes. 


Q And Salvador has 1,000 -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One thousand, he said. 
Q -- political prisoners? 

Q And would they be freed by -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't say 
political prisoners -- he said prisoners. And, I don't know. He 
..an't give a date. 


Q Well, is he mixing an apple and an orange? I mean, 
these 10,000 are not supposed to be criminals who were adjudicated -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm just telling 
you -- he just said prisoners. That was the word he used. 


Q But he said all 1,000 will be freed, with some 
exceptions under the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The exception that he -- 
that I wrote down was kidnappings for money. That was a -- that was 
one crime that would not be pardoned. 


Q Could you enlighten -- you reported what he said -- 
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but can you enlighten us as to who these 1,000 people are -- these 
prisoners? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q I mean, are thsy politcal? Are some number of then 
political prisoners? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, some number of 
them are certainly -- I don't have a figure in my head on what the 
total number -- the total prisoner population in El Salvador. And he 
may be going beyond the pardoning of political prisoners into certain 
forms of criminal activity. I don't know the number of people 
associated with the FMLN who are in jail in El Salvador. We can get 
you that later. 


Q Well, how many political prisoners does the U.S. 
believe exist in El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would have a number 
in the annual human rights report which came out in February, and I 
just don't remember what the number is and what we said about that. 


Q But he's saying that these will be -- with these 
exceptions, will be released under an amnesty that's part of the 
Guatemala plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's right, and 
said again that Nicaragua had 10,000 prisoners and obviously -- weil, 
then he said -- he said it was his plan to be in full compliance with 
the requirements of the Guatemala agreement. He said his purpose in 
coming here to this visit to the U.S. was to express his thanks for 
all the help the United States has given to El Salvador. He said he 
knew there would be a good deal of criticism, especially from the 
communists, for the gesture he'd made this morning, but he wanted to 
do it as an expression of gratitude to the United States. 


The subject of the earthquake was then raised and there 
was a report from President Duarte and from the Minister of Planning 
Fidel Chavez Mena on the reconstruction efforts that they have 
undertaken and on the help they've gotten from this country and from 
several countries in Europe. 


And then there was a report from General Blandon, the 
Chief of Staff, about the military situation. And he said, among 
other things, that the military was fully supporting the building of 
democracy in El Salvador and holding free elections there and was 
fully supporting President Duarte's policy of direct dialogue with 
the guerrillas. And then he expressed his thanks on behalf of the 
armed forces to the President and the U.S. for the military aid that 
we have given them, although he noted that El Salvador would be 
better off if they could be spending less on -- if they needed less 
security assistance and were spending less on the military situation. 


He noted that there had at one point been, several years 
ago, 14,000 guerrillas and that the number was down to roughly 5,000 
now and that the goal of the armed forces was to achieve peace within 
the country. 


That's it. Yes. 


Q When Duarte said that this peace plan is basically 
ours, the product of the Central American presidents with no outside 
influence, do we acknowledge that insofar as that we had no influence 
on that peace plan? Is that something that we accept? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would not say 
that there was no outside influence in the sense that neither the 
U.S. nor the Contadora group or anybody had any influence. But, yes, 
we would agree that it is the product -- it is a Central American 
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product. It is not a Contadora peace plan, not an American peace 
plan. It's a Central American peace plan. I think that was the 
point he was making. It emerged from them, not from outside. 


Q A follow-up? 
Q Is that a quote -- "It is ours"? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you get that -- yes. 


Q Did the two discuss the prospects and -- prospects 
for Contra aid and how that should be administered, whether it should 
be administered? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they didn't discuss 
Contra aid at all. 


Q Contra aid -- did the fate of the Contras -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't discuss that at 
all. 


Q Well, they did discuss it, you said, because Duarte 
said if I'm talking to the FMLN directly and not the United States -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they discussed it 
-- they discussed the question of dialogue, but they did not discuss 
Contra aid; that is our -- the U.S., the internal decision about 
whether to continue aid to the resistance. That was not discussed. 
It was not discussed in the -- let me say, in the Cabinet Room 
meeting. I did not attend the one-on-one in the Oval Office. 


I should just say, on the schedule, there is a meeting 
with Secretary Shultz today, so there's another, if you will, 
business meeting. Do you need to know any more about the schedule? 
I think you probably -- 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? Okay. Well, 
there's a luncheon now at the State Department; a meeting later this 
afternoon with Secretary Shultz and then with the Acting Director of 
AID; and then a state dinner tonight here; a breakfast with the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee tomorrow; and then an address to the 
Democratic and Republican Caucuses. I think that is modeled on what 
President Arias did; that it is not a joint session of Congress. And 
then he has -- he has that address and then a Q and A session in 
Congress; and the National Press Club tomorrow at 12:30 p.m.; and 
then a meeting at 3:00 p.m. tomorrow with the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee; 4:15 p.m. with the Republican Policy Committee. 
He's on MacNeil-Lehrer. He has a dinner given for him by the AFL-CIO 
-- I'm sorry, let me just go back. 


Yesterday, he arrived at about 6:00 p.m. and he -- and 
had a meeting with Senator Kennedy and a meeting with -- I think it 
was the World Bank. Then -- all right, so Thursday ends with the 
dinner by the AFL-CIO. Friday, he's doing the Today Show; having 
breakfast with Speaker Wright; the normal wreath-laying ceremony at 
Arlington Cemetery; visits the OAS; lunch at The Washington Post; a 
visit from Secretary Weinberger; World Bank; and then he'll be 
attending the Kennedy Center. Meeting with Salvadorans mostly on 
Saturday and he leaves on Sunday and will be going from here to 
Europe. 


Q May I follow up, please, on my "did they discuss" 
line of questioning? Did they discuss the Arias Nobel Peace Prize 
and the impact that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in the Cabinet Room 
meeting. 

















Q Well, what did they have -- they had a private 
meeting? 


Q You're not disappointed -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q You're not disappointed that you didn't get the 
Peace Prize and Reagan isn't disappointed he didn't get it? 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was -- perhaps 
the money would come in handy. 


Q Ohhhh. 


Q What was the sequence here? A private meeting 
first? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The sequence was that 
they went inside after the ceremony and there was a receiving line by 
the two Presidents. Then there was a -- I would say, about 20-minute 
meeting of the two Presidents in the Oval Office. Then they came 
into the Cabinet Room where the full Salvadoran delegation met with 
the American group that I mentioned. 


Q How long did that go? 

Q Was the kissing of the flag a planned -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One second. That went 
an hour. I'm sorry -- the two meetings went an hour, so it would 
have been about 20 minutes apart and then about 40 or 45 minutes in 
the Cabinet Roon. 

Q Was the kissing of the flag a planned event or a 
spontaneous gesture? In other words, did the White House know that 
he was going to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did not know. I can 
tell you, the State Department didn't know. I don't know, I -- 


Q Did the President refer to that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Be careful with that. I 
did not know. The State -- and the Department did not know. The 
Secretary did not know. And I think it was certainly not one that he 
asked us about. 

Q In the expanded meeting, did the two sides o.fer 
their assessments of the steps that have been taken in Nicaragua so 
far -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q -- since August? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q It was not discussed? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not discussed. 

Q How about -- 

Q Was that on the agenda for the one-on-one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. But again, there's 
another -- we have another hour's business meeting this afternoon to 




















take on other things, so -- In addition, I should say, that's with 
the Secretary of State and the Secretary of Defense has another 
meeting. So there are a lot of opportunities to discuss all these 
questions. 


Q Was the immigration problem on the agenda, about 
deporting illegal Salvadorans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's on the agenda for 
the visit. It was not discussed at this meeting. But it could come 
up -- it could come up -- 


Q What's your general view on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we had -- we 
opposed some legislation which would have given extended voluntary 
departure to all Salvadorans in the U.S. on the grounds that it was 
largely motivated by fear of a mass deportation that would put -- let 
us say there are about a half a million Salvadorans here -- that 
would say -- have deported 100,000 Salvadorans at a time when there 
was no work for them nor were there homes for them. And our view 
was, first, there isn't going to be any mass deportation of 
Salvadorans, or Haitians, or Mexicans, or anybody else. And, as you 
know, there has not been. 


And, secondly, that we should not start to chip away at 
the immigration bill -- the Simpson-Mazzoli bill -- because once you 
start, that's a slippery slope and you'll never end it. 


So we have not favored -- the administration has not 
favored that kind of relief which the government of El Salvador has 
sought. 


But President Duarte may raise this today and he may 
raise it in Congress as well, but he didn't raise it here. 





Q Well, is the U.S. position one of benign neglect or 
kind of winking an eye at what the law requires? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not at all. The law 


Q You said there are no mass deportations, but in 
theory or legality, that could happen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, it could, but -- 
sure, but that was true before the Simpson-Mazzoli law. We always 
had the power or the right to do that but don't want to do that. Not 
only because of its impact on the countries who would be receiving 
these individuals who are being deported, but because of its impact 
in the U.S. of doing that kind of police activity. So there are no 
plans for that at all. 


But we do -- we do have a disagreement as to whether 
there should be legislation that grants special relief to 
Salvadorans. 


Q Why didn't the President mention Arias and the Nobel 
Peace Prize in his remarks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know how I can 
answer that question. Because he was -- 


Q Well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, I'll take a 
stab at it. Because he was greeting President Duarte. And the man 
in the spotlight this morning was President Duarte. It's a Duarte 
state visit. 


MORE 














Q It's a Duarte state visit -- 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 






Q -- but they're talking about regional peace. 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But they're talking 
about President Duarte. It's a Duarte state visit. 








Yes? 





Q But do they have an agreement in advance not to talk 
about Contra aid? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 





Q But why didn't it come up? It seems it's a critical 





issue -- 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- you know -- 
yes, I sure that it will come up at various times during the visit. 
Not only here in the Executive Branch but certainly on the Hill, too. 
But I think the answer to that really is we wanted to focus on El 
Salvador. It is a problem in dealing with people from the other 
Central American countries that we often run into and that CODELs 
often run into, too. Everybody wants to talk about Nicaragua rather 
than talking about the country he or she is visiting. And what we 
wanted to do this morning with President Duarte was to talk about his 
military situation, his economic situation, his political situation, 
not to talk about another country. 
















Q Well, then, did Duarte talk about the prospects for 
a negotiated settlement with the guerillas, and in detail what 
happened in those talks and whether there will be more talks? 






SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has talked to us in 
great detail about it. He's talked to Ambassador Corr -- 


MR. HOWARD: -- human rights report -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, I'm sorry. The -- 
let me just give you that and come back to you. 


The human rights report, which we put out in February, 
said there were 971 male political prisoners -- this is El Salvador 
-- and 76 females. So 1,000 is about -- a figure we've given. No we 
-- there have been releases in this year -- these are people, for 
example, who are captured guerillas who would be -- who would clearly 
fit under the amnesty. So our figure is actuzlly about 650 now. 


Q Is this the first time that he has made that pledge 
to release virtually all of these people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. I 
think he has said before that he would comply with the amnesty 
provisions. So it's not new. 


Let me just get back to that question. 


Q The question I had was on the negotiated settlement 
-- the prospects for a negotitated settlement in Nicaragua. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had -- all right. On 
the dialogue with the guerrillas, we have had extensive -- Ambassador 
Corr has had extensive conversations with him on that and has 
reported those to us. But he did not discuss specifically that 
question. That is, what are the next steps with the -- in the 
dialogue with the guerrillas in El Salvador and where does he think 
it's going? That is something that we will -- that Secretary Shultz 
will discuss with him later. 


MORE 

















Q Well, what then was the President interested in 
hearing about from Duarte? Is he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President was mostly 
interested in hearing his general -- his sense of what the internal 
situation was militarily and economically within El Salvador. 


MR. HOWARD: Our briefer has to get to the lunch, so why 
don't we wrap up with Steve and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you get your 
private one later, so what's -- (laughter) -- 


Q That's right. 
MR. HOWARD: Yes, you've got more -- 


Q Yes, whatever happened to D'Aubisson? We haven't 
heard anything from hin. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's -- he lives in El 
Salvador. He is not -- he's a retired colonel. He remains active in 
the ARENA party, but he is not the leader of the ARENA party anymore. 
A different person has been elected leader of the party. 


Q There was sort of a general presumption at the time 
of the election that he was going to do his best to make mischief, 
having lost. To what he would attribute his silence? 

Q CIA meetings. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He -- you know, I don't 


know, he -- 

Q Lot's of traffic. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -~ the passage of time. 

Q With the President -- 

MR. HOWARD: -- question of Charles' -- this is the final 
question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just to tie up a thread 
of several questions here -- with Arias now getting the Nobel Prize, 
what impact does that have against your being able to put through the 
military component of Contra aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Secretary 
tried to answer that in his testimony yesterday. The real -- the nub 
of that testimony was exactly that question -- the relationship 
between the Arias Plan or Guatemala Plan and support for the 
resistance. And the Secretary's basic point in that testimony was 
that it was the pressure from the resistance that forced the 
Sandinistas to the table. And that until such time as there is full 
compliance, meaning a full amnesty, a negotiated cease-fire and 
democratization, that it would be folly to abandon the resistance 
becavse they constitute the pressure that will make the Sandinistas 
comply. And if we abandon them, that pressure will be gone, there 
will be no pressure on the Sandinistas to comply and .the chances that 
they will not comply are greatly increased. Thank you. 


Q Thank you -- you're welcome. 


Q Well, isn't that as much as to say that the peace 
prize doesn't matter? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that was not 
addressed to the peace prize. It was addressed to the peace plan. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 12:05 P.M. EDT 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. A 
few announcements. 


First, Secretary Shultz will appear here in this 
briefing room tomorrow at 12:00 o'clock for a press conference 
prior to his departure for the Middle East and the Soviet 
Union. That's tomorrow, 12 noon, and that will replace the 
Daily Press Briefing. 


The Bureau of Public Affairs is hosting an all-day 
Foreign policy conference for approximately 200 leaders of 
non-governmental organizations on Thursday, October 15, in the 
Loy Henderson Conference Room. Acting Secretary Whitehead will 
deliver closing remarks and take questions from 5:30 to 6:00 
p.m. He will be Acting Secretary at that time, [ should say. 
A complete program is posted in the Press Office. The 
conference is ON THE RECORD and open for press coverage. For 
further information, call Conference Managers Mary Katherine 
Kirk or Elizabeth Gibney at 647-1645. 


And, finally, just to make sure you have a full day. 
Under Secretary of State W. Allen Wallis and Japanese Deputy 
Foreign Minister Hiroshi Kitamura will give a joint press 
briefing at 4:00 p.m., October 15, here in this room, on this 
week's U.S.-Japan Structural Dialogue, Economic Subcabinet 
Consultations and Energy Working Group Talks. The Economic 
Subcabinet and Energy Working Group have met biannually since 
1982, and this is the third meeting of the Structural Dialogue 
Group. 


Jim? 


Q That's it? In the war between Iran and Iraq, 
things appear to be going From bad to worse. fhe [raqis say a 
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large missile hit downtown Baghdad. Does this suggest to you 
that this, in fact, may be an answer to any request for a 
cease-fire? 


- I don't know I certainly couldn't put that 
interpretation on it. I would certainly hope not, as the 
Secretary General is getting ready to undertake his new effort 
in pursuit of acceptance of Resolution 598 


It's unfortunate in this war that these kinds of 
incidents have happened and continue to happen, and I think 
happening at this point, if anything, I would hope sends the 
message that it's time to end the killing. 


Q Do you have any more details on his mission or 
lack of a mission? 


A I don't have any more details as to how he 
expects to carry it out in terms of the full Security Council 
meeting to determine the final instructions I'm told that 
that is possibly some time today or tomorrow 


Q The Iraqis have used the incident as an occasion 


for warnings that they are going to begin attacking Iranian 
cities again Do you have any advice to them on that? 


a I don't I've spoken to the more general aspect 
of the war, and I'll just leave it at that I think that's the 
message I'd like to send 


Q Where is the o11 embargo decision process within 
the U.S. Government at this point? 


a As far as 1 know, no final decision has been 
made, so that that leaves it essentially where you have known 
it to be, looking at the implications and details of what an 
embargo might mean, what form it might take But no final 
decision is the operative line, and I'll look into that in case 
there's something else 


Q Chuck, the State Department's siven the Palestine 
Information Office a six-week extension on its closing Can 
you fill us in on the reasons for that? 


a Yes. Our original order directed the office to 
close within 30 days from September 16 The Palestine 
Information Office's lawyers informed us that this deadline 
presented them with practical and legal difficulties, primarily 
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concerning their office lease and certain contract and 
employment obligations We therefore gave them until December 
1 to wrap up their business obligations and terminate 


operations 


~~ MORE -- 
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Q Didn't they say they had problems with the 
decision along other lines? In other words, they still think 
that it was an illegal act, and did you define that in your 
letter? 


- I con't know what other issues they may have 
raised But in terms of requesting this extension and our 
granting it. it is for these practical reasons having to do 
with their lease, their employment contractual obligations 


Q It doesn't reflect ambiguity on the part of the 
State Department on ordering the closing? 


a Not at all 


Q On the Iraq-Iran war, do you condemn this attack 
against civilians or not? 


5 I've spoken to the general question of the 
unfortunate casualties of this war which have gone on for so 
long, and here we have more civilian casualties That is 
something that we have always deplored we've been saying that 
for months and years now 


Q Do you have any comment on the situation in 
Haiti, the assassination of the candidate? Can you assess how 
fair the elections can be in light of all the violence there? 


“ I don't have any way to make the kind of 
assessment that you ask for Obviously, we deplore political 
violence of any kind. We stand firmly behind Haiti in its 
transition to democracy I've spoken about that before, and 
everything [I've had to say remains as operative today as it did 
then 


We don't believe that incidents of this kind will 
serve the cause of democracy in Haiti 


Q Is the U.S. doing anything to try to provide some 
kind of security? Or are the funds that the United States is 
providing them, are you suggesting that they do something with 
that to improve security for the cancidates? 


a For the candidates? I don't know that there's 
any program that addresses that specific question of security 
for candidates It seems to be a bit uncertain, in fact, as to 
who is a candidate and who is not at this point. Our latest 
reports, for example, and this makes no difference in terms of 
deploring the violence, but our latest reports indicate that in 
this case Mr. Volel had not filed as a candidate for President 
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Q Does the Embassy believe that it was 
plainsclothes policemen who shot him, as the reports seems to 
suggest? 


= I just don't have any way to make that 
determination at this point, Don we've seen various 
conflicting reports as to what happened As you say. there are 
unconfirmed reports that state that the person who fired was a 
plainsclothes police officer The police officials have 
claimed that he was armed with a .45 caliber pistol. Those 
among a number of conflicting elements in the story, and I'm 
just not in a position to sort them out as of now. 


Q Do you have any comment on the back and forth 
between the independent prosecutor's office and Canada on the 
Deaver case, Round 6 of those deliberations? 


a [ believe the Canadian Embassy has already 
released their diplomatic note in which they put forward their 
point of view. [ would be prepared also to release the letter 
that Judge Sofaer sent to the Deputy attorney General in this 
case, but [I'll briefly summarize our position for you. 


First, the State Department takes no position as to 
the merits of this legal proceeding. However, the Department 
does take the view, as expressed by Judge Sofaer in his letter 
to Deputy Attorney General Burns, that Ambassador Gotlieb is 
entitled to diplomatic immunity under the terms of the Vienna 
Convention on diplomatic relations 


Judge Sofaer also restated our understanding that the 
independent counsel realized and accepted that any approach to 
foreign governments regarding this case were to be made by the 
Department of State through diplomatic channels. In his 
letter, Judge Sofaer pointed out that the independent counsel 
had not abided by this understanding and requested the Justice 
Department to take appropriate action. 


Q The Justice Department to take appropriate action 
against the independent counsel? 

“ Concerning the independent counsel. 

Q What can the Justice Department co to the 


independent counsel? 


a I'm not sure You'll have to talk to the Justice 
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Department as to what appropriate action might amount to. But 
as the Judge's letter makes clear, it was our understanding 
that the independent counsel realized and accepted that any 
approach, in this case to the Canadians, would have to come 
through diplomatic channels And in this case, the approach 
was not made that way 


~-MORE-- 
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Q It seems as though the independent counsel, as 
far as the State Department is concerned, is way out of 
bounds. Is that not correct? 
o I would leave the language at that which Judge 


Sofaer has used in his letter, which is a reasoned and official 
addition to this debate 


Q Where did Sofaer come up with the conclusion that 
the independent counsel realized and accepted this obligation? 


a That was based -- and again, I'd have to look 
into that if you want to know the exact answer -- on 
discussions that occurred in the context of previous attempts 
which we talked about here in this room. 


Q But these were discussions in which Sofaer and 
the independent counsel were involved, not some third party 
across -- 


a I don't know whether Judge Sofaer personally was 
involved or whether it's the Attorney General who talked to the 
independent counsel, etc. I'd have to look into that, if you 
want to know that. 


Q Chuck, the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
passed a resolution October 8 by voice vote to pass or transfer 
the Grassley-Dole Amendment about the PLO offices in the United 
States to a committee. Does the State Department have any 
comment on this action by the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee? 


Qa I spoke to that particular question several days 
ago. When [ repeated what we said at the time, we talked about 
the Palestine Information Office, that in conjunction with the 
PLO Observer Mission at the United Nations that that office is 
covered by the Headquarters Agreement at the UN 


Q But the action, is this going t:. go to the 
committee and be accepted and become a legi:'. e order, a 
law? What is the State Department action on tr Or what 


will the State Department do about it? 


A Well, ['m not in the habit of saying what we're 
going to do until there is something that presents us with 
something we have to act on In this case, you point out there 
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are a number of steps that have yet to be gone through before 
we get to that point, but we have made clear our position 
concerning the PLO Observer Office, as opposed to the Palestine 
Information Office. 


Q Is the Department going to disinvite the 
Organization of American States from having a meeting in San 
Francisco on grounds of poverty? 


Aa First, no final decision has been made, but we do 
expect an announcement within a few days. We are reviewing our 
ability to host that meeting in view of the very serious budget 
limitations that we're faced with. 


Q Well, these budget considerations existed for 
some time. Why did it suddenly become an issue after the 
invitations have been issued? 


“ First, the invitation was offered by Secretary 
Shultz in Guatemala City back in 1986. 


Q At which time there was a budget crunch already. 


A But the extent of that budget crunch certainly 
was not known. And as you know, the Secretary has fought very 
hard to get the necessary resources to do the job for this 
year, and we've fallen short in that effort 


Q This is for $90,000? 


a The estimate would be more on the order of 
$900,000 -- $700,000 to $900,000. 


Q Saving or the overall cost of it? 


A That would be the cost to the United States 
Government to host it. 


Q Chuck, the President of the -- the Dominican 
Republic has said that the former President is living here now, 
that they will seek extradition of him in 15 days if he doesn't 
come back voluntarily. 


Do you have any comment on that? Have you received a 
request for extradition? 


a I haven't seen anything at all on that story. 
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What's his status here? 


I don't know anything about the man 


Thank you 


briefing concluded at 12:13 p.m.) 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
OCTOBER 15, 1987, 12:00 P.M. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Questions? 





MR. ANDERSON [UPI]: Mr. Secretary, starting wich the Middle 
East, in the Persian Gulf this morning a missile, apparently 
fired by the [ranians, hit a U.S.-managed oil tanker at 
anchorage off Kuwait Does this change anything? Does this 
lead the United States to consider any sort of retaliation or 
countermeasures? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't announce what countermeasures or 
retaliation we may take, but [ think it has been made clear 
that we do act. 





As far as the Iranian action is concerned, it's really aimed at 
Kuwait. The ship was not in international waters; it wasn't 
being escorted or anything of the kind. In fact, it wasn't a 
U.S.-flag vessel. So it seems to me to be a very hostile 
action toward Kuwait 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you have long taken the view, I 
believe, if ['m representing it correctly, that the United 
States shouldn't be more eager for negotiations in the Middle 
East than the parties themselves. [n fact, last year you sent 
Mr. Murphy out and found the temperature or the climate wasn't 
right and didn't go. Why are you going this time? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I want to touch base with our friends in the 
Middle East on a number of issues. The peace process, 
obviously, is one of them. In Saudi Arabia I expect to talk 
Quite a bit about the [ran-I[raq war, our actions in the U.N., 
the very strong cooperative activities we have with Saudi 
Arabia in the Gulf. [n Egypt, President Mubarak has just been 
re-elected. He's a very strong friend 





In Israel -- in all of these countries, of course, the peace 
process -- but in Israel, in addition, I want to talk about 
Soviet Jewry. ['1ll have the pleasure of meeting [da Nudel in 
Jerusalem, having met her in Moscow; that will be a thrill. As 
a person of the university, ['m honored to receive a degree 
from the Weitzman Institute and have a chance to award the 
First George Shultz Fellowship at Tel Aviv University. 


And in London, I'll have a chance to talk about the peace 
process and the quality-of-life programs on the West Bank with 
King Hussein. 
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So all in all, [ think it's time to go and review the bidding 
with our friends on the peace process, on the Persian Gulf, on 
Soviet Jewry, on general internal developments such as in Egypt 
where President Mubarak has just won this very fine political 
victory. 


QUESTION: Since Syria is such a major place in the peace 
process, why is it not included in your travel? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Why is what not included? 





QUESTION: Syria. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I have only a very limited amount of 
time, and so [ am going to the countries that [I specified. [ 
did have a chance to talk at some length with the Syrian 
Foreign Minister in New York, so I[ have had that contact. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Security Council this morning has 
Given new instructions to Perez de Cuellar relative to his 
mediation of the Iran-Iraq war. Can you elaborate for us on 
what those instructions are and give us the U.S. reaction to 
those? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't want to disclose in detail 
his instructions; but basically the sole basis for proceeding, 
as was said in the press statement after the meeting of the 
Five Foreign Ministers in New York, that was two or three weeks 
ago, the sole basis is Resolution 598. So the 
Secretary-General's instructions essentially involve another 
round of consultations with Iran and Iraq, and they have to do 
with the implementation of that Resolution, not in any way 
bargaining about the Resolution as such. I understand he has 
invited the parties to come to New York, and the understanding 
that I have is they will probably do that. 





At any rate, we continue to push for a rapid effort to, if 
possible, bring the war to an end through the acceptance of the 
Resolution, and that's what we're pushing. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in the Middle East, about the peace 
process, can you tell us any iew idea you are carrying there 
like what they call an “interim arrangement?" And how can you 
convince Premier Shamir to drop his opposition to the 
international conference? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm not going there to take part in 
internal [Israeli politics in any way. On the other hand, I[ do 
think peace in the Middle East in the Arab-Israeli tensions is 
a very important thing For all of us -- For the United States, 
but mostly, of course, for the people in the region -~ and I 
intend to emphasize my view of the importance of that. 
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[t is also true there have been a number of positive 
developments, and I think in particular King Hussein deserves a 
lot of credit for his push, as do others. So I[ want to review 
these matters with everyone and see if they have any creative 
thoughts about how we might move forward toward peace. After 
all, they live there in the region, and it's a very tense 
region. At the same time i%‘s clear there are a great deal of 
positive things that could be done if ever a peaceful 
resolution of the issues should emerge. 


When I was up in New York at the U.N. meetings, I had the 
occasion to meet with the Crown Prince of Jordan; and he gave 
me a plan that had been drawn up that talked about regional 
economic development which he thought was a very good plan. 
But of course it's the sort of thing that can go forward only 
if there is a congenial political context for it. 


So I want to review these matters. I don't go there with any 
particular new thing, but [ hope perhaps some others will have 
something new to say. 


QUESTION: I have one follow up about the interim arrangement 
in the West Bank. [ mean, you discussed it with Mayor Freij 
the other day. Do you tell us more about it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, ['m not going to expand on that. [ 
think the meaning of that word is amply known. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you're going to discuss the summit, 
possible summit, when you're in Moscow, both dates and agenda 
for it. Could you tell us whether you see this summit as 
really primarily intended to sign an INF agreement on the, 
assumption that you'll be able to conclude one, or whether you 
see it encompassing other issues that you might be able to 
achieve something practically on, including START and 
Afghanistan? 





SECPET°R®Y SHULTZ: These major meetings, as I have observed 

the he years -- whether with the Soviets or others, but 
tak é viet summits -- they are always kind of a 

moving-« cage process; that is, there are some things that can 
be done that reflect achievement. The signing of an INF 
agreement would be a major achievement, and that is recorded. 
It isn't as though that's done at the summit; it's done before 
the summit. But it is achieved, in a sense, in anticipation of 
the summit. 


There is also ongoing specific work, and the President has 
always felt that an agreement on strategic arms, with a 50 
percent cut in strategic arms, is of central importance. And 
the Soviets say that, too. The fact of the matter is that in 
the discussions between us, a great deal of headway has been 
made -- important headway -- the most dramatic steps being 
those that came out of the Reykjavik meetings 
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So you have specific accomplishments to record; you have 
ongoing negotiations of great importance -- and I just picked 
up your items; and then you have the importance of a general 
exchange between the leaders that has its impact on attitudes 
and atmosphere and therefore is of great importance. 


Now in all of this, because your questioned focused on two arms 
control issues, I answered in those terms. But in all of our 
meetings, including the summit meetings, there's always strong 
discussion of human rights issues, and we have seen a great 
deal of headway in that area. There's always a discussion of 
regional issues. Of course we have bilateral matters that we 
worry about as well as arms control. So ail of these subjects 
would be covered, and we would try to evolve a manner of doing 
that that will be constructive and worthwhile from the 
standpoint of both parties. 


QUESTION: Would you also address Afghanistan because you've 
had, at the summit level in Geneva and Reykjavik, full 
discussions -- the President has had -- without any discernable 
progress being made. Is that going to be a key issue in your 
Moscow trip? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I had a lengthy discussion with Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze about Afghanistan when he was here. I 
would expect we'd talk about it some more. 





In the discussions, as you said, there was no specific shift of 
gears that you can point to. On the other hand, I think, as 
we've had our periodic discussions of this and other regional 
issues, the nature of the discussion has been deeper and the 
exploration of the nature of the problems more candid. So I 
consider that to be an improvement. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the Soviet-American relationship, 
how do you respond to critics, many of them in your own party, 
who say that you are rushing into a series of agreements on 
arms control, bilateral exchanges, and a number of other things 
-- talking about cooperating with the Soviets in the Middle 
East and the Persian Gulf, and so forth -- without a firm 
strategic underpinning for this series of agreements and moving 
towards a situation that they fear will result in tendencies 
toward neutralization in Western Europe, towards 
denuclearization in a number of areas, towards a generally 
weakened American posture around the world? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have a strategic concept that has been in 
place throughout the Reagan Administration, and it hasn't 
shifted. What we are seeing now is some rearrangement of the 
possibilities within the framework of that strategic concept. 
The strategic concept has always been one in which we have said: 





Let us constantly review realistically what is taking place 
in the Soviet Union and with respect to the Soviet Union 
and its environs and not engage in any wishful thinking but 
also be ready to look at the facts. And if they change, 
recognize that. 
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Second, recognize that we have to be in a strong posture, 
and I don't mean simply in terms of our defense strength 
but our general purposefulness and economic strength and so 
on. 


And, third, we should be ready to be problem-solvers. And 
where we can see an opportunity to solve a problem in a 
manner that is in our interests and the interests of our 
Allies, we should be ready to do it. So that has been our 
conception. 


As far as the particulars of the agreements that seem to be 
one, close at hand, and the other at least recognizable, ['m 
amazed that people keep saying we're rushing into these things, 
as you said. 


QUESTION: I'm just quoting your critics. I'm not -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the President set out his objectives 
on INF in 1981, and he set out his objectives on strategic arms 
in 1982. He's been plugging away at them ever since. , 
Initially people criticized his goals as being unrealistic, and 
they said it showed the man wasn't interested in arms control. 
But what's happening is those goals are turning out to be quite 
realistic. I might say they have been developed in close 
consultation with our Allies ard have support. 





So [ think things are, in many respects, falling into place. 

Of course, any time you strike a bargain with another country, 

they have to think the bargain is in their interest, too. But 

that's for them to decide. From our standpoint, they look like 
agreements that are very much in our interests. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the United States went into an 
expanded role in the Persian Gulf recently for the very 
specific purpose of escorting reflagged Kuwaiti tankers. Now 
some of the countries in the area would like to -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. Our purpose was to see to it that Iran 
did not succeed in becoming dominant in the Persian Gulf by 
intimidating and bullying the Gulf States and that the Soviet 
Union did not become, in a sense, the protector of those vital 
supply routes. So those were our objectives 





That expressed itself in terms of the protection of shipping, 

of the increase in our naval force, and had to do with ships 
that became American-flag ships that had been Kuwaiti ships. 

But I think you have to put our purpose ina little broader way. 


QUESTION: Well, that makes my question somewhat even more 
pertinent than perhaps it was. 





Under what circumstances do you think the United States would 
expand its expression of that general purpose to, for example, 
use its military power against [ranian ships which were 
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attacking any vessel, whether it's a U.S.-flag vessel or not, 
whether it should respond in some way to what you described as 
a hostile action taken by Iran against Kuwait which is a 
country now we are closely associated with in the tanker 
business? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have very specific rules of engagement. 
I'm not going to discuss them in detail here, but we don't have 
any desire to change them. 





I want to emphasize that our forces are in the Gulf without any 
chip on our shoulder, without any hostile intent toward 

anyone. We take no actions that are offensive in nature. 
However, we will defend ourselves, and we will defend the ships 
that we're escorting. So we're there in that posture of 
strength but not in a provocative way. 


QUESTION: You say you have no desire to change them. Are you 
considering a change in the rules? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No There's no plan to change the rules. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, this morning the Council of 
Presidents of Arab-American Organizations issued a statement, 
and they called for a meeting with you -- an emergency meeting 
-- before leaving Washington, and they were turned down. But 
they called on the State Department to investigate the killing 
of Palestinians in the West Bank. 





A two-part question, Mr. Secretary: are you going to be 
meeting with the Palestinian leadership in the West Bank in 
Jerusalem? And the second part, will the State Department be 
asking the Israeli Government about the violation of human 
rights in occupied territuories? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course there is tremendous tension in the 
area and has been for a long time. The fact of this tension is 
only evidence of the need to go about the peace process. 





Now, there is an ironic twist to the tension because it is the 
case that peace has many enemies; and when something takes 
place that seems as though it micht even by a little bit move 
toward peace, the enemies of peace create violent conditions. 
So it isn't always what it may appear. 


Now as far as meeting with Palestinians is concerned, we have 
always said -- and, as a matter of fact, it's in the Camp David 
Agreement, for that matter -- that it's obvious that there are 
legitimate rights and concerns of Palestinians and Palestinians 
must be involved in the peace process if it's to mean 

anything. There isn't any question about that. But it's also 
true that there isn't a role in the peace process for people 
whose tactics are violence and who refuse to renounce violence, 
who refuse to recognize that Israel is there as a state and is 
ready to talk and try to make peace. 
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Now, I talk to Palestinians. I talked to a Palestinian this 
week. Mayor Freij from Bethlehem was here, and I had a good 
session with him, as I have before when he's visited. And I 
hope when I'm in Israel, I will have a meeting with Palestinian 
leaders. I'm trying to arrange that, and [I believe [I about 
have that arranged. So I'm very much interested in the views 
people have. 


And we always deplore acts of violence. But by my comments you 
can see that I have to caution because their causes are always 
rather complex. 


QUESTION: Mr. Freij this morning, Mr. Secretary. said that the 
violence in the West Bank which has erupted and been erupting 
is a natural result from the continuous 20 years of occupation 
and the deprivation of the Palestinians in the occupied 
territory. Do you see this as a natural thing because of 20 
years of occupation? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't want to use the word “natural” 
in the sense of saying it's inevitable or in any sense 
justifiable. It seems to me that what is needed is action by 
peaceful means toward peaceful objectives. So I deplore it, 
and we work for peace to avoid violence. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Soviet Union has continued to 
publicize its proposal that experts from the two sides get 
together and discuss what can and cannot be launched into 
space. This is intended by them as an effort to resolve the 
problems over SDI and defense and space. 





The United States has so far not been inclined to engage in 
such talks. Will there be any change in the American posture 
at this upcoming Moscow meeting, or will we stand fast to our 
current position? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we have a position in the defense and 
space talks, and we think it is a good and proper position. 
We're always willing to listen to anything the Soviets have to 
say on this important subject, and if they have something new 
to say, of course I'll be very much interested in it. 





There are various proposals around that are extremely difficult 
to grapple with because they aren't proposals that are readily 
verifiable and they also deal with an area where the unknowns 
are great. So if you agree to something in a field that is 
expanding and is being explored, you have to be careful that 
you don't agree to something that turns out to confine you 
without your quite realizing it. So that's a problem with 
proposals such as the one that you mentioned 
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QUESTION: Just to clarify this, I take it you're saying 
there's no change in the Administration:s position and that we 
don't want to engage in such talks at this time. That's what 
you're saying? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we have a position on the table, and I 
always try to reserve my comments on the nature of our 
bargaining about these things to my discussions with the 
Soviets. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you as skeptical as you were two 
weeks ago that Iran will accept 598, and, if you aren't 
skeptical and if the Secretary General's talks should fail and 
you push the option of an embargo, what is your latest thinking 
about the possibility of a blockade? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Nothing that's happened has decreased my 
skepticism, and Iran continues to be very belligerent, as was 
illustrated by this attack that was mentioned in the first 
question. However. as I've said before. I would be delighted 
to be proven wrong, and [ know the Secretary General is going 
to make a strong effort to persuade Iran to join Iraq in 
accepting Resolution 598. 





Now, if Resolution 598 is not accepted, then obviously the next 
step which we have to focus on is what is reflected clearly in 
598 -- that is, a follow-on second resolution that deals with 
an arms embargo; and then, once that is in place, one has to 
consider how you make it effective, and people obviously would 
want to make it effective. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, it seems probable that, contrary to 

your wishes, a final text of the [NF treaty will not be ready 

by the time you get to Moscow. How big are the problems that 

remain, and do you think they could foil plans to come up with 
a specific date for a summit during your trip? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as we're concerned, we're 
working hard on the INF treaty and in good faith. There has 
been a great deal accomplished in Geneva since Mr. Shevardnadze 
and I met here in Washington. As you say, it isn't buttoned up 
as yet. There are still some issues ahead, but we intend to 
press on them. We've got our positions there on the table, and 
I hope that when I get to Moscow [ don't have to spend too much 
on INF. I'm getting tired of INF. I want to get on to 
strategic arms. So we'll just have to see. 





I believe that a summit meeting should be accompanied by 
substantial accomplishment, as the INF treaty would do, and it 
needs to be a well prepared meeting If there isn't that 
accomplishment, then there shouldn't be a meeting. We 
shouldn't continue to move at it. But I believe that we have 
all of the ingredients necessary to have an INF agreement if 
both sides continue to want it, and we do. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, when you're in Saudi Arabia, will you 
be requesting additional cooperation in terms of U.S. presence 
in the area -- that is, basing rights, etc? And, secondly, 
what role de the Saudis play in the peace process, and will you 
ask them to become more engaged? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have had a lot of discussions with Saudi 
Arabia, and the cooperative patterns that have developed are 
very good. It's sort of an ongoing discussion, and I don't 
have any particular proposal because the cooperative 
relationship is such a good one. 





As far as the peace process is concerned, of course if it 
becomes possible for King Hussein and the Israelis to find 
their way into bilateral negotiations through some means, then 
we would expect that King Hussein would have the support of all 
of the countries in the region, and most especially Saudi 
Arabia. 


MR. REDMAN: We have time for one last question. 





QUESTION: Back to David Shipler's question. If there isn't 
that accomplishment, meaning an INF treaty, then we shouldn't 
have that meeting, meaning a summit. Does that mean that if 
you don't have an INF agreement wrapped up in your meeting in a 
few days, then you will not set a date for a summit? I[s that 
correct? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I should think that we would be able to wrap 
it up. There's no major issue of principle that should prevent 
that. So if there is a genuine good faith, it shouldn't be an 
impediment. But [ do think that if it turns out that their 
attitude changes and they don't want an agreement -- but I ‘'m 
not saying that there's anything [that] suggests that. [ 
think, on the contrary, all of the indications are that we'll 
move ahead. But if it turns out that there isn't going to be 
any major accomplishment, then I think we should wait until we 
have one. 





But I'm not saying that. I'm saying that kind of in response 
to your questions. My attitude as [ go to Moscow is that 
things are going along quite well. The work in Geneva is 
strong; it's professional; it's rapid. A great deal of 
material where we had differences has been eliminated -- 
tremendous amounts. So the headway is great, and we'll keep 
the pressure on with every expectation that we'll not only have 
that completed. But [I hope that we'll have some worthwhile 
discussions in strategic arms, in human rights, in regional 
issues, and our bilateral problems so that there will be the 
kind of atmosphere that will, on the one hand, make a summit 
productive in itself and, on the other hand, enable a summit to 
be the kind of initiator of further positive developments. 
That's the frame of mind in which [ go to Moscow, as for that 
matter to the Middle East. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 





ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
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UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE ALLEN WALLIS AND 
DEPUTY FOREIGN MINISTER HIROSHI KITAMURA 
ON 
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THURSDAY, OCTOBER 15, 1987, 4:06 P.M 


MR. HARTER We have a briefing by Under Secretary of 
State Allen Wallis and Japanese Deputy Foreign Minister Hiroshi 
Kitamura. This briefing will discuss this week's U.S$.-Japan's 
Structural Dialogue, the Economic Subcabinet Consultations and 
the Energy Working Group falks Both Under Secretary Wallis 
and Deputy Foreign Minister Kitamura will have statements, and 
after that there will be question and answer time 


Q Are statements prepared? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS No, they are not, but we'll 
get them. He asked, are the statements in print and the answer 
is, they're not 


Let me say I'm always happy to work with Hiroshi. We 
seem to work together on the same things all around the world. 
He's the personal representative for the Prime Minister of 
Japan in the Annual Economic Summits, and [ am for the 
President I do have the advantage over him -- 1 know who 1 am 
the personal representative for next June in Toronto and he 
doesn't know yet who his Prime Minister will be 


We had three meetings, as you were told, running one 
after the other, ending just about an hour ago The principal 
participants for the United States -- [ was Chairman of the 
delegation -- were Bruce Smart, Under Secretary of Commerce; 
Mike Smith, Deputy Trade Representative; Dave Mulford, 
Assistant Secretary of Treasury; Mike Mussa, a member of the 
Council of Economic Advisors; Steve Danzansky, Director of 
International Economic affairs -- that's probably not the exact 
title -- at the National Security Council; George Bradley, 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary of Energy; Thomas Kay, 
Administrator for the Foreign Agricultural Service 


In addition, from the State Department, we had a 
number. We had three Deputy Assistant Secretaries: John 
Ferriter, Ralph Johnson, and Bill Piez So we had a sizable 
delegation there, and [ assume Mr. Kitamura will tell you who 
their principals were 








The three sessions that we had started with the third 
session of the dialogues we've been holding on structural 
adjustment, structural issues. That included the semi-annual 
Subcabinet Consultations. Iwice a year we have comprehensive 
economic consultations at the subcabinet level. And then the 
third one was an energy working group; principal, central one 
being the Subcabinet Consultations. 


Let me start, though --— I'll take them in the sequence 
in which they occurred. fhe First one was the structural 
dialogue. That is actually a dialogue It is in no sense a 
negotiations. We exchange views about each other's economies 
and how they might be strengthened or improved, or how we see 
the weaknesses in each other's economies, and so on. 


At the meeting we had on Tuesday, David Mulford of the 
Treasury and [ were co-Chairmen, and we discussed the problem 
of industries adjusting to external economic shocks and the 
impact of agricultural policies on overall economic efficiency, 
and the influence of domestic marketing and distribution 
systems -- their influence on prices and on the efficiency of 
an economy -~— and the the role of market organization and 
government policies for promoting competition. Basically, 
among other things, anti-trust policies I forgot, in listing 
the participants, that we had the Deputy Attorney General for 
anti-trust participating during that part of the session. 


So we discussed all of those with regard to their 
effect on the efficiency of the economies and on the external 
imbalances, trade surpluses or deficits, and so on 


Turning to the second meeting, the Subcabinet 
Consultations, we started with a review of the outlook for the 
world economy. Then we turned to the outlook for the U.S. 
economy, and then to the outlook for the Japanese economy. 


Our general expectations at the meeting were that -- 
talking about the world; not the whole world -- for the OECD 
countries, as a whole, probably will have a rate of growth this 
year of two and half to three percent in real GNP growth. For 
the LDC's, we might have four to four and a half percent. 


When we came to talking about the U.S. economy, Mike 
Mussa of the CEA had a very positive upbeat presentation that 
the U.S. current economic expansion is now the longest ever 
recorded in our peacetime history. The unemployment rate is 
down and apparently falling. Inflation remains subdued. 


Both we and the Japanese agreed that U.S. Government 
expenditures remain too large, but we were able to point out a 
very substantial reduction was made in the last fiscal year and 
that the Administration is continuing to press for further 
restraints on the growth of government spending. 

















The Japanese toid us that the outlook for growth in 
their economy, in their current fiscal year, is about three and 
a half percent. We both agreed that carrving out the 
commitments that the Japanese Government made earlier this 
year, Prime Minister Nakasone particularly, to boost domestic 
growth through public work spending and tax cuts are 
constructive. We encourage them to do still more to continue 
to carry that out. And we urged that the benefits they're 
deriving from the appreciation of the end -- benefits derived 
in terms of lower prices for imports --— that those be passed on 
fully and promptly to Japanese consumers in order to stimulate 
the growth of imports. 


Co trade issues, Deputy U.S. Trade Representative Mike 
Smith re: orted on last month's meeting of the Trade Committee 
which cuscussed in detail the full range of outstanding trade 
issues between the two countries. There has been discernable 
progress on some questions For example, in Japan, on 
public-sector procurement, on supercomputers, 
telecommunications, and, in fact, in all the MOSS sectors of 
which telecommunications is one. 


But, in spite of that, there are very significant 
problems that remain, and we stressed the importance of dealing 
with those in trying to develop solutions for breaking down 
remaining barriers with particular emphasis on agriculture. We 
reiterated our position that Japan's import quotas on beef and 
citrus ought to be gone by next spring. We also discussed at 
some length the Kansai Airport issue and the access of American 
firms to that large construction project, particularly Under 
Secretary Smart and his Deputy, Under Secretary Mike Ferrin, 
reported on the bilateral discussions. While they can't say 
the problems are solved, there definitely appears to be some 
progress there, and we'll continue to work on that as will the 
Japanese. 


But what we hope to have is, ultimately, a truly open 
procurement system in which foreign companies, including U.S 
companies will have good access. 


Still talking about the Subcabinet Consultations, we 
also discussed the Uruguay trade round Of course, the U.S 
and Japan were particularly active in getting that organized, 
and the Japanese agreed to have all aspects of agriculture put 
on the table with which we're pleased. 


On the other hand, we're not too optimistic about what 
kind of negotiations they are now prepared to do on agriculture 
even though they're willing to discuss it. And so we had a 
good deal of discussion on that both on the Structural Dialogue 
and in the Subcabinet Consultations emphasizing the importance 
of agriculture to the whole progress of the new round and 
carrying out the commitments made at the Venice Economic Summit. 


One other topic brought up by the Japanese was the 
pending trade legislation in the Congress, now in conference. 
We indicated that the Administration is working with the 
conference people in an effort to produce a bill that the 
President can sign, but we can't say yet whether that'll be 
successful or not. 


The Japanese also raised the question of the 
semi-conductor sanctions. Our position is that that situation 
is unchanged, that sanctions will be lifted as soon as the 
arrangement is functioning as intended. 


Then, turning to the third of the three meetings, the 


one this noon and this afternoon on energy. Again we heard 
assessments of the international oi] market, and we discussed 
the situation in our country and in Japan. And of course, we 


discussed the situation in the Persian Gulf, which creates a 
good deal of market uncertainty. 


We also discussed the preparations for emergencies and 
the stockpiling and possibilities -- means of using stockpiles 
in case of an emergency We and the Japanese are pretty much 
in agreement on that. They have the next—biggest stockpiles in 
the world next to ours 


They also brought up the question of safety of 
navigation in the Gulf, and gave us a statement on what they 
planned to do to try to do their part in preserving that Our 
principal objective, on our side with the Jupanese in the 
energy discussions, is to get them to expand imports from the 
United States. 


In the spirit of the 1983 Reagan-Nakasone energy 
policy statement, particularly focused our attention on coal 
today and also on the possibility of further opening in Japan's 
market for oil products, for refined products [hey are 
opening their markets, but we'd like to see it go faster 


So in summary, our central message to the Japanese 
this week was to urge them to do more to achieve three related 
goals: a Japanese market open to foreign goods and services; 
an economy less dependent on export-led growth and more focused 
on sustained domestic-led growth; and a role in the global 
economy that's commensurate with Japan's economic strength 
And in each of those areas, we have seen some progress, though, 
again, there is always more to be done, and we're encouraging 
Japan to accelerate its efforts on those things 


Let me ask Mr. Kitamura to come up and see whether he 
has a different slant on these things 
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DEPUTY FOREIGN MINISTER KITAMURA: Thank you, Allen, 
for your very kind introduction. Allen is my fellow Sherpa to 
the economic summit, but he is much, much senior to me in his 
experience to be a Sherpa 


A summary of the meeting has just been given, and I do 
not have much to add. I[f I[ introduce the Japanese delegation 
except me, they included Mr. Kuroda of MITI, he is a Vice 
Minister for International Affairs of MITI We had also Mr. 
Kawasaki of the Economic Planning Agency. He's a Vice Minister 
for International Economic Affairs. Also we had Mr. Maki, 
Director-General of the Economic Affairs Bureau of the Ministry 
of Agriculture. And we had also Mr. Asahina of the Finance 
Ministry, Deputy Director-General of the International Finance 
Bureau. And of course, we had my very able assistant, Mr. 
Watanabe, who is a Director-General of the Economic Affairs 
Bureau of the Foreign Ministry. 


Since we are at a very critical juncture in 
international economic history, I[ wish to share with you some 
observations concerning what Japan has achieved recently and 
also a comment or two on some developments over here in the 
United States 


Japan's balance of payments picture and, indeed, 
Japan's growth structure is showing dramatic change. I[t has 
been known for a while that Japan's global trade surplus is 
declining both in volume and yen terms But now, at long last, 
the dollar figures are also improving Since last May, for the 
five consecutive months, our global current account surplus has 
been declining, and our global imports have increased by 12.7% 
in the first nine months of this year over the same period last 
year. Global manufactured imports are increasing at a much 
higher monthly average of 22% over the same period. Our 
imports from developing countries have been increasing rapidly, 
especially with Korea, lfaiwan, and Hong Kong registering 50% 
plus increases respectively 


I think we have probably turned the corner in the 
U.S.-Japan trade picture And [ note that the U.S. figures 
released yesterday have shown that the U.S. deficit with Japan 
has shrunk for two consecutive months, and [I think this is 
certainly encouraging 


On the growth structure, Japan's economy is indeed in 
the process of transformation from an export-led into a 
domestic demand-led economy And thanks to the $43 billion 
tiscal stimulus package which we announced in May, the Japanese 
Government expects the real growth for fiscal year 1987, ending 
March 1988, to be 3.5 percent, consisting of a strong domestic 
demand growth -- probably more than 4 percent --— offsetting a 
negative contribution of external demand And this negative 
contribution will be a reflection of an expected 10 percent 
reduction in our current account surplus 





I read the other day in the American magazine -- and [ 
came to see a passage saying that Japan is known for timely 
promise but very untimely performance. But [ think in this 
case, this time, we performed timely. 


And there has also been welcome news on the specific 
items. Since the last Subcabinet meeting in March, the 
Japanese Government has decided on a $1 billion foreign product 
procurement plan, under which it has decided to purchase two 


U.S.-made supercomputers. The procurement of airplanes for the 
government use -- such as your Air Force One, something like 
that; which is another big ticket item -- is soon to be 


finalized. We have also decided upon transparent government 
procurement procedures for the introduction of supercomputers. 
Two government entities -— which are the national industries -- 
have announced their intention to introduce supercomputers 
under the new procedure 


Despite this -- despite forward movement in the 
Uruguay Round, and despite renewed U.S. commitment to budget 
deficit reduction, and despite a probable turnaround in the 
U.S. trade deficit -- however, there are some ominous prospects 
about the trade bill I cannot understand how possibly those 
many protectionist proposals in the bill could fix by fiat the 
issues of international trade and investment in today's highly 
interdependent world. the unilateral approach of the trade 
bill is not only contradictory to the multilateral framework of 
the international trade system but is also a serious threat to 
the prospects of the Uruguay Round And if enacted, the bill 
will have a major repercussion on the entire world; and it will 
impact you, us, and everybody for decades 


This is why [ said at the outset that we are at a 
critical juncture And the choice of direction now has grave 
implications of historic magnitude. And this is why the 
Japanese Government appreciates the efforts of the Reagan 
Administration and the free traders in Congress who have been 
working to remove protectionist elements from the trade bill. 
This is why we have urged the United States Government once 
again to maintain its determined position against protectionism. 


Frictions easily make headlines. Yet Japan and the 
United States cannot allow trade issues to overshadow our 
critically important relationship. Your Ambassador, Mike 
Mansfield, in Japan repeatedly says that U S.-Japanese 
relations are the nost important bilateral relations in the 
present world. And through these constructive discussions this 
week, ['m convinced once again that the two governments share 
the view that cooperation and joint efforts -- not 
confrontation -- is, and must be, the only way to solve 
problems between us. 








Thank you very much. 

UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: We're open to questions. 
[I guess we answered them all. 

Well, here's one 


Q Did the question of Japanese payments for 
shipping in the Gulf come up? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: As I say, they gave us a 
statement on the things they will do to contribute to security 
in the Gulf, but I didn't get a chance to read the statement. 
[It was only given to me at noon. 


But I don't know if you have any further comment on 
that specific point. 


DEPUTY FOREIGN MINISTER KITAMURA: Yes, I do. 


Japan has a large stake in the peaceful settlement of 
the Iran-Iraq conflict and also the navigation safety in the 
Gulf. We are importing a lot of oil Fifty-five or -six 
percent of the imported oil is from that area. And so, 
naturally, we have a big stake 


This has led to our recent decision to commit 


financial resources. First, to the installation of high 
accuracy radio navigational aid systems -- this is very 
difficult -- it's usually known as DECCA systems. 


Second, to enhance the economic and the technical cooperation 
to countries in that region. And, three, to make an adequate 
financial contribution to the United Nations efforts for that 
issue. 


And we also decided to consult with the United States 
Government on ways to reduce the financial burden to the United 
States forces in Japan. 

So this we announced just on the 7th of this month. 

MR. HARTER: Any further questions? 

Thank you. 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: Well, 1 quess we disposed of 
everything they wanted to know, and probably some besides 


(The ON-THE-RECORD briefing concluded at 4:30 p.m.) 
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£.0. 12356: Wa 

TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P 

SUBJECT: ON-THE-RECORD PRESS BRIEFING BY 
SECRETARY SHULTZ EN ROUTE FROM ANDREWS AIR FORC 
BASE TO TEL AVIV, OCTOBER 16, 1987 


BEGIN TEXT 


QUESTION: | MAY BE WRONG, BUT | THINK YOU WEVER 
ACTUALLY REFERRED TO A PEACE CONFERENCE IN THE 
WEWS CONFERENCE TODAY YOU SPOKE OF & PEACE 
PROCESS, OF PEACE ASPIRATIONS AND @Li. 00 YOU 
THINK REALLY. AT THIS POINT. THAT & PEACE 
CONFERENCE 1S A LIVE POSSIBILITY, & LIVE OPTION? 
WHO'S FOR 17? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ. YOU MEAN THE SO-CALLED 
INTERNAT/ONAL CONFERENCE? 


@: YES 


A: WELL, & LOT OF PEOPLE HAVE BEEN ADVOCATING (7 
AND THERE ARE DIFFERENT CONCEPTS ABOUT iT. 6uT 
1M WOT GOING TO TWE MIDDLE EAS? TO SELL any 
PARTICULAR THING EXCEPT THE WOTION THaT IT'S 
MPORTANT TO TRY TO MOVE TOWARD BIL ATER aL 
WEGOTIATIONS WHICH MOST PEOPLE AGREE IN THE END 
Twat S Wha’ YOU WAVE TO GET TO. SO t WiLi Tale 
WH PEOPLE ABOUT HOW YOU MIGHT GET THERE anONG 
CTWER THINGS. THAT S WOT THE ONLY REASON | an 
MAKING THIS SWING ~~ QS | BROUGHT OUT IN THE PRESS 
CONFERENCE 


@ i WILL TRY 70.00 & QUICK FOLLOW-UP. SOME 
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PEOPLE FEEL THAT A PEACE CONFERENCE WOULD 

FACILITATE DIRECT WEGOTIATIONS, OTHER PEOPLE FEEL 

EXACTLY THE OPPOSITE, THAT A PEACE CONFERENCE 

WOULD CREATE & PROBLEM, A SOVIET PROBLEM 

PRIMARILY. DO YOU COME DOWN ON ONE SIDE OR 

ANOTHER? 


A: 1° VE SPOKEN ABOUT OUR VIEWS WHICH BASICALLY 
ARE THAT THE (MPORTANT THING IS BILATERAL 
WEGOTIATIONS. THE QUESTION 1S, HOW 00 YOU GET 
THERE? AND IF THERE 1S SOME WAY OF STRUCTURNG 
SOME SORT OF INTERNATIONAL GATHERING THAT GETS YOU 
THERE, IN A WAY THAT LEAVES THE PARTIES 
UNENCUMBERED TO WORK OUT WHATEVER THEY WANT TO 
WORK OUT, THAT'S FINE, BUT WE HAVEN'T FOUND THAT 
FORMULA 


Q 15 THIS & SUBJECT YOU INTEND TO TAKE UP iN 
MOSCOW AS WELL, AND WAVE YOU SEEN ANY NEW 
FLEXIBILITY IN THE SOVIET POSITION ON THIS” 


A: THEY VE SHIFTED THEIR VIEW A LITTLE @1T ON 
THEIR CONCEPT OF AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE AND 
THEY HAVE THIS (DEA OF & PREPARATORY EFFORT OF 
SOME KIND, WHICH WE REALLY DONT AGREE WiTH. BUT 
AT ANY RATE, WE VE DISCUSSED 7 AND THERE S BEEN 
SOME SHIFTING | VE WOTICED THaT AFTER MY TRIP TO 
THE MIDDLE EAST WAS ANNOUNCED, VARONSOV HAS 
GATHERED TOGETHER THEIR MIDDLE EAST EXPERTS, and 
HE'S MAKING THE CIRCUIT. | GUESS HE'S IN CAIRO 
TODAY. SO THEY RE PLAYING REACTIVE MIDDLE East 
DIPLOmacy 
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ACTION Pa-82 OTWER, THEY SHOULD BE FREE TO DO 17. AND WE VE 
ALSO TALKED ABOUT DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH 
INFO 10G-08 COPY-@1 ADS-@8 EUR-88  SS-88 WEA-84 NSCE-88 |SRAEL, REESABLISHING THER 
SS0-88 SP-82 C-81 PRS-81 P-82 ‘p13 Ww 
sree ecocccocccocee 363444 1621162 /66 Q: DOES VARONSOV'S OPERATION BOTHER YOU? ARE THE 
© 1619222 OCT 87 SOVIETS TRYING TO PUSH THEIR waY IN THROUGH 
FM AMCONSUL JERUSALEM MEETING WITHOUT BEING INVITED? 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 8293 
USIA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 6385 A: PUSH THEIR Way INTO WHAT MEETINGS? 
WHITEHOUSE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
USINFO WASHDC IMMEDIATE Q: ARE THEY TRYING TO GET INTO THE MIDDLE EAST 
AMEMBASSY AMMAN IMMEDIATE PICTURE. YOU TALKED ABOUT WHAT THEY WEED 70 00 TO 
AMEMBASS: DAMASCUS IMMED ATE GET IN, BUT 17 LOOMS LIME THEY JUST DECIDED TO 
AMEMBASSY RivADH IMMEDIATE Play > THil & PROBLEN 
AMEMBASSY ALGIERS IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY TEL AVIV IMMEDIATE “ T'S NOT & PROBLEM. THEY ARE TakING MORE 
AMCONSUL JEDDAH IMMEDIATE NTEREST IN THE MIDDLE EAST, AND WE HAVE 
AMEMBASSY TUNIS (IMMEDIATE CONSISTENTLY SMID THAT WE'D LIME TO SEE THE SOVIET 
AMEMBASSY RABAT IMMEDIATE UNION IN & CONSTRUCTIVE ROLE RATHER THAN IN A 
AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMEDIATE PROBLEM-CREATING ROLE. WHAT THEY WAVE TENDED TO 
AMEMBASSY CAIRO IMMEDIATE DO 1S TO SUPPORT ALL THE REJECTIONIST TENDENCIES 
AMEMBASSY LONDON | MMEDI ATE THEY HAVE BEEN ACTIVE IN THE REGROUPING OF THE PLO ° 
AMEMBASSY MOSCOW IMMED ATE AND |T HAS ISSUED IN I1TS MEETING SEVERAL MONTHS 
AGO, VERY EXTREME REJECTIONIST COMMENTS. WHEN 
UNCLAS SECTION 02 OF 08 JERUSALEM 03408 KING HUSSEIN WAS WORKING LAST YEAR TO TRY TO 
DEVELOP A FORMULA WITH THE PLO, THE SOVIETS 
SECSTATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS, NEA WEA ia) NEA/P ACTIVELY TRIED TO SABOTAGE i171, AND SO OW. SO 
DEPT PASS WSC FOR MR. CaRLUCC! THEIR BEHAVIOR ON THE PEACE PROCESS @S SUCH HAS 
1A FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR, P/PEN PG BASICALLY BEEN ONE, | WOULD SAY, THAT WAS NOT BEEN 
A/BBN, VOA/CA NEA BULLOCK WELPFUL AS WE SEE 17. BUT THAT DOES NOT MEAN THEY 
WHITEWOUSE FOR MR. FITIWATER AND MR HOWARD COULD NOT CHANGE HOPE THEY DO 


£.0. 12356: W/a 
TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P 
SUBJECT: ON-THE-RECORD PRESS BRIEFING By 


Q: 15 THIS ON THE AGENDA FOR MOSCOW FOR YOU a 50 
THIS INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE? YOU DIDNT DISCUSS 
17 WHEN SWEVARONADZE WAS IN WASHINGTON GaTHER 
WILL YOU TALK ABOUT IT THIS TIME, DO YOU THINK 


A: WHAT WE'RE INTERESTED IN TALKING ABOUT 15 HOW 
TO GET TO BILATERAL NEGOTIATIONS FOR & MORE 
PEACEFUL MIDDLE EAST. WE RE WOT INTERESTED iW 
GETTING TO AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE FOR THE 
SAKE OF ON INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE. THAT'S OF NO 
SPECIAL INTEREST 47 all ITS THE BILATERAL 
WEGOTIATIONS TH; ARE THE FOCUS, AS WE SEE IT 


@: YOU HAVE SalD SEVERAL TIMES THal THE SOVIETS 
HAD TO EARN THE RIGHT TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS 
MIDDLE EAST PEACE PROCESS WaVE THEY EARNED THAT 
RIGHT YET OR HAVE THEY GOTTEN ANY FURTHER THan 
WHEN YOU SPOKE ABOUT 17, SAY IN May TO aIPac? 


A: THEY HAVEN'T DONE THE THINGS THAT 17 SEEMS TO 
ME WEED TO BE DONE. BUT THEY HAVE BEEN MOVING IN 
Twat DIRECTION TWEY HaVE #AD & NUMBER OF 
INTERESTING CONVERSATIONS WITH THE SRMEL IS 

THEY VE & CONSULAR GROUP IN | SRAEL FOR SOME Tint 
NOW. THEY EXTENDED 17S STAY. THEY VE Wad SEVERAL 
CAVERGATIONS WITH (SRAELIOFFICIALS, MOST 
ABCENTLY Wi TH FOREIGN PUNISTER PERES. THE LEVELS 
OF EM/GRATION ORE UP GND & WUMBER OF WELL -*NOWN 
REFUSWINS WAVE BEEN RELEASED. SO MLL OF THOSE ane 
POSITIVE SIGNS, BUT BASICALLY WHAT S NEEDED 15 4 
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TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 8299 
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AMEMBASSY AMMAN IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBGSSY DaMasCUS IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY RivaDe IMMEDI 4TE 
AMEMBASSY ALGIERS (IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY TEL AVIV IMMEDIATE 
AMCONSUL JEDDAH | MMED/ ATE 
AMEMBASSY TUNIS (MMED/ ATE 
AMEMBASSY RABAT | MMED ATE 
AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY CAIRO IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY LONDON | MMED! ATE 
AMEMBASSY MOSCOW IMMEDIATE 
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SECSTATE FOR PA AND PaA/PRESS WEA WEA/ia! NEA/P 
DEPT PASS NSC FOR MR. CARLUCC! 

Sim FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR, P/PFN, PG 

)A/BBN, VOR/CA, WEA/BULLOCK 

WHITEWOUSE FOR MR. FITIWATER AND MR. HOWARD 


£.0. 12356: Wa 
TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P) 
SUBJECT: ON-THE-RECORD PRESS BRIEFING BY 


Q: IN YOUR PRESS CONFERENCE, YOU SAiD YOU WERENT 
TAKING ANYTHING WEW IN PARTICULAR TO THE MIDDLE 
EAST, YET & NUMBER OF YOUR STAFF Say YOU aRE 
CARRYING WEW IDEAS, AND THAT YOU PLaN TO TRY TO 
KICK THEM AROUND AND MAYBE (NJECT SOME WEW LIFE aS 
A RESULT OF THE DIFFERENT THINGS YOU ARE 

CARRYING. CAN YOU WELP DEFINE THAT--SOME MOLDY 
OLD 1DEAS THAT YOU ARE CARRYING? 


A: 17'S SORT OF LIME THERE S & ROOM, anD YOU VE 
GOT FURNITURE IN .1 AND SOME PAINTINGS ON THE wali 
AND A RUG THATS ALL YOU VE GOT. AND PEOPLE 
HAVE BEEN STRUGGLING WITH THAT ROOM FOR YEARS and 
THAT S ALL THEY VE GOT. SO YOU TRY TO REARRANGE 
THE FORNITURE SOMETIMES IF YOU REARRANGE IT AND 
PUT THE PICTURES ON DIFFERENT WALLS, AND SO OW, IT 
LOOKS DIFFERENT AND (7 HAS MORE APPEQL = BUT as | 
SAY, WE KEEP STRUGGLING AT GETTING TO BILATERAL 
WEGOTIATIONS WE HAVE MADE HEADWAY. WE HAVEN'T 
GOTTEN THERE THE WEED 1S, | THINK, CLEM@R OND SO 
WE JUST KEEP PUSHING Away 


Q: SO THIS 1S THE SHULTZ SHUFFLE OF FURNITURE THaT 
You RE TALKING ABOUT? (LAUGHTER! 


we MM. SECRETARY, COULD | GO TO THE PERSIAN GULF? 
BASICALLY 1° LIME TO ASK YOU ALITTLE OIT MORE 
ABOUT THE QUESTION THaT | ASKED Gack aT THE PRESS 
CONFERENCE DON'T EXPECT YOU 10 COMMENT ON 
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RULES OF ENGAGEMENT; OBVIOUSLY YOU CaN’T DO THAT 
& ON wHaT? 


Q: OW RULES OF ENGAGEMENT, YOU OBVIOUSLY Can T 
TALK ABOUT THEM IN PARTICULAR RULES ABOUT wHaT 
THE CAPTAIN OF AMERICAN SHIP CAN DO OR CAN'T DO. 
BUT WHat |°™ HOPING FOR 'S aN EXPRESSION OF YOUR 
ATTITUDE ABOUT IT. SINCE THE REFLAGGED SHIPS 
BEGAN THE U.S. BEGAN PROTECTING THEM, THERE VE 
BEEN & WUMBER OF INCIDENTS, BECAUSE IF YOU PROTECT 
THE SHIPS AND SOMEBODY'S OUT THERE LAYING MINES. 
WO MATTER WHO THOSE MINES MIGHT BE DIRECTED 
AGAINST, THE UNITED STATES MOVES TO STOP THaT 

OND BY THE SAME TOKEN AN IRANIAN SHIP FIRES AT an 
AMER|CAN SHIP, AND YOU GO IN AND HIT THEM. THE 
QUESTION 1° WHETHER QUR VERY PRESENCE AND THE 
MiLiTaRy OPERATIONS TO PROTECT THE AMERICAN SHIP” 
AND THE SHIPS THAT THEY ARE PROTECTING (5 KIND OF 
LEANING FORWARD 1N & WaY THAT 15 GOING TO LEAD ONE 
STEP BY ONE STEP TOWARD & MUCH MORE DEEP 
INVOLVEMENT IN THE MILITARY AFFAIRS OF THAT BATTLE 
OUT THERE, JUST BY THE NATURE OF THE BEAST fF 
WASHINGTON ISNT VERY VERY CAREFUL TO LIMIT THIS, 
AND MAYBE EVEN IF 17 1S CAREFUL TO LIMIT 17, wHaT 
3S YOUR OWN THINKING ABOUT WOW THE UNITED STATES ° 
SHOULD PROCEED GIVEN THE DANGERS IN THE AREA, 
GIVEN THE KINDS OF THINGS THAT WAVE ALREADY BEEN 
ENCOUNTERED IN THE LAST SEVERAL MONTHS WHEN WE VE 
BEEN OUT THERE? 


a WE ¥AVE OBJECT! VES WON'T GO THROUGH THAT 

AGAIN. WE'VE TALKED ABOUT THEM. WE SEEK TO SERVE 
THOSE OBJECTIVES IN & BASICALLY PEACEFUL Way, AND 
7S OBVIOUS FROM WHAT HAS HAPPENED THERE THAT iW 
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eoccones ee THERE, @ND | THIWK THAT ITS WERY STRENGTH WILL 
ACTION Pa-22 TEND TO DIMINISH THE RISKS. IF WE WENT THERE W) 1H 
A KIND OF INADEQUATE, OR BARELY ADEQUATE FORCE 


NFO L0G-88 COPY-81 ADS-O88 EUR-O8 55-88 NEA-B4 WSCE-8DB THAT WOULD BE MUCH MORE RISKY THINK 
SSC-88 S?-82 t-& PRS-8 P-82 813 wv 
6358 21182 /66 Q: AR. SECRETARY LIME TO ASK YOU ABOUT THE 
© 1619222 OCT SOVIET-AMERICAN RELATIONSHIP. STARTING WITH THE 
FM AMCONS ERUSALEM PREM|SE THAT IF SOMEBODY WRITES A HISTORY OF THE 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIA £28 TIME WHEN YOU VE SEEW SECRETARY OF STATE, THEY 
£ WASHDC IMMEDIATE ’ WOULD HAVE TO SAY THAT THERE HAS BEEN A DRAMATIC 
WHITEMOUSE WASHDC | MMED ATE CHANGE IN THAT RELATIONSHIP OVER THE PERIOD THAT 
WFO WASHDC (MINED (a7 OU HAVE BEEN INVOLVED iN IT. WHAT WOULD YOu ° 
LME MEL AMMAN i MIMED | 27 THINK 4/STORIQ@NS SHOULD THINK ABOUT HOW MUCH 
ume ME. me " . MULTI SHOULD HAVE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF 
LME ME 5 ude “em - Fs & THaT WHaT WOULD YOU LIME THES 
AME ME ‘ ; nr +F ABOuT vo N THAT RESPECT OUR ROLE 
AME MES TEL 2 MMED | 4 HE ET-AMERICAN RELATIONSHIP 
AMC Of DDAH IMMEDI 
AME MBA ’ nn b DOW T HAVE A FOREIGN POLICY, OR & SOVIET 
AME MBL RABAT (MMED IA RELATIONS POLICY. THE PRESIDENT HAS OWE. WE HAVE 
AME MBS BE MMED a SfEN TH NF OLD THINK OF HIS SPEECH IW 
ame MBS calf "mn" 1 AWUAR £ 25 & VERY (MPORTANT POINT, AND THAT 
mE MBS MED A WAS WEYED IN DELIBERATELY WITH A SPEECH THaT ” 
ame MBs MOSCOW IMMEDIATE MADE IN STOCKHOLM, AND A SUBSEQUENT MEETING WITH 
ROMYKO, WHICH WAS THE FIRST MEETING AFTER THE 
Cia TION @4 ¢ ; " 03404 MADRID MEETING WHERE WE HAD SUCH A ROUGH MEETING 
MANY HAD SAID THE ROUGHEST MEETING EVER HELD 
ECsTs r Pes A/?% : se a F BETWEEN THE AND SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTERS $0 
DEPT Pa n s THINK GROMYKO WELL PUT IT AFTER OUR STOCKHOLA 
a ven Y GSaeEiere 6 a, °/PFu, & MEETING, (7 WAS & NECESSARY MEETING WE GOT 
A/BON vOA'CA NEALE OCs THINGS BACK ON TRACY THEN. BUT | HAVE BEEN THE 
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GO ALONG WiTH THE EMBARGO. BUT THEY ARE 
N FACT THERE |S AN EMBARGO ON (RAN 

T SHOULD BE VERY EFFECTIVE. THEY SEEM TO BE 

YOU SEEN TO HAVE 
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LEANING TOWARD & BLOCKADE 
ENTHUSIASM FOR THAT. DO YOU SEE THIS AS JU 
THEY WOULD HOPE TO HAVE THE 


MEANS BY WH 
N SOME SORT OF MILITARY BLOC 
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sceieteieteteieieieieieeieieieeieieieietenenteheieteietetetateiaieeiedeiiiaddeietdieidedaeiaetemae OWN DYNAMIC TO |T WHICH CAN BE HELPFUL. IF HE 
ACTION PA-@2 TRIES TO JUST ENGAGE IN & WORD GAME WITH WESTERN 
OPIN'ON WELL, THERE TENDS TO BE AT FIAST & KIND 

NFO 6106-08 COPY-@1 aDS-@8 EUR-88@ ‘55-08 NEA-O4 NSCE-28 OF a FASCINATION BECAUSE 17'S DIFFEENT. QUT THEN 

330-88  SP-82 C-01 PRS-8i =P -82 ails WOULD EAPECT (Ff IT DOESN T TURN OUT ACTUALLY TO 

ccccccccoccococccs 363534 1621192 /66 BE DIFFERENT WESTERN OPINION TENDS TO SEE THROUGH 

0 1619222 OCT 87 THAT SO TWERE HAS TO BE A REALITY THERE. WOW IW 


. ve 8 

FM AMCONSUL JERUSALEM TERMS OF THE (SSUES THAT WE AME TALKING ABOUT WITH 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 2027 THE SOWIET UNION THERE (5 SOME DIFFERENCE TO 
USIA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 6329 THE EXTENT THAT THINGS ARE REFLECTED IW POSSIBLE 
WHITEHOUSE WASHDC (MINED ATE DEVELOPMENTS OR AGREEMENTS OF WHATEVER THAT uf 
USINEQ WASHDC |MMEDI ATE THINK ARE GOOD, WE SHOULD BE PUSHING FOR THOSE 
AMEMBASSY AMMAN (MINED ATE re WHEN THE SOVIET UNION 1S READY TO AGREE 
AMEMBASS: DaMaSCul IMMED ate Qn THE ELIMINATION OF 4 SET OF MISSILES Twa? 
aMEMBASSY RivaDe |MMED ATE Have BEEN ARGUING SHOULD BE ELIMINATED SINCE 193 
AMEMBASSY ALGIERS (NMED ATE QR MerBE YOU D Sa¥ SINCE 1979 OR BEFORE ELI 
AMEMBASSY TEL AViv IMMED/ ATE THAT 5 2 POSITIVE DEVELOPMENT FROM OUR 

AMCONSUL JEDDAW (MINED) ATE TANDPOINT WHEN THEY ALLOW PEOPLE TO Emigrare 
AMEMBASSY TUNIS (MMEDIATE 4 PONT THAT WE HAVE BEEN BEATING ON FOR YEARS -- 
AMEMBASSY RABAT | MRED ATE WE SHOULD FEEL GOOD ABOUT 17, AND WELCOME THaT 


AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMEDIATE ON THE OTHES HAND AS WAS SAYING BEFORE THE 


AMEMBASSY CAIRO (MMEDI ATE MOUSE FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE THE OTHER Day 
AMEMBASSY LONDON IMMEDI ATE wiTH RESPECT TO NICARAGUA IF THEY RELEASE A : 
AMEMBASSY MOSCOW IMMEDIATE THOUSAND POLITICAL PRISONERS, AND THERE ARE STILL 


NINE THOUSAND (WN JA'L WHAT S THE ME ADL INE? 


NCLAS SECTION @6 OF OF JERUSALEM 83494 THINE THAT THE REALITY LS THERE 1S STILL AN AWFUL 
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FOLLOWING IS AN ON“THE“RECORD BRIEFING BY U.S. 
STATE DEPARTMENT SPOKESMAN, CHARLES REDMAN, 
JERUSALEM HILTON HOTEL, OCTOBER 16, 1987. 


REDMAN: I CAN BE BRIEF, LARGELY BECAUSE=-SINCE 
THIS IS THE FIRST DAY OF WHAT WILL BE SEVERAL DAYS ‘ 
OF MEETINGS HERE, I DON'T WANT TO SAY VERY MUCH 

CONCERNING DISCUSSIONS WHICH ARE GOING TO BE 

ONGOING IN THE COMING DAYS. BUT IN ANY CASE, 

BOTH MEETINGS FOLLOWED MUCH THE SAME PATTERN IN 

THE SENSE THAT THERE WAS A PLENARY SESSION IN BOTH 

CASES IN WHICH QUESTIONS OF SOVIET JEWRY, HUMAN 

RIGHTS, EMIGRATION FROM THE SOVIET UNION, THOSE 

KINDS OF QUESTIONS WERE THE PREDOMINANT ISSUE? 

THEN IN BOTH CASES THERE WERE ONE-ON-ONE SESSIONS 

WITH SECRETARY SHULTZ, PRIME MINISTER AND THE 

FOREIGN MINISTER AND IN EACH CASE THOSE WERE 

STRICTLY ONE-ON-ONE. AS A CONSEQUENCE I REALLY 


WON'T BE ABLE TO HELP YOU VERY MUCH ON WHAT 


OCCURED DURING THOSE SESSIONS. 


a” 
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| LET ME JUST SAY BY WAY OF GENERAL CHARACTERIZATION 
THAT BOTH MEETINGS WERE CERTAINLY VERY FRIENDLY, 
CORDIAL, USEFUL. THE MEETING WITH THE PRIME 
MINISTER WAS DIVIDED APPROXIMATELY THIRTY MINUTES 
IN PLENARY FORUM WHERE WE DISCUSSED LARGELY THE 

: QUESTIONS THAT I MENTIONED EARLIER. I'D. BE GLAD 
TO GO INTO SOME OF THOSE WITH YOU, BUT I THINK YOU 
KNOW MOST OF THE ISSUES THERE. WE TALKED ABOUT--I 
DON'T WANT TO SPEAK FOR THE ISRAELI SIDE, I'M SURE 
THEY'VE DONE THAT FOR THEMSELVES, BUT THEY 
EXPLAINED IMMIGRATION AS THEY SEE IT, THE 
IMPORTANCE OF IMMIGRATION TO ISRAEL} TALKED ABOUT 
THE QUESTIONS OF HUMAN RIGHTS, JEWISH CULTURE, 
JEWISH LIFE IN THE SOVIET UNION. THE SOVIET UNION 
OF COURSE WAS THE FOCUS BECAUSE THE SECRETARY IS 
ON HIS WAY TO THE SOVIET UNION AND WILL BE THERE 


ABOUT A WEEK FROM NOW, 


THE TWO BASIC ISSUES=-AND I'LL JUST DO THIS IN 
VERY SUMMARY FORM=-WERE THE LEVELS OF EMIGRATION 


OF COURSE AND HOW ONE WORKS TO INCREASE THOSE 


YRECRIT CO 
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LEVELS. AND SECONDLY, TH® QUESTION OF DIRECT 
FLIGHTS WHICH WAS RAISED BY BOTY THE PRIME 
MINISTER AND THE FOREIGN MINISTER. AND THERE THE 
ISRAELIS HAVE SOME IDEAS; AND OF COURSE WHILE WE 
APPRECIATE THEIR CONCERNS AND WE TALK ABOUT THOSE 
AND THE SECRETARY SAID HE WILL CERTAINLY CONTINUE : 
TO WORK HARD ON THIS ISSUE, HE ALSO AGAIN 
EXPRESSED WHAT YOU KNOW TO BE OPPOSITION 
CONCERNING FREEDOM OF CHOICE. BUT I DON'T SAY 
THAT IN A SENSE THAT WE'RE SOMEHOW AT LOGGERHEADS, 
BECAUSE I THINK REALLY THE IMPRESSION I GOT WAS 
THAT ON THIS RANGE OF ISSUES THAT THE TWO SIDES 
REALLY SHARE ALMOST TOTALLY THE SAME VIEW. I 
THINK THAT CAPTURES THE DISCUSSION ALSO WITH THE 
FOREIGN MINISTER==-1 MIGHT SAY IN BOTH CASES THAT 
THE ISRAELI HOST STARTED WITH EXPRESSIONS OF 
APPRECIATION FOR THE VISIT AND FOR THE COOPERATION 
AND FOR THE WAY IN WHICH THEY HAVE BOTH BEEN ABLE 
TO WORK WITH THE U.S. GOVERNMENT, WITH THE 
PRESIDENT, AND WITH SECRETARY SHULTZ. I THINK 
BEYOND THAT, LET ME ANSWER WHAT QUESTIONS f CAN, 
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Q@: DO I UNDERSTAND YOU CORRECTLY TO SAY THAT InE 





PEACE PROCESS DIDN'T COME UP AT ALL IN ANY OF YOUR 


MEETINGS? 

At NO, I WOULD SAY THAT DURING THE ONE~ON-ONE 
SESSIONS THAT THE PEACE PROCESS WAS NO DOUBT THE 
PRIMARY FOCUS OF DISCUSSION. 


Q: BUT IF NOT IN THE PLENARY, WHAT WAS THAT? 


Az: BECAUSE THAT'S THE WAY THE PARTICIPANTS CHOSE 


TO HANDLE IT. 


Q@: WOULD IT BE HANDLED AT MORE DEPTH ON SUNDAY? 


At I HAVE NO WAY OF KNOWING HOW THE SUNDAY 
MEETINGS == SATURDAY AND SUNDAY MEETINGS MAY BE 


STRUCTURED. 
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: DID THE SUBJECT OF THE PERSIAN GULF COME UP AT 





ALL? 


At THE PERSIAN GULF MAY HAVE BEEN MENTIONED 

BRIEFLY IN PASSING, BUT ONLY BRIEFLY. WE DO HAVE 

WITH THE REST OF THE DELEGATION, SENIOR © . 
PARTICIPANTS WERE MEETING ONE-ON-ONE. WE DID HAVE 

SOME CONTINUED DISCUSSIONS AND IT WAS BROACHED, 

BUT AGAIN, IN NO GREAT DETAIL. THOSE WORKING 

GROUPS, IF YOU WOULD CALL THEM THAT, WE WENT OVER 

A WIDE RANGE OF BILATERAL ISSues. 


Qs: BO YOU KNOW ABOUT HOW MANY PALESTINIAN ARABS 
ARE EXPECTED TO SEE SHULTZ? IS THAT MEETING STILL 
ON? 


A: YES, IT IS STILL ON. 
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Q@ieeeAND YOU ARE COUNTING ON WHAT == ABOUT TEN 
WERE WERE INVITED -- IS THERE ANY SENSE OF A 
BOYCOTT? 


A: NO. 


Q@: CHUCK, CAN YOU GIVE US A LITTLE MORE DETAILS 
ABOUT SECRETARY SHULTZ, AND HIS POLICY-MAKING WITH 
RESPECT TO THIS PERSIAN GULF SITUATION. WHEN DID 
HE FIND OUT ABOUT THE ATTACK, AND HE SAID THAT HE 
WAS ON THE PHONE BACK AND FORTH. 00 YOU KNOW HOW 


MANY TIMES...«. 


As I WOULD BE HAPPY TO DEAL WITH THAT QUESTION 
LATER ON, AND I AM REALLY HERE JUST TO BRIEF ON 
TODAY'S MEETINGS. I WOULD LIKE FOR THAT ISSU>-FOR- 
THE MOST PART TO BE HANDLED IN WASHINGTON. THE 
SECRETARY SAID, AS HE ARRIVED HERE, THAT HE HAD 


BEEN IN TOUCH. HE WILL CONTINUE TO BE IN TOUCH, 
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OF COURSE, BUT BEYOND THAT, I AM NOT IN A POSITION 





TO QUALIFY THE NUMBER OF TIMES OR THE LENGTH OF 
CALLS OVER THAT TIME, CINAUDIBLE QUESTION BY 
JOURNALIST). WHEN HE PERSONALLY FOUND OUT, I DON'T 
KNOW, WE WERE NOTIFIED ON THE AIRPLANE, NOT TOO 
LONG AFTER THE EVENT, WHILE WE WERE IN SHANNON. 


Q: IN THE MEETINGS TODAY, IT SEEMS TO BE, AS YOU 
DESCRIBED IT, A FAIR AMOUNT OF DUPLICATION BETWEEN 
THE SESSIONS, ALMOST AS IF YOU WERE TREATING b.TH 
OFFICIALS OF TWO DIFFERENT GOVERNMENTS. HOW DO 
YOU EXPLAIN THE FACT THAT THE SANE SUBJECT WOULD 
COME UP WITH BOTH THE PRINE MINISTER AND THE 

_ FOREIGN MINISTER? IS THERE NO DIVISION OF 
REPONSIBILITY THERE? 


A: I THINK THEY ARE ISSUES IN WHICH BOTH MEN ARE 


VERY MUCH INTERESTED. 
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- @: DID HE COME HERE THIS TIME JUST TO LISTEN, OR — 


DOES HE HAVE IDEAS TO PUT FORTH? 


- At THE SECRETARY HAS ADDRESSED THAT QUESTION 
_ HIMSELF A NUMBER OF TIMES, AND I AM NOT REALLY 


GOING TO TRY TO ELABORATE BEYOND WHAT HE HIMSELF 


HAS SAID. 


Q@: HOW LONG DID EACH OF THE MEETINGS LAST AND HOW 


LONG WAS THE ONE-ON-ONE (INAUDIBLE) MEETING? 


A: IN THE MEETING WITH THE PRIME MINISTER, THE 
ONE-ON-ONE WAS ABOUT 50 MINUTES I WOULD SAY AND 
THE PLENARY ABOUT 30, GIVE OR TAKE 5 MINUTES IN 
EACH ONE. AND WITH THE FOREIGN MINISTER, THE 


PLENARY WAS ABOUT 20 MINUTES AND THE ONE-ON-ONE 35 
TO 40. 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 16, 1987, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I[ 
have two announcements. On October 6, 7 and 8, U.S. and 
Japanese officials met in Tokyo for bilateral consultations on 
COCOM and related export control issues. The U.S. delegation 
was led by Allan Wendt, Senior Representative for Strategic 
Technology Policy, and the Japanese side by Deputy Foreign 
Minister Kitamura. [n addition to plenary and working-level 
meetings, the delegation met with Japan's Minister of Foreign 
Affairs and Minister for International Trade and Industry. A 
joint U.S.-Japanese press statement covering the major topics 
discussed was issued in Tokyo on October 7. Copies of that 
statement are now available in our Press Office. 


A senior level delegation of State, Commerce, Defense, 
and Customs officials, lead by Mr. Wendt, will visit several 
European capitals later this month to consult on the same 
issues. 


Also, I have a statement on the status of the 
Letelier-—Moffitt case in Chile 


For more than 12 years, the United States has sought 
to bring to a just conclusion the case of the political murder 
in Washington of Orlando Letelier and Ronni Karpen Moffitt. In 
its search for justice, the United States has repeatedly 
requested the cooperation of the Government of Chile. However, 
while the Chilean Government has repeatedly assured the United 
States of its intention to cooperate fully in the case, it has 
taken no meaningful action. 


Although it has been very energetic and creative in 
pursuing other cases of alleged terrorism in its military and 
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civilian courts, the Chilean Government has steadfastly refused 
to deal with this clear-cut exampie of international terrorism 
which we believe to have been committed by senior Chilean 
officials. The recent refusal of the Santiago military court 
to accept the petition of the Letelier family to reopen the 
case in Chile confirms the Chilean Government's past record of 
non-cooperation. 


The people of the United States cannot understand why 
the Chilean Government adamantly refuses to act to bring those 
guilty of this heinous crime to justice. A more detailed 
statement is available on this matter in the Press Office. 


Q Identical to what you just read? 


a Yes. And [I will be happy to answer your 
Questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the attack on the Sea 
Isle City, the American-flagged ship? 





= As Secretary Shultz noted in brief remarks he 
made to the press in Israel this morning, this is a very 
serious development. It is, in effect, an outrageous act of 
aggression by Iran against a non-belligerent, Kuwait, and 
against a United States-flagged vessel engaged in peaceful 
commerce in the Gulf. We are examining a full range of 
diplomatic and other options available to the United States. 


Through messages passed by the Swiss, who handle our 
interests in Tehran, the Iranian Government is aware fully of 
our position concerning attacks on U.S.-flagged vessels, 
specifically, and other hostile actions against U.S. targets 
generally. We are in close contact and consultation with the 
government of Kuwait, others in the region, and at the United 
Nations. 


I'm not in any position to speculate about what these 
possible options might be or to discuss what our next steps 
might be. 


Q Do you feel that the Iranians are escalating 
their challenge to the United States? And do you have any 
explanation for that? 


n I don't have any explanation for the actions that 
were taken. [I repeat, what we're saying is this is an 
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outrageous act of aggression. I'm not putting any label on 
whether it’s escalation or not. Certainly, there had been 
another attempt at an attack yesterday in Kuwait. We're just 
describing this situation as it exists. 


Q Why should we consider it an aggression against 
Kuwait when the ship is registered in the U.S.? Isn't it 
considered a U.S. ship anymore? 


= I think you are raising questions about -- and 
you're assuming there is a state of war which does not exist. 
This was a U.S.-flagged vessel in Kuwaiti waters. The United 
States is not at war. Kuwait is not at war. Under 
international right, there is no justification for an act of 
this kind. 


Q There's reports in the financial markets this 
morning that Iran had declared war on the U.S. Is that false? 


4 I simply have not heard anything about that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on Les Aspin 
asking for an economic embargo and mining of the ports in Iran? 


te No, I don't have anything specific. I think 
these are some ideas that he propusec some time ago, but I 
don't have anything specific on them. 


Q There's the situation now and the consideration 
of these options which you haven't specified as to what they 
are. Is there any change in the Administration's position with 
regard tc the War Powers Act at this time? 


- Nc, there's been no change on that. 


Q Have we pinpointed with any greater degree of 
accuracy the site from which the missile was fired from? 


a No, I don't have any further details on that from 
what was issued at the Pentagon this morning, and I think there 
the thrust of what they were saying is they were examining the 
evidence they had but they could make no defiritive 
statements. There were some pretty good ide 


Q Any certainty it was a Silkworm? 
A I can't say that. As I said, they're looking at 


the details to make sure exactly what it was and where it came 
From 
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Q Is there a possibility, Phyllis, at all that Iran 
did not fire the missile? 


a I'm not speculating. Again, let me repeat what 
we have said. We want to be sure of absolutely what it was and 
where it came from, although people have said that they 
certainly have some pretty strong assumptions. 


Q The Iraqis do have Silkworm -- 

” Excuse me. Please finish. 

Q The Iraqis do have Silkworms as well? 

fe) As I understand it, there is speculation, and let 


me emphasize again that it is that, that these missiles, or 
whatever they were, could have come from installations near 
Fao, but I think that's as far as we've talked about it. And 
let me repeat again, we want to be sure exactly what it was and 
where it came from before we make any definitive statements. 


Q Phyllis, what does the new attack do to American 
efforts at getting more Allied cooperation and presence in the 
Gulf? What's happening in that area? 


a I don't think it would be fair to say this 
specifically causes a greater increase in our efforts to seek 
Allied cooperation I think wnat this does fundamentally is, 
once again, to point up the dangerous situation in the area, 
the need to end the war To that end, we are renewing and 
continuing our efforts at the United Nations. We are 
consulting with our Allies, not only in Europe but in the Gulf, 
and we will continue these efforts 


Q To follow up, if I may Does the series of 
attacks in 24 hours discourage Allied participation? 


a You'd have to ask the Allies 
Q Is that the concern that we have? 
“ We're concerned about the situation We're in 


touch with them, but I'm not going to offer any speculation 
about whether this is going to increase or decrease 
cooperation. I think, again, the point is that this underlines 
the dangerousness of the situation and the need to bring the 
war to an end. 
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Q Phyllis, do the rules of engagement still 
continue to apply only to U.S.-flagged carriers in 
international waters? 


a I understand there has been some speculation and 
even some reports the Administration has received inquiries 
from a number of shipping companies regarding U.S. protection 
policy in the Gulf. Under Secretary Armacost has met with 
company representatives and other Administration officials have 
met with the owners on several occasions to explain U.S. policy 
on this subject. As we've made clear in the past, our policy 
has not changed. We protect U.S.-flagged vessels. 


Q Well, let me just be more specific. Is 
retaliation for today's attack one of the options being 
considered? 


I'm not going to speculate on that. I've said we 
are discussing the full range of possible options that we might 
use -~- diplomatic, others -- but I'm not going to go beyond 
that. 

Q Phyllis, it is a fair assumption, since you said 


that through the Swiss, the [Iranian Government has been made 
aware fully of our concerns that the Iranians have been warned 
in no uncertain terms? 


“ I don't think that we've ever used the terms 
“warned” or “no uncertain terms." But, certainly, Chuck and I 
and others have stressed that the Iranians know of our pesition 
and know of our concerns about such acts 


--MORE-- 
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Q Phyllis, the wires are quoting one of our 
Ambassadors in the Gulf area saying this is an escalation 


a I'm not aware of that report. 


Q Do you have information on the whereabouts or 
wishes of a Soviet ballet dancer who -- 


Aa Well, let's finish with the Gulf, and then I'll 
be happy to go -- 


Q Phyllis, you mentioned a diplomatic option at the 
very beginning of the statement you read. What kind of 
Giplomatic option do you have when you are already having a 
very low diplomatic representation with the iranians, or do you 
mean diplomatic measures to be taken by the Allies -- by the 
Europeans or other countries? 


a) I'm again not going to get into specifics of 
these efforts. When [ talk about diplomatic moves or efforts, 
it certainly covers -- it is intended to cover -- all possible 


options with friends, people in the Gulf at the United Nations, 
things like that, and I don't think it would be correct to 
assume that it is limited to one or two countries. We are 
simply examining ranges of possible options 


Q Phyllis, I wanted to say in that word 
“escalation,” given the track record of the Iranians, if we hit 
them back, they're surely going to hit us back with far more 
power than we are trying to I mean there is a real danger of 
escalation in here 


How much have we weighed this thing’ And are we 
really prepared to escalate in there? What contingencies are 
we making for all this? 


M Your question really brings out lots of 
assumptions and calls on me to speculate, and ['m simply not 
going to do that. I will stick with what we've said 
Obviously, we take it seriously [t is a serious situation 
We're considering carefully and consulting 


In the back 


Q Do you have any ideas of going to the Secretary 
General and asking for him to speed up a little bit on his 
efforts as a result of this attack? 
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And the other question is just a technical question. 
Were these representations that the Iranians are aware of made 
to the Swis, since this incident yesterday, or are you talking 
about things that they've known of all along? 


2) Those are concerns that we've expressed to the 
Iranians over the course of the summer. They were not taken 
simply because of the attack yesterday an“? today. 


So you have not been in touch with the Iranians 
since the attack? 


A I simply can't help you with that question. 


But let me get back to the second part of the question 
that you asked about what's happening at the United Nations. 
We understand the Secretary General met with the [ranian and 
Iraqi permanent representatives to the U.N. yesterday afternoon 
to present a more detailed outline for implementing U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 598. As the Secretary-—General said 
in his press conference yesterday, the parties have 15 days to 
study the plan. They will then be expected to submit their 
respective reactions to him by the end of the month. 


Q Was the 15 days okay with you? 


a Well, we have gone along with that. This was 
part of the consensus that had been developed at the U.N. that 
the Secretary talked about when he had finished his 
consultations up there fcr the UNGA He said there would be 
new instructions These are part of them The Secretary 
General has given both the parties this time period to study 
the detailed outlines 


Q Phyllis, when we first became aware of sites 
being prepared for these Silkworms, and then through the 
process, from the platform here you and Chuck, I think, 
explained that you had conveyed to [ran just how gravely you 
considered this matter 


Now, if it turns out -- and it seems likely -- that 
this was a Silkworm, aren't you in a position to have to do 
something emphatic? 


“4 Once again, let me say we are not speculating in 
any way on what possible reactions there might be [t is true 
we discussed from the podium in June our views on the Silkworm, 
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and this was particularly in response to repr Sat missiles, 
or Silkworm batteries, were being installed neur - Gulf 
entrance, near the Strait of Hormuz 


At that point, we said the U.S. position is clear, the 
presence of anti-ship missiles near the Strait of Hormuz poses 
a threat to non-belligerent shipping, and adds to an already 
unstable situation in the region. 


Q Are there any plans for Secretary of State Shultz 
to tour the Sea Isle City and see the damage for himself? 





A [I've not heard of anything of that. He's got a 
very busy schedule in the Middle East, and ™'m certainly not 
aware of any consideration given to changing his plans. 


Q It there any connection between this attack and 
the Secretary's visit, or was there anything that we can -- 


a No, I don't think it's correct to draw any link 
between them. Certainly, it's in the same general area. We've 
talked about the problems that are there, but I don't think 
there is any linkage 


Q Well, can you clarify -- I had understood you 
when you issued your opening statement about being in touch 
with Iran through the Swiss that was a direct response to the 
attack, certainly yesterday, if not today 


” No 

Q Are you now backing off that and saying -- 

9) No Lf that was something you deduced from what 
I read, that would be incorrect I've answered that question 
We have -- 

Q There's been no specific new message passed to 


Iran as a result of either the attack today or yesterday? 


“ Not that I'm aware of 

Q Can you take that question?’ 

mn I will try and take that question 

Q When you answered the question on possible 


changes in the rules of engagement a little while ago -- 
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a No, I wasn't talking about rules of engagement. 
I was talking about our policy on protecting U.S.-flag -- 


-- you sounded as though you would like to have 
said a little more. Isn't it true now that the cooperating 
Allies gained something? For instance, a British ship or an 
Italian ship, something, ."ich was actually seeming to be 
attacked, American forces « uld react to that, would they not 
-- would act in the same way they would against an attack on an 
American ship? 


4 et me repeat, our policy remains unchanged. We 
are protecting U.S.-flag vessels 


Q Orly. 
4 Orly. 
Q You're following a very cautious line with regard 


to this latest attack on the Kuwaiti re-flagged ship. Is this 
a reflection of being curious not to undermine moderate forces 
inside [ran? 


" There is no way I can help you with that question. 


Q Phyllis, thank you very much You said before, 
our policy is that we protect U.S.-flagq vessels That was in 
answer to a question by John Wallach -- 


a Yes 


Q -- about do we protect U.S.-flag vessels in 
international waters, which raises the question in my mind, at 
least, about how far this protection extends Does it extend 
only to international waters, and then once one, an 
American-flagqg ship enters Kuwaiti waters, then this is the 
Kuwaiti Government's responsibility, or what? 


4 Well, I think your question brings we an 
important point and, I think, one that does need to ode 
reemphasized, that this attack occurred in Kuwaiti waters It 
was an attack on Kuwait; the attack was also on a U.S.-flagged 
vessel And I think that that is the important point, or those 
are important points that [| want to emphasize, we have extended 
our protection of these US -flaqg vessels in international 
waters There have been arrangements worked out with the 
Government of Kuwait on when that exact protection begins But 
what we're saying, in Kuwaiti territorial waters, Kuwait has 
the responsibility 
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Q It is not, therefore, al .S. responsibility under 
the policy as you outlined it? 


a Well, we said it was an attack on Kuwait. It's 
Kuwaiti waters. 


Q Well, regardless of the waters -- 


a But it was a U.S.-flagged vessel in Kuwaiti 
waters, so there are two points in that: one, it was a 
U.S.-flagged vessel and it was in Kuwaiti waters. 


I think the point that you are getting at is, does 
U.S. protection extend to these ships in Kuwaiti waters? 


Q Exactly 


2) What we have said is that the naval protection 
that we have provided extends up to points worked out with the 
Government of Kuwait At that point, they assume 
responsibility 


Q What is to prevent -- 

“ Wait a minute Too many questions 

Q You wil] not change the rules of engagement? 

a ['m not talking at all about rules of 
engagement That's a different subject from where the 


protection extends [t's what you do when that protection is 
extended and what our policy is about protecting U.S .-flagged 
vessels 


Q But you will not reconsider this position, I mean’ 
a I'm not speculating on anything that might happen 
Q Regardless of the waters, is this ship considered 


au.S. entity or not? 


a Yes It's a U.S.-flaq vessel in Kuwaiti waters 


Q What were you alluding to a minute ago when you 
said that the arrangements with Kuwait on when that protection 
begins? 
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_ What I' saying is that has been worked out with 
Kuwait. I'm not sure whether -- [ would like to check to make 
sure that I have the exact understanding on that, and I'm also 
not sure when, or if, we've talked about that publicly. 


Q But there is some new arrangement with Kuwait? 


” No. I'm not saying there is a new arrangement. 
I'm just saying those arrangements have been worked out with 
the Government of Kuwait. 


Q Doesn't it go from the entire length of the Gulf 
right now -- from the Straits up? 


A No. Wait aminute. Maybe there is confusion. 
We have talked about our protection of U.S.-flagged vessels 
through the Gulf, and there is a point when they get into 
Kuwaiti waters when Kuwait takes that over. Is that -- 


Q So are you waiting for the Kuwaitis to say, 
"Please come and help us?" 


A No. I don't want to imply that in any way All 
I'm saying is if there are arrangements that [ can talk about 
at what point U.S. Naval protection stops and it becomes the 
responsibility of the Kuwaiti Government, ['1ll try and get you 
something on that 


Q Do American naval ships enter into Kuwaiti 
territorial waters? 


a Again, I would have to check on that I assume 
they do, but they do not as a protecting ship but to come in 
for services that all naval vessels require 


Q So in other words, if they got that tag it is not 
considered an act against the United States? It would be 
against Kuwait? 


ay If it occurs in territorial waters of a country, 
then it's that country's res»onsibility 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Phyllis, you've made it abundantly clear here 
today that U.S. ships will only protect American flag vessels. 
Has that message been clearly stated to the U.S. allies, and 
have they in turn said, “Don't worry, we're sending more help"? 


fs) I simply can't help you with that question. That 
gets into operational details that [I'm just not prepared to 
deal with. 


Q Have you heard anything new from American allies 
about their sending additional forces or new forces into the 
Gulf? 


q Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Phyllis, what about -- 
a But things are happening very quickly. I'm just 


saying ['m not prepared to answer that question. 


Q Phyllis, of course, Iran has a lot of these 
Silkworms What if they use some more? 


2) Well, again, I'm just not going to speculate. 

I mean, is there any warning in this message 
that's been conveyed to the Iranians through the Swiss? Have 
you alluded to the prospect of another -- 


a No I'm talking about warnings that have existed 
over the course of the summer And again, the point that I 
tried to make, I'm not aware that there have been any new 
warnings or messages passed in the wake of the incident 
yesterday or today 


Q Well, is that contemplated? Are you formulating 
a message to them? 


" I just can't heip you with that 


Q Phyllis, if you don't protect your reflagged 
ships, Kuwaiti reflagged ships in territorial waters of Kuwait, 
will you consider sending them arms? You rejected the last 
proposal to send arms for them 


a I'm not speculating for the umpteenth time today 
on any future possible courses of action 
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Q You're going to take off that “Bless the Press” 
button pretty soon. 

” That's right. (Laughter) I have another one 
over here. (Laughter) 

Q Just to be clear whether you're actually saying 
anything -- (laughter) -- that moves this story, are you 


suggesting that there are new discussions with Kuwait or have 
been recent discussions within the last two or three days about 
the -- whatever you want to call them -- rules of engagement or 


” I just can't help you with that, because I don't 
know whether there have been those discussions. We're 
obviously in the wake of what happened yesterday and today. As 
I've said, we're in close consultation with the Government of 
Kuwait. Whether it has extended to that subject, I simply 
can't say. 


Q New subject? 

) New subject? 

Q No 

fe) One more Yes? 

Q There was some concern among US. companies with 
ships in the Gulf Is there any change in the thinking on 
whether -- extending the umbrella -- 

A Well, I answered that question, because i said 


that Armacost had met with these company officials ae 
explained our position Our policy has not changed We are 
protecting U.S. flag vessels 


Q (Inaudible) -- those Liberian flag ships would 
not be -- 

a What? 

Q A U.S. company that owns Liberian flag ships is 


not getting protected 


a That's correct 


Q Did you say when Armacost met with them? 
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a I don't nave those details. we can see if we can 
get you an a@nswer on that. 


Q Do vou have any comment on the reports that 
Israel resumed -- 


A Now, weit a minute -- 

Q -- sending arms -—- 

b Now, he was next -- 

Q -- to iran -- 

- -- when we changed a subject. 

Q It's on the same subject. 

fs Well, not quite My answer is no. 


Do you have any information on the whereabouts or 
wishes of a Soviet ballet dancer who left his troupe in Dallas 
last night? 


rs We are aware of press reports coming from Dallas 
concerning a dancer with the Moscow ballet. It's a well 
established policy of this Department neither to confirm nor 
deny the existence of individual asylum requests. This 
protects the applicant, his family, and the integrity of the 
asylum process. 


The Immigration and Naturalization Service, INS, has 
the primary responsibility for handling asylum matters in this 
country, although the Department of State has an advisory 
role. If you have any general questions about the asylum 
process, I as usual refer you to the INS 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the meeting this 
morning here in the State Department between officials and 
American women who claim their Saudi Arabian spouses have 
kidnapped their children? 


‘ Yes. There was a meeting this morning in the 
Department. Senator Dixon came to the State Department with 
several families of children who have been wrongfully taken 
from the United States to other countries. The group met with 
Mr. Edward Derwinski, Under Secretary for Security Assistance, 
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Science and Technology, and Assistant Secretary for Consular 
affairs Joan Clark. 


The discussion focused on the concern and frustration 
that we share with these families over the problem of 
international child abduction and the kind of actions that the 
Department is taking and can take on behalf of these families. 


Q Is the kind of action that the State Department 
can take limited because of other strategic considerations 
about relationships, for instance, between the U.S. and the 
Saudis? 


ra I'm not going to get into the details of those 
actions and the considerations that go into that. That becomes 
private diplomatic communication. I just can't help you with 
that. 


Q You don't have anything on what the policy is on 
that subject? 


‘ Well, the policy is that we try and do what we 
can to help these families. 


Q Have you had any requests from the Soviet 
Government to help them find this ballet dancer who left his 
troupe in Dallas? 


- Yes. We have been contacted by the Soviet 
Embassy. 

Q And the response -- 

a I just don't have anything beyond that. 

Q Do you know whether the dancer is safe, whether 


there's any possibility of foul play or -—- 


+ I just can't help you with that. 

Q You have no details. 

. No. 

Q What is the U.S. reaction to the military coup in 


Burkina Fasso yesterday; and, secondly, there has been visits 
here in recent time by the President of Mozambique and the OAU 
Chairman. Does this represent some kind of movement towards a 
dialogue among the various factions in Angola and Mozambique? 








at 








-16- Friday, 
10/16/87 


a Let me just take the second part or the second 
half of your questions. First, we have discussed the meetings 
that have been held with the people -- Chissano from 
Mozambique. I really don't have anything further to add on his 
visit or the movements regarding Angola. 


In regard to the situation in Burkina Fasso, our 
Embassy reports that following shooting in Ouagadougou on 
October 16, local radio has been broadcasting announcements 
that a group called the "Front Nationale" under the leadership 
of Minister of State for Justice Compaore has overthrown the 
Government of President Sankara. 


There are approximately 300 Americans in Burkina 
Fasso. As of this morning, all were reported safe. A curfew 
was in effect overnight, but the situation now seems calm. 
Borders and airports are closed until further notice, but both 
domestic and international telephone lines have been open 
throughout the event. The government has declared a holiday 
for today, so the U.S. Embassy has not been open for business. 


Q Do you believe that the situation calls for a new 
diplomatic recognition of the new government? 


2 Well, the question of recognition is really not 
appropriate at this moment. I think that our response to 
events in Burkina Fasso is similar to our reaction to other 
abrupt government changes, usually by coup d'etats in recent 
years. 


Rather than talking about the issue of recognition, 
our Embassy is instructed to continue normal contacts and 
monitor the situation closely to determine whether the new 
regime has effective control over the country. Signing of new 
agreements or arrangements like that, or significant bilateral 
actions are normally avoided during this period. 


Finally, after thorough review of the situation, 
full-scale diplomatic contacts and relations are continued 
without specific events constituting an act of recognition. 


Q Do you have anything on the Contra plan to visit 
Managua? 
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a Yes. We view the Contras or the Democratic 
Resistance of Nicaragua's announced return to Nicaragua as a 
courageous and important step toward the achievement of a 
negotiated cease-fire. We agree with President Arias of Costa 
Rica, President Duarte of £1 Salvador, and President Azcona of 
Honduras that direct talks between the Nicaraguan Resistance 
and the Sandinista Government are essential to national 
reconciliation as outlined in the Guatemela accord signed by 
Nicaragua and the four democratic Central American countries. 


Q Phyllis, how much did the Contras discuss this 
idea with the Administration, and do you know where this idea 
originated? 


. I don't know where the idea originated, and I'm 
not aware that there have been discussions with the 
Administration. We support their efforts, as I have said 
before, but I'm just not aware of any detailed discussions on 
it. 


Q Phyllis, going back to the kidnapped kid's 
question, to your knowledge has the State Department ever in 
the last six or seven years been able to help effect the 
reunification of mother and kid in any of these circumstances? 


. I simply have nothing that I could heIp you with 
on that kind of question. I don't have the background 
information on it. I'm not sure it exists, and I'm not sure 
even if we had it whether we could release it, because 
sometimes this gets into Privacy Act questions, certainly on 
Consular cases. If there's anything that we can talk about, 
we'll certainly try and make it available. 


Q Under what circumstances would a 15-year-old 
Soviet ballet dancer be allowed to stay in this country? 


I simply don't know on that. There are 
established asylum procedures that are governed by the INS. 


Certainly we have an advisory interest role in it, but I just 
can't go beyond that to talk about -- 


Q (Inaudible) -- decision. 
= Yes. 


Queen Elizabeth recently acknowledged the loss of 
British sovereignty in Fiji. Does the U.S. plan to follow suit? 
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a We regret the circumstances that have led the 
Governor-General in Fiji to submit his resignation to the Queen 
which she has accepted. We're consulting with our friends and 
allies on how to deal with the new circumstances in Fiji. 


Q On Haiti, journalists who are on the scene say 
that it was plainclothes police who murdered the Presidential 
candidate Yves Volel. Is that now the Administration's 
position? And, secondly. what is the Administration's 
assessment of this second assassination of a candidate on the 
possibility for a free, fair election? 


A I'm sorry. I just can't help you with either one 
of those. We've seen these reports, but I just have nothing on 
that. 


Q The State Department still maintains the position 
that we don't know who killed Yves Volel? 


a At this point I'm simply not in a position to 
discuss what our views are on that situation. 


Q Back to Ouagadougou, if the Embassy in Burkina 
Fasso is not on the list of Embassies that are to be closed, 
why isn't it? (Laughter) 

a) Well, I don't have that little list with me, and 
I simply don't know. There are lots of considerations that go 
into those decisions, mainly budgetary. 


Q Anything on the official schedule of the visit of 
the Crown Prince of Saudi Arabia? 


a No. I don't have anything on that. 
Q Thank you. 


a Goodbye. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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Q: Has the State Department or the Defense Department ever 
spelled out details of an agreement with Kuwait on the 
point/limits of U.S. naval protection of U.S. flag vessels? 
A: --UNDER THE PROTECTION REGIME THAT HAS BEEN ESTABLISHED, 
U.S. FORCES LIMIT THEIR ESCORT OF U.S. FLAG SHIPS TO 
INTERNATIONAL WATERS. THE GOVERNMENT OF KUWAIT IS 
RESPONSIBLE FOR THE DEFENSE OF ITS TERRITORIAL WATERS. 
WE RETAIN THE RIGHT TO DEFEND U.S. FLAG SHIPPING WITH AN 


APPROPRIATE RESPONSE REGARDLESS OF WHERE THE ATTACK OCCURS. 


Q: Are there any provisions for U.S. naval forces to enter 
Kuwaiti ports? 


A: --THERE ARE NO SPECIAL PROVISIONS. STANDARD NAVAL 
PROCEDURE IS TO REQUEST PERMISSION FOR ENTRY INTO FOREIGN 


PORTS. 


Q: Do US naval ships have access to Kuwaiti oorts? 


A: --WE HAVE ACCESS WHENEVER WE NEED IT. 


Q: When did Under Secretary Armacost meet with shipping 
company officials to discuss non-U.S. flag carriers in the Gulf? 


A: =--MR. ARMACOST MET WITH LEADERS OF THE INDEPENDENT TANKER 


OPERATORS ASSOCIATION ON JUNE 30, 1987. 
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0 19362237 OCT 37 
FM AMCONSUL JERTSALEM 
TO SFCSTATE WASEDC IMMEDIATE 
SSIA WASHDC IMMFTIATE 
WEITEEOTSE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
USINFO WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY AMMAN IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY DAMASCUS IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY BIYADE IMMEDIATE 
AMEMPBASSY ALGIE®S IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY TEL AVIV IMMEDIATE 
AMCONSUL JEDDAH IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY TUNIS IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY RABAT IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY FFIPUT IMMEDIATE 
AMEFMBASSY CAIRO IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY LONDON IMMEDIATE 
AMPMBASSY “OSCOW IMMEDIATE 
UNCLAS SECTION 22 OF QS 
CORRECTED CO 
SFCSTAT® FOR PA . 
NEA/P 
DEPT PASS 
USIA FOR F 
VOA/REN, VOA/CA, ! 
WFITFHOVSE FOR YR. 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 22 JERUSA 
12354: N/A 
OVIP (SHULTZ, SECRSE P) 
¢ PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
ABOUT? SO WE CONTINOF TS SC 
ABOUT TEAT. THERS IS A SENS IN WHICE ) 
FAVE TO SAY SD MANY PEOPLE WHC ARE VESY WELT 
INFOPMET ANT VEPY PPICET HAVE WORKED ON THESE 
ISSUES FO® SO LONG THAT IT IS I¥PROFAPLFE THAT 
TFER® ARE ANY SENTINELY NEW IDEAS. EUT THE 


SITUATION PVOLVFS AND. TOT TRY TO ARPANGE 
THESE, -ROTE SUBSTANTIVELY AND PROCEDURALLY, 
TO SEF IF YON CAN’T FIND A WkY FOR SOME 
PROGRFSS, RFCAUSF THE ORJECTIVE OF PFACE IS 
SQ IMPORTANT AND THE BENEFITS POTENTIALLY ARE 
UNCLASSIFIED / 











22/28/89 99513¢ 

27 JERUSALEM 3412 
UNCLASSIFIED 

SO GRFAT. AND I BAVEF BREN DOING THAT WITH 
THE PRIME MINISTER WPOSE DRIVE FO? PEACE IS 
QUITE APPARENT, AS WELL AS WITH THE FOPBISN 
MINISTF? WHO ALSO EAS A GREAT CONCFRN AAD IS 
CONSUMED RY THAT SO TFAT IS wWFAT 
I HAVE BREN DOINS. I WILL DO THAT WITS 
PRESIDFNT MUBARAY, WITH XING PUSSFIN, ATAIN 
WITH PRIMF MINISTER SEAMIR WEEN EF IS IN 
WASHINGTON, 4ND SO ON. WE ROPY THAT WF 
GRADUALLY Gi? SOMEWHERE AND IN & WAY, IF YO" 
LOOX BACK A WAYS, -TUGERE FES BEEN CONSIDEPAPLE 
PROGRESS, 
9: JIM ANDEPSON FROM NPI. POLLOWING C 
SECRETARY, WOULD YO" CONTINGTS, DO vor T 
YOUR TALYS WITH TER IS2AFLIS HAVE MOVED 
TEINGS FORWARD AT ALL? 00 YOU SEF ANY 
DFAPPANGRMPNTS TEAT SIVF ANY POSSTRILITY OF 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PACF 22 JFRUS& @3412 22 OF 
ANY PUTIRE MOVEMENTS? 
As I CAN’T POINT TO ANY PARTICTYAS 7 
SAY “LOOK, WF PAVE GONE FROM HERE TO 
TRERE. BUT I DO FEEL TREAT WE FAVE FeD 
SOME... THF DISCUSSIONS ARR ALWAYS INTENS? 
GOOD ON THIS SUPJECT, RUT TEFY HAVE RFEN 
THOROUGE, AND I BELIEVE, AT LEAST FROM uY 
STANDPOINT, IT FAS BREN BENEFICIAL ANT 
CONSTRUCTIVE. RUT I CAN’T POINT TO ANY 
PARTICULAR THINS AT THIS POINT THAT IS A BI 
SIGN OF PROGRRSS. 
Q: DAVID SPIPLER FROM THE NEW YORC TIMES. 
WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE PRIME “INISTFR SRAMIR 
RFLAY FIS OBJECTIONS TO AN INTFONATIONAL 


N M2? 


i le 
Ww yat 
seo Vag 


se , 
CONFERENCES DO “TOT THIN THAT WOULD FFELP 
MAKE PROGRESS? 
As FE IS CONCERNED AS WE ALL ARE, BY WANTING 
TO FIND A POAD TO PEACE. AND HF IS CONCERNED 
AS WE ALL ARE, THAT WE FIND A ROAD THAT TURNS 
OUT TO EF FRNITFI'. AND THAT DORSN’? GPT 
OVERWPELMPD BY RISKS. SO J THINK BF FAS AN 
ASSESSMENT OF RIS“S THAT IS QUITE 
UNDERSTANDARLES AND WE BATE TO CREP WORKING 
AT THIS BALANCE OF THE RIS"S OF DOING 
SOMETHING, THE RISKS OF NOT DOING SOMETEING; 
HOW TO MINIMI7E THE RISK CONNECTED WITE ANY 
ACTION THAT WE CONTEMPLATE AND KTFPP 
STRUGGLING AT IT. AND THAT’S WHAT WE ARF 
DOING, SO 1 AM NOT TRYING TO TALS ANYBODY 
INTO OR OUT OF ANY PAPTICULA® TEINS, FUT JisT 
FIND SOME AVENUR THAT WE CAN ALL PEEL MORE 
MNCLASSIFIED / 
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PACE @1 FOUSA 83412 2Z 
ACTION PA-?2 
INFO LOG-@? COPY-71 ADS-22 

DODF-02 


fm nw i —srer re) 


AMEMBASSY | 
AMEMBASSY DPD: 
AMEMBASSY RIYADE IMMEDIATE 
AMFMBASSY ALGIESS IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY TFL AVIV IMMFDIATS 
AMCONSUL JEDDAH IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY TIYNIS IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY PARAT IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY BEIRIT IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY CAIRO IMMEDIATE 
AMEMEASSY LONDON IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY MOSCOW IM4EDIATE 
UNCLAS SECTION O27 CF @F JERUSALEM 43412 
CORRECTEDCOPY (BEADING) 
SECSTATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS, NSA, NEA/SIAL, 
NFA/P 
DEPT PASS NSC FOR MPR, 
USIA FOR P ASSOCIATS DI} 
VOA/BBEN, VOA/CA, NEA/BULLOC’ 
WRITEHC’SE FOR YR. FITZWATER ANI 
UNCLASSIFIED 
ONCLASSIFIE’ 
PAGE 22 
E.0. 1235€: N/A 
TAGS: OCVIP (SEULTZ, GEORGE 
SUBJECT: PRESS CONFERENSE &8Y SSCRETARY OF 
COMFORTSELE WITE AND HE FRELS, OBVIOUSLY, 
WITE AN INTFRNATIONAL CONFFRENCFE AS DESCRIBED 

MANY. 

JAY BUSHINSTY OF TEE CHICAGO SUN TIMRS. 
DO YOU AGREE WITH TPE PRIME MINISTE®, MR. 
SPAMIR, THAT THE MAIN OBJECTICN TOC TEE 
INTERNATIONAL CONFERFNCE IS TRAT THE SOVIET 


UNION WOULD BF ONT OF THE PARTICIPANTS, -AND 

THAT THF SOVIFT "NION COULD ONLY EF A 

DESTRUCTIVE ELE”ENT IN THE PEACE PROCESS? 

As OF COURSE THERE ARE THRE FACTS THAT iN THE 
MNCLASSIFIED / 








98/2R/a9 2795127 PRINTER: VK 

87 JERUSALEM 5412 

INCLASSTFIED 
PAST THE SOVIET UNION EAS NOT BEEN 
CONSTRUCTIVE TOWARD THIS. AND WEEN SOMEBODY 
HAS MADE CONSTRUCTIVE MOVES LIKE IN‘ 
FUSSEIN’S EFFORT TO FIND SOME RE | 
GROUND WITE THE PLO, AND EE 


° 
FINDING THAT, TEFY wAITEY ON 





-“ ~ -" 
creve 
wi ~~ 


X THF OTEF® SIDF 
OF THE LEDGPR. THEY DON’T FAVE DIPLOMATIC 
FELATIONS WITH ALL OF THE PARTIES CONCERNED, 
MOST PAPTICILARLY ISRAFL. WF HAVF THESE 
SONTINUING, VERY DEEP ISSUES OF SOVIET JEWRY 
THAT THEY NEED TO FACE UP 1D. SO TETPE ARF 
PROBLEMS TERRE. SO THAT 1S SOMETHING OF At 
OPSTACLE. THERE ARE OTPRR OBSTACLES, -BUT 
THPRF APE ALWAYS OBSTACLES. THE QUESTION IS 


7 
BOW DO YCU DEAL WITH TEEM AND SOLVE TEE 


PROBLEMS, SO YOU GEY SOMEWHERE. I HCPE AT 
UNCLASSIFIE! 

UNCLASSIFIED 

PAGE 22 TERUSA 23412 27 OF 29 2121272 
SOME POINT THE SOVIET "ION MIGHT BF IN A 
CONSTRUCTIVE FRAME OF MIND. 

Q: ANDREW MEISELS OF THE WASHINGTON TIMES. 

MR. SECRETARY, WHEN YO" WILL PE SPEAKING TO 
<ING HUSSEIN IN LONDON, WILL YOU 3E ABLE TO 


GIVE HIM A DEFINITIVE ANSWER 
INTERNATIONAL CONFESFNCE OF W 


t 
IND OF AN A 


TO BRING EI™ SO™= Ts 

FIM TO WEIGH RASED ON YOUR TAIKS? 

A: I WILL HAVE SOME THINGS TO TALK TO KING 
EUSSEIN ABOUT, AND I WILL RESERVE TEEY FOR 
HIM, 


s (INANMDIBLE) NEWS CFRVICRE. “YR. SECRETARY, 
’ DID YOU “SAN BY TEE RIS<S OF DOING 


»eoIN TEE SPEECH TEAT I GAVE--WHAT I MEAN 
kK OF DOINS NOTHING IS THAT IF TH 


SITUATION JUST DRIFIS AND PROPLE SET THE 
FEELING THAT THERE IS NO HOPE, THFN THERE 
TENDS TO BE A DEBILITATING PROCESS TAKE 

I THINS THEREFOR®, HAVING A PROCESS 
$ ALIVF--AND TO BF SPEN TO PR ALIVE, IT 
IUINELY TO BE ALIVE AND MOVING--ALLOWS 


PFOPLE TO PFLIEVE, AT LEAST “ITH SOME GENUINE ; 
BASIS THAT TFINGS CAN PE BETTFR. I THINK 

THAT IS VERY IMPORTANT. THE RISK OF PEOPL™ 

BEING RESIGNED TO FEELING TEAT NOTEING CAN 

SFANGE FOR THE BETTER ARE GREAT RIS<S BECAUSE 

IT TENDS TO LEAD THEM TO TITAN MORF 70 
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ACTION PA-22 
INFO LOG-¢2 COPY-21 ADS-22 INR-12 t 

DODE-72 «B91 “SC-?1 NEA-24 

L-@2 TPSE-322 PM—-172 CC0-22 

CN P=-71 FAIM=-21 (C-@1 PRS-21 

~ 2-2 -------------- 2255 

0 19@6227 OCT 37 
PM AMCONSUL JERUSALE™ 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 7422 
USIA WASEDC IMMFTIATE 
WEITEHOTSE WASEDC IMMEDIATE 
USINFO wASHDC IYMEDIATE 
AMEMPASSY AMMAN IMMFDTATE 
AMEMBASSY DAMASCUS IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY PIVADH IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY ALGIE®S IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY TEL AVIV IMMEDIATE 
AMCONSUL JEDDAB IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY TUNIS IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY RABAT IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMEDIATE 
AMEMPASSY CAI®O IMMEDIATE 
AMPMRASSY TONDON IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY MOSCOW IMMEDIATE 
UNCLAS SFCTION 24 OF 29 JFRUSALEM 23412 
coR sc?Tssp §$ P yY (FEADING) 
SFCSTAT® FOR PA AND PA/PSESS, NEA, NEA/IAT 
NEA/E 
DEPT PASS NSC FOR MR. CARLUCTI 
USIA FO® P ASSOCIATS DIPFCTOR, P/PFN, P/S, 
TOA/RBEN, TOA/CA, NEA/BITLLOC 
WEITPECTUSE FOR YR. FITZWATER AND MR. FOWAR 
NNCLASSIFIET 
UNCLASSIPIEL 
PACE QZ JERUSA 83412 34 OF 25 21 
F.O. 12356: N/A 
TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P) 
SUBJECT: PRESS CONFERENCE BY STCRETARY OF 
O: M®, STCRETARY, HOW TO YOU PERCFIVE OP 
CONSIDER TEE IDEA RAISED BY TFE PRIME 
MINISTE®, ITZEA% SHAMI® THAT A MEETING 
RETWFEN HIM AND “ING FUSSEIN WITHOUT THE 
FRAMEWORK OF AN INTFRNATIONAL CONTERENCE 
WOULD SERVE THRE CAUSE OF PEACY BETTER TEAN 
TEE CONPERENCE ITSELF. 
As “YING TISSTIN FIO TO JOLCH THF MANNPR IW 
WHICH HE CAN PRODUCTIVELY MOVE FORWARD, 
THINT WE ALL SAVE TD RESPECT THE CONCERNS OF 
FACS PARTY. IN TEF END, OF COURSE, IT’S 
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ACTION PA-@2 

INFO LOG-27 


LC COPY-01 ADS-272 INR-1727 EUR-22 SS-#2 CIAE-27 
DODF-22 F-21 sC-2 NEA-274 NSAE-22 SS0-23 HA-29 
L-02 TPSE-22 PM-12 CCO-22@ 8 OMB-01 8 INRF-22 SP-22 
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wn nn 225571 2171217 /32/18 

9 19269272 OCT 3? 

Fw AMCONSUL JERUSALEM 

TO SFCS"ATF WASEDC IMMEDIATE 2423 

osra wacepe IYMEDIATE 

WHITEFOUSE WASHTDC IMMEDIATE 

USINFO WASHTC IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY AMMAN IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY DAMASCUS “IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY PIYADE IMMFDIATE 

AMEMBASSY ALGIERS IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY TEL AVIV IMMEDIATE 

AMCONSTIL JETDAH IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY TUNIS IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY RABAT IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY PRIPOT IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY CAIRO IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY LONDON IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY MOSCOW IMMEDIATE 

UNSLAS SECTION 27 OF @9 JERUSALEM 23442 

CORRECTE DCC PY (EEADING) 

SFCSTATF FO? PA AND PA/PRESS, NFA, NEA/IATI, 

NEA/P 

DEPT PASS NSC FOR MR. CARLUCCI 

SIA FOP P ASSOCTATF DIRECTOR, P/PFN, P/S, 

VOA/PEN, VOA/CA, NEA/PULLOCS 

WHITFRO'SF TOR MR, PIT7WATE® ANT MR. HOWARD 

UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIED 

PAGE @2 JEers# 93412 27 OF 2 2121197 

E.0. 17356: N/A 

TASS: OVIP (SFULTZ, SEORSE P) 

SUBJFCT: PRESS CONFERENCE PY SFCRFTARY OF 

DOES, AND I MIGHT SAY IT°S SOPRCE OF SOME 

SATISFACTION. AND I THINE #F SHONTLD TAZ: 

SOME PRIDT IN THF UNITED STATFS AT THF 

QUALITY OF OUR AMBASSADOR HERE AND I SAY THAT 

FECANSF WHFRFVF® I 50, PEOPLE SORT OF 

CASUALLY SPEM TO QUIETLY LET ME <NOW, gEF 

YO" SURF GOT A CAPABLE AMBASSADO® HRRF. AND 

] MIGHT SAY WE“ LL WELCOME TEF ISPRAPFLT 

AMBASSADOR TO WASHINGTON. WE°RE WELL 


PFPPFSFNTED IN BOTE COUNTRIES 
OURSTION: BUT THF BUMAN RIGETS ISSUE, YOU 
ONCLASSIFIED / PASE 17 
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ACTION PA-22 
ra rn nr a5 c a! a 
INFO LL! yer COPY -7?1 &DS-72 INR -12 r 
TN nn : ~ - 
DODF-¢2 P-#1 MSC-21 NEA-24 
L-23 TRSF<-77 PM=—1? eco oF 
oar fe | b ma nr 7x c “= 
SNP-21 FAIM-21 C-21 PPS-71 
—_———— ee ee ee rr ee eee ee ee ee a. 3% 
—— c . 
0 1976922 OCT 37 
cM verre tT? Trpmcaro 
FM AMCONSUL JERUSALEF™ 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 2424 
* ** ~~ + “aT — 
CSIA WASEDC IMMETTAT: 
WEFITFEOTSE WASHDC IMMETTATE 
ry arcn nn vu am 
ISI Fi WASEDS I Y ViALS 
AMOIMEACCY EyvMan TMYOnTaAre 
‘a ~~ e : + Laff 
AMEMBASSY DAMASCUS IMMEDIATE 
yy D ce 7 Sg cy * 
‘ EMBASSY PIVADE IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY AIGIFSS TMMOTTATT 
AMEMBASSY TPL AVIV IMMFDIATE 
m Part 7 nm ‘ re ~~ 
AWCONSUL JEDDAE IMMEDIA 
svt vt eecv TtaATe Twa "Ny iy 
AMEMBAS TTNIS IMMEDIATE 
AMFMPASSY PABAT IMMEDIATE 
vVOrNe?D ~_- o a an. . 
AMEMBASSY BEIRUT IMMEDIATE 
" - ae + sant ' 
AMEMBASSY CAIRO IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY LONDON IMMFDIATE 
AMPTMRACCY YOCTo, IMYFDIAT 
das ~ ia? / ~ * a 
r . ~—- r ~ ~ .* - ~f “ase > ~ 
CNCLAS al 7 \ 26 | , 7 Pos@rs yy 41 
ren i rp r rn ; fe ~-* 
LORE E f C P Y (SEADING 
SFCSTATE FO® PA AND PA/PRESS, NPA. NEA/TAT 
~ = ,4 ~ © | “a SEs afi 
NEA/F 
DEPT PASS NSC FOR MR. CARLI'CCI 
mrcTy se of r ercAn ” \ToPanr ~_ — Jn " ~ 
wa , . A . . ATE “i 4 noe PIN» P/ ‘ 
VOA/BEN, VOL/CA, NEA/PVILIC? 
WEITFFOTSE TOR MR, FITZWATEP AND MR. HOWAR 
UNCLASSIFIED 
' . > ’ aa 
nr af , erm | A 2A a anf a 
PAGE %% 9 41% F293 21 
+ A 2 j 
Peeve lz F jt 
— a Avw Tt 7 “7 - 
TAGS: OVIP (SEULTZ, GEOPSE P) 
SUBJECT: PRESS CONFERENCE BY SFCRETARY OF 
‘ ‘- - A , - 
FAS CONSEQTENCES TOO. 01 VAS JUST SORT 
* m heel ‘ ae - cad Yr 
FXRORTING, MYSFLF AND EVES YBODY ELSF, TO & 
, i 7” TT wrTrea ; — 7 a_i. 
WORZING AT IT. WHICH IS WEAT WE VE ¢ EN 
nr ir ms om 7 rr ‘* ” - - - 
DOING. AND T SAVE FOMND SREAT RECEPTIVITY 
ale el nal Serpr v 
TRAT EFFORT. 
* ar 5 r Daked art - A rT aa) 
Q: JOHN BRODER FROM TPE SHICAGS TRIPUNE. 
7 rr" ’ Leal] nN an? 7 ~ 
LIF O ASK 2 QUESTION ARODT TRE ULF, If 


A: I RFALLY DON’T HAVE ANYTRING NEW TO SAY 

FROM YESTERDAY. I JMST CHECKED IN PRIFFLY 

I°VE BEEN BUSY ALL DAY, -AND I FOUND THAT 
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C: WELL, IN THE EVENT OF A “MA, 


RREAYTHEONCE AGAINST TER IRAC 

WAR AGAINST IRAQ, WOULD THF O 

CONSIDFR TFAT ENONGE OF A THR 

POTFNTIAL TRRFAT TO ITS INTER 
TO MATE A CLAR 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #182 
MONDAY. OCTOBER 19, 1987, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MRS OAKLEY Good afternoon. ladies and gentlemen 
have one brief announcement 
There will be a BACKGROUND briefing at the Foreign 
Press Center this afternoon at 2:30 The subject will be the 


visit of Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi 


Now ['ll be happy to begin with your questions. 


Q Is this for foreign press people only? 


ry well. anyone can come You're welcome. 
Q That's a break with what I thought were the rules. 
-) what? 


Q Normally backgrounders at the Foreign Press 
Center are only for foreign journalists 


= No. I don't think there are any -- 
Q Those are the USIA rules 
USI rules? 
Yeah [t's just for them 
I'm sorry I stand corrected Thank you 


why don't you have him do it here, and then we 


Q A separate one here or at the White House 


a Well. the schedule is a little crowded. Let's 
stick with this one. and then we'll see if there's another one 


+ If you can get it piped in -- 
4 Well. we'll see what we can do about that 


Now I'll take other questions 
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Q Can you bring us up to date on diplomatic 
contacts related to this morning's incident? Were the Soviets, 
the Europeans, the Iranians -- what kind of word went out, how, 
and when? 


-) I really have very little to offer beyond what 
was said at the White House and the Pentagon this morning. Our 
operation was solely a US. operation; it was not carried out 
in coordination, conjunction, or cooperation with any third 
party. There was no outside facilitation needed or sought. 
Four of our U.S. Naval vessels carried out the operation; no 
others were involved Neither were other aircraft. 


There were a certain number of governments that were 
informed after the operation was carried out, but I really have 
no specifics on that. The Soviets were included, and they were 
informed afterwards 

+ Not beforehand? 

. Not beforehand 


Q But you did not notify any country in the area in 
advance? 


a NO 
Q Neither the Qatari. nor the Bahraini, or anybody? 


a No, and the [raaiOGovernment was informed after 
the operation began 


Q What kind of warnings have gone out to Iran in 
recent days leading up to this? 


a I don't really have anything to add beyond what I 
said about that last week, that we have passed our serious 
concerns to the Government of Iran over the course of the 
summer. We feel confident that they were aware of our position 


Q Nothing went to them following Friday's attack on 
the Sea Isle City’ 





a No I will stick with what I said But we feel 
confident that they were aware of our concerns 


Q But I don't understand So the answer is, no, 
nothing went to them since Friday -- in between Friday and now? 


4 That's my understanding, yes 
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Q Do you have anything on international law 
regarding retaliation of this sort? 


2 No, I don't believe there is anything further 
called for. [I think the Secretary of Defense spelled out in 
very adequate terms today our position on this, that it was a 
moderate response and that we consider the matter closed. 


Q The Soviets have already responded negatively to 
what happened. How do we think that's going to affect our 
efforts in the Security Council to get the Soviets behind us on 
an arms embargo? 


a I really can't help you with that question. Our 
consultations continue, and we are proceeding. Obviously the 
Gulf war will be a major topic of conversation in Moscow, but I 
don't have any specifics on that. 


Q Phyllis, on Friday, the day the Iranian attack 
occurred, the Iranian Oil Minister went to Moscow asking for an 
overland route for Iranian oil into Europe through the Soviet 
Union, and also that same day the Soviets re-started Aeroflot 
commercial flights into Tehran. Do we have a position on 
this? How do we view this? Have we asked the Soviets not to 
provide this overland route for Iran? 


4 I'm sorry. I just can't help you with that 
question. I dun't have anything on it. 


Q Phyllis, are you able to characterize the 
selection of the target as a military or an economic target, or 
both? 


“ Again, I really have nothing to add beyond what 
was stated at the Pentagon and the White House. I[ think they 
described the attack and how they viewed it, and I really don't 
have anything further. 


Q Can you give us some sense of Mr. Murphy's 
plans? Is he in Syria now? And is that going to be his last 
stop or is he going to travel on through the Gulf at all? 


7 I don't have anything on Ambassador Murphy's 
program. I assume that he's in Cairo today. or has been, with 
the Secretary. But I don't have anything further on his plans. 


Q Phyllis, just so we can clarify the business of 
diplomatic communication with the Iranians, are you saying that 
there has been no diplomatic communication with the Iranians 
since Friday when you said that they were aware of U.S. 
concerns? 
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That's correct. 
None since the attack? 


That's correct. 


Phyllis, what is the input of the State 
Department? Is it a Pentagon and White House operation? 


a It's a U.S. Government operation, with all 
branches participating. 


Q Phyllis, is the United States thinking about 
presenting, what in diplomatic language is known as a demarche 
-- which is something short of a protest -- to the Chinese 
because of their supplying Iran with Silkworm missiles? 


a I don't have anything specific to answer that 
Question. We've talked about that before and what our views 
are, but I just have nothing further to add to that. 


Does this reflect any widening of our commitment 
in the Gulf, because the U.S. -flag Kuwaiti ship that was hit 
was in Kuwaiti waters at the time and not in international 
waters? 


my Once again, I think all these questions have been 
covered today, and I really don't have anything further on 
that. We've spelled out our concerns and what we feel was the 
appropriate response. 


Let me take one back here. Yes? 


Q I understood you to say that a number of 
governments were informed afterwards and that the Iraqis were 
informed after the operation began. Does that mean the Iraqis 
were the first government to be informed of this? 


a I don't have any timetable. Certainly, ina 
situation like that, we would inform a great many governments 
of what action we've taken. [ assume that most of that was 
done simultaneously, whether the people in the capitals were 
able to get in. But [I don't think it has any political 
significance; we simply informed many governments of what we 
had done. 


Q Phyllis, there is a study for the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee on [Iraq and the possibility of its being 
effectively defeated by Iran ina land war. Is that being 
studied here and the implications of it? 
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Aa We have seen the reports of the publication of 
this, but we really don't have a copy of it yet, and I don't 


have anything to help you with that. 


Q Was the Secretary of State informed beforehand as 
to the precise nature of the blowing up of the two platforms? 


a You can be assured that the Secretary of State 
has been in close contact all through this situation. 


Q Did he participate in the input that led to the 
decision to do this? 


Qa Again, we don't get into the details of how the 
decisions have been reached, but let me repeat again: this was 
a U.S. Government decision, all agencies participating. I 
think we can all feel confident that he was certainly included 


in this. 
Q Congressional leaders were informed ahead of time? 
A Yes. That's correct. 
Q Were there any foreign governments in that 


category? I mean, the Secretary was in the region. Was he 
informing people? 


A I just don't have any specifics on that. Not to 
my knowledge. 


Q Phyllis, are you still hopeful the Iranians will 
respond positively, as you said on Friday, to the U.N. mission, 
the new U.N. mission to stop the war after this attack? 


a I really don't have anything further beyond that, 
when we talked about this. Obviously our efforts at the United 
Nations continue. The goal of U.S. policy remains the same, to 
end the war which is the root cause of the problems, and 
certainly our efforts continue toward that end at the United 
Nations as well as elsewhere. 


Q But what effect of this attack has on this 
effort? Do you have any -- 

fe) I don't have any evaluation of that. 

Q Has there been contact between the U.S. 


Government and the Iraqis on the removal of the Silkworm 
missiles in the Faw Peninsula? 


4 I just can't help you with that. 
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Q Was there any discussion at all on that topic? 
4 I'm sorry. I just have nothing on that. 


Q Whether the United States was forced into it or 
not, this effectively annals our policy of taking sides in this 
war, doesn't it? 


a The Spokesman at the White House was asked that 
Question this morning. He said it didn't affect, and I would 
repeat that we maintain our policy of neutrality on the outcome 
of the war. 


Q Can we go to Secretary of State Shultz's visit to 
the Middle East? 


a Yes. 
Q Give us an update. 


2) Well, I think that the update on his visit has 
been provided by the Secretary himself and Chuck Redman who is 
traveling with him. I really have nothing further to add 
beyond what they've given to the press there. 


Q I'm sorry, Phyllis, on that subject, can you 
comment at all about the refusal of some Palestinian leaders in 
the West Bank to meet with the Secretary? 


a On that question, the Secretary of State 
addressed that yesterday in Jerusalem. He noted that he felt 
that it was too bad for them because the Palestinians keep 
saying they want representation, they want to be heard, they 
want their point of view to be listened to, that they have 
ideas, that they have an important role. He said he agreed 
with all that, and it was contradictory in view of those 
Situations that they hadn't chosen to come to the meeting. 


Q But, Phyllis, it does not send any message that 
the Palestinian representative is the PLO, nobody else? You 
didn't understand this message from them so far? 


4 I don't have any comment on the description of 
the message. ['ll stick with what the Secretary said about it. 


Q There's a report that Prime Minister Shamir will 
be here next year. Originally he was scheduled to come in 
November. What's the story? 


I just don't have anything on that. 
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Q Phyllis, just to clarify the record, I have notes 
that indicate that Weinberger and Mr. Fitzwater both said that 
our allies were informed before the attack, and you said here 
that it was afterwards. 


2) Well, it is my assumption that, as I said, there 
were a great many countries informed after the operation. 
Perhaps there had been some -- let me check on that and make 
sure that we're both saying the same thing. 


Q Phyllis, one of the findings of the staff members 
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee was that the Gulf 
Arab States probably will be requesting to purchase arms from 
the U.S. -- new requests. Are there any new requests that you 
know of? 


Aa I, again, just can't help you with that question. 


Q Mrs. Oakley, it's my understanding that Mr. 
Fitzwater said, too, that a few minutes before the attack the 
Iranians were informed so that they could get their personnel 
off the platforms to save lives. 


a Certainly that was described this morning, but I 
think that's a very different question than informing the 
governments, and I'm going to check on that question. I think 
it was explained that notice was given to the personnel on the 
platform so that they could remove themselves before any danger. 


Q Mr. Fitzwater, as I understood it, also said that 
they informed the United Nations Security Council. He was 
asked if the USSR had been informed and he said -- am I 
correct? -- that they had informed the U.N. Security Council of 
which, of course, the USSR is a member. 


a I'm not sure exactly of the words that he used. 
I know that we are informing the U.N. Security Council of this 
operation, and it's my understanding that the Soviet Union was 
informed after the operation. 


Q Phyllis, the Saudi Crown Prince is visiting here 
today. Has he been briefed about this? And can you tell us 
anything more about who he is talking to and about what? 


a Crown Prince Abdullah is in Washington. He met 
this morning with the President and Vice President. He will 
meet this afternoon with Acting Secretary Whitehead. These 
discussions will cover and have covered a wide range of issues, 
including the Gulf war and Saudi security needs. 


Q Specifically, the attack on the oil rig? 
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a You can be sure that they've covered the range of 
issues with that. 


Q There was a report in one of the Sunday papers 
about Congressional delegations going to London, in this case, 
and indicated some resentment from people in the diplomatic 
corps about this and the expense, etc. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


a No, I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Anything on the new UNESCO chief and whether the 
United States is thinking about getting back in? 


a On the question of whether we -- with an apparent 
change of leadership at UNESCO -- whether we would consider 
rejoining, the U.S. withdrew from UNESCO at the end of 1984 
because of the Organization's excessive politicization, poor 
management and long-term lack of budgetary restraint. 


We have never personalized our problems with UNESCO, 
and a change in leadership in itself will not cause us to 
reassess our decision. We will reassess rejoining UNESCO only 
when there is evidence of significant institutional, 
programmatic, and structural reforms. 

4 Can we have a copy of that? 

a Well, I think it's so brief. 


Q Phyllis, before we conclude, can we make some 
arrangements to clarify the confusion about the India briefing? 


A Yes. I think we have a clarification right 
here Sorry. American press will be allowed in for the 
backgrounder this afternoon at the Foreign Press Center. 

Q What time is that? 


a I believe I said 2:30. Let me just check again. 


Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 

















Posted: October 19, 


TAKEN QUESTION FROM MIDDAY BRIEFING, 10/19/87 


ATTACK ON IRANIAN PLATFORMS 


Q. Were any countries informed before the U.S. attack on the 
platforms? 


A. Yes. We notified a small number of close allies shortly 


before our action. We did not ask for any assistance. 


Q. How about notification to countries in the region? 

A. We notified several countries in the region at the time 
of the action. 

Q. Can you indicate who was notified? 


A. I don't intend to discuss our diplomatic dealings on this 


matter. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #183 


TUESDAY, OCTOBER 20, 1987, 12:24 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have several brief announcements 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing this afternoon at 
3:00 p.m. in the briefing «oom. The subject will be the visit 
of Crown Prince Abdullah of Saudi Arabia. I[t is open to 
everyone. 


Douglas W. McMinn, Assistant Secretary of State for 
Economic and Business Affairs, has submitted his resignation. 
After 12 years of government service, Mr. McMinn has decided to 
enter the private sector. He cited personal reasons for his 
decision, including increased family obligations. Mr. McMinn 
will leave his post in early November. 


Q Is his job going to be filled? 

a ['m sure it will be. 

Q It will not be merged with anuther -- 
A Not that ['m aware of. 


I also have a statement on the situation in Haiti. 
With the expulsion of Former dictator Jean Claude Duvalier in 
February 1986, the Haitian people decisively made clear their 
determination to turn towards democracy, a process strongly 
applauded and supported by the United States Government. That 
process continues despite episodes of violence and the 
challenges of some personalities most closely associated with 
the Duvalier era. 


Under the Haitian constitution, the Provisional 
Electoral Council, CEP, has full authority to conduct the 
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election and pass on the constitutional eligibility of various 
candidates. In carrying out this grave responsibility, the CEP 
faces a difficult situation. The Haitian public and friends of 
Haiti alike should encourage and defend the CEP so it may carry 
out its constitutional duties free from intimidation or 
pressure. The U.S. Government reiterates its firm support for 
the Provisional Flectoral Council, the Haitian Constitution, 
and the election process. 


The last announcement is a revised travel warning on 
Iran. The Department of State continues strongly to advise 
U.S. citizens to avoid any travel to Iran. Travel to Iran is 
extremely dangerous because of the virulent anti-American 
policies of the government and the present war between Iran and 
Iraq. 


There are recent indications the threat to Americans 
has increased significantly. Within the past year, L[ranian 
officials detained one American journalist for several days on 
bogus espionage charges and convicted another American on 
similar charges. Iran has attacked U.S. shipping in the Gulf 
which has provoked a U.S. military response. Moreover, Iran 
continues to support international terrorism directed against 
U.S. citizens. 


The U.S. Government does not maintain diplomatic or 
consular relations with [ran. American interests in Iran are 
represented by the Swiss Government acting through its Embassy 
in Tehran. Swiss officials, however, have often been prevented 
by Iranian officials from providing even minimal protective 
services to U.S. citizens. 


Q Copy of that? 


A ‘Yes. A copy of the travel advisory is available 
in the Press Office. 


Q So what's new? 


“ We simply felt it was time to reiterate it. 
There had been a travel advisory that had been issued before on 
Iran with basically the same points, but we thought the recent 
attacks on U.S. shipping were worth noting. 


Q Can anybody legally travel to -- can Americans 
legally travel to [ran? 


a) Yes. Travel to Iran is not illegal 
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Q Has there been any indication of harassment of 
American citizens in Iran of late? I mean, within the last few 
weeks? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 

Q You say that the Iranians continue to support 
terrorism directed at American citizens Could you flesh that 
out? 

. I really don't have anything more specific on 


that. I think it gets to the point we have talked about 
before, that we have felt that lranians have influence they can 
bring to bear for the release of hostages held in Lebanon. 


Q How many Americans are there now? Do you have 
any idea? 


- There are approximately 2,600 American citizens 
of Iran, the overwhelming majority of whom are dual nationals. 


Q Why not invalidate passports for travel to Iran? 
That's what was done with Lebanon 


a Well, we try to do what we think is appropriate 
for the situation What we feel now is simply to reissue the 
travel advisory 


Q How is the warning -- the wording of this 
advisory different from wheat it was before? 


~ You can look at that in the press room. The 
difference is we quote or note these two examples of what 
happened to a visiting American journalist and to the 
conviction of the other American in Tehran 


7) When was the last advisory issued or -- 

oa I don't have that with me Certainly we can get 
that -- it will be availatle in the Press Office 

Q Phyllis, do you still maintain neutrality in this 


war between Iran and Iraq with this increase of attacks on your 
ships and your presence Lhere? 
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I addressed that question yesterday Nothing has 
changed. 


Q Can you tell us how many Iranians come to this 
country? There are some number, about forty to Fifty thousand 
a year 


a I don't have the numbers on that. and I'm not 
sure if those numbers are available we'll see There are 
certainly a number of Iranians who live here, others who travel 
here, but I just don't have those figures 


Q Has any new message, warning, or whatever you 
want to call it, gone to U.S. diplomatic missions, warning of 
possible terrorist attack, as was the case a few weeks ago? 


f I don't think there has been a specific warning 
I think many of our missi ns around the world remain on high 
states of alert because of the general situation, sometimes 
with specific problems that have been brought to our attention 
But, I'll check on it, [I'm just not aware of any new 
instructions 


Q Did you have any comment on what the Iranians 


said today? I believe the oil minister said that there would 
be an Iranian retaliatory measure 


A No. I don't have any comment on that 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Soviet Union 
reaction on the action by the United States’ 


- No I don't have any comment on that either 

Q I know you've discussed before some talks between 
the U.S. and China concerning the Silkworms, but it was left 
hanging yesterday whether there have been any recent 
discussions within the past couple of weeks or even s_nce the 
incident yesterday between the United States and Chine 

a I just don't have anything on that question again 


Q Could we find out? 


a Let me see if there's something that we can say 
I'm not -- [ just don't know what the status of that is 


-. MORE -- 
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Q What was Mr Petrovskiy doing here today? 
= Deputy Foreign Minister Vladimir Petrovuskiy met 


this morning with Under Secretary Armacost at Mr. Petrovskiy's 
request He had been in the US. to attend the UNGA in New 
York, but I don't have any details on the substance of their 
Giscussions 


Q Regional conflicts -- isn't that the thing 
Armacost generally deals with when he's speaking -- 


- Yes, he generally deals with that. and I'm sure 


those issues were discussed I just Gon’t have any specifics 
on the agenda 


Q Can you get something for us on that? 
- Yes 
Q Was it to do with the US. attack on the platform 


yesterday’ 


- Again. I don't have any specific agenda items 
think one can expect, however, they would cover the full range 
of outstanding issues 

Q Put another way. have the Soviets been in touch 
with the United States about yesterday's attack on the 
platform? And can you tell us what they may have said? 


Nave been in touch 


n I am not sure whether they 
me check on that 


* 
with this beyond this meeting. but let 


Q Phyllis. Ariel Sharon had a meeting here in the 
State Department? 


“ Excuse me- 

Q Ariel Sharon of Israel? 

7 Not that i'm aware 

Q Have you had a chance yet to look at that Senate 
Foreign Relations Committce report on [raq, and do you have any 


response to it yet? 


- No, 1 don't Rave any response to it 
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But you have looked at it? 
No, and I haven't looked at it either 
Q Is anybody trying to prepare a response to it? 


=) I just don't know what -- the status of that is 
very often as you al! know, there are lots of reports from 
the Senate We certainly try and pay attention to them, but we 
normally don't respond publicly to them 


Q Do you have anything on the schedule of President 
Azcona of Honduras? 


a No l understand that he is arriving, but I 
don't have anything on his schedule 


Q Do you have any assessment of Mr. Shultz's visit 
to the Middle East again? 


- I think that Mr Shultz has given out assessments 
of his visit in the interviews he's given with the traveling 
press I just don't have anything further on that 


Q Is the peace process still alive? 
- Certainly 


Q Is the State Department reassessing its policy 
towards Chinese actions in Tibet? There's a report over the 
weekend that there's some reassessment going on It looked 
like a report on -- 


“ I just don't have anything on that today, But why 
don't you check in the Press Office [ think we had something 
tnat -- 


Q Do you have anything on Congressional delegations 
joing there and the wisdom of ‘them? 


a No Il was asked that yesterday and said I didn't 
nave any comment on that 


Q Phyllis. will Richard Murphy go to Damascus or 
ot? 


a Secretary Shultz has asked Assistant Secretary 
Murphy to return to the Middle East to brief leaders on 
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discussions that were held in Cairo and in London Our normal 
practice is not to announce Mr. Murphy's itinerary in advance, 
so we will confirm his current location and his plans only 
after his arrival 


Q Where is he now? 


4 Well, he's been in London and he is returning to 
the Middle East 


Q Is the ban on high-level visits to Syria still in 
effect? 

=) I think that policy -- we've talked about it some 
before -- [ just really don't have anything on that today [ 


assume it remains in force until we note that it doesn't 


Q So maybe you'd note it didn't after he got there? 
a I'm not speculating in any way 

Q Well, could you take the question? 

a What? The ban -- yeah 

Q Phyllis, they quoted Secretary Shultz that he 


nothing new to report, so why is he sending him back if there 
is nothing new to report on the peace process or anything like 
that? 


a These are countries with whom we have close 
relationships, as you know, in the Middle East Certainly, 
after consultations like that, we would normally try and keep 
these people informed This is why we have talked about the 
return of Ambassador Murphy to the Middle East, but I don't 
have anything further on that 


Q Is he also going to be briefing on the recent 
events in the Gulf? 


“ I think that's a fair assumption 


Q How about on the results of his meetings in 
Israel as well as his meetings - 


A Well. [ think the whole status of the peace 
process, I'm sure, will be discussed 
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Q Is he going to the Gulf, too? 


A Not that I'm aware of. We said that he's 
returning to the Middle Fast [ think what they meant by that, 
to the countries that have been active participants in the 
search for peace in the Arab-Israeli front 


Q Does that include Saudi 4rabia? 


A Again, [ don't have his itinerary ['m not going 
to give it out before his arrival in these countries He's 
returning to the area 


Q Could this be a prelude for a future meeting 
between Mr. Shultz and Mr. Assad? 


fe) I'm not speculating in any way 


Q Reverend Enrique Blandon - his sister lives in 
Texas and there are reports that he was kidnapped in 
Nicaragua. Do you have anything to say about that? 


a Yes, we had prepared some guidance on this 
question over the weekend, that there were two reported 
clerics, one Catholic priest and a Protestant minister who were 
reported to have been held by the Nicaraguan Democratic 
Resistance We had been in touch with them and with our 
Embassy 


The Resistance has informed us that they were being 
held, that they were in no danger and that they would be 
released when circumstances made clear that they could be 
returned in safety -- or released in safety 


Q So that was over the weekend so today is Tuesday? 


A Yes, and that was true as of yesterday. I have 
not heard whether they had been released, but let us check on 
that and we'll see if we can give you an answer 


Q Do you think they should be released? 


A Of course 


Q You're urging them to - you 
to release them? 


re pressuring them 
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m (No response. ) 
Excuse me? 
Q Do you have anything to say on the nomination of 


the next Prime Minister, Mr Takeshita, or the future 
relationship between the U S and Japan, under Mr. Takeshita? 


A We note that Mr. Noboru Takeshita has been 
selected to become President of the ruling Liberal Democratic 
Party, LOP, in Japan and to succeed Mr. Nakasone as Prime 
Minister He 1s expected to be formerly named party president 
by the LOP on October 31, and to be elected Prime Minister by 
the Japanese Diet on or about November 6 He will take office 
the same day. 


Mr. Takeshita has been a member of the Diet for 30 
years and served as Finance Minister in the Nakasone 
Administration We fully expect that, as publicly stated, Mr 
Takeshita will maintain the close relationship between the 
United States and Japan which has been characteristic of Prime 
Minister Nakasone's Administration We look Forward to working 
with him 


Q Do you have any comment on the plans by Reverend 
Jackson to go to the Persian Gulf? 


No, I don't 

Q On the purpose of his meeting here today? 
a No, sorry 

Q Anything on the stock market? (Laughter) 
3) i wish [ did ['d make my fortune 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


October 20, 1987 
The Briefing Room 
1:53 P.M. EDT 


MR. HOWARD: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. The 
readout -- background readout on the visit by Prime Minister Gandhi 
is about to begin. For those of you who are new to the White House 
press room, I stress the fact that this briefing is ON BACKGROUND. 
It may be attributed to a senior administration official. For your 
information and not for publication, our briefer today is the 





al 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Have these been handed 
out? 


Q No. 


MR. HOWARD: I'm sorry, I thought the fact sheets -- 
let's get them out here, please. 


Q Is the fact sheet also on background? 


MR. HOWARD: The fact sheets have been handed out to 
those who were here. 


Q We were here. 
Q We've been sitting here for 15-20 minutes. 
Q Hello. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You've had a lengthy 
statement from the President and the Prime Minister, and therefore, I 
might elaborate just very briefly on a few of the things on the fact 
sheet, and then take any questions you have. I would underscore the 
fact that it was evident -- it is a very cordial, personal 
relationship between the President and the Prime Minister, and I 
think in all of the conversations here at the White House and other 
meetings yesterday and this morning, it's been quite clear that in 
1985, in conjunction with the Prime Minister's visit in the spring of 
that year, we did develop an agenda which has occupied people in the 
Executive Branch now for roughly two years. I think there's quite a 
lot of satisfaction on both sides that we've basically worked our way 
through that égenda. 


So with the prospect of this meeting, a lot of energy was 
put in on both sides to try and push the relationship forward by 
focusing on areas where we could elaborate further cooperation. As 
John Dean, the Ambassador, was saying the other day upon returning, 
having accompanied around Japan one of his predecessors -- it was 
some years ago -- that the most striking thing that's happened in the 
relationship has been the broadening of institutional connections in 
areas where they didn't previously exist. I guess defense would be 
one of the most notable of those areas, but movement into the high 
technology and science and technology fields is another. 


The fact sheet outlines essentially a number of areas 
where we've agreed to push the relationship forward. The first item 
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is the extension of science and technology -- cooperative 
arrangements, I might say, beyond what appears on your fact sheet 
that the areas of new research that are being considered, as I'm sure 
-- as you would expect, focus on areas where exciting scientific 
breakthroughs have taken place since the agreement was originally 
signed back in 1982. And the supergliders -- things of that sort are 
things that would come naturally to mind. And those will be 
discussed between our respective science authorities in months to 
come. Bill Graham contemplates an early trip to India and that would 
provide a natural focus for his discussions. 


In trade expansion, I would simply say that we're already 
India's number one trade partner. Our trade runs roughly $4 billion 
dollars per year -- two-way. We run about $1 billion deficit. The 
focus in the discussion was upon the avoidance of additional 
protection -- of protectionist measures, which would impede that 
trade and dismantling the restrictions that already act as an 
inhibition against trade expansion. 


The private sector vehicle, which was referred to in the 
fact sheet and would be the source, presumably, of specific 
suggestions for expanding trade, is the Joint Business Council of. the 
Indo-U.S. Subcommission. 


On supercompute: exports, we have been talking about this 
issue for some time. We offered the Cray XMP-14, or the equivalent 
to that, earlier this year. The Indian government accepted the offer 
this morning, after cons..dering -- reflecting for some time whether 
to accept only a dual processor -- the XMB-24, which it preferred -- 
it's a higher, more sophisticated iten. 


The Security Assicances Agreement that covers the 
transfer of this very sophisticated technology was signed on the 9th 
of October. 


With respect to the narcotics cooperation, I would simply 
add that we had a working group that's facilitated quite a lot of 
useful cooperation already. DEA, on our side, has an active 
cooperative arrangement with their Indian counterparts. We would 
hope to expand that cooperation and extend it to other agencies like 
Customs and Department of Health and Human Services. 


On defense cooperation, there's a reference to other 
military areas. What is in mind there is further expansion of 
high-level visits, trading exchanges, ship visits -- things of that 
sort. 


In agricultural research -- this can be funded under the 
Indo-U.S. Fund for Cultural and Educational and Scientific 
Cooperation or by AID as part of our regular programs. The U.S. 
Department of Agriculture has drawn up some preliminary plans for 
research. Those will be discussed at the next Indo-U.S. Agricultural 
Subcommission meeting, scheduled in December. 


Parliamentary exchange, as I think the President referred 
to, the prospective visit to -- by the Speaker -- Speaker Wright's 
scheduled visit, I think, in December if Congress is adjourned by 
that time. Then Speaker Gauri Shankar will make a reciprocal visit. 
The purpose is simply to add a legislative dimension to the regular 
exchanges that we've elehesntes between our respective 
administrations. 


And, finally, on the Ronald Reagan-Rajiv Gandhi 
Development Fellowships -- the private program refers to the Hinduja 
Foundation's recent decision to set up a $2 million endowment at 
Harvard in Massachusettes General Hospital to further research and 
education projects relating to India and to provide fellowships for 
Indian students here and American students in India. 


Yes? 
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Q On the use of nuclear weapons -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q The Prime Minister said, "We have no intention of 
producing weapons unless we are constrained to and we don't want 
weapons in our neighborhood." What was the frank discussion? What 
did that entail, and did he press them to sign an nonproliferation 
treaty, and did -- press for any promises regarding -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't go into all the 
details of the conversation, but I think it's quite clear that from 
the Indian standpoint, the thing they fear is a Pakistani decision to 
cross the nuclear weapons threshold, and they seek active American 
efforts to constrain that -- both efforts by the Executive Branch and 
presumably by the Congress, given the nature of our laws -- the 
provision of the Nonproliferation Act. 


By the same token, while we regard the Pakistani program 
with concern, and it is an issue that's rip es phe | under discussion 
between our two governments, we've seen a regional dimension to the 
problem. We want to avoid a nuclear competition in the region and 
have therefore encouraged initiatives within the region, including by 
India itself, to find confidence-building measures and restraints on 
crossing important thresholds which all countries affirm they wish 
not to cross. 


And that's really the nature of that exchange -- 
reaffirming our concern and our intent to work on the problem, but 
also noting that there are responsibilities in the region that have 
to be shouldered. 


So we're not about to give -- to pressure Pakistan 
-- either the President or Congress -- the Executive or Congress -- 
in the way that Gandhi -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I -- 


Q We're not about to respond to his urgings that we 
take stronger action regarding Pakistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't require 
urging from others to take the Pakistani issue as a matter of 
concern. It's a -- it flows from our interest in promoting 
nonproliferation for a generation -- from whatever quarter. So we 
intend to make it, as it has been for some years, a continuing effort 
on our part to avoid a Pakistani decision that would carry them 
irrevocably across the nuclear threshold. 


Q Well, there is -- 


Q Is there -- there is an existing temporary cutoff of 
aid to Pakistan. Did the Indians -- did -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to go into 
that kind of detail about the conversation with the President. This 
was a private conversation. They had, incidently, a private meeting 
at the outset which was scheduled for 10 minutes which lasted for, I 
guess, about 30, and the bulk of the conversation here was private 
conversation. 


Q Do we seen any progress at all in estes to get a 
dialogue going on the subcontinent with regard to this? Was any 
progress made here today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are no 
meetings scheduled along that score. The -- as part of the 
background for this, as you know, the Pakistanis have offered a 
number of proposals which are contingent upon Indian acquiesence. As 











I said, we'll sign the -- India will sign -- and so forth. Then the 
Indian government has for years, for reasons you will understand, 
reviewed this issue and viewed it from the standpoint of the China 
dimension, and have therefore resisted then focusing only on the 
bilateral -- India-Pakistani components of the problen. 


Therefore, it was a question of how to join a 
conversation that might go beyond just parties in the region. Much 
of the conversation, incidentally, focused on the fact that we may be 
at an important threshold where, for the first time, significant 
nuclear reductions are in prospect, both through the INF Treaty and 
possibly the START discussions that will be high on the agenda this 
week in Moscow. In that context, I think both leaders share the 
conviction that there are other items on the nuclear agenda, most 
notably the nuclear nonproliferation, which may be easier to discuss, 
make some progress on, in the context of progress toward general 
reduction of nuclear weapons, and under conditions where East-West 
competition is being attenuated to, I might -- 


Q Just to follow-up on the same issue, sir, does the 
U.S. plan any new moves to stop the Pakistanis from going nuclear, 
and did the President give any new assurances to Prime Minister 
Gandhi on this subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. This isn't a matter 
of assurances. As I say, we have our own policy on this. We've been 
pursuing that for months, and we'll continue with that. There aren't 
assurances on this issue that made the -- 


Q Nothing new came on -- during that discussion? Is 
that what you're suggesting: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm saying they had a 
good discussion of our respective points of view, and there was a 
general agreement that this is a serious problem, that we both need 
to work on it, and that perhaps in the context of improved East-West 
relations for nuclear reductions are in prospect. There may be 
opportunities to pursue it. 


Q Sir, in recent months, the Prime Minister has made 
some statements about foreign hands, sinister hands trying to 
destabilize India. These are generally taken as references to the 
United States. Does this kind of America-bashing -- did it come up 
in any form in the discussion today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Was it referred to at all, his public comments? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not to my knowledge, 
unless there was something said when I wasn't around. But I don't 
believe it was a part of the discussion. 

Q I'm sorry, do we take in the government those kinds 
of statements as acceptable internal politics? Is that the general 
way we regard them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We generally raise then, 
and request that they not be repeated. But it didn't come up today. 


Q Did India offer any initiatives on Afghanistan? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 

Q Did India offer any new initiatives on Afghanistan? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there weren't 
initiatives. There was a pretty thorough discussion that's come up 
in several of the meetings, I think, on the issue. There's obviously 
a shared desire to see the situation resolved in a way which gets 
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Russian troops out and provides for Afghanistan's independence and 
neutrality. But there was no new progran. 


Q What was said on the Pakistan arms issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Pakistan arms issue 
-- frank to say it didn't come up in the general discussion -- I'm 
not familiar whether it was a component of the private discussion. 
It has been a familiar part of our dialogue for a long time. I think 
our views on the issue are well-known on both sides, so I don't know 
that anything new was raised on this occasion. 


Q But the focus of the meetings was on the bulk of the 
bilateral relationship -- and as you pointed out, there have been so 
many new items that they've focused much more on that. When they 
discussed arms control, INF and START, did Gandhi offer any 
suggestions or any criticisms regarding the reported Reagan position 
on both sublimits and SDI? I mean, was he offering any encouragement 
for progress on START contrary to what some of -- expectations might 
be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was briefed on the 
subject, and Secretary Whitehead devoted much of his meeting 7 
yesterday evening after the Prime Minister's arrival to that. Prime 
Minister Gandhi expressed obvious satisfaction that progress was 
being made, and hoped that it would be concluded quickly. Some of 
the issues under dicsussion were brief, but there was no detailed 
exchange in which Mr. Gandhi offered views other than the hope that 
it would be wrapped up swiftly. 


Q The hope that INF would be wrapped up shortly. But 
was there any expression of dissatisfaction that other issues are not 
being addressed as progressively as they might be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think on the 
contrary, the Indian government obviously needs to speak to this 
themselves. But the tone of the meeting was one in which great 
satisfaction was expressed that these issues are now at a serious 
stage of negotiation and hope for progress on START and on nuclear 
testing and chemical weapons. 


MR. HOWARD: We'll take a couple more and then wrap up -- 


Q Was there any discussion of any prospects for U.S. 
food assistance or World Bank bonds to India? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no detailed 
conversation. We have been aware that there is a serious drought and 
monsoons have been heavy. The Indian government has traditionally 
taken responsibility, as you would expect, for these kinds of 
problems, and is addressing those on its own. We, for our part, will 
look to see whether or not there are ways in which commodity sales ’ 
can be arranged which would be helpful, and we'll use our 
participation in the World Bank to encourage them to focus on the 
programs that would be of some help. But there wasn't any extensive 
discussion of this this morning. 


MR. HOWARD: This young lady has been trying to ask a 
question. 


Q In the area of light combat aircraft, Mr. Gandhi 
said and Mr. Reagan said that progress had been made. Were any 
specifics decided upon -- any models, any engines? And they said 
other high technology areas of defense. What was the general 
discussion on that? I mean, can we expect buying from India on a 
larger scale than we've seen in the past year or before that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I would hope so. 
We have -- most of the discussion was with Secretary Weinberger. The 
general issue of cooperation in the defense field came up in this 
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morning's discussion in the White House. There have been additional 
requests for defense equipment which is now under study in the 
Pentagon. 


Q What kind of equipment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- I don't have the 
list in front of me, and I think that's a detail the Defense 
Department can better address. In the LCA area, the focus has 
primarily been upon an engine for a light combat aircraft and 
avionics equipment. But there are other items that go beyond this 
that are under discussion now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's do one final 
question here. 


Q Was there any specific attention to the problem of 
speeding up the timetable for the pullout of Soviet forces from 
Afghanistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, and I think 
everybody agrees on the utility of that. But that is a decision that 
is essentially in the hands of the Soviet Union. You may get somb 
better sense of their thinking in the course of Secretary Shultz's 
talks later this week. 


Q How about Tibet? Did that come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It came up briefly in 
luncheon conversation. 


Q In what context, I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just as part of a 
general discussion about China, relationships we both have with then. 


Q Was there any suggestion that the U.S. position has 
not been strong enough? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was just merely a 
guestion as to what had transpired here in relationship to the Dalai 
Lama's visit and the Congressional pronouncements on that question. 

Q Thank you. 


END 2:10 P.M. EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #184 


WEONESDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1987, 12:37 PM. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one announcement on Panama. The Department is aware a 
demonstration is planned for tomorrow, October 22, by the 
Civilian Crusade. Our Embassy in Panama has followed the 
political situation, including human rights issues there 
closely and will continue to do so. As we have reiterated in 
the past, we believe that Freedom of expression is key if 
Panamanians are to resolve their political problems in an 
atmosphere of democracy. We hope the Panamanians will be able 
to express their concerns in a peaceful, non-violent manner. 


Now, I'll be happy to -- 


Q Copy of that? 


“ Yes. 

Q The Panamanian Government has said that 
tomorrow's demonstration is illegal under the terms of their 
Constitution. The statement you just read perhaps -- it seems 


to be implying that we're questioning that. 


Does the United States have a position on the legality 
or illegality of this? 


) I'm not aware that we do I didn't know about 
this statement. As [ said, we were aware the demonstration was 
planned. Let me see if there is anything further we might 
offer on that later today. 


Q Do you have anything on the general subject of 
Americans being harassed by Panamanian authorities? 
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a We continue to be concerned over harassment of 
U.S. citizens in Panama and Panamanian-government-sponsored 
allegations of U.S. intervention. We have lodged protests with 
the Panamanian Government when these incidents have occurred. 
U.S. diplomats in Panama have been present as observers at both 
pro- and anti-government rallies and demonstrations since the 
beginning of the political crisis in June. 


Charges they have participated in any organized way or 
organized any of these events are completely false. 


Q Another subject? 
fs) Well, [ think Matt. 


There was a report of some kind of an explosion 
or a possible missile attack -- nobody seems to know what it is 
-- on land, in the Gulf. 


a) We've seen those press reports, but we really 
don't have anything further on it. 


Q There are reports from Israel that Prime Minister 
of Israel, Shamir, agave Secretary Shultz sort of a mandate to 
continue on a new formula presented to the Israeli Government 
which calls for sort of direct negotiations under the auspices 
of the Soviet Union and the United States Do you have any 
comment on that? 


i) No, I don't have any comment on it. As I said 
yesterday, the Secretary has addressed some of these questions 
on the results of his talks with the press that's been 
travelling with him, and [ really have nothing further on that. 


Q Is the Secretary expected to have a meeting with 
the press after his return from the area? 


“ Yes. We expect the Secretary to have a press 
conference at the end of his meetings in Moscow and then he 
will be going -- following his usual pattern -- he'll be going 


on to the NATO countries and then he will have a press 
conference after that meeting as well. 


Q In Brussels? 


a In Brussels 
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Q When is he due back back here; do you know? 


a I think the current plan is that he returns as 
soon as he can following that meeting. 


Q Has the State Department caught up with its 
reading yet and looked at that Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee report? 


A I think what we said about that yesterday is that 
-~ and what [ said still holds -- we certainly pay attention to 
these reports from Congress but our usual policy is not to 
comment on them publicly. 


Q Did you ever get an answer to the question asked 
yesterday about whether the ban on high-level visits to Syria 
remains in effect? 


a I didn't really take that question. We were 
talking about it hypothetically, and [I'll just stick with what 
I said yesterday: The policy holds. 


Q I thought you did take it. Are you saying the 
policy holds? 


a Well, that's what I said yesterday. Remember 
when we were talking about it, unless there's an indication 
the policy is changed, you can assume it still continues. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Senate vote on the 
Gulf resolution? 


A No, I don't have any comment on that. 

Q Some [sraeli officials are expressing their 
concern about the possibility the so-called stock crash in the 
United States may have its affects on the U.S. aid to Israel. 
Do you have anything on that? 


a No. Sorry, can't help you with that. 


Q Do you have anything on the U.S. citizen, 
reported kidnapped by the contras in Nicaragua -- Paul Fisher? 
Aa Yes. My answer really covers the case of Mr. 


Paul Fisher as well as the two other people who have reportedly 
been held. We're working to assure the immediate safe release 
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of Father Blandon, Reverend Tiffer, and Mr. Fisher. We're 
aware of the concerns of the Resistance to arrange the release 
of these individuals unharmed and in the presence of third 
parties. 


The on-going hostilities and the difficulty of 
communications with individual Resistance units operating in 
remote areas complicates this process. 


Also, I might note, accurate information about the 
incidents remains unavailable. What is known is that Mr. 
Fisher notified the Managua office of Witness for Peace on 
October 16 that he intended to travel to an area of conflict. 


I would note that the State Department travel advisory 
for Nicaragua warns U.S. citizens to exercise extreme caution 
when travelling in Nicaragua. The on-going hostilities between 
the Sandinista Government and the Armed Resistance continue to 
pose dangers for American travelers. The advisory further 
warns that fighting between government and opposition forces 
remains unpredictable, sporadic, and occasionally intense. 


Q Phyllis, somebody else first? 


A Whether he had a follow up, and then [I'll come 
back to you. 


Q Does the Reagan Administration denounce the 
kidnapping of priests or U.S. citizens by the contras? And do 
you feel that this will help or hurt the efforts to convince 
Congress that they're improving their human rights record? 


fs) I'm not going to speculate on how this is going 
to come out. We said that we're working for their release. 
We're concerned about their safety, and that's really all I 
have to say now. 


I have a question along the same lines. The 
official spokesman for the Democratic Resistance around here 
says outright that many of these Americans in the area, those 
who represent Witness for Peace and some other groups, plus 
people who belong to the reconciliation commission, even if 
they may be clergymen, are, in the views of the Democratic 
Resistance agents of the contras; and that while they are not 
regarded as enemy combatants, will be stopped, detained 
forcibly and taken at least under temporary -- to at least 
temporary detention if they go into areas where the contras 
operate. 
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Is this something that the Administration thinks they 
should be doing, which you should be able to have a position on 
given the fact that we have given the contras on the Hill. 


a It's impossible for me to comment on the question 
of the motives of these people or why they're there, or charges 
by one group or another. 


What we have tried to point out, I think, is the 
danger that exists when people put themselves in these areas in 
Nicaragua, and that we're trying to repeat that we've warned 
them to stay out of the danger and, certainly, we are working 
for their release. 


--MORE-- 
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@- I understand. But there have been incidents in 
the past, Tike, to cite one case -- 


a Yes. 


Q -- of some Germans who were detained, where the 
Administration used its influence, you might say, to get them 
released. There is a question here -- well, let me put it this 
way: Does the U.S. Government think, travel advisories and 
everything taken into account, that the countries should have 
an announced policy of forcibly, by force of arms, detaining 
U.S. citizens for any reason whatsoever? 


A I just can't help you with that question. [ 
think what we've tried to point out in all these situations is 
that it's an area of conflict. Accurate information is almost 
impossible to obtain right away, but in the case of the 
American who was killed, we've said that it's probably 
impossible to ever know. 


What we're trying to say, is it is a dangerous area. 
We're obviously sorry these people have been held, and that 
we're working for their release. But I just don't have 
anything further than that. 


Q Yes. But I mean, you say you're working for 
their release, but what is our position on people who are 
receiving the moral and physical support of the U.S. Government 
continuing to create a situation in which the U.S. Government 
then has to turn around and say “working for their release?" 


“ Okay. But what [I'm saying is that [ can't give 
you a definite answer to -- 


Q But you don't see any contradiction, then? 


a No. And [ think the point is that very often 
perhaps one could argue that people are picked up and held 
for their own protection, so [ think it's simply impossible for 
us to give the blanket kind of policy statement in these very 
unpredictable situations. 


Yes. 
Q Aside from the question of U.S. citizens, what is 


the State Department's feeling about the contra policy of 
kidnapping members of the government Peace Commissions? 
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a I'm sorry I'm just not able to help you with an 
answer to that question implying there are members of Peace 
Commissions that have been held. 


Q Yes, they have -- the two priests. 


~ At least two people are members of, well, have 
been appointed -- ; 


Yes, all right. And we've said that we're 
working to see that they're released. 


Q So, this last comment you made about perhaps they 
were picked up for their own safety, are you suggesting that 
this is what happened in any of these cases, or -- 


a No. I'm saying it is a possibility. And this is 
why I'm trying to point out that I just don't have the answer 
on the policy on that. I'll see if there is one. I just can't 
promise it. 


All right? 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports from the 
Middle East that the military action against the oil platform 
was accompanied by pressure on Iraq to just stop attacking the 
tankers in the Gulf? 


o No I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Chuck last week said there would be an 
announcement in a few days on whether the U.S. invitation to 
the OAS would be rescinded to hold the General Assembly in San 
Francisco. Is that announcement going to be made here, or what? 


i I don't have anything with me on that today. We 
had something, and I would suggest that you check with the 
Press Office. I think the decision has been made that simply 
we can't afford to host the OAS meeting in San Francisco, and 
as I understand it, the meeting will be held here in Washington. 


Q Phyllis, AFP quotes the Cambodian Prime Minister, 
Hun Sen, as saying this morning that Cambodia is holding the 
remains of several MIA's and also an American by the name of 
Sterling Bono, and is awaiting word from Washington as to 
whether we would like this individual's release and the remains 
of the MIA's. 
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They apparently -- the Cambodians are saying that they 
would like to be dealt with directly. Is there any comment on 
the part of the State Department to that? 


7 I have not seen those reports and I don't have 
any comment. We'll have to see if we can get something in 
reaction to that. 


Yes. 


Q Yes. Mr. Armacost, last week at the Foreign Press 
Center, said there were going to be some people from the 
Inter-American bureau here in the State Department 
participating in meetings in Moscow with Secretary Shultz. Do 
you have the names of the people that went there from the 
Inter-American bureau? 


i) No, I don't have all the names of all his party 
that are with him. We have said that we will cover the broad 
range of our agenda with the Soviets and that includes regional 
issues. So, you know, I don't think there is anything 
exceptional in that comment of Mr. Armacost. 


Q Well, do you know if Under Secretary Abrams is 
going to participate in these meetings? 


- I know that Under Secretary Abrams is here, so I 
would assume he is not going to participate But I simply 


don't know whether there has been somebody else from the bureau 
who is part of the Secretary's party. 


Q When did he get promoted? (Laughter) 


- What? What did I say. 


Q Under Secretary. 
- I'm sorry. Assistant Secretary. 
Q Just wanted to make sure. 


Q Is it the State Department's position or belief 
that the budget cuts that you have endured laying off over a 
thousand people perhaps and closing embassies, has damaged U.S 
policy, foreign policy? 











-9- Wednesday, 10/21/87 


A - In regard to the budget cuts, let me point out 
that lots of the decisions are still in the process of being 
made. The Steering Group is considering various cost-cutting 
opticns . Some decisions, as I said, have been made, and 
others are in process. We view these cuts as serious, damaging 
reductions to our country's interest. We again appeal to 
Congress to appeal adequate funding to meet our 
responsibilities 


Because of these unprecedented budget cuts that we're 
facing we're in the danger of losing valuable and dedicated 
Civil Service and Foreign Service employees and damaging the 
Department's ability to conduct foreign affairs. We are 
organization of people. We have few programs to cut, so we are 
instead faced with losing our most valuable resource, our 
employees. 


Last week the Department received permission from the 
Office of Personnel Management to offer a voluntary early 
retirement to Civil Service employees. Employees of any age 
with 25 years of service and employees of age 5O with at least 
20 years of service will be offered early retirement with a 
permanent 2 percent reduction in their annuities for every year 
under age 55. It's still to be worked out exactly how many of 
the employees would be eligible for that. Probably, the number 
could be as high as 500 


Secretaries, auditors, and engineers will be 
ineligible because of shortages in those positions. And 
certainly, the Department is in process of notifying the 
appropriate unions. 


But let me stress again that we're looking at lots of 
decisions trying to see how we can do it, but we are terribly 
concerned about the implications of these cuts on the conduct 
of U.S. foreign policy. 


Q Would you be prepared to go so far as to say it 
could hurt U.S. national security? 


2 Well, of course I think that's, you know, 
obvious in what we've said, that it, you know, hurts our 
ability to carry out our foreign policy, and that has a direct 
bearing on the security interests of the United States. 


Q Do you expect certain areas of the world to come 
under the impact of such budget cuts more than other areas? 
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a Well, all those decisions are being looked at and 
I really can't say what areas are going to be cut. Certainly, 
we've talked about cuts here in the Department There have 
been lots of cuts overseas. But I can't say that one area in 
particular is going to be cut more than another 


Q Can we have a copy of the statement you read? 


a Yes. We'll see if we can get that for you 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing was concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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Posted October 21, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at October 21, 1987 Daily Press Briefing 


Q What is U.S. policy toward the kidnapping of the American 
citizen by the Resistance in Nicaragua’ 


WE HAVE NO REASON TO BELIEVE THAT [THE THREE RECENT 
DETENTIONS CONSTITUTE KIDNAPPING THE U.S. GOVERNMENT 
OPPOSES THE DETENTION OF US. CITIZENS ANYWHERE IN THE 


WORLD, AND WE URGE THE PROMPT RELEASE OF MR FISHER FATHER 


BLANDON AND REVEREND TIFFER AS WE HAVE MADE CLEAR IN 
STATEMENTS AND IN OUR TRAVE ADVISORY U.S CITIZENS SHOULD 


EXERCISE EXTREME CAUTION WHILE RAVELING IN NICARAGUA 


FIGHTING THERE IS UNPREDICTABLE AND OFTEN INTENS 


rv 


THE ZONE 


OF COMBAT IS NO PLACE FOR AMERICAN CITIZENS [O VISLT 


Q Has this position been expressed to the Nicaraguan 
Resistance’? 

A THE RESISTANCE I[S AWARE F QUR CONCERNS wt NOTE THAT 
WHEN AN UNARMED CITIZEN [IS TAKEN INTO RESISTANCE JSTODY IN A 
COMBAT ZONE, IT IS RESISTANCE POLICY | ZF LEA iaT PERSON 
JNDER CONDITIONS THAT WILL GUARANTEE Ni NLY ETAINEE 
SAFETY BUT THE RESISTANCE UNIT S AS wt WHEN | IBLE THE 
RESISTANCE SEEKS TO INVOLVE i1[RD PARI Tt WHICH CAN @A RE 





THE SAFETY OF THE DETAINEE we ANN AY 'RONGLY ENOUGH 


THAT [T IS UNWISE TO SAY THE LEAST FOR CIVILIAN 


KNOWINGLY ENTER COMBAT 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 


have no announcements, so 1 will begin with your questions 


Q What information do you have on an attack on an 
oil terminal in Kuwait? tIhere are some reports that an Iranian 
Silkworm missile is responsible 


a) A missile launched from Iranian positions in 
occupied [raqi territory at Al-Faw struck Kuwait's Sea [sland 
Terminal today The missile is apparently a Silkworm It is 


our understanding that a part of the terminal is on fire, but 
it has been brought under control We cannot yet confirm the 
extent of damage or how many casualties occurred 


This is the third missile attack by Iran against 
Kuwaiti territory in a week, and is the latest blatant Iranian 
aggression against a non-belligerent state This behavior 
strongly suggests [ran is intent on continuing its policy of 
intimidation against non-belligerent neighbors We condemn 
[ran's naked aggression and expect the international community 
will move urgently to address this situation 


As we have said, tension in the Gulf is caused by the 
Iran-Iraq war, and UN. Security Council Resolution 598 offers 
the best approach to ending the war through negotiation 


Q Copy of that? 

a) Yes 

Q What kind are any options under consideration 
to respond to this by the United States - military options r 

) Well, clearly the attack was against Kuwait, and 


the Kuwaiti Government has the initiative on responding We're 
in close consultations with the Kuwaitis, but 1 don't have 
anything further 
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Q Any urgent thinking of supplying them with any 
advanced missiles to shoot down these missiles, incoming into 
Kuwait? 


re) Not that I'm aware of 

Q How was the judgment made that it was a Silkworm? 

A As I understand it -- and I think we'll have to 
await final details on that -- Kuwait does have some 


radar-tracking ability 


Q There was a report about Stinger missiles -- 
proposals, discussions of supplying them to the Persian Gulf 
states Do you have any comment on that? 


fe) The question about Stingers, [ think has been 
raised in regard to a possible sale to Bahrain, and on that, I 
can say the Administration is indeed considering the sale of 
Stingers to Bahrain Bahrain's unique defense problems 
indicate the Stinger as a possible defense weapon. We would, 
of course, seek the usual safeguard assurances from the 
Bahrainis; and we are committed to further consultations with 
the Congress 


The Administration believes that a sale of a limited 


number of Stingers to Bahrain is in the U.S national interest 
Q What about Kuwait -- Stingers to Kuwait? 
i) No This is -- All ['m talking about is the 


possibility of selling a limited number of Stingers to Bahrain 


Q What about sending it up to the Hill for 
consultation? 


4 Well, you know, the requirements are laid out 
very clearly in the Export Control Act on dollar amounts, but 
what I'm saying is what we intend to do is to consult very 
closely with Congress on this question, whether it's above or 
below the threshold But it's my understanding it's not 
something that's automatically called for 


Q What is the amount? 
A I don't have that with me 
¥ Does the US. believe that China is still 


supplying Silkworms to L[Lran? 
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a We have discussed the question of our views and 
concerns about China and Silkworms before We have pointed out 
we have consulted with the Chinese recently, both in Washington 
and in Beijing, concerning recent events in the Persian Gulf. 
As a permanent member of the U.N. Security Council, China has 
an important role to play in the Council's deliberations on the 
Iran-[raq war. We consult frequently with the Chinese on the 
Gulf situation And, as we have stated here, in the past we 
have raised our concerns over Silkworm missiles. 


Q But do we think they are still supplying them, or 
do we think they're -- 


a I'm not offering any evaluation on that. I'm 
simply saying we have raised the issue with the Chinese. We 
continue to do so 


Q There's a report this morning in the Wall Street 
Journal saying the U.S. is imposing some sort of trade 
requirements on China as a result of the fact we think they are 
still supplying them Can you respond to that report? 





4 During this period of rising tensions in the 
Gulf, we have decided not to proceed for now with review of 
certain liberalizations of high-tectnology export controls on 
the PRC. [ would note, however, that in recent years, the U.S 
has gradually liberalized controis on high-tech exports to 
China based on the continuing development of U.S.-China 
relations 


We remain committed to further liberalization, which 
we believe benefits both countries. [he pace and timing of 
liberalization will vary, of course, as it has in the past 


Q You don't link this specifically to Stinger 
sales? I mean, excuse me -- Silkworms’ 
) I'm not suggesting we're seeking specific actions 


from the Chinese We're simply saying we consider this an 
inappropriate time to proceed with our review of Further Export 
Control liberalization 


Q Inappropriate time in light of the Silkworms? 


A Well, what we've said because of the rising 
Situation, the rising tensions in the Gulf, just as I've stated 
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Q Is that a continuous review or it is something 
that kicks in periodically? 


“4 Well, these are questions we keep under 
continuous review, as various things are brought up. I think 
that is just a logical assumption about any review process of 
this sort. 


Q Did Ambassador Lord make a protest to the Chinese 
authorities after the Silkworm missile hit the Sea [sle City? 





4 I just have no way to comment. Again, this gets 
into private diplomatic exchanges. 


Q What do you think -~ where did the Silkworm come 
From? [I mean do you have any inkling where they come from? 


2) Well, | said we knew that this Silkworm had come 
From the installation in the occupied [raqi territory of Al 
Faw. You're asking about the origin of the weapon -- 

Q No, ['m - 


a -- and we have said again that we assumed that 
these have been Chinese, and that we have raised this issue 
with the Chinese Government 


Q Phyllis, what was the measure of further 
liberalization you had under consideration and that you are no 
longer considering? 


A I don't have the exact details of the case we 
were looking at. [ think it comes up in the sense of specific 
cases of granting licenses. I just don't have those details. 

Q Can we get that? 

4 I'm not sure that we ever get into the details of 


those cases and what the considerations are 


Q Are you talking about specific products -- 
high-tech products -- or are you talking about general rules of 
a Well, it's controls High-tech export controls 


on specific products is what [ believe to be the situation. 
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Q When you say this is being done in light of the 
tension in the Gulf, is it as a sanction against the Chinese, 
or is it because some of these things might end up in the 
Persian Gulf and aiding these tensions or -- 


4 Again, ['m not drawing any links like this. What 
we're talking about is a period of tension obviously in the 
Gulf, and that we feel at this point, it's simply inappropriate 
to proceed with our review of further export control 
liberalization with the PRC. 


Q Phyllis, in your consultations with the Chinese 
both here and in Beijing, did American officials show the 
Chinese photographs of Silkworms being loaded in Chinese ports 
and unloaded in [ranian ports? 


A Again, that gets into questions of details in our 
diplomatic exchanges [ just can't get into 


Q Phyllis, another item, the Iranians have been 
importing American-made high-speed, high-powered outboard 
motors. Do you have any knowledge of that? Do you know how 
they got to [ran? 


4 I'm not sure I have any speci‘tic comment on this 
specific case. [ don't know when it was brought. We've talked 
about that before; the whole question of trade with Iran is 
under review. 


Q Do you know the law specifically regarding these 
outboard motors and their export to [ran? 

4 No, I don't have that on the top of my head I'm 
sorry. 

Q Okay. 


Q Could you look into that, though, please on the 
question, because it was a State Department initiative on 
limitations of certain war items of -- 


“ Yes, we can check whether there has been a 
limitation. As I recall. there was something that was 
announced fairly recently on a specific example and we'll check 
and see if we had guidance on that 


Q There's no guidance on today's reports, though? 
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” [I simply had not seen that report today. As [ 
said, I recall we had something earlier on about a specific 
case, and we'll check on that 


Q Thank you 
i) Yes 
Q Regarding the Stingers, the possible sale of 


Stingers to Bahrain, has the United States requested additional 
access to Bahraini ports? And have the Bahrainis held that up 
-- the sale of Stingers as a quid pro quo for -- 


4 There is no quid pro guo in this arrangement. We 
believe that the needs of Bahrain on defense are obvious -- 
they're clear. And as the statement said, we view the Stingers 
as a possible answer to this. 


Q Has the U.S. requested additional access to their 
ports, though? 


A Certainly not that I'm aware of, and again, this 
gets into tne private, diplomatic exchange that we just really 
don't go into. 


Q Phyllis, I wanted to go back to, on the timing of 
when we stopped considering the further liberalization of 
controls on exports to China, did that come after the first 
missile hit the American ship? What was the timing? 


m I just can't help you on the details of that 
decision. [t gets into internal deliberations. {[ just have 
nothing on that. 


Q On the Norwegian report, do you -- 

Q Could [ ask you one more Kuwait question? 

“ Yes. 

Q I think you've been over this before, but if you 
could refresh my memory, what's our defense agreement with 
Kuwait -- when they get hit, what we do?’ 

i) [ don't have anything specifically on that. I 


don't think there is any sort of agreement I think we've 
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talked about our relationship with Kuwait If there is 
something that we've talked about in the past, ['ll make sure 
that it's available again 


Q Phyllis, is there any thinking of moving some 
pieces of the fleet upper in the northern Arabian Gulf? 


a I can't help you with that question 


-~ MORE -- 
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Q Do you consider that missile attack was a 
reprisal for the American destruction of the oil drilling rig? 


A ['m not offering any description of it. Far be 
it from me to phantom Iranian motivations 


Fathom 

Thank you (Laugnier) An old sailor 
I think someone had wanted to go to 

A response to the Norwegian 


Yes The question concerns a Norwegian police 
report on violations of COCOM regulations 


We welcome this report which demonstrates the serious 
and frank approach the Norwegian Government has consistently 
taken toward investigating this problem. Release of the report 
follows introduction last week in the Norwegian Parliament of 
legislation which will significantly strengthen Norway's export 
control regime 


The report itself makes disturbing reading It 
reveals a durable and well-established pattern of involvement 
by several Western corporations in Soviet attempts to acquire 
high technology with military applications The police report 
underscores the necessity for all of our COCOM partners to take 
export controls and their COCOM obligations seriously. 


We're calling on all our COCOM partners to join us in 
strengthening COCOM and to review and revamp, when necessary, 
their national export control systems Ine Norwegian response 
to the recent revelations serves as an example to the rest of 
COCOM on how this should be done 


Q But there are also some disturbing reports in the 
Norwegian report that they saw US. equipment in Leningrad Do 
you have a comment on that? 

- Well, we certainly take all these revelations 
yery seriously We're discussing them When we have more 
information, we'll pursue that aspect of the investigation 


any details about 


vave any details on that 
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Q Can we have a copy of what you just read? 

Pp Yes. 

Q Are you making copies of your statement there? 
A Yes. They asked about the one on COCOM. 

Q Back to the Middle East? 

4 Yes. 

Q There are reports of a new approach to getting 


some of the parties in the Middle East conflict together, as 
reported today in Israel and the American press Can you tell 
us something about it, please? 


4 No, I really don't have anything and we don't 
normally report on diplomatic exchanges of this sort 


Q Can I ask you, if what is -- not “if" -- will the 
United States support such an idea of a mini-international 
conference to the Middle East? 


- I'm just not offering any speculation on what 
possibly we might do 


Q Can vou tell us if there are any new ideas in the 
Middie East or not? 


A I think Secretary Shultz covered that whole 
question in the briefings that he gave before he went out 


Q Secretary of State Shultz said he was going there 
with no new ideas. And what has been reported today was very 
different from that 


” If I may finish I think that he was talking 
about the fact that he was going there to exchange ideas, to 
see what might be done I think that covers the situation 
['m just not offering any comment on it 


Q Can you tell us if the U.S. attitude towards 
conditions for Soviet participation in a peace conference have 
changed at all? 


a I'm again - I think that our position on that 
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has been clear. We've talked about a constructive role that 
the Soviet Union would have to play. Nothing on that has 
changed. 


Q We've also talked about limiting Soviet influence 
in the Middle East. Would we welcome participation on that? 


- Again, I'm just not going to speculate on that 
Q Murphy? What about Murphy? 
4 Assistant Secretary Murphy is in Damascus, 


arriving last night From Cairo. He is there to continue the 
dialogue and consultations that the Secretary engaged in on the 
peace process and regional issues during his trip to the 

region He will also discuss the serious political and 
economic situation in Lebanon 


Q Does that mean that - 

Q Will he also discuss the Gulf? 

fe) Of course Yes, certainly 

Q Does that mean that the Administration has lifted 


the ban on high-level visits, and are other sanctions going to 
be lifted, too? 


a) The need for high-level dialogue with Syria is 
reviewed on a case-by-case basis, and exceptions like this one 
are made within that framework As 1 said yesterday, our basic 


policy on high-level visits holds 


Q So this is the second exception At what point 
does it cease to exist? 


~ I'm not speculating We're just talking about. 
exceptions 


Q Phyllis, when you say he is di ussing the 
political situation in Ledanon, there's only one thing The 
election of a new President to Lebanon So that's a political 


issue also? 


A I'm not giving the specifics of his discussion 
[ am just noting that it would certainly be obvious that he 
would discuss the serious situation in Lebanon while he's in 


Syria. 
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Q Did we use the Syrians to pass a message through 
to the Iranians about what we've been doing in the Gulf? 


” No, we've talked about the use of our protecting 
power, the Swiss, for any messages that we have wanted to pass 


Q Certainly, we can use more than one route if we 
choose to? 


- Certainly, we could, if we choose to But what 
we talked about earlier in the wake of the most recent attack 
was a message through the Swiss 


Q But were Syrians diplomats at all asked to convey 
U.S. thoughts, whether it's specifically a formal message or 
not? 


2) I just have nothing to help with that question 
Q Did you say at what level Murphy was received? 
A I don't have the details of the level at which he 


was received 


Q Following that up, do you know if he will be 


meeting with President Assad’ 
4 No, I don't know that 


Q Phyllis, can you please look at what was 
suggested today in the press? What would the United States 
position be if such ideas are floating in the Middle East? 


“ I know that you woul] 
that question, but, again, it's speculative and [ just can't 
help with that 


d like me to try and take 


Q Another subject Are we still waiting for the 
response from the -- is the U.S. still waiting for a Soviet 
response to the invitation for a summit? 


fe) Well, [ think -- 
Q Has there been a response yet? 
A The Secretary, aS you know, 1S in w now and 


it would be a logical assumption, I think, that 














-12- 10/22/87 


C The President is going on TY tonight 
a -- they will be discussing this He's talked 
about it before he went Certainly, I have nothing to say 


about that here 


Q The Soviet Ambassador to the U.N. supposedly 
travelled without permission to a restricted area of the 
country Do you have anything to say about that? 

a Yes, [ do have something to say about that 


Situation Last week, we learned that the Soviet UN 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, Aleksandr 
Belonogov, had been invited to St. Louis, Missouri, to 
participate in a meeting of the U.S. Business Council St 
Louis 1S in an area which is closed to travel by Soviet 
diplomats and journalists permanently assigned to the United 
States 


As the trip was related to U.N. business, we conveyed 
word to the Soviets through our Mission to the United Nations 
that we were prepared to make an exception and allow the 
Ambassador to travel to St yuis Much to our surprise, 
however, the Ambassador has so far failed | submit a request 
for permission to make this trip 


The Soviet-U N. Mission 1s well aware of this 
requirement, having submitted such a reque earlier this month 
for a Second Secretary to travel to New Jersey 


Let me point out that it was the Soviet Union which 
introduced travel controls, and all our diplomats assigned to 
Moscow, including our Ambassador, have had to submit such 
requests since shortly after World War [I We think this 
matter is worthy of your attention because we expect that, once 
again, it's possible there will be stories that the State 
Department has denied the Soviets permission to travel This 
1s simply not true 


Earlier this month, there had been an example when it 
was reported that Soviet Ambassador Dubinin was not given 
permission to travel to Minneapolis/St Paul to participate in 
a conference sponsored by the [Institute for East-West Security 


Studies This was false We had agreed to permit this travel 

but the Ambassador - Ambassador Dubinin - himself decided not 
to attend Instead, travelling with visiting Soviet Politburo 

inember, Nikonoyv, to St Louis and Orlando which were also 


closed areas 








i -_ 
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U.S. has been quite flexible in implementing the 
System of travel controls We allow Soviet officials to visit 
closed areas in cases of emergency and for certain key events 
Regrettably, the Soviets have not been so forthcoming . So 
rare our people assigned to the Soviet Union are given such 
permission 

-) It wasn't clear to me whether he's made the trip 
or not You say i@ Gidn' t ask for permission? 

4 I don't know The last information I had about 
this was this morning, and [ simply don't know whether he went 
aneac or not 

Q Opy ‘ that + atemer + ? 

A Yes 

Q Phyllis back n the Gulf for a second There's 
a teport that Kuwait At man and Qatar are seeking F-16s 
Do you know anything about nat? 

re) No [ jon > ve 4 ytni } ry > at 

Q Phy lj y +or jay J j lade nO] + + ‘ 
that a Gemonstration wa f af , in nama r today ar we re 
noping that *nhoe Jemonstrat ar 10 , c ery ly Has rTnart 
nappenedq yet ana ») you ave any reports cK if m tnere 

Q Ll don't know if t nas taken place ana I don't 

ave any report about it ['m u lear whe , for ne 
ivuft ror wnicn tne gemor trat Jas DpDianned wwe lay nave 
netn) 3 , T rr a y ¥* 

m you i any? } Pla ; nis ame 

risner in Nicaragua 

ie) Yes In reaqara tne je te t) ’ ivilians OV 
the Resistance in Nicaragua we Nave dee i ed that t? 4 
clergymen were released yesterday morning at t Oam. by 
Resistance forces in the village of yte ain the 
presence of several witne w yr further informatior I 
think you should ntact ; e J araa " “es ta ve press rj 2) 

Ln reaqara ys Mr ~a rj hor J? Nave no acai nal 
information abdout him > wea tained Je jerstand | a 
remote area of con® lict lf Nj aracgua The PpartmMe ? as 
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advised the Nicaraguan Resistance of our hope for Mr risner 
safe and early release We have Deen assured that the 
Resistance will do so as long as this can be safely arranged 


[t's our understanding that concentrations of 
Sandinista troops remain in the general area where Mr. Fisher 
was travelling, and this could delay his safe release 


Thank you 


(Press briefing nciucged at i2:53 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon. I think we've all been 
busy with the same screen 


I have one brief announcement today, and that's about 
Under Secretary Armacost's trip to Asia. Under Secretary 
Michael H. Armacost is departing for East Asia on Saturday, 
October 24. He will be visiting the Philippines, Korea, Japan, 
China, Thailand, Singapore, and Malaysia. In China, Mr. 
Armacost and Vice Foreign Minister Zhu Qizhen will engage in 
the latest round of annual consultations on political issues 
which are held alternately between Washington and Beijing. 


In the Philippines, Korea, Japan, Thailand, Singapore, 
and Malaysia, Mr. Armacost will meet with senior officials to 
review the results of the Secretary's discussions in Moscow, 
recent developments in the [ran-I[raa war, and other regional 
and bilateral issues 


Now, I'll be happy to begin with questions 


Q Will you make a copy of that available? 
A Yes 
Q On that trip, did you mention the Iran-Iraq war 


on the visit to China as well? 


A Well, we said that -- on China we've said that it 
is another round of annual consultations on political issues 


Q Does that include the Silkworms? 


” Well, of course, this is, I[ think, bound to come 
up, but let me emphasize again, we have a wide range of issues 
to discuss We expect this whole situation in the Gulf to 
figure prominently in those discussions 
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As far as the Silkworm missiles are concerned, we 
have repeatedly urged the Chinese to take steps to insure that 
Iran does not obtain or use them. We will continue to use 
every opportunity to discourage all parties from supplying arms 
to Iran. 


Q Do you have reasons to believe that the Chinese 
have provided the [ranians with Silkworms so recently? 


a We talked about this question yesterday. I don't 
really have anything further on it. We have said that we have 
raised this issue both in Washington and in Beijing recently. 


Q Do you put any credence at all in -- the 
Ambassador of Iran to China had a statement yesterday, I think, 
that the Silkworms were captured from [raq and that they have 
been adle to duplicate the Silkworm on their own? 


M I just don't have any comment on that. 


Q The Iranian Foreign Minister said today in Rome 
that [ran accepts the U.N. ceasefire resolution in principle. 
Do you have any response to that? Have you all seen that? 


m No, ['ve not seen it, and I don't have any 
response on it I think our position on that is clear, that 
[ran owes a response to the Secretary General at the United 
Nations, and that's the channel we would expect to hear about 
Iranian views on the resolution 


Q Do you have any assessment of the impact of the 
military action by the United States on the oil platforms on 
the diplomatic efforts of the United Nations? 


A No. We've not commented on the 
inter-relationship of these things Our position has been very 
clear on what we view is the root cause, which is the I[ran-Iraq 
war and tyat the goal of our policy is to Bring this war to an 
end. 


Yes 
Q On Panama, the government prevented the 
demonstration from taking place yesterday Do you have any 


reactions or comments? 


Aa No, I don't have anything on it It didn't take 


place 
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Qd But you had said in advance that you hoped that 
it would take place. 


4 And we talked about the atmosphere in which we 
hoped it would take place as it provided the opportunity for 
the expression of political viewpoints. You know, I'm not 
commenting or talking about why it didn't take place. [t 
simply didn't take place 


Q Has there been any change in the status of our 
aid to Panama, which es [ understand, it was on hold? 


y No. That situation hasn't changed. It continues 
to be on hold. 


Yes. 


Q Are you expecting either a briefing or an 
announcement today on new economic sanctions against Iran? 


m I just have nothing on that. 


Q Several Senators yesterday said that before the 
end of the year, they hoped to pass legislation cutting off aid 
to Panama unless various conditions are met They are the same 
conditions that the Administration and Congress have been 
talking about. 


Does the Administration have a position on such 
legislation? 


a I don't have any specific comments, and you know, 
this is -- I think people are talking about it in general as 
something that might happen, and we just don't comment on 
that. But generally, just let me repeat again what our 
position on these things in general has been, that we feel that 
legislations that tie the hands of the Executive and limit the 
President's authority make the conduct of foreign policy more 
difficult. And very often while we agree with the purposes of 
such legislation, that sometimes it's difficult to carry out 
the procedures. 


But that's just general And again, let me repeat 
that I don't have any idea what the specific provisions of that 
legislation might be 


Q Back to the Gulf, the President last night, and 
Secretary Weinberger in a press conference this morning, seemed 
to be talking about -- well, the President said, I think, “The 
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protection of neutral shipping" and Weinberger this morning was 
saying that the Iranian Government is going to have to learn 
that illegal attacks on shipping in the Gulf are going to be 
expensive. 


This sounds like moving the line out a little from 
what has been always the line here, which was that it was 
American-flag shipping only that was getting '.S. protection. 


i) I've not snen those remarks of Secretary 
Weinberger. There's no way that I can comment on those, but I 
think that you can be assured that our position of protecting 
American-flag vessels still holds. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q And nothing further? 
A No, nothing further. 9 


Q What did the President say then? You did not see 
what he said? 


He seemed to throw it open -- to protect 
Americans and others -- last night. 


Q He really raised questions -- 

Q You approach it, Phyllis -- 

Q -- about what the policy was. 

4 Well, [ think, again, [I'm not going to 
second-guess, interpret on that. I just really can't help you 


any further with that. 


Q Do you have any information on Mr. Murphy's 
activities in the area? 


” Ambassador Murphy is on his way home to 
Washington. While he was in Syria -- i think there had been a 
Question about this yesterday -- he met with Syrian Vice 


President Khaddam and senior Foreign Ministry officials. 


After Damascus, he visited Beirut, where he met with 
President Gemayel and Acting Prime Minister Salim al-Huss; and 
he met with these leaders to carry on our dialogue on ecnonomic 
and political questions 


In his meetings he stressed our support for the unity, 
sovereignty, and independence of Lebanon and for the withdrawal 
of all foreign forces 


Q Any impressions after his meeting with Mr 
Khaddam? 

4 No, I doen't have anything on that. 

Q Phyllis, do you have anything new on the status 


of the PLO office in New York? 
rs) No, [I don't have anything on that today 
Q The French spot satellite just released pictures 


of the Nurek laser facility in the USS& Does that pose any 
concerns quer possible violations of the ABM Treaty? 














-6- 10/23/87 


4 In regard to these overhead or satellite 
photographs, let me just say that responsible agencies have 
been watchine the construction of this complex with concern for 
some time. We're not prepared, however, to offer comments at 
the purpose -- the mission -- of the complex or its 
relationship to the ABM Treaty. 


As a general statement, I would note that the Soviet 
Union has for a long time been making a very substantial 
investment in strategic defenses, even though it will not admit 
tnem. 


We have judged, for example, that as many as 10,000 
Soviet scientists and engineers are engaged in military laser 
research and development 


Q How many? 

. Ten thousand. 

Q Thank you. 

a Walt a Minute, one more -- a few more. 

Q Perhaps I can come back to Panama once more. 


Just Looking at your statement from Wednesday about the rally, 
when you said you expressed the hope that the rally would be 
able to be held and that people would be able to express their 
concerns in a peaceful, non-violent manner, I'm a bit confused 
as to why the Administration has no comment on the fact that 
riot police broke up the rally and prevented it from taking 
place. 


a I just can't help you any further with that I 
think there are conflicting stories about what did happen, and 
I just hawe nothing further to say. 


Q Do you have any guidance on a story that moved 
yesterday that the CIA offered to pay salaries of Mosquito 
Indian leaders if they could continue their fight against the 
Sandinistas? 


a This is, of course, an intelligence question and 
it's always very difficult to comment on that. But I think 
that, in general, the allegation or the assertion that the U.S. 
sought, or is seeking, to impede the Central American peace 
process by offering payments to Indian leaders is just plain 
false. 
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Q Another question: Do you have anything further 
on the hostages? 


a The American hostages? 

Q Yes, after the messages sent by them. 

- In what context? 

Q I mean the two American hostages -- in the 


context of the new threats -- 


a Oh. 

. -—- of -- 

A Yes. 

Q -- Iranians doing things or the Jihad doing 


things against the Americans in the area. 


a This is the threats that have been issued in 
Beirut with the pictures of two of the hostages. 


Q (Nodding head affirmatively.) 


A We have come to expect threats like this from 
Islamic Jihad. They're not new, and they seem to come out in 
the wake of these incidents. But they will not change our 
policies in the Gulf 


We treat all threats seriously, and we're taking the 
appropriate measures to guard against them. 


I think that when photographs of hostages accompany 
Islamic Jihad threats in support of Iranian interests, the 
relationship between Iran and the hostage-holders becomes even 
more obvious. The continued detention of these innocent people 
is abominable and serves no useful cause. 


Once again, we call on Iran and all those with 
influence in Lebanon to use whatever influence they have to 
achieve the release of all the hostages. 


Q Was this one of the subjects Mr. Murphy discussed 
in Beirut? 


a We've just not talked about his agenda or the 
specific items that were under discussion there. 
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Q When you gave a rundown of what he was discussing 
in Syria yesterday, I don't -- maybe I'm wrong, but I don't 
recall you listing terrorism. Maybe you did. 


= I don't think we gave a rundown of what he 
discussed. 


Q Well, you gave a general statement on it. 

Was terrorism discussed? 

s But I'm sure that terrorism has, as you well 
know, been an item on our agenda with the Syrians. I assume 
that would be discussed, along with the other questions in the 
area: peace process, and the Gulf. 


Q Have the contacts been rescinded or have the 
contacts been lifted -- the ban? 


2 We discussed this yesterday, and where we talked 
about the need for high-level dialogue was reviewed on a 
case-by-case basis, it was determined at this point to send 
Ambassador Murphy to Damascus. The general policy still holds. 


Q How do you lift such an embargo? I mean do you 
make an announcement, or do you comment on that? 


a Sorry, I just can't help you 
Q The Ambassador is back in Damascus. He's -- 
- That's correct. 
Q -- arrived 
Q Well, then, what's the point of maintaining this 
thing? I mean do we have any other places where we have 
Ambassadors that -- 
Well -- 
-- won't permit American officials? 
American officials can't go. 
Well, I just don't have anything further on that. 
Thank you. 


All right, thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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EFSIN TRIT: 
SEC°RTARY SHULTZ: WE CAME BEPE TO MOSCOW YFSTERDAY WELL 
PREPARED TO DISCUSS THE FULL RANGE OF ISSUES OF INTEREST 
TO OURSFLTES AND TEE SOVIET UNION AND DETERMINED TO MAKE 
PROCPFSS AS MUCE AS WE COULD IN ALL OF TEFSE APRAS. WE 
PAVE EAD A DISCUSSION TEAY ES&S BEEN QOCITE TPOROUSH IN 
VIRTTALLY ALL OF TEE AREAS. THE SENFRAL SPIRIT OF TEE 
TACT ASSTRPIRT 
PAGY 2 “OStOW 17549 @1 OF 86 2612287 
DISCUSSION EAS BEEN CONSTRUCTIVE. WE BAVE IN THE FIELD 
OF HUMAN PIGETS ONCE ASAIN, PUT IT AT THE TOP OF OUR LIST 
IN OVP MINISTPRIAL MEETING AND WE ARF GLAD TO SEE 
WELL-ESTAPLISEED NOW, & PROCESS IN WEICE Wr BAVE A 
WOPTING GROUP AND WE DEVELOP THESE ISSUES CAREFULLY AND 

‘alias ~ ad tom * - 7 a - * --Tt 
SISTEMATICALLY. WE'VE EAD A COOP DISCUSSION IN THE FIELD 
OF BILETEREL MATILSS WE FAVE PTVITVED IN VRATIKs 
DEGREFS A FOLL RANGE OF REGIONAL ISSUES--TER I RAN-1RAQ 
WAP AND CUR JOINT INTEREST IN EFFECTIVE DIPLOMACY THROUGE 
TEE SECURITY COUNCIL, KOREA, CAMBOTIA, SOUTHERN AFRICA, 
AFSFANISTAN, THE MIDDLE EAST, TFE FULL RANGE OF ISSUES 
TFAT WE DISCTSSFD. AND WE SAVE WORZTED ON ALL OF THE 
AREAS OF ARMS CONTROL FRUM CEEMICAL WEAPONS, CONVENTIONAL 
WEAPONS, AND OF COURSE, THE NUCLEAR AND SPACE TALCS. 

- T+ AF > : nol . - 
IN TEE FIELL OF INTERMEDIATE RANG? MISSILES, WE HAVE MADE 
PROSPESS TERONSE SOME OF THE STICKIEST ISSUES. WE ARE I 
THINK, POTE SIDES ASPRF, VIPTUALLY THERE, AS FAR AS AN 
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INF AGREEMENT IS CONCERNED. ‘THE REMAINING ISSUES FALL 
LARGELY IN THF PLELD OF CETAILS ABOTT VEPIFICATION AND OF 
COURSE, WE FEEL VERY STRONGLY THAT WE MUST TAKE THE TIME 
NECESSARY TO BE SATISFIED TEAT WE HAVE DONE AS MUCE AS IS 
POSSIBLY IN THE FIELD OF VERIFICATION. THERE FAVE BREN 
SOME NEW PROPOSALS AND NEW “MATERIAL DEVELOPED IN TEE 
FIFID OF STRATESIC ARMS, AND WHILE WE HAVE FXPLORED 
MATTFPS IN TEE SPACE DY FFNSF-AB™M TREATY ARFA, WE STILL 


HAVE NOT, WR DON’T SEE QUITE WHERE WE CAN COME TO CLOSURE 
ON THAT SUBJFCT. I DON’T NFFD TO SAY ASAIN, BUT I THINK 
IT IS IMPORTANT TO EMPHASIZE, TFA™ WE IN THE UNITED 


FEEL VERY STRONSLY THAT WE MUST BE 
APLE TO DO EVFRYTHINS WE CAN TC SEF IF WE CAN LEARN HOW 


TO DEFEND OURSELVES AGAINST BALLISTIC MISSILES. THIS, IN 
TFE INTEREST OF OTR OWN SECTRITY, THE SECURITY OF OTR 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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FRIFNDS AND OUR ALLIES AND IN FACT, WE THINS, THE GRNERAL 
RECIME IN -VEICH WF LIVE WOULD TE A MUCE SAFER ONE TF TEE 
2ELATIONS HIP BETWEEN DPFENSE AND OFFENSE FAS A GREATER 
DEFENSIVE ORIENTATION TO IT. 

DAY I HAD THE PRIVILEGE, ONCE AGAIN, OF MFETING WITH 
GENERAL SPCRETARY SORBACHEY. HE TS A DYNAMIC AND 
INTFEFSTING PFRSON SO IT IS ALWAYS A PLEASURE 70 MEPT 
WITH HIM, AND WE WENT ON FOR FOUR AND A BALF FOURS. MY 
ONLY COMPLAINT IS T2AT I WAS SUPPOSED TO BE BOSTING A 
LUNCH AT SPASD FOUSE FOR O7® SOVIET cOgurrR Panes AND 1 
NEVE MADE THE LUNE. 

WE FAD & TEOROISH PISCTSSION. IT WAS MOST WORTHWHILF. 
“MR. GORBACHEV, AS IT EMERGED, IS APPARENTLY NOT YET 
SATISFIED, PARTICULAPLY IN TER AREA OF SPACE AND DEFFPNSE, 
THAT THE STATE OF THINGS IS SUCH THAT EF 1S COMPORTARLF 
IN VISITING WASEINSTICN. SO TONTRARY TO WHEAT WAS SET ONT 
WHEN MP. CETVARDPNADZF VISITED WASFINGTON, WF PAVE NOT SET 
ANY DATE FC2 “2. GORBACEEY S VISIT, ALTFOUGH HE ASSURED 
US THAT HE WISHES TO CO“E AND HOLDS OPEN TER POSSIBILITY 
OF COMING THIS YFAS. SC THAT IS A GENERAL 2EPORT ON WHAT 
FAS TATEN PLACE OVER TEE LAST TWO DAYS OF VERY INTENSE 
WORK TEAT WENT WELL INTO THE FYFNING, AND WHICH AS I 
SAID, WE SPENT A GOOD DEAL OF TIME WITH THE SENERAL 
SFCRETAPY AND CONTINUED OUR PRACTICE OF FAYING WORCING 
GROUPS IN VAPIOVS APFAS TO INTERACT WITH TEE RATHER SMALL 
MEETINGS BETWEEN MYSELF AND TEE FOREIGN MINISTER AND OUR 
LLFAGUES, AND THAT PATTERN BAS TTPNED OUT TO BE QUITE A 
WORTARL? ONE. 
O. ME. SFCRETARY, DOES If COME DOWN SIMPLY TO A CASE OF 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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SUBJFCT: S¥CRETARY’S PRESS CONFERENCE TRANSCRIPT 

NOT FEING ABLE TO MOVE ON YOUR FIFTY PERCENT STRATEGIC 

REDUCTION ONIESS THE U.S. SITES WAYS SN WHAT WE CALL STAR 

WARS, WHAT THF ADMINISTRATION CALLS STRATEGIC DEFENSF 

INITIATIVE. AND IF TEATS THE CASF, WEAT WILL BE THE 

ADMINISTRATION'S RECORD, REALLY, ON APMS CONTROL IF IT 

CAN°T MAEF A TENT IN THOSE BIG SILO BUSTING MISSILES? 

SECRETARY SEULT7: WELL TEE RECORD OF TEE ONITRD STATES 

AND THE RFCORD OF THF ADMINISTRATION IS ONE OF WORKING 

DETERMINEDLY FOR TEE SECURITY OF TRE UNITED STATES, AND 

IF WE CAN, LEARNINS FOw TO DEFEND OURSEL™FS ASAINST 
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BALLISTIC MISSILFS AS A MATTER OF GREAT COKCFRN TO ALL OF 
us. SO THAT’ S TEE IMPORTANT UNDERLYING VALUE FERE. BUT 
BEYOND THAT, THE PRESIDENT BAS BEEN FROM TEE BEGINNING 


AND PEMAINS, DETERMINED AND PREPASET TO BERING ABOUT MAJOR 
REDUCTIONS “IN NTCLERR WERPONS AND THCPE THAT tS VE 
COMPLFTF TRE INF AGR2FEMENT, WE WILL FIND A WAY TO SET IT 

SIGNED AND IT’S & VERY GOOD AGRERMENT SO 1°M SURE IT WILL 

BE RATIFIED. TEAT WILL BF AN IMPORTANT STEP, BUT IT WILL 

BE MUCH MORE SISNIFICANT IF WE CAN MOVE ON AND HAVE A 
SUBSTANTIAL ASREEMENT FOR FIFTY PERCENT CUTS IN STRATEGIC 

ARMS AND TEAT WF WILL ALSO CONTINUE TO WORK FOR. BUT WE 

WILL NOT GIVE UP OUR EFFORT FO LEARN EOW TO DEFEND 

OURSELVES AGAINST BALLISTIC “MISSILES. 


Q. (INATDIBLE) TEE RESERVATIONS THAT “MR. GORBACHEV 

RAISED TODAY, WERE THOSE THE ONES TREAT WERE ALREADY “NOWN 

AT PEYKJAVIEZ OR DOES HF RAISE SOME NEW POINTS WHICE YOU 
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WERE NOT _ABLE TO SATISFY? | 
SECPFTARY SETLT2: AT RFYTJAVIK A TREMFNDOUS AMOUNT OF 
EEADWAY WAS MADE, NOT ONLY IN THE FIELD OF ARMS CONTROL, 
BUT IN OTHFR AREAS AS WELL. FOR EXAMPLE, -IT WAS AT 
PEYCJAVIX WE PIRST ESTABLISHED CLEARLY THE PRACTICE OF 
RESTLAR WORTINS GROJPS ON THE SUBJECT OF HYMAN RIGETS. 
SO MY OPINION IS TUAT WHEN PEOPLE LOOK BACK ON REY JAVIS 
THEY WILL SEF IT AS TERE SUMMIT MEFTINGS WHERE MORE 
BAPPENED THAN PEREAPS AT ANY OTHER. SINCE REYCJAVIX, IN 
TEF AREA OF SPACF AND DEFENSE, TEERE EAVE BEEN SOME 
CHANGFS OF POSITION ON BOTE SIDES, -PUT I TFINK IT IS FAIR 
TO SAY THAT WE ARE FORIHER APART IN THAT FIELD TEAN WE 
ARS OBVIOUSLY, IN INF SINCE WERE PRACTICALLY AGREFD 
THERE, AND ALSO TRAN WE ARE IN START. WE BELIEVE THAT 
TEF SOVIET POSITION LINKING STRATFGIC ARMS REDICTIONS TO 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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TEE CEANGES IN THE ABM TREATY IS NOT WARPANTED. AND 


AMONG TEE REASONS FOR THAT TS, SINCE WE BOTE ADEERE TOC orgie ” 
THE ARM TREATY AND UPHOLD THE ABM TREATY, AMONS THE 
REASONS IS, TFAT IN THAT TREATY I? IS SET OUT THAT THE 
RESTRICTIONS ON DEFENSE ARE YADE IN T9E EXPECTATION THAT 
TEFRE WILL BF FURTHER DECLINES IN OFFENSE. AND SINCE 
TEAT TIME IN 1972, -THE AMOUNT OF OFFENSE INSTEAD, HAS 
INCREASED BY ABOUT FOUR TIMES. AND EVEN TEE MASSIVE 
REDUCTIONS THAT ARE CONTEMPLATED IN WHAT HAS ALREADY BREN 
AGREED ON IN STRATESIC ARMS WOULD STILL LEAVF US ABOVE 
THE 1972 LEVELS. ‘SO WE TEIN« IT IS PERFFCTLY CONSISTENT, 
MORE SO, IT IS VIRTUALLY NEEDED TO RE IN CONFORMANCE WITH 
TEE ABM TREATY, TO BRING OFFENSIVE WEAPONPY DOWN AND THAT 
IS WHAT THE PRESIDENT IS TRYING TO DO. CET THE LEVEL OF 
NUCLZAR WEAPONS DOWN AND If IS PERFECTLY CONSISTENT WITE 
THE ABM TREATY AND “ORE IMPORTANT TFAN THAT, IT IS 
CONSISTENT WITE THF NEEDS AND SFCTRITY INTERESTS, NOT 
ONLY OF TEE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES, -BUT PEOPLE 
THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. ‘THE PRESIDENT IS VERY DETERMINED 
ON THIS POINT. 





. MP. SECRETARY: YO" MENTIONED THAT YOU FELT THAT MR. 
SHEVARDNADZF BAD TAYFN ONE POSITION IN WASHINGTON A MONTE 
16) AND SEEMS TO BE TAKING ANOTHPR POSITION NOW BEFORE A 
SUMMIT “FFTINS IN TEE UNITED STATES. WHAT ACCOUNTED FOP 
FIS CHANGE CP POSITION AND AREN’T YOU PERSONALLY 
(INAUDIBLE) OF WHAT’S SAPPENED HERE? ARE YOU PERSONALLY 
DISAPPOINTED AND LETDOWN, DO YOU FEEL IT’S RFEN A FAILURE? 
SECRETARY SEULTZ: WELL, 1°M NOT GOING TO SPECULATE ABOUT 
A CHANGE IN POSITION OR EVEN TO SAY THAT THERE PAS BEEN A 
CPANGE IN POSITION. WE HAD CERTAIN SAID IN WASHINGTON, 
wr PAVE HAD A VERY CONSTRUCTIVE, THOROUGH, WORTHWHILE 
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DISCUSSION FE°E. BIT IN THE GFNFPAL SFCRTARY’S VIEW EF 
IS NOT PREPARED APPAPENTLY UNDER CURRENT CIRCUMSTANCES TS 
SET A DATE FOR A VISIT T) WASHINGTON. SO WHY THAT IS YOU 
WILL FAVE TO AS BEIM. AS PAR 45 1°” CONCERNED, -I THINK 
THE BALI THAT I <BEP MY EYE ON IS PROGRESS ON REDUCING 
NUCLFAR ARMS, ANT PROGRFSS IN ADD®FSSING CONCFRNS OF 
FUMAN RIGHTS, AND PROGRESS IN AT TEAST BEING ARLE TO 
DISCUSS IN A THOROUS® FASHION TERS® PYPLOSIVE ISSURS 
APO'ND THF WORLD, AND IN THOSE ASPAS I TRIN® THIS 
MEETING HAS BEEN WO8TEWRILE. OF COURSE, -I WOULD PREFER 
THAT WE PAT A POSTE SUT BECAUSE “Y OBSERVATION, HATING 
TAZEY PART IN SUMMIT MEFTINGS NOT ONLY IN THE 8 FAGAN 
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ADMINISTRATION BUT FARLI@R, IS TBAT ON THE WROLE THEY DO 
A LOT OF GOOD IF THEY ARE WELL PRFPARED AND YOU KNOW WHAT 
YOU ARE DOING. SO WE°LL CON7"INUE TO WORK AT IT BUT IN 


TEE MEANTIME, “LET'S EE STRE WE “EEP OTR EYT ON TEE MOST 
IMPORTANT BALLS AND THOSE HAVE TO DO WITH THE SUBSTANCE 
OF WHAT WE ARE ADDRESSING IN THE INTERESTS OCF A BETTER 
WORLD AND A MORE PEACEFUL WOPLD. 

Q. KUWAIT NEWSPAPER: MR. SECRETARY OF STATF, HAVE YOU 
DISCUSSED WITE SOVIST LEADERS DURING YOUR DISCUSSIONS, 
THE QUESTION OF TRE PERSIAN SULF? TID YOU DISCUSS ANY 
JCINT FFFORTS BY TEE "NITED STATES AND THE SOVIET TNION 
IN TPIS AREA? AND, IF IRAN WOULD CONTINUE TEE WAR 
AGAINST IRAQ AND IF IT DID NOT COMPLY WITE THE LATEST 
DECISION OF THE 7.N. SECURITY COUNCIL? 


SECRETARY SEULT7: I’M NOT SURE I UNDERSTOOD YOUR 
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QUESTION BUT AS I UNDERSTAND IT, IT IS ARE THERE ANY 
DEVELOPMENTS AS # RESULT OF TRE DISCUSSION ON WHICH YOU 
LABLFD ARAP ISSUFS,” YOU SPOKE ABONT ANNEXATION, WHICH 7 
DON’™ UNDERSTAND (OTHER VOICES INTERJ®C™), "SANCTIONS, 
OH, SANCTIONS, IN THE ah SITCTATION AND OTHERWISE 
IN THE PERSIAN GULF. YF WE EAD A CONSIDEPABLE 
DISCUSSION OF TEF TRew-TeAc SITCATION AND TEE SITUATION 
IN TPE GLP, I THIN’ WE BOTE LCOK TO THE SFCRETARY 
GFNERAL’S EFFORTS. FE HAS A MANDATE FOR WORX ON 
IMPLFMPNTATION OF RESOLUTION TR?Q EAS BASICALLY 
SAID IT IS READY TO ACCE TION 599, IRAN GAS NOT 
BEEN WILLING 70 DO TFA RF TARY GENERAL IS 
TALKING WITH TEEM AND I THINE S IMPORTANT THAT WF SE 
WFATEVER THE RESULT OF THOSE SSI°NS IS SOON, AND 
THEN I THIN® IT WILL B! "1 SECVRITY COUNCIL TO SE 
WHAT STEPS IT WANTS TO TAXI AS FA? AS WE’PF CONCERNED, 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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IF IRAQ-CONTINTES TO RETISE TO GO ALONG WITH PESOLITION 
592 THEN A FOLLOW ON RESOLUTION WILL BE NECPSSARY. 
NECESSARY IN THF INTERESTS OF DOINS PVFRYTHING wr CAN 
STOP THAT WAR AND ALSO NECFSSARY FOR THE CONTINTFI 
MEETING OF THF SECURITY COUNCIL AND THE IMPORTANCE 
FOLLOWING THIONSE ON THINGS THAT IN & TNANTMONS 
RESOLUTION IT SETS DUT. AND SLISVE THAT TER SOVIET 
UNION, JUST AS TEP ONITPD CPATES, WANTS TO SEE THE 
TY CO"NCIL AND THF JNITED NATIONS PF FPFRCTIVE AN! 
THE TIME COMES, WE WILL BE APLE TO ACT WITE 
SE I TEINK IT WILL BE “UCT MORE PFFECTIVE IF 
THAT WAY. INSOFA? AS OTBEP ISSUFS INVOLVING 
‘AS? PRACP PROCESS, NO I CEN’T REPORT ANY 
PARTICULA? PROGRESS ON THAT ARE 
REDMAN: SIR, YOU SAID IRAQ WEEN YOU MPANT IPAN IN 
AT ANSWER I BELIEVE. 
RETAPY SENLT2: MR. PEDMAN SAYS THAT I GOT IRAN 
CONFUSED WITH IRAQ AND I°M NOT SORE HOW I COULD POSSIBLY 
DO TPAT BUT IF I DID, PLEASE RFVE®SE IT. 


2. “R. SECRETARY, A LOT OF 7S THOUGHT TRAT EF 
PREREQUISITE FOR A SUMMIT WAS AGPEPMENT ON INF. IT NOW 
APPFADS THAT THF SOVIETS, MR. GORRACEEV, WANTED A FURTRER 
ADVANCEMENT ON SDI. DID TEIS STRPRISE YOU AND ARE YOU 
FAP FNONGH ALONG IN INT TEAT THIS WOUTD HAVE JUSTIFIED A 
STMMIT? IN OTHERWORDS, MF. SORBACETY SAYING TRE PRORLEM 
IS NOT INF 20" THE PRORLEM IS DEFENSE IN SPACE? 

SFCRFTADY SHULTZ: WELL, AS FAR AS WE°RF CONCERNED WF 
EAVE FELT ALL ALONG TEAT’S IT IMPORTANT FOR A SUMMIT TO 
UNCLASSIFIFD 
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TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GFORGF P.) 
SUBJECT: SFCRETARY’S PRESS TINF ERENCE TRANSCRIPT 
RE WELL PREPARED AND FCR TAERE TO BE SOME SUBSTANTIAL 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS REGISTERED. AND OF COURSE, AN INF 
AGREEMENT IS A SUBSTANTIAL ACCOMPLISHYENT. NO DOUBT IT 
IS IMPOPTANT, AND TEE POFSIDFNT HAS SAID THIS, THE 
GENFRAL SFCRETARY HAS SAID, THIS TO MACE PROGRESS ON 
STRATEGIC APMS, AND IY EOPF THAT IN SOMF WAY OR ANOTHER 
THAT CAN BE DCN. BUT, THE PROFSITENT WILL NOT == ANT 
NON? OF BIS ADVISTRS FAVE ANYTHING BUT FULL SUPPORT FOR 
HIM IN THIS =-- SF WILL NOT GIVE UP THE ARILTITY OF THE 
UNITED STATES TO PURSUE THE RPSEARCE NECESSARY, AND FOR 
THAT MATTER BE PREPARED IF TEF RESEARCH PANS OUT, TO MOVE 
ABEAD WITH DEFENDING OUPSELVES AGAINST BALLISTIC 
UNCLASSTFIET 
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MISSILFS. THIS IS A MATTER OF IMPORTANCE TO OUR 
SFCURITY. 
2. COULD YO" PLEASE EXPLAIN EXACTLY WHAT MR. SORBACERYV 
ASKED vor TO DO IN TRE ARPA OF STRATEGIC DEFENSE, WHAT EF 


ASKED YOU OR TRE-PRESTDENT TO CTVE TPs SECONDLY, WEERT 
1D THE TALKS GO FROM BERF? HAVE VON ARPANSED THAT PEOPLE 
WILL STAY BERIND. FAVE YOU ARPANGED ANOTHER MEFTING; 
WEFRE DONS IT 30? 
SRCRFTARY SENLTZ: WFLL AS FAR AS TEE SPACF DEFENSE AREA 
IS CONCERNED, TRE SOVIET UNION BAS PUT FORWARD VARIOUS 
PROPOSALS, WE’VF POT FORWARD YARIOUS PROPOSALS. THEY 
DON’T SFEM ONITE COMPATIPLE AT THIS POINT. PERHAPS IT IS 
TEAT OUP OBJECTIVES AREN’T SOMPATIBLE AT THIS POINT. $0 
IF YOUR ORJFCTIVES AREN’? COMPATIBLE YOU CAN DANCE AROUND 
THE DETAILS OF I7 FIR QUITE AWBIL? RUT NOT GET ANYWEERF. 
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IT WASN’T AS THOUGP TEEPE WAS SOMF SORT OF CONDITION LAID 
DOWN, IT WAS A REVIEW OF ISSUSS AND WE, OF COURSF, ARE 
FIRM IN OTR DETERMINATION IN THIS FIFLD. END AS WE TREN 
CAMP TO DISCUSSION OF A VISIT "0 WASHINGTON AND TO TER 
ONITED STATES, I THINK I CAN FAIRLY SAY, APPARENTLY MR. 
SOPRACHRV DIDNT TPEY, COMFORTABLE IN MAING THAT 
DECISION. IT IS FOR HIM TC SAY TEE INS AND CUTS OF THAT, 
I’M INST DESCRIBING WHAT TCOK PLATE. IN TERMS OF WHERE 
DC wF GO FROM ERDF? WE CONTINUE IN CIR DFTERMINED AND 
WELL PREPARED EFFORT TO MAKE PROGRESS ACROSS THE BOARD, 
AND I THINS TREAT THE RESULTS CF OR DISCUSSION IN INF 
SHO'LD MAKE IT POCSIRTE IN GENEVA FO? PEOPLF TO COMPLETE 
TFIS WORK AND OF COJRSE, OUR NEGOTIATING GROUPS “SET IN 
SENEVA. AND &S THE PROCESS SOES ON IN THE OTHER AREAS, 
WELL CONTINTE TO BRAVE CONTACTS WITH EACH OTHERS. I THINK 
I DID MENTION TEAT YR. GORRATETY TOLD "S TEAT HE INTENDED 
ONCLASSIFIE? 
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TO-WRITE-ALETTFS THE PUESTDENT, APPUPENTLY SOON. AND 


JUST WEAT WILL BF THE CONTENTS OF TEAT LETTFR I DON *? 
KNOW AND I TOLD FIM THAT WE°LL BE CHECKING THE POSTMAN 
AND RE READY TO RECEIVE IT WSENSVTR IT ARRIVES. 

©. MR. SFCPFTARY COTLD “OU TELL US A LITTLE BIT MORE 
SPECIFICALLY WRAT PROPOSALS EACH SIDF PUT ON TRE TARLF, 
IN PARTICULAR, WRAT MR. SOPBECHTV LAIT FORTH AS THE “IND 
OF PPOPOSAL THAT HF WOULD LIKE TO SEF SATISFIED FOR HIM 
TO FEEL THAT THE TIME WAS RIGHT FOR A TRIP 70 WASHINGTON. 
SECERTARY SFUIT7$ WELL, IN TERMS OF THE, IN THE Space 
DEFENSE APFA YON’DP TALLYING AROUT? 

(TNETDIELE) 

SFCRFTAPY SH'LTZ: WELL, I DON’T WANT TO RS EVIFW PROPOSALS 
IN SOME DETAIL BUT THE ELEMENTS OF TEP PROBLEM ARF, -ROTH 
SIDES AGPFE -- THAT THE TECHNIQUE OF A PERIOD OF 
NON-WITHDRAWL FROM TEE ARM PERIOD IS A GOOD TECHNIQUE. 

WE ROTE FAVE PROPOSALS THAT FOLLOW TRAT LINE. THE TENGTE 
OF TIMP TREAT TAF SOVIETS DFSIRE TO FAVE NON-WITRDRAWL IS 
LONGER "HAN OCRS. OF COURSE, WE HAV? STATED OURS NOT 
ONLY IN TERMS OF NUMBERS OF VRARS BUT THE YEAR AT WHICH 
TPAT NUMBFR ENDS AND TRF MORE TIME SOFS RY THE FFWER 
NUMBER OF YRERS BETWEEN NOW AND TEEN OBVIOUSLY. $0 
TEAT’S ONF FLPMFNT IN THE PICTURE, ANOTHER FLEMENT IS 
WHA? HAPPENS AT THE END OF TER NON-WITHDRAWAL PERIOD. 

RUT I SUPPOSE TFE CRITICAL DIFFFRENCE HAS TO DO WITH WHAT 
TAKFS PLACE DTRING THE NON-WITHDRAWAL PFRIOL. WHAT KIND 
OF RESEAPCE AND TESTING AND DEVELOPMENT ARE YOU PERMITTED 
TO TO? AND OFR VIEW IS THAT THE ABM TREATY WAS 
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SUPJFCT: SFCRETARY’S P® FSS CONFERENCE TRANSCRIPT 
NEGOTIATED IN 1972 AND WE°RE ONITE CONTENT TO FOLLOW ITS 
TERYS. NOW OF COURSE THERE ARE DEBATFS SOINS ON ABOUT 
WHAT THOS® TRPMS APE, BUT NFVESTRPFLFESS, TRAT’S PROBABLY 
THE MOST IMPORTANT AREA AT ISSUR 
GQ. MR. SFCRFETARY YOU MENTIONED IN YOUR OPENING STATEMENT 
TREAT SOME NFW PROPOSALS AND NEW MATPRIALS WPRF PUT 
FORWARD WITH RESPTCT TO THE STRATEGIC ARMS QUESTION. 
COULD YOU TELL US WHAT THOSE WERE AND IN YOR PINION, 
WHETHER THESF NFW MATFRIALS OF PROPOSALS MOVED THAT ARPA 
A GREAT DEAL FURTHRR TOWARD & CONCLUSION OF NOT. 
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SECRETARY SEULTZ: WELL WR’VE JUST RECEIVED THE so IT’S 
A LITTLF FAPD TO REACT, ANT I DON’T THINK IT’S 
APPROPRIATE FOR ME TO SET OUT EXACTLY WHAT MR. GORBACHEV 
DIP PROPOSE TO US, BUT WE LISTENED TO AIS PROPOSALS. WE 
DISCUSSED TEEM BACK AND PORTH, WE DISCUSSED OUR 








PRIORTITIPS IND T PRD SOME SENSE, TET Se ONL EDN 
SIXTH SFNSF AND IT MAY NOT BF RIGHT AT ALL, BUT I BAD 

SOME SENSE THAT PROBARLY WE FELT THAT SOMEFOW IF WE 

WORKED AT IT WE COULD MAKE IT IN TEAT AREA. ANOTHER WAY 

OF PUTTING IT IS, THAT THE OBJECTIVES ARE PFREAPS NOT 

TEAT DIFFRRENT, THEREFOR? WHEN YOU SEE TFAT, YOU FEEL YoU 

CAN FIND YOR WAY TO AN ANSWER. WHEREAS IT’S NOT SO 

CLEAR IN THE SPACE DRFSNSE ARRA TFAT OUR OBJECTIVES ARE 

CONGRUENT AND THEREFORE IT SEFMS TO BF MOPE DIFFICULT TO 

FIND TEE WAY. 


Q. FUNGAPIAN TV: DO YOO THINK THAT A FURTRER MEETING 
BFTWFEN YO" AND M8, SHFYARDNADZE IS NEFDED TO PREPARE A 
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SUMMIT? 
SECRETARY SHIYLTZ: WELL THAT RFMAINS TO RF SEEN. THE 
MEETINGS THAT MR. SHEVARDNADZE AND I EAVE BAD, HAVE BEEN 
UNFAILINGLY PROD(CTIVE MPETINGS. BIT, -I DON’? THINE 
THERF IS ANYTHING IN PARTICOLAP TO MEFT ABOUT PISHT AWAY 
AND I SUPPOSE TEE NEXT THING TEAT FP WIL? DO IS 7EFP 
CRECKING TRF “AIL“AN AND SEE IF SE PRINGS THE LETTER AND 
WE°LL LOOK AT TRE LP TTE® AND SEE WHAT IT CONTAINS AND 
TEEN MOVE ARFAD OM THAT BASIS. BUT THROUGHOUT HERE I 
TEIN IT’S IMPORTANT FOR FVERYONE TO SEF THAT WE EAVE 
COME HERE J'ST AS WE HAVE ON OTEER OCCASIONS, WELL 
PREPARED WITS A FULL STAPF OF PEOPLE WHO KNOW TYE SUBJECT 
WELL, WE°OF PEADY TD NEGOTIATF. AND THE PPFSIPENT IS 
_ETERMINED TO TEFP PLIGGING AWAY AT TEIS AND TEE THINGS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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THAT BE BAS SONGHT AND SEEKS NOW APF THF SAMF AS HE 
SOUGFT IN TEE EARLY STAGES DF HIS TERM AS PRESIDENT. AND 
QUITE A LITTLE HEADWAY FAS BREN MADE AND HE IS GOING TO 


STICE AT IPS ANY KES “IT SEEMS ADVANTACEOUS TO FAVS 
MEETING OF FOREIGN “INISTERS OR OTHER OFFICIALS, WELL, 
VE°RF SUITE PREPARED TO DO TRAT. AND AS I SAIL FARLIFR, 
MY OPSERVATION IS THAT SUMMIT MERTINGS CAN FE VERY 
PRODUCTIVE AND SO I HOPF TEAT THE CONDITIONS CAN BE 
ARRANGED SO THAT A PRODUCTIVE AND GOOD SUMMIT MEETING CAN 
BF HELD BUT THAT IS NOT APPAPENTLY THE CASE RISET NOW. 

Q. . « FROM EGYPT: MR. SECRETARY CF STATE, THE 
QUESTION OF A PEACEFUL SEITLEMEN® IN THE MIDDLE BAST IS 
FIRST OF ALL A QUESTION °ELATING 70 HI'MAN RISHTS. THE 
RIGHTS OF TEF ARAP PALESTINIAN PESSON TO LIVF ON HIS 
NATIVE PALESTING LAND. @EAT IS TYE CONCLUSION THAT 
YOUVE COME 70, MR. SECRETARY OF STATS, WITP THE SOTIET 
LEADEP WITE RESPSCT TO THIS QVESTION OF A PEACEFUL 
CONFERENCE ON TRE MIDDLE SAST AFTER SHAMIR REFUSED THE 
IDEA OF TFIS CONFEPENCE. AS YOU ARE AWARE, THIS 
CONFERENCE IS REQUESTED BY FVERYFODY. “VERYBODY REQUESTS 
THAT ALI INTERESTED PARTIES BE INVOLVED IN TATS 
CONFPERFNCF INCLI''DINS THF PALFSTINE, PLC, AS TRF ONLY 
LEGITIMATE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PALESTINIAN PEOPLE. 


SECRETARY SHVLTZ: WELL YO! JNST EXPLAINED WFY IS Sc 
DIFFICULT TO HAVE TEIS INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE. 80T AS 
FAR AS THE UNITED STATES IS CONCERNED, WE ARE SEFCING 
PEACE IN THE MIDDLF FAST, WE BELIEVE WE HAVE BREN A 
PELPFUL PAPTNER TO ESYPT AND ISRAEL IN WFAT BAS TAZEN 
PLACE THERE, AND IN THRE AGPFEMENTS THAT HAVE LED TO THE 
SITUATION ON THE GOLAN FEIGETS. TERRE IS A U.N. 
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THE WEST BANK BAVINS TO DO WITH THF QUALITY OF LIFE On 
THE WEST BANK, AND TSE EFFORTS OF JORDAN IW THAT RECLRI 
AS WFLL AS ISRAFL. 
AWD OF COURSE, WE°VE WORKED AT THE PRORLEMS OF THR TRACIC 
SITUATION IN LEBANON. WE°VE BREN VERY M"C# INVOLVED IN 
SESTING PEACE IN THE MIDDLE FAST AND BEYOND THAT. IW TH? 
MEANTIME SAYING, WEAT APDIT THE QUALITY OF LIFE OF THI 
HUMAN BEINGS LIVING THER? AND WE FATE “ADF “ANY BF FORTS 
TO IMPROVE THAT QUALITY OF LIFE. 1 PRECFEDED wY TRIP 
HERE BY GOING TO THE MIDDIE FAST AWD TE OBSERVATIONS aNd 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1987, 12:11 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement. Mid-day, October 23, a relief convoy 
carrying food was destroyed south of Asmara in northern 
Ethiopia. The convoy consisted of 16 United Nations' trucks 
carrying approximately 350 tons of food grains. In addition, 
seven trucks belonging to the Catholic Relief Services, 
carrying another 94 tons, were burned. The U.N. trucks and two 
of the Catholic Relief Services' vehicles had been purchased 
with U.S. Government funds. 


The U.N. trucks carried grain provided by the World 
Food Program. The Catholic Relief Service trucks carried grain 
provided by the U.S. Government Our Embassy in Addis reports 
that four public buses and two private trucks were also 
destroyed, and thus far only the death of one driver has been 
confirmed. The attack apparently was carried out by Eritrean 
rebels, although which group remains unclear 


We deplore this outrageous action which targeted 
trucks clearly marked with the United Nations insignia and 
whose humanitarian mission is well and widely known by all 
persons in Ethiopia 


We call on all parties to the conflict in Ethiopia to avoid 
interference with emergency Food operations so that the hungry 
might be fed 


Q Is this going to affect the plans for future food 
shipments? 


~ We will continue to provide food aid to assist 
the people of Ethiopia in the face of imminent famine. Our 
ability to assist the troubled areas in northern Ethiopia would 
certainly be affected by further incidents of this kind 
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To give you an idea of what we're going to do, we're 
going to approach the private voluntary organizations which are 
in contact with the rebel groups to convey our condemnation of 
this attack on relief vehicles and food intended for the 
civilian populations in areas under rebel control. 


During the ‘84 to ‘86 drought, the rebels recognized 
the humanitarian nature of our relief effort and generally 
abstained from attacking or harassing relief vehicles and 
personnel, so that we believe that they should resume their 
past practice. Otherwise. relief programs could be severely 
interrupted with dire human consequences in these regions. 


Q How about transportation, Chuck? The trucks were 
a big issue earlier on during the drought, getting enough 
transportation for this Now, you've lost some vital link. 

How will the United States or the relief agencies make up that 
loss? 

a As of this early moment, I don't know what plans 
are underway or what actions will be taken, but ['ll keep an 
eye on that and try to keep you updated 

Q Do you have a dollar figure on the amount of food 
destroyed and the dollar figure on the overall food aid program 
of the United States in Ethiopia? 

= We can take a look at those I don't have them 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 


- Of the original statement? Yes 


Q Is the Administration planning to do something, 
one way or another, about trade with Iran? 


A There's been no changes yet on that particular 
subject No decision has been taken as yet 


Q Can I follow that up? 
a Yes 


Q Has the State Department completed its study of 
that issue? 


a) We have said before that we have done a study, if 
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you will. Other agencies, of course, have been involved and 
have participated, and there is a decision document at the 
White House. What remains now is for the President to 
determine what he wants to do. 


Q Any idea when that will be? 
ns And that I can't predict. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the assassination in 
El Salvador of the president of the non-governmental Human 
Rights Commission? 


A First, I don't have any other additional 
information on the assassination. We only know that Mr. Anaya 
was killed early this morning. We condemn political violence 
of this kind. 


Q There's a report in the Miami Herald today 
indicating the possibility that the Administration would have 
the Contras withdrawn from combat no matter what happens with 
the peace plan. Have you seen that report -- 





a This question of withdrawing Resistance troops, 
which is raised in that article, is not our decision to make. 
That's the first part of the answer. And, secondly, we're not 
making any contingency plans to that effect We continue to 
Support the Resistance in its efforts to return to Nicaragua 
and to take part in the National Reconciliation process 
outlined in the Guatemala Accord 


Q When you say “we are not making contingency 
Plans." Who is the “we" referred to? 

Generally, that refers to the U.S. Government. 

Q But in this case? 

m The same thing. 

Q You just said it's not our decision to make? 

- That's right Withdrawing Resistance forces is a 


decision for the Resistance to make ultimately 


Q But the U.S. Government is not making any 
contingency plans to that effect, nonetheless? 
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A That's right. Why are those two incompatible? 
Q Then why do you have to say (inaudible) 


A Just because the story implies that. You can 
have the first only, if you want. (Laughter) 


Q Welcome back. The GAO report last week on South 
Africa had some critical remarks about the State Department. 
It said it was dragging its feet in certain reports to the 
Congress; certain actions on South African sanctions. Do you 
have any response? 


a No. 
Q Want to try Tahiti then? 
” [ don't have anything on Tahiti either. 


Q Regarding the Soviet Union, there have been 
further statements out of Moscow by TASS and Pravda and other 
news organs there, some of which say that there still can be a 
summit at an early time if the United States shifted its 
position somewhat on SDI and the ABM Treaty, and so forth. 


I know Secretary Shultz addressed some of these 
Questions yesterday. But do you have -- 


A It sounded to me like he addressed all of those 
questions. 


Q But some of these statements have taken place 
since then. Do you have anything more to say with regard to 
the state of play with the Soviet Union and where we go from 
here? 


i) I really don't. I think the Secretary, Mr. 
Carlucci, have both -- and the President, on Saturday -- have 
all addressed this issue, and I think they've stated very 
clearly where we stand on it. 


Q Do you know if there's any ambiguity? The 
Secretary both being optimistic and pessimistic at the same 
time, for instance? 


= No, I don't see that ambiguity. I think the 
Secretary explained the situation very clearly, in fact. 


~-MORE- 
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Q Chuck, when he said, in response to a question in 
Brussels, that I don't imagine he had particularly anticipated, 
that he could see signing an INF agreement without a summit, is 
that standing policy now? Would you say that the 
Administration is prepared to complete that accord, if need be, 
without a summit? I know the U.S. prefers a summit, but is 
that policy, or is that sort of a -- 


a The Secretary has spoken to the issue; the White 
House spokesman spoke to the issue ON THE RECORD on either 
Friday or Saturday. Those are all official government 
spokesmen. 


Q Is there any indication at all when tie letter 
from General Secretary Gorbachev might be sent or received? 


No, nothing beyond the General Secretary's own 
remark that it would be soon, [ believe. 


Q Is there any date for the INF negotiators to meet 
again in Geneva? 


They're at work. Ambassador Glitman went 
straight back to Geneva from Brussels on Saturday. [ haven't 
actually confirmed there's a meeting today, but the negotiators 
are, at least on our side, in Geneva and ready to get down to 
work immediately. 


Q This question might have been addressed on the 
trip, but for those of us who didn't go, what's the U.S. 
position on a summit, not in Washington, but on third-party 
turf? 


A The subject really hasn't come up. 
Q Can you address it now? 
4 I don't have anything beyond what's been said any 


number of times. We have an agreement going back to Geneva 
that there would be a summit here and then a summit in the 
Soviet Union. 


Q So does that preclude a summit some place else? 


A I'm not going to speculate on any other 
hypothetical situations 
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Excuse me, Michael. 
Q How about a non-summit summit, as in Reykjavik? 
A [I haven't heard of any such proposals. 


Q When the Secretary said yesterday -- I think he 
indicated a willingness to sign the treaty somewhere other than 
in the United States -- did he mean that he would do it, or the 
President would be willing somewhere other than the United 
States, or what -- 


2 He didn't address that in any specific terms, and 
it really hasn't come up yet. We're still working on getting 
an agreement -- that's the first step. 


Q Chuck, there are widespread reports in I[srael 
about the new Middle East conference between --— a new small one 
-- like between the United States and the Soviet Union only, 
with Israel and Jordan. 


a Can't add anything to that. 
Q I mean, there is no truth to all these reports? 


A The Secretary was asked at any number of press 
conferences to talk about his conversations while in the Middle 
East, and he continually said those discussions were between 
him and the parties involved, and he intends to keep it that 
way and so do [. 


Q Secretary Shultz said in his conference in Moscow 
that —- he discussed the Korean question as one of the regional 
problems. Would you explain what he discussed on the Korean 
question and what's the direction From the Soviet Union? 


5 I don't have any other details to offer as to the 
nature of that discussion besides the fact that the Secretary 
said that he had raised it. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to £1 Salvador for a moment 
on Anaya? The State Department has said that his human rights 
group is a front for the FMLN, and apparently he himself has 
been receiving death threats for quite a while now. I'm 
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wondering, does the State Department still believe that his -- 
that Human Rights Commission is still a front for the 
guerrillas? And if so, is there a feeling that may have had a 
role in the fact he was killed? 


A As I said, [ don't really have any other 
information on the nature of the incident, and therefore, I 
really couldn't speculate as to the motivation or the 
involvement of anyone in that particular incident. But I think 
you're correct in terms of how we have previously characterized 
that group, and I don't know of anything that's changed that. 


Barry? 
Q I was wondering if you had any, the State 


Department has any preliminary observations on the Party 
Congress in China? 


A No. 

Q Anything to report on Murphy/Assad talks in 
Damascus? 

a No. 

Q How about Panama? Do you have an update -- 


apparently, the Vice President has been ousted from his office 
down there. 


A I don't have anything on that in particular. 
That happened at the end of the week, [ believe. [ don't know 
whether anything was done here. 


STAFF: No. 

a No. 

Q Do you have anything on Armacost's trip to the 
Philippines? 

a I don't have any updated report, no. I would 


expect he will be doing sessions with the press along the way, 
but at this point, I don't have any preliminary reports. 


Q And do you know when he arrives in China? 


We can get that, I'm sure. 
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Q I have to ask about Fiji. I know it's not on the 
front burner, but France has now, has recognized it. France 
says it deals with states; it recognizes states, not 
governments. 


When will the U.S. deal with this question of whether 
it will recognize the Republic? 


4 I don't know of anything new on that particular 
question. So as far as [I'm concerned, our policy remains as 
it's been explained over the past weeks. And, I don't know any 
way to predict when and if that stance will change. 


Q Do you mind looking into it? I mean, who does 
the U.S. recognize as the government? 


4 I think we've stated our position concerning the 
situation there, and it hasn't changed. 


Q But the Governor General is not there anymore. 
He's resigned; it's been accepted. Could you follow it up for 
this -- 


a We'll keep an eye on it. 

Q Thank you. 

4 Anywhere else in the South Pacific? 

Q IF you have New Zealand or Australia, ['ll take 


it? Anything on the stock market? (Laughter) 
A Barbara. 


Q It's just a technical question: Is there a topic 
for the Secretary's remarks this afternoon? 


A I don't know of any particular topic 

Q Why are we barred? 

4 Pardon. 

Q Are we barred from that -- the press? 

f [ prefer to say you are never barred from 


anything. (Laughter) There are some things you're invited to. 
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Q When the door is closed and you can't get in -- 

A That means you're not invited. 

(Laughter) 

Q What's the answer to that? So we're not invited? 

A [I don't know what the status is. If you're not 
invited, you're not invited. If it's open for press coverage -- 


Q Whom is he speaking to? 


Q Republicans. 

A This is -- which group are you talking about? 
Q Republic [nner Circle. 

Q The “fat cats." (Laughter) 

Q Chuck, do you have any idea how many Silkworm 


missiles the Chinese have sold Iran, and what the dollar value 
of those missiles is? 


4 No. 


Q Chuck, may we maybe ask you to ask -- back in 
Venice time, which is the last time that anything was said 
about this, summit time, about half the Silkworms had been 
delivered; and as you remember, one of the themes of that 
economic summit was the repetitive recital of U.S. hopes that 
China would not complete the transaction. And now that it's 
pertinent again, I wondered if you could see if they did 
complete it, as far as the U.S. knows? [here was only about 50 
percent delivery at that time 


fe) ['ll see what [ can get, but -- 


Q -- They were denying they ever heard of a 
Silkworm missile. 


os Yes. And you might look at the briefings that 
were conducted here last week, in your absence, Barry. The 
question came up in one way or another, although perhaps not 
specifically that question. 
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Q Do we have big plans for the Security Council in 
the next 30 days or so, pushing through the second resolution? 


7 As you know, the next step, of course, is to hear 
from the Secretary General. On October 15, he conveyed a 
written elaboration of his outlying plan for the implementation 
of Resolution 598 to Iran and Iraq. He has requested initial 
reactions from both parties by the end of the month. 


It would be our expectation that he will provide the 
Security Council then with a readout on the status of his 
efforts shortly thereafter, so that's the next checkpoint. 


Q Did he ask for written -- a written answer or a 
verbal answer? 


n You'll have to stay in touch with the satel 
General. I don't have that detail. 


Q On Burkina Faso, is the United States recognizing 
the new government or considering withdrawing rec»gnition? 
What's the status in terms of our relations with the new 
government there? 


A First of all, there was some material provided at 
the time of this most recent coup attempt, which [ refer you to 
as a point of reference. So starting with that point of 
reference, we are encouraged the new regime is seeking contacts 
with the West and with its neighbors in West Africa. 


We anticipate being able to maintain continuity in our 
relations with Burkina Faso. 


Q Chuck, back on the Security Council, are you 
still hoping for a yes-or-no answer from [ran, or still waiting 
for some explanation from the General Secretary of the United 
Nations? 


4 I'm not quite sure what. the question is meant to 
say. The Security Council gave the Secretary General a new 
mandate to get an answer as to whether the parties accept 
Resolution 598, so that's what he's doing. 


Q So, after this report, then you'll be working on 
the next resolution, then? 
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A The first step is to find out what reactions he 
gets. At the same time, as you know, we've been naving 
informal consultations within the Security Council in order to 
lay the groundwork for the second resolution, should it be 
necessary. 


Q Chuck, the Post has a story this morning that 
some of the Arab states of the Gulf are concerned about the 
Soviets, that they might be favoring Iran. 


Is the Department generally satisfied with the way the 
Soviets are conducting the situation over there in the Gulf? 


A I don't really know what you're asking me to 
comment on there. The reactions you refer to are those of 
countries in the region, and ['m sure the people who did that 
report must have talked to people, and therefore, had a basis 
for saying that. But [ don't really have anything to add. 


We've addressed over these weeks and months a number 
of particularly pinpoint questions, but [ don't have any more 
ceneral evaluation. 


Q Do you have anything on Murphy's trip to Beirut? 
Did he go there to brief the Lebanese on the Secretary's trip, 
or did he go there to work out -- carrying messages between the 
Syrians and the Lebanese interceding on their behalf? 


fe) I believe that Ambassador Murphy himself had some 
commentary to offer on the purpose of his trip there, so that [ 
really wouldn't go beyond that 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief announcement 


There is an unclassified paper and chronology on 
Iran's support for international terrorism which will be 
available in the Press Office after the briefing It looks 
like that [Holding up paper] 


Q Can you give us any idea of what is going on in 
Moscow between the Soviet Foreign Minister and the U.S. 
Ambassador? 

A I really can't 

(Laughter ) 

Q What do you think is going on’ 

A I just don't have any readout on that meeting, so 


as a consequence I'm not in a position to be of much help at 
this point 


Q Do you know the subject? Are they talking about 
INF? 

- I'd just as soon not go into the agenda either 

Q You've seen, I presume, the statement by the 


Soviet spokesman saying that -- 
A Yes Yes, I have, Jim 


Q And is he reflecting reality as far as the State 
Department sees it? 


Qa I really don't have any way to analyze or to 
comment on what he 1s saying 








Q You have no reaction at all to what he said? 
A He said what he hac to say 

Q You don't believe it? What do you -- 

~ l'm not sure what there is for me to react on 


that The Secretary and others, in the wake of our meetings 1 
Moscow, made it very clear that we were moving very close to an 
INF agreement, that we had made a lot of progress, that we 
expected it could be wrapped up in the very near term it 
seems to me that’s what he's saying 


al 
| 


Q But he's also saying -- suggesting -- that a 
summit would now be feasible Is that not the way you read it? 
- I think the Secretary has spoken and the 

President has spoken on our views on a summit That's all 


S 4 
there; it's all still true 


Q Do you know whether a letter from Gorbachev was 
given to Jack Matlock today? 

7 I aon t pelleve so 

Q Do you know if the meeting is still going on 
involving Ambassador Matlock’ 

7 I just don't know whether it still going on 

Q Chuck, has the famous Gorbachev letter come in 


some other way other than being given to Matlock up to now? 


— 


a No 

Q Based on the events in Moscow tocay, 1s there any 
more reason to think that there will be a summit in Washington’ 

- I'm just not in a position to get drawn into 

J 

these kinds of questions and trying to speculate, analyze. or 
whatever 

Q Is it a surprise to you that we're curious about 


J 
this subject in light of what the Soviets have said 


- Not unexpected No I'm 


t surprised 


Q What are you waiting for before you will give 
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reacout, 


- The Dasi 
[ don't have any reado 
Q Chuck in > statement 
Iranian involvement in terrorism, 
[inaudible). an opposition group i 
information from Iran that they moved 
Peninsula and they are preparing to 
information about that? 4re you aware 

- Il haven't part 

Q What's relevance of 
chronology against Iran? Is the Admi 
take further action against 


‘he 


a 
afternoon, 
decision in 


Q There was 4 wi 
nad taken delivery of some ar 
the last few days Do you «& 


a I have no 
particular report is acc 
in the past. to 


r 


our J 


Q Can yOu 
are continuing ir 


»ay 
nNowever 


Are you waiting for the 
communi 


coes 
afternoon? 


nave 


sno 


10/27/87 


letter, or do 
cation before you will 


2iting for an appropriate moment and an 
no specific 


reason I just don't 


Give you 4 readout, 


ll 


77% 
ii 


something to say I 


you to believe that I 


to 


provide us with a 


have gotten a readout? 


nave any reacout why 
don't usually go into 


ou said about the 
the Mujahedin 
Saic that they have 
Silkworm to the Faw 
Do you fave any 
information? 
bit of information 
of the new 
proposing to 


Ss yesterday 
elp put that 


oday that Iran 


ons from China in 


accurate or not? 


nether that 
refer, as I 


nave 


"inese shipments 


ose shipments, 











10/27/87 


- Again, [ don't want to go into those kinds of 
questions because we start dealing with intelligence questions 


Q Have you cot any response to the decisions by 
President Reagan to ban trade with Iran from European allies or 
other countries? 

- Any response’ 

Q Yes 

= To President Reagan? 


rT 


Q I mean to President Reagan's decision, if they 
are going the same way or not? 


-) I think it's too early to tell As we have said 


-- I'm not sure whether the President said this specifically -- 
but we will be urging our OECD allies to take similar measures 
against Iran The only one that I would note at this point is 
that the French Government had already asked French companies 


not to import [Iranian oil 


Q What can you tell us about these reports of 
Americans killed in Afghanistan? Any detail? 


Q Chuck, only one follow up on this You repeat 
here that it is difficult to pinpoint the petrol, or the oil, 
from Iran in the spot market How can you manage that? Many 
times you repeated that from here 


fr.) In terms of the details, as to how this will be 
implemented, the President said that there would be Treasury 
regulations promulgatec within the next week to ten days, so 
you should look to those regulations as to the wherewithal as 
to how this will be implemented 


Q But how can you differentiate the 011? You told 
uS many times it's difficult 


a It's difficult lt doesn't mean it can't be done 
in some way 


Q In the past you've implied that it couldn't be 
done That once it goes into the spot market pool, petroleum 
being fungible, it is impossible then to see what's the country 
of origin of the oil that is purchased 


a Two issues One, I'm not sure anyone has said 
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it's impossible to do what you have said The fact that it 
goes into a spot market pool means that it can be sold -- if we 
don't buy it, there are other bDuyers there who are ready to 
pick it up. And so, in that sense, the economic impact is 
lessened although we took the measures, the President said. 
because we believe it's important to lay down a marker And 
even though Iran may be able to sell its products elsewhere, at 
least this embargo will deny [ran access to U.S. markets 


Q Chuck, can we go back to the situation in 
Moscow? Has the Ambassador reported back to Washington on his 
conversations with Shevardnadze? 


A He always does, yes 


Q And could you tell us if there is an expectation 
or even a plan for him to have another meeting with the Soviets? 


- That I just don't know 
Q Any meetings here with the Soviets? 
A I don't know of any 


Sorry, can [ just bounce back to the trade 
emtargo? You said you'll be urging the OFCD members. Any 
special form for that -- sending out a special envoy -- or is 
it just going to be done through normal diplomatic channels? 


A [It'll be done through diplomatic channels. 


Q Are you discouraging us on this Moscow matter 
here? Would you discourage us not to be writing stories about 
the “summit likely?" 


4 In simplest terms, I'd say 1 m not commenting 
So it's neither encouraging, discouraging, or otherwise. 


Q Back to the question about Afghanistan, do you 
have any details on that? 


a Yes. I mean, I have some information but no 
details, in fact. 


We have received a report that two American 
journalists were killed during a trip into Afghanis'’an. fhe 
American Embassy in Islamabad and the U S. Consulate in 
Peshawar are seeking further information, but we just don't 
have anything further at this time 
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Let me just say that the families have been informed 
of those press reports, but we don't have any independent 
confirmation of them. And, as a consequence, we're really ina 
stage right now of looking for further, more complete 
informaticn. 

Q Names? 

a Pardon? 

Have you got names? 
[ can't use the names 
Were they full-time correspondents there? 
“ [I don't have those details 
Q What was their legal status? Is what they were 


doing legal, in terms of U.S. citizens traveling, as such? [Is 
there anything like that? 


a I don't know that they were violating any U.S. 


laws. 


Q Chuck, do you know if the Chinese have responded 
to the U.S. plea for help to those snowbound buses on the road 
from Kathmandu to Lhasa just about three miles inside the 
Chinese border? 


= Let me give you a recap of the situation, as we 
know it Our Embassy in Kathmandu has received a report that 
several busloads of tourists were Lrapped by snowstorms on the 
Tibet-Nepal road in Tibet, approximately six kilometers north 
of Tangla Pass, outside of Tingri West 


Earlier reports indicated that a 36-hour storm last 
week brought heavy rains to Nepal and snow at high altitudes of 
Tibet. This made major parts of the Lhasa-Kathmandu road 
impassable, and the hardest hit area seems to have been Tingri 
West. 


Six travelers among the stranded tourists hiked to 
Nepal to report that the bsuses had been stranded since October 
19 An officer from our Consulate in Chengdu, who is presently 
in Lhasa, has indicated that travelers arriving from Western 
Tibet as of October 26 report that only six to ten people 
remain at Tingri Other travelers have turned back to Shigatze 
or Lhasa 
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I think Shigatze is between Lhasa and Tingri 


Q But they couldn't turn back to Lhasa They were 
headed to Lhasa. 

- They were headed toward Kathmandu These are 
people -- but, in any case, this is the information we have, 


Barry. 


Our Embassy in Beijing has contacted local authorities 
asking that efforts be made to confirm the reports and to 
assist the travelers 


We've also shared the report with Beijing embassies of 
other countries who might have had nationals among these 
Stranded tourists 


Q I'm sorry I was following the geography 
You're saying that aboard those five buses and a land cruiser, 
at best six to ten people remain of the 150 who were there 
originally, about? I[s that what you're saying? 


2) What we have is that travelers arriving from 
Western Tibet report that only six to ten people remain at 
Tingri. Now, beyond that, there are other travelers that had 
gotten to Shigatze. But, as you can see, the whole situation 
is a bit uncertain 


Q And, of course, also uncertain is whether 
Americans were aboard. Ihe fact that the six people who hiked 
150 miles or more decided to go to the US. Embassy might 
suggest they were Americans Do you know if there were 
Americans aboard? 


A I don't have that figure, but we'll see if we can 
keep providing those details 


Q You said they were traveling Lhasa to Kathmandu, 
right? Or were they traveling From Kathmandu to Lhasa? 


= It's not clear in which direction they were 
traveling. They were on the road, however, which leads in both 
directions (Laughter) 


Connie? 


Q I'm confused Are you saying they are still some 
trapped on the buses, or did they all get off the buses and 
make their way out some place? 
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A I don't really know that [ can answer that 
question definitively. 


Q That's a pretty serious situation, if they're 
still on the buses -- 


- The information, as I read it, indicates that the 
people have gotten to these small towns -- [ take to be small 
towns -- such as Tingri West 


Q Can you comment on what U.S. military advisors in 
the Philippines were doing with the rebels during the August 
coup? Why were they there and what were they doing? 


Aq The Embassy and the Ambassador have answered 
those questions a number of times over But let me begin by 
reiterating that our policy has always been complete and 
unequivocal support for President Aquino and the democratic 
government she heads. 


As a matter of policy, we don't interfere in 
Philippine internal affairs. We reject any suggestion that we 
have interfered in a way which would support anti-democratic 
elements opposed to President Aquino. 


As Ambassador Platt has stated, Lt Colonel Raphael is 
a trusted member of the Embassy staff His activities in the 
Philippines have been legitimate and in the line of duty. The 
Ambassador also said that the charges aired against him 
publicly are unfair and unwarranted, and that applies to the 
activities of our other Attache who happened to Find himself at 
the air base involved 
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Q What particularly was unfair and unwarranted in 
those reports? 


A I think you've seen the charges that somehow 
these people were involved in the coup in some way; and as ['ve 
just said, that's just not true 


Q Chuck, can [I go -- 


Q No. One more on this please You know there's 
an inherent contradiction between your first and second 
sentence there You say “The U.S. policy is complete and 
unwavering support for Mrs. Aquino and her government, but we 
don't interfere in the internal affairs of the Philippines. " 
Well, that is taking a position in the internal affairs of the 
Philippines, is it not? 


I don't think that's the way it's seen, Jim. The 
fact that we have complete and total support for a government 
in power is in no way interfering in the internal affairs It 


just isn't. 


Q What specifically were these Attaches doing there 
with Honasan? 


4 Again, Attaches have their j.d to do Part of 
their job is staying in touch with the military They're often 
at military establishments, and in times of uncertainty, like 
many other people, their job is to know what's going on. 


Q Well, a couple of weeks ago we learned about a 
phone call that was made from the Embassy to Honasan, in effect 
telling him to stand down or US. aid would be cut off Why 
couldn't these Defense Attaches have given him that same 
message?’ 


A I don't know that they didn't; but the fact of 
the matter is that we announced in no uncertain terms what you 
just said, that in the event of a coup there won't be any 
American aid. And [ think for that to be understood as a 
definitive American position, it needs to come from 
authoritative sources [t needs to come from the Embassy, it 
needs to come from the State Department, and it did That's a 
message that Attaches can relay and reinforce, but it's a 
message that comes first and foremost from the appropriate 
authorities 


Q Chuck, can I go back - 
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Q What's the position of the Department on the 
visit of Vice President Laurel? 
A What about it? 


Q What's the position of the Department towards 
visit of Vice President Laurel who is now in Washington? 


a I don't really have a position on the visit. 
He's here. Just to recap, he's on a private visit. He has 
speaking engagements with the Philippine-American community in 
Los Angeles and California; those he's already performed, I 
believe. He arrived in Washington the afternoon of the 26th. 
He'll be here until the 29th when he speaks to the 
Philippine-American Chamber of Commerce meeting in New York. 


Concerning his program, what [ know about it -- and 
you should stay in touch with the Philippine Embassy, I 
suppose, for details -- but he'll be meeting privately with 
several members of Congress, and Assistant Secretary Sigur will 
make a courtesy call on him at his hotel this afternoon. 


Q Terry Anderson's sister, Peqgy Say, is in town 
today celebrating his 40th birthday in an attempt, she says, to 
call attention to the fact that he, among others, is still 
being held hostage, and she's suagesting that the 
Administration should name 2 particular envoy to try in some 
way to arrange the releas2 of Anderson and the other hostages 
or at a minimum to serve as one person whom the families of 
these hostages could call for any developments that might 
unfold. Any response to that suggestion for an envoy? 


A [ don't have any response. [ think the 
appropriate place for that to be considered would be with the 
people who are in charge of those kinds of questions, who work 
those kinds of problems, and L'm sure they're prepared to meet 
with Mrs. Say and others who have ideas. 


Q Church of England or -- 
A Pardon? 


Q The Church of England l1 was thinking of Terry 
Waite, but -- 


I don't know where that comes into this story. Il 
mean, are you saying that she's suggesting ferry Waite? 
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Q No. I'm saying that the only special envoy ['m 
aware of who was attempting any such was Terry Waite. 


A But as [ understand it, you're propcsing some -- 
you're saying she's -- 


Q Not [. 

4 -- proposing some other envoy -- 

Q She's suggesting the American Government -- 

A -- and I'm saying that kind of question, if she 


believes it's worth pursuing, I['m sure she'll take it up with 
people here in Washington But we have a very active group of 
people who continue to follow the question of the hostages. 
There are people that the hostage families know they can- 
contact. They've been designated for some time, and [ know 
they have ongoing, regular contacts with the hostage families 
so that there is in effect at least one good point of contact 
that I'm aware of. 


Q Chuck, is there any reason for optimism at all on 
the Anderson situation, or for any of the others? Has anything 
changed at all? 


4 I just don't have anything new to offer. 


Q Can [ try again on a summit question? On a date 
for the summit, is it still the US. strategy to not suggest a 
date and to simply go on the theory there's an invitation out 
there and it's up to the Soviets to suggest a date? Are we not 
suggesting dates, even at this stage? 


4 Barry, I just don't have anything new on the 
story -- 

Q I'm not talking about -- 

3) You've heard the Secretary speak on the question 


of summits. He's spoken on the question of the necessity to 
pursue substance in the first place, and that that is what we 
have been doing. 


Q Well, let me clarify my question, which I think 
is quite clear to begin with (Laughter) 


The U.S. position has been the President has invited 
the Soviet leader, the invitation is out there, it's for him to 
say when he'd like to come Now, you know where we are at this 
point -- he ain't here 
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The question is: while the Secretary of State now 
sounds the theme that it's getting late, I wondered if the 
Administration is now prepared to help the Soviets look at a 
calendar and maybe begin to suggest dates? Or, even now, as 
part of this strategy of letting the Russians come to you, 
whether the U.S. is still waiting for the Russians to propose a 
date? Now, you were prepared to say this before -- 


A Barry, the Secretary -- 


Q -- today, so [ just want to know if it's still 
our position. That's all. 


s The Secretary has spoken a number of times about 
how he approached the question of summits in his various 
meetings. We had said in September that when we went to 
Moscow, we were prepared to work on an INF treaty and at the 
Soviet request to look at dates. So, certainly, at the 
appropriate time there's no difficulty doing that. 


Q Well, I mean, I can't put -- 


A [ mean, [I don't see what the question is because 
it is so self-evident. 


Q Well, here's the question: Ihe question is -- 
well, first of all, there's a very simple question. Is the 
United States now proposing changing its strategy or tactic or 
approach and now suggesting possible dates this fall for 
Gorbachev to come here, because if it's not, you're in the 
position -- ['ll leave out the adjective -- of both saying time 
is running out and keeping your arms folded and waiting for the 
Russians to come to you? 


a You set up a straw man that's a nice one in terms 
of trying to elicit some further information -- 


Q No, L'm not -- 


4 -- but which simply doesn't hoid water in the 
light of everything that you know has happened. 


Q Yeah. I'm trying to see if you're trying to 
facilitate -- 


fe) And so I will resist the temptation to play 
around with your straw wan 
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Q No, no. I'm not trying -- this is not a trick to 
get you to say what's going on today. It's just a quest on 
whether the United States has gotten off its policy of not 
proffering dates. That's all I'm trying to find out. 


” [ think I've just answered it. 


Q Chuck, have you gotten any reactions from the 
Soviet Union to the new proposal of direct negotiations between 
Israel and Arab countries under the supervision or under the 
auspices of the Soviet Union and the United States? 


“ No. 


Q Has this been a subject of talks while Secretary 
Shultz was there in Moscow? 


f The question was asked yesterday, I believe. 
But, in any case, that was not a subject in Moscow. 


Q Do you have anything new on Fisher, who was being 
held by the Contras? 


A The situation is still essentially the same as 
you know it at last counting. As far as we know, he remains in 
Resistance custody following his detention in an area where 


armed combat was known to be taking place. fhe Resistance has 
indicated it intends to release Mr. Fisher when it can 
establish conditions that will guarantee his safety and that of 
the Resistance unit holding him. We're following this closely, 
and we have expressed our concern to the Resistance. Also, as 
we've stated previously, Nicaraguan combat areas are no places 
for Americans to visit. 


Q Do you have any fresh guidance on any aspect of 
the Central American peace plan today? [ understand you did 
have some the other day, and it wasn't asked, and I thought you 
might want to volunteer it today. 


a No. But it's not that kind of “just throw it out 
there and see what happens." [ always try to be prepared to 
answer questions, so that's what you're referring to, I'm sure 


Q I'd ask you once again what Secretary Shultz 
discussed on Korean tensions -- 


A [ thought you might. 
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Q -- and what's the reaction from Moscow. 


Aa Well, first, as he mentioned in his press 
conference in Moscow, he did discuss the issue of Korea with 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. He expressed the United States 
Government support for reducing tensions on the Korean 
oeninsula and for a successful Olympics in 1988. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything more on the -- 
- A shorthand readout. 


Q Could you say whether West Germany has been 
responsive to U.S. calls to curb arms sales to Iran? 


” I don't have anything on that one. 
Q Could you look into it? 


Q Do you have anything more on the murder of the 
Salvadoran -- on the human rights leader? 


4 I don't really have anything further. Let me 
just give you an update to the extent I do have anything. We 
still don't know who is to blame for his death. We condemn, as 
does the Government of El Salvador, Mr. Anaya's assassination 
and, as I did yesterday, deplore political violence of this 
kind. 


We note that the poJitical violence that plagued €E1 
Salvador in the past has dropped dramatically as the people of 
El Salvador have worked to bring democracy, respect for the 
rule of law and human rights back to their country, so despite 
this tragic incident we have no reason to believe that El 
Salvador's progress in these areas is threatened. 


Q Chuck, besides the Korean Peninsula, what other 
regional questions were discussed by Secretary Shultz in Moscow? 


A He covered those in his various briefings, so if 
you want to take a look at the transcripts, you'll find 
references to a number of things, including the [Iran-Iraq war 
which is one that comes to mind -- Afghanistan, [ believe. 
There have been some others mentioned 


Q Chuck, since we are talking about human rights, 
do you have any comment on the closure of the Palestinian news 
agency in the occupied territory by the [sraeli authorities two 
days ago? Can you look at that? 
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A I'll take a look. 


Q Where is Secretary Murphy, and can you give us 
some readout on his meeting with President Assad of Syria? 


A No I don't have any further readout to offer on 
that meeting beyond what he may have said in conjunction with 
his trip at the time As to where he is, I think I've said in 
the past [I'm not going to confirm or deny where every 
individual is on a given day of the week. But I saw him 
todev. (Laughter) 


Q On television? 

Q Anything new on my questions yesterday on Fiji, 
Tahiti? 

a Yes 

Q I don't believe it (Laughter) 

t You might miss one, Barry (Mr. Schweid leaves 
room) 

Q Wait a minute You can't do it -- 

Q I'll get it later 

e This concerns Fiji For the time being our 


Embassy is maintaining informal contacts with the de facto 
authorities in Fiji to ensure that U.S citizens and interests 
are protected, to express our concerns over human rights 
abuses, and to stress the need for a return to democratic 
processes We have not engaged in official contacts with the 
military government or taken other actions that would imply 
recognition of the interim government 


Q Is there some sort of deadline? Does the U.S 
have to make a decision on recognition? 


- I don't know of any deadline 

Q What is tne U.S. policy on recognition? Does it 
recognize countries, or does it recognize governments? I had 
for some reason thought that you -- 


- The best point of reference there is a statement 
that Phyllis had to make last week which stated our policy in 
terms of how we deal with changes in government 
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Q I know, but you said you recognized the 
Governor-General, and he's resigned 


a We thought he was the appropriate authority 

Q But he's not there any more 

© Did Mr. Murphy meet with President Assad? 

‘ No 

Q You answered at least the meeting took place 

fa It didn't He met with Mr. Khaddam, I[ believe 
Q Okay Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Let me begin with one announcement 


On Monday, the 42nd U.N. General Assembly passed an 
historic resolution which unites all countries in a concerted 
effort to prevent and control Acquired Immune Deficiency 
Syndrome -- AIDS Recognizing that AIDS is a global pandemic, 
the United States, the Soviet Union and many other countries 
co-sponsored this resolution 


In the resolution, the General Assembly endorses the 
special program on AIDS of the World Health Organization and 
calls on all nations to initiate strong national efforts within 
WHO guidelines 


Furthermore, it clearly recognizes one or more 
naturally occurring retroviruses of undetermined origin as the 
causes of the syndrome From our point of view, all the 
elements of the resolution are an important key The 
resolution moves beyond disinformation and a lack of 
coordination toward the achievement of positive global action 
Wwe welcome the action of the U.N. General Assembly. and we are 
committed to implementation of this resolution through 
cooperation with others and firm support of the WHO special 
program 


Jim 
Q On the Friday meeting between the Secretary and 


Mr. Shevardnadze, will all four areas be covered, or will it 
focus only on INF? 


~ I would expect, as has been true in all the 
meetings dDetween the Secretary and Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze, that in one way or another all four areas will be 
covered 
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Now, obviously INF will be one of the key items. The 
negotiators, as I said earlier in the week, are hard at work in 
Geneva. But I'm sure the Ministers will be willing to take a 
look at any outstanding items that require their attention as 
of Friday I know that START will also be an important item on 
the agenda, again, following up on our discussion of last week 
in Moscow We would anticipate that a summit meeting would 
also be discussed But beyond that, I would imagine that, as 
always, in one way or another, the other parts of the normal 
agenda -- human rights, regional issues, and bilateral affairs 
-- will also be touched upon 


Q And in terms of the format, will it go the way 
that the meetings in Washington and Moscow went previously, 
which is to break down in working groups? 


“ That will have to be determined by the ministers 
as they normally do when they meet first thing in the morning 
in order to organize the day's activities. Obviously, we will 
have, at least here on our side, the necessary people should 
they decide to establish working groups. But, again, I'm just 
not certain at this point how this will work out because this 
is a meeting that comes very close on the heels of an intensive 
two day meeting in Moscow, so that I'm just not sure yet how 
the Ministers will decide to proceed 


Q And, finally, have you been given, or have you 
come up with your own explanation for the reversal of the 
Soviet action? 


a I wouldn't care to speculate on those kinds of 
questions. The Soviets can speak to that as they so desire 


Q Why do you anticipate that a summit meeting will 
be discussed? Were you given assurances in the 
Matlock-Shevardnadze meeting that a summit would be discussed? 


i) You recall that last September, just a few months 
ago -- 

Q Yeah, I do remember 

- -- when we had a meeting here that that was one 


of the things that we said we would talk about in Moscow. It 
did come up there, and we anticipate it will come up again here. 


As the President said yesterday, our basic posture on 
this is, we'll wait and see what the Foreign Minister has to 
bring along with him. 
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Q We really have no reason to believe that the 
Soviets are ultimately not going to say the exact same ching 
they said a week ago in Moscow, that there isn't going to be 
any delinkage of space from START talks or that those won't be 
linked to the question of a summit They haven't specifically 
said that conditions for a summit have changed 


“ Do you have a question? 
Q Yes Have they? 


a Oh, I see Have they? I don't want to go into 
the exchanges that we've had with the Soviets or in any other 
particular details I'd just leave it with the words I just 
Finished with which is, we'll wait and see 


Q Has the Secretary blocked out any particular time 
period on -riday for these discussions? Do you have any idea 
when they're going to wrap up’ 


- We anticipate a meeting starting relatively early 
in the morning The Foreign Minister will be coming in very 
late in the evening So late, in fact, that it's likely to be 
technically Friday before he actually touches down But we 
would expect meetings between the Secretary and the Foreign 
Minister through the morning and early afternoon meeting with 
the President I think it's highly likely that there would be 
further meetings in the afternoon. But beyond that, I[ think 
we'll just have to wait and see how things develop as to when 
the meetings finish up. 


Q The Secretary mentioned that he had intentions of 
playing golf at Augusta next weekend and nothing was going to 
stop him Is that still the case? 


Well, he certainly would like to play golf in 
Augusta. 


The question is serious Do vou anticipate talks 
on Saturday? 


a) I've just answered it the best I can 


Q You don't know, or you're unwilling to tell us? 


a I just answered the question in saying I really 
couldn't say what will happen beyond Friday afternoon. 


Q Chuck, on this reputed letter that either is on 
its way or going to be on its way from Gorbachev to Reagan, do 
you expect Shevardnadze to bring that, or was anything handed 
over yesterday when Matlock met with Shevardnadze? 
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Aa That was part of the announcement, that the 
Foreign Minister would be bringing that letter 

Q And so you don't have an advance text? 

= No 

Q Going back to your reference to further meetings 
in the afternoon --highly likely -- those are with Mr. Shultz, 
right? 

- Yes 

Q And, secondly, how do you know he's not just a 





mailman that Mr. Shultz has said he would be waiting for? How 
do you know that you're going to be able to get into all four 
areas? I don't understand that Isn't it possible he has a 
letter to deliver, and that is his mission, and he will go home? 


” Barry, how you can say that with a straight face 
always amazes me 


Q well, I -- 


a) But nonetheless let me say that we have had 
talks, of course, with the Soviets yesterday in Moscow. The 
four-part agenda is our standard agenda Both sides accept 
that. And so I think to that extent ['ve tried to give you an 
idea of what we think might happen, that's not something I just 
picked out of the blue. 


Q How about the -- presumably the Iran-Iraq war is 
in there with the Secretary General doing his thing. Is that a 
prominent part of it, or what? 


4 There's just no way I can predict at this point 
what regional issues may come up. 


Q Chuck, do you know if the Secretary has now read 
the report on disinformation that seemed to have irritated the 
Soviets so much? 


4 I don't know whether he's read it or not. He has 
* <opy, and I just can't say whether he's looked through it or 
wot. 

Q And you referred to their cooperation or 


co-sponsorship of an AIDS resolution. Does that mean the State 
Department has decided that they have changed their stance on 
AIDS, and they will no longer be engaging in -- what did the 
Secretary call -- a “bum joke," accusing the U.S. of spreading 
AIDS, or something like that? Is that over with now as a bit 
of nastiness between the two superpowers? 
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A I can't speak for them as to whether or not that 
program of disinformation is over. I noted, however, in this 
resolution, of which they were co-sponsors, it clearly states 
the origin is a retrovirus, etc. The world community in this 
resolution has clearly stated that AIDS is a naturally 
occurring disease of undetermined etiology. Anybody need to 
know what that means? (laughter) 


With this as a recognized fact, we would expect all 
countries -- 


Q That means it's communist or capitalist, doesn't 
it? (laughter) 


a We would expect all countries to: ek together to 
assure that all information provided to the public is 
completely accurate and based only on scientific evidence and 
knowledge. The possibility of truly universal cooperation to 
solve this global problem is an important step forward, and, as 
I said, we are committed to moving beyond the problems of the 


past We would expect the same sense of responsibility from 
others. 


Q Chuck, as I recall last summer, there was a 
decision -- a policy decision made not to cooperate with the 
Soviets ina bilateral program on medical exchanges as pertains 
to AIDS research because of their disinformation program. Is 
that still the policy? 


A That has been our policy. 


Q Is it still? 


) Well, it would depend on what the Soviets do 

Q So it still is until you see a change in their 
disinformation -- or the cessation of their disinformation? 

” I don't know that anything has moved forward on 


that, but, of course, there hasn't been much time passed since 
this particular resolution on Monday. 


Also on disinformation, there's a report 
suggesting that the Soviets and the Cubans, I believe are 
accusing the United States or Americans of trafficking in 
Third-world infants and children for the purpose of obtaining 
their organs. Do you have anything on that? 


2) That is a report which is obviously totally 
untrue. I do have a little bit. Authorities in several 
countries where that report has surfaced have investigated it 
thoroughly and found absolutely no evidence to support these 
allegations. 
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Q Chuck, in this sudden change of opinion in Moscow 
in the last couple of days, has there been any change that 
induced them to make this shift in approach because of 
something we told them regarding trade or the Middle East? 


m I don't know of anything to that extent -- to 
that effect ' 


Q Not to any extent Our position is the same 
today as it was last week? 


- Yes 

Q On both -- in both cases 

Yes. 

Q Will the State Department be declared a Foreign 


Mission for the purposes of this trip? (laughter) That's a 
serious question 


a No. I don't know of any plans to do that 


Q Chuck, is there a sort of mutual feeling of 
urgency for this summit from both sides, or you just feel it is 
an American concern with the time factor? 


A The Secretary has spoken to that question many 
times. It's been the Soviet side that has raised the summit in 
every discussion we've had, and I think that speaks to some 
extent to your question. 


Q Chuck, what's the Administration's position on 
the Soviet idea of coming out with some joint statement on key 
provisions of a START agreement preliminary to the completion 
of an actual treaty? Is this an idea that we think is a good 
one or not? 


a) Again, the Secretary spoke to that particular 
question in the aftermath of the meeting in Moscow, and nothing 
has changed 


Q Do you have any comment on the shootings in the 
Philippines? 
a The information I have, I think, is parallel to 


what you've seen in news reporting, but there were four 
separate shooting incidents today in the vicinity of Clark Air 
Base resulting in the deaths of three Americans and one 
Filipino. Two of the Americans killed were active-duty U.S. 
servicemen. 
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All of the incidents occurred in the late afternoon of 
October 28. There is no information about who carried out the 
attacks. We are working with the Government of the Philippines 
to provide additional security for Americans living in areas 
adjacent to Clark Air Base. 


I might also add that Embassy Manila has alerted 
JUSMAG and other military components to exercise extreme 
caution, and civilian personnel are being advised to observe 
extra security precautions. 


Q Any thought to bringing non-essential people out 
of there or --? 


A No. 


Q Can you also say why Colonel Raphael is being 
brought back to the United States? If he didn't do anything 
wrong, why? 


2) The basic answer is it's very difficult to do 
your job in a country when these kind of charges have been 
circulated about you. But in making the announcement he would 
be coming back to the States, the Embassy made very clear it 
had absolutely no reflection on his performance while serving 
in the Philippines; he had compiled a distinguished service 
record there; his actions had been legitimate and in the line 
of duty; and the charges aired against him publicly are unfair 
and unwarranted 


Q If the U.S. and Soviet Union do resolve their 
differences on a summit, is late November still a realistic 
date? 


m I'm not going to speculate on possible dates. 


Q The release of the South Korean hostage in 
Lebanon -- any movement towards the release of other hostages, 
particularly American? 


a) I don't know of any connection between that story 
and any other hostage. For the moment we have these press 
reports concerning the release. We don't have any independent 
confirmation of that. I think the one thing we always say is 
the captors should release all of these innocent people right 
now, at once. 


Q Chuck, back to the scheduling question for a 
second, I understand that you can't go beyond Friday insofar as 
the scheduling, but how long is he planning to stay around 
here, and do we have an indication of when will he be seeing 
the President? 
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A Concerning the President, I said it would be 
early afternoon on Friday. 


Q On Friday. And time -- 


2) And how long he plans to stay, I just don't 
know. You'll have to stay in touch with the Soviets. 





Chuck, anything new on the camera crew reportedly 
killed in Afghanistan? 


a) I don't have anything new. We're still dealing 
with conflicting reports, with rumors. We don't have any 
confirmed information. The Americ2n Consulate, as I said 
yesterday, in Peshawar informed the families of Lee Shapiro and 
James Lindelof there were press reports indicating the two had 
been killed in Afghanistan, but a so that there was no hard 
evidence to confirm this report, and that continues to be the 
case. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment -- 
” Anne had a question here. 


Q This weekend --— the Shevardnadze visit this 
weekend also coincides with the end of the month when the 
Secretary Genera’ is supposed to have concluded his efforts 
with Iran and Iraq. Do you anticipate any U.S. actions at that 
point? 


Aa I don't think I would want to make any 
predictions of that kind today. The next step, as you point 
out, is to see the results of the Secretary General's work as 
of the end of the month. So whether that report will be in our 
hands when the Ministers meet, I just couldn't say yet 


Q Could it slip until next week, are you saying 
essentially that because it's the weekend and whatever that it 
could -- you may not know the official results? 


n I just don't know what timetable has been 
established at the U.N. for the Secretary General to report to 
the Security Council, but I do know he plans on staying to his 
schedule so we do expect a report at, or very near, the end of 
the morth. 


Q On a related subject, do you have any comment on 
the report that China is transferring more arms to Iran? In 
today's New York Times. 
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A Yes. I think I may have something here. 


Q And about the origin of the Stinger. There are 
debates about that. 


= That story has nothing to do with China, does 
it? Or does it? Do you have another story that ['m not aware 
of there? 


In any case, I don't need to find it. I know what it 
says. I would only say that, as you know, in conjunction with 
Operation Staunch, we have approached the PRC as well as other 
countries around the world in order to encourage everyone to 
help stup the flow of supplies to Iran, the intransigent party 
in the war And in the case of the PRC, we have expressed our 
concern concerning the Silkworm missiles, for example, that it 
not be supplied, and that they discourage its use, and we 
expressed our concern about supplying any other military 
hardware So we've continued to do that. 


As you know, Under Secretary Armacost will be there in 
the near future I'm sure the Iran-Iraq war will be one of the 
items on his agenda, and in that context I would expect this 
subject of arms supplies to come up again. 


Q This does not answer the question if the Chinese 
have already provided more arms to the Iranians. 


a Those are not the kind of sitreps that I've been 
giving 


Q What about the Stinger? They said a report from 
Beirut, saying it was a part of the deal -- of the original 
deal of the Irangate whole deal Do you have any comment on 
that? 





“ No. 
Q What about the Soviets capturing it and then 
Giving it to the -- they were also on the report. 
A I can't help you on any of those. 
Q You have no comment on this? 
- Wait a minute. John and then back up here. 
I'm just unclear -- do we accept the Chinese 


contention that they did not sell Silkworms, that the Iranians 
got them through third parties? 
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A I think we have made it clear we believe they are 
doing it. 


Q Even though Premier Zhao said no. 


A We have gone through this many times. Maybe it 
was before your arrival here in the Department, but, no, we do 
have a difference of view on that 


Q Chuck, on the Stingers -- 
4 I'm sorry. Let's go here. 


Q Do you have anything on the story that Chile and 
Panama are cooperating in the sale of cluster bombs to 
Nicaragua? 


A The only thing I could confirm in that story is 
the fact the Sandinistas have bombed resistance targets several 
times this month using cluster bombs of Soviet origin delivered 
by Soviet AN-26 aircraft. But concerning the origins of those 
bombs, we cannot confirm that report which you saw this morning. 


Q Chuck, the information you have on the cluster 
bomb attacks, those cluster bombs were made by the Soviets or 
East Europeans? 


A I'm saying that concerning their origin, I really 
can't confirm. We know what make they are. 


Q They're Soviet made? 
a That's right. 
Can we go back to the Stingers? Has the United 
States been able to determine how the Iranians got them and 


their origin? 


ms I don't have anything on that. 


Q Chuck, you said earlier, in reference to Geneva, 
the negotiators were hard at work on START as well as INF at 
this point? 


” Both negotiations are ongoing. I think it's fair 
to say there is a particularly active negotiation in the INF 
area. 


Q Have the Soviets yesterday or today put any new 
proposals down on START as was widely advertised they would? 
There are some press reports -- 
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a I'm not sure what you're referring to as “widely 
advertised." 

Q Well, there were some press reports that they 


were going to, following the Shultz meetings, make some new 
proposals at this -- 


I haven't seen anything to that effect. 
Connie? 
Q Do you have anything on the Amnesty International 


report on Syrian torture of Palestinians and others? 


“ I really don't have anything on it. Looking over 
it, we have no reason to doubt it, but I just don't have 
anything to add to it. 


Q Can I try another area? Anything on the parties 
that Ambassador Perkins is alleged to be throwing? The charges 
made against him in South Africa, are they simply racist 
charges or is there anything to it? 


A I don't know how to evaluate the charges. I know 
the Embassy has put out a rather lengthy response which 
indicates the true nature of what is really going on there. So 
I think that's been fairly explanatory. 


Q Is Washington concerned about this controversy? 
mn I don't believe so. 


Q Chuck, do you have any update on the delivery of 
food in Ethiopia? 


a Let me give you a little bit of information. I 
assume there's widespread interest in this. We don't have any 
direct information as of now that the food relief effort has 
been held up, but it is likely that the loss of trucks will 
create greater logistics problems for the organizations 
attempting to deliver food to the afflicted areas. 


It's also likely members of the relief organizations 
are assessing the degree of danger involved in delivering food 
to certain areas. The attack could have an important impact on 


the operating assumptions of all the parties engaged in relief 
programs. 


In the short term, the relief effort has lost an 
important amount of logistic support, which was already in 
short supply. Twenty-three trucks and 450 tons of food cannot 
be replaced quickly. 
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In the long term, the relief organizations will 
question whether they will continue to have the right of free 
passage, which is so necessary to ensure adequate food is 
delivered to people at risk on a timely basis. If this right 
is impaired, we may see increased numbers of people abandoning 
their homes and migrating to urban or camp situations where 
they hope to obtain food 


In terms of the number of people potentially at risk 
in Eritrea and in Tigray, the U.N. estimates approximateiy one 
to two million people are at risk -- famine -- and if we take 
into account other affected areas of Ethiopia, at this time the 
number of people at risk is estimated at five million, but the 
number could go higher. 


Q The Post this morning makes the point this has 
dragged on for a long time and there needs to be a political 
solution there. Is there any chance this would come up in the 
talks with the Soviets? 


a I just don't have anything which indicates that's 
one of the subjects that's been on the agenda, but I'm just not 
in the position to predict at this point what might or might 
not come up 


Q Do you believe the Ethiopian Government is no 
more able to protect the convoys of supplies to the needy areas? 


a I don't think it's been so much a question of 
someone protecting them, but rather there had been blanket 
assurances by the principal rebel groups that the food relief 
convoys would have safe passage through these areas that they, 
the rebels, claim to control. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the approval of 
the Korean new constitution referendum? 


a Through their overwhelming approval of the 
revised constitution, the Korean people showed their strong 
support for their new politics based on dialogue and 
compromise. The vote also demonstrated clearly that Koreans 
reject firmly the old politics of confrontation, violence and 
abuse of force, so we applaud the successful passage of another 
Milestone on Korea's road to democratization. 


Q On Korea (inaudible), during the recent political 
rallies, some of the violent attacks occurred toward a certain 
candidate. Do you have any comment on that? 


ra I think my comment would be along the lines of 
what I have just said. We have seen very positive movement in 
Korea over these past months, away from confrontation and 
violence, toward a new »olitics of dialogue and compromise. 
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And I think we believe, as does probably the rest of 
the world observing this, it has been a very healthy 
development and one which all of us would like to see continue 
as Korea goes down this road toward democratization. 


Q Chuck, in the Shultz-Shevardnadze talks, it was 
also reported from Moscow last week that another reason for the 
breakdown of the summit was the fact that the verification part 
of the INF taiks had barely progressed at all. 


a That's not true 
Q Okay. 
Q Do you have anything Chuck about the Nicaraguan 


rebels trying to charter a plane and flying to Managua with 
U.S. congressmen? Any comment on that? 


A That particular twist you put on it, I don't know 
anything about. We do understand some airline offices in San 
Jose, Costa Rica have been instructed by the Sandinista 
Government not to allow members of the Resistance Directorate 
to board flights to Managua. And we also understand 
Directorate members will apply today for Nicaraguan passports 
and visas in San Jose. 


As you know, the Directorate publicly announced on 
October 15 its intention to return to Nicaragua for direct 
cease-fire negotiations with the Sandinista regime. And to 
repeat what we have said over these days, we support the 
Resistance's efforts to engage the Sandinistas in direct 
negotiations 


Q Chuck, to come back to INF and verification, 
could you give us an assessment as to how close we are now to 
overcoming the final differences on verification? 


ia Very close 
Q In terms of a few days or a few weeks? 
) I don't want to put any specific deadline in 


terms of days or weeks. You heard both Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze and Secretary Shultz speak to the issue after we 
were in Moscow. They certainly were talking in terms of 

weeks. But again, I don't want to put a specific deadline, but 
we are making progress, and I think we are both confident those 
issues can be successfully resolved so we will end up in this 
INF treaty with the strongest verification regime that has ever 
been seen in an arms control agreement. 


Q Just as a follow-up, you're referring to the 
whole package, the treaty and protocols connected with it? 
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- Everything that has to do with verification 
That was your question’ 


Q Yes 
a) Let's -- some other people, Pat 


Just one quick one Various administration 
officials are saying that the United States, the Administration 
rather, is going to wait until January to formally request the 
$270 million for new aid for the contras from Congress Is 
that true? Is there any change in the State Department's plans” 

= I've seen those reports, but I just don't have 
anything new on the decision-making process 


Q So as far as you know, the plan still is to go up 
before Thanksgiving’? 


4 I think it's also true that no final decision has 
been made on the exact timing, so I'd just leave it at that 


Q Well, the Secretary said between November 7 and 
the end of the month 


a That was the window that he had pointed to He 
has also talked about an appropriate time. Again, I don't want 
to pin it down to a particular day or a particular week 


Q Well, is a time frame beyond what he outlined two 
weeks ago being considered? 


4 At this point, I thirk the best I can say is that 
no decision has been made; and until a decision is made, we 
Gon't have a date 


Q But he said, I think twice, what the time frame 
would be You're saying that may not be the time frame? 


- That is the time frame that -- a window that had 
been put out there, that's being looked at. But until a 
decision is made, I'm not going to be pinned down to any 
particular date. 


Q He said it would be -- he said he was very, 
pretty clear -- 


- I've answered your question the best I can 
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Q Chuck, on your statement there, the Directorate 
members will be asking for visas in the Nicaraguan Embassy in 
San Jose They are presumably Nicaraguans Do they need visas 
to go to their own countries? Is it a visa that they're going 
to request in the Embassy in San Jose? 


fe) I don't know those kinds of details I'm sure 
the Resistance Directorate would be glad to provide you with 
those answers 


Q Or will they be soliciting the terms of the 
amnesty for them -- amnesty? 
a I'm not sure what your question implies -- who 


would be soliciting what from whom? 


Q The members of the Nicaraguan Directorate that 
you imply are going to solicit visas to go to Nicaragua 


~ They're not asking for amnesty They are going 
there to negotiate directly a cease-fire. 


Q Okay But they are not going to the Embassy of 
Nicaragua to ask for a visa I mean, they are Nicaraguans 
themselves 


= Look, I just don't know what the requirements are 
to go into Nicaragua. So, I don't claim to be an expert on 
that, and you can talk to the Nicaraguans and you can talk to 
the Resistance to find out exactly what they need in terms of 
passports, visas, exit permits and all of those kinds of things 


Q Chuck, did the Government of Israel change their 
mind in expelling a Palestinian-American from Israel after the 
intervening of the U.S. Ambassador there? 


a First, I don't think you have to ask me that 
question. I think it's been -- their decision has been made 
public by the Israeli Government 


Q Expulsion -- I thought it was expulsion. 


a Well, the government has said they have decided 
not to deport Mubarak Awad, and we hope that his residency 
status will be clarified soon. 


Q What about the closure of the Palestinian agency, 
press agency, I asked you yesterday about? 


a I looked into that, and we don't have very many 
details on that, so the best I can say, as I usually do, is 
that we support, of course, freedom of the press. 
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Q Chuck, with reference to the cluster bombs in 
Nicaragua, could you give us a little more information as to 
when did we begin to know that they were being dropped and 
used, these Soviet-made cluster bombs? How many times have 
they been dropped? 


A No, 1 can't give you those kinds of details 
I've given you a time frame in the information I[ provided, and 
that's the extent of the information I have 


Q Do you have any idea who is delivering them to 
Nicaragua? 

4 I said I didn't have anything on origins 

Q Going back to the Philippine story, have you 


requested the Government of the Philippines to conduct an 
investigation or the motives? This morning the Peoples Army in 
the Philippines has threatened to attack U.S. targets Have 
you increased any security measures or something there? 


a I think I spoke to both of those questions I 
said we were working with the Philippine Government to 
investigate these incidents and to find out who is behind them, 
and likewise, I said the Embassy had instructed people to take 
increased security precautions 


Q Could I ask you to expand on one of your answers 
about the Philippines? You said, in terms of bringing Colonel 
Raphael back, you said, “It's very difficuit to do your job in 
that kind of surroundings." What did you mean by that, if he 
would go out on the street, they would throw rocks at him or --? 


A When you've had all kinds of false charges made 
about you in the press, obviously, it's just difficult to do 
your job. Part of your job is to be present in a country, to 
know people, to talk to people; and when these kinds of rumors 
are flying around, there comes a point where it's just tough to 
do your job 


Q Does that apply especially to a military attache 
who -? 


i) That applies to anyone. 


Q Chuck, there were some reports there was some 
concern in the Tokyo Stock Exchange about some comments that 
the Secretary is said to have made about the dollar. I -- he 
hasn't -- 


a I think it's a total garble. I don't know of any 
comments the Secretary has made about the dollar anywhere or 
any place 
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Q Do you have anything on the Louvre Agreement? 

Q The State Department doesn't know. 

~ Sorry 

Q Do you have anything on the Kathmandu story 
yesterday -- the people stranded in the bus -- a fascinating 
story 

a Do you agree, it's fascinating? 

Q Of course 

2) Let me tell you what I have, and I'll try to be 


brief. According to the Chinese News Agency, there may have 
been as many as 100 vehicles and 300 passengers in all blocked 
by the bad weather in southwestern Tibet. In response to our 
Monday request, the Chinese authorities in Beijing have 
informed the Embassy that local officials in Tibet have 
launched a large-scale effort, including use of air force 
aircraft, to locate stranded tourists and to ensure their 
safety 


The Chinese also report that troops and local 
villagers rescued about 200 stranded tourists from remote areas 
and brought them to safety, and that there had been no deaths 
or serious injuries among those rescued. 


Our embassies in Kathmandu and Beijing, and our 
consulate in Chengdu are all involved in tracking the welfare 
of any Americans who may be involved. The consular officer who 
has been in Tibet for the past few weeks is traveling to 
Shigatse this evening, October 29, in an attempt to get more 
information and contact any Americans involved. But since this 
involves an eight-hour trip even in good driving conditions, we 
don't expect to have a report from him until tomorrow. 


And I finally might note, just so there is no 
confusion, that although the Chinese News Agency reports that 
there were no foreign casualties, there has been one confirmed 
death of an American trekking in northern Nepal, as a result of 
this same severe weather. In this case, there were heavy rains 
at lower elevations October 19 which caused an American hiker, 
Cheryl Dee Borglund, to slip and fall to her death in a remote 
area north of Gorkha? 


Q Spelling? 


- B-o-r-g-l-u-n-d. 
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From where? 
I don't have details. 


Cheryl, how do you spell that? 





A Thank you. 


Q Thank you. 





(The briefing was concluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Jim, it's all yours 


Q The Soviet Foreign Ministry held a news 
conference today saying that there will be a summit late in the 
year. Is that the U.S. understanding of the situation? 


a [ really don't have any way to help you much with 
that story. I saw it You know that in September we had put 
down on paper the fact that there would be a summit in the 
fall, but we haven't fixed any dates We don't have any dates 
on the table. As [I said yesterday, we're waiting for the 
Soviet Foreign Minister to arrive Among the other subjects 
for discussion, we would anticipate that, as I said yesterday, 
a summit would be among them So we'll wait and see what he 
comes with. 


Q So far as the agenda goes, Chuck, is it the U.S 
understanding that -- and, of course, you said yesterday it 
would be the normal agenda, the four-part agenda --— but as far 
as arms control, is the U.S. going to discuss Star Wars as well 
as START and INF during this daylong meeting, either Mr. Shultz 
or Mr. Reagan or both? 


ms Again, I don't want to be in a position of 
predicting every item on the agenda, but it has been true in 
every meeting that I'm aware of -- at the level of the summit 
in Geneva, in Reykjavik, at the level of Foreign Ministers, at 
every meeting that these two men have had -- that we have 
discussed a full range of agenda, the full range of issues. In 


the arms control field that has always included INF; strategic 
arms; so-called space and defense, which is where the ABM 
Treaty, for example comes in; chemical weapons; conventional 
weapons 


There's never been any hesitancy to discuss those 
issues, and in fact they have always been on the agenda and 
they have always been discussed 
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Q Chuck, is there a -- you said that in September 
it was put down on paper that there would be a summit in the 
fall. Is there a degree of unhappiness here that the Soviets 
seem to prefer an early winter date, or do you consider late or 
mid-December still part of the fall? 


6 We had this discussion once, as I recall, and 
someone pointed out that winter begins December 21st or 
something like that. No, I'm not going to get into details of 
what constitutes fall or winter. 


Q Well, what about it? Are you disappointed that 
the Soviets might prefer a later date than the President might 
prefer? 


- I don't think we've ever gotten very excited 
about this. We've said before that there's an invitation out 
there, that a summit ought to be substantive, well prepared. 
We think that there are good things that come out of a summit, 
so that as a consequence we'll] wait and see what they have to 
say. 


Q One more question: I'm told that the language 
that was used by the Foreign Ministry spokesman this morning -- 
"before the end of the year" -- was precisely the same 


formulation used by Gorbachev when he met with Shultz last 
week Is that correct? Gorbachev made some reference to 
coming before the end of the year. 


2) I don't recall the exact reference. The 
Secretary spoke to that issue in one or another of his press 
conferences, and he indicated generally that the General 
Secretary had expressed interest in coming to the United States 
this year and having a visit to the Soviet Union in 1988. But 
I don't know the exact words, so [ can't make that comparison 
for you 


Q Chuck, what can you tell us about -- 


Q Chuck, do you anticipate any difficulty in 
arriving at a summit date? 


Aa I'm not going to anticipate anything I'm just 
saying we'll be here, and we'll wait and see. 


Q What can you tell us about tomorrow's schedule, 
when it begins, and what you anticipate blocking it out is 
going to look like? 


A It is essentially what 1 described yesterday. 
There will be meetings here beginning early in the morning. 
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Q How early? What time of day is “early in the 
morning"? 


a I'm not sure we're yet in a position to announce 
the exact starting time, but if you stay in touch with the 
Press Office, there will be pool coverage of the opening of 
that meeting. I would expect it to open in the small format 
that we've grown accustomed to. That after the Foreign 
Ministers have met during the course of the morning, that they 
would then meet with the President in the early afternoon. 


Q A small format is Carlucci, Shultz and one other? 


a) In Moscow -—- the last time in September it was 
the Secretary and Mr. Carlucci. In Moscow it was those two 
plus Ambassador Ridqway. So I think that again the Ministers 
will decide, but it will be one or the other of those two 
formats. 


Q Chuck, you have said that the summit would need 
to be well prepared. What do you anticipate is necessary to be 
done to complete the preparations? After a date is set, what 
else is required? 


a I'm not sure that I would point t> anything else 
specifically required. We've made a lot of progress on INF, 
for example, and that's one thing that both sides have talked 
about would be concluded and would be dealt with at a summit. 
That's a good substantive development. But, as I said in 
response to an earlier question, there is the full range of 
items which the President and the General Secretary would deal 
with, going from human rights to bilateral to regional to arms 
control issues. 


Q Chuck, you mentioned the summit being held in the 
United States without specifying a place, and the Soviets, as IL 
understand it, have not, in their comments recently, specified 
aplace. I[s there a possibility that the President might meet 
Gorbachev in some other city besides Washington? 


4 I'm just not going to go into questions that ask 
me to speculate on dates, places or those kinds of things. All 
of that will be arranged in due time. 


Q Is there a position that the State Department has 
about what -- or the Administration has about where it would 
like at least the initial meeting to be? 


i) [ don't have anything to answer that directly 
other than the general perception that we've always talked 
about home-and-home arrangements, which would certainly include 
Washington and Moscow. 
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Q Chuck, with the Soviet Foreign Minister coming 
here for at least a day of talks, and the White House is 
talking about maybe slipping over into Saturday -- not with the 


President but with the Secretary --~ what would the U.S. like to 
see come out of, therefore, what is a high-level meeting, apart 
from the fixation over a date, which is mostly a press 
fixation, [I guess. What would the United States or the State 
Department like to accomplish with “Shevvy" coming here -- 
Shevardnadze coming here? 


- He's good for one of these questions every day. 
[I've grown accustomed to this, Barry. As you know, the Soviet 
Foreign Minister asked to come for these meetings, a 
continuation, in essence, ot the meetings last Thursday and 
Friday. So that, as I've said a number of times now, we look 
forward to further progress in all of these areas wherever it's 
possible. 


Clearly, I think we would expect further progress on 
INF, to go as far as possible to nailing that down and 
concluding it. I think we would hope to have again a good 
discussion on START. We'd like to discuss, ['m sure, human 
rights. But beyond that, in this case, the time is fairly 
limited so [ really don't want to be pinned down as to what the 
two Ministers will finally decide as the work program that they 
wish to proceed on. 


Q Chuck, just to clarify the point, you in fact do 
not concur, then, with the statement made by the Soviet 
spokesman that some kind of an agreement on holding the summit 
before the year has been made, or can you say whether or not 
this was at all discussed between Matlock and Shevardnadze, or 
is there any basis for the Soviets making that statement? 


A I think if you'll refer to what I said that I 
couldn't have been any clearer in terms of what we know at this 
time. There is the September statement that I made reference 
to, which we both agreed to, that we would fix dates for a fall 
summit. 


Q Chuck, just given the limited nature of the 
talks, will any of the heads of the teams of the Geneva 
negotiators be here tomorrow, take part in any of the sessions? 


4 [ don't expect any of our negotiators to come 
back from Geneva We do have, of course, Max Kampelman who is 
here in the building also in his capacity as Counselor of the 
Department, so he is certainly available. Ambassador Nitze is 
here. So we have -- as well as others, at DOD, NSC and 
elsewhere —- we have a range of people available as necessary. 
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Q You stopped at “the meeting with the President 
tomorrow afternoon." 


a Someone cut in; I didn't mean to do that, but it 
just happened. Then, after the meeting with the President, 
moving right along, I think there will be a luncheon hosted by 
the Secretary here in the Department. And then —-- 


Q Ham sandwiches, or is this going to be a more 
formal luncheon? 


A A real luncheon --— (laughter) -- barring 
unexpected developments, of course. 


Q The press is invited? 

A There will be a photo-op. 

Q Oh, great, like last time? 

a And then -- see now, they're not going to let me 
finish again -— and then the two Ministers are prepared to 
continue their meetings in the afternoon, if that's necessary. 


Q What about Saturday? 


A And that's just uncertain at this point. It just 
depends on what needs to be done. 


Q What about working groups? 


4 Again, nothing beyond what I said yesterday. I 
don't expect to see the full panoply of working groups 
established this time because of the rather short duration of 
the meeting, but we'll see what the Ministers decide on 


Q Shevardnadze is coming rather light, isn't he? I 
mean he's not bringing a huge delegation? 


4 That's right Their delegation does not include 
the full range of experts such as we saw, for example, last 
September, or as were available in Moscow 


Q The experts at this time -- 
4 Pardon? 
Q The experts at this time are limited to what 


areas? 








-6- Thursday, 10/29/87 : 


ms I don't know what all these people might be 
capable of talking about, but I do know that Mr. Bessmertnykh 
is coming along, Ambassador Karpov. There are some people who 
deal with North American and U.S. affairs in the Foreign 
Ministry. 


Q Dobrynin? 


s Not that I know of. He's not on our list, but 
the Soviet Embassy would be the definitive source for those 
kinds of questions. 


Q To give the date another try: Would it be 
correct to say that the U.S. Government is for the 
"“sooner-the-—better" summit to be held? 


“ You're right. That's another try. But ['ve 
said, in essence, what I have to say on the summit, so I think, 
you know, you're all invited to hang around tomorrow, get a 
readout on the outcome of these meetings, and perhaps that will 
enlighten you. We'll see. 


Q When it's all over, whether it's Friday or 
Saturday, how do you foresee a news conference or something? 
Is it going to be Shultz or here? Do you have any idea about 
that? 


A Again, I can't predict exactly how things will 
work out. The fact that they're going to see the President 
over at the White House means that there's a possibility there 
would be a readout there at the end of that meeting, as there 
was last time. But we'll just have to keep you advised 
tomorrow as these things develop. 


Q Chuck, on that, just one logistical point: In 
September, during their meeting upstairs, the press were 
restricted to a certain area in the lobby. For three and 
one-half hours we couldn't leave that single area, which struck 
me as unnecessarily cruel and inhumane treatment to the press. 


Can you work together with your security people to see 
that that doesn't happen again? 


A We tried to work that out, Jim. In fact, you 
were free to leave You just couldn't get back in again. 
(laughter) “* 


Q Back in, right (laughter) 
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A But as you know, there are security 
considerations in terms of clearing people to get them into the 
lobby, and then if suddenly they do appear, and you're not 

ere, you can’t get back in we try to work those things out 


and we'll be as flexible as we can 
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Q Each year you add something to this three billion 
dollar? 

ia I just don't have that detail 

Q There is nothing? 

Q To follow up with the same question: What about 


the promises relating to the cancellation of the Lavi fighter? 


a I think that’s all proceeding very smoothly I 
think both sides are pleased with the progress, and I haven't 
heard any expressions of concern on the Israeli side that, in 
fact, the United States isn't making a good effort to help out, 
as we said we would 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the --? 


fe) Wait. Just a second Some of your colleagues 
also have questions, so let's let them have a chance 


Q Yes, on the Philippines There's been five mcre 
killings, I think, this morning or yesterday -- last night -- 
and the communist squads are saying that they're going to kill 
seven more Americans Do you have any reaction or comment on 
that? 


~ I don't, really We don't have anything new on 
the shooting incidents which we deeply deplure Our 
condolences go to the families of those killed in this cowardly 
manner 


An investigation is currently being conducted into the 


murders We are continuing to work with the government of the 
Philippines to provide additional security for Americans living 
in areas adjacent to Clark Air Base And, as I said yesterday, 


military and civilian personnel in the Philippines have been 
advised to exercise extreme caution and to observe extra 
security precautions 


Q Can you -- on a follow-up on that -- can you 
confirm that these, in fact, are the so-called Sparrow units of 
the New People's Army that are responsible for this? 


“a As I said, we don't have anything new on them. 
There is an investigation underway, and I just don't have 
anything beyond that 


Q Chuck, on the hostages in Lebanon, do you have 
any reaction to the South Koreans paying $1 miliion --as 
reported -- to the kidnapper? 
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- Let me start again by saying, we know what the 
South Korean Foreign Ministry has said They said this morning 
that they had spoken with him, that his health was relatively 
good but they did not confirm his release So we're not ina 
position either to confirm his release or to confirm the report 
that ransom was paid 


Any time that question comes up, whether or not it 
turns out to be the case or not, my response would be the same, 
as you know, that we oppose the payment of ransom for hostages 
We won't do it, we don't think others should do it, we 
discourage it, and we believe that paying ransom rewards -- 
that paying ransom rewards terrorists and encourages additional 
hostage-taking 


amnesty law in £1 Salvador? 


4 I don't have anything by way of a general 
commentary But let me comment on one specific thing -- 
things that involve Americans, for example 


It's our understanding that the murders of the four 
American churchwomen in 1980, and of the American labor 
advisors in 1981, were tried as regular crimes -- not as 
political ones -- so that those responsible would not be 
eligible for the new amnesty proposal But such issues of 
eligibility will probably come down to a judicial decision, 
that I wo ldn't really care to speculate any further about 
amnesty law 


As a matter of policy, we believe that those 
responsible -- on the right or the left -- for terrorist acts 
or crimes against U.S. citizens should not be allowed to escape 
justice 


Q So would you agree then with Americas Watch, 
which is criticizing amnesty for pardoning people in the death 
Squads and people in the military who were responsible for 
massacres, what Americas Watch calls crimes against humanity? 
Would you agree that that's not what the Arias Accord meant 
when it talked about amnesty?’ 


‘ I don't have any way to at nd of 
detailed analysis because [I'm just not nili ‘nough with the 
position thac you put forward 


. 
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Q Continuing in that region, the foreign ministers 
have met to review progress on the treaty Do you have any 
comment on the new flexibility which they're going to allow in 
interpreting the treaty? 


A I have no way to evaluate how much so-called new 
flexibility there is But [I would just say that we do consider 
November 5 to be an important date It was one set out in the 
agreement itself, and that that is a point of reference 
established by those who put together the Guatemala Agreement. 
And, for our part, we'll be looking closely at compliance as of 
that date in order to assess how successfully the parties have 
been in carrying out these agreements 


Q They won't be looking that closely at compliance, 
apparently, as of November 5 


a) As 1 say, I'm not prepared to analyze exactly how 
closely, but I think it was a date that they established. I'm 
sure they will attach some importance to it, but I could only 
say it was a deadline, it was put in there for a reason, and 
we'll be taking a look at things as of that 


Q Do you have anything new on the plans for the aid 
request for contra aid? 


” No 

Q Do you have any comment on President Arias' 
Statement that the process in Central America is now at an 
impasse? 

. I would only call your attention, in that same 


context, to the many times that the Secretary, myself and 
others have pointed to the central importance of this 
cease-fire process, or, rather, a lack of a cease-fire process 
in Nicaragua 


The Sandinista Government has not been willing to 
engage in that process That is a central element of the 
accords, and that's why we have pointed to that as one of the 
major things yet to be done in moving forward with the 
Guatemala Agreement 


Q Any comment nm reports that the Egyptian 
Government is imposing censorship on the foreign press in the 
country? 


- No, I haven't seen those reports 
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Q As a matter of principle, are you not concerned 
that a government that you have just congratulated for the 
democratic procedures during the elections is taking such 
measures? 


- First of all, you know, as a matter of general 
principle, we're always concerned about freedom of the press 
But in this particular case, since I haven't seen the reports, 
I don't know what's involved and [I'm not prepared to offer any 
specific commentary 


Q Chuck, three French officers were killed this 
morning in East Beirut They belong to the French Embassy in 
Lebanon Do you have anything on that? 

“ No, I haven't seen that report [ just don't 


have anything on it 


Q Do you have anything on the state of emergency in 
Ecuador? Anything on the situation there? 


fe) No 
Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement: You will recall that on the 28th of October, 
I commended the U.N. General Assembly Resolution which unites 
all countries in a concerted effort to prevent and control the 
Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome -- AIDS. 


Today, I'd like to acknowledge a related development, 
that is, that on October 30, Izvestia, the official Soviet 
Government newspaper, published a disavowal of the AIDS 
disinformation campaign by two authoritative Soviet 
scientists. In the Izvestia article, the scientists publicly 
distanced the USSR Academy of Sciences from claims that the 
AIOS virus was artificially cultivated at secret U.S. military 
bases and stated that they had protested the appearances in 
Soviet media of articles which repeated those claims. 








The United States welcomes this authoritative Soviet 
disavowal of the false charges that the U.S. is responsible for 
the creation of the AIDS virus. We note in particular that 
this disavowal appeared in the official Soviet press. 





Q Chuck -- 

Whoever 

Q Do you have the [zvestia article around somewhere’ 
a I don't have it. If you need our help in getting 


Q The Press Office doesn't have it, I didn't mean 
it personally. 


a We can see if that's available 
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Q With this public disavowal, does this now change 
the U.S. position on cooperation with Soviet scientists on AldS 
research? 


“ Obviously, that was one of the things that had 
concerned us about cooperation in that field. We'll continue 
to monitor the Scviet media, to ascertain that in fact the 
disinformation campaign has ceased. So [ think as of this 
moment, in any case, it's too early to say exactly how this 
will progress. 


Q What is the status now on the cease-fire 
resolution in the U.N.? The end of the month has come and 
gone. The Secretary had said that he expected the Secretary 
General to make a report by then. Has that report been made, 
and what --? 


7) We don't have the report yet My information is 
that the Secretary General expects to get the responses from 
both parties today and that he will then share them with the 
Security Council very shortly thereafter. 


Q Do you have any comment on Rafsanjani's attack 
against the U.N. yesterday, or on Friday? 


a We've only seen the press reports of those 
remarks. You know, as [I have said before, we believe this 
United Nations resolution is fair and an equitable basis for an 
end to the [ran-Iraq war In that context, we continue to 
support the Secretary General's efforts to implement the 
resolution 


Q Do you have any comment on the report on the 
weekend, also, saying that [ran will withdraw from The Hague 
Tribunal? 


“ No. 
Q Have you seen this report? 
Didn't see that 

Q If Rafsanjani's remarks were any indication the 
Iranians are going to reject the cease-fire, what happens at 
that point? Do we press ahead for the arms embargo resolution?’ 

a You know what our position has been right along 

If one or the other of the parties is not willing to 
comply, then we believe that the Council has to press ahead 


with what Resolution 598 calls for, and that is a second 
enforcement resolution 
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Q How quickly do we want them to press ahead on 
that? 
a Again, I don't want to put a deadline on this. 


We'll hear what the Secretary General has to say. There will 
be discussions in the Security Council. But, obviously, one of 
the questions before the Security Council will be the issue of 
where do we go next. 


Can you tell us something about the content of 
our talks with the Soviets last week on the issue of the 
Persian Gulf and the UN. actions? Did they say they wanted to 
see a U.N. naval force in the Persian Gulf? 


a I don't have the details of exactly how that 
conversation took place. So, as a consequence, I really can't 
answer your question other than to say that the point you 
mention is one that has been a consistent one in their 
presentations, but at the same time we have talked about the 
necessity to move ahead with 598 and to do what's necessary. 


Q Do you have any details on what the Secretary and 
Mr. Shevardnadze discussed concerning the second resolution, 
Chuck? In his opening remarks, he seemed to indicate a 
narrowing -- a coming closer -- on how that should be handled. 


a I don't want to try to pin anyone down in that 
sense. I'm not going to go into the details of their 
conversation In the most general sense, we, as well as the 
Soviets, signed on to Resolution 598 And, as a consequence, 
certainly from our perspective, we think it's necessary for the 
Security Council to move on beyond that and do what's necessary 
if, in fact, one or another of the parties doesn't comply 


Q Chuck, can you give us any sense, though, of 
whether we got any feeling from the Soviets that they were at 
this point ready to go along with us on that second resolution? 


“ I'll let the Soviets speak for themselves as to 
how they plan to approach this 


Q Vorontsov, the Deputy Secretary of the Soviet 
Union, he's shuttling between [ran and [raq Do you see high 
visibility -- Russian visibility -- in this Iran-Iraq war 
compared to no -- no U.S official went to the area recently? 


A The United States certainly has a lot of official 
presence and a lot of contacts in the region, as you well 
know. We don't have a readout as of this time as to what Mr. 
Vorontsov accomplished in the region We assume that he was 
working for the implementation of Resolution 598. 
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Q What about Armacost and the Chinese? Has he made 
any headway on this subject in the region? 
a Mr. Armacost is in Beijing at this point, so I 


don't have any preliminary report on those conversations. 


Q Can you give us any details or confirmation of 
the report that the United States wanted to have direct 
conversations with Iran but Iran recently refused? This is the 
New York Times story by Mr. Ojerejian? 





a As I see it, that's what we have said many times 
over and over again. We've made clear for some time now, both 
publicly and privately, our willingness to engage in an 
authoritative dialogue with responsible representatives of the 
Iranian Government. But I would refer you to the President's 
remarks of October 26, for example, in his statement concerning 
the trade sanctions against Iran where he ended by saying, “The 
Iranian Government's response, to date, in deeds as well as in 
words, has been entirely unconstructive." 


Q In the same region, do you have anything today on 
that incident in the Gulf, the warning shot that was fired? 


a I don't have any details beyond those provided by 
the Pentagon. 


Q Chuck, has the Administration rejected the idea 
of sanctions against China for supplying Silkworm missiles to 
Iran? 


a You know that we took some steps that were 
announced the week before last. 


Q Uh-huh. The story today says that there were 
sanctions that were internally rejected. 

a I don't have anything on that 

Q Could I go back to Vorontsov's visit for just a 


minute? You said you assumed he was working for the 
implementation of 598 Why do you make that assumption? 
Shortly after he left, Rafsanjani made comments indicating they 
were not willing to accept that resolution. 


3) I don't know what implication Rafsanjani's 
statement has for what [ said -- 


Q Well, okay -- 


a -- and [| said earlier that -- 
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Q If you want to divorce it, other people aren't -- 
A And I said earlier -- 


-- but let's go back to the basic point. Why do 
you assume that he was working for implementation? 


A The Soviets signed on to that resolution. 


Q But have we got any indication that they've been 
actively --? 


) It passed unanimously in the Security Council, 
and we've had any number of discussions with them in which they 
have remained supportive of that process. 


Q But have we had any firm indication that they've 
been actively lobbying for it in the region, or did they only 
vote for it in the U.N.? 


4 You can talk to them about the specifics. 


Q Chuck, more specifically, to your knowledge have 
the Soviets linked any implementation of 594 with a U.N. naval 
force in the Guif? 


a Again, if you're interested in their position and 
what they want to see happen, you'll have to talk to them. all 
I can tell you is what our stance has been on this and what we 
continue to push for. 


Q Chuck, do you have any official response to Cyrus 
Vance? Last week on the Hill, they asked for United Nations 
forces, and so on. 

4 We've spoken to that issue a number of times 
The Secretary has addressed it in various press conferences. 
There's just nothing new to add to that question. 

Q More details about it 

a No. I just don't have anything new to add to it 


Q Southern African: Can you --? 


Q Before we go off the Persian Gulf, the Japanese 
apparently have decided not to go ahead with an embargo on 
Iranian oil as the United States did recently Do you have any 
comment on their decision which was reported over the weekend? 
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. 

A> While Japan has opted not to impose economic 
sanctions against Iran at this time, we would note that Japan 
has indicated it will not undercut our trade sanctions, that it 
will continue to deny to belligerents in the Gulf war military 
items that contribute to the pursuit of the war, and that it 
will continue to support diplomatic efforts to end the war. 


Q Chuck -- 


a I could say on the diplomatic front, Japan has 
been very supportive of that, and that we would continue to 
work with Japan as well as other members of the Security 
Council for the full and rapid implementation of Resolution 598 


Q So does that mean the United States is satisfied 
or not satisfied with the Japanese response? 


a I think I've given you a commentary. It's going 
to be up to each country to decide what they can and can't do, 
obviously. 


Q Indeed, is it too early to ask you for some kind 
of a scorecard on who is doing what? Are you getting any 
support? I don't know if you consider the Japanese supportive, 
but there are other countries, of course. 


a I don't plan to be providing the scorecard on 
this. As we made clear at the start, we were going to approach 
our OECD allies to let them know of our concerns, to let them 
know what we were doing, and to solicit whatever support they 
could provided 


Q And getting --? 


A And we'll see what comes forth. We're not going 
to get into the business of keeping a scorecard. We took our 
decision for our reasons, for our purposes and as described by 
the President. Those stand alone. 


Q But oil being so especially difficult to trace, 
you -= I would assume to be effective, you need more than just, 
you know, the Japanese type of response You need strong 
support, and I wonder if you could point to any country that's 
supporting the U.S.? 


a Again, I don't see any particular importance to 
the issue. Whatever help is offered by other countries will be 
welcome. It, of course, is up to them to decide what to do -- 
the kind of things that we have pointed to. For example, the 
fact that United States' actions alone are certainly not going 
to be a major economic blow. 
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However, to the extent that our sanctions have some 
effect, that they create some uncertainty, that they cause the 
price of Iranian oil to go lower than it is at the present time 
-- all of those will be important developments. But most 
importantly, I think we took our steps to show that we simply 
weren't going to be associated even in that way with a state 
that continues to pursue this war and to associate itself with 
terrorism. 


Q If Japan buys out of the general oil pool, does 
it not undercut an oil embargo or a bye of economic sanctions? 


5 It's a question of whether they would buy more, 
for example. 


Q Two questions. Can you confirm that Reverend 
Sithole has been granted asylum, or is that INS? 


A INS. 


Q Nkay. Do you have anything on this long 
Washington Pos. story about the UNITA successful defense 
against Angola? 


Qa I don't really have much that I could add to the 
story. The fighting continues, but it appears that UNITA has 
turned back the MPLA government offensive in southeastern 
Angola, inflicting substantial losses of men and equipment. 


This underscores our longstanding view that the 
problem of Angola's internal divisions cannot be resolved on 
the battlefield but only by a political settlement among 
Angolans once foreign forces have withdrawn. 


Q Do you have any assessment of the role of South 
Africa or U.S. aid in this defeat? 


a I don't, really, concerning South Africa. The 
Defense Minister of South Africa has confirmed the presence of 
South African troops in Angola in early October. But I don't 
have anything independent concerning details. 


Q Chuck, since the last time you had a briefing, 
since we did not have one on Friday, Congressman Mica and his 
Republican ranking member, Miss Snowe, had an article in The 
Washington Post, making a number of charges against the State 
Department for mismanagement of funds, including among other 
things saying that, if [ recall it correctly, the Secretary's 
trip to China cost $5 million -- a very large figure -- and 
that the State Department did not -- has consistently failed to 
meet its requirements in budgetary vein 





Do you have any response to any of these charges? 
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A First, I was here on Thursday, the day that 
article appeared, and I would have been happy to entertain 
questions, which I didn't get that day. Secondly, we don't 
agree with many aspects of that article. The statistics you 
cite simply aren't anywhere close to accurate. 


But the most important thing that comes through out of 
all of this, I think, is a recognition that there are real 
budgetary problems before us, and that what it is going to take 
in order to resolve them is cooperation, that the 
Administration and the Congress are going to have to address 
this problem because it's in our national interest that they be 
addressed. So I can only say, as we have said before, that we 
are ready to do our part in that process. 


Q Has the Secretary taken any opening to Capitol 
Hill to try to deal with these problems since last week? 


a The Secretary, as you know, is constantly in 
contact with Members of Congress on this issue, before that 
article, and I'm sure he's probably had some contacts 
afterwards. 


I don't have anything by way of specifics, but he has 
said many times that this foreign affairs budget crisis is the 
number one issue facing us today in the area of foreign policy, 
and so he's worked at it and he's continuing to work at it. 


Q Chuck, just to go back to that point: Do you 
have a dollar figure on that China trip, when you say the $5 
million is way out of the ball park? I mean, are we talking 
about $100,000 or are we talking about (inaudible)? 


a We're talking something about much closer to the 
figure you cite -- in fact, not all that far fromit. But I 
don't have a specific dollar figure to put on it. 


Q Was there one in the guidance that was --? 
4 No. 
Q Do you have any evaluation of the prospects for 


compliance with the Central American peace plan? The deadline 
is three days off, and the Sandinista Government seems to be 
making some conflicting statements about what it intends to do. 


i) I don't have anything by way of summary 
conclusions. As you say, there are three more days until the 
November 5S deadline 
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Some of these statements that you refer to have been 
discouraging and certainly negative in their tone. The 
declarations of Commandante Arce. for example, that the 
Sandinista leader would not negotiate with the Nicaraguan 
Resistance “under any circumstances” is something that can only 
be seen in negative terms, because everyone realizes that one 
of the most crucial aspects of this whrole agreement has to do 
with implementirg a cease-fire, anc 1: order to do that, the 
Sandinistas are going to have to do what has been attempted in 
El Salvador and Honduras, and that is to talk with those with 
whom they are in conflict 


Q The Department considers the date as November 5. 
The Secretary has spoken about November 7. 


a The difference there arose from the fact that the 
Accords apparently specified 90 days, and so that made November 
5 the operative date rather than November 7 


Q Chuck, talking about dates, after several of the 
foreign ministers met in the region, several foreign ministers 
said that they thought that now the informal target should be 
stretched back to January 4 Do you have any comment on 
(inaudible)? 


- I spoke to that on Thursday, I believe, to that 
exact question 

Q Is Mr. Busby in the region or making a trip? 

6 Yes. He left again today for another trip, and 


he'll be gone for two or three days again for consultations 
with ali the democratic Central American nations 


Q Can you tell us where he is going to be on the 
Sth? 

= I don't know where he'll be on the fifth 

*) Do you have anything, Charles, about a statement 


from the Nicaraguan Government about a Sandinista Major leaving 
under unusual circumstances? They suggested he was headed for 
America, possibly a defection, anything like that? 


* 


a I haven't seen that ['ll keep an eye on that 


Q Do you Nave anything on the suggestions that the 
aid request might be delayed until January? 


a Again, the question came up here sometime the 
middle of the last week, and it's been raised at the White 
House I don't have anything new 
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Q There was another attack in the Philippines today 
in the same neighborhood where many American servicemen live. 
Is anything more being done other than exercising extreme 
caution, I mean, as far as the U.S. is concerned? 


- I don't have any other details to offer. But 
again, the most authoritative sources are Embassy and military 
spokesmen out there in the region 


Q Do you have anything on -- I didn't think this 
was addressed on Friday -- on the summit, how is it going to 
be? How are the nitty-gritty details going to be arranged? 
Who is going to do it, the White House or the State 
Department? Where is it going to be held -- things like that 
-— exactly? 


‘ Those are the kinds of details which are just 
premature at this point. The white House, of course, will be 
in the leading role on this because it is a summit, so that I 
would encourage you to stay in touch with them in terms of 
developments of the kind of thinas you're talking about -- 
logistics. 


Q Chuck, did the Secretary and Mr. Shevardnadze 
agree to meet again in Geneva before the summit? 

“ No. 

Q There was no provisional arrangement? 

Qa No. We expect, on both sides, our negotiators in 


Geneva to carry the ball forward on this. I know both 
ministers are looking to their representatives there in Geneva 
to stay at this and to resolve these final remaining details in 
short order. 


Q Shevardnadze said that he had agreed with Shultz 
that they'd meet, if appropriate, as I -- 


8 I don't want to rule out the fact that, if it's 
necessary for them to do something, they'd consider it. But 
the question was, “Has anything been arranged?" and the answer 
is no. 


Q What were the results of Armacost's stop in 
Manila? Was there any agreement on a new aid package for the 
Philippines? 


a He gave a long press conference there in which he 
addressed the question of aid, for example. [ don't know that 
it included anything on a new aid package, but he did announce 
the expedited delivery of the last $75 million in the FY-87 aid 
package, I believe 
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Q-. Did you have any reaction to the Gorbachev speech 
to offer? 


a No, I don't have any reaction. We've seen the 
preliminary reports, but nothing to offer at this time. 


Q What about the change of power in China? 
= Again, [I don't have anything as of now. 
Q Anything on the killing of a Supreme Court 


Justice in Panama? 

a I don't have any details. We've seer the 
reports. It clearly is a tragic incident, and at this stage 
the most I could say is that we would deplore this sense of 
increasing violence which we've seen in Panama in recent times. 


Q How about tipping over to Mozambique: Do you 
have anything on the report of this latest RENAMO massacre? 


Aa No 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:24 pm.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT DAILY PRESS BRIEFING NOVEMBER 
on the reported defection of 
Can you 


Do you have any comment 
a high ranking Sandinista military official 


where he 158? 


tell us 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Jim? 


Q Chuck, do you know anything about a man who was 
arrested this morning in Northeast Washington, claiming that he 
had come here to assassinate Secretary Shultz? 


a The information [ have as of now is that a man, 
identified as Edward lL. Gallo of Worcester, Massachusetts, was 
arrested about 8:20 a.m. this morning in connection with 
threats reportedly made against the Secretary of State 


Based on information received from the Worcester, 
Massachusetts, Police Department, the State Department's Bureau 
of Diplom.:ic Security had increased its protection of the 
Secretary and had launched an intensive investigation As a 
result of that investigation, the man was arrested this morning 
by the Metropolitan Police Department as he left the Regency 
Congress Hotel on New York Avenue There were reportedly a 
number of weapons in his car, and a search warrant is being 
sought to confirm that report 


he only other information I have as of now, in terms 
of the legal proceedings, is the arrest was based on a 
complaint which was filed by the Bureau of Diplomatic Security 
-~ that's through our field office in Boston And, in response 
to that complaint, the U.S. Magistrate's office in Boston 
issued a werrant for the arrest of this man [t's based on 


tnat warr t this action was taken tnis morning 


Did the threats uu talk about actually reach the 
+ y y 

State Department? Was there any specific thing that he was 
threatening the Secretary for’ 


“4 Without going into specifics the threat was 
against the life of the Secretary 

4) Was there any rationale for why he wanted to take 
the Secretary's life?’ 

4 At this point I ant Gea@l with tnose questi 
e Q When did you get the information which led you to 


increase the security?’ 
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The first information surfaced late yesterday 


afternoon, approximately 5:00 o'clock 


Q 

this a man who is on 
A As far 
Q DO you 


police had come into 


a That I 
Q 
“ 
Q Do you 


when ne started down 


“ Again, 
just in general terms, 
said, late yesterday 


picked up here early 


Is he associated with any other government, 


I don't have those kinds 


or is 
his own as far as you know? 

as [ know at this point, the latter. 
know how the Worcester, Massachusetts, 
possession of the information which 


don't have 


Anything about his mental condition? 


of detaiis 


know when he left Worcester? 
here? 


Do you know 


I don't have those kinds of details, but 
the incident seems to have started, as I 
afternoon in Boston, and then the man was 
this morning 


Q Chuck, did the Secretary know this guy? 

4 No 

Q Did he have anything to do with his farm, or 
anything like that, up there? 

rat No 

~ Do yuu know whetner i> I}ecti > to the 
pecretary were policy or rsonal?’ 

4 I don't have any idea as to his motivation as of 
now 

Q Had he made a speech’ Had he said he was goinoe 
to do something to a neighbdor? [ inean where are you getting 


this information? 
A 

at this point 

Massachusetts 

information, the i 

act upon and which 

morning 


That's 
what 


ini” 


are 


. 
the Magistrate? 


Poli eo 


a | 


there 


the kind of question | just can’t go into 

[ in tell you is it was the Worcester, 
partment that provided the first 

ial information, which we then started to 

en ultimately resulted in the arrest this 
opies available of the complaint to 
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a We can see if that's possible 


Q Is he an American citizen or naturalized or 
emigre, or whatever? 


A I don't have any information on that 

Q What is his profession? [I mean, do you have 
anything? 

A I don't have any personal details on the man at 
all. 

Q What was the Secretary's reaction? Has he had 


anything to say about this? 

“ I don't know that he's had anything to say He 
was, of course, briefed by his security detail, but other than 
that I don't have any reaction 


Q Chuck, any changes in his schedule as a result? 


Not that [ know of As [| say, we intensified 
security, however 


Q How old is he? 

4 I don't have those personal details 

* What weapons were found in the car? what kind? 
A I said there 1s a search warrant which has been 


requested and at this yoint ye'll see what that turns ip 


#) This man was unarmed i terms f His person as 


a That's the best I uld say as far as Il know 
but [| don't want to pose as the authoritative ince on that 

~ Weren't there some explosives found also in the 
hotel room or in his possession or nething 

a Agair | have heard that myseit ; ae ii but | ; 
just prerer nor rn ) ’ ’ trart 1uw4e " ’ r ’ tally ,_urTre 
{nat all ‘ne jeta i i ; ‘ e sre riqant 

The vehicie 18 in Washington that we're talking 

out right? The vehicle 1 with him 3 Washington? 

A iInat’'s right ‘mat $s Now the man was identified 


early this morning thr jah His vehi le 
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Q Does he belong to any organization, a US. 
organization of any kind, conservative, libertarian -- 


A I just don't have any information on the man's 
personal background or motivation 


Q He expressed no grievance to anybody that you 
know of? 


4 At least I don't have anything on that But, I 
mean, he was just arrested at 8 20 this morning, so you need to 
leave the authorities some time to develop the case. 


Q Chuck, why does the Bureau of Diplomatic Security 
have a field office in Boston? 


2) We have field offices in many places around the 
United States to provide protection for visiting foreign 
dignitaries for the most part The State Department is 
responsible for the protection of almost everyone except heads 
of state 


Q Do you know of any previous threats against the 
life of the Secretary -- as Secretary of State, [| mean. Is 
this the first? 


) I'm not prepared to say it's the first I'd have 
to do a little research to find out any past incidents that 
we're prepared to talk about 


Q Chuck you are not referring any of our questions 
to the Fél Do they Nave any jurisdiction i tnis case or is 
it out of their jurisdiction?’ 


a ( ant peak to the questivors r juris@iction 
What [ can say is this case was handled Dy the Bureau of 
Diplomatic Security, by the Worcester, Massachusetts, Police 
Vepartment and by the D0 Metropolitan Police Department 


Those were the law enforcement people involved 


Q No coordination with the + #1 whatsoever? 

A I don't know whether they were informed or not, 
Dut they were not a participant in the pr ess 

q Muck ' motner iDOj,ect joes the State 
epartment know anything about a high-level Nicaraguan defector 


who Nas come over? 


Q You're not aiying that he didn't come over; 
you're saying you can't help 
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A That's what I'm saying. 
Q Any comments on the report from Mr. Weinberger? 


Can we stay on that one? Why is that the case, 
since the man has been identified down in Nicaragua? 


Aa [ can't go into a specific rationale. You know 
in cases involving defectors, asylum cases, those kinds of 
cases, we are frequently in a position where we're not able to 
confirm, deny or otherwise comment That's the stance I'm in 
on this particular story as of today 


Q With regard to Nicaragua, you frequently trot 
them out instead of keeping them under wraps That is not your 
plan in this case? 


a I said in this case I have no comment today. 


Q [ mean, for example -- just to cite a recent 
example -- we went through this not long ago with the Cuban 
whose name was being broadcast over a 24-hour period on every 
Salsa station in Miami And, the Justice Department was giving 
out his name and all the circumstances while the State 
Department was saying at that time they were unable to comment 


on it in any way [ think you remember that particular 
instance, and we s*°em to be going through the same sort of, 
“There's no reason tor it; it's just policy’ kind of an 
exercise 

A Thank you (Laughter) 

Q [s there any connection between the two 
defections of the prominent Minister in Cuba and the other 


one coming from Nicaragua’ 


a On this story I haven't had anything to say, so 
there's no way [ can answer your question either 


Q On another subject Go you have anything abdout 
the Chinese agreeing now to stop all sales of Silkworms to the 
Iranians? 


Aa I don't have anything to say Seyond what Under 
Secretary Armacost has s@id in His press conference in Beljing 
which has been widely reported So, 1 would not attempt to put 
wores in his mouth ['d just refer you to what he had to say 


Q Chuck, on the same sudject Ll think yesterday 
you didn't have what you called a “readout” on vi /$ov's 
talks, although you expressed expectation that th Jyeats 
would 
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support what they voted for. Can you improve on that any 
today, or is it still pretty much you don't know what he's been 


whispering in the Iranians’ ears? 


i) I don't believe we have as yet any report on his 
talks. 


Q While we're on the Soviets, do you have any 
comments on Gorbachev's speech of yesterday? 


4 I have very brief comments Of course we're 
studying the speech carefully But just to pick out a couple 
of points, we are pleased to note the Secretary General's 
stated commitment to achieving what he called “tangible 
progress” in U.S.-Soviet relations at the upcoming summit 
meetings, and we look forward to detailed, substantive 
discussions on the full range of issues 


We also welcome Mr. Gorbachev's stated commitment to 
achieving deep reductions in strategic offensive forces we 
hope this indicates Soviet willingness to work intensively to 
achieve a treaty on 50 percent START reductions 


Q On another subject? The [ranians are saying that 
the boat that the Americans fired on in the Gulf on Sunday was 
from Sharjah and that an Indian person on the boat was 
wounded Do you have anything to help us with this? 


4 ['d have to refer you to the Pentagon as the 
ultimate source on that kind of story The information I have 
from them is that there is nothing to substantiate that 
allegation which apparently has appeared only on Tehran Radio 
or other [ranian sources The Pentagon gave a detailed 
explanation of the incident yesterday, and I think they have 
said they have no reason to say anything other than that 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the report from 
the United Nations that the two parties are stiffening their 
positions a little bit’ 


a As you know, the Secretary General received the 
written responses to his outline plan for the implementation of 
Resolution $98 from Iran and Iraq yesterday These will 


require careful study 


The Secretary General will be consulting informally 
with Council members this week to discuss the positions 
expressed by the two belligerents and how best to proceed from 
here 


Q Do you have any comment on either position? 
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_ I don't have any detailed commentary. This is 
something that's being discussed by the Security Council 
Members. The most I could say is that the responses are not as 
clear as we would like, but there is a process still underway. 


As you know, we continue to believe the Co':ncil should 
move promptly to work on the ways and seans to secure full and 
rapid implementation of Resolution 598 and, in this context, on 
further steps to ensure compliance with that resolution. 


What I have just quoted to you comes from the 
statement of the Foreign Ministers of the five Permanent 
Members of the Security Council which they agreed to on 
September 25. 


What that means is the Council should begin drafting a 
second enforcement resolution which would strengthen the 
Secretary General's hand during his negotiations with Iran and 
Iraq. [It would also position the Council to move speedily to 
adopt such a resolution should it become necessary. 


Q Wait a minute [ thought you were drafting a 
second resolution about a month ago 


i) There's a difference here between “drafting” and 
“informal consultations" on what might be included in such a 
resolution. That's the only point ['m trying to make. What 
I'm saying is we believe, in addition to informal 
consultations, one ought to actually start a drafting process 
which would take this another step 


Q You used the plural “responses are not as clear 
as we'd like.” I take that to mean that you wish the Iraqi 
response had also been more forthright 


4 I'll leave my analysis with what I've said You 
do know, going back through the history of Resolution 598, that 
the Security Council and the Secretary General immediately got 
an Iraqi response in the very early going and he failed to get 
any Iranian response So that is certainly a fact, and I think 
that's an important fact 


All I did in this case was give you a very brief 
shorthand reaction to the responses that were received 
yesterday 


Q When you used the plural “responses,” you were 
referring to both sides and not multiple responses from Iran? 


A That's right 
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Q But I thought the [raqi response was positive 
after 48 hours of the resolution? [Sic] 


a I don't want to get into a position of trying to 
say one is more or less positive than another. I'm just not 
prepared to make that analysis, and that could well be the 
case. I have just pointed out a bit of not-so-distant history 
which bears on the issue. 


Q Chuck, 18 it the State Department's position now 
that because there's not a definitive response from Iran the 
the Council should move to impose sanctions? Because there are 
words in your statement that suggested there's some stuff to 
still sort of sort out 


A I think if you look at what I've said you'll see 
essentially where we stand There's still a process. As far 
as this week is concerned, it certainly involves the Secretary 
General and further consultations with members of the Council 
to evaluate the responses and to see how we move from here. 


Q It would lubricate this process with sanctions. 


a And I offered you our personal viewpoint, as the 
United States Government as well, that even as that process is 
being worked, we believe there are other things that could also 
usefully be done 


Q Let me just go back to this second resolution in 
drafting. Maybe [ heard it wrong weeks ago, but do you mean to 
tell me at this point the Council has not put a single word on 
paper in terms of beginning to draft the second resolution? 
There's no formal word on paper? 


A I don't want to go so far as to say there's not a 
single word on paper -- [ just don't know that -- because the 
people there have had informal consultations now for a number 
of weeks on this kind of question But what ['m talking about 
here is, in a sense, a more formal process of starting to take 
those discussions and to see how they translate into a draft 
second resolution 


Q Is there resistance to that? 


a) [ think by the fact [ am saying we believe that 
would be a useful step to take, we have not gotten to that step 


Q Can we be a little more specific? [t's my 
recoilection about a month ago -- whether it was from you 
publicly or from other officials, ['m not sure; ['d have to 
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check my notes and so forth -- but the statement was that 
drafting had bejzun, or at least that the British, the French, 
and the United States were involved in a drafting process; the 
Soviets and the Chinese were still sort of dragging their heels 
about drafting an actual resolution 


Can vou give us a better fill on what each Member, 
Permanent Member, is doing as far as drafting is concerned? 


a I don't want to speak for all the other Permanent 
Members, but I think what you just said indicates a bit why 
there is some misunderstanding There certainly have been, on 
the part of some Members, an effort to see how things would 
look on paper -- that is true what I am talking about today 
is the Council, per se, engaging in this drafting exercise 


So it's not that there is a shortage of ideas,and even 
possible wording -- I'm sure that can be produced on very short 
notice -- but it's a question of whether or not the Council 
will take that next step to go ahead and engage in that process 


Q And what that boils down to is going beyond these 
British, American, and French consultations, and getting the 
Soviets and the Chinese to sit down and actually commit 
themselves to some wording? 


o That is part of the process 

Q Chuck, is there a U.S. draft for a second 
resolution that's being put to work on by other delegations of 
the Council, or it's being discussed from the very beginning to 
draft a resolution? [Sic] 

7 In response to a number of questions, I think 
I've given you as accurate a picture as I can as to how things 
stand, and so I wouldn't think I could do it better than that 

Q Maybe I'm less understanding than -- I'm less 
understanding I can't just say it like that, but I don't 
understand -- 

A well, read the transcript And sometimes [I 
wonder whether it's understanding less or just not wanting to 
understand for a moment But take a look at the transcript I 


think you'll find whatever you need there in terms of the 
process 


Q Is there a paper called a US. draft resolution 
for a second resolution by the Council? 


- l've just spoken, in response to a number of 
questions, about the status of this process 
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+ Have we taken a position, tentative or otherwise. 
on a blockade te bolster an embargo? 


- That question has been asked before, and I don't 
know of anything that's changed at all That's not part of the 
process. 


Q Chuck, your comment about responses not as clear 
as we like Can that in any way be construed as an indication 
that Iraq has diminished its agreement to a cease-fire or 
fallen back in-its positi 


- I said at th nning I wasn't going to 
Give a detailed analysis o ‘'s response. That's 
something the Security 
engaged in this week tt s proper place for this to 
occur, not by me doing 1 ) ll here at the podium. So 
I'll let them do their 


Q Are we finished with this one? 

- I guess 

Q I want to give everybody a chance 

There has been a resurgence of reports again in 
various Middle Eastern media that Israel in recent days has 
resumed selling arms to Iran Do you know anything about it? 


Do we give it any credibility?’ 


- At this point, I just don't have anything on that 
story. 


You would oppose such sales, though, were they to 


occur? 

a You know what our position has been on sales «~- 
military equipment to Iran Operation Staunch has been ongoing 
for some time now. That's been a worldwide effort 


Q Did you receive assurances from the [sraeli 
Government they are not selling arms to Iran? 


- I said [I just didn't have anything on that story 
today. 


Q Will you raise opic with the Israelis? 


a I think I've said three times now I don't have 
anything on that story today 
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then? It's a very 


- No 
Q Mr. Gallo again, was he known to the State 
Department by any previous acts, or was he under some sort of 


watch list by tne State Department or 


~ No. 
Q Chuck, the deadline for 


peace agreement iS. I think, 48 hours 
whether you have anything tnere about 


anything like that? 


the Central American 
away, and I just wondered 
prospects for compliance. 


a No. It's 48 hours away 

Q Do you have anytning on Shultz's meeting with 
Giscard today? 

- NO 

Q Any comment on Daniel Ortega -- 

2 Philippe is trying to ask a question here. 

Q What about tne Nigerian? 

- Any comment on the meeting? 

Q Yes 

- I don't have anything we can check ana see if 


there is any readout available 


Q Mr . 


have any commentary? Usually when he 


on that 


Ortega's visit to the Soviet Union, 


do you 


goes over there, you have 


some wry comments to note his -- 
Q This is not a wry Cay (Laughter) 
~ I saw some interesting pictures. and I suppose 


those are worth a thousand words 


Q Thank you 


sometimes 


(The briefing concluded at 12°37 P.™ ) 




















Question taken at the Daily Press Briefing November 3, 1987 


SECRETARY'S MEETING WITH NIGERIAN ATTORNEY GENERAL 


Q: What can you tell us about the Secretary's meeting with 


the Nigerian Attorney General? 


A: SECRETARY SHULTZ MET WITH NIGERIAN MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND 
ATTORNEY GENERAL PRINCE BOLA AJIBOLA TO DISCUSS LAW ENFORCEMENT 


COOPERATION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND NIGERIA. 


THE MINISTER CAME TO THE UNITED STATES FOR A THREE DAY 
VISIT AT THE INVITATION OF ATTORNEY GENERAL MEESE. ON NOVEMBER 
2, THE ATTORNEYS GENERAL SIGNED AN EXECUTIVE AGREEMENT ON 
MUTUAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE IN LAW ENFORCEMENT MATTERS, THE FIRST 
OF ITS KIND WITH AN AFRICAN COUNTRY. 80TH PARTIES EXPRESSED 


THEIR DESIRE TO BEGIN NEGOTIATIONS ON A MUTUAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE 


TREATY. 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 1987, 12:26 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement. 


Today, at 11:00 a.m. local time in Tokyo, Ambassador 
Michael J. Mansfield for the United States and Foreign Minister 
Tadashi Kuranari for Japan signed an agreement for cooperation 
between the Government of the United States of America and the 
Government of Japan concerning peaceful uses of nuclear 
energy. The new agreement establishes a comprehensive 
framework for peaceful and nuclear cooperation between the 
United States and Japan. It supersedes an existing agreement 
for cooperation that entered into force in 1968. Before the 
new agreement may be brought into force, it must be transmitted 
to the Congress for a statutory review period of 90 days 


continuous session and must also be approved by the Japanese 
Diet. 


Jim? 
Q Yeah. Can we have a copy of that? 


ms Yes. 


Q Do you have anything to say today about that 
Nicaraguan defector we asked you about yesterday? 


A) No. 


Q How about the Iran-Iraq responses to the 
Secretary General and his announcement that they both will be 
sending emissaries to New York to discuss a cease-fire? 


ia You've in essence summarized the situation. 
First, on Monday the Secretary General received the written 
responses to his outline implementation plan. That was the 
first step in his current attempt to obtain compliance with 
this resolution by the two belligerents. 
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The next step to which you referred will presumably 
entail discussions between the Secretary General and the 
Iranian and Iraqi emissaries, and we do understand, as you 
said, that both countries will be sending emissaries to New 
York shortly to begin these talks. 


We strongly support, as I have said many times, the 
Secretary General's negotiating efforts and hope that as a 
result of these discussions that we will see full and rapid 
implementation of Resolution 598. I would just note in 
conjunction with our discussion yesterday that it has been many 
weeks now since the Security Council took its stand back on 
July 20th. A lot of people have died, and I think all of that 
simply re-emphasizes the need to continue moving forward. 
We've talked about the Secretary General's talks, and again 
yesterday I told you'that we believed that the drafting on a 
second enforcement resolution should get underway also. 


Q Chuck, your expression of strong support, does 
that mean there is no feeling within the State Department that 
Iran may be stalling? 


a I'm not going to make those kinds of judgments at 
this point. I have just spoken to the fact that this has gone 
on for a long time. We would like to see it move ahead rapidly 
in the Middle East because people are dying. But we have 
engaged ourselves in this process. There have been a certain 
number of steps identified. This is the most recent one, and I 
think that's the context in which we view the situation. 


Q What is the time frame you are talking about for 
these negotiations to end? 


6 You'll have to talk to the Secretary General for 
that kind of inforwation. I know that the Iraqi representative 
has said that he can come after the Arab summit in Amman. That 
takes place starting November 8, so that that means presumably 
some time next week. But I don't have the dates, and I 
encourage you to stay in touch with the U.N. spokesman. 


Q Chuck, while we're on that region, do you have 
anything new to say about the -- 


Q Could we stay on the Middle East for a moment, 
Barry? 


Q All right. I was going to ask about the shipping 
incident and the attack. 


A I'll come back to that. 
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Q You'll come back to that, no doubt. I just 
wanted to know whether the United States has actually made any 
formal move at the United Nations to institute a process of 
drafting? 


~ As you might expect, we are in close touch with 
the other permanent members, and those are the kinds of things 
that figure in our discussions. 


Q Has the drafting begun? The Secretary said up at 
the U.N. that the drafting would begin within days, and that's 
about almost a month ago. 


is I explained yesterday that we have a process of 
informal consultations. We have individual people and small 
groups of people working on drafting. What I'm talking about 
here is getting the Security Council to move to a drafting 
process. 


Q Chuck, is there any sign of doing that? 


A At this stage I can't offer you a date at which 
time that might begin, but that's what we're working on. 


Q Is there anything concrete that you can cite in 


either the responses of Iran and Iraq to the Secretary General 
or anything else that's happened to suggest that Iran is not 
Simply playing this out to stall implementation of 598? 


4 No. And that is one of the reasons that we have 
urged throughout, and the Secretary has spoken as far as he's 
concerned about his relative lack of optimism that we're going 
to get what we expect out of this process. But nonetheless for 
the reasons we've talked about, we do believe it's a process 
that is worth working through conscientiously, but nonetheless 
as rapidly as possible, and that's what we're trying to do. 


Q Chuck, the Secretary -- 
Q Way back in the summer - 


A -- and with the hope, I might add, as the 
Secretary has always expressed, that our lack of optimism will 
be proven wrong, and that we will find a willingness to move 
ahead. 


Q Way back in the summer, the U.S. impression of 
Iran's stance was they hadn't said yes, they hadn't said no. 
Can you attempt now to describe whether they're noncommittal? 
Yes, maybe? What is their general reply? What are they 
telling the Secretary General after all these months? 
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a Because the Secretary General is in a process of 
negotiating with the two parties on the basis of their replies, 
I'm not going to go into the details of those replies. I said 
yesterday what I had to say in a general way about those 
replies. The next step now is for the Secretary General to 
talk to their emissaries to see if he can do something with 
those replies. 


Q Chuck, at the Council on Foreign Relations Monday 
night, Frank Carlucci expressed a similar pessimism about the 
Iranian stance, and he said that if the Iranian response to the 
Secretary General was unfavorable, that the U.S. would press 
much harder for the second resolution. What does this mean, 
"press much harder for the second resolution," now that we know 
that the lranian response is not what one might have hoped for? 


A I think you've leaped over, nonetheless, a bit of 
the process which I have just described. We do want to hear 
what the emissaries have to say. The Secretary General has 
invited them to come; they've said they'll come. But at the 
same time, as I have said yesterday and again today, we think 
that the Security Council needs to be thinking harder and 
getting its act together so that it can move along with this 
second resolution, if that's required. 


Q Could we ask about the boat? 
A I'll get to that. 


Q The Pentagon is bucking to you today. It must be 
bad news. (laughter) I'd like to hear what you have to say. 


Q The outline that the Secretary General presented 
suggested that if Iran and Iraq accepted a date for a 
cease-fire in lieu of an actual cease-fire, that the Commission 
to adjudicate blame for having started the war could be created 
and do its work prior to the actual cease-fire coming into 
effect. Is that acceptable to the United States? 


A I don't have those kinds of details to enter into 
a public discussion here as to what the Secretary General is 
pursuing, so I'm just not going to comment on various reports. 
I would only emphasize that -—- 


Q But he said -- 


a -~ that what the five foreign ministers of the 
permanent members of the Security Council emphasized on 
September 25 is that what we're looking for is the full 
implementation of Resolution 598, and that has not changed. 
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Could I ask you about that Pentagon - 
One more -- 

They're not finished yet. 

I want to ask about the ship. 

Okay. 


Why press ahead with the efforts to draft a 
second resolution when you haven't heard from the emissaries? 
Why not sit and wait them out and then press ahead? What's the 
tactic? 


a I gave two reasons yesterday. I said the fact 
that that was happening would strengthen the Secretary 
General's hands in his negotiations. And, secondly, it would 
position the Security Council to move speedily to adopt such a 
resolution should it be required. 


Turning to the ship: Again, on the details of what 
happened, I have to refer you to the Pentagon since they're the 
ones who know that. But the United States regrets any loss of 
life, regardless of the circumstances. We extend our regrets 
to the Indian Government and our condolences to the family of 
the Indian casualty, Mr. Bikwan Kamgee. We have also expressed 
our regret to the Government of the United Arab Emirates. 


Q And some place, I guess BBC or somebody -~ some 
American official was describing the fishing boat of having 
made a hostile run at the U.S. Do you have any idea what kind 
of hostile run a fishing boat could have made? 

A Those are the kinds of details that -- 


Their poles out? 


A -- that you have to stay in touch with the 
Pentagon. 


Q Well, you have yet to admit that this wasn't an 
Iranian attack. Is that what you're admitting by this 
reference here --— the condolences to the Indians and the UAE? 
Did we shoot at a boat that wasn't Iranian? Is that what 
you're saying here? 


a I just don't have the details. You'll have 
talk to the Pentagon, as I've said three times now. What 
saying is that there does appear to be this evidence that 
Indian citizen was killed, and we find that a regrettable 
incident, and that's why I've just said what I had to say. 
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Q Will the U.S. pay compensation for the family of 
the man who was killed? 


- @ I don't have anything on that. 


Q Will any procedures or policies be changed as a 
result of this? 


i Again, that's something that is basically in the 
domain of the Pentagon. All I could say is that it’s this kind 
of regrettable incident that underscores the necessity to try 
to get this war in hand. These are the kinds of things that 
come out of the tensions that we see in the Gulf. But beyond 
that, the Pentagon can speak to the details. They have 
consistently said that our policy is that any action which is 
perceived as hostile intent to U.S. ships will be taken 
seriously. 


Q (Inaudible) 
fi I'm just reiterating our policy. I'm not trying 
to put it in the context of this incident, because I don't have 


the details on it. 


Q We have regrets and condolences but no apologies, 
is that correct? I mean, is that how it's couched? I'm just -- 


Q And no admission that you were responsible for 
the incident that you are regretting? 


Q There's a problem -- 
A What I have to say covers my area of this, which 
has nothing to do with the details -- which I'm in no position 


to be able to speak to. But what I say is we regret the loss 
of life, regardless of the circumstances. 


Q Didn't the United States expect and get an 
apology from Iraq when there was an accidental firing on an 
American vessel? 


fi Look, you can do sort of cross-event comparisons, 
but I'm not sure what the relevance is, and so as a consequence 
there's really not much I can do to deal with that. 


Q Any kind of a payment to the family? 


Q This is a State Department briefing and it's kind 
of strange that you can't deal with the fact that possibly the 
U.S. hit the wrong ship. All you can do is say, "We're sorry 
if anybody ever gets killed." 
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6 The reason I can't deal with it is because I'm 
not in a position to say that. The Pentagon has been speaking 
by the hour as to what they know. I don't know what they've 
said recently in terms of their evaluation of what happened, 
and I have to take their word for whatever they say were the 
circumstances surrounding the incident. 


That's all I'm trying to say in that context. 

Q So what are they telling you, Chuck? 

A The same thing that they've said publicly. 
Q Which is what today? 


A I'll have to check that. I don't know what the 
latest word is. 


Q Nothing today. 
i. Nothing today? 


Q The latest they said was, "We have no reason to 
change our minds about our original statement" -- which is why 
we are particularly confused that you're regretting. 


A What I'm trying to do is get to the fact that an 
innocent person has been killed -- 


Q By whom? 


a -~ and I'm saying, regardless of the 
circumstances, that that's regrettable. 


Q So why send condolences to his family, if you 
consider there's no responsibility? 


fs Look, you can beat this only once, but in essence 
you've got what I can do for you on this one. 


Q Chuck, is what you're saying is that you have 
received no conclusive evidence that the U.S. was involved? 


A The Pentagon is speaking to that, and essentially 
I think that's what they're saying, but I don't have every word 
that they've uttered on this. 


Q And, therefore, you cannot send apologies because 
you have no conclusive proof of U.S. culpability. Is that what 
this is all coming down to? 
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* Look, I just can't extrapolate it any further. 
What I've tried to do is give you a statement that deals with 
the facts as we know them. 

Q Has any -- 

A This is what I have. 


Q -— protest bee. received from either of the 
governments to whom we expressed regrets? 


A I don't know of any. 

Q Is there any payment being made to the families? 
6 That question was asked, and I just don't know. 
Q Chuck, if the man was innocent, then the word 


implies that he didn't do anything to justify being fired upon. 


A I don't think that that necessarily follows. I 
can't comment on the details. The fact that a person gets 
killed who's on board a vessel -- and if that vessel is 


perceived to be doing something other what it actually turns 
out to be doing, it's a very complicated situation. 


Q Chuck, has the Pentagon told you the nationality 
of the boat that this Indian was on? 


é I think that it has been confirmed that the ship 
he was on was a UAE vessel. 


Q Can you say what kind of a ship it was? 

A Well, I'd like the Pentagon to speak to that. I 
mean I've heard some things, but I don't think I'm the expert 
on these. 

Q Was it a sailboat? 


A I don't think it's a sailboat, no. 


Q In one report it was called a "“dhow," which I 
believe is a sailboat, isn't it? 


5 Well, but I think the original report talked 
about a dhow and two Boston whaler-type vessels. 


Q Which one was this? 


A That's what I say. Talk to the Pentagon. I 
don't know. 
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Q You mentioned the Arab summit. Do you have any 
expectation from the Arab summit, big or small or anything like 
that? 


Q We expect that the participating countries will 
discuss Gulf war positions and strategies at length. We hope 
that they will come out strongly in support of full and rapid 
implementation of Resolution 598 and the adoption of 
enforcement measures by the Security Council should this prove 
necessary. 


Q Do you think that some Arab leaders who are not 
attending the Summit will affect it? 


A That's not for me to comment on. 


Q The Energy Secretary, Mr. Herrington, thinks it's 
a terrible thing that Japan refused to agree to stop purchasing 
oil. Yesterday you were somewhat less emphatic about it. Do 
you have any comemnts on his remark? 


fs No, I don't. In fact, as you point out, I spoke 
to that question, and 1 think that captured our reaction. 


Q Does he speak for the State Department or the 
Government on whether we do -- 


A I don't know whether he speaks for the State 
Department. 1 doubt it, since he's the Secretary of Energy. 
But, no, I just don't have anything to add to that. 


Q Chuck, the Chinese are still saying they don't -- 
even right through, you know, events with Armacost ~—- the 
Chinese are still saying they don't sell weapons directly to 
Iran. Are they telling the truth? 


a Under Secretary Armacost has addressed that 
question in his press conference. I've addressed it a number 
of times. It all comes down, once again, to the fact that we 
have a difference cf view on that. 


The Secretary has addressed it when we were in China. 
It's been no secret, Barry. 


Q Uh-huh. 


Q Can you comment on the attacks in Haiti against 
the elections council and some of the candidates' homes? 


8 We deplore these actions aimed at derailing 
Haiti's elections in a transition to democracy. We hope that 
Haitians will not be deterred in their preparations for the 
historic elections which are coming up. 
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As we've said in the past, we stand firmly behind the 
people of Haiti in their efforts to bring democracy to their 
country and to reject the Duvalier era. 


Q There are criticisms by the treasurer of the 
electoral council, who said that he twice formally requested 
protection from the CNC, from the government and that the 
government never responded. Mr. Holwill was quoted in The New 
York Times today as saying that he didn't know if that was 
true, and he didn't want to second-guess the government Does 
the State Department stand behind his comments as they appear 
in The Times today? 








f I don't think we have any reason to offer 
commentary on what happens between various elements of the 
Haiti government and electoral process. We have expressed our 
stance on the question of democracy. We have expressed our 
concern that this democratic transition be allowed to continue 


We have in a more general way, among other things, 
specifically and frequently urged the Provisional Government of 
Haiti to insure a safe environment for free and fair elections. 


So our thrust in all of this has been to try to do 
what we can to encourage this process But in terms of 
specific relationships between those kinds of organs, I can't 
help you 


Q bo you feel that they are doing that in light of 
these recent attacks -- that they are providing adequate 
security? 


& I just don't have any information on which to 
base that analysis 


Q Well, Mr. Holwill seems to think that they were. 
I'm just wondering if the State Department stands behind those 
comments? 


& I didn't see anything that he said that really 
conflicts or contradicts with anything I've said 


@ Well, he said that we have every reason to 
believe that they are trying to provide the needed security. 


a) We do believe as a general principle that that's 
true. You're asking about a specific case I can't comment on 
every specific case because I don't know who said what to whom. 


@ How does the Government plan to react to the end 
of the deadline of the Arias Plan, tomorrow being the Sth? 
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Would you respond here, and is tomorrow the day to 
respond or is Friday the day? Wiil it be done at the White 
House or elsewhere? 


ra I think the time and the place to respond will 
depend on the circumstances. We, like the Central Americans, 
will want to take a look at where things stand, to analyze it, 
and then when that's been done, there will be responses. So I 
wouldn't want to get you camping out here or the White House or 
anywhere else in anticipation of something. It'll be done when 
it's ready to be done. 


Q Does the Secretary still expect his meeting in 
connection with the OAS General Assembly to be a key part of 
all this, as he said on the Hill (inaudible)? 


A I'm sure those will be important meetings. 


Q Is there anything in particular planned with the 
five foreign ministers, or anything like that? 


fa I don't know exactly at what point in his 
schedule that comes up, but I would expect that he would be 
meeting with the representatives of the Central American 
democracies, for sure. 

Q Not with the Nicaraguans 

Q When is that? When does it start? 

+ It starts Monday 


Have you decided how much money you want 
humanitarian aid until January? 


a I don't have anything new on that. 


Q Well, it might come up on the Hill in the next 
day or so, supposedly. 


- I don't have anything 


Q The Secretary complained a few weeks ago that the 
Nicaraguans had been delaying in approving the U.S. choice to 
be the new Ambassador, and there's an article in one of the 
papers today about the repercussions of not having an 
Ambassador. Where does that stand? Is the nomination still 
down there? 


ray I don't know where that stands I'd have to look 
into that. 
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Q Does there come a time when it gets withdrawn, or 
does it just sit there or what? You don't give these -- 


. No, I don't think we're at that stage of 
withdrawing it. I'm not sure what we've been able to say 
publicly in that. 

Anything else? 

Q Agrement for Hinton? 


6 For? 


Q Melton is the name Melton If you can check 
it, we'd appreciate it 


. Anything else? 


Q Do you have a figure, by any chance, on that trip 
to China? I mean, it was left at either a hundred thousand or 
five million (laughter.) And I was very curious - 


6 Very close to a hundred thousand. 
Q Do you have anything --? 
ia Connie hac a question 


Q Try my luck on South Africa Anything on this 
new interracial body between the Natal and Kwazulu? 


“ No 


Q Anything on the violence in the black townships 
in South Africa? 


= No 


Q Do you have anything on the flap yesterday at the 
White House between the Secretary and Senator Dole? 


= No 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. [I 
have several announcements to begin with. 


First, this morning the Spanish Charge' d'affaires, 
Juan Jose Arboli, deposited his government's Instrument of 
Accession to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Weapons in a ceremony held here in the Department of State. 


There's a longer announcement containing further 
information on this matter available in the Press Office. 
There's something now on the order of 137 nations that have 
adhered to the NPT. 


Deputy Secretary John Whitehead will leave Friday, 
November 6, for an ll-day trip, during which he will have 
discussions with officials of Yugoslavia, the Federal Republic 
of Germany, Berlin, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary and 
the Soviet Union. 


In Eastern Europe he will review with senior officials 
the state of our bilateral relations. During his visit to 
Moscow, the Deputy Secretary will discuss human rights and 
preparations for the Summit. This will be Mr. Whitehead's 
third trip to Eastern Europe during the last year. 


Q Has it been some time since there was a 
high-level visitor to East Germany? 


a I don't know what the date on that would be. We 
can take a look at that if you want us to see. 

Q If you would take a look, ['d appreciate it. 

Q Chuck, is there any connection with his meetings 


today with the National Council of Soviet Jewry? 





-2- Thursday, 11/5/87 


a Yes. In connection with his upcoming Moscow 
trip, he's consulting today with several American Jewish 
leaders. He will also be speaking with Andrea Wine and Keith 
and Svetlana Braun of the Divided Spouses Coalition. The 
Braun's were recently reunited, but the Soviet authorities have 
not yet given exit permission to Miss Wine's husband, Viktor 
Faermark. 


Q Keith Braun. 
A Keith Braun? 
Q Yeah. Is that it? Today -- 


4 I'm sorry. No, it isn't it. On that issue 
that's it. Sorry. 


And, finally, some personal remarks by Secretary 
Shultz on the departure of Secretary Weinberger. So this is a 
quote: 


"I would like to add my tribute to that of the 
President for Cap Weinberger's long and distinguished career on 
behalf of his country. His total commitment to the task of 


rebuilding America's military strength has put in place an 
indispensable foundation for maintaining our leadership and 
furthering our national interest now and into the next century. 


"Cap and Jane have long been friends of O'Bie and me, 
both in and out of government, and that association will 
continue. As he once again returns to private life, he has my 
admiration and my thanks for the high standard of outstanding 
public service he has set." 

Jim? 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

4 Yes. 

Was he at the White House? 
Yes. He was there. 


That's it? 


That's it. 
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Q Today is the end of the 90 days that the 
Guatemalan Accord envisaged. Do you have any assessment of how 
successful the five countries were in meeting the conditions? 


a I don't have any assessment at this point. We 
will be examining the status of implementation as the Central 
Americans themselves will be doing. We remain hopeful that all 
parties to the agreement will abide by the commitments 
undertaken in Guatemala 90 days ago. If implemented in good 
faith, the Guatemala Agreement offers the best hope for peace 
in Central America in almost a decade. 


Obviously, much remains to be done to achieve the 
comprehensive objectives of the agreement, so that we look 
forward to statements by the Central Americans themselves on 
the status of implementation in addition to our own review of 
the situation. 


Q On the single issue -- well, break that down. On 
the single issue of achieving cease-fires, would you agree with 
the assessments from down there that there has been no success 
in that single field? 


2) We have spoken, myself as well as the Secretary 
and others many times, about the crucial nature of this 
question of establishing negotiated cease-fires. We have seen 
efforts to that effect in a number of the countries. 
Unfortunately, we have not seen that effort made in Nicaragua 
where the Sandinista Government has refused to participate in 
the direct talks with the people with whom they're fighting -- 
the Democratic Resistance. 


Q And also breaking it down further, do you 
consider that there has been any progress toward 
democratization in the five countries together, but 
particularly Nicaragua? 


a At this point I'll go back to what I said 
earlier, that we're taking a look at wnere things stand. The 
Central Americans are also doing that, so there is a period of 
assessment, and [I don't have anything more to offer on that 
score. 


Is Busby back? 


Yes. 





alte Thursday, 11/5/87 


Q Chuck, to get back to the statement by Secretary 
Shultz on the resignation of Secretary Weinberger, there were 
so many analysts saying that now the State Department is having 
the upper hand more than before on the foreign policy of this 
country. Do you have any comment on that? 


a No. 
Q Do you have anything on the Spanish bases? 


A Nothing in particular. The negotiations are 
ongoing. There's another round. 


Q [I thought today was the day in which there was 
supposed to be a conclusion. 


a No, not at all. 
Another round starts. 

4 There are -- [ was going to say, as one of your 
colleagues just said, there is another round of negotiations 
that started today, and we continue to work there in search of 
an agreement that serves the mutual interests of both parties. 


Q Do you have anything on the fiery rhetoric in 
Tehran? 


A No. 


Q On the anniversary of the taking of the hostages? 


A No. 


Q Back on the Spanish question, do you have any 
comment on the fact that the Spanish have rejected the U.S. 
proposal for the shape of the force structure there? 
Apparently there was a compromise proposal by the United 
States, and they rejected it. Do you have any comment on -- 


is) I have never gone into the substance of the 
negotiations, and [I'm not in a position to do that today. Both 
sides, obviously, are working on this. S8oth sides have made 
proposals. There is another round of talks that got underway 
today, so that both of us continue to work on this in the 
prospect that we will come to something that's in the interests 
of both countries. 
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Q What about the political effect of the Spanish 
putting in a formal notice that the agreement would be ended in 
six months, which is [ think what tomorrow's date signifies? 

Do you have any -- 


a I'm not sure that your dates are totally correct, 
but, as [I understand it, that's a formality that one goes 
through given the fact that these negotiations are going to go 
on to the end of the period. 


Q “And then doing that does not have an effect on 
anything, or you don't have any comment on that? 


A I don't really have any comment on that. My 
understanding is, as [ say, there's another round starting 
today, and our expectation is that there will be serious. 
negotiations as long as is necessary. 


Q Chuck, does the Administration plan to seek $30 
million in non-military aid for the Contras as some kind of an 
interim measure? 


A I was a little puzzled by that report myself. 
The Administration in this particular time period is supporting 
the extension of funding for the Democratic Resistance through 
these various continuing resolutions that have been called 
for. I'm not sure I have the exact figures, but there was 
something on the order of $3.5 million that was a pro rata 
share that had been included in the first continuing 
resolution. We're now asking for $3.2 million over the next 40 


days. That's again part of a continuing resolution -- the pro 
rata share -- and beyond that, other decisions will be made as 


necessary, and that no decision has been made on the larger 
question of the request on the $270 inillion. 


Q Fitzwater last week said that it could well be -- 
the request that the Secretary had talked about -- could well 
be delayed until January, but that some kind of appropriation 
might be sought in the meantime to keep them alive, or 
something which -- is that -- 


A The information I have 1s that the money we are 
seeking are these pro rata shares in the continuing 
resolution. That's our objective in this particular time 
frame, and no decision has been made on when to submit requests 
for larger amounts of money 
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Q Congress is going to go home after Thanksgiving, 
so time is going to run out. 


Q Do you have any comment on the South African 
Government's release of Govan Mbeki? 


A We welcome the news that the South African 
Government has released Govan Mbeki and four other black 
political prisoners. We are especially pleased that their 
release was apparently unconditional. We know this must be a 
joyous day for. their families. 


This action is limited to five people and many others, 
including Nelson Mandela, Walter Sisulu and Zeph Mothopeng, 
remain in detention. Nevertheless, this is a positive move on 
the part of the South African Government, and we hope it will 
be seen in that light by all South Africans. We urge all 
parties to use this opportunity to create a climate for 
dialogue leading to a peaceful resolution of Souih Africa's 
political problems. 


Q Do you have any indication the others will be 
released in the near future? 


A I don't have any information on that. 


Q Can you give us a copy of that? 


iat Yes. 

Chuck, you said Mr. Whitehead will be going to 
East Europe and will be talking about human rights. What role, 
if any, will the State Department play in the context of the 
massive demonstrations planned by U.S.-Russian Jewish 
committees in Washington when Mr. Gorbachev will be here next 
month? Do you look favorably on these demonstrations and 
protests, and do you agree with their methods and strategies? 


A I don't have any comment. 


-~- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have any comment on Gorbachev's speech of 
the 4th, in which he called for more diversity in the Communist 
party? 


A No. 


Q I'm sure you're familiar with the story of the 
Washington Post of today regarding the Egyptian Government's 
return to the Arab League and the summit and all that. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


a I won't comment specifically on that story 
because there may be aspects on which [ really don't have any 
comment. So as a general comment, we have always maintained 
that Egypt has a vital role to play in the Middle East, and any 
moves to further reintegrate Egypt with the Arab world are 
positive and contribute to the peace and prosperity and 
stability of the region. 


Q How about a military role to Egypt in the Gulf? 


A Again, [ don't want to speculate on what might 
happen in an Arab summit. I think that particular story was 
cast in that context. [ would only say that, as for us, our 
policy is to encourage cooperative efforts to maintain peace 
and stability in the region, and we support regional efforts 
toward that goal. 


Q You are encouraging a military role by Egypt to 
protect in the Gulf against the [ranian -- 


A I said I didn't have any specific comment on that 
story, so I'm making a general statement. 


Q Just to go back to Gorbachev's speech of 
yesterday for a moment, what about his comments on Eastern 
Europe and the fact that Moscow will no longer seek to impose 
its will totally upon its satellite countries? 


A There have been a lot of things said, a lot of 
speeches made in recent days, and ['d leave it for now that 
those are being carefully looked at, but I don't have any 
commentary to offer on various aspects. 


Q Chuck, one of the networks this morning said that 
the United States Government did not receive a demarche or 
protest from the United Arab Emirates on the shooting or the 
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firing on the ship and the killing of an Indian. Could you 
confirm that story? 


A That's what I said yesterday. 

Q So, you didn't receive -- 

Q How about the Indian Government? Was there any 
protest? 

A ‘Not that I know of. 

Q Have any policies or rules been changed as a 


result of that incident in the Gulf? 


) That question was asked yesterday, and I said 
you'll have to stay in touch with the Pentagon. 


Q Did you have a readout yesterday on Vorontsov's 
visit? Have you deduced yet what he was up to in the Gulf? 


A No. 

Q And still nothing yet? 

A No. 

Q Chuck, anything on another group of American 


experts going to Hanoi on the MIA's Monday? 


a Another technical team? 
Q Another technical, yes. 
a As [I understand it, the teams that are actively 


involved now are those kind of technical teams, but I don't 
have any other details other than that. 


Q You can't confirm that one is going on Monday? 


a I can't, but we can take a look at that. You 
normally don't even ask about those. 


Q Okay. 
2) On the question of Mr. Vorontsov, by the way, as 


we had said at the end of the last meeting with Mr. 
Shevardnadze, Under Secretary Armacost will be meeting with Mr. 


e 
’ 
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Vorontsov, and that should occur in the next week or ten days. 
So as a consequence, I'm sure that that would be one occasion 
where the Iran-Iraq war would figure high on the agenda. 


Q Can you say where that meeting would be held, by 
any chance? 


a That meeting is likely to be held in Geneva. 

Would that be the purpose of the meeting, 
essentially? 

a The purpose of the meeting -- 

Q I mean, general disputes. 

ms) Regional issues is the purpose of the meeting. 

Q Yes. 

Q And the topic would be the [raq-Iran war? 

a That would certainly be one of the important 


subjects, but not limited to that, by any means. Afghanistan, 
Cambodia, the whole range of issues would be on the agenda. 


Have you got anything new to report on U.N. 
efforts to bring the war to an end? 


a No, nothing new. 
Did someone else have a question? 


Q I did. There were reports in the paper this 
morning that the Soviets are developing a follow-on to the 
SS-20, and some concerns apparently expressed as to why they 
were building an additional missile when supposedly they're 
going to tear them all apart? 


a I hope those of you who follow these things 
didn't have to rely on this morning's newspaper report since 
that was in Soviet Military Power which was published some 
months ago; but research, development, and testing of the SS-20 
follow-on, the so-called SS-20 MOD 2, has been underway for 
some time. 





My comment would be that the INF treaty that we will 
sign next month will apply to all U.S. and Soviet 
ground-launched missiles with a range from 500 to 5500 
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kilometers. This will cover all SS-20s including any modified 
SS-20s. The fact that the Soviets are working on this improved 
follow-on shows all the more the value of an INF treaty which 
will eliminate these missiles. 


And in that context I should add that the INF treaty 
is not based on trust in the Soviet Union. This is why it 
contains the most stringent verification regime in arms control 
history. Such verification measures, including on-site 
inspection, are necessary to give us the needed confidence that 
the Soviets are complying with the treaty. And as the 
President has said many times, “We will not settle for anything 
less." 


Q How are our negotiators doing over in Geneva? 
Are they progressing on the [NF, tying up -- 


a There are a lot of issues; they are progressing. 
I can't give you an issue-by-issue status report, but there's 
work to be done -- no doubt about it; but they're making 
headway. 


Q Chuck, can I ask you a follow-up on that? Were 
the Soviets told explicitly, or are you just relying on the, 


you know, terms of the treaty --— were they told explicitly that 
this modified missile would be something that had to be 
scrapped as well? 


fe) The treaty is structured in such a way that all 
missiles in this class with these characteristics are 
included. The SS-20 MOD 2 is not substantially different from 
the SS-20. [t's somewhat more accurate, but that's essentially 
the only major difference. 


Q There's no room for a loophole there? 
A No. 


Q Chuck, has the Whitehead meeting, preparatory to 
the Summit, been scheduled yet? When and where will it be? 


a Part of my announcement at the start of the 
briefing was the fact that he would be going to the Soviet 
Union and that will take care of that meeting. 


Q Chuck, do we know at what level he will be 
meeting? Will he meet “Otievardnadze, for instance, or is it 
just at his own level? 
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He will certainly be meeting someone at his own 
level. That was the agreement -- that at the level of Deputy 
Secretary, Deputy Foreign Minister there would be -- 


Q Is that Vorontsov or somebody else? 


+ I don't know that we've yet been informed as to 
the name of the person since there are several Deputy Foreign 
Ministers. I can't rule in or out meetings with other Soviet 
officials. 


Q You've mentioned the Whitehead meetings, the 
Armacost meetings. Are there other meetings that are going to 
take place between now and the Summit involving -- 


- Those are the essential ones. [I think it might 
also be possible that Ambassador Kampelman might be in Geneva 
for talks as well in conjunction with the arms control side of 
the house 


Q When would that be? 


a That would be at about the same time as Armacost 
is there. 


Q Chuck, is that, roughly, the meeting that was to 
take place that Friday night, that we never had a chance -- at 
least I never had a chance -- to ask what was lost, what was 
the specific point of the meeting, and now that it was 
scrubbed, would it be replaced? Do you remember? 


- No, there's no intent to replace that particular 
meeting. That meeting was to take advantage of the continuing 
presence of people here in Washington The Soviets decided 
they would, in fact, leave that night so that meeting didn't 
occur. But both Ministers are looking to their negotiators in 
Geneva to carry this arms control negotiation forward. 


Q Chuck, who is responsible for negotiating the 
sort of itinerary details of the Summit meeting, and have those 
talks begun, and has the schedule been firmed up more than it 
was last week? 


) Those are questions for the White House. 


Q The White House is negotiating that with the 
Soviet Embassy here or -- 


A Who is negotiating is another issue, but the fact 
that it's a summit meeting means that for those kinds of 
details, you'll have to rely on the White House 
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Q Chuck, is there any significance to the fact that 
Mr. Whitehead is having two meetings today with the Council for 
Soviet Jewry, one in the morning, one in the afternoon? 


A I don't know of any particular significance 

Q It's -- 

+ I don't know why two have been scheduled, whether 
it's different people. I just don't know that detail -- two 


different organizations 


Q Yes, two different names of organizations, but 
they are the same. Members of the Council are members of the 
Conference, so that's why I'm asking. 


oa They are two different organizations I 
explained the reason for his consultations today because he's 
going to Moscow specifically to talk on the issue of human 
rights, and that means that Jewish emigration, for example, is 
avery large part of that picture 


Q Is there any possibility that he will go to the 
Middle East on his way back to the US? 

~ No 

Q There was a report today that the Secretary and 


Senator Dole had some kind of a heated argument or dispute the 
other day, Tuesday, in front of the President, over at the 
White House. Is that true? 

4 I don't have anything on that 

Q Chuck, how does the United States Government 
look at the statements in the speech that Mr. Chirac made with 
the Palestinians on the West Bank and East Jerusalem? 

7 I don't have anything to offer on that 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12 46 pm ) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good 
afternoon. A few announcements, to begin with. 


On Monday, November 9, at approximately 12:15 p.m., 
the Secretary will make brief remarks and take questions from 
the press following his attendance at the opening session of 
the OAS General Assembly at the OAS headquarters, here in 
Washington The press should have equipment in place by 11:15 
a.m. in the Miranda Room of the OAS headquarters building. The 
OAS, I am told, accepts White House, State Department, Capitol 
Hill and D.C. Police press passes. 


Because of the Secretary's appearance there, the daily 
briefing will be cancelled here Any questions on that? 


Q What time does he "do his thing?" What time does 
he be .in speaking, as opposed to when the equipment has to be 
in place? 

A I said 12:15 

Q Oh, I'm sorry 

Q 


Is he addressing that body? 


2) He addresses that body, but that does not occur 
until the afternoon on Tuesday. 

Q Have you got the time for that? 

ia The time I have would be sometime after 5 


o'clock, but if you stay in touch with the Press Office, we 
should have that detail. That's when the plenary session 
starts. 


Q You don't know anything about advance copies of 
the speech, do you? 
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A As always, we'll try to make them available, but 
as of now, I'm not able to. 


Q Chuck, I'm sorry, could I just ask a quick 
question? On this Monday appearance, it's just opening remarks 
Plus Q&A, and then on Tuesday is actually the formal address to 
the OAS? 


a) That's right. The Secretary will be 
participating in a number of things at the OAS virtually all 
day on Monday -- the inaugural session, the first plenary 
session. He hosts a luncheon that day. There's the so-called 
“informal dialogue" in the afternoon, and he hosts a reception 
in the evening But then, in terms of his own presentation 
before the meeting, that comes on Tuesday afternoon. 


Q All that's at the OAS -- the lunches, the -- 


A No, the lunch and reception are here. They're 
hosted by the Secretary. 


Q Will you have a formal schedule of that? 
A We can try to make that available 


Assistant Secretary Sigur will travel November 8 to 
Tokyo and Beijing to confer on bilateral issues with Japanese 
and Chinese government officials. He will return to Washington 
November 14. He's going to Tokyo to meet with senior members 
of the new Japanese administration to reaffirm the importance 
we attach to U.S.-Japan relations, and to review issues of 
mutual concern. 


He will carry a message from President Reagan 
including an invitation to Prime Minister Takeshita to visit 
the United States at the earliest opportunity. And in China, 
with the conclusion of the 13th Party Congress, this is an 
excellent time for Assistant Secretary Sigur to obtain a 
first-hand assessmert of the Congress and recent ieadership 
changes, and likewise concentrate on a number of bilateral 
issues. 


Anything on that? I have one more announcement. 


Q The Silkworm question, is that one of them? 
(laughter) 
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A I think that's something that's likely to come up. 


Q Is likely? 


A Yes. That comes up in almost all of our 
conversations. 

Q And the oil imports from Japan also will be 
coming -- from Iran -- will this come up? 

A Beyond that, I'm not going to go into a detailed 


agenda beyond what I've given you. 


We congratulate the French Government for its seizure 
last weekend of a sizable quantity of aris bound for the Irish 
Republican Army This shipment, which originated in Tripoli, 
Libya, involved more than 150 tons of lethal arms, and was the 
largest terrorist arms shipment ever intercepted 


We condemn in the strongest terms this latest example 
of state-supported terrorism by Libya This shipment was 
destined to support further terrorist violence by the IRA. We 
can only deplore again this latest in a long line of examples 
of Libya's disregard for accepted international values and 
norms This’ kind of behavior should be condemned by al] 
civilized nations 


We note that at the same time that Libya 1s engaging 
in such blatant terrorist activities, the Qadhafi regime seeks 
to promote a resolution at the United Nations calling for an 
international conference to define terrorism. 

We cal] on ali foes of terrorism to make clear their 
outrage for this latest example of st+tete-supported terrorism, 
and work to ceny Libya the means to pu: sue its policies. 

Q Chuck, what was the amount on that again? 

a 150 tons. 


Can you give us a clue as to how you are so sure 
that the shipment originated in Tripoli? 


a That information comes from the crew members on 
board the ship. 


Q Copy of that? 
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A Yes. 

Q Chuck, about the conference on terrorism, do you 
oppose holding such conference, since Syria also called for 
it? Do you oppose it, or what's your position? 

A We've spoken to the question of that conference 
before, and I'd asked you to check with the Press Office, we've 
had information available on that. 

Q You did not speak on it (inaudible). 


Q Chuck, also on that subject, you're also certain 
that the arms were in fact intended for the IRA? 


4 Yes. 


Q That's an awful lot of arms for a small band of 
people, though. 


& I can't explain why the quantities are what they 
are, but there is no doubt about both the origin and the 
destination 

Q What kind of weapons are you talking about? 

A I'm not in a position today, at least, to provide 
that kind of information, but it was a wide range of weaponry 
-~- automatic weapons, ammunition, even surface-to-air missiles. 

Q Any Stingers? 

is No. 

(Laughter) 


Q Chuck, did the United States play any role in 
informing the French that this shipment was --? 


i No. This was discovered, investigated -- it was 
an action entirely in the hands of French officials. 


Q Isn't there some speculation that because of the 
size of this cargo, it might not have been just for the IRA, 
but could have been some sort of central terrorist stockpile 
that was going to be distributed throughout Europe to a number 
of different organizations? 
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" I saw that speculation, but again, based on the 
people who were on board the ship, their detailed explanations 
of where they got this material, what they were going to do 
with it, where they were going to do that something with it, it 
seems that it was destined for the IRA. 


Q On another subject: Since we talked yesterday, 
the Government of Nicaragua appears to have agreed to informal 
or indirect discussions with the democratic opposition. Do you 
have any comment? 


a On that particular question of the indirect 
talks, we've said before we would welcome any serious move by 
the Sandinista regime to end the fighting in Nicaragua, and 
this announcement of so-called “indirect" talks can be 
considered a genuine step toward national reconciliation if it 
means the Sandinistas are prepared for real good-faith 
negotiations 


Overall, let me say, first, that we don't have any 
final conclusions to draw on the state of play in Central 
America as of now We're going to be following closely what's 
happening, looking at these statements by President Ortega and 
others We'll] be consulting with the Central American 
democracies 


I would say that concerning President Ortega's 
remarks, what I can say now would be in a more general sense 
that the signals are mixed, certainly, that there were some 
positive-sounding steps. There were also some other measures 
which were couched in rather vague language Overall, it's 
still clear from what he said that Nicaragua is far from being 
in compliance with the Guatemala Plan But the bottom line, to 
go back to where I began, is that we and the Central Americans 
will be watching very closely to see what develops and to see 
if these words are translated into actions 


Q Have you anything on the amnesty, apparently 
affecting 981 prisoners? 


é Again, I don't have much beyond the obvious. The 
pardons that he has talked about apparently affect something 
less than 1,000 prisoners. We estimate that there are between 
8- and 10,000 political prisoners in Nicaragua at present. So, 
without knowing exactly what he means by “amnesty” and how he 
defines that -- in another case, he seems to tie amnesty to 
other things being done in the region -- I guess the most one 
could say again is that this certainly doesn't comply with what 
the Guatemala Accord called for, in any case 








-6- 11/6/87 


Q Chuck, he specifically excluded Somoza guardsmen 
from the amnesty. Does the U.S. have a position -- I mean, 
first you have to have a definition of political prisoners. 
But if you get jumpy on that, do you think everybody in jail 
should be set free, and make a clear start? 


A Our position would be that of the Guatemala 
Accord, and that calls for a full amnesty. 


Q Would the positive aspects of what President 
Ortega had to say, would they have any influence over the 
timing or the nature of the Administration's request for contra 
aid? 


A I don't think there's any way to make that 
evaluation. You know that we have said that it is essential 
for the Resistance to remain intact until Sandinista compliance 
with the agreement can be assessed and until there is 
irreversible progress toward democratization. You're aware 
that we have supported this pro-rata share of non-lethal aid 
for the Resistance that has been in the short term of 
continuing resolutions. 


We also understand that the House Republican 
leadership intends to put forward a proposal for another $30 
million in the long-term continuing resolution -- all of this 
still in the non-lethal category. So if that comes about, the 
Adminis ration would also support that. And that leaves, then, 
finally the question of the $270 million about which we have 
talked before, and there no decision has been made on when to 
go forward with that. 


Q Chuck, beyond the amnesty, Ortega has tied the 
release of further prisoners to the United States' cutting of f 
aid to the contras, and certainly the Administration has always 
spoken about simultaneity. Would you care to address the 
simultaneity on this issue? 


I think all I could do beyond what I've already 
said, where I've talked about the amnesty briefly, is to say 
that what he's talking about does not appear to be what the 
Guatemala Accord talked about, in terms of simultaneity, in 
terms of the sequencing of events. 


Q Chuck, could I ---? 
Q You didn't say that this is a positive step. I 


mean, I didn't hear any single statement welcoming this as a 
positive advance. 
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A You didn't listen. 


Q Well, I -- could you just state this factually? 
I mean -- 


a I'm saying I made a statement which -- 


You said it was a genuine move forward if they do 
such-and-such. 


6 That's right. 
Q That is not to me an unqualified positive step. 


A In another remark, I said there were some 
positive-sounding steps. The test, of course, in any kind of 
talks is whether they are real and good-faith, and so the 
Resistance has indicated that they are willing to proceed. But 
I think everyone understands that until you see what there is 
behind this, until you see the actions behind these words, 
you're not in a position to make a final judgment 


And that goes back to what 1 said earlier I don't 
have any final judgments or conclusions to offer, and we need 
to watch closely and to evaluate what happens 


Q Chuck, as we're watching this process unfold, 
would you care to comment on how you think that the Honduran 
Government is complying with the Nicaraguan Accords? I mean 
the actions that they've taken since signing it. And in the 
same way, for example, that you've commented on what Nicaragua 
has done step-by-step, or lack of step-by-step progress. 


A It's hard to make a very meaningful comparison 
for the very simple fact that the other Central American 
countries were well ahead of Nicaragua when this whole 
agreement was signed Costa Rica, £1 Salvador, Guatemala and 
Honduras are all democracies. In El Salvador and Guatemala, 
you have broad amnesty laws, which have been enacted to fulfill 
their commitments. As an example, all of the four democracies 
allow freedom of expression. 


Even in El Salvador and Guatemala, where there are 
also guerrilla insurgencies, there is and has been freedom of 
the press and freedom of assembly. In both of those countries, 
the presidents have had direct talks with the guerrillas in 
those countries So there are lots of differences, and it's 
really hard to make a very meaningful comparison given the 
differences in starting points. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Could I ask you, then, just a specific: In terms 
of the Guatemalan Accord, it does call on Honduras to end its 
sanctuary and its support of the contra rebels. Do you feel 
they've made sufficient progress on that, or do you agree with 
the Honduran Government's line that, well, until they see 
meaningful action inside Nicaragua, they're limited in what 
they can do? 


A I'm not going to put myself in the place of the 
Honduran Government. The Guatemalan Accord was set up. It 
calls for a certain sequence of events, and I think that's what 
people are looking at. 


Q I don't suppose that as a means of clarifying the 
position of Nicaragua, Secretary Shultz would be interested in 
meeting Foreign Minister D'Escoto who will be here next week 
for the OAS meeting? 


A I don't think there are any plans for that. The 
Secretary has spoken about the question of talking to the 
Nicaraguans, and he has described what might be an appropriate 
point for that to happen. But before we get to that point, 
there are a number of other steps that are going to have to 
occur. 


Q Could you go over that again, just what are the 
terms now for -- 


ia We'd be happy to make available his transcripts 
from the briefings. 


Q It's pertinent today in light of what happened 
yesterday What are now the terms? Ortega's made a step of 
some kind The Administration has resisted for more than two 
years in talking to them. Certainly, you can define what are 
now the conditions. 


is I'd please refer you to the Secretary's comments 
on a number of occasions where he's made clear the kind of 
considerations that go into this, that this is a regional 
context, that you have to do first some things in a regional 
context The kind of steps that you refer to, I said are ones 
that we have to see how they evolve so that there aren't 
conditions per se, but there is an environment and a context, 
and the Secretary has described that. 


S Chuck, do you believe that these steps taken by 
President Ortega were influenced by his talks in Moscow? 
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fe I have no way of knowing. 


Q Another subject? Have we reached -- has the 
State Department or anybody in the U.S. Governinent reached any 
conclusions about who was behind the assassination of the three 
American servicemen in the Prilippines? And do you have any 
reaction to the statement by the communists today about U.S. 
involvement, and warning against U.S. involvement in a counter- 
insurgency campaign there? 


fs Concerning who was responsible, I don't know that 
any definitive conclusions have been reached. I do know that 
we continue to work closely with the Filipino authorities, but 
I haven't seen anything that would indicate that we can 
actually say who was responsible. 


Concerning this communist threat to target the U.S. 
military, our Embassy in Manila has received a copy of a 
statement which is attributed to the so-called "National 
Democratic Front" which threatens U.S. military and civilian 
personnel. The Embassy is studying it. We take all such 
statements seriously. 


The tmbassy previously had advised Americans in the 
Philippines to maintain a high level of security awareness, and 
is continuing to advise them to take all necessary security 
precautions. 


Q The letter contains the threat? The group 
threatens or the letter threatens? 


Q The letter threatens. It contains a threat, and 
the letter is attributed to this group. 


Q Chuck, just a quick follow-on on that, is there 
any sort of travel advisory for Americans that may wish to go 
to the Philippines, or is this strictly limited to military 
personnel serving at the bases in the Philippines? 


‘ This particular advice is limited to American 
personnel serving at the bases, but the Embassy and our 
Citizens Advisory Center -- I've lost the name of the exact 
organization -- but that is the kind of information that they 
routinely make available to citizens who inquire. 


Q But there is no specific travel advisory against 
travel to the Philippines? 
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‘ I don't know that the travel advisory has been 
changed per se. 
S 


Chuck, you refer to a document attributed to the 
NDF, does that suggest you're not convinced of its authenticity? 


ia That's only to indicate that there is no other 
proof of authenticity except that they are the ones who signed 
it. 


Q Chuck, any reaction to the hitting of the ship in 
the Gulf? 


is) No. 


Q And do you have any further reaction to the 
statement of the Prime Minister of Iran about there is no hope 
through the United Nations to achieve a cease-fire? 


a No. 


Q Chuck, you mentioned that Secretary Sigur is 
going to carry a message from the President to Takeshita. Will 
he carry a similar message to China's leaders? 


A I don't know that there's any similar message, at 
least in the hands of Assistant Secretary Sigur. 


Q Given the facts that Under Secretary Armacost 
just returned from a trip to China and now Gaston Sigur is 
going there again, is there any serious negotiations between 
the two sides? 


r I'm not sure what you mean by serious 
negotiations. 

Q A specific topic on bilateral relations, anything 
going on? 

“4 No. I don't have anything more specific to offer 


than what I've given before. Obviously, Under Secretary 
Armacost focused on some broad international issues, on some 
regional issues. Assistant Secretary Sigur, in addition to 
talking to Chinese leaders in the aftermath of this 13th Party 
Congress, will also have some bilateral issues to take on. 
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Q Chuck, by the way, do you happen to have a firm 
date for Armacost and Vorontsov in Geneva? You said a week, 
ten days yesterday. It's hard to write about a week, ten days, 
figuring two super powers (inaudible) -- 


z Let me see if we can pin down an exact date if it 
has been agreed to- but the dates we're looking at are within 
two weeks. 


Q Chuck, has the United States agreed to send 
Stinger missiles to Chad? 


fa Yes I'm surprised someone has finally asked 


it. I've been prepared to say that for about two months, but 
no one ever asked 


Q We askec. 
a) You can check the briefings, because I've carried 
this around many days. The U.S. Government has taken a 


decision to supply Chad with Stinger missiles. A training team 
is now in Chad working with the Chadian Armed Forces. 


I guess it's obvious the reason we do this. These are 
defensive weapon systems -- they are air defense systems -- and 
Chad is subject to continuing overflights by Libyan aircraft, 
and that has been one of the primary threats to the Chadian 
forces 


Q How many people went there? 
a I won't go into the numbers. 
Q Is there concern over those falling into the 


hands of Libyans or others that shouldn't have them? 


ia The necessary security precautions are being 
taken. 

Q Chuck, did you say how many Stingers? I'm sorry. 

a No, I can't comment on those kinds of details. 


What is the total size of the package, military 
size of the package? 


a Nor can I cgive you specifics on the monetary size. 
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Q Where does the money come from? 
A Where does the money come from? 
Q Yes. Is this part of the continuing aid program, 


or is this that special emergency fund? 


ia I'll have to take a look to see where that 
particular money comes from. You know that we have had various 
aid in the pipeline for Chad continuously, so that whereas the 
French, as always, have the primary lead, and our role is to 
complement them, we have, nonetheless, been providing military 
equipment 


Q Chuck, there's a figure -- Could you bring us up 
to date on how much we've agreed to supply them in total? 


Q In Fiscal '87, we provided $9 million in Military 
Assistance Program funds. There was additional Military 
Assistance furnished under Section 506-A of the Foreign 
Assistance Act. The amounts there total $25 million, with a 
first traunch of $15 million authorized in September of ‘86 and 
a second traunch of $10 million authorized in March of '87 
U.S. Economic Assistance to Chad came to a total of $11.835 
million in Fiscal '87, and I have a breakdown on that. 


Q So the Stingers are in addition to those figures 
or included in them? 


i I don't know exactly which amount of money that 
came out of, but we can find the answer. 


Q Could you find out? 


Q You spoke of Libyan overflights. This is nota 
facetious question, but are the Stingers supposed to shoot down 
those planes, because I don't know in that kind of war how low 
to the cround those planes come. 


What do the overflights nave to do with the Stingers, 
except -- 


. It's just to demonstrate that the air threat to 
Chad is real, even today. Even while there is a so-called 
truce in place, overflights by Libyan aircraft continue, for 
example. But that aside, the Libyan Air Force has been very 
active in this war inside of Chadian territory. 
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Q Isn't the Stinger, basically, a tactical -- I 
mean, what use would the Chadians make of the Stingers short of 
using them to shoot down helicopters or in close combat? 


I mean, you want to arm them, why Stingers? 


- Stingers are an anti-aircraft defense weapon. and 
they are useful to the Chadians in the environment that they 
find themselves 


Q Chuck, you always refused to send Stingers tu 
Kuwait because -- for the safety of the Stinger Now, you 
think that Chad will keep the secret of the Stinger more than 
Kuwait or the Mujahaddin in Afghanistan? 


i. I'm not making any comparisons between one or the 
other. I'm saying that in this case, the necessary security 
precautions are being taken 


Q Chuck, has the Administration ever concluded how 
the Iranians got their hands on Stingers? If I've missed it, -- 


4 No I've never given any conclusions on that 


Q Are you now iess cautious than you were before 
regarding the sensitivity or the secrets of the Stinger as they 
have already been available to this or that of guerrillas? 


a The decision in this case is made to provide a 
defensive weapon system to people who need it in order to deter 
an act against outside aggression That's the reason that this 
decision is taken 


Q Did you say -- I don't think you did -- when this 
decision had been made and when the weapons went there? 

a) I'm not going to tell you when or if. 

Q How long have you been carrying that around? 
(Laughter ) 

6 The decision goes back several months, at least. 

Q And it was in response to the President's request 


when he was here last Friday? 


4 Those kind of details I just don't have, Matt, as 
to how this came about 
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Q This has been described as a reversal. Is this a 
reversal? Wasn't there an original decision not to do this? 
Has the Administration changed its mind about sending Stingers 
to Chad? 


= That I just don't know about, Barry. I've not 
been involved in any reversals. 


Q Some accounts suggested that. 


Q Chuck, “the necessary security,” is that being 
supplied or provided by American personnel? 


Q The Americans there are essentially in a training 
function, but the security arrangements are worked out between 
us and the Chadians, but I'm not in a position to tell you who, 
physically, would do that, where it will be done, or any other 
operational details concerning it 


Q How many Americans are in Chad, then? 
6 You can check with the Pentagon We have our DAO 
people who are routinely in N'Djamena The only other 


Americans are these kind of training teams that go in and out 
of N'Djamena That's all 


Q And so Chadian units in the field don't have 
Americans with them? 


- No 
Q President Mubarak called this morning for a -- 
Q One more on the Stingers: I'm curious at the 


rationale, since we had asked about it several months ago, why 
you carried it around undisclosed, a piece of information that 
obviously would have been of interest to us. What is the 
purpose in not announcing it? 


6 I don't try to lead you all on. You had been 
interested. I kept trying to keep up with the state of play 
for many weeks Your questions were at a time when no decision 
had been made There came a point after a decision had been 
made that I was prepared to confirm it, and then you had lost 
interest. So I don't try to predict what you're interested in. 
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No. No kidding. We hadn't lost interest. I 
think there may have been other events and there may have been 
some kind of discouragement implied or direct in your lack of 
response. 


A The Christian Science Monitor, for example, 
published this about three weeks ago. Nobody sort of came back 
to it. 





You (indicating) published it -- 

Q Two months ago. 

A Two months ago So, Jim, I don't think there has 
been any lack of being able to respond to people who were 
interested It's just that it never came up here. 


Q If he published it two months ago, you didn't -- 


6 Well, I'm not sure whether that report was before 
or after we were able to confirm it, so I won't - 


Q Can you tell us right now (inaudible) 


No, please, Jim I know you never hesitate. 
Just keep asking questions and 1 respond when 1 can 


Q Does this decision include any other kinds of 
Military aid besides Stingers? 


is The question I've been asked is about Stingers. 
I don't have anything else on aid in the pipeline or elsewhere. 


Q What else have you been carrying around for two 
months? 

(Laughter) 

Q Better look at your laundry list. 

Q In the category of things you may have carried 


around for a number of days, there were reports earlier this 
week on a report that was produced somewhere in the State 
Department regarding the closure of the PLO office in New 
York. Do you have anything on that today? 


The report basically said that the closure or allowing 
that to operate was a question of courtesy and not of legal 
precedent 
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A That would not be true if that were your 
characterization of the report. It's a fact that our position 
-- and I can't go into specific reports because many are 
classified. In fact, you see, I have this right here. 

That is a subject that's been the issue of several studies by 
the State Department. As you know, the Administration has 
concluded that it would be a violation of U.S. treaty 
obligation under the U.N. Headquarters Agreement for the U.S. 
to close the observer mission. 


I think what your question gets at is the fact that in 
looking at questions of international law, we have agreements. 
We also have questions of subsequent practice, and so when the 
legal authorities take a look at these kinds of questions, they 
take all of that into account 


Q Can I go back to the contras? I gather something 
has happened in the last 24 hours since the briefing. 
Yesterday, you seemed somewhat puzzled by that New York Times 
report about the $30 million in long-term aid. I gather that 
Since then, you've learned what the House Republicans are doing? 





A That's the kind of thing I look into when people 
keep bringing it up, and ] found out that that's what's behind 
that. 


Q That implies that the House Republicans are doing 
this independent of any advice or urging from the 
Administration, is that correct? 


4 I'm not going to comment on what internal 
consultations may or may not occur. That's just not something 
I do. 


Q On contra aid also, Senator Dodd this morning, 
who is the Chairman of the Subcommittee on Latin America, said 
that since August 7 the Administration, or whoever it is, has 
stepped up the deliveries, the air drops of munitions and so 
on, to the contras in an enormous way. 


I'm wondering if you, as a representative of the 
foreign policy branch, have any comment on that? And also, how 
does that fit in with the spirit of the Accords that you just 
referred to? 


aA I have no way to comment on the accuracy of those 
reports. I just can't help you. 
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Q Chuck, President Mubarak called this morning for 
a pull-out of the Syrian troops from Lebanon? Do you have 
anything on that? 

7 No 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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MR HARTER Ladies and gentlemen, this 1S a 
BACKGROUND briefing fhe subject is the Opening of Nuclear 
Testing Negotiations in Geneva Approximately one-half hour 
after the briefing, we should have some hand-outs available on 
the subject in the Press Office Both senior of cials will 
make some introductory remarks and then we'll take questions 


FIRST OFFICIAL I hope you all have seen the 
statement released from the White House Press Office [made] on 
behalf of the President, which expresses his pleasure with the 
commencement of these full-scale negotiations in accordance 
with his longstanding view that the approach that we took had 
to be of a step-by-step nature, commencing with actions taken 
to fix the verification inadequacies of the existing 
agreements, the [hreshold Test Ban Treaty and the Peaceful 


Nuclear Explosions Treaties And only once those have been 
fixed and ratified by the Senate we are then in a position 
based upon parallel progress in the nuclear arms reductions 
process to undertake further Limitations nuclear testing 
And it is particularly important to bear in mind that 
the ultimate ocdjective, which has long been subscribed to by 


this government, of a comprehensive test ban, has been agreed 
with the Soviets to be something which we could undertake only 
in the context n which we have eliminated nuclear weapons, and 
thereby, of course, dispensed with the requirement for them, 
which they currently play in our security posture, namely the 
ultimate deterrent to aggression 


It 1s in that context that these negotiations have 
begun We're hopeful that they will be able to achieve their 
near-term objectives with dispatch, and with that perhaps my 
colleague would like to add something else 


SECOND OFFICIAL I would just like t add that the 
negotiations began today with the Heads of Delegation meeting, 
and tomorrow the first lenary will take place We plan this 
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round to last about two weeks and we would like to see 
although this latter is not agreed with the Soviets we would 
like to see the negotiations re- commence in January for about 
four weeks, and we would expect them to go on, with breaks, 
regularly through the spring 


And with that [ think we've probably covered what we 
wanted to say to begin with, so we will be willing to entertain 
Questions from you 


Q One procedural question on my mind is, how would 
the summit, or could the umit accelerate whatever progress is 
made, or 1s this going to really sit as a separate set of 
negotiations’ 


SECOND OFFICIAL wel] I think the negotiations, 
which are on avery complex issue at the core of the interests 
of both sides, are not necessarily going to be affected in any 
way by the summit ne in never preclude the Heads of State, 


when they meet, from agreeing on various things; but I think 
now there would be no anticipation that the summit would have 
an impact of that sort 


Q lhe First Of ficial's opening statement left me 
confused Am [ correct in paraphrasing it in saying that the 
United States would accept a total ban on iclear testing only 
together with a total plan on all nuclear iissiles and other 


warheads? 


FIRST OFFICIA l think the way we have characterized 
it 1s that the and this is longstanding }S. Government 
policy that as | nga we reaquirs iclear weapons ] 
didn't say missiles iclear weapons for the ultimate 
Quarantor of our security, we re guing to have to continue to 
Nave a requirement to be ire that y work ind that they 
represent a credible verre tiv reliable afe deterrent SO 
the environment in which one uld anticipa >» longer needing 
to test, and thereby diving able to agree to a comprehensive 
test ban, is one in which that reliance on nuclear weapons for 


Jur security no lonaer ‘ tea 


Q Well, what a point of these Geneva 
talks if, as far as t ited States 1 niuerned, the outcome 
ls pre-ordained? in re 1s ) mediate prospect of a 
total abolitior f j rower Peed ‘ ar t going to accept 
i morenensive ft ‘ \ it rit 

FIRS! OFFIC]: well Ll think that 4 ertainly the 


is the case 


r 
‘Tnat for t me t ry rat rue 4 | to mtinue to 
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require nuclear weapons lhere will not be a prospect for 
their complete abolition and theretore, the prospects tor a 
comprehensive test ban are going to be long term But 1 think 
as I tried to describe in the opening statement what we regard 
as an accomplishment of U S. diplomacy 1s that we have 


Succeeded in establishing the framework for these negotiations 
in a manner quite consistent with our existing policy, namely 
that there would be things that we could do with the Soviets in 
the nuclear testing arena in the near term, in the fairst 
instance, correcting the inmadgequacies of the present treaties 
from the verification standpoint 


Beyond that, hopefully as we move forward with 
effective arms reduction and thereby, some reductions in our 
requirements for reliance on nuclear weapons and therefore some 
reduction in our need to test the nuclear weapons, we would be 


able to fashion intermediate limitations So we see this as 
being quite consistent with both our long-standing policy and 
the desire to be able to do something useful in this area in 


the near term 


SECOND OFFICIAL Could 1 just add to that, that these 
negotiations are not on the Comprehensive Test Ban These 
negotiations are to agree with the Soviet mn a method of 
verification which will allow us to ratify the Peaceful Nuclear 
Explosions [reaty and tne [hreshold lest Hin Ireaty [he 
Soviets have agreed that that hould be ti royect of 
negotiations we're in now °-0O that will be the subject which 
the negotiators will take up 

Q fairst you sald “need to make sure they work,” and 
then ina long answer you $a1d “to test.” Now yprosumably, 
that's synonymous to the Pentagon ls it Synonymous to the 
Administration? [s there any room either for the argument you 
don't need -- and a lot of people make the arqument hey don’? 
happen to be working tor the US. Government this year - Dut «a 
lot of people make the argument you don't need to test to knou 
if they work If that 15s the unanimous position, please tell 
me 

And secondly re significant mayte to talks, 16 
could these talks get tv the point uher ‘ le you're lowering 
the amount of nuclear urapons, there sid be me new decisi 
here, in whatever time the Acdministeation ha Left that For 
the weapons they would J unger Ci i? Lance. they 
wouldn't have to test Mat (Tere if iY ild be established 


in other ways 
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FIRST OFFICIAL Let me quote the ultimate authority 
on the subject of the U.S. Government's policies 

Q Mr Reagan 

FIRST OFFICIAL Ihe President of the United States 
said today. “For as lone as we must continue to rely on nuclear 
weapons for our security, we Must ensure that those weapons are 
safe, secure, reliable, cttective, and survivable, in other 


words, that our nuclear deterrent remains credible 
Q He didn't say “test"; he said (inaudible) - 


FIRS! OFFICIAL "This requires" - stay tuned, Barry 
--"this requires nucleat testing as permitted by existing 
treaties." Ihat is 1 believe, tie unanimous view of the 
United States Governinent lt 1s certainly the view of the 
people who do work for the government this year, last year, the 
years before, who are charged with the responsibility of making 
sure that these systems do work safely 


Q Will you talk a little bit about the intermediate 
steps that you see, once you negotiate new verification for the 
two treaties? And obviously, you're admitting that a total ban 
is years down the line 


What's between this and that? 


SECOND OFFICIAL It's going to have to depend on the 
Situation at the time As my colleague said to begin with, we 
are looking at these intermediate negotiations in the context 
of the parallel negotiations which will be going on at that 
point on reduction of nuclear weapons so the two issues are 
going to have to be conjvuined And we're going to have to see 
what we can do in terms of reducing testing, depending on what 
comes out of those negotiations 


Q I understand that, but for instance, just give us 
a for-instance, what could one expect as a reasonable, 
intermediate step? 


SECOND OFFICIA No, | don't think | can give you a 
for-instance because at the snoment [ think that's very much up 
in the air We'll have to see what yentuat when we have 
those negotiations underway 

1 wouldn't wa ti pre pial { it rit thing r anotner 
thing 1s going to be d i\ded oon ind f— wouldn't want to give 
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you the impression that the American Government knows what 
steps it wants to take when that point arrives I] don't think 
it's the case I think it's going to have to be in the context 
of the situation existing at the time 

Q What does a 50 percent reduction in strategic 
weapons mean for U.S testing requirements? 

SECOND OFFICIAL Well, one thing it doesn't mean is 
that you can do without testing for reliability of your systems 
for all the reasons that my colleague has stated. And [ think, 
too, that you should avoid the conclusion that, for example, a 
S50 percent reduction in our stockpiles of nuclear weapons is 
going to mean a 5O percent reduction in our necessity to test 
There is no one-to-one relationship between the two So that's 
one of the reasons that this 15 @a mplicated area, and I think 


speculation would probably not 


serve any purpose 


Q Would a 50 percent reduction mean you'd need 
fewer tests? We're all trying to see if there is any realistic 
you know, if there is any Utopia at the end of this long 
process you're nbarking on, your step-by-step-by-step-by step 

approach I mean, it can't really work exactly right 

FIRST OFFICIAL Well, [ think y can't think of a 
more Utopian situation than a mprehensiv lest Ban and an 
enuironment in which tnere are no more nut ar weapons 

Barry, if you want a “pot of gold at the end of the 
raindDow,” [I think that’s it What we're talking about 15 a 
worlc in which there continue to be nuclear weapons, 
importantly upon which we rely in no small ineasure for our 
security And as 1 think my colleaque was suggesting, far from 
it being the case that a reduction in the number of nuclear 
weapons would necessarily give rise to a reduced requirement to 
test those that remain, there are some who would argue -- and I 
think with some logic that if you have fewer nuclear 
weapons, you have to have great confidence that they will work 
properly and that the testing requirement may actually 
increase So what we have to louk at is indeed the situation, 
not the ultimate utopian situation, but the next-stage 
Situation, the one that gives ise hopefully Lo improved 
security through effective arms reductions and to see in that 
environment bDaseaqd upon what th >» reductions have resulted in 
wnat the ns WueNI Pact | ur ti t program 

Q JO Q rst if you ‘ld explain 
exactly where the two 1des tand at tne moment or where they 
eem to stand at ’ t n the issue oF highest priority 
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to the Administration, that is improvements to the 
verification? What are the going-in positions on that, the 
verification of the existing treaties? What are the going-in 
positions which will be discussed in the negotiations that 
began today? 


And secondly, the chief Soviet negotiator I noticed 
said that he hoped the two sides will proceed to, beyond this 
first priority they wou'd croceed without any artificial break 
or delay to an agreement reducing the size and number of tests 


Now, the sense | get from hearing my colleague is that 
there may be other tests or other hurdles to cross beyond 
merely the resolution of the verification matter, before the 
United States Government is willing to agree to a reduction in 
the number or the frequency of tests So I'm wondering what 
those hurdles might be 


SECOND OFFICIAL l']1 address the first and you take 
the second Our position, [ guess, is now well known we 
think that the most reliable method of measuring the yield of 
nuclear tests is a system called Corrtex, which is direct hydro- 
dynamic measurement, and that gives us, we think, the kind of 
reliability in outcome that would enable us to verify that the 
Soviets are actually sticking to the limits which are required 
of them in those two treaties which we would now like to 
ratify 


So we will be arguing very strongly for Corrtex we 
don't think any alternative method is as efficient as Corrtex 
without being unacceptably intrusive for both sides The 


Soviets have much more faith in seismic measurements than we 
do, and they will doubtless be arguing for the reliability of 
their seismic devices 


We're not prepared at the moment to accept that we 
are prepared to say that if we can be shown that other methods 
are as reliable as Corrtex for measurement, that we're willing 
to consider them And so we'll sce what evidence the Soviets 
bring to the table But I think the dispute between Corrtex 
and seismic is liable to be one of the things which our 


negotiators are going to have to work out 

Q Just a minute (to Second Official) are we still 
pursuing the demand thal retex De used in every instance when 
there 1s a test above » kilotons or has there been a shift in 
the position? Inat was the qoing-in positi juring the 


experts testing talks 
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SECOND OFFICIAL Yes, that's still the position 


FIRST OFFICIAL Let me just clarify that lhe 
position continues to be that we will require Corrtex for each 
test where there is a reasonable basis for believing that the 
test approaches, indeed certainly if it could exceed, the 150 
kiloton-level [Ihe modalities for how that would be applied 
would, obviously, be something that would be worked out in the 
course of the negotiations 


On the second question, Jeff, I think the U.S. 
Government position is stated very clearly, both in this 
Presidential statement and in our continuing description of our 
objectives here clearly a hurdle that has to be overcome is 
the improvement of the Ihreshold Test Ban Treaty and the. 
Peaceful Nuclear Explosions [Treaty verification provisions, 
making those treaties acceptable to the Senate and the 
President. 


Beyond that, I think it's going to be up to the 
individuals, including the President on whose watch that 
occurs, exactly how he regards the timing, the phasing, the 
inter-relationship which we have agreed with the Soviets will 
govern, between the etfective disarmament process, on the one 


hand, and further progress on nuclear testing limitations I 
think if that happens on this President's watch, the 
President's view is that we will immediately move forward How 
Quickly we can come to closure on an agreenrnt after those 


First steps have been taken care of, [ think is anybody's 
guess, in no small measure, because of the uncertainties that 
ny colleague and [ have addressed 


Q Let me just restate the question a little more 
directly, then What would be necessary in order for the 
United States to accept a reduction in the frequency or the 
number of tests beyond simply the resolution of the 


verification issue and the ratification of the two testing 
treaties? 


I didn't hear your answer I'm sorry 

FIRST OFFICIA from my point of view, [— thought I 
was clarifying the facet * i' t hy others } that beyond those 
two things was, in fart ‘thing we have to get beyond 
We're not beyond it y 

Beyond that tfianrk oat WwIng to de up to the 


resident, the administr it Nninoffice at the time, to make 











the judgment as to whether or not 4F ficient reductions in our 
reliance upon nuclear weapons have been a hieved, to allow us 
to make some adjustment in the character or the nature of the 
test program we conduct Ana I think neither my colleague nor 
[ even if that were to ccur on this administration's watctr 
are in a position to judae at this uncture, fh exactly that 
would play out, in part because the ondition precedent namely 
t agjustment in our reliance on nuclear weapons, is somethina 
we can only speculate about 

f ar Ir r +Prhe +e lr ,r 








Q What is 
scientists to look at 
come into the negotiating 


the 
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under what conditions that 
realize that there are a ] 
do with intelligence probl 
both sides, but that is an 
deliberation by the two si 

This would be par 
experiments," and those ex 


parameters can be agreed 

both sides the measurement 
advocating So the Soviet 
seismic measurements are a 
Soviets by the use 
mucnh more accurate, 
going forward So t 


exchange of scientists 1s 


tf) 
Vv 


joint verification experime 


-) 


each 


What about t! 


_9- 


state of pla 
other's sys 
process? 


y in the exchange of 
tems, and where does. this 


t 


hat's under discussion -- exactly 

can be carried out You no doubdt 
ot of complications there having to 
and technological problems on 
which is under active 


ems 


issue 
ces 


t of what we call “joint verification 
periments would be designed, if the 
to demonstrate to the satisfaction of 
techniques which both sides are new 
will try to use them to verify that 
ccurate, and we would try to show the 
methods that in fact Corrtex is 


herefore, a preferable method of 

uld be the reason for JVE's, and the 
in the context of those kinds of 

nts 

Ne past exchanges of scientists on 


this issue? What have they shown or not shown, and what are 
the problems? 

SECOND OFFICIAL here 1S a private effort which has 
been underway to show that seisinic measurements in fact are 
reliable, but we, obviously, do not put any reliance ina 
private effort in an area at the cuore of ir security 
interests So we don't think that 1s a relevant effort to what 
we're trying to do byiously, from our point of view this has 
to be done strictly in governinent-to-gqovernment channe]s under 
the most stringent kinds of controls 

Q he private effort was to show that seismic was 
Suitable 

Q Do you belicve that the Soviets have deliberately 
exceeded the 150-kiloton nits on the B? 

FIRST OFFICILA!' he Pr ident as und that they 
have likely violated, id e likelihowod the qualifier in 
there is one of the reassert why we feel sa strongly in the need 
to improve the veritficat n f these reaties we can't be 
sure Ihere has been | the past yidence that suggests they 

ave broached r breached id Ly 150 -kiloton 











threshold The evidence is not cl and we want 
ensure that in the future we can e confide e that 
like us, are adhering faithfully 1 

only because we believe that’s tn 

applied to all existing treatie 

obviously a sina guo non fF mc 

you want to make sure that ne 

observed 


Q I don't know how precise] 50 was chosen And 
in any event, that was what al ¢ can the United 
States meet the weapons gui nm test reliability, etc 
with a lower threshold right ¢ n, that was a 
breakthrough treaty, that it was set a 
little higher than both sides cor l with as a sort of a 
"let's try it out " Maybe m wro in any event can it 
be lowered now 


FIRS! OFFI . of reducing it further 
has not been address: because C [ said, the circumstances 
under which that cou C Ce lvé Pp ( ussed do not 
currently exist We bel} ‘sent program can be 
conducted within the 150 t threshol« just as we believe 


J 


our reGguirements can be sat 1e th the limitations of the 
Limited lest Ban Treaty al he obligation to 
¢ » 


conduct all nuclear te 


As to the rture ‘quirements an ty to meet 
them at 150-kilot te | jo re j entiment in 
some of the technical Jarters tC Wii: be s to meet 
all of our future requi 
So I think there will 
in any vent, that’s a 
we re not ina positio 


FIRST OFFICIA 
Q And how 
FIRSI OFFICIA 


11 a1 


’ 








efte 


credible as a deterrent to the Soviets, the level must change 
even as the threat the Soviets pose to us changes 

For example, through the hardening of military targets 
or through the introduction of advanced defenses on the Soviet 
side which make it more difficult for, for example, an airplane 
to penetrate and thereby to deliver a nuclear weapon All of 
these things need to be taken into account as one judges one’s 
future requirements for weapons, and therefore one's future 
requirements for tests And within that technical community 


there are some who believe 


Soviet side, it will 


present policy and 
that we can meet our milit 
150-kiloton level, and we 


SECOND OFFICIAL 
perfectly willing to ratif 
level as soon as we have a 
verifying the strength of 

Q It isn't cle 
President's report but 
they re not a genuine t 

- [ mean, so far as possi 
exceeding the level have 


) - 
{VU 4 3 


that what bothers 
bother you? 
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see them as a partner we 
this President's credo, an 
aware, that we have to hay 
and therefore if we're qo} 
there's a limit of 150 KI 
our own satisfaction that 
think it's as simple as th 
I think there are 
having an unconstrained at 


just pointing out that 
worried about the technol 


Ast" 


to the 150 KT threshold 
cheating All the re fe 
vi can determin if ‘ani " 
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difficult for us to meet our 
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technical and policy view is 
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Q I wasn't talking about unconstrained Suppose 
they exploded a 170-kiloton device? Does that mean we all 
ought to head for shelters? 


SECOND OFFICIAL Remember that even with Corrtex 
there's going to be a degree of uncertainty [If we measure 170 
KT, it could be that the test would be higher than that So we 
don't want to be “salamied" here until we have no position 


Q But that 1s an argument that's used against your 
accusations against the Soviets, so maybe your measurement 
system isn't all that precise, and despite Evans and Novak, if 
they exceed it by a few kilotons, maybe it doesn't mean these 
treaties have to sit on ice 


SECOND OFFICIAL It's precisely why we want to have a 
more accurate method ot verification , 


FIRST OFFICIAL Let me give you -- to follow that up 
-- a specific example Jnder the present monitoring 
capabilities for the [fhreshold [Test Ban [reaty, there is a 
factor of two uncertainty 


Q Right 


FIRST OFFICIAL So if somebody t sts, the Soviets 


test, and we register that test as having : mean value of 
150-kilotons, in fact with the uncertainty they could have 
tested at as low a level as 75 kilotons or as high a level as 
300 kilotons And in that level over 150 «ilotons, it is quite 
conceivable that military value could be acquired through such 
a test program in away that we, by virtue of adhering 
rigorously to the treaty, would not be able to do 


So it is both, | think, due to the basic policy view 
that, of course, if you've got a treaty, they should live up to 
it as fully as we, and we should be able to detect if they're 
not But there's alsu a military concern that we don't believe 
they should be obtaining military value if they are doing so in 
that sort of unil?teral tashion 


Q If there i serious progress in verification in 
this area, will there be any technical of political or other 
lessons that would carry «ver to INF or strategic areas where 
there are also verifiicition problems, of is this just a narrow 


area and progress here young to he progress here, and that's 
it? 











SECOND OFFICIAL 


fhis area tends to be narrow and 


technical and to require specific things of us in verification 
terms which are not necessarily required in other arms control 


negotiations. 


have to be is very intrus 


But one thing that our verification regime wil! 
ye, ana oT course, 


nistorically the 


Soviets have resisted intrusive methods of verification For 


example, on-site inspection 
ctivity for a verifiable TIBI or a 
Soviet's willingness to accede to 


a great deal of on-site 


PNET, and, therefore, the 


that -- and, of course 


going to be willing -- wuul 


lhere will undoubtedly have to be 


the moment we're not sure they are 
1 show, [ think, a movement [1n our 


direction] toward the direction of having more rigorous methods 
and more intrusive methods 
control negotiation 


Q At what p 


verification experiments? 
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have the parameters oft 
will be one of the major 
to be discussing 


Q Just to f 
the moment on the issue 
possibly the explosion 
controlled experimental 
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speculate on now hat 
raised, and that's one 
discussed 
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a rhetorical shift, but we don't have yet any regime which is 
actually in place. We're working toward one in the INF 
context. As you know, we're going to sign that agreement on 
the 7th of December, and then we'l’ have a verification regime 
which is intrusive, and we'll see how that one works 


So we're willing to be shown that this is going to 
work. Certainly we've been devoting every effort, as my 
colleague can tell you, and many hours to ensuring that this 
regime is loophole free [t's much more intrusive than 
anything we've suggested in the past The Soviets have not yet 
come completely to accept what we have in mind, but we're 
confident that we can work something out by the 7th of December 


Q And one more question Your colleague mentioned 
future military requirements Is that a euphemism for SDI? 
FIRST OFFICIAL No [ was not addressing SDI. I was 


addressing the much more perhaps mundane but practical problem 
that is presented by changes in the character of the Soviet 
force structure A good example is one we've used in the past 


People think about, particularly as we ve talked about 
the Soviet idea of a moratorium on nuclear testing, that if 
they could stop nuclear testing, why couldn't we stop nuclear 


testing And one of the reasons why we have a continuing need, 
even if the Soviets do not test, to maintain through testing a 
credible and reliable and safe force is that development such 
as improved air defenses can oblige us to hange dramatically 
the character of the nuclear systems that im bombers deliver 


Bombs delivered by 8-52's, designed for delivery by 
B-52's, simply could not be delivered by the 8-1 in the kind of 
environment that improved Soviet air defense have created 30 
while the development of the B-1 would not have been impinged 
upon by a prohibition on nuclear testing, giving that B-1 
nuclear deterrent capability could very well have been, if not 
certainly would have been, atfected adversely by an inhibition 
on our ability to give it an effective and reliable nuclear 
weapon 


But that's what 1 was trying to get at l was not 
trying to address what | know you know is intended to be and is 
hoped to be a non-nucivuar strategic defense program 


Q You mean you don't need underground testing for 
SOI, you're saying’ 
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FIRST OFFICIAL No If you pursue under SDI or under 
any other program systems that require a nuclear explosion, 
it's sort of tautological that you'll need nuclear testing to 
Support that 


Q Isn't that the SDI you're exploring right now, 
one that would require nuclear explosions? 


FIRS! OFFICIAL [here are parts of a program 
conducted by the Department of Energy on behalf of SDI that do 
involve nuclear testing, but if you were to say, is that the 
SOI program, I would say it is but a small part of it, and not 
the part that we're placing the most hope on in terms of being 
able to give rise to a non-nuclear defense 


Q Did the Soviets ever respond to the U.S 
invitation and maybe this has become academic because of 
your discussion of joint visits but did they? I've lost 
track 


SECOND OFFICIAL I don't think they ever did, did 
they? 


FIRST OFFICIAL 
SECOND OFF Lf 


Q at | he > nor mean, 1s a joint 
thing such a strong opti that that's sort of academic? 


StCOND OFFICIAL 1 would think we will be 
talking about JVt's and exchange rather | nt invitation 
which was on the boards l quess n — everal 
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on the Hill to have legislation passed imposing a nuclear test 
moratorium? 


SECOND OFFICIA It's hard to say exactly what's 
going to be the effect on the Hill fhat's not the reason that 
we're beginning these negotiations We obviously oppose any 
legislatively mandated curbs on nuclear testing We think 
those are ill advised we would hope that Congressmen and 
Senators would see that we're proceeding in a responsible 
manner in negotiation to try to get a step-by-step approach, 
stage-by-stage approach, to get at the problem of nuclear 
testing which all sides admit is something which is a 
legitimate source of concern and should be a source of 
negotiation between the two sides So that's where we are 
But there's no cause and effect relationship here 


*) inank y 


(The briefing « iuged at 3.10 p 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. A 
few announcements to begin with. 


As you know, tomorrow i: Veterans' Day Holiday. So to 
remind you of our new procedures, the Press Office will be 
operating on a Sunday schedule. That is, the Duty Officer will 
be available for press calls through the Operations Center 
until 11:00 o'clock this evening, and after 11:00 o'clock 
callers will be told to contact the Press Office after 8:00 
a.m. on Thursday No briefing tomorrow, of course. 


Q Could I ask a question about that? 
. Yes. 
Q There's going to be a major address tomorrow by 


the President of Nicaragua. If there's to be any response to 
that, will that have to wait until Thursday or -- 


" That's right. 


Then available in the Press Office are copies of a 
White House press announcement which has to do with obtaining 
press credentials for the summit, and there is also an 


application form for those credentials available in the Press 
Of fice 


The Secretary is extremely pleased that the President 
is announcing his intention today to nominate Richard S. 
Williamson for the position of Assistant Secretary of State for 
International Organizations Affairs. Ambassador Williamson is 
an individual of great ability who has served with distinction 
in several senior positions in the Administration, including as 
our Ambassador to the United Nations agencies in Vienna from 
June of 1983 to January 1985. He has a solid background in the 
issues of the United Nations and the U.N. system. He has 
expressed his commitment to our policy of support for the U.N. 
while continuing to press for necessary U.N. reforms. 
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And, finally, while we have no indication that U.S. 
citizens have been among the victims of the terrorist bombings 
in Northern Ireland and Sri Lanka, we feel that these 
outrageous actions merit the condemnation of the world. The 
causes, justifications and circumstances of the bombings are 
quite different. Yet they share the characteristics of 
terrorist acts. They deliberately targeted the innocent. They 
were intended to terrify not the physical victims but a broader 
audience, and, if carried out by soldiers in time of war, these 
acts would make their perpetrators subject to court-martial. 


We extend our sympathy to the victims, their families 
and friends. We hope that those responsible for these acts 
will be caught, tried and punished as the criminals they are. 


Q Will there be an advance text of the Secretary's 
speech? 


m We're staying in touch with the Secretary's 
office. At this point we do not yet have an advance text, but 
I hope to have it. I just don't know how much in advance. 


Q On the credentials, since there was some 
confusion at the White House, do you want us to put photos in 
those applications or not? What's the situation on photos? 


A Check with the Press Office. They will either 
have the answers or will be able to get them if they don't have 
them. 


Q Where do things stand now on the request for 
Contra -- aid for the Contras? The Secretary had said it would 
come between November 7 and Thanksgiving. Time seems to be 
running out on that. There are a lot of reports that it's 
going to be delayed until January. Where do things stand? 


fa I just don't have any new update today. 


Q Chuck, can you just clarify what the Secretary 
said yesterday? Is it the U.S. position that the U.S. will 
hold indirect talks with Nicaragua if it holds indirect talks 
with the Contras through Obando y Bravo? 


be I think the President was very clear in his 
remarks. If you want, I'd be happy to read chem back to you if 
you really think that's necessary. 
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Q Well, no, just let me ask you this ovection: Is 
there any possibility as you read wheal everybody has said in 
the last 24 hours that any American officials will meet with 
Daniel Ortega when he's in Washington? 


oa No. What the President and the Secretary made 
clear yesterday was, first, that the kind of talks we're 
contemplating here are regional ones that would involve all the 
Central American countries, and that these talks would take 
place only after serious talks between the Sandinista regime 
and the Nicaraguan Resistance are underway, and clearly there's 
no possibility for that to happen this week. 


Q Why not start bilateral talks again with the 
Nicaraguans? 


A The Secretary has explained that any number of 
times. The last time around we had a number of bilateral talks 
with the Nicaraguans which in the end they used to simply 
subvert or to take away from the Contadora process which was 
then underway. So this is a regional problem. That's why we 
have supported the Guatemala Accord as a regional solution, and 
when and if it comes time to talk in the region, then we 
believe it should be done on a regional basis. 


Q Have you had any response to the President's 
remarks from Nicaragua? 


A I don't know of any. 


Q You just said there's no chance for any meeting 
with Ortega this week? 


A That's right. 


Q Because the Secretary yesterday said that there 
were things the Nicaraguan Government could do, and they could 
do them instantaneously that would allow such a meeting. 
You're saying that there's no chance they're going to do those 
things? 


i) That's not what he said at all, Matt. He was 
asked a question about a number of factors, and he chose to 
point out very correctly that there are many things that can be 
done with the stroke of a pen with an Executive decision; that 
they are not difficult decisions. But those are not the kinds 
of things we're talking about in the context of these potential 
regional talks. 








-4- Tuesday, 11/10/87 


Q No. But -- 


A As the President said yesterday, the factor is 
whether or not the Sandinistas engage in serious negotiations. 


Q Well, I understand on the regional talks, but he 
gave -- ticked off that list of things in response to a number 
of questions about whether he or anyone would meet with Ortega 
this week. That was his response to that question. 


A The question was not put that way. The question 
was, wouldn't it appear that these things that you have been 
talking about would take a long time to do, etc. So I don't 
want to go into the details, Matt, but what I have just 
explained I think is very clearly what he said, and -- 


Q Well, his response was that there's no need to 
talk about those issues with the Sandinistas since they can be 
done by fiat. 


7 That's not what the negotiations with the 
Sandinistas are about anyway. They would be about regional 
security questions. 


Q It just seemed that the Secretary had several 
clear opportunities yesterday to say no, that he -- to answer 
that question definitively, that no, he would not see Ortega 
this week, and he did not do that. In fact, he certainly left 
me with the impression that there was a possibility. 


fs I would -- 
Q But now you're saying no. 
ts I would submit that that question was very high 


on your agenda yesterday. It was obviously much less high on 
his agenda. He was explaining the issues as he saw them. So 
that the conclusions you make are your own, of course, but, you 
know, there were a number of very clear statements made 
yesterday by the President and by the Secretary. 


Q Is he meeting this afternoon with the Central 
American Foreign Ministers minus Nicaragua? 


A That meeting, as you describe it, will take place 
tomorrow. 
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Q Well, he did meet, though, yesterday afternoon 
with the Foreign Ministers and D'Escoto was in there. What was 
D'Escoto's reaction? Did they -- 


- It was not a meeting It was a luncheon 
yesterday. 

Q No They went back to the OAS. 

6 Oh, you're talking about the plenary meeting 

Q Yes. 

A Of course, there are plenary meetings, but that 


is within the context of the OAS That happens every year. 


Q Well, but didn't they discuss -- when D'Escoto 
came out, I asked him what was his reaction He said, “I 
already gave it in the meeting there." You don't have any word 


on what he said? 


a Well, you're certainly free to talk to him, if he 
wants to talk about what he wants to talk about Those are 
closed meetings basically The Ministers exchange ideas, but 
that's the nature of those meetings It's not the category of 
things we're talking about I don't think your question, 


whoever asked it, was directed to the fact, “Were there 
Americans and Nicaraguans present at the OAS meeting?" The 


answer there is clearly--yes. You were all there for the 
photo-op yesterday, and we're both members of the 
Organization. But the question here has gone to a more 


specific question of bilateral meetines, and that's what I'm 
answering. 


—-— MORE 
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Q What about a readout on the bilateral meetings 
tomorrow? 
a Bilateral meetings? 
Q Well, not bilateral, but the meeting that you 


were just discussing with the Secretary and the Foreign 
Ministers less Nicaragua. 


- I'll see what I can do on Thursday. 

Q Do you know what time it is? 

a I don't know. I believe it's in the morning. 
Q Is it possible for you to expand on the record 


your explanation of why the talks with Mexico failed? You said 
the Sandinistas used them to subvert the peace process. How 
did they do that? I just need a fuller -- 


‘4 The Secretary has spoken to it many times. He 
participated in those talks, and so his observations are 
first-hand; mine aren't. And I would just prefer to leave it 
with what he has said several times over now, in many different 
occasions 


Q Chuck, just for the record, a lot of us have 
newspapers that come out every day, and some other people have 
broadcasts that come out more often than once a week or so. A 
readout on a meeting that's going to happen on Wednesday, on 
Thursday, just isn't good enough. 


i) I'm sorry That's the best we can do under the 
circumstances. There is nothing particularly time sensitive or 
urgent about the meeting you are talking about, and as a 
consequence, that's the way we handle it. 


Q I mean, if we were over there, we were there, and 
you came out, would you give us -- 


A Oh, I never discourage initiative on the part of 
reporters. 


(Laughter) 


Q Would you care to characterize the kind of a 
reaction you have gotten in the 24 hours after the President's 
speech? 
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- No, I don't have any way to summarize that. 


Q Another topic? Any reaction on Tunisia; what 
happened; of changes in Tunisia this week (inaudible)? 


- Since our statement on Saturday, which you must 
have heard about -- 


Q Can you elaborate more on what happened and that 
the president promised that there would be an election in 1992 
and so on? 


a I don't have any commentary on those kind of 
specific questions The best I could say at this point is that 
we have had a number of contacts with the new government. Our 
Ambassador has met with the Prime Minister, Mr. Baccouche, 
yesterday and expressed U.S. support for the continuation of 
our close bilateral relationship. 


The President has sent a message to President Ben Ali 
praising the long and close friendship enjoyed by the United 
States and Tunisia in the past, with the hope that our warm 
relations will continue Messages were also sent by Vice 
President Bush to Prime Minister Baccouche and by Secretary 
Shultz to Foreign Minister Mestiri 


Q Chuck, on another issue, do you nave anything on 
Mike Armacost's plans to meet with Vorontsov on Sunday and 
Monday in Geneva? 


4 My understanding is that those meetings will be 
the first of the week. I don't know that they actually start 
on Sunday, or even Monday; but in any case, they will be in the 
early part of the week. 


Q Is Max Kampelman accompanying Armacost? 


A Ambassador Kampelman will be there at the same 
time, but for separate talks, but with the same interlocutor, 
is my understanding. And I believe Ambassador Kampelman is 
going first, early in the week, and the next day, Under 
Secretary Armacost. 


Q I missed the site of those talks? 


a Geneva. 
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Q And that's the regional issues that Armacost is 
going to be dealing with again? 


a Kampelman reviewing the arms control agenda, and 
Armacost on regional issues 


Q Super-regional? 
is) The whole gamut of regional issues. 
Q Does that tie in with the Whitehead trip to 


Moscow at all? 


A Only in the sense that the Whitehead mission is 
another high-level attempt to address another part of the 
four-part agenda -- in this case, human rights 


Q Do you have anything on the change of government 
Niger? 


A I don't have anything very specific What 
limited information we have at this point is that we have been 
informed by the Government of Niger that President Kountche has 
died We also know that the government has announced that Army 
Chief of Staff Colonel Ali Saibou has been named Acting 
President by the Supreme Military Council But that's about 
the extent of what we have as of now 


Q Chuck - 
Let's go here and then back there, Michael 
Q Do you have anything about Spain and the decision 


of the government not to renew their agreement, military 
agreement between both countries? 


A The Spanish Government has spoken to that issue. 
The decision that you're referring to is one about which we 
talked before The current basing agreement is automatically 


renewed on an annual basis unless either party notifies the 
other six months in advance of the renewal date of its 
intention not to extend the agreement The renewal date is May 
13, 1988; and therefore, November 14 was the operative date as 
far as the Spanish Government was concerned 


But as I had said, the Spanish Government has also 
said that that was something that was done in the context of 
the treaty It had to be done Otherwise, it was automatic, 








-9- Tuesday, 11/10/87 


but that negotiations will continue. And as I have said 
before, we expect them to continue in the same sense they have 
been, which is seeking an agreement which is in the mutual 
interest of both countries. 


Q So you don't see this as a serious setback? 
You're not concerned about this? 


Q What I've just tried to explain and what the 
Spanish Government has explained is the same thing. This is a 
decision or a step that simply has to be taken, or the treaty 
is automatically renewed. And in order to prevent that from 
happening, since we are engaged in negotiations and they had 
not been completed by that date, they have taken this step. 
It's a step that frequently occurs in almost every kind of 
treaty that we have of this kind. 


Q Thank you 


A What's important is that both sides are 
continuing to work, and have mutually agreed that the 
negotiations are proceeding 


Q The Iraqis have said they'll send their Foreign 
Minister to the United Nations for more talks on Resolution 
598 The Iranians have not said anything, apart from a number 
of statements over the last few days saying they see no future 
for peace negotiations through the United Nations 


Can you give us an update as to where the United 
States stands at the United Nations on this issue’ 


aq Nothing much has really changed since I've last 
talked about this in some detail. There were further 
consultations, informal ones, among the permanent members at 
the end of last week, on Friday. They met with the 
Secretary-General so that there is this constant communication 
between the various people who are working on the issue. 


I'm not in a position as of now to speak for the 
Secretary-General as to what his understanding is of the 
availability of various emissaries. 


Q Have we begun the long-awaited drafting process 
which you have told us about and that's never quite started? 


» I don't know that anything has moved 
substantially forward on that 
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Q Fine. 


A We continue to have discussions about it, but in 
terms of actually getting the Security Council, per se, to 
work, that has not yet happened. 


You would anticipate that would happen later this 
week after the Arab Summit has adjourned? Is that your general 
goal at this point? 


A I think it's difficult to anticipate that kind of 
question. The next step is to see what the Secretary-General 
achieves in getting emissaries to come and then working with 
them. 


Q What was the Walters' testimony about yesterday, 
do you know, in the House Foreign Affairs Committee? 


m I just don't know 


Q There was a report in the official Nicaraguan 
Government newspaper about a Sandinista offensive against the 
Contras, indicating maybe the cease-fires that had been 
unilaterally declared might be “out the window?" Have you 
heard anything about that, any comment on that? 


A I don't really have anything to offer on that. I 
just don't know the status of the combat on the ground. The 
important thing, of course, is for these negotiations to get 
underway so that we can get at the question of a cease-fire in 
the way it really needs to be addressed, which is through 
contacts between the parties involved. 


We've always said that unilateral cease-fires have a 
shortcoming in the sense that only one side has agreed 


Do we have a position on the location of the 
talks? Would we rather that they be in Managua? Or do we care 
if it's a third country? 


a) That's something that will have to be worked out 
by the parties to the talks by Cardinal Obando y Bravo. 


Q You talk as though he really were the 
intermediary. But you're saying, “If he accepts," really 
(inaudible) 
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fs I don't know that he has formally accepted, but 
that is what is anticipated. But that's up to them, of course, 
to decide. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 














Press Announcement November 10, 1987 


U.S.-Swiss Agreement to Apply Treaty on 
Mutual Legal Assistance to Insider Trading Cases 





The United States and Switzerland agreed today that 
investigations of “insider trading® cases by the Securities and 
Exchange Commission would be covered by the 1977 Treaty on 
Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters. 

The agreement, concluded through an exchange of diplomatic 
notes, will permit the use of information received from 
Switzerland under the Treaty in civil and administrative cases 
in which insider trading has been alleged. By acknowledging 
that SEC insider trading cases are ancillary to criminal 
proceedings, the agreement provides that they will be included 
within those U.S. investigative and enforcement activities in 
which Swiss assistance can be given under the Treaty. The 
agreement will also ensure the availability to Swiss 
authorities of information sought from U.S. authorities in 
comparable circumstances. 

The agreement provides an additional law enforcement tool 
to both Governments in their efforts to deal with an 
increasingly important area of improper activities in the 
securities markets. Conclusion of this agreement, together 


with the Memorandum of Understanding signed earlier today at 











the Justice Department concerning the application of the 1977 
Treaty to evidence gathering efforts, marks another positive 
Gevelopment in the longstanding commitment of our two 


Governments to close and effective cooperation in lw 


enforcement matters. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


DPC #197 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 1987, 12:20 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Jim, straight to you 
Q The summit of the Arab countries in Amman ended 
with criticism, condemnation, of [ran -- and Syria was included 
in those countries which signed it Does that advance things 
at all? Does that chance things? 
a Let me say by way of general reaction that the 
Arab League communique was very forthright [t has solidly 


emphasized the need for an immediate, negotiated end to the 
[Iran-Iraq war in accordance with U.N. Security Council 
Resolution 598, and it has issued a call for action by the 
international community to end the war 


This 1S a positive step which recognizes the danger 
the war poses, not just for the region, but to the 
international community It's another clear indication of the 
overwhelming concern throughout the world to put further 
pressure on Iran to accept Resolution 598 


We also note that several Arab states which had 
severed ties with Cairo have now begun the process of restoring 


full diplomatic relations That is another development coming 
out of the summit, and we welcome that 
Q And do you believe that Syria's signature on that 


Statement implies any change in the Syrian alignment in the 
Middle East? 


A I don't have any way to make those kinds of 
individual judgments on the positions of pecific countries 
that were at the summit As I say, the fact that the summit 
itself issued a very forthright statement, which [ believe 
indicates very clearly once again the growing c cern in the 
world that something be done to stop this war and essentially 
wnat that means is getting Iran to agree with Security Council 


Resolution 598 
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Q And what wouid the United States like to see 
happen next, and when? 
a The implementation of 598 is still in the hands 
of the United Nations Secretary General [Iraq has already 


indicated its willingness 
to New York within the 
the Secretary General 

invitation. We believe it's 
Secretary General shares this - 
New York as soon as possible 


next few days 


Neither the 
should be prepared to accept I[ranian 
Iran does not agree to send an 
believe the Council must move 
action, 


secretary 


providing for an arms embargo 
to this tragic war 

Q Chuck, Iraq 1S back in acti 
war At a time when the 17th U.S. convoy 
close to, or within range of, Iranian guns 
Department have any reservations about [rag 
when you're trying to get Iran to sign on - 
[raq launching inissile attacks? And could 
Iraq 1s trying to draw the United States in 
action on its side? 

A I don't see any evidence for 
hypothesis you put forward ae have sen 
now going on for a long. long time 
objectives. These are the kinds of things 
happen 

I think the bottom line in all of 
has essentially agreed ty Resolution 598 whi 
a cease-fire on land ‘if and sea and that 
this That's the solutiun »> what we 
end to Iranian stalling end the willingne 
and in the immediate fu if ‘ j in 1] ar 
discuss this with the eter eg ra 

Q Well, [raq ne j ts at tea 
then resumed them [ undered if you under 
State Department understand that tnis 1 i 
as there is awar on, Irayg cannot De Gepriv 


rather t¢t 
tomorrow 


powers it has? Or would yuu 


because maybe the day after 


essential -- 
that Iran 


General 


to send Foreign Minister Tariq 


'AzZ12 


Iran has yet to provide 


to 


New York, 
consider further 
including the adoption of an enforcement resolution 
to help bring about a rapid end 


th 


sith a definitive response to his 

and [ believe the 
send an emissary to 

so that discussions can begin. 


nor the Security Council 
Stalling 
emissary to 
juickly 


indefinitely. If 


then we 


in the tanker Gulf 


will be moving fairly 


the State 
juring this period 
reservations about 


IOeS 


it possibly be that 
o more direct 

ne latter 

ls war in the Gulf 


Both sides have specific 


that we have 


'mAls 1s tnat 


seen 


lraq 
ch would institute 
would stop all of 
see now is the 
Lo step forward, 


» New York to 
“3 Tor @ while and 
t gd -- does the 
front, and as long 
1 of using whatever 


i their fire 
Ll sign on? 








s I think I have spoken to t 
the current state of affairs in the Gulf 
you refer to are not new As I say, the 
for some time, and [ just really don't gs 
that 

Q Are you at all close to ac 


drafting process which you have talked 

- I think it's hard to Say a 
we are Obviously, you know what we bel 
There are a number of permanent members 
that share that view we have yet to 
Security Council as a whole is ready to 


But [ think, if anything, 


tn 
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he extent [ can about 

The kind of things 
y have been going on 
ee what [ can add to 


tually beginning the 


about so frequently? 


t any point how close 
lieve ought to be done 
of the Security Council 


reach the point where the 


Sit down and do it 


ls Arab League resolution is yet 


another indication that the world mmunity 1$ more and more 
behind this action 

Q Chuck jo you nstrue what they did there in 
Amman as a sort of a general approval of t U.S. Naval 
presence in the Gulf? 

A You can read the mmunique well as I can I 
don’t know that ['m the one to terpret whut they did or 
didn't do 

Q They didn't disapprove of it? 

a) And [ rnink« there Jere P > »>LTIVe rererences 
as well to what Kuwait has done o those statements are there 

Q Do you see tne statements yf tne Arad sumnmni1t is 
meeting the U.S. expectations rm do they cume sst short of 
those expectations? 

4 Again, it ot fur me to make ne sweeping 
judgment as to whether or st a2 Parficuiar teeting meets our 
expectations These peuple had estabdlished their own agenda - 
it Nas their mee*®ing y ) 1 j wl at I ‘” i» NeCceys sai y i WY 
proper 

In speaking f Pe , 4 by as € it ‘ > I 
indicated a number of arvas 19 which we would be ested 
Ine of them in particular t ran-Iraq war sia tainly 
addressed very forthrightly by this group uf Arad ates 

I think going Dack ¢t the eariler question about what 
was said or what wasn't said, [ think it is clear that the 
States in the region, all of these Arad states that are 
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directly threatened or indirectly threatened in one way or 
another, have reason to be concerned about what's going on in 
the Gulf 


There 1s widespread understanding and support for the 
United States presence in the Gulf as well as for the presence 


of other western allied ships There 1S understanding that the 
reason we are there is essentially to ppeevent intimidation on 
the part of Iran, to protect United States shipping -- in 
essence, to attempt to be a deterrent --"but also an 


understanding that the United States, amd really many, many 
other countries in the world are working for an end to this 
war And I think that's something that's supported by all 
those states as well, and that comes through in their support 
of Resolution 598 


Q To follow with the same question, in your 
statement you made notice of the resolution regarding the 
Egyptians being back to the Arab League or our resuming 


diplomatic relations with Egypt You didn't say anything about 
the meeting between the [raqi and Syrian pr sidents DO you 
think this is insignificant in comparison the Eayptian 
affair? 

I don't have any way to make that kind of 
comparison for you [n looking at this meeting before it took 
place, one of the areas that we did talk about was this 
question of Egyptian relations And as a consequence, as 


follow-up to that, I qave you a bit of a reaction 


Q Chuck, that statement you made a little while ago 
sounds like the kind of statements made before in an 
announcement of some changes made of a more muscular policy 
The third ship now bound for Bahrain has Been put under U S 


protection, and it's really no secret that the US. is building 
up the military equipment load that it drops ‘rf in Banrain 
which would fit your detinition, [ suppose 

Is Bahrain now or about to be put in the Kuwait 
ategory wnere econd j try : sigs ents a 1 | 62 jnder U 
por tecti rn ’ j j y) 4Se ¥ ise > y , el j ¥ 
Naybe some stir 3ers r eth } . 

a Lt . «= @ atter + 4 4 y 4 ‘ at n 
[in reference to your hypothesis that you put rward 


Q It's still getting repurted Oy tne wa 
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” in setting out 
know what you're really get at ¢t 
address that But let me say on 
Abdun, which is the ship of #ahr 
referring to, 1s transporting FM 
Kuwait And you'll recall that 
previous occasions a vu.ds escor 
case-by-case basis to non-U.S. f 
carrying FMS equipment to purcha 
is the third instance of such an 
policy of protecting U S -flag s 
Q And that's the way 
the government, but not all of u 
getting -eported again today Dy 
I just wanted to give y 
U.S. is about to put Bahrain und 
protection 
vs I think | was ary 
Q Jmay 
«) Do yOu ie + e re 
as a step towards at 2pting Dy 
Accoras and peace with [srael 
Aa You il ive ¢t ? 
‘ rther imp li he 
Let me turn ¢t t is 
Q Chuck there were 
American officials felt that tt 
back away from any thought r af 
nave any indication tnrat f t 
not go through with this ri p 
oOunci i 
a ’ x A A 4? 
Fact for e Firce b , 
yOu KnOu tnat & A j 
jetting ready ; r +he ; , 
to be needed And inde A ‘ 
ipport for getting tr at ans 
eneral But in the 4, I tha 
basis that the Security ii 


— 197 /% 
Li/svi2/gi 


your 
here 
tnis 
ainl 
> sales 
. 


just don't 
So [ won't attempt to 
question of the Ibn 
registry that you re 
items to Bahrain and 
ave discussed tnis On 
been provided on a 
lag vessels in the Gulf 

sing Gulf states So that 
exception to our general 
hippina in the Gulf 


question, 


- 


to 


ue two 


t nas 


tnis 


nderstood it 
an holiday 


yesterday when 
But t 1s 


[ u 


” 


‘S were i 


otners 


ry 


4 3 


regu 


Say whether the 


er escort 


answering tnart 


erat 
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The Foreign Ministers of the Five permanent members met 
September 25 and agreed to continue to seek its implementation 
on a comprehensive basis without changes; and [ don't know of 
anything that changes that basic fundamental working 
understanding 


Q You're not picking up any bad “vibes” from the 
Soviets on this? 


a lL think L've answered as best I can 
Q Ar y new oad 7 ide > '= 
Q Oo you see any nange in Syrian polis y towards 


the support for [ran following the summit? 


Q Those are tne kings ft 1¢tal led IueStions tnat 
['m just not prepared to analyze 
@) Nuc we were asking for -_ for awhile rn 
the meetings that went n ne trip tnat rontsov mace to 
the Persian Gulf You thought at that 41qG you adidn't 
nave a reagout tnen Have you any yet mnmwhat tack tne soviets 
are taking in that area as ¢t whether they ll support an arms 
embargo ' t? 
; . 3 if ecg ? f 3¢ era } t | noer 
t way hi ¢ ler ecretary Ar " ; will , ‘eting with Mr 
ront »_ seneva n Monday ° nt ana r jay - next week 
accressing a range r regional i preparat ror 2 
re) ember summit neetina " 4 I ’ re ; h: ery , ; 7 +he v 
aigenga ofr items to discuss wiil Bde the ra [iraq wear 
Q By the way an you Qive ; the timing for the 
Xampelman meetings? » you have ther 
A Kampelma e there eet +h Mr 
r ntsov r inday ia ‘ 1 MM jay " ‘ 7, " - 
“ jay P| t ; ; 1 Sy } ry . reta ¥ wv ’ . 10 A i 
" ~~ wy for arly ‘ L , vue 
7 v be vy s " 
; } t 4 ; i r ‘ | a > ‘ 
j ‘orm ‘ ‘a ‘ " ‘ , " @ , " y 
- al i at c 4 iv ] af t } rates i} t 
vith +he a+ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ; ; ; ‘ ++ ning 
ata tras and at ner ; i r Diing OiocK r 
rne Jay 2 >| t » 1? 
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a) [ wouldn't agree with the characterization that 
you used of “major stumbling blocks.“ There are certainly 
issues to be resolved, and of that there is no doubt about 
Our negotiators in Geneva are workine ard They have resolved 
some issues; there are a number tha jain to be resolved In 


some areas, progress has not been as rapid as we would have 
hoped, but we'll continue working at it as long as it takes to 
get an effectively-verifiable treaty; and we have every 
confidence that this will be achieved by December 7 


Now, in response to your specific comment that we were 
throwing new elements into the 


Q Not my response 
QA into the pot the kinds of things that we're 


working on here and the one that has been cited by the Soviet 
spokesman I saw, are things that have arisen relatively 


recently, but because of data actually presented by the 
Soviets, which then led us to certain obse ations which we had 
previously not been able to make and par’: icularly the one 
they've been talking about nave to a al 1 the similarities 
between the SS-25 which 19 a mobile [CBM gd the SS-20, which 
is one f the classes of weapons to be dealt with in the INF 
Treaty Oo when it bDecame apparent in if eqgotiations with 
+he ; that *+nhe e Jere + ese imijiaritie in fa + at 

lenticai Frirst stage Detween tnese two ystems tnat rai A? 
anotner verification 1 ” and weir t es rF trying 
to work tnat ne ut 186 weil 

#) wnen Gig tne rst asa f e rignt t nave 


nonitors at SS-25 instal lati 


A The issue ' 
Q Not the e of wraty Nhen did you 
jemana the right to | ek at thei 
4 nat i ” 4 r ’ y ; 2 
> + ¢ c ; ‘ ; > be 4 xa + y 
arry t t ; ‘ y) i r 4° ” 
~~? , ‘ ‘ . } , 1? i’ 
etaiis 5 } ry we r t “ee > yr r ame ? rwa 3 witr 
the fact ; » 4 " ‘ ‘ 6 ; a | fir ; 
rage Lt was at tnat t it 2 ig ft r a nat into tne 
4 








Q But Gerasimov in Pravda today, says that the 
differences between the -25 and the -20 are discernible by 
national technical means and don't require on-site 
inspections You don't agree with that? 

a That's something for the negotiators to work 
out [f it were as easy as that, it probably would have been 
worked out So I'm not saying I'm prepared to tell you what 
the solution to this particular issue will be, but it is one 
among many, and it has been picked up for whatever reason as 
one to be publicized But L've spoken with our negotiators, 
and they're still confident that we're going to be able to move 
through these issues 

It's obviously a long and a complicated process, but 
the goal here is what the President has stated, which is to 
come up with an effectively verifiable treaty, and so that 
there aren't going to be any short-cuts on that road 

Q Do you expect that it will ¢ necessary for 
Secretary Shultz to meet with the viet ‘ign Minister 
between now and December 

M4 I don't know that it will re are ) plans 
ror that [he ecretary ang the toreian Minister dDOtnN expect 
tneir negotiator to do this work ey Na th expressed 
their willingness and intent to stay 1 top t 1S ) ad 
it closely (and) to be sure the negotiators ive the nece ary 
ju1LdGaNnce 

They have arranged, when nece ary. ave per: : 
nessages exchanged on the issue of the egutiat ; and y 
have done that on at least ne asian 

The next necapoinet at a relatively 7 Pi Wiad . 
the visit of Ambassador <ampelma iy int and M jay 


neeting with Mr Jor 








Q Chuck, 
Wojciech Jaruzelski's 


proposal 


do you Nave any comment 
For reducing 


return for our reducing aircraft? 


a) 


We are pleased 


Pact are considering reductions 


especially those in 


threat to Western Europe 


would be long overdue 


ve 


to 


hear 


in ¢t 


Eastern Europe that pose the 
Such a move, 
would prefer 
from the Soviet leadership which maintains 
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on General 


their tanks in 


members of the Warsaw 
tank armies, 

most immediate 
if indeed materialized 
to hear such remarks 

10 divisions, all 


that 
heir 


heavy with tanks and artillery in Eastern Europe 

With regard to one of Wis assertions which 1s a key 
one, that NATO has superiority in aircraft, in fact the Warsaw 
Pact enjoys nearly a two-to-one lead in combat aircraft in 
Europe, and that fact would obviously be relevant to any idea 
of trading tank armies for NATO aircraft 

But in any case in a more general sense our specific 
approach to conventional arms control must be carefully 
coordinated with our European allies This process has been 
underway intensively for many months now a we prepare for 
possible new conventional arms control negotiations with the 
Warsaw Pact next year The objective of ¢t se talks would be 
to strengthen stability and security in the whole of Europe 
from the Atlantic to the Urals 

Q Chuck, you're citing nbers and ratios oes 
that mean you don't have a data problem any re? That used to 
be the big hangup on a nventional f » C " [ ean 
you seem very sure that they Nave § nany lor ang they 
have so much of an advantage 5 tt re i @ prodiem ing is 
the problem men under arms’ 

“a You're mi« } a t of apple ar ranaes and 
plums -- 

Q No L'm 

) tus? what wu ” ‘i * } at t 1 thi 
particular text ire wJ 3% e ive ea MuFR 

70t1ati uni ive n } J . wil n 

we nave ever had a at 4c t ry it n 
problem hat ncer t Ss 

We are now talking at t preparing tor a different set 
»9F talks which would be wider eir geograpnic scope Frum 
Atlantic to the Urals wnicn wu J . o lude weap ns, sucn as 
tanks and aircraft and the like 1s well as troops So that 
the kinds of questions you refer to on data are questions we 
Simply haven't come to yet 
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The data issue arises when in fact our estimates don't 
square with data presented by the other side, so clearly it 
would be premature to say whether we would come up against the 
data question with regard to any specific category of weaponry 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Ortega speech of 
yesterday? 


a It's really very brief, mostly because there was 
really nothing particularly new in President Ortega's speech. 
Much of it was dedicated to a defense of the Sandinista's 
failure to live up to their democratic promises, including full 
civil liberties for the Nicaraguan people made to the OAS in 
1979, and those were the promises that Secretary Shultz had 
catalogued in quite some detail on Tuesday 


Q Specifically, he seemed to suggest that the 
United States had agreed to have direct talks with the 
Sandinistas in a bilateral framework, and that the President 
had reneged in his offer on Monday and the Secretary with him 


" ['m not sure where he gets thut From, but in any 
case we've talked about this a number of times here, and so has 
the Secretary We had a not very good experience with the 
bilateral talks that we had held previously The Sandinistas 
used them to undermine an ongoing regional process at that time 

In the current ntext the Guatemala Accords provide 
for a regional peace process Wwe share the view of the Central 
Americans and the view of the United States Congress as 


sxpressed in the Reagan-wright plan that this regional approach 
does hold the most promise in Central America 


So what the President has said is that if the 
Sandinistas follow through with truly serious negotiations with 
the Resistance, we then are willing to sit down in a regional 
setting, with the presence of the Nicaraguans as well as the 
other Central American femocraciles, to jiscuss a@ rar ge oF 
Central amer an : 


he point here is that I think everyone recognizes 
tnat if this pian 18 going tou cceed it's got to be a 
regional plan, it's got ¢t ieceed a regional basis, and I 
think that is a point F view that is strongly shared by the 


Central American democracie 
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So ['m not sure why President Ortega continues to 
throw this idea up of bilateral talks One hopes it is not 
some attempt to draw back from the negotiations with the 
Resistance that are called for under the Guatemala Accord and 
which the Sandinistas had seemed to say that they were willing 
to finally pursue through the mediation of Cardinal Obando y 
Bravo. 


Q Didn't Secretary Shultz at one point in testimony 
on the Hill on the Arias plan say that the United States would 
be willing to have bilateral talks with Nicaraguan down the 
road to discuss security issues after the peace plan were 
implemented? Didn't he say that? 


fe) {[ don't know the exact words you're referring to, 
but, as you say, “down the road" I'm not sure that one ever 
rules anything in or out But what we are trying to do is 


clarify where we are today in the context of a very specific 
peace process which is underway under the Guatemala Accords. 


Q So you are not ruling out bilateral talks at some 
point? 

a) We have had bilateral talks before We weren't 
pleased with the way the Sandinistas used those we, of 


course, have an Embassy in Managua, so in that sense we also 
have bilateral contacts on a daily basis 


Q Chuck this morning President Ortega said that a 
Wright-Reagan plan itself calls for direct talks between the 
United States and Nicaragua, and that 18 what he was referring 
to in his speech yesterday Any inment? 

a I don't - haven't seen those remarks so l don't 
really know what he was referring to What [ an do and what 
L've tried to do here 1s to explain to you how the President 
and the Administration ‘e@ the process at this particular time 

Q In the multilateral framework is the United 
States prepared then to he ne a signer F the Guatemala Accord 
mr somehow be a party | ihe agreement? 

a [ jon’ t ¥ Quite whty y Ara.tse tnat juestion 

WY Lf you're guing to sit Gown 

a) fhe Guatemala Accord calls for a certain number 


of things to happen Lots of them haven't Democratization, 
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national reconciliation, negotiate a cease-fire, and all of 
those kinds of things What we're saying is that if there are 
serious negotiations on this question of a negotiated 
cease-fire, then there are a number of issues that are not 
covered under the Guatemala Accord -- regional security issues 
-— that we would be willing to sit down in a regional setting 
and talk about 


Q Are you willing to sign an accord as part of that 
-- of those discussions? 


4 I've never seen that question arise 

Q Well, it arises because -- 

“4 I just don't know what relevance it 15 

Q -- Ortega said, [ think, this morning that if the 
United States wants to come to the table, it's got to be 
prepared to sign an accord surely if you begin negotiations 
on such issues as security, you don't -- ordinarily do have 


some kind of a document in mind at the end of tne day 


a First of all, you're well down the road, and I 
can only emphasize that until there have been serious 
negotiations, we aren’ yet ready for talks in a regional 


setting 


The result of those talks in a regional setting, L'm 
not prepared to predict at this time whether they result in an 


agreement or don't result in an agreement it seems to me that 
that's simply premature But 

Q If I can change the subject, Chuck 

Q wait 

Q No, no 

Q Cardinal Otando y 8ravo is arriving in town 
today The leaders of tt+ Cuntras are all here in town ) 
officials Say thevire ’ IWWINg to meet wit? rresilaent Ortega 
Are they planning to et with these other players in this 
scenario and what if anything nignt Oe a nmplished by doing 
50? 

A [ just don't know with whom the ardinal 1$ going 
to meet [Ff this process is to get underway it will have to 


be arranged between the Cardinal the Sandinistas the 





ar eee 
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Resistance. So I'll just have to leave it to them to tell you 
when and where they're going to get together. 


Q In fact the person who seems to be arranging all 
this is Mr. Wright on the Hill. It's a kind of a strange 
movement of the diplomatic arm of the government from this 
building up to the Hill. I'm curious if you've observed this 
and, secondly, if you hawe any concerns about it, and, if so, 
what are you going to do about it? 


- No I don't have any observations. 


, Q Chuck, as we're on the peace process, does the 
Administration have any reaction to the sweeping amnesty in 
Salvador that's apparently going to lead to the freedom of 
several confessed killers of the American Marines? 


- On October 29, when that amnesty was announced, I 
spoke to this question of the possible release of those who had 
been convicted of terrorist crimes or crimes against U.S. 
citizens, and I said at that time that we torought they should 
not be allowed to escape justice I also said that we 
understand and respect President Duarte's d+esire to offer the 
broadest possible amnesty, or if I didn't, [| would have said. 
I'd have to review the transcript 


So that if indeed these people are going to be 
released under this amnesty, we'd obwiously be disappointed 
It's something we've worked hard to try to forestall, and we've 
been very closely in touch with the Salvadoran Government. But 
at the same time we also know that President Duarte does want 
to, as he sees it, give the broadest possible amnesty in view 
of the responsibilities he feels he has to undertake under the 
Guatemala Accords. And I think at least in that context, an 
inmediate reflection would be the difference between that kind 
of an approach and the approach we have seen in Nicaragua where 
the Sandinistas are willing to release something on the order 
of ten percent of their political prasoners rather than comply 
with the full amnesty thet the accord calls for 


Q On Afghanistan, do the meetings today and 
scheduled for tomorrow indicate that any progress is being made 
at all or imminent on the question of the cumposition of a 
Kabul Government in the wake of a Sowlet withdrawal? This has 
apparently been a stumbling block for the Soviets. 


a I don't know of anything that indicates these 
meetings indicate something along those lines I don't know of 


any -- 
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Do you have anything to make on the presence of 
the Afghan Resistance in Washington? They're meeting this 
morning with the President, tomorrow with Mr. Shultz, and this 
afternoon wit’ Mr. Armacost 


4 Right. But I don't see any relationship between 
the fact that those meetings are occurring and the implication 
of your question that there is therefore somehow an end in 
sight in Afghanistan? 


Q Could you speak to che significance of the 
meetings and their presence here? 


+ I think the significance speaks for itself. The 
President will be making a statement in conjunction with that, 
I'm sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the U.N. vote about it 
on Afghanistan? 


- We are very pleased by this clear call by the 
overwhelming majority of UN. General Assemoly members for the 
immediate withdrawal of Soviet troops from Afghanistan. The 
123 votes in favor of the Afghanistan resolution this year is 
the highest count since 1980 when it was first considered by 
the UNGA. This constitutes the clearest message yet to Moscow 
to commit itself to the prompt and complete withdrawal of its 
troops from Afghanistan and to allow the Afghan people to 
determine their own political destiny We also wish to 
congratulate the Government of Pakistan for its leadership in 
Guiding through the UN. process this firm and principled 
statement. 


Q Can I just expand on a previous question? Has 
there been any progress that you can cite in achieving a 
settlement in Afghanistan beyond these visits by these leaders 
here? Is there any progress in recent weeks that you can cite? 


2 No. I don't know of any particular progress to 
cite. 


Q Chuck, 1s there any antention by the US. 
Government to send an envoy to the Middle East in the wake of 
the Arab summit? 


I don't know of any 
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Q Chuck, the South Africans have said they sent 
their army into southern Angola to help out UNITA. Can you 
give us any details of the operation as to whether they -- you 


know, what they did, why they did it, where they did it, who 
exactly they were fighting, and any other comment you might 
have? 


ca I really can't give you those kinds of details. 
The South African Government would have to provide those since 
they're in a much better position to know. The fact that they 
made this announcement comes as no surprise. They have made no 
secret of their material support for UNITA, and they have 
previously admitted incursions into Angola in the past. 


I always take the occasion whenever this issue comes 
up, and I'll do it again, to say that we continue to believe 
that there can't be any military solution to the 
Angolan-Namibian conflicts, and that the United States will 
continue to seek a political settlement that leads to the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces and the implementation of U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 435 for the ind»pendence of 
Namibia, so that the peoples of Namibia and Angola can be left 
to peacefully resolve their own destinies without outside 
interference. 


I could give you some information concerning Cuban and 
Soviet involvement to the extent we have information. There 
were indications that Cuban and Soviet personnel were more 
closely involved in supporting the MPLA's military offensive 
this time than in the past. The Soviets were certainly engaged 
in the planning stages of the offensive, and Cuban troops and 
pilots were moved into positions close to the military front in 
southeastern Angola. There's also some evidence that Cuban and 
Soviet advisers were attached to the MPLA Fighting units. 


Q U.S. involvement -- do you have any information? 

= No. 

Q Whatever happened -- there were some statements 
made indicating some progress in the talks -- the Crocker talks 


regarding Resolution 435 You seem to have dropped that in the 
last few weeks. 


7 I haven't dropped it I've just been waiting for 
the questions, but -- 


Q I mean, what's going on with that? Is it still 


hopeful? 
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A Of course, you refer to what we had said in the 
aftermath of our last round of talks. Beyond that, no date has 
been set for further talks between the USG and the MPLA on the 
subject of the implementation of UNSCR 435. The negotiations 
have, however, entered a more active phase. Both sides agreed 
to remain in contact at the last meeting in Brussels which was 
on September 24. 


Q Can I go back to the Central American thing for 
just a moment. You said that you had observations about talks 
going on in and out of Speaker Wright's office. Is he keeping 
the State Department informed of these talks? Are you 
adequately -- are you satisfied with the information you're 
getting about them? 


fo} I'm sure we'll be informed. 


Secondly, there's been suggestions by Ortega and 
Wright's office that an announcement may be coming up in the 
next 24 hours, I guess, regarding the mediation. Do you have 
some idea -- first of all, are you aware of this, and do you 
know what it's about? 


Aa No. Don't have anything to share. 
Q But were you aware of it? 
. I don't have anything to add at all on that score 


Chuck, there are reports that a shipment of 
Chinese arms enroute to Philippine rebels has been intercepted 
and short-circuited. Do you know anything about that specific 
incident or the general situation of Chinese supplying arms to 
the Communist in the Philippines? 


a No. I don't have anything at all on that. 


Q Thank you. 


: No, wait 

Q One more question. 

5 Tony had a question longstanding here. 

Q If indirect talks get underway as fast as this 


week involving Cardinal Obando, would you still rule out any 
U.S.-Nicaraguan talks this week in any Format? 
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4 The operative word here is “serious 
negotiations," and so clearly it takes some time to find out 
what kind of negotiations are actually underway. Are they 
serious, are they real. are they good-faith negotiations, and 
it's when we're able to make that judgment that we'll be able 
to consider the question of the talks in a regional setting. 
So I den't want to get the cart before the horse. 


Q But you're continuing what you said before, that 
it's not possible this week. 


a) There's nothing planned this week. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1987, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Jim? 


Q It looks like the naval war in the Persian Gulf 
is picking up again with soine new attacks from both sides. 
Does the U.S. Government think that anything has qualitatively 
changed, or is this just more of the same? 


- I don't have any reason to say that it's 
qualitatively changed. We talked yesterday at some length 
about the situation in the Gulf and efforts to end that war. 
It's a situation that we've faced for far too long, but I don't 


see any reason to make a judgment that something qualitatively 
is changed, as you put it. 


Q How about the concerns of a land attack against 
Basra -- a new offensive. Do you have any indications that 
it's more than just talk by the Iranians? 


A I really can't help you in the sense of specific 
indication as to whether or not it's just talk or not, but I 
would say these recent statements, the talk that you refer to 
coming out of Tehran suggesting new offensives, obviously cast 
greater doubt on [ranian intentions to participate in a serious 
effort to end the war through negotiations. 


Q Does the State Department think that the role 
that Speaker Wright has taken upon himself is contributing 
toward what the Administration would like to see happen in 
Central America, as far as meeting with Ortega and the Cardinal 
and etc., etc.?. 


a) The first point I'd have to make is that we don't 
really know what the Speaker is doing, and in that context, I 
might just say a word on the Secretary's visit yesterday to the 
Hill, which had been previously scheduled at least a week in 
advance -- it's part of the Secretary's efforts to stay in 
touch with Hill leadership, particularly during these lulls in 
Congressional activity. Yesterday, he saw also Bob Michel and 
today he'll be going up in the afternoon to talk to Senator 
Byrd and to Representative Foley. 
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The Speaker, during that meeting, which covered the 
budget issue, which covered the upcoming summit with General 
Secretary Gorbachev and U.S. soviet relations, and also 
included an exchange of views on Central America. But during 
the meeting, the Speaker did not inform the Secretary of his 
plans to meet jointly today with Ortega and Cardinal Obando Y 
Bravo. The Secretary learned of that meeting after he had met 
with the Speaker. 


Our concern is that the strategy that we have in place 
not be weakened. The President has put in place a strategy 
that's based on pressure, on the one hand, diplomacy, on the 
other. It is a strategy that is working. The pressure in the 
form of our support for the Democratic Resistance has brought 
the Sandinistas to the negotiating table finally as part of a 
regional peace process. 


As you know, the Administration is supporting that 
process fully. The Secretary announced Tuesday at the OAS that 
the United States had decided to postpone its request for 
additional military aid until next year in order to give the 
peace process every conceivable chance of success. 


The President also announced that if the Sandinistas 
negotiate seriously with the Resistance, then the U.S. is 
prepared to enter into talks in a regional setting. But in all 
of this, the next step is real good faith negotiations between 
the Sandinistas and the Democratic Resistance. And as called 
for in the Guatemala Agreement, a negotiated cease-fire must be 
negotiated between the parties to the conflict. 


You know that we have put great stock in the fact that 
this is a regional process. [t's working because it's a 
regional process and because it is supported by the Central 
Americans themselves. And it would be a mistake for the United 
States to inject itself into this negotiating process. It's 
not our role to mediate between Nicaraguans. 


Q Do you think this -- 


A And, finally, we have to be careful not to 
eliminate the pressure until the objectives of the Arias Plan 
have been met. 


So we have this strategy. It's based on pressure and 
diplomacy -- both of those are important. [t's a strategy 
that's working, and we should stick with it. 


Q Is the Speaker injecting himself in a way that 
you just said the United States should not do? 
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A As I say, I don't really know what the Speaker 
has in mind, and as a consequence, I[ can't really make that 
kind of judgment 


Q Well, does the Secretary -- 


4 What I'm trying to emphasize is that what we're 
trying to do here is to keep the pressure on and to give 
diplomacy a chance, and both of those are important. So that 
it's a mistake, as I said, for the U.S. to get involved in this 
cease-fire negotiating process, -- 


Q Well, that's what -- 


A -- which is not our business; and secondly, there 
is always the risk of some confusion arising when there are a 
number of parties getting into the act. 


Q Chuck, should Congressional leaders, when they're 
talking to foreign governments, keep the State Department 
informed of what they're doing? Is it unusual that you don't 
know what the Speaker is doing? 


a I don't have any way to make that judgment. 


Does the Secretary feel that the Speaker should 
have told him about what he was doing when they met? You say 
that the Speaker didn't tell the Secretary that he planned 
these meetings. It was pretty well known among reporters. 


Does the Secretary feel that he should have been told 
that by the Speaker? 


A I don't really have any specific comment to 
offer. I can only state the facts that the Secretary was not 
informed during that meeting he had. But beyond that, in terms 
of why that was the case, you'll have to talk to the Speaker's 
office. 


Q Are there in fact legal limitations on what -- I 
mean, Ortega is not just some diplomat; he's a Head of State. 


) I don't think there's any problem with Members of 
Congress meeting with Heads of State or other foreign leaders 
at all. 


Q But if they become involved in more than just 
conversations, but involved in diplomacy, as it were, are there 
not some restrictions on those activities? 
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a I'm not qualified to answer that question. As I 
said, since we don't really know what the Speaker intends, it's 
really hard for me to get into questions which are based on a 
hypothetical. | 


Q Would the Speaker -- did he eventually inform the 
Secretary, or did the Secretary learn from some other source? 


A When the Secretary heard these reports after his 
return from the Hill, Assistant Secretary Fox called the 
Speaker's office and then learned that in fact such a meeting 
had been scheduled for today. 


Q Well, Chuck, we're left with the inference -- or 
we're left that you are implying criticism of the Speaker for 
not informing the Secretary of something as crucial as a 
mediation effort like this. Would it be wrong for us to jump 
to that conclusion? 


5 Your conclusions are always your own, Jim, and I 
don't want to be involved in a process of telling you where to 
jump or not. (Laughter) Not that I could influence you very 
much anyway probably. But what ['m trying to point out more 
essentially is trying to put the focus where it ought to be, 
which is on the strategy that we have had in place now for a 
number of years which is starting to produce results, and it's 
a strategy which, if for no other reason, it's working, is one 
that we need to stick to. And so that's what most concerns us. 


Q Chuck, has Mr. Wright and people in Congress 
helped produce those results? 


a The Speaker, as you know, was part of an effort 
with the President some months ago. 


Q Well, whatever else -- 


a So Members of Congress have been at various 
stages, part of the process. There's no doubt about that. 


Q Have they been a constructive part of the process? 


A Well, there have certainly been many constructive 
moves on the part of the Congress. 


Q You're not prepared to say that Speaker Wright 
has done anything which has displeased the Administration, is 
that correct? 
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4 As I say -- and ['ll say it again, but [ think 
I've said it already -- given the fact that one doesn't really 
know what the Speaker's intentions are, it's difficult to make 
that kind of a judgment. So what I'm trying to do is address 
it in the abstract, to say that one has to beware of a number 
of things which undercut our strategy. Those kinds of things 
meaning we've got to make sure that the element of pressure 
stays relevant, in place; that the Sandinistas don't believe 
there is some way to have what might be only a facade of 
negotiations, then succeed in getting rid of the element of 
pressure, and then forgetting about the negotiations. 


That's why the objectives put forth in the Arias Plan 
have to be met first, and that's why the President has said, 
"If there are serious negotiations, then we'll sit down ina 
regional setting." All of this is part of a strategy that has 
been ongoing. 


Q You seem to be saying that what you're afraid is 
that somebody's going to negotiate away the Contras in these 
cease-fire negotiations, but if the U.S. -- if it's not the 


State Department, that someone else could. It's the element of 
pressure, as you say, negotiate away the Contras, because they 
are duped into believing they're -- in some way. I mean, is 
that -- 


A Well, I've said what I have to say. If you have 
questions, ['m not going to try to then rephrase my statements 
to match yours. 


Q I just have a question, Chuck: When you said 
that Assistant Secretary Fox called Wright, in the course of 
the conversation did he say, “Well, listen, what are you up 
to? What's going on? Why didn't you say this?" And did he 
get any sort of answers from Speaker Wright that he relayed to 

‘ the Secretary? 


a Assistant Secretary Fox spoke to members of the 
Congressman's staff, not to the Speaker himself, is my first 
point. But basically the result of that conversation was to 
confirm that indeed there was a meeting scheduled this morning. 


Q Anvthing else happen? 
A I don't have other details beyond that. 
Q Did that produce any future change in behavior 


that you would like to note? [s there anything from the Hill 
that you find a little more to your liking now so -- 
procedurally as a result of these conversations? 


a I don't know quite how I can answer that. 
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Q Well, better coordination. Do you think there's 
the promise now of better coordination and the Secretary being 
informed, perhaps, of what leading figures on the Hill intend 
to do before they do it? [Is that likely to come out of this? 


a I don't know that I could draw that conclusion. 
I don't know that it won't happen. But -- 


Q Chuck, what you just said, did Speaker Wright 
call the Secretary this morning after his round of discussions? 


= I don't believe so, but I haven't seen the 
Secretary since about 12:00 o'clock, so beyond that point, I 
don't know. 


Q Chuck, when the Secretary saw the Speaker 
yesterday, the Speaker had already met once with President 
Ortega. The Cardinal was on his way to Washington with the 
general expectation that he'd see the Speaker. Did Wright and 
the Secretary, or did the Secretary ask the Speaker what he was 
doing at that time? 


2) As I say, in this exchange of views on Central 
America, there were obviously some references to discussions 
that the Speaker had had with President Ortega. The Secretary 
also from his side put forward very much a presentation of U.S. 
strategy as I have just indicated, including the fact that it's 
a mistake for the U.S. to interject itself in this negotiating 
process and similar elements of our strategy as you know it. 


Q Did the Secretary express -- 


a But it didn't have anything to do with these 
plans or these meetings that you're asking about now. 


Q Did the Secretary express some of the same 
thoughts that you've just expressed here directly to the 
Speaker yesterday. 


a Yes. 


Q About as far as don't get -~— undercut our 
strategy, etc. 


A Well, L'm not going to go into the specifics, but 
the one specific [ will offer, which [ just did, is the 
observation that this is a regional process to be accomplished 
between regional states, and in the case of Nicaragua, between 
Nicaraguans, and that it would be a mistake for the United 
States to inject itself into the process of negotiating. 
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Q Was he referring in that statement to the 
Administration it shouldn't inject itself, or that the Congress 
or the Speaker shouldn't inject themselves? 


S I'm not going to go into the details of who 
specifically was mentioned. It was a general reflection on how 
the United States should conduct itself. 


Q If there is some kind of progress or some kind of 
commonality that comes out of these meetings with the Speaker, 
would the State Department be hard pressed to support that or 
ally itself with whatever comes out of it? 


A That's a judgment that you can make on the basis 
of what I have described as our strategy. The fact of the 
matter is that the Democratic Resistance has no desire to 
negotiate in this country. They believe negotiations are to 
take place in Managua. The Central Americans believe it ought 
to be a regional process that takes place in the region, and we 
have shared that perspective. 


So what I'm trying to do is to sketch out for you a 
framework to the extent that negotiations, as called for in the 
Guatemala Agreement, get underway. That's something, of 
course, that we have supported. 


Q When you say "United States" -- 


a) But, you know, the reason these negotiations are 
getting underway is because of the strategy. It's not because 
of any other activities here or there. [c's because the 
Sandinistas finally decided that they had to at least make an 
effort to begin complying with what the Guatemala Agreement 
called for, and that's the result of this strategy and pressure 
and diplomacy. That's what's brought them there, and that is 
what's going to keep them going down this road, if that is what 
they really intend to do. 


Q When you and the Secretary refer to the United 
States, you're referring to the entire Government, [ take it -- 
the three branches of Government. 


fs) You're familiar with the United States. 
Q That's what you're referring to. (Laughter. ) 
Q Just a minor clarification. When you say that 


it's a mistake for the U.S. to inject itself into this process, 
you mean specifically the process of negotiating a cease-fire? 
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“ That's right. The President has made clear that 
in other ways, in a regional setting, there are things to talk 
about at the appropriate time. 


Q Chuck, can we switch? And I understand you were 
on the Gulf. I mean [I came in late, but I don't imagine you 
answered the question that I have, which is: Is there an 
intention to sell Stinger missiles to Bahrain? 


- Don't have anything on that. 
Q Do you have any guidance on arms sale to Bahrain? 
“ No. 


Q Chuck, I don't know whether the question was 
asked yesterday, but there was a story in The Washington Post 





based on the interview with Jaruzelski -- in The Post yesterday. 
Aa It was asked. 
Q It was asked, yes. 
A And [I gave a very lengthy answer. But the Press 
Office can provide you with that today. 
Q Chuck -- 
4 Just a second. Hank had a question. 


Q Can you comment on Peggy Say's call in the Oped 
piece in The Times today for a special envoy on the hostages? 





A First, as ['ve said before, we understand and 
share Mrs. Say's deep concern for her brother and other 
Americans held hostage. Our policy is, has always been, and 
continues to be that we welcome contacts with any person or 
group -- including the captors -- to discuss the hostages. 


We have repeatedly expressed our willingness to meet 
with parties claiming to hold hostages in order to discuss 
release. But we believe that high-profiled efforts, such as 
the naming of a special envoy, are less likely to yield results 
than our quiet efforts. 


We believe there are already sufficient senior people 
working hard to obtain the freedom of our citizens. 


And the basic problem here is not one of communication 
but rather the kidnappers' unacceptable demands. These demands 
include the release of terrorists being held in another country 
for, among other things, murder and the bombing of the American 
and French Embassies in Kuwait. 
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Wwe don't favor making concessions to obtain our 
hostages' release, as Mrs. Say herself notes. 


Q On another subject, there are reports this 
morning that further investigation into the Lonetree case 
suggests that perhaps Lonetree did not anticipate or help 
Soviet agents into the Embassy in Moscow. I'm curious as to 
whether the State Department now believes that the security of 
the Embassy was compromised, as it believed beforehand. 


a Of course, Lonetree has been charged and 
convicted of a number of items which include espionage, 
conspiracy, failure to report contacts with citizens of a 
Soviet Bloc country, failure to obey regulations, larceny, and 
disclosing the identity of American intelligence agents. 


He was found guilty of all 13 charges against him on 
August 2ilst, 1987. 


There is no doubt, in a general sense, that he caused 
damage to the national security through the information that he 
provided to the Soviets for which he was convicted. 


Now, concerning the extent of the damage, what has to 
be done in a situation like this in the early going time period 
that you're referring to when all the facts are not clear, is 
to assume what we said at the time -- a worst-case scenario. 

We have had document cases of Soviet efforts to penetrate our 
Embassy prior to this. 


You may recall three years ago, when a number of 
bugged typewriters were found in two of our Soviet Missions -- 
so that based on the information we received initially in the 
Marine investigation, we had to assume that the opportunity 
again existed for this and other types of penetration. And the 
only prudent action we could take was to assume the worst, 
reassess the status of our security in Moscow and Vienna and 
take appropriate corrective action. And that's what happened. 


Q But do you this time believe as strongly as you 
might have before that the security of that particular Embassy 
was compromised? 


‘ Again, the damage assessment is a long process -- 
an ongoing process -- and in the end it's not one on which we 
comment publicly because it's not in our interest to tell the 
other side what we eventually learn or don't learn. 


4) Is the Administration delaying the report on 
Soviet violations because of the next summit? I'm referring to 
the story this morning in The Washington Times. 
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+ Tnat report is due sometime in the future, I 
believe, so I think any questions concerning delay are a bit 
premature. 


Q Back on Latin America, the White House announced 
some measures against Brazil this morning because of a trade 
dispute. The Secretary saw the Brazilian Foreign Minister I 
think on Wednesday at the OAS. Did he at that time warn the 
Brazilians of these coming measures? 


+ They had a full discussion on that particular 
issue, and I'm sure the Brazilian Minister was aware of what 
was in the works. 


Q What does the Department think of Jesse Jackson's 
plans to go to the Persian Gulf and meet with U.S. servicemen? 
Is it supporting that, do you know? 


A I don't have any reflections on that. 


Q There was another convoy in Ethiopia that was 
attacked, apparentiy today, by Eritrean Liberation Force 
guerrillas. Apparently it was not carrying food relief, but 
nevertheless people are worried that this means it's going to 
be even harder to get aid where it's needed Do you have 
anything further on that and any comment on it? 


4 Not really. I think you've captured it pretty 
much. 


The only information I have is that we understand the 
attack was not on a relief convoy but on a commercial convoy. 
But, nonetheless, we continue to be concerned by the escalation 
of the fighting in the north. And that's a continuing concern. 


Q Apparently this time around the United States has 
agreed to pay in-country transportation relief. If it becomes 
necessary to fly relief food inland, would we be prepared to 
pay those higher costs as well? 


7 At this point I just don't know about those kinds 
of questions. 


Q Chuck, there's a story in today's Post on Israeli 
relations with Mozambique and the U.S. involvement. Do you 
have anything current on that? 


ia On the question of contacts between Mozambique 
and any other country, we have encouraged the Government of 
Mozambique to continue its efforts to broaden its international 
relations across the board. The U.S. favors improvement of 
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relations and contacts of all kinds between the governments and 
people of Mozambique and Israel as part of this process, and we 
have done what we can to encourage it. 


On the question of technical assistance programs, 
first, in general, we have supported Israeli participation in 2 
variety of economic aid projects in Africa where there is a 
need for expertise, which the Israelis have -- for example, 
irrigation. 


There is a Congressionally-mandated account for this 
kind of assistance. 


And in keeping with this cooperative effort, we have 
indicated to the Government of Israel our willingness to 
support appropriate technical assistance projects in 
Mozambique. The exact nature of the projects, the Israeli role 
and our support, are still under consideration. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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MR. REDOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, cgood afternoon. 
One announcement. Secretary Shultz will participate in the 
ON-THE-RECORD Third Annual Juarez Lecture on Tuesday, November 
17, in the Loy Henderson Conference Room. He will introduce 
the Juarez lecturer, Minister Carlos del Rio Rodriguez, 
President of the Mexican Supreme Court of Justice. That should 
occur at about 7:00 p.m. 


The program is part of the Lincoln-Juarez Lecture 
Series initiated by Secretary of State Shultz and Mexican 
Secretary of Foreign Relations Sepulveda, in April 1983. 
Should you have any questions, please contact Mary Katherine 
Kirk of the Bureau of Public Affairs at 647-1645. 


Q The State Department may have seen the reports 
out of Nairobi that four American journalists were beaten up by 
the Kenyan police, apparently without provocation. Have you 
had a chance to look into it? Have you done anything about it? 


a I have some limited information. We understand 
from our Embassy, as you say, that four journalists, including 
one American, Patrick Moser of AP*, were beaten and detained 
briefly on Sunday while covering a student demonstration in 
Nairobi. The four were later released The American Embassy 
has protested this police action, and we understand that other 
embassies have done likewise. 


Q Just for the record, Moser is UPI. 
a UPI? 
Q Yes. Apart from the protest. does the State 


Department see any concerted attempt by the Kenyan Government 
to intimidate press coverage? 


"Mr. Moser was incorrectly identified as an AP reporter. 
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a At this stage, at least, [I don't have anything i 
could offer by way of further analysis that shows this is part 
of a broader new issue. We have had, as you know, over time, a 
number of concerns and we've talked about those here before. 
But in this particular context, ['m just not yet at a point 
where I'd say anything further. 


Q Chuck, on Kenya, they've apparentiy deported 
seven Americans for trying to overthrow the government. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


s The Kenyan emigration authorities advised our 
Embassy in Nairobi that seven American missionaries left 
Nairobi on Friday the 13th, after having been presented with a 
deportation letter. This action was presumably taken as a 
result of allegations these people were plotting to overthrow 
the Kenyan Government. 


These allegations are patently absurd. The reports of 
the alleged plot appear to be based on a memo which we believe 
to be a forgery. We're looking into it, and we'll be providing 
that kind of information to the Kenyan Government. 


Q Different subject? What about reports that 


senior Administration officials consider Jin Wright to be a 
point man for Ortega? 


a Were you here on Friday? 
Q No. 


fe) We had a long discussion on that issue on 
Friday. I made a number of points and a rather long 
Statement. But beyond that, I don't really have anything 
further unless there's some specific questions. 


Q On a specific question: Wright, over at the 
White House this morning, said that some in the State 
Department really didn't want the peace process to work. He 
said also that Shultz had not opposed what he was doing -- that 
Shultz knew about it beforehand And, lastly, he said that the 
Administration has been treating Central Americans like 
inferiors, humiliating them in public and that sort of stuff. 
Could you address those specifics? 


“ I'll address them in somewhat random order, 
starting on the question of the Secretary Just to go back to 
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where I was on Friday, the Secretary, of course, did not know 
about the Obando/Wright/Ortega meeting on Wednesday at the time 
he met with Speaker Wright. But even on that occasion and 
during that meeting, he advised in a more general discussion, 
against Americans of any kind becoming involved in this 
negotiating process which ought to be between Nicaraguans, and 
which ought to take place in Central America and not in 
Washington. 


In a phone call later that night, initiated by the 


Speaker -- at that point, of course, the Secretary had learned, 
because we had made inquiries of the proposed meeting for 
Thursday -- the Secretary made it clear he thought this meeting 


was a bad idea, and he repeated again that ceasefire 
negotiations should be conducted by Nicaraguans and should be 
held in Central America. 


Concerning the claim the State Department somehow 
deals with Central Americans as inferiors, I'm not quite sure 
which Central Americans the person who made the remark has in 
mind. As all of you know, with the Central American 
democracies, at least, we have very close and cordial 
relations. The Secretary meets frequently with people from all 
of those countries. 


Ambassador Busby has gone again today for another 
round of meetings in the Central American democracies. He has 
done that almost on a weekly basis. He routinely sees all of 
those people, and has been very much part of a process of 
seeking their advice, seeking their guidance, on how one 
proceeds in what is essentially a Central American effort. 


So I think one could do a lot of asking around through 
Central America and it would be difficult to find, I would 
think based on my own personal experiences in these meetings, 
that kind of observation -- that we're treating them as 
inferiors, at least the ones with whom we're dealing. 


Q And the last point, Chuck, about the peace 
process -- 


A On the peace process, let me just recap this 
again in brief terms, some of this i said on Friday. But the 
first point is that our objective in this Department and this 
Administration is to give the Guatemala Agreement every chance 
to succeed. 


Our approach to this is based on the elements of the 
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Guatemala Accord itself. That Accord, for example, does not 
say peace at any price. [It recognizes first and foremost real 
peace depends on steps toward democracy in Nicaragua -- that 
real peace can only be guaranteed by the emergence of a 
democratic Nicaragua. 


It's in that context the Agreement calls for 
irreversible steps toward democracy. Steps, which by any 
standard, the Sandinistas have not taken. So there remains a 
lot of skepticism, and rightly so, about Sandinista intentions. 


Going back to what I said on Friday, that's why it's 
so important to keep in place both elements of our strategy -- 
the pressure as well as the diplomacy. It's in that spirit the 
Administration welcomed the Sandinista decision to negotiate 
with the Democratic Resistance. 


They should be Nicaraguan negotiations between 
Nicaraguans to resolve a Nicaraguan problem. They should take 
place in Nicaragua and not in Washington. 


But we've also made clear we must wait and see if 
these are to be serious, good faith negotiations or only a 
charade to score political points. 


In the meantime, we have to avoid sending confusing 
signals which indicate in any way a lessening of our commitment 
to see a truly democratic Nicaragua. [t's far too early, as I 
said on Friday, to abandon the element of pressure which has 
helped to bring us where we are today. We should not allow the 
Sandinistas to believe they can obtain that objective of 
lessening the pressure without first taking some long-overdue 
steps toward democracy. 


Q Do you have any comment on the peace plan itself, 
or the ceasefire plan proposed by the Sandinistas? 


rs) As I said, this is essentially between 
Nicaraguans, so I would refer to what the Democratic Resistance 
itself has said. A number of quotes go to the same effect, but 
essentially they have said "this is not a proposal for a 
ceasefire; it's a proposal for surrender." 


That being the case, it's obviously not the best 
starting point for negotiations, but it 1s a starting point. 
The Resistance has said it will be putting forward its own 
proposals 
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Q Chuck, going back to this issue about peace over 
there having to be made amongst Nicaraguans and Jim Wright's 
involvement as not being something acceptable. If I recall 
correctly, Jim Wright got involved in this initially at the 
President's own initiative, so wouldn't the President have been 
violating the dictum that the State Department is giving now? 


A Not at all. There were very specific reasons for 
that Wright-Reagan plan as it was put together, at the time it 
was put together, and I don't think there is any conflict 
between that and what I've just said. 


Q You're talking about how Americans should not be 
involved in the peace process, that it should be among the 
Nicaraguans. But are you suggesting there is no 
behind-the-scenes activity involving the State Department -and 
the Nicaraguan Resistance preparing for ceasefire negotiations? 


aq I'm talking about the negotiations themselves. 
To the extent negotiators or others need help, in a technical 
sense, in defining what ceasefires might or might not include, 
in that kind of a thing, that's a different sort of question. 
We're talking here about negotiations per se. 


Q Would you have objection, then, if Wright 
provides these four individuals to advise the Cardinal, if he 
wants the advice, on these very technical questions? 


a Again, Cardinal Obando will, presumably, make his 
own decisions about advisers. The format and the details of 
the negotiations have yet to be worked out between the parties, 
but as far as the talks themselves are concerned -- as I've 
indicated in response to an earlier question -- we feel these 
are between the Sandinista regime and the Democratic 
Resistance, and they should be left to Nicaraguans. 


Q Is that a “no"“ that you don't object? I don't 
quite understand it. 


a That's an answer. 


Q It doesn't really parse. 


Chuck, two questions: One, why do you care where 
the talks are? I mean if they decide they want to meet in some 
place else besides Central America, what difference does it 
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make? And two, there are instances every day of the United 
States getting involved in a mediation role in one dispute or 
another, why do you think that it's not a good idea for 
Americans to be involved as mediators and facilitators in this 
set of negotiations? 


A The first point concerning venue is again one for 
the two sides and the mediator to determine. The Resistance 
has made it clear, however, it doesn't think these talks should 
take place in Washington, for example. We share that point of 
view. 


The point I'm trying to make is this is a regional 
peace plan. It's a conflict between Nicaraguans that has to be 
resolved, and as a consequence, there is a certain logic to the 
fact these talks ought to take place in Managua, for example, 
just as talks elsewhere in the region have taken place in those 
countries. 


There's just no way to make comparisons from one set 
of negotiations to another. They all have their specific 
peculiarities; they all come with a certain historical 
context. So what [I've tried to lay out for you in this case is 
the rationale for why we believe the process which has shown 
results, a process which because it has pressure in it, has 
finally brought the Sandinistas to agree that yes, at least 
some sort of negotiations are necessary. And, now we just have 
to stay on that track. We have to see if these are going to be 
serious, good faith negotiations or not. 


Q On that, Chuck, will the United States invite 
Nicaragua to participate in these regional discussions with the 
other Central Americans once these negotiations are underway 
bilaterally, face-to-face, between the Sandinistas and the 
Contras or with these indirect talks with Obando as an 
intermediary? 


a First, your presumption is that the United States 
invites anyone -- 


Q Forget the word “invite,” just the United States 
(inaudible) -- 


a These will be Central American talks, if we get 
to that point, so they will be under the auspices of the 
Central Americans. The United States, as the President said, 
would be willing to participate in those talks. They are ina 
regional setting, but there would be a wide range of issues on 
the table, including those that concern the democracies, and 
including those that concern Nicaragua 
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Q So would the ‘'inited States be willing to 
participate in those talks if the Sandinistas held serious 
negotiations with the Contras indirectly, with Obando as 
intermediary -- 


A -- I refer you to what the President said. That 
is is a definitive statement and that's exactly what I would 
say, no more, no less. 


Q Well, he just said serious negotiations; he did 
not specify indirect or direct. However, last Friday, I 
believe, Mr. Fitzwater used the word "direct," so I'm trying to 
get a clarification as to whether we'd be willing to talk to 
them, if they are holding indirect talks with the Contras. 


A The key words are those of the President, and he 
said “serious negotiations," so [I'll just stick with what he 
said. 


Q If only one side has submitted a proposal, and 
you're waiting for the other side to reply, which side is 
serious? And how do you determine seriousness in a negotiation? 


2) We have to give them some time to take place. 
The fact that only one side has submitted proposals is 
temporary -- first point. Second point, it's been the side 
which you now point to as having submitted "a proposal" -- 
although one could argue it is not a ceasefire proposal but 
rather a surrender proposal -- nonetheless, it is that side 
which has consistently refused the whole concept of 
negotiations over many months and years. So we have, 
hopefully, signs that in fact the Sandinistas are willing to 
engage in negotiations. 


The Resistance will be putting forth their proposals, 
and we'll have to give this some time to see if, in fact, we 
end up with real negotiations. 


Q Chuck, is the U.S. Government leaving the whole 
Nicaraguan situation to discussions between the two conflicting 
parties of Nicaragua, including what was considered all the 
time as a security problem, dating from the Nicaraguan regime? 

A Are you filing stories on Central America now? 

(Laughter) 


Q I'm glad to see that. That's broadening -- 
That's a good question. 
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Q Why not? 


a I think I've answered both parts of those 
questions in response to previous ones. 


Q Chuck, on the pressure track which you referred 
to, does the Administration expect this week that some of its 
friends on the Hill will propose the allocation of another $30 
million or so for humanitarian aid to the Democratic Resistance? 


a I don't know exactly what time line that 
particular request is on. You're referring, I think, to the 
long-term, continuing resolution where people on the Hill have 
indicated their plans to include money in the non-lethal area -- 


Q Yes. 


A -- for the Resistance. I just don't know what 
they plan to propose and when. You'd have to stay in touch 
with them. 


Q This is on a related issue, but this report that 
was released this morning by a caucus in Congress about U.S. 
aid toward £1 Salvador and how it's being misdirected? 


a First, my comments have to be seen in the light 
we were not given an advance copy of this report, despite our 
request to the caucus for an opportunity to review its 
conclusions. But we do reject the assertion we have seen in 
press reports -- and [I assume they're correct -- we reject the 
assertion the aid is not being used as intended. We have 
consulted fully with Congress on all of our aid programs to E€1 
Salvador. 


U.S. economic assistance to El Salvador is directed to 
economic and social development of the types the caucus itself 
recommends. In accordance with U.S. policy, none of it is 
under the control of the Salvadoran military. The U.S. 
provides food aid and funds basic human needs activities such 
as health, education, child survival, as well as programs which 
support the consolidation of democratic government and revival 
of the economy. 


A small portion of U.S. economic assistance is used 
for restoration of public services and the repair of economic 
and social infrastructure such as power grids, roads, bridges 
which have been sabotaged by the guerrillas, without which 
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delivery of basic human needs assistance would be impossible. 
And finally, since 1982, repeated audits by the Inspector 
General of the Agency for International Development and by the 
General Accounting Office confirm U.S. economic assistance to 
El Salvador is well managed, subject to tight financial 
controls and consistent with the intent of Congress. 


Q Chuck, I meant to ask if the dangers to U.S. 
security, talked about all the last six years at least, 
emanating from the Sandinista regime in Nicaragua, 300 miles 
away from the U.S. borders, is left to the negotiations between 
the two conflicting parties in Nicaragua? 


A First, we've had talks in the past with the 
Sandinistas on those kinds of issues going back to the 
so-called Manzanillo talks. We are at a stage in the process 
now which is aimed at bringing peace to the region, which calls 
first and foremost for democratization. President Arias and 
others have said this is not going to succeed if democracy is 
not brought to Nicaragua. So the plan calls for a number of 
things to happen. We know what those are. They include 
ceasefire negotiations between the parties. That's the stage 
we are at now. 


When we talk about potential talks in the future ina 
regional setting, then there are other kinds of security 
concerns that are not addressed specifically in the Guatemala 
plan that would be among the subjects for discussion. 


Q Do you have a response to the Honduran Foreign 
Minister's speech at the OAS General Assembly last week, in 
which he offered to discuss with Nicaragua the withdrawal of 
U.S. troops in exchange for the withdrawal of Soviet advisers 
from Nicaragua? 


A No. 


Q What will the repercussions be if indeed it was 
proven some of that aid that went to El Salvador supposedly for 
non-military things was, in fact, going to military ends? 


Qa First of all, as I've said, there have been many 
audits, there have been many studies. The people who are 
expert in this can give you a lot more details as to what is 
involved here. The particular report that is being referred to 
here seems to have a different concept, in some ways, of what 
is military and what is economic, and that's why I just tried 
to point out when you have to deal with such things as 
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repairing the effects of guerrilla sabotage, those are very 
crucial aspects of building democracy and providing economic 


support. But I'll let the experts -- who I'm sure are 
available to return your phone calls -- get into more detail. 

Q Chuck, -- 

A Somebody else who hasn't had a question, Roy, and 


then we'll come back. Sorry. 
Q Different subject. 


Q Still on Nicaragua: In the Washington Post piece 
yesterday, a senior official was quoted as saying to the effect 
that Speaker Wright's participation had “screwed up" the U.S. 
policy in dealing with Nicaragua. 


Do you share the language and the thinking that this 
senior official was expressing? 


a I never feel myself compelled to reply to any 
background or source stories -- 


Q Well, could you -- 


A -- regardless of how I feel about them. I've spoken 
to questions directly, and that's what [I have to say. 


Q Could you comment on the substance, though? I 
mean, is Wright seen as having actually blocked U.S. policy? 
Do you see that now today? 


a I have spoken Friday and today on the subject at 
some length, and [I think ['ve said what [ want to say. 


Q Well, just one further follow-up, it seems to me 
what's happened since last Thursday, or last Wednesday, is that 
the talks have, in a sense, begun because you've got proposals 
being made. Wright has been deeply involved in this. He has, 
in away, facilitated it. So I have a hard time understanding 
what officials might be saying here, and even some of your own 
statements, that he is interfering with the process. It seems 
to me he's speeding it up 


2) Roy, I'd like you to just look at the details of 
everything ['ve said today. as well as what [ said on Friday, 
and then if you'd care to talk privately, I'd help you to see 
perhaps some of the nuances in there that don't seem to be 
getting through. 
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Q Can I just come back to this for one second? Was 
Shultz a participant in that White House meeting today -- 


. Yes. 


Q -—- with the President. And at that meeting did 
he actually rebuke the Speaker? 


A I don't have any commentary on the contents of 
the meeting, but you should stay in contact with the White 
House if they have something to say. 


Q What was the origin of the meeting? Do you know? 
2 No. 


There was a report published in Tel Aviv a few 
days ago called the Landau Report by the Israeli Internal 
Security Service which reported practices against Palestinian 
prisoners and detainees. The report indicates that their 
confessions were extricated by force -- physical pressure at 
all times. Does the State Department, in view of the 
consideration of human rights in the occupied territories, have 
anything to say on this report? 


A I don't have any comment. 


Q Could you take the question, please, because this 
is stirring a lot of controversy inside Israel, and some of the 
heads of the government there are concerned about these 
findings? 


a You should be in touch with the Israeli 
authorities then. 


Q Do you have anything new on the accusations made 
by Mr. Shultz against Israeli connections, military 
connections, with Iran? They are wenying. They are talking 
about accusations made by the Secretary. and they are denying 
outright what is said to be accusations by the Secretary. Do 
you have anything on that? 
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a This particular story has been reported widely 
over the past several weeks and the shorthand answer is. as we 
do with any reports concerning arms to Iran from whatever 
source, we raise them. We have raised reports that concerned 
Israel with Israeli authorities. And. they have said. as you 
point out, they find no credibility to such reports They have 
investigated them, and they find no evidence that in fact such 
shipments have occurred 


Q Israeli reports say that as recently as the time 
when President Herzog of Israel was here, Secretary Shultz 
raised the subject with him, and it was denied by the Israelis. 


z Well, I'm not going into the when or where, but I 
think I've answered the question 


Q Chuck, any development in the Gulf? Any comment 
on the developments? 


2 No. 


Q Chuck, the Secretary General of the United 
Nations last week said something to the effect that their 
fiscal situation would become dire next month if the United 
States did not pay some sum by December Do you have anything 
to respond to that? 


- I don't have it with me today I've gotten a lot 
of the statistics, and I have those available in the office. 


Q Fair enough. 


. The basic poixrt is that the Administration. as 
you know, has put forward proposals which would get us the kind 
of money we need to meet our United Nations commitments. 8ut. 
at this point, we haven't succeeded in getting that from the 
Congress. 


Q Then these would be also by way of response to 
Mr. Perez de Cuellar's comments as well. I mean, they would 
address that even indirectly. I suppose? 


a To the extent they addressed these budgetary 
problems the U.N. is suffering. yes 


Q Less than two weeks remain before Haiti's 
presidential election. The Election Council there is saying 
that the government is not providing adequate security. Any 
comment? 
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a. First, a status report as to what happened over 
the weeken@. Port-au-Prince was Quiet. The kind of violence 
we had seen previously. arson and gunfire, has largely 
subsided. Concerning the question of security, which is one 
we've talked about before. this is an internal Haitian matter. 
But. as I have said. we encourage a more cooperative, 
conciliatory effort between the Election Committee and the 
government, each of which has an important role to play in the 
Gemocratization process. We are pleased to note government 
assurances it will provide the security required to ensure 
fair, open elections. 


Q Chuck, would the State Department make available 
the unpublished 25-page report about the °LO Office in New York 
City -- after it was leaked to Jewish and 4ebrew and Israeli 
newspapers -- make it available to us here, or possibly could 
we have a copy of this? 


3 I don't know of any plans to declassify that 
particular report, but I've talked about it before in a more 
general sense. 


Q It was leaked, as you probably know. 
a It's not the first time. 


Q Chuck, has the US. replied positively to the 
Soviets about inspecting some suspected radars? 


2 The U.S. has indicated to the Soviets we are 
prepared to visit the electronics facility in the vicinity of 
Gomel to examine the Pawn Shop and Flat Twin A8™ radars and 
associated equipment moved from Sary Shagan. Furt®ter, we are 
prepared to visit and examine the Pawn Shop radar Wan which the 
Soviets say is located near Moscow. We are discussing the 
Getails of such a visit with the Soviets. 


The history of this is the U.S. has expr@ssed concern 
to the Soviet Union regarding the Flat Twin and tte Pawn Shoo 
ABM radars now relocated at Gomel. These radars were 
previously located at Sary Shagan test range. Our position is 
these radars, if deployed outside of areas permitted by the ASM 
Treaty -- namely ABM test ranges or the Moscow deployment area 
-— would constitute a violation of the treaty. S 


An examination along the lines we have iridicated could 
assist in alleviating our concerns regarding thes® ‘Soviet 
activities 
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Q Chuck, any comment on the request made by Mr. 
Perez, the Foreign Minister of Israel, that the Soviet Jewry 
issue should be included in the agenda of the Summit? 


a I'm not particularly familiar with which request 
you're referring to, but the fact of the matter is that the 
human rights issue is always on the agenda It will be on the 
agenda at the Summit. Deputy Secretary Whitehead is in Moscow 
today for talks with Soviet officials -- and I believe that 
will probably include Foreign Minister Shevardnadze -- 
specifically on questions concerning human rights, and the case 
of Soviet Jewry is certainly important among those. 


Q Can you tell us if Kampelman and Vorontsov have 
got over the last few hurdles toward an INF Treaty in their 
meetings yesterday and today? 


a They haven't gotten over the last hurdle. 
Whether or not they've gotten over some hurdles is another 
question. Both men have said that they've made some progress. 
They haven't resolved all of the issues. They're still meeting 
today. But even after their departure, we will have our 
negotiators there, and hopefully they'll be able to wrap this 
up. 


Q Can you give us a progress report on what they've 
managed to narrow differences on, and what they have not? 


a No. I really can't. You know, there are a 
number of detailed issues with which you're familiar, but I 
can't outline the specifics. 


Q Well, look, can you take one that sort of leapt 
into prominence last week and that was the first stage of the 
SS-20, 25. Have they got that one sorted out? 


a I don't know whether or not it's totally sorted 
out, but on that issue as on many, progress continues to be 
made. It's just a question of getting the final details pinned 
down. 


Q Does that mean, then, that there won't be a 
meeting between Shultz and Shevardnadze. that it's no longer 
necessary, or is that still a possibility? 


2 First, there was never a meeting planned. To say 
“it was no longer necessary”. I would object to the 
terminology. S8ut as ['ve said at the end of last week, there 
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are no plans for such a meeting. We expect the negotiators to 
be able to do this. 


Q Do you have anything on a POW/MIA type meeting in 
Laos over the weekend? 


a) This is the meeting we had talked about before, 
essentially looking at these POW/MIA issues, and I think there 
will be a communique issued at the end of that meeting. So 
until I've seen that, I don't have anything as of now. 


Q All right. Anything on the reports of possible 
increase in Cuban troops in Angola? 


a No. 


Q Rnything on a killing of another American 
military-man in the Philippines? 


a No. 


Q There's a report in a German newspaper, which I 
won't try to pronounce, that's based on Soviet sources in 
Afghanistan that they are prepared to set a one-year timetable 
for a withdrawal, and that in fact the offer may be made at the 
Summit. Have you seen those reports? Do you have any 
comment? And, have you seen any indication that the Soviets 
may actually be moving toward a position on Afghanistan that we 
would find acceptable? 


a I've seen the reports, but that's all I've seen 
-- essentially press reports. You know we have long maintained 
-- as have the Pakistanis -- the prompt and complete withdrawal 


of all Soviet troops from Afghanistan is crucial for any 
settlement to work. And, as I have said many times before, we 
welcome any genuine movement on this issue. But, in the end, 
we measure Soviet intentions by their actions and not their 
words. So we have heard stories, and similar stories, for a 
long time, but those kinds of proposals don't yet seem to have 
come forward at the negotiating table where I think the U.N. 
negotiators said that remains the major stumbling block. 


Q Is 12 months an acceptable figure? 


a We have said consistently the time frame ought to 
be based on logistical considerations, and it should be in 
months, not years. But that's all I'm prepared to say on 
timetable. 
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Q On the same subject, what's the U.S. position 
towards King Zahir Shah of Afghanistan -- ex-King Zahir Shah of 
Afghanistan? Do you envisage certain role for the ex-King for 
the peace talks in Afghanistan, or for the withdrawal for the 
future of the country or -- 


a I don't have any specific commentary on any 
particular specific aspect of the kind that you're pointing 
to. We have said national reconciliation is essential if 
political stability and peace are to be restored in 
Afghanistan, and we see national reconciliation as part of a 
larger process through which the Afghan people will be able to 
freely exercise their right of self-determination. But the 
bottom line in all of this is it's a process for the Afghan 
people. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment, or does the State 
Department have any comment on the restoration of diplomatic 
relations between Egypt and some of the Arab countries after 
the Arab summit? 


A Not beyond the general commentary I had the day 
of the summit communique. 


Q One last question on Central America. The 
Secretary made reference to the aid request being put off until 
January for the Resistance, but he did not put the figure $270 
million over 18 months on it. Has the Administration revised 
its figure in view of the fact that you're delaying the request 
for a vote in the Congress? 


Q I think the Secretary in fact said until next 
year, without quarreling. 


Q That's right. 


Qa But, no, I don't have any further details on 
timing or amounts. 

Roy? 

Q Another Central America question, unless you want 


to save it for my private briefing. Did the State Department 
try to get the meeting called off last Friday? That is to say, 
the Wright/Ovando/Ortega meeting? 


A “Called off." I think are not the words I would 
use. The only calls ['m aware of were concerns expressed by 
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the Speaker when he called the Secretary to say, I understand 
if I see Obando y Bravo and Ortega, you won't meet with the 
Cardinal. To which the Secretary said, he admires the 
Cardinal, he's willing to meet with him, but if in fact this 
meeting were going ahead, then any meeting with the Cardinal 
was going to be misinterpreted as being part of that process. 
And, it was not a process which the Secretary and the 
Administration supported, so he would not be able to meet in 
that context. 


Q Was there a cali before that to the Papal Nuncio, 
expressing the same -- 


A I think I was asked that question at the end of 
the week, and I said the kind of position I have described on 
the Administration's view of the peace process, and how it's 
working, has certainly been described to any and all who care 
to ask or who are part of the process, and that would include 
the Nuncio as well as others. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One statement: 


Today we welcome to Washington a Soviet delegation led 
by Ambassador Yuri Nazarkin, the Soviet representative to the 
Conference on Disarmament. The Soviet delegation will leave 
tomorrow to visit the U.S. Army's chemical munitions 
destruction facility at Tooele, Utah, on November 19 and 20.* 





At the Tooele facility we will brief the Soviets in 
detail on our state-of-the-art pilot plant for the destruction 
of chemical munitions and demonstrate its operation. We will 
also offer the Soviet delegation an opportunity to examine a 
display of current U.S. Army chemical munitions. Ambassador 
Max Friedersdorf, the U.S. representative to the Conference on 
Disarmament, will accompany the Soviet delegation. 


As you know, there are now underway intensive 
multilateral and bilateral negotiations aimed at achieving an 
effective, verifiable and comprehensive ban on chemical 
weapons. Openness on the part of all chemical weapons states 
is essential to achieving such a convention. For the U.S. this 
will be the second international visit to our chemical weapons 
destruction facility. In 1983 the U.S. hosted a group of 
representatives from the Conference on Disarmament. There were 
many participants, but the Soviets, who were invited, did not 
choose to attend at that time back in 1983. 


Jim? 


Q A logistic matter first: I notice at 3:00 
o'clock the Secretary is speaking to a National Council of 
Jewish Women on the record but not open for media coverage. 
There seems to be a contradiction there 


7 The “on the record" in this sense doesn't have 
much bearing. His remarks are to this group and limited to 
that group. It's not that they're classified remarks, but it 
is not open to media coverage. 


*Arrive Utah on November 18 and at Tooele on November 19-20. 
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Q Okay. On the Middle East, Foreign Minister Peres 
of Israel says that the United States and Israel are talking 
about something like a Memorandum of Understanding between the 
two countries which would guarantee U.S. aid levels for an 
indefinite period if Israel would go to a conference, within 
the framework of an international conference. Is there such a 
plan being floated? 


a I just saw that wire a few minutes ago. It rings 
absolutely no bells with me, but I'll take a look at it to see 
if there's anything more. 


Q Just to pin it down then, since it raises no 
bells with you, can we assume that it was not raised by the 
Secretary during his recent trip to the Middle East? 


be Let me leave it with what I've said; [I'll flesh 
that out if I can. But what I have now, based on my initial 
reaction, is what I've given you. 


Q Same subject, please. Do you have anything on 
the meeting of the Joint Committee, the Military/Political 
Committee between Israel and the United States? There were 
reports that there was a meetine in Washington or Tel Aviv. I 
don't remember exactly. 


A What I have is that this particular round of 
meetings being held the 17th and the 18th is a regularly 
scheduled session of this group which was formed in November of 
1983. But as always, as you know, we don't comment on the 
specifics that are under discussion. 


Q At least was it held in -- or it's to be held in 
Washington or in Tel Aviv? 


ms These meetings are in Washington. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything that could bring us 
up to date on whatever plans or tentative plans there are for 
Mr. Gorbachev to speak to Congress? 


A I don't know of any of the details concerning 
that particular issue. I think the best sources are the White 
House as organizers of the summit, the Congress or the Soviets. 


Q Well, also Congress, and we have the story out, 
but I mostly wondered also if State has a view on whether it 
would be a good idea to have Gorbachev speak to Congress. 


Q For summit-related questions, I really have to 
refer you to the White House. 
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Q And while I have the floor, let me ask you 
something only slightly related. There's a Latvian group 
around complaining that Ambassador Matlock would not see their 
representatives in Moscow. Do you know anything about that? 


A No. I haven't heard that report. 


Q How about the arms control talks between 
Kampelman, et al.? 


a I don't have any other details. I see that both 
Ambassador Kampelman and Ambassador Vorontsov have been 
speaking to the press, and they have indicated firsthand how 
the talks are going. 


Q What about a Shultz and Shevardnadze meeting? 
Will they have to before the summit? 


4 No change in what I've said the last two days 
I've been asked. 


Well, it's been fun. 

Q No, no. 

A Oh, I'm sorry. 

Q We're not finished here. (Laughter) 

The Angolan Government is claiming that there are 
plans afoot for U.S. mediation on talks between Angola and 
South Africa, either about Namibia or the Angolan conflict 
itself. Is anything new in the wind? 

4 I don't have anything new on that particular 
issue. You know that we have long been engaged on the subject 


of trying to work on that question; but I spoke to that, I 


believe, last Friday, and I don't have anything new beyond that 
point. 


Q Same topic. Anything today on Castro's threats, 
promises, to beef up the Cuban contingent in Angola? 


M No. 


Q On that, you seem to have an envoy going to 
Luanda at the end of the week from the NSC? 


A Let me take a look at it. I don't have anything 
on that. 
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Q Jumping around as we are: Afghanistan. There 
was a -— I suppose it could be a floater or a balloon, trial 
balloon in the German press that the Soviets now would pull 
out, are willing to pull out, within a year. Is there any 
narrowing that you know of? I know the disagreement is larger 
than time span, but is there any narrowing of the difference 
between the U.S. position and the Soviet position on the 
withdrawal in terms of months? 


A That is, I believe, the same question that I was 
asked yesterday -- 


Q I wasn't here yesterday. 

A I see. 

Q Sorry. 

A -- in res, onse to a story that had been floated 


perhaps somewhere else. But my answer is still the same, I 
don't know of anything specific; that does remain the biggest 
outstanding issue; and what we would really be looking for, as 
always, would be actions, deeds, and not just words. 


Q I understand Mr. Gerasimov has spoken on the 
record of a period of seven months or twelve months for a 
withdrawal. 


Qa I saw that report as well. Again, there are a 
number of these stories floating about. The Soviets know full 
well where the appropriate places are to make serious proposals 
if that's what they have in mind. It's not the first time 
we've heard these kinds of stories, and that's what always 
leads me to say what we're looking for are actions, not words. 


Q Can you verify the story in the Post today about 
an exposure of a revolutionary cell in Egypt consisting of 
followers of Nasser and the allegations that it was exposed to 
American officials by a member of that organization? 


A That's a story which involves an on-going 
investigation. As a v.onsequence, I just can't help on it. 


Q Chuck, last week, the Secretary General of the 
U.N. sent a letter to President Reagan saying that the U.N. 
would not be able to make its payroll next month if the U.S. 
didn't pay part of its dues. Does the U.S. have any intention 
to pay part of its dues, and has the U.S. responded to the 
Secretary General's letter? 
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A Your colleague asked that question yesterday. 


Q But this is another day. 


4 That's for sure, and I can agree with you. But 
you know the Administration has put forward a request for 
money. We still don't have a response. We still don't have 
the money we have asked for. It's something we have been 
working on. But at least as of today, I don't have any news to 
offer as to how much and when we're going to be able to make 
money available. 


Q Has there been a response yet from the U.S. to 
the Secretary General's letter? 


- I don't know whether there's been any formal 
response. Whether or not Ambassador Walters, who is in 
constant contact with U.N. officials, has been able to pass on 
any information, I just don't know. 


Q What is the status of drafting a second U.N. 
resolution now that the Arab Summit is over and yet another 
sort of barrier is out of the way? 


if There hasn't been any change that I know of. 


Q Chuck, a few days ago you welcomed the 
conclusions of the Arab Summit, including the return of 
diplomatic relations with Egypt. Does this mean that you have 
assurances that Egypt is not going to be under any influence to 
go the other direction against the Camp David and peace with 
Israel? 


fs Without getting into the various linkages and 
assurances that your question seems to pose, let me just say, 
based on our discussions while we were in the Middle East not 
all that long ago, the parties to the Camp David agreement 
stand firmly behind it. 


Q Chuck, any meetings scheduled this week again 
between Secretary Shultz and Speaker Wright? 


” I don't know of any. 


Q I have a U.N. question. Is the Administration 
upset? I mean, is there some plan here to purposely slow down 
the payments to the U.N.? You don't seem very concerned about 
it. 


a I don't think you've been following the question 
perhaps as closely as others have. We have been concerned 
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about it. That's why we had raised the issue continuously. 
That's why we have made an effort to gei the funding we believe 
is called for. 


The President's request asked for money to meet our 
obligations, and we're hoping to get that money. Sut, as you 
know, that is not the only budgetary issue where we have thus 
far been unsuccessful in getting the kinds of funds the 
President has requested and which we believe are necessary. So 
we're still working on it, but we have to have a decision that 
Gives us the money. 


Q But if the U.N. is about to go into default, 
isn't there some emergency money the U.S. can get? 


+ No 


Q Chuck, isn't the President's request for U.N. 
funding only full funding for U.S. debts this year and it does 
not address previous debts which still makes the U.S. 
significantly in arrears? 


ca That's right. We have arrearages beyond what we 
owe this year. The way the process works, because we work on a 
fiscal year from September 30 to October 1, our contribution 
for Calendar Year 1987, for the United Nations, is not made 
until we get our FY '88 budget money. And since we don't yet 
have a budoet, we don't have any money. 


Q So technically the President's request doesn't 
meet the U.S.'s international treaty obligations? 


ia All of the statistics are available, and I 
referred your colleague to the Press Office yesterday because I 
can provide all of those figures as to what arrearages are owed 
for regular U.N. dues, what arrearages are owed for 
peacekeeping functions, what we hoped to be able to pay this 
year -- all of that's available. 


Q Well, we'll have an early lunch. Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:33 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Jim? 
Q Chuck, now does the Geneva negotiation stand? 


Ambassador Kampelman is on his way back, [ understand will 
the negotiators who are there be able to finish it up? 


A First, you're right, Ambassador Kampelman is on 
his way back He should be back in Washington this afternoon 
The negotiators continue to ce hard at work in Geneva 


In characterizing, in a more gener:l1 way, the results 


of the meetings between Ambassador Kampelma) and Ambassador 
Vorontsov, I think what comes through is they did resolve a 
number of the outstanding issues But, there are some that 


still remain 


So the current status is the negotiators are there 
They'll continue working Ambassador Kampelman will be back 
this afternoon so he'll be able to report fully, and I'm sure 
officials in both capitals will continue to do what's necessary 
to provide support to the negotiators 


* Are there any messages fiowing back and forth 
between the Secretary and Mr. Shevardnadze’ 
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A I don't have any outlook to offer, if that's what 
you're looking for. What I covld say is -- as part of 
preparations for the summit -- we have had exchanges ina 


number of areas We have had the Deputy Secretary who has just 
come back from Moscow where he had considerable discussiuns on 
questions of human rights We have had Under Secretary 
Armacost who is coming back from Geneva today after talking 
yesterday with Mr. Vorontsov on the whole range of regional 
issues. Those are all categories which will be on the agenda 
for the summit 


The President and the General Secretary will be 
addressing the entire four-part agenda as is normal in our 
conversations with the Soviets 


Q Can it be said yet that the Soviets are prepared 
to support or join the United States in trying to enforce a 
ceasefire in the Gulf with an arms embargo? 


a [ don't want to go beyond what ['ve said before. 
I think everything [I've said accurately characterizes the 
situation. The only reason [ hesitate to do it today, Barry, 
is because anything I say today, you will take as a direct 
reflection of these most recent talks. An! since those are in 
preparation for the summit, I'm not going t» go into them. 

Q ['ll ask you tomorrow Back .o the summit -- 

Q You say Ambassador Kampelman will be back this 


afternoon Will he be reporting to the Secretary of State 
today? 


fe) I'm sure he will 


Q How about the President? Are they going to -- 
will he go over to the White House’ 


4 I don't know if there are any plans for that to 
happen. [ just don't know yet 


Q Chuck, on regional 155u8s5 i} | been reported 
that the Minister of the flurdanian Court, * 4 Odah, in 
Atlanta, claimed Secretary Shult? propused } King Hussein, 


when he met him in Londun,. surt of a mint s mit 
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between Hussein, Assad of Syria, and Shamir, in Washington 
during the summit to be under the auspices of both Mr. Reagan 
and Mr. Gorbachev 


Would you care to comment on the authenticity of this 
claim? 


a No In keeping with the stance the Secretary 
adopted throughout his conversations during his most recent 
trip to the Middle tast, and even before that, I'm not going to 
comment on any reports concerning specifics, proposals, or 
conversations Those are things we believe remain best kept 
among the parties 


Q Are there any planned trips for King Hussein to 
the United States? 


a I don't have anything on that 


Q That's something there is a precedent for 
answering because the Secretary has said, when asked as he left 
the Middle East, “Yes, Shamir was coming. Yes, he had invited 
the Saudis" -- or maybe it's the Egyptians -- but he said he 
had not invited Hussein. Since then, has Hussein been invited? — 


fe) I'm not quarreling with the precedent for talking 
about visits to the U S., since obviously uw announce those 
visits across the whole world But in response to this 
particular question, [ just don't have anything on it. 


Q Well, if we can separate it from this report, in 
his last Fling at Middle East diplomacy, it was clear that Mr 
Shultz thought it was the right time to invite the Israelis and 
the other players, but not to talk to Hussein about coming to 
Washington. And L'm asking you 1f, since then, it has become 
appropriate to have Hussein come here again? 


7 First, that summary is a summary of your 
impressions. But, in any case, [ just don't have anything to 
add to it. 


Q Chuck, would you say this report is erroneous? I 
mean, the publication of this information at the present time 
by someone who is very cluse to Hussein? What's the -- 
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5 I said I have no comment on reports of any kind 


Q As long as you're in that area of the world in 
discussions, are you able today to shed any light at all on 
this so-called Memorandum of Understanding that Peres is 
alleged to have talked about? 


2 {[ can shed a lot of light on that. 

Q Okay. Could you? 

a As I said yesterday, my immediate reaction was it 
didn't ring any bells. And after Further checking, I can say 


that was indeed a correct impression. There as been no such 
proposal. 


Q Okay, now that story or report, came in various 
versions. The persistent version, which [ think you're 
denying, is the Israelis had assurance of stablized aid -~- aid 


flow from the U.S. if they would agree to some sort of a 
conference. There's no basis for that? 


2) No. 

Q All right, but another part of this story is -- 

qa The fact of the matter -- just to go to that one 
aspect of that question - it is a fact of life that aid 


appropriations are made on an annual basis and approved and 
appropriated by the Congress on an annual basis So even the 
underlying thrust of that story has a certain illogic to it. 
But, in any case, there is nothing to that story 


Q One very prominent -- 


Q (Inaudible) 


Q Let me finish, Jim. One very prominent act of a 
Former Secretary of State habitually greased Middle East 
diplomacy with great glubs of aid he was able to offer the 
parties, meaning [srael and Egypt -- at least promised them 
large increases in aid 19 order to make them feel more secure, 
let us say, to proceed with the kind of diplomacy he was 
pushing at the time 
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a Seldom have [ given a more definitive answer. 
Q All right But let's get to the other part of 
the report. The report also says that the US. -- 
Q Let me just raise one point -- 
-~- 1S prepared to guarantee -- you want to go on, 
on that? 
Q There's a more recent precedent for that, which 


is Camp David. There was an aid commitment that went -- 
stretched forward through several Administrations and was 
accepted as a commitment by several Administrations. 


i) I have answered your question on that report in 
no uncertain terms. What more can [ do? 


Q No. Fine But we're just trying to make the 
point that it isn't unprecedented that U.S. aid is used as an 
instrument of diplomacy even though Congress has the job of 
appropriating aid. [fhe requests do initiate with the Executive 
Branch. But one part of the story, which sounds a little more 
in line with what we're familiar with, is «a guarantee of some 
sort -- that Shultz has assured the Israelis if any kind of a 
conference gets to be really unpleasant and unfair, the United 
States will walk out or will support Israel in objecting to the 
conference, you know, jiggered against thei 


a That seems to be a totally different story. 
Q No, no [t's wrapped into one of these stories. 
In fact, one of the leads was that assurances of US. 


Guarantees that [srael would -- 


4 The only thing [I see in common between those two 
stories is the use of the word “guarantee. " 


Q Okay. Well -- 


4 But concerning our point of view toward an 
international conference, if that's what your question is -- 


Q Yes 
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2) -- then the Secretary is clearly on the record 
any number of times on that issue, and that has not changed 


Q While you're talking about foreign aid and 
Congress, Chuck, do you have any comment on Dan Burton, 
Republican from [ndiana, proposing to the Congress that all 
funds to the United Nations agencies, three leading agencies, 
will be frozen until the PLO office is closed -- Section 405, [ 
think, in the foreign aid program? 


A You know what our position has been on the PLO 
Observer Mission. Is that the office we're talking about in 
this case? 


Q Yes Today, which is -- [I think they're working 
on it now in the Congress, or something like that 

3) I've spoken to that any number of times 

Q No. fhis 18 something new which was on the 
agenda, on today's agenda of the Congress, I think, for 
discussion about three agencies You know, United Nations 


Development Program, United Nations Children Fund, and United 
Nations Development Program to hold $222,24%,000 from the 
United Nations funds 


a (irst, I haven't seen that particular bit of 
legislation, but, secondly, as [ have said on the question of 
the PLO Observer Mission in New York, 1 have stated and 
restated how we view that issue 


Q Also on Israel, do you have anything on au.S 
citizen of Palestinian origin who was deportd? 


fe) This involves an American citizen by the name of 
Mr. Awad. We have seen the press reports -- 


Q What's the name again? 


a Mr. Awad A -w-a-d We've seen the press 
reports, but we have nut yet spoken to him Mr Awad is a 
leading advocate of change through non-violent means in the 
occupied territories and, 1 our view, has served as a 
moderating influence in « potentially volatile area We have 

















-8- Wednesday, 11/18/87 


made our views very clear to the Government of [srael 
concerning his case It would be regrettable if the Israeli 
Government does in fact expel him We believe the principles 
of peaceful change and non-violence in the occupied territories 
deserve strong support and encouragement 


Q Chuck, wasn't the Ambassador in Tel Aviv active 
in asking [srael to cease and desist the deportation 
proceedings -- by Mr. Pickering a few days ago, a few weeks ago? 
A Without going into specific actions on behalf of 


specific individuals, y2u do know and you have been aware we 
have been following this case closely Our Embassy, obviously, 
has been actively involved in that We have made our views 
known to the [sraeli Government and, as [ just said, we'll 
continue to do that 


Q As an American citizen, besides the regret if the 
Israelis should do this, what do you think -- other recourse 
the United States Government might take if this should be 
implemented? 


4 I've commented on the situation as it now stands. 
Q Chuck, was there actually a promise or something 
from Israel they will not -- to the State Department -- they 


will not actually deny this person a visa ty» Stay in the West 
Bank? 


a I don't know that particular bit of history. 
What [I'm doing is commenting on how we feel about this case. 

Q Do you have anything today on the POW/MIA mission 
to Laos? 

a No, but ue have been expecting some sort of 


statement at the end of that mission {['ll keep taking a look 
at that and see if we can get something 


Q Apparently. Duniel Ortega in Mexico City has said 
he is wildly enthusiastic abcut the Honduran peace plan which 
would wipe out the various parts of - the various Contra base 
camps along his border Do you have any comment on, first of 
all, the continuation of the debate over the Honduran plan 
which was done by their Awbassadur and/ur Orlega's comments? 
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No. 
Q Yes or no? 
i) No. 


Q Anything on the talks of the Secretary with the 
Kuwaiti Oil Minister tuday? 


A No. I don't have any readout on that. 


Q And any reaction to the attack by the [raqis of 
the nuclear power plant in I[ran? 


a [ don't have any specific reaction. The only 
thing I could add to that story is I haven't seen anything 
which would lead me to believe there's any threat of radiation, 
which has been one of the prominent aspects of that story. 


Q [s the Department going to have any comment or 
reaction to the Congressional report on the Iran/Contra 
hearings? 

A I just don't know. It will c:-pend on what 
questions you have, [ suppose [ don't know that we're 
preparing any statement or prepared reaction, if that's what 
you're getting at. 

Q Yes 

A Not that [ know of 


Q Has a list been drawn up for a verification 
commission on the Wright-Shultz pact? 


fs) Would you like to take part? (Laughter) 
Q Yes. 
a Anything else? 


Do yo ve any fresh guidance on the peace plan 
between Jim Wright George Shulte2? 
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A No. You all have copies, ['m sure. 

Q They've got a deal? Is that -- 

Q They signed it. 

n That's right. You all have copies. 

Q What's going on now -- before the November Sth 
date, Mr. Busby would seem to be down there every three days 
conferring and what -- what are you all doing now? 

a Continuing that same process. Ambassador Busby 


has been there again this week meeting with Central American 
democracies, weeting with other states in the region who -are 
interested in the process. So that's what we intend to 
continue doing. 


Q Okay. Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief reminder that tomorrow, November 20, is the last day 
for filing credentials applications for the summit So if you 


haven't done that yet, hop to it 


W How much of the -- what is known as the -- 
“Gisaggregate database," I believe, which is the inventory of 


medium-range missiles covered by the impending treaty, has been 
turnec over to the United States by the Soviet Union, and what 
is the expectation to get the rest of it? 


f First, we only have some of the required data, as 
you Say The Soviets have not turned over everything that's 
requirec This is in Many ways essential data We neec it in 


the very near future in order to assess its accuracy and its 


jeteness, and there are some things on which we can't 
complete work without it 


I can't give you a percentage figure in terms of how 
much we have and how much we don't have I could just do it in 
amore general sense, as I did, that we do not yet have it all, 
and, of course, in terms of the data that we provided, we did 
that on a reciprocal basis 


We do have all of our data in place in Geneva ready to 
over when the Soviets have theirs 


Q Is it the case that the Soviets have said they 
won't turn over all of it until signature of the treaty? 


& I] hadn't heard that 
Q Are they cetting more specific, though, than they 


hac an the past in the kind of information they're giving you? 
You may not have all you want, but are you getting more 


+ 
specificity than you had before, and isn't that a step forward? 
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ray I guess what you're trying to say is that we had 
the aggregate data some time back. We now have -- 


Q That's what I'm trying to put into English. 
That's exactly what I'm trying to say. 


a We now have some of the disaggregated data. In 
that sense, it is more specific, but it is not yet complete. 
And going back to Matt's question, I don't believe you could 
get to a treaty if indeed you did not have all of this data in 
hand. But the Soviets continue to say that it will be 
forthcoming. 


Q All of it? 


f That's my understanding 1 say, 1 haven't heard 
that story that you referred to at all. 


0 Chuck, on that question, I've seen some 
conflicting accounts, in fact heard some conflicting accounts. 
One problem, according to some accounts, seems to be that the 
Soviets have given figures that don't disaggregate SS-20's and 


SS-4's. Another seems to be that -- another account seems to 
be that the figures don't disaggregate or don't discriminate -- 
differentiate -- between deployed missiles and missiles in 


stockpiles, training and so on. Which of those is correct? 


~ I'm just not going to go into the details of that 
kind. There are various kinds of disaggregated data. Some of 
it has been provided, and some of it hasn't, but that's the 
extent to which I'm prepared to discuss the issue. 


Q Chuck, can I go back? This is a longstanding 
promise that the Soviets didn't deliver on, as far as I 
understand Do you -- can you -- do you make anything of the 


fact that they didn't present this material yesterday until 
Ambassador Kampelman left town? Is it because they couldn't 
quite get things together, or is there some game-playing there 
that is unnecessary? 


= I just don't have any way to speculate on what 
their motivations have been. They continue to say, and have 
said, that they'll present it. We have gotten some of it, but 
not yet all of it. 


Q Did they ever tell you why it's taking them so 
long, because they were supposed to deliver this, what, roughly 
three and a half weeks ago at least, maybe a month ago? Did 
they ever explain? Is it -- I mean, what's behind it as far as 
you're concerned, the piecemeal provision? 
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A I'd just as soon not speculate here as to what's 
behind it. 


Q What about the other issues on verification, the 
question of verification on SS-25's at the sites? Has there 
been any movement on that? 


= Again, I'm just not in a position to go into the 
details on specific issues. The best that I could do would be 
to repeat what 1 said yesterday, which was that a number of 
issues had been resolved during the visit of Ambassador 
Kampelman There are some remaining But I'm not prepared to 
disaggregate them into specific issues 


Q Well, how do you feel] about this? Are you 
angry? Do you -- are you worried that it's going to be a 
treaty stopper? 1 mean, you said moments ago that if you 


didn't have this data, you couldn't have a treaty. Where does 
--? 


~ My answers to your questions are no and no 

Q Not angry 

A This is something, as I said, we'd like to have 
the data. It's one of the things we need to move forward in a 
few areas There are other issues that are still to be 
resolved. The negotiators are working on them I understand 
they're going to be working through the weekend There was or 


there will be an announcement in Geneva today that -- 
concerning the rest of the negotiations, that by mutual 
agreement they have decided to end Round Eight on Monday, the 
23rd, and resume Round Nine on January 14 That takes us 
through the various holiday periods But the INF negotiators 
will continue in session 


Q What about -? 
Q The usual visit by Mr. Shultz? You know, we've 


got to ask you every day, because if he slips off to Geneva, 
anc we didn't ask that day, we're going to be embarrassed. 


s Well -- 
Q Still don't have to run in the big quy? 
ia I think where we stand now is that the Secretary 


has gotten reports from the Deputy Secretary, Mr. Whitehead, 
based on his human rights talks in Moscow. He's gotten reports 
from Under Secretary Armacost on his talks on regional issues, 
and from Ambassador Kampelman on his recent discussions in the 
arms control area which focused almost exclusively in the field 
of INF. 
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So that right now we're in a period of taking stock, 
where we stand in preparation for the summit, because all of 
these are items that will be on the summit agenda. 


Q Taking -- 


4 So when I say we're taking stock, we're looking 
at where we are, what's been accomplished, and what needs to be 
done in order then to get ready for the summit in all of these 
areas 


Q That sounds like less of a firm “that he has no 
plans.“ I mean, reasonably -- your description is very 
reasonable, but in looking at what needs to be done, are you 
looking at the possibility that one of the things that needs to 


be done is to bring M Shultz together with Shevardnadze again? 
a) As I say, when you're in a period of taking stock 

and looking at what needs to be done, that's exactly what 

you're doing As a consequence, I just don't prefer -- I 


prefer not to speculate on what might come out of that process 


Q Chuck, on START, the last word that the Secretary 
and Mr. Shevardnadze gave us was that the START negotiators 
would start immediately to work on verification issues so that 
if the summit made progress on some of the big substantive 
stumbling blocks, it would still be necessary to -- it would 
still be possible to complete a STAR] agreement in time for a 
Signing ceremony next year and ratification before the U.S 


elections 


Now, you're saying that there is going to be a 


seven-week hiatus in the START talks Does that mean all the 
verification issues have been cleared away, or does it mean 
that -- what, exactiy, does that do to the plan that was 


announced by Shultz and Shevardnadze to have the verification 
issues worked on pending decisions on the major substantive 
issues? 


o First, it doesn't mean that the verification 
issues have been cleared away. They've been hard at work but 
they certainly have not been cleared away. 


The best explanation for the gap is the fact that 
these people have been sitting in the same room with one 
another, I think, for what has been the longest round by far of 
any, dating back to the summer -- even before the summer -- 
and, as a consequence, because we have Thanksgiving and then we 
have Christmas and then we have the New Year's holidays, it's 
simply a good time, finally, to take a break 
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But our emphasis on START, and as [I understand it, the 
Soviet emphasis on START, have not changed and we both consider 
that to be a top priority item As you mentioned, the 
Ministers have said that that will remain as one of our 
top-priority items, and it will 


Q Didn't you say yesterday -- I'm sorry -- that 
there were no plans for Shultz and Shevardnadze to meet? 


5 lhat “—_ right 

Q [Is that still the case? 

- Well, that technically is true, yes But I'm 
saying, when y into a per i of review - I only do this 
to be totally honest with you because 1 just don’t want to 


predict what I can't predict 


Q Is such a meeting now something - a possible 
meeting being discussed between the two sides? A possible 
meeting? 

6 I've described the current state of play, and 


that's where ['ll leave it 


Q But that's a different question Is a possible 
meeting being ? 


A Whether it's different auestions or not, I've 


described the state of play and that's where [I'm going to leave 
it 


Q What about the exchange of messages? You 
remember yesterday they've been exchanging messages kind of 
frequently Is that still going on? Anything new gone out? 

A I'm not going to give you a day-to-day update -- 

Q No, no Well, is it a continuing process? 

A -- but they will as is necessary. It's a 


continuing process 


Q I mean, you don't have to exchange messages. 
You're going to see the fellow in a couple of days, right? 


A I don't know that that follows. 
Q Chuck, a@ great hue and cry up on the Hill over 
Gorbachev's appearance up there Have we got any comment on 


the appropriateness of that response? 
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a 
A No 

Q No comment whatsoever? 

a No. 

Q Different subject? 

Q Chuck, on that question, can you clarify exactly 


what has been proposed to the Soviets about a visit to the 
Hill, and what has been agreed will happen? 


A This is a summit issue, obviously The White 
House has spoken to it, and I'd prefer to leave those kinds of 
Questions in their hands 


Q Do you have anything on the coming visit of Mr. 
Shamir, Prime Minister of Israel? 


A No, nothing in particular 

Q [t's supposed to start, I think, tomorrow 

A That's correct 

Q Do you have anything on an American oil company 


employee having been held in a squalid Nigerian prison for the 
past hundred days or so? 


A No, [ haven't seen anything. 


Q How about the situation in Kenya with the 
missionaries? Do you have anything on that? 


f) I don't think I have anything beyond what you 
already know, that we understand that nine more individuals 
have been asked to leave The government has not provided 
reasons for these expulsions. 


While we recognize the Government of Kenya's 
obligation to assure internal security, we have strongly 
expressed concern that allegations against Americans be 
thoroughly investigated and that precipitate action be avoided. 


Q Have you had any reaction to the complaints made 
by the FBI against Israel withholding information regarding 
those who are accused of committing crimes in this country? 


" I don't have anything on that. You'd have to 
talk to Justice. 
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Q Can you tell us about the Secretary's appeal to 
South Korean authorities to allow the wife of the Robert F. 
Kennedy Freedom Prize recipient to come to the United States? 


6 I don't have anything on that with me. I1'1l take 
a look and see if we can get something. 


Q We've had some reports from Africa that Assistant 
Secretary Crocker is going to Luanda and Nairobi. Is that 
accurate, and do you have any dates? 


A I'm not aware of that, but again, ['ll take a 
look at it 
This is not the erroneous report filed by one of your 


competitors a day or so ago? 


Q I don't think so 

A Sorry 

Q China reportedly has said that it is no longer 
going to sell Silkworims on the international arms market. Have 


you got any reaction to that, and does that have any effect on 
the sanctions that we put in place against China? 


A The statement that 1 assume you're referring to 
is one that was made by the Chinese press spokesman Wwe 
welcome that statement It is consistent with recent comments 


from a number of Chinese officials indicating that China has 
taken strict measures to prevent the diversion of 
Chinese-origin arms to Iran 


We do not know specifically what measures the Chinese 
have taken, but it would be a positive development if these 
measures are effective in stopping the flow of the Chinese arms 
to Iran. We will continue to monitor the situation closely. 


Q What about the sanctions? 
A Nothing new. 
Q What -- is there a review schedule in place for 


those sanctions, anything like that? 


” Not that I know of 

Q Wasn't it -- I didn't see the Chinese statement, 
but from what you said, it referred to steps to stop the 
diversion -- wasn't it your contention that it was more than a 


diversion? 
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A I'm saying that's the Chinese statement. 
Ah What is your statement? Was it more than 
that? 
A I said it would be a positive development if 


measures are effective in stopping the flow of Chinese arms to 
Iran. 


Q Chuck, Go you expect the results of the frab 
summit conference to be high on the agenda with Mr. Shamir when 
he comes to the city? 


A I really don't have any way of predicting where 
various things will rank on the agenda But [ would assume 
that the peace process and the developments in the Arab world 
would certainly be on the agenda. 


Q Does the United States have any plans to rejoin 
UNESCO now that there's a new Director General and some of the 
old regime's people have been removed? 


A We always said that our decision on UNESCO had 
nothing to do with personalities It had to do with the 
organization and its functioning As we said, we would keep 
that under review That's what we're doing, and that's where 


things stand as of now 


Q Do you have anything on the general subject of 
Central America -- cease-fire, Nicaraguan compliance with the 
Guatemala Agreement -- today? 

A No 

Q The Noriega story, any comment on that? 

a No 

Q Do you have anything on Mr. Armacost's meetings 


in Geneva? 

6 No, I don't have any readout other than to say, 
as I said yesterday, that they covered a wide range of issues, 
but ones that I had previewed before 


Q Chuck, this Chinese thing, this is a first, isn't 
it, as far as you know? 


is) No 


Q In terms of their making an effort to stop the 
flow of arms? 
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A No, not really. I said that it's consistent with 
recent comments from a number of other Chinese officials Some 
of those, I know, were made at the time of the visit of Under 
Secretary Armacost, for example, because he commented on them 
at that time period 


Q There have been widespread reports that they also 
get a lot of their arms from North Korea. Have you ever made 
any effort with them to try to get them to desist also? 

“ I just don't have anything specifically on that. 


Q Anything on the Iran-Contra report as it concerns 
either the Secretary or Elliott Abrams? 


f\ No 
Q [hank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:19 p.m.) 








ovember 


ar 
* 


— 
- 


taken a 





ion 


lesti 


=~ 
=x“ 








™ - 


tary Shuit 


Secre 


D 


‘ 
lal 


, 


iemor 


A 


y } 


~ 
- 


enne 


x 


‘ 


sband, 


- 





h 


Posted: November 19, 1987 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Thursday November 19 daily press briefing: 


NIGERIA: AMERICAN IMPRISONED FOR 100 DAYS 





Q: What informaticn can you provide on an American imprisoned in 
Nigeria for over 100 days? 


A: -- HERBERT ROOKS WAS DETAINED BY NIGERIAN AUTHORITIES ON 
AUGUST 13 OF THIS YEAR. NO FORMAL CHARGES HAVE BEEN FILED 
AGAINST MR. ROOKS, ALTHOUGH IT APPEARS THAT THIS ACTION WAS 
TAKEN AS A RESULT OF A COMMERCIAL DISPUTE BETWEEN HIS 
EMPLOYER, PAN OCEAN, AND THE NIGERIAN GOVERNMENT. 

-- OUR EMBASSY IN LAGOS HAS EXPRESSED ITS CONCERN ABOUT THIS 
CASE TO THE GOVERNMENT; HOWEVER, THE INDIVIDUAL IS BEING 
HELD UNDER NIGERIAN MILITARY DECREE FOR ALLEGED “ACTS WHICH 
CONTRIBUTE TO THE ECONOMIC ADVERSITY OF THE NATION." 

-- IN EFFECT, HABEAS CORPUS HAS BEEN SUSPENDED IN THIS CASE, 
AND THE INDIVIDUAL IS SUBJECT TO DETENTION WITHOUT FORMAL 
CHARGES FOR UP TO SIX MONTHS. 

-- A CONSULAR OFFICER HAS HAD ACCESS TO THE DETAINEE ON TWO 
OCCASIONS, AUGUST 26 AND AGAIN ON OCTOBER 19. THE 
INDIVIDUAL APPEARED TO BE IN GOOD HEALTH, ALTHOUGH BOTH 
VISITS WERE BRIEF AND IN THE PRESENCE OF POLICE GUARDS. 

-- THE U.S.G. HAS PROTESTED IN THE STRONGEST TERMS, THE 


DETENTION OF AN AMERICAN CITIZEN WITHCUT CHARGE OR WITHOUT 


BENEFIT OF JUCICIAL PROCESS. 
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Question Taken at the Noon Briefing on 11/19/87 


Q: Is it true that Assistant Secretary Crocker will travel to 
Luanda and Nairobi in the near future? If so, when? 


A: CONCERNING TRAVEL TO LUANDA, WE HAVE SAID MANY TIMES 23aT 
WEED. THAT NO TIME OR DATE HAS BEEN SET FOR OUR NEXT MEETING 
WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ANGOLAN GOVERNMENT ON NEGOTIATIONS 
LEADING TO CUBAN TROOP WITHDRAWAL FROM ANGOLA AND INDEPENDENCE 
FOR NAMIBIA UNDER THE TERMS OF UNSCR 435. NOTHING HAS CHANGED 
ON THAT SCORE. 


I HAVE NOTHING FURTHER FOR YOU ON ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER’S 
TRAVEL. 


DRAFTED: AP/P:NMSerba 
11/19/87 %*77371 doc 0222A 


Cleared: AF/S:PMcKinley\ ; _ 
AP/E:REGribdbbinywh ;: 
AF:CACrockerc / 
PA: CERedman ’ 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 1987, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. [I 
have two announcements, but I would suggest we do them in two 
parts. tet me make the first one and talk about that for 
however long you want, and then I'll do the second one since 
the two are not very much related. 


The first would be to repeat, as you may have seen on 
our bulletin board, that we have announced this morning the 
Secretary and Soviet Foreign Minister Shevardnadze have agreed 
to meet in Geneva November 23-24 to review preparations for the 
upcoming summit in Washington The Secretary will also be 
stopping in Brussels on Wednesday on his way back from the 
meetings, for the purpose of briefing at NATO. 


And for those of you who didn't see the sign-up list, 
I would remind you if you want to apply for a seat on the 
Secretary's plane, that list is coming down at 12:30, so you 
may have a filing break and dash over there 


Let me -- if there are any questions on that, let me 
take those first before I go to the second announcement. 


Q Is it the intent with this meeting to complete 
the treaty, to finish it, to finally be done with it? Or might 
work remain even after this meeting’ 


a As the announcement says, first of all, we will 
be covering the full agenda of issues so there will be a full 
discussion of human rights, of regional issues, of bilateral 
issues. In the area of arms control, of course, the two 
ministers will try to wrap up whatever questions remain. This 
is a good opportunity to do that, and at their meetings in the 
past, they've had quite some success 19 doing that. 


Whether or not there could be any kinds of issues 
remaining after that meeting, I wouldn't try to predict until 
we've had the meeting 
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Q Because TASS said that the intent was to finalize 
it, and you all said to discuss it I don't know 


- I don't want to quibble excessively I think the 
chances are no doubt very good the remaining questions will be 
wrapped up. 


Q How long can this disaggregate data base go on 
without getting it? When do you need it? What if you don't 
get it by next week? What --? 


- There's no way, again, I can put a specific 
deadline in terms of a date on that question It is one of the 
things we need to get this wrapped up, and the Soviets continue 
to say we'll have it soon 


Q Do you anticipate having it either at that 
meeting or before, or what’ 


a At this point, I really couldn't predict what 
they mean by “soon.”"” But we hope it means soon. 
Q Chuck, will there be a summit with or without an 


INF treaty to sign? 


= Oh, there's going to be an INF treaty. 
Q There is going to be one, no doubt, in your mind? 
< There's no crisis in INF There are some issues. 


gGuestions, yet to be resolved 


Q I'm a little flummoxed by all this I know this 
is -- 

- Anyone who doesn't know what he's talking about’ 

Q The word from reasonably high levels in the 


Administration earlier in the week that there were no plans for 
the Secretary to go and people really didn't think he would go. 
he didn't really want to go and then suddenly. boom, he's 
going. Can you give us a little more information on what 
happened to trigger this trip’ 


Qa I think yesterday I tried to give you a sense of 
where things stood at tat point in the wake of a number of 
high-level meetings with ‘Inder Secretary Armacost, with the 
Deputy Secretary, as well ss with Ambassador “ampelman And on 
reviewing where things stood on all of those areas, the 


Secretary thought it had tecome appropriate to suggest another 


meeting for the ministers so the summit could de as well- 


prepared as possible, and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze readily 
agreeo with that As a consequence. they decided to get 
together and, in fact, there were no plans during the whole 
period I was talking about 
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Q We all know plans and plans -- thoughts and 
plans. The impression was given earlier this week that there 
was really no serious thought being given to another meeting. 
Is that right, or were we misreading --? 


- I can only speak for what ['ve had to say here, 
so I'd just stick with what L've been saying this week 


Q There was a report today indicating that one of 
the big items would be Afghanistan, that maybe Kampelman and 
Vorontsov had made some progress, or Vorontsov had made some 
hints of progress or something. Where do things stand on that? 


a First, as | said, in covering the whole agenda, 
regional issues will obviously be one of the things on that 
agenda as it always is And [ would expect as one looks across 
the kinds of issues within the context of regional issues, as 
in the past, the Iran-[raq war and Afghanistan would certainly 
be issues that will be discussed, among others. 


The others, [ wouldn't care to lay out. But, in the 
past, we've talked about things like Cambodia, Korea, Central 
America, southern Africa, so I don't want to be limiting in 
that sense. 


But concerning Afghanistan, per se, I think the best I 
could do is just to review briefly where we stand on that 
issue, which probably won't surprise you very much 


The Soviets have stated publicly they've made the 
political decision to withdraw from Afghanistan The key issue 
remains a timetable for withdrawal We have noted, as [ have 
Said this week on that particular poir.t, Soviet spokesmen have 
said a number of times they were considering a withdrawal 
timetable One of them was reported to have said 7 to 12 
months. 


But while we note such statements. we will judge 
Soviet intentions by their actions, not by their words. 
Specifically, we would welcome an early announcement of a short 
timetable for withdrawal This would permit completion of the 
Geneva negotiating process and open the way to a political 
settlement in Afghanistan So that's where we stand. 


Q Can you confirm that Vorontsov indicated that the 
next round of the proximity talkswould -- that there would be 
no ones necessary after that. that it would be the last one? 


a {['m not prepared to go into turther details of 
the discussions 


Q Is that next round scheduled, though, and do you 
know the date? I[ mean, is there any question when it will be 
held? 
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a I don't know the dates, and [ believe the U.N 
would be the best source for that information since they are 
the ones who conduct those, not us 


Q What I'm trying to say is, I didn't think there 
was a fixed date. [s the date dependent in any way on what the 
U.S. and Soviets can do in Geneva? Or is there, you know, a 
general understanding when they would have the next round? 


- This really isn't something for the U.S. and the 
Soviets to do. This is something for the Soviets to do, which 
is to set a timetable for withdrawal They can do that 

Q On the other one you mentioned, Iran-Iraq war, is 


this a crucial meeting on that as far as getting the Soviets to 
go along with the sanctions, or what? Or is it just going to 
be a general exchange. or --? 


fe) I think our exchanges on that subject are always 
important, so this will be another in a series of exchanges on 
that issue, but I don't want to -- 


Q Shultz looking to get the Soviets --? 


A -- again put a deadline on that issue anymore 
than [ would on any other issue 


Q But do you see any agreement between them on that? 


A The next step is to hear what the Secretary 
General does, and I would urge all of you stay in touch with 
him to find out what he has in mind in terms of his 
consultations with the two parties 


Q Chuck, given that there - you say there's no 
crisis on INF The impression, at least [I'm getting, is that 
the Secretary cecided that maybe there was going to be some 
progress on regional issues and that that 1s the real reason 
for the meeting, to see if something can -- some sort of 
progress, something can be worked out in advance for the summit 
on that to prepare for the summit 


~ What the Secretary decided was. after having now 
reviewed meetings at a subordinate level -- yet a high level -- 
on this range of issues. in order to have a well-prepared 
summit -- one orepared > best it could be - it would be 


» | 
useful for the two ministers to get together 


Q Chuck, 1s there a crisis related to the human 
rights issue? 
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- No. But, again, that will be a top priority item 
for us. The ministers will be discussing that 


Q Is there any overlapping between the issues of 
human rights and the regional issues, somehow, or they are 
completely separate on their agenda? 


a Those are separate agenda items Yes, it is also 
true, however, in the real world a relationship is never immune 
from things that happen in one area or another But, in 
essence, the four-part agenda has allowed us to proceed ina 
workmanlike way in each of these four areas -- each, to the 
maximum extent possible on their own merits. 


Q Chuck, if [ could just ask one last thing in 
this. If the INF stuff is pretty much wrapped up, is the 
substantial portion of what arms control issues they discuss to 
be START? 


A Yes, I probably should have mentioned that. 
Clearly, when you look at the area of arms control, then the 
START strategic talks will certainly be a top priority item. 
As most of you are aware, during the discussions between 
Ambassador Kampelman and Ambassador Vorontsov, they had almost 
no time to get to those issues. 80th of the leaders have 
indicated that is high on their agenda for the summit, so that 
I'm sure the Secretary and Mr. Shevardnadze will want to spend 
time on that subject 


Q Is the Secretary carrying any new ideas in this 
area to Geneva on START, specifically, or other specific -- or 
other areas in order to improve the agenda for the summit? 


a Just let me say we go there ready for a full 
productive exchange 


Q What about this flap about Gorbachev speaking to 
the Congress? [s that the sort of thing that might be 
discussed, whether Gorbachev wants to go through with that in 
view of the pyrotechnics that may be involved? 


a Certainly. the scheduling. the planning, for the 
summit will be one of the things the ministers will be 
reviewing. That would include ideas that were developed during 
the visit of the Soviet advance team this month. [ could say 
we do want the General Secretary to be exposed to a wide 
cross-section of the American political system, including 
Congress So that, as the Secretary has said from the start, 
should be an important part of the visit But [ just really 
can't take it any further in terms of the specifics of how that 
may work out 
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Q Do you think he should address Congress? 


= The way in which that exposure will occur is 
something we're working out 


Q So that's something Shultz will work out with 
Shevardnadze? 

a) I've given you a general reaction, and I'll leave 
it at that 

Q Chuck, all these issues you've mentioned -- and 
there were so many of them -- weren't all of them covered 


during Shevardnadze's visit to Washington just a couple of 
weeks ago? 


4 These are the kinds of issues that are covered in 
all of our meetings, but that's the reason one has a series of 
meetings in order to keep moving these issues forward And I 
think if you have followed the debriefings at the end of these 
meetings, as they have occurred, you will find there has been 
an evolution at some meetings -- more in some areas than in 
others -- so, aS a consequence, the ministers getting together 
again will hopefully continue that process and lay a stronger 
framework, groundwork, as is possible for the summit 


Q We're not to get the impress: 1 that [ gather 
you'd think would be a mistaken impression that this is a 
daring new effort to save the INF treaty in time for the summit? 


A That would be wrong 
Q Can you, even if you can't identify the details, 


can you identify any issue as having ripened in any significant 
way since their last meeting that requires the Secretary of 


State to race out to Geneva just -- what?’ two weeks, two and 
a half weeks before a summit? I[s there some issue -- 
Afghanistan, Iran-Iraq, Arab-Israeli. whatever -- that has 


changed so dramatically in the last few wee«s’ 


~ I wouldn't care to pick out any particular 
issue. i think it is more accurate to say shat [ have said, 
which is to lay the best groundwork possibdle across the whole 
range of issues. 


Q But, Chucks the impression you get is that after 
the three men had come Dace and repurted *> *"e Secretary of 
State, that it's clearly there are some issues still 
Sutstanding that couldn t ce handled at '*eir level and 
requires this kind of touch Are we joing tu smooth out snags, 


or what? 








sie 


“ 
that we can always make more progress 
things further along. So that's what 
really, in all areas of endeavor 


Q Does this have anything 
in the Congress to Mr. Gorbachev to c 
Congress in this country is the 


or 


This meeting will occur, 


Friday, 11/20/87 


certainly, in the sense 
We can always bring 
they'll be trying to do, 


to do with the opposition 
ome and talk to the 
re any relation between 


the sudden trip of the Secretary to Moscow and Soviet reactions 


to such opposition? 


- Nothing I can other 
talked, that is one of the things to 
the schedule for the Secretary 


see 


than the fact, as we've 
talk about in reviewing 


Q Have you received any reactions from the Soviets? 

=) ['ll leave that between us and the Soviets. 

Q Did Mr. Shevardnadze also request this meeting, 
or is it basically the Secretary's initiative? 

4 The Secretary suggested it and, as I say, Mr. 
Shevardnadze readily agreed 

So, moving on to my -- no, I'm not moving on 

Q This is different but somewhat related Do you 
have any comment on the agreement on joint ~uclear testing? 

A I don't, really [ haven't ‘mn the exact text 
of that agreement so we'll try to make that available here as 
soon as we can get our Nangs on it 


My second announcement 
Q I'm going to try one oat 
brief the State Department is 
understandably so, to remain deta 
Gorbachev going before Congress 
seems to be -- and don't dismiss 
question -- will the Secretary 
head of the Soviet Union 
$0 that people can hear 


— tryi 
ched 
Lf 
this 
sugges 
an Nave an 
aPhat Ne 


ras > 
a When 
always hard to not 
Q wel] | Te 
a Let me say 
of our view that there 5° 
program, including the 
confident that can be 
will take, that's something 


jave 


sid 
inyireed States 
> 


worked iv 
nnot 


Mu 


y 
3 


Va 


» 
eh > 


se 


- 


[ 


prepared 


- 


jtate 
hard and 

the flap over 
through, and it 
an “iffy” 

way that the 
in this country 


er ine + 


9 


rr 


very 
mM 
that falls 

please as 
t ne other 
audience 
,) 


> 


say? 


- 


Vesti s like that, it's 


> 


701Ng 


4 jJeneral 


Naracterization 


rong public element in the 
>oegress So we're 
t eadactiy what form that 


into 


to go 








-8- Friday. 11/20/87 


Q Is one of the things that has to be worked out on 
that a corresponding exposure for the President of the United 
States in the Soviet Union’ [s that one of the things --? 


- The White House has already spoken to that point. 
it would be desirable for the President to have equal exposure 
in the Soviet Union 


Q So that's a negotiation, to make sure that's --? 
oI [ don't know that needs to be put into 
negotiating terms I don't know that's ever been contested by 


the other side 


Q Moving right along 
AQ Moving right along 
Q I have another question on the same subject. Do 


you have any reaction to the remarks made by some of the 
Congress members, like "Do not let this Communist leader come 
to the Congress," and things like that? Do you have any 
comment on that? 


“ No 

Second announcement Representatives of the United 
States and Cuba met to discuss problems of igration and radio 
broadcasting I might tell you those meetings occurred in 


Mexico City November 19 and 20 


They agreed to resume implementation of the 1984 
Migration Agreement in all of its aspects immediately They 
also agreed to continue negotiations on radio broadcasting in 
the medium-wave band directed From one country to audiences in 
the other in order to find a mutually acceptable agreement or 
arrangement 


They further agreed a systematic effort is required to 
reduce the technical inference which results from the 
congestion in the medium-wave broadcast band in the proximity 
of the two nations 


The negotiations for the solution of these problems 
shall be conducted in strict accord with international law, 
including applicable international radio law and regulations 


Questions? eorge, [{'m ire you might want to lead 
this one 


Q Could you refresh our memory nm the details of 
the ‘84 agreement? 
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a I'm not sure whether that was published at the 
time. I assume it was But the 1984 Migration Agreement -- 
that was signed in December of 1984 -- provided for the 


normalization of immigration procedures between the U.S. and 
Cuba and ended the abnormal situation which existed since the 
Mariel boatlift of 1980 


Cuba suspended implementation of the Migration 
Agreement in May 1985 Today's agreement means implementation 
resumes again 


In the Migration Agreement, Cuba agreed to accept the 
return of 2,746 Cuban nationals who came to the United States 
in 1980 via the Port of Mariel and who have been declared 
ineligible for substantive reasons to enter the United States 
legally Two hundred and one of these individuals were 
returned before Cuba suspended implementation Renewed 
implementation means Cuba will once again accept the return of 
these individuals who have committed serious non-political 
crimes in Cuba or the United States or who suffer from serious 
mental disorders 


The United States will resume issuance of preference 
immigrant visas -- that 1s, visas for immigrants other than 
immediate relatives -- to Cuban nationals residing in Cuba and 
elsewhere who are eligible under US. immigration law. That 
was something we had suspended when the Cubans suspended the 
Mariel Agreement 


The issuance of immediate relative visas was 
unaffected by the suspension of the Migration Agreement, and, 
of course, these will continue to be processed 


The United States will increase current orocessing of 
applications for admission to the United States of persons who 
have been imprisoned in Cuba for political offenses and their 
families 

Q Copy? 

~ Do you have any number for any 

Q Copy?’ 

“ YOu need that? 

@ res 
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Q Of all -- of the first one, too. What about -- 
do you have a number there of Cubans coming here -- that will 
be coming here? 


a) The Mariel Agreement called for several 
categories Let me see if [ can find those details [t called 
for 20,000 which is a quota that it applies to -- all countries 
across the board -- so there's a possibility of 20,000 in the 
immigrant category 


In the category of refugees or political prisoners, 
the maximum there could be 3.000 And then there's another 
category of immediate relatives of U.S. citizens which is 
essentially unlimited There's no quota there. 


Q How does this affect other areas of the 
relationship? There's been some diplomatic relations, air 
traffic, commerce -- 


A These talks covered the two areas I talked about 
-- radio broadcasting and che implementation of the Migration 
Agreement 


Q Is there air or movement in some of the other 
bilateral areas? 


No, these talks do not focus on that In terms 
of the significance, most simply [ would say, first, it 
Signifies substantial progress in dealing with migration 
issues [t thus benefits thousands of persons in the United 
States and Cuba 


Second, it indicates a commitment by both countries to 
continue talks on radio issues And, more generally, there 
remain, however, important differences between the US and 
Cuba on issues which are vital to the security of the United 
States and other friendly nations 


We continue to have serious concern about Cuba's 
international behavior as it affects these interests 


Q Chuck, just one quick thing Back earlier in the 
statement you were talking about the two nations are going to 
begin negotiations on this Nedium wave Sand of radio 
broadcast As part of that Jig the Cubans agree to stop 
jamming Radio Marti’ 


4 There Naver t Oeer ary agreements what we've 
sone, as you say, 18 *¢*O NMtinue Viscussions ‘here are a 
number of issues here 





-ll- Friday, 11/20/87 


From our side, we have been concerned about Cuban 
interference with medium wave AM broadcasting in this country 
The United States has previously protested to Cuba about its 
broadcasts on these two frequencies -- 1040 and 1160 kilohertz 
-- and we have noted that the [nternational Frequency 
Registration Board, part of the ITU in Geneva, has found Cuban 
broadcasting on these Frequencies is in violation of 
international radio regulations 


We have emphasized in all of this we have o objection 
to the contents of any particular program, but we dv object to 
the interference caused tu U S. stations A purpose of these 
discussions to be held in the Future will be to try to resolve 
these problems 


Q Where are they going to do that? 


A Those kind of details will have to be done 
through diplomatic channels 


Q Who requested these -- 


Q I didn't hear the question Was that where and 
when these -- 


i) I don't have anything on the “where” and "when" 
at this point. 


Q Who requested the Mexico City meeting? 

A We have stayed in contact over the months. As 
you recall, there was a meeting in July of 1986, that we talked 
about here, which did not produce results Since that time, we 
have stayed in contact through diplomatic channels And when 


it became apparent in that way it looked like it was possible 
to resolve this requestion of implementation of the Mariel 
Agreement, we decided to get together 


Q Chuck, it's been reported the Cubans are the ones 
who approached the United States on these talks Any reason 
why? Any comments on why the Cubans would have requested these 
talks? 


a4 I can't speak to Cuban motivations in 
participating in these taikxs All { could say is because we 
have reached this agreement. we can assume, [ think, it 1s 
mutually beneficial and ‘hey see it in their interest as we do 
in ours to resume the Mariel Agreement 


Q Chuck, the Cubans have asked - Nave indicated 
they would like to see changes in Radio Marti. perhaps a change 
of the name, perhaps a change in the relationship with YOR. Do 


these upcoming talks on radio broadcasting indicate a change in 
the U.S. position with respect to Radio Marti? Are we more 
willing now to bargain -- use Marti as a bargaining chip? 
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a There is no change whatsoever This agreement 
has no consequences --- none -- for Radio Marti We continue to 
believe Radio Marti is doing an excellent job and 1S meeting 
the objectives that have been set for it 


The difference with Marti, you might note, is we have 
been broadcasting to Cuba, the VOA has, for over a quarter of a 
century and doing so in ways which meet international 
standards. tThat continues to be the case. 


Q Would the issue -- just to follow up -- would the 
issue then be to provide the Cubans some sort of mirror, a 
means to set up sort of a mirror of Marti -- Radio Lincoln, as 
they've talked about -- or something like that on a wave length 
that they can broadcast into the United States on? 


A [ described in some detail what the radio 
discussions are about As I said, we have no difficulty with 
the content of Cuban broadcasting. We do have trouble with the 
fact it interferes illegally, by international standards, with 
broadcasts in this country That band is very crowded, so it 
is not an easy situation to work out; but that is what these 
talks are about. 


Q This sort of ideas that the Cubans are talking 
about -- changing the name, et cetera -- that's not up for 
negotiation in any way’? You said -- 


A Could [I have been clearer 


Q -- there's no change whatsoever now You're not 
even going to talk about it? 


a I said there are no consequences of this 
agreement for Radio Marti 


Q Is there any thought being given to broadening 
the talks to include some of the other areas of dispute? 


4 No This agreement, and what we've talked about 
here, has resulted in these particular arrangements There's 
nothing that says other things could not be talked about but 
that is not foreseen and that is not part of this arrangement 


Q Chuck, just to be absolutely clear, are you then 
saying that Radio Marti is off the table as fur as the upcoming 
talks are concerned? 


4 l have describded the upcoming talks and Radio 
Marti, and ['ll leave it right there ('m just not going to 
say it three or four times if you think I'm going to say it 


somehow different - 
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Q Well, you say that there are no consequences for 
Radio Marti as a result of this agreement The agreement is to 
hold talks. Are there any -- 


“ On radio broadcasting 
Q Are there any -- 
a As I have described the talks on radio 


broadcasting. That's all there are. 


Q Will Cuba be able to receive tourists from the 
United States? [ mean, will the Americans be allowed to travel 
to Cuba freely as tourists whenever they want, and stuff like 
that? 


i) The implications for the relationship are as I 
have described it. 


Q When that agreement was suspended by Cuba, didn't 
the United States take some actions itself, and ['m wondering 
whether they might be rescinded now? I recall that air flights 
were restricted at that time 


“ There are no other repercussions 


Q Do you have any information on where these Mariel 
excludables, so called, are housed? 


2) [ asked that question myself In fact, INS turns 
out to be the appropriate service for that, so they might be 
able to give you some ideas to where these people are. 


Q Is the number of 2,000, roughly, that are still 
in the U.S. in various places? 


4 I gave you the figures about how many we began 
with and only 201 went back, so that gives you a rough idea of 
how many there are left 


Q And they will all be going back within the next 
-- how? What period of time? 


a There, again, [ can't put a specific deadline on 
it. The Mariel Agreement itself talked about phased and 
orderly procedures, and ['m not sure whether or not it 
specified how many would 30 back in particular periods of time 
but you can certainly refer to that 


Another area?’ 
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Q I was just curious. The New York Times reported 
today that the Contra civilian leadership is not rushing into a 
response -- a proposal of their own -- on the ceasefire. I[ was 


wondering whether you have any views on the process and how 
it's unfolding since the State Department is on record as 
supporting a ceasefire and ceasefire negotiations? 


a I don't have any specific observations. 
Concerning the Contras, they have said that they would be 
presenting their counterproposal soon. [ don't know exactly 
what they mean by that. But it is our hope that we can get 
this underway. 


Q Do you have anything on the Laotian MIA/POW talks? 


=) There has been today a communique issued as a 
result of that, and I'm told that this joint statement can be 
made available. Do you want the highlights, or do you just 
want the statement? 


Q How long is it? 


A Let me read you the highlights. The Lao side is 
considering a unilateral excavation of a crash site of an 
American airplane in Savannakhet Province, is continuing its 
researches into three particular discrepancy cases and 
confirmed its intention to provide the results as soon as 
possible. 


The United States side acknowledged the legitimate 
humanitarian problems of Laos, as expressed in the August 
meeting and in this technical meeting It confirmed its 
intention to respond to them within the limits of its 
capabilities In this regard, an American non-governmental 
organization is considering plans to erect a prefabricated 
clinic in the vicinity of the Lao Government's next excavation 
and to stock it with appropriate medicines 


I think in overall summary terms, what I could say is 
that, as you can see from reading the statement, progress was 
made. We were not able to reach final agreement on all points, 
and we're going to continue to discuss these issues with the 
Lao. 


Q In plain English, what's a discrepancy case? 


fe) We'll have to have the experts tell you what that 
means in plain English 


Q Who was part of the US. mission? 


a We can provide those details 
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Q Are you going to distribute copies of the -- 


4 The U.S. delegation was headed by Charge 
d'affaires Harriet I. [som of the American Embassy in 
Vientiane, and included representatives of the Joint Casualty 
Resolution Center and the Central I[dentification Laborary in 
Hawaii; and the Lao delegation was headed by Mr. Sonmbat 
Chounlamany and that's spelled just like it sounds. (Laughter) 


Q Did you have a description of the significance of 
the crash site? In other words, the size of the airplane and 
crew? 


a In the case of the one excavation that they've 
agreed to? 


Q Yes 

A I don't have that We can see if we can get that. 
Q Copies? 

4 Of that statement? Yes 

Q And the communique? 

4 Most of what ['ve been reading has been coming 


out of the communique 


Q Do you have any information on the raid -- the 
second raid -- on the petro chemical site in Iran? The 
Iranians said the nuclear reactor 


a No, [ don't have any other details 


Q Do you have any reaction to the expulsion by 
Israeli authorities of the non-violence activitist, Awad? 


=) You're familiar with the reaction that I have 
previously offered. He held a press conference on Wednesday, 
of course. You probably saw part of that 


I think all { could say is that, as & said then, we 
have made our views clearly known to the Government of Israel, 
and we're going to continue to do that 


Q A follow-up on that The Israelis are saying 
that it's improper for an American diplomat to become involved 
in a case in which an individual 1S promoting civil 
disobedience in whatever country he's resident Do you have a 
reaction to that? 
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A American diplomats are concerned whenever 
American citizens are involved. and we are concerned about the 
status of Mr. Awad who is an American citizen 

Q Chuck, any reaction to the large-scale attack 


made by the Polisario forces against the Moroccan Royal Forces? 


a We've seen the reports of the Polisario attacks 
on the Moroccan defensive wall These attacks take place ata 
time when a U.N. team is scheduled to arrive to study the 
modalities for a referendum in the territory 


The U.S. has counseled restraint on all parties as the 
Secretary General's efforts proceed. It's unfortunate in our 
view that the Polisario chose this moment to attack 


Let me just repeat, since this doesn't come up too 
often, our position, which 1s that the Western Sahara conflict 
is not amenable to a military solution There must be a 
negotiated settlement and any agreement must be acceptable to 
the parties directly concerned And, in that sense, we have 
consistently supported diplomatic efforts to resolve the 
conflict, including the current effort by the U.N. Secretary 
General 


Q Are you in contact with the lisario 
representative? 


= I've addressed that question a number of times 
before -- 

Q But can you clarify? 

4 -— and through our Embassy in Algiers, we do have 
contact from time to time with the Polisari 


q DO you Rave any comment on yesterday's Senate 
Foreign Relations vote on Panama’ 


Aa Covering the waterfront to 
we continue to be concerned with the pol 
preoccupied Panama since early June 


day ike the Senate, 
itical unrest which has 


As you know, the Administration has already frozen 
economic and military assistance to the Panamanian Government 


As far as this particular resolution 1s concerned, we 
believe that it would legislate intle«idiiity and make it 
difficult for U.S. policy to respond to unfureseen 
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Our position, again, is that we believe the interest 
of Panama aS well as our own are best served by a stable, 
functioning democracy. And to that end, we support the 
Strengthening of civilian institutions and the conduct of free 
and fair elections and the protection of the human rights of 
Panamanians. 


Q I thought the resolution made the lifting of the 
various restrictions contingent on Panama's carrying out these 
constitutional provisions -- you know, freedom of the press, 
elections, and so on What is it then that you object to in 
the resolution? 


fe) The first point is that we have in place a policy 
which has, as you know for sometime now, included the 
suspension of aid to Panama 


As I say, in what [I just read to you, when you pass a 
resolution like this, you put yourself in a less flexible 
position and you make it more difficult to run U.S. policy, to 
respond to changing circumstances, and that is an objection in 
principle as well in detail, if you will 


Q Chuck, a couple of days ago there was a report on 
one of the T.V. networks saying that the Israelis informed the 
U.S. of their acceptance of the idea of Arab-Israeli peace 


negotiations in conjunction with the U S.- 5R Summit in 
Washington. Do you have any comment on thar? 

A Only the comment that I have made many times in 
response to those kinds of questions, incluving this week which 
is, no, I'm not going to get into details, confirming/denying 


any aspect of exchanges 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12 S3 pm ) 





Friday, November 20, 1987 


Questions taken at Daily Briefing Novemper <2U, i935 





Q: What is a discrepancy case? - 

A: -- A DISCREPANCY CASE IS ONE BN WHICH WE BELIEVE THE LAO 
GOVERNMENT SHOULD BE ABLE TO ACCOUNT FOR THE STATUS OF THE 
MISSING INDIVIDUAL. WE BASE THIS BELIEF ON HARD EVIDENCE, SUCH 
AS POST-CAPTURE PHOTOGRAPHY AND U.S. OR INDIGENOUS EYE- 
WITNESSES, THAT THE INDIVIDUAL IN QUESTION WAS CAPTURED AND 


DETAINED BY HOSTILE FORCES. 


Q: Do you have any cetails concerning the site the Lao are 
considgerinc for unilateral excavation? 
A: -- THE SITE IS LOCATED IN SAVANNAKHET PROVINCE IN THE 


SOUTHERN PANHANDLE REGION. THE LAO HAVE NOT YET PROVIDED 


SPECIFIC INFORMATION ABOUT ITS LOCATI » BUT WE WILL CONTINUE 


TO DISCUSS THIS AND OTHER ISSUES WITH THE LAO. 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have no announcements, so I will be happy to begin with your 
questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the release of the 
political prisoners in Nicaragua? 


A In order to meet the Guatemala Accord's goal of 
national reconciliation, the Sandinista regime must release all 
of their estimated 9,500 political prisoners into a 
democratized Nicaragua in which they can take part ina 
democratic political system and enjoy freedom of speech, 
freedom of assembly, and freedom of the press That has not 
haprened However, we welcome the release of these few 
prisoners We note that some of them were cearly at the end of 
tne completion of their sentences 


According to estimates by the independent Nicaraguan 
Human Rights Commission, the Sandinistas still hold some 8,500 
political prisoners Political life under the Sandinistas 
remains under strict control of the government 


The Sandinista regime has a great distance to go 


before Nicaragua 1s in compliance with the Guatemala Accord 
Q [ just wanted to ask you about the prison riot in 
Louisiana A lot of officials there are saying that one of the 


reasons is that there was no warning given, that this thing had 
just hit them by surprise, and | suppose they are blaming the 
State Department for that 


a I really don't have any comment on the currert 
situation [ would note that it really is under the authority 
of the Justice Department 


*) But can you tell us whether there was any advance 
word given to the authorities in slsiana?’ 

a Again [ really an't help you with that we, a% 
[ understand it, spoke with Justice n triday, But [ don't have 


anything further on what happened 
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Q You spoke with Justice Can you flesh that out 
at all? 


s) No, I really don't have any further details on 
that, but we did inform other parts of the government that the 
agreement had been reached 


Q Before you announced it? 
Q Was that prior to announcing it here? 
- [t's my understandirg, yes. That would be the 


normal course of events 


Q Did the other branches know that the negotiating 
was going on before that? 


2) Again, I can't really go beyond that I don't 
have any further information on that aspect 


Q Can you tell us whether there's any likelihood of 
concessions being made, of modifying the agreement in any way 
in light of the complaints? 


q [ really can't help you with that 


Q Are you in touch with the Cubans, the Cuban 
Government, on this subject? [ mean, possibly your seeking 
assurances from them that these Cubans will be treated 
leniently on their return? 


a Again, [ just don't have any information on that 


Q Will these prisoners have any right to appeal a 
decision on sending them back? And if so, to whom would they 
appeal? 


a I'm sorry, [I just have to go back to my statement 
that I don't have any details such as that 


Q Did [I understand you to say you're not sure 
whether this agreement will be modified’ [hat leaves the door 
open for it to be modified 


A That's nut what | meant to imply I simply said 


[ don't have any inforratiun on the situation or what's 


nNappening there 
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Q Do you have any word on prisoners being held at 
other locations besides the ones in Atlanta and the ones in 
Louisiana? There is some concern apparently in Miami that some 
of the prisoners there are going to be released into the 
community as opposed to return to Havana 


a No, I don't have any information on that 


Q [I'm just curious, Phyllis, as to whether the 
State Department has a procedure for notifying the Soviets that 
they have made an error in translation with regard to what they 
put out on Moscow television transcripts, for example, of the 
"Capital-to-Capital" program on ABC, which appears in today's 
FBIS report. Whether or not anyone happened to agree with the 
comments made by Congressinan Dornan during that exchange, live 
television exchange, last week, it is the case that the Soviet 
transcript which appears in the FBIS brief omits Congressman 
Dornan's reference to Gorbachev as a dictator and that no 
dictator has ever been invited to appear before a joint session 
of Congress, and also omits his reference to the Korean 
airliner incident altogether And ['m just wondering if the 
State Department has a normal channel for just pointing this 
out to the Soviets that whoever did their transcribing happened 
to have omitted a couple of what might be distasteful, for 
them, comments 


4 I don't have an answer to that question, but “'m 
certain that we can look into that question and see if there is 
a procedure on that 


Q Do you have any comment on the situation in El 
Salvador concerning the return of Mr Zamora and the pending 
return of Mr. Ungo?’? 


a Presuming that the FOR - which stands for he 
Democratic Revolutionary Front -- leaders are sincerely 
interested in working with the democratic pr ess, we view 
their return as very positive There should be political space 


in any country for the formation and participation of a 
democratic left, and we believe the Ouarte Government has been 
working to create that space 


Most of the political leadership of Rubin Zamora's 
party has been Living and wsurking openly in &l Salvador since 
1985 

Q A a Ji i; ~ in Halt] ar ists trie, to Du n 
jown the new headquarters rf the Fi toral 

a we Nave ] jst rPeen pre > reports ry tnat 0 it l 
really don't have any nmnent on it, sor do [ know any of the 


facts of the situation 
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Q Are we sending down any sort of ooserver team or 
something for the elections next Sunday? 


A [I really don't have an answer for that ['m just 
not sure what the status of that is 


Q Last week [ asked about an American businessman 
held in Nigeria I now understand he's been released Do you 
have anything on that? 


a I don't, but let us look again at that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the [ranian 
attacks in the Gulf? 


4 No I don't have anything on that 


Q Do you have any comment on the [ranian Ambassador 
in the United Arab Emirates saying that there is more 
information within [ran about the Stinger-origin missiles. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


4 I don't have any specific comment on various 
remarks like that We note that there is a pattern or 
statements that are often made It's very jifficult to know 
how seriously they represent positions or tre truth [t seems 
to be a pattern of planting ideas, and there's just no way that 
[I can specifically comment on that 


Q But you never initiated the investigation of the 
origin of the Stingers Have you reached any resolution 
yourself how they reached the Iranians’ 


4 No, [ don't have anything on that question 


Q What can you tell us about the ase of Jorge Luis 
Ochoa who was arrested over the weekend’ 


4 Jorge Luis Ochoa, one of the members of the 
Colombian “Medellin Cartel," was detained by Colombian National 
Police outside of Cali. Colombia. on November 21 We have no 
Further details of his arrest, but we understand he is in 
Colombian custody at this time 

” Has @ petition tor eatradition been Filed? 

A The Nited tates Mas 19 fact put ina request 
ror provisi nal arrest ; » rirs? »tep in +e Putradition 
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a I don't have the exact date, but certainly we can 
check on the date that that was done 

Q This cartel you mentioned, who - 

a Well, this a name that they use that I think 
refers to a drug cartel 

Q Phyllis, can you give any preliminary idea of 
where che State Department stands as a result of the budget 
negotiation that was met on Friday’? How much -- what kind of 


analysis of what your programs are going to look like as a 
result of this budget compromise?’ 


a I don't have anything specific on that. I 
understand the details are still being finalized, and I just 
have no comment on that 


Q No indication of any embassies being closed or 
numbers of the people laid off? 


2) No I don't have any details like that 
Q Do you have anything on a Turkish newspaper 
report that the U.S. Embassy last February sked for and 


received permission for two US. planes to yerfly Turkey en 
route to Tehran with medical supplies?’ 


“4 No { don't have anything mn tnat 
Q Thank you 
a Thank you 


(The briefing ncluded at 12 40 pm ) 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
think you all know that the Secretary of State and Soviet 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, in Geneva, have announced, 
“complete agreement on all the outstanding issues" of a treaty 
to ban intermediate-range nuclear missiles. They've gone back 
in to do some work on other issues, and we expect the Secretary 
to have a press conference, perhaps in about an hour or an 
hour-and-a-half 


l1 also would Jike to note that we expect to have a 
schedule of pre-summit briefings available for you tomorrow in 
the Press Office 


N ee { py to a lal GQ io 
Q Can you answer any guestions about 
fi No 1] can't We']] wait for the press conference 


Q We! | someone said that the Secretary said that 
he wanted to go through a bunch of issues, and there's only an 
four left ana they spent all this time on INI Ils there any 
chance tor an extension of this, these 

iz ] have no way to speculate on that 

Q On this Cuba thing, where does the agreement that 
the Stati De par me nt annourt ea Fr 1iday stand nou am lignt of 
the Attorney General's statement yesterday? 

A I don't really have any specific comment on where 
that agreement stands As far as we're concerned, it still is 
an agreement that we reached l might note that the Department 


of State and Justice are in close coordination in dealing with 
the disturbances at Oakdale, Louisiana and Atlanta, Georgia 

In light of this situation, now is not the time to discuss the 
matter We will brief you fully on further questions on the 
agreement when this situation is over 
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Q The word “immediate” was in the agreement, as I 
recall. I guess that's not -- 


6 Well, I think that's covered. Let me note that 
we regret very much the loss of life and property, and are 
concerned for the safety of the hostages We fully support the 
Attorney General's efforts to resolve this situation. 


Q Can you tell us if we are also in contact with 
the Cubans on this score? 


‘ No, I don't have any information on that 
Q In retrospect, should the announcement have been 


delayed beyond Friday so that precautionary measures could have 
been taken at these sites? 


fr This question, 1] think, was covered yesterday in 
Statements made at the Department of Justice's press 
conference We notified - and it was reiterated - we noted 


and reiterated that we had notified the Attorney General, the 
Commissioner of Immigration, and the Bureau of Prisons Friday 
morning of the proposed public announcement We would 
emphasize that negotiations to restore implementation of the 
migration agreement required the utmost discretion in order to 
achieve success 


The fact that such talks were in progress, if made 
public, would have seriously complicated the negotiations and 
Quite possibly have produced the same situation that exists 
at the prisons 


Q Why did it take so many years for this to be 
implemented, to deport them? 


fi Well, 1 think Chuck covered all that in the 
briefing on Friday In explaining the agreement, I would refer 
you to the transcript 


Q Can you flesh out the conversations we're having 
with Justice? Why is the State Department involved in 
conversations with Justice about the disturbances? Why does 
that come under State's jurisdiction at all if the agreement is 
in place and has been hammered - 


A Well, I said that we are in coordination I 
think that would be just a normal procedure, and in an incident 
like this, it did have foreign policy implications But you're 


correct that we don't have jurisdiction; that is under the 
Department of Justice 
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Q Phyllis, when you say that it was wery important 
that while the agreement was being negotiated that that mot 
become public, are we to assume from that, then, that the 
Bureau of Prisons, the Immigration, and the Attorney General, 
and so on, did not know about the negotiations, and they were 
informed on Friday? 


A It gets into wery complicated problems of who 
«enew what, when. And what we're saying is that they were not 
aware that the negotiations had proceeded to such an extert, 
and that the agreement was about to be signed. And we informed 
them as soon as we had the agreement 


Q There were talks on this same topic, were there 
not? In July, was 1t? 


. Yes 

w And the mere disclosure of the fact that talks 
were going on didn't have any of these repercussions, as I 
recall, so how can you - 

a Again, that was covered -- when the earlier 
talks had been held —~- was covered in Chuck's briefing 

Q) I know, Sut wou said that mere disclosure that 
talks were going on might hawe -- you seem to suggest might 
have caused this sort of reaction It didn't happen in July 


That was disclosed -- 


f Well, you know, I can't speculate on why the 
disturbances happened or not 


Q The Attorney General yesterday, in discussing 
this, suggested, but in kind of a wague way, that the actual 
agreement was reached midnight the night before, Thursday. Is 


that in the ball park? 


£ I don't hawe the exact time or the details of 
when the agreement was reached. What we have said is that we 
called the Attorney General early Friday morning 
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Q Have you been able to put a time on that? 


a I believe tnat the call was made between 8:00 and 


8:30 in the morning 


Q I'm sorry -—- from? 

£ Excuse me? 

Q I'm sorry. From -- 

a There was a telephone call from Assistant 


Secretary Elliott Abrams to the Attorney General 


Q Didn't the statement say that the talks had been 


held on Thursday and Friday with the Cubans? 


f) No The announcement of the agreement was made 


Friday, so the talks were held before 


Q But I thank the statement -- the statement said 


the talks were held on the 19th and 20th 


£ Well, let me check on that -—- if there might not 
have been a mistake on that -- because it's my wnderstanding 
that the agreement was reached Thursday night which was the 
19th. 


Q Then that contradicts the statement 


+ Well, we might have made a mistake. Let me just 


check on that 


Q when was the White House informed of the 
agreement c / 

‘ I don't know the details on that 

Q I'm sorry, but Mr. Abrams made all those calis? 
You listed a bunch of other agencies -- Prison, Justice. Did 
he do that? 

a) I'm not sure whether it -- I don't have the 


details of his telephone list. What I'm saying is that he, I 


know, 


called the Attorney General between 8:00 and 8:30 on 


Friday morning 


Q To tell him that the agreement had been reached? 











i Yes That's correct, and that the 
announcement would be made 


Q And did anybody outside the Department know 
that the talks were going on? I'm sorry -- they didn't 
know? 


£ No. I just don't really have any other 
details beyond that 


Q Can you check that or 


. I don't think we need to check that. What 
we said was that we had negotiated Others were not 
aware . As soon as the agreement was reached, we then 
notified them 


Q Others were not aware, so they didn't know 


a I think, Matt, if you go back to what I was 
Saying -~ what 1 was trying to avoid was whether there was 
any general knowledge or specific knowledge, and perhaps 
people were generally aware that some of this was going on 
but mot the specifics of it. 


Q Nobody suggested to you to withhold the 
announcement, that it was a little premature to do so at 
noon? 


~ I just have nothing on that 
Any others? 


Q Do you have any comment on the story about 
the brother of the Afghan leader defecting to the 
Resistance? 


£ we have seen unconfirmed reports that Sidia, 
the brother of Najibullah, defected recently to Jamiat 
Islami, one of the seven parties of the Afghan Resistance 
Alliance The Afghan Resistance can speak about this 
question for themselves. I really have nothing further on 
it. 


Q When you say “unconfirmed reports," what 
kind of reports? Your reports or public -- 


id Well, there have been press reports. 
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Q Anything today on the violence in Haiti? 


. we are distressed by the continuing violence 
in Haiti but heartened by the determination of the Haitian 
people to bring off this Sunday's Presidential election as 
scheduled. We understand that, thus far today, 
Port-au-Prince has been quiet. 


Police and army units have responded to most 
recent incidents and despite episodes of violence, we 
expect the elections to take place as scheduled. 


The United States repeatedly has urged the 
government to ensure a safe environment for the elections 
We support the Haitians in their effort to reject the 
violence and tyranny of the Duvalier era by taking this 
next step in Haiti's democratization process. 


Q Any words of warning for the armed forces? 

No. 

Q On a sort of related issue Tomorrow, there 
are going to be elections in Suriname. The U.S. has, in 


the past, expressed its concern about the elections, 
fulfilling the will of the people. Do you have anything on 
them? 


5 I don't have anything further on that 
We're certainly interested in the election, but I don't 
have any specific comments on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the Chinese 
curtailing Silkworm sales? 1 understand there is some 
statement on that? 


- No, I don't have anything on that 
Q You don't have anything. Okay. 
Q Phyllis, there's a report out of Moscow that 


said that a number of U.S. television journalists were 
roughec-up by KGB agents. Do you have any comment on that? 


= No. We've just seen that press report, and 
I don't have any comment on it now. 


Q Anything on the efforts of some Contra 
leaders to return to Managua? 











11/24/87 


- Two Nicaraguan Resistance leaders, Ferrey 
and Robelo, were forced to cancel their plans to travel to 
Managua today with a ceasefire proposal after airlines were 
warned by the Sandinista regime not to permit them on board 
aircraft landing in Nicaragua. Because the Sandinistas 
blocked this peace initiative, the Resistance has asked the 
Papal Nuncio in Costa Rica to personally relay the 
Resistance proposal to Cardinal Obando. 


The Sandinista refusal to permit the temporary 
return of two Resistance leaders calls into question the 
sincerity of their protestations that they are willing to 
negotiate national] reconciliation with opposition 


In contrast, we note that in £1 Salvador the 
political leaders of the rebel movement have been permitted 
to return to take part in —l Salvador's political life 

Q Do you have anything on Bangladesh? 

S No, I don't have anything on Bangladesh. 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
believe we're all aware that tomorrow is a holiday, and the 
Press Office will be on a Sunday schedule. We expect, 
certainly, to be back for business on Friday, and there will be 
a briefing. 


Some of you have also asked about the background 
briefings, getting ready for this summit. [I would just call to 
your attention that I think the White House is going to hold a 
BACKGROUNDER at 2:00 p.m. on Monday; that you might want to 
check with them for further details. We expect to have a 
pre-summit review here in the State Department briefing room at 
3:00 o'clock, and that we can give you further details on the 
briefers on Friday. 


Q That's 3:00 o'clock, Monday? 

A Monday. That's correct. Now I'll be -- 

Q Friday's a regular working day? 

A Yes. 

Q The Cuban Interests Section here is saying that 


the government there is giving assurances of amnesty to all of 
the Cubans subject to deportation, and that they will be free 
to lead normal lives, and just wonder whether you have any 
response to that. 


f I don't have any specific comment. We note that 
the statement made last night by the head of the Cuban 
Interests Section regarding general treatment in Cuba of Cuban 








-2- Wednesday, 11/25/87 


nationals returned under the migration agreement is consistent 
with what the Cuban Government has told us in the past. 


Q Phyllis, could 1 just ask you a technical point 
on this? I just wanted to be sure, the Cubans that we're 
talking about, when Chuck announced the agreement, he talked 
about 2,545 people. That's all that we're talking about right 
now in the agreement --— who will be deported under what terms? 
It has nothing to do with Cubans who are jailed that cummitted 
crimes after they arrived in the United States. Or am I wrong 
on that? 


A I really don't have all the details of that, and 
I would refer you to the transcript of the briefing. It is my 
understanding that some of these people who have been detained 
here have committed crimes after they have been in the U.S. 
But let's check on that afterwards. 


Q Can [I go back to the briefing for a moment? 

A) Yes. 

Q That will be a BACKGROUND briefing at 2:00 
o'clock, Monday at the White House. You'll have one here one 


hour later. 


A That's correct. 


Q Is there anything else in your package, briefings 
or agenda for the summit or what -- 


‘ A Well, there will be further announcements made of 
other briefings through the week. I simply wanted to give you 
for planning purposes a heads-up today, because I would assume 
that some people will be taking Friday as vacation. 


Q But do you expect to have that schedule available 
Friday or -- 


H I hope so. Yes, I think so. 
Not today. 


No. Not today. 
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Q Did you say who the briefers are on Monday, and 
what subject it is? 


6 Well, 1 think some of the briefers are returning 
today, and we want to be sure that we have everyone's 
agreement, so perhaps later today, but certainly Friday we'll 
be able to give it to you. 


Q I mean, is this an overall briefing, or are we 
going to begin with human rights and then move up through the 
agenda? 


A Well, for our -- the State Department, we have 
said that this is a general pre-summit review. 


Q Do you have a planned breakdown on how you're 
going to arrange other briefings? I mean, are they going to be 
subject -- issue briefings and -- 


a) Well, again [I'd check with the White House on 
that, because most of the briefings will be done at the White 
House. 


Q Colombian President Barcos yesterday announced 
that Ochoa was not going to be extradited to the United 
States. Do you have any comment? 

A No, £ don't have anything specific. I understand 


the Colombian Government is considering several options. 

Q Which options? 

o Again, I don't have any of the details on that. 

Q Phyllis, Panama's legislative assembly has 
apparently passed a resolution that would restrict the movement 
of U.S. military personnel in Panama. Does the State 


Department have any comment on that? 


A No, I just don't have anything on that. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the story of 
Iran not to send a representative to the United Nations? 
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A We understand that both Iraqi Foreign Minister 
Aziz and Iranian Deputy Foreign Minister Larijani will be in 
New York during the first week of December. tor details 
concerning any such visits, I would suggest that you be in 
touch with their respective government spokesmen or with the 
office of the U.N. Secretary General. 


Q So are you still hopeful that the [Iranians will 
implement the resolution so far, after six months or more? 


A I think the Secretary of State addressed part of 
that question yesterday in Geneva. I would note that he said: 


"We think it's time to move on, to the next resolution 
calling for mandatory sanctions. So far as we can see, Iran is 
playing a game of bluff against the United Nations Security 
Council. They are saying they're coming to meetings and then 
not showing up, and so I think it's time to call that bluff. 

We feel that it is now necessary, *f tae Secretary General is 
to have any real chance of getting some place in his 
negotiations, to give him a little more clout to work with." 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the decision to 
send international observers to the election in Haiti this 
weekend? 


a IT expect there to be a White House announcement 
today on an observer team to go to Haiti to cover the elections. 


Q And do you have anything to amplify your 
statement of yesterday on continuing violence in Haiti? 


A No, I really don't have anything further beyond 
what we said yesterday. 


Q Do you have any comment on the vigilante groups 
that are believed to have some connection with the army? 


A No, I don't have anything on the vigilante groups. 


Q Phyllis, if we can just go back to Iran for a 
second. I hate to get involved in whatever went on in Geneva 
but not having them back here -- is it true that the Soviets 
flatly rejected a U.S. appeal] to join an arms embargo against 
Iran during the discussions? 
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A The Secretary addressed that as well, noting that 
the Soviets appear not to be ready to go with us on that 
question at this point, but that won't stop us from expressing 
our view and working for it in the United Nations. 


Q But what I didn't understand from the Secretary's 
statement, is that considered by the Administration a fairly 
definitive statement on Soviet intentions? 


is I just can't help you with that. 


Q Any reaction to the Nicaraguan Government's 
barring the two Contra leaders from going into Nicaragua 
yesterday? 


A As we noted yesterday, the Sandinistas 
obstruction of the Nicaraguan Resistance ceasefire proposal 
demonstrates the difficulties inherent in indirect 
negotiations. It belies the Sandinistas stated intention to 
engage in serious negotiations leading to a ceasefire and 
national reconciliation called for in the Guatemala Accord. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation in E] 
Salvador concerning D'Aubuisson and this person in Miami who is 
wanted there? 


A There have long been rumors about D'Aubuisson's 
involvement in this and other rightist violence in Fl 
Salvador. While we can't prejudge this case, we applaud the 


Salvadoran Government's efforts to investigate these 
allegations and to bring to justice the perpetrators of the 
crime. 


We have been cooperating with the Salvadoran 
Government in this matter, but certainly as a matter of policy, 
we cannot comment on the specifics of ongoing bilateral law 
enforcement matters. 


Q Phyllis, on that, how direct a role did FBI 
investigators have in helping the Salvadorans piece together 
the case against D'Aubuisson and also this Miami guy? 


A Again, [I just don't have any specifics on that 
question. It is a law enforcement question. 
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Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the comments by 
the widow of Lee Shapiro who was killed in Afghanistan, 
charging that the Soviets attacked him? 


fs We don't have any specifics on her comments. We 
have noted that we have not even had confirmation that these 
two Americans were killed. We have been trying to get as much 
information as we can about them, and we've certainly requested 
information from both the DRA regime in Kabul and from the 
Soviets. 


Q Phyllis, a specific question about the INF 
treaty. Can you answer ~-- what happens to the warheads and 
launchers that are in place now? When do they come back here? 


"4 I'm not going to take any of those questions on 
the INF treaty. The Secretary addressed that in his press 
conference in Geneva. He discussed it at NATO this morning. 
They are on their way back, and we're simply going to wait 
until the group, the delegation, gets back before we get into 
any of those further detailed questions. 


Q Do you have a transcript of his remarks yesterday 
~~ of the press conference? 


A The transcript is beginning to come in, but I'm 
just not in a position to further expand on any of those 
remarks or questions. 


Q Can you make that available, or is that 
available, the transcript from yesterday? 


A Il think it will be available when it's edited in 
the Press Office. 


Q Will that be today? 


A I think so. There are some people -- but we'll 
see if we can make it available. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the elections 
today in Suriname? 


a We don't have any reports or tallies from 
Suriname, as yet. They are voting today on the twelfth 
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anniversary of their independence. It's the first national 
election since the 1980 coup which brought Commander 8outerse 
to power. These elections follow the September 30 
constitutional referendum in which the people of Suriname 
approved the new constitution in an atmosphere free of 
coercion. 


We support this important step in Suriname's 
transition to democracy, and expect Commander Bouterse to keep 
his promise to respect the results of this election and turn 
over power to the duly-constituted civilian authority. 


I would note that we do have a delegation there 
observing the elections It's led by J. William Middendorf II, 
the former U.S. Ambassador to the Organization of American 
States. A list of the members of the delegation is available 
in the Press Office, if you would like to have that. 


Q Back to the Cuban situation for a second, there 
has been continuing -- building criticism from Congress and 
civil liberties groups about the timing of the announcement, 
the way that all was handled -- perhaps Justice and the prison 
system should have been given a little more warning. What does 
State have to say about that issue? 


A Well, we discussed that issue somewhat 
yesterday. We gave the chronology of what we had done, and I 
really have nothing further on that. 


Q Thank you. 


A Happy Thanksgiving. 


(The briefing was concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 1987, 12:10 P.M 3: 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) ~ 


- 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Oné announcement: 


Following up on what Phyllis said earlier in the week, 
on Monday afternoon at 3:00 o'clock we will have a briefing 
here ON THE RECORD to give you an idea of how things are 
shaping up for the summit. The participants will be Under 
Secretary Armacost, Assistant Secretary Ridgway, and Ambassador 
Kampelman. That will be at 3:00 o'clock on Monday. 


Jim? 


Q You've probably seen the reports of the incident 
in northern Israel with the hang glider, and now there are 
indications that Israel may retaliate against Syria Do you 
have any observations? 


£ 1 don't have any details on the attack. All I 
know is that it seems to have been launched from southern 
Lebanon We don't have any details on how it might have been 
staged. The Popular Front for the Liberation of 
Palestine--—General Command has claimed responsibility, and that 


organization we know has bases in Lebanon and offices in Syria. 


Concerning the attack itself, we condemn it Violence 
is the enemy of peace, and the perpetrators of this attack and 
others who promote violence threaten efforts to achieve peace 
in the Middle East. 


Concerning any possible Israeli actions, 1 just don't 
have anything at all. 


Q Has the State Department been communicating any 
of these thoughts to either Israel or to Syria? 


q I'm not sure what thoughts it is that I am 
supposed to be communicating, but I believe that people will 
listen to what I have to say, I'm sure. But that is a position 
expressed by our people on the ground, as necessary. I just 
don't know in this case whether there have been any direct 
communications. But the fact that we condemn violence I think 
is widely known. 


Q Is there any idea of appealing to the Israelis 
not to get on and on with the cycle of violence in the area? 
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a Beyond what I've given you, I really don't have 
anything on this particular incident. 


Q The massacre in Zimbabwe apparently included two 
American missionaries. Can you give us a full rundown on that? 


S This is based on information available to us as 
of now. I should say that there is a consular officer on the 
way to the site of the massacre and he should be arriving there 
shortly, so perhaps we will have more information. 


In the early morning hours yesterday, November 26, 
some armed dissidents raided the Community of Reconciliation 
mission about 25 miles southeast of Bulawayo. Bulawayo is in 
southwestern Zimbabwe about 230 kilometers from the capital of 
Harare. 


The rebels killed 16 inhabitants, missionaries of 
several nationalities, and burned the houses in which they had 
been living on two adjacent farms The only survivors appear 
to be two small children Although positive identification has 
not vet been established, two of the victims appear to have 
been American citizens Their names will be made available 
after their next-of-kin have been notified 


The United States shares the outrage of the Government 
of Zimbabwe at this wanton murder of missionaries who, in the 
words of Home Affairs Minister Enos Nkala were “innocent people 
talking about peace." 


Q Chuck, the Foreign Minister of Israel, Mr. Peres, 
is supposed to arrive in this country I think two weeks from 
now. Do you expect this special event to be on the agenda? 


f Which special event are we talking about? 
Q I mean the attack by the Palestinian querrillas. 


ia I think at this point I really can't predict 
what's going to be on the agenda 


Q Any reaction to the release of two French 
hostages in Lebanon? 


6 I haven't seen that report Two have actually 
been released? 


Q Yes 
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m I haven't seen that yet. No, I don't have any 
reaction. Obviously, it's a fine thing when hostages are 
released; that goes without saying. The fact remains that 
there are lots of other hostages still in captivity, and you 
know we have consistently said that all of those people are 
innocent, they ought to be released immediately, and if anyone 
has the capability to do that, they ought to get with it 


Q Do you have any comment on the Haitian elections 
two days before they are held? 


6 Very briefly, that despite the all-—too-frequent 
violence and other problems, the Haitian people appear 
determined to put the Duvalier era firmly in the past by going 
to the polls for their first free elections in 30 years. We 
applaud their determination 


I would underscore what the President said Friday* in 
naming the U.S. observer delegation: “We urge the electoral 
authorities to supervise the voting in an orderly and free 
manner, the government to ensure an environment of security and 
confidence, and the voting public to express their preferences 
and then to respect the outcome. "™ 


Q And on another election, Turkey is going to have 
elections this Sunday for the first time since the military 
takeover There will be no restrictions All the former 
politicians will be participating Do you have any comment on 
this? 


a No In advance of those elections, I1 don't have 
any commentary to offer. 


Q On the Latin American meeting in Acapulco, the 
summit, should our government have been included in that? And 
do you feel this meeting will be an effective mechanism for 
political coordination on such things as debt questions without 
our participation? 


A I couldn't really comment on its potential 
effectiveness. As you say, the United States is not 
attending With those countries we conduct our relations 
through normal bilateral channels as well as through the 
Organization of American States. And, as you're all aware, we 
recently had a meeting of the Organization of American States 
here in Washington. All of those countries attended, and we 
had contacts with many if not all. 


Q Chuck, going back to this Zimbabwe affair, you 
said it was armed dissidents. Does the U.S. have any better 
idea of who, what -- what it's all about? 


“Correction: The Gate should be Wednesday, November 25. 
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f I don't have anything further on the nature of 
the dissidents. 


Q And on a totally different subject, Georgy 
Arbatov says that Mr. Gorbachev might stay for a day or two 
longer if it looks like progress is being made on the arms 
treaty. Has the United States had any indication of this from 
the Soviet Union in its recent discussions? 


o No, not at all. We saw his comments, but we're 
working on the basis of what we know from most recently our 
contacts in Geneva with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. We're 
working closely with the Soviets on summit preparations. We 
expect it to be a three-day summit, with the arrival on 
December 7 and departure on December 10; and we have received 
no indication of a Soviet interest in a longer visit. 


Q Chuck, in Geneva, to follow that, the Soviets had 
indicated that they would like Mr. Gorbachev to see 
educational/scientific leaders outside the parameters of the 
summit itself, apparently because of the scheduling. Do you 
have any idea how that will be accomplished with the schedule 
that's been laid on? 


4 I don't have the precise details as to when or 
where that might take place But the Secretary noted in one of 
his briefines, while he was in turope, that the General 
Secretary had been interested in organizing a session of the 
kind you just mentioned and that the Soviets would be putting 
that together on their own. So you might talk with them, in 
fact, to see what they have in mind 


Q Outside of the time schedule that's been set up? 


ia) No It fits within the framework of the visit I 
just talked about. 


Q Chuck, on Haiti, is any additional American 
material or transport help for the elections due? Any 
helicopters or financial aid? The ballots are apparently not 
getting around. 


i) We've talked in the past about the nature of the 
financial aid that we have made available. But beyond that, I 
don't have any information on anything new that would be coming 
at the last minute. 


Q Chuck, have you seen the comments from some 
Justice Department and Bureau of Prison officials who say that 
there was insufficient coordination before you made your 
announcement last week about the immigration agreement with 
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Cuba and they had, therefore, insufficient time to prepare for 
the violent reaction in Atlanta and in Louisiana? Do you have 
any reaction to that? 


5 That question was addressed several times here 
last week in our absence, Jim, so I don't have anything beyond 
what Phyllis talked about in terms of notification. I read 
those stories as well, and I noticed there were any number of 
other prison officials who were also making other comments 
which seemed to indicate that the timing of notification really 
wasn't the issue. But I just don't have anything further to 
take that story along. 


Q Back to the Palestinian attack, if I may. Do you 
believe that a Syrian statement to just put distance between 
themselves and the aitack would be kind of helpful to the 
Situation? 





A I don't have anything else on that attack 

Q On the summit, the Soviet Ministry earlier this 
week released the delegation, the official] Gorbachev 
delegation Do you have the American delegation you can give 
us -- official delegation? 

A You'd have to stay in touch with the White House 
on that 

Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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DPC #208 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 1987, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


One announcement: 


The Department is releasing today Foreign 
Relations of the United States, 1952 to 1954, Volume XII, Part 
2, East Asia and the Pacific. Part 1 of this volume had been 
published previously. You can find a press release anda 
summary prepared by the Office of the Historian in the Press 
Office. Ordering information is included in the press release, 
and there is an inspection copy also available in the Press 
Office. 





And then I might also remind you again that at 3:00 
o'clock this afternoon we will have a number of senior 
officials down here to give you an ON-THE-RECORD briefing 
previewing the summit. 


Q Is that going to be the first of a series? Are 
there going to be others scheduled in the next few days, do you 
know? . 


a I don't know that there will be others in the 
next Few days. I'm not sure why one doesn't suffice for this 
particular group. But once the summit press center opens up on 
the weekend, then we would plan to have something else at that 
point. 





Q But I understand the same people are doing a 
briefing at the White House on Wednesday -- the same group. 
a) It's not the same format. I believe there are a 


series of BACKGROUND briefings on various issues in which some 
of these same people may be participants in one or the other. 

There is one of those today, [ believe, at 2:00 o'clock. But 

I'd have to refer you to the White House for the details as to 
what subjects are going to be covered on what days. 


Q Is it possible to pipe in the White House one? 
4 Is it tough for you to get over there? 


It's hard to get back in time for the 3:00 
o'clock one 


a I don't know that we could do that 
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Q What is the situation in Haiti, as far as you 
know? And do you have confidence that the elections can, in 
fact, be held by February? 


A First, most of you have probably seen the various 
statements that we had yesterday. Just in very brief review, 
the way things happened yesterday, as I pieced them together: 
the polls opened at about 6:00 a.m.; shortly thereafter there 
were attacks and violence at some polling places. At least two 
dozen voters appear to have been killed. Then at 9:00 a.m. the 
Provisional Electoral Commission decided to suspend the 
elections. At about 3:30 p.m., the National Council of 
Government announced that it had dismissed the Electoral 
Commission and abrogated all the electoral laws; and then, in 
response to this action by the National Council of Governments, 
the United States suspended all military aid to Haiti, with the 
exception of funds for anti-narcotics cooperation, and all 
economic aid, with the exception of humanitarian aid. 


In making that announcement on the aid suspension last 
night, we ended by saying that the United States Government 
reaffirms its support for the Haitian people in their efforts 
to secure a democratic political system through free and fair 
elections. 





As of today, very briefly: the Embassy reports that 
things are quiet -- the streets are quiet this morning. 
Shooting died down in the early morning hours, and about 20 to 
25 percent of normal activity is reported in the streets. 
There are no reports of any American casualties in all of this 
that went on yesterday. 


Concerning where things stand now, what obviously has 
to happen is to get this process of instituting democracy in 
Haiti back on the rails. The Haitian people showed very 
clearly that that is what they want. They were turning out in 
large numbers at the polls yesterday, so I think they made 
their desires amply evident to all concerned. 


What needs to happen now is for the authorities in 
Haiti -- the government, the political leadership, the 
candidates in the election -- to get together and to do what is 
required to get this process moving again. 


We believe it can be done if these people are willing 
to play their role and if the government is willing to show 
sufficient energy to provide the kind of security that's going 
to be necessary 


Q Specifically, do you think it can be done by the 
self-imposed deadline of 1988? 
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a That I have no way of predicting, Jim. All I can 
say is that, as we have said in the past, we stand behind this 
process of democratization. We hope it will continue to go 
forward. The Haitian people, as I said, have demonstrated 
their desire in no uncertain terms yesterday that it ought to 
go ahead, and so now it's in the hands of the Haitians. 


Q Several officials in this government said 
directly that the violence appears to have been directed by 
pro-Duvalier people. Do you have any evidence of any direct 
direction by the former President of what was going on 
yesterday? 


a I don't have any indication of that kind. As you 
note, it does appear that some people with ties to the former 
Duvalier regime were involved in the attacks on voters 
yesterday. There were other press reports of other kinds of 
people taking part in some of the attacks, but the bottom line 
is that we can't identify the identity of the attackers. But 
obviously we strongly condemn these acts of violence against 
the Haitian people and against the democratic process. 

Q Chuck, there were reports that in fact the army 
in some cases stood by, that in other cases were actively 
involved in the attacks. You have said that the government, 
the army, whatever, everybody must get together. What about 
this problem with the army? Is it more serious than you had 
originally thought? 


a I don't have any way to make that particular 
evaluation. The most [I could say is that more needs to be 
done, that we had called at any number of times and made very 
insistent our view that there were a number of people who had 
roles to play in this process. That included the Electoral 
Commission, but it also included the government; and there 
again, I reiterated on Friday, as you may recall, the fact that 
we called on the government to ensure an environment of 
security and confidence. And that is something that we have 
repeatedly urged the Government of Haiti to do -- that is, to 
assure a safe environment for these elections. 


That didn't happen and -- 
Q Was Friday the first time you actually said that? 
a No, not at all. 


Q Talk about a secure environment? 


A Not at all. 

















=” = 11/30/87 


Q Could you point me to earlier occasions on which 
you said that, because I recall being in this briefing room a 
number of times when this specific question was asked and you 
declined to answer. 


“ That particular statement was made a number of 
times, but in fact what [I repeated was the President's 
statement of the day before or several days before. But what 
we have repeatedly done with the Government of Haiti throughout 
this whole electoral period is to urge them to do their part in 
this, just as the Electoral Commission had a role to play and 
just as the Haitian people had a role to play; and we will 
certainly continue to do that. 


Q Are you playing any role of a broker in these 
talks that you think should be between the government, the 
political leaders, and whatever -- that they should get 
together? [s the U.S. trying to help those people get 
together? What role is the U.S. taking at this point? 


i) I don't know that there is any role for the U.S. 
It's up-to the Haitians. 


Q Could you be more explicit as to why military aid 
was cut off? 


A The military aid was cut off specifically in 
reaction to the decision on the part of the government to 
dismiss the Electoral Commission and to abrogate the electoral 
laws. 


Q A follow-up to that. Fauntroy, the Chairman of 
the Congressional task force, last night was calling for ail 
aid to be cut off. Has the State Department given this serious 
consideration? 


4 In making our decision, we obviously considered 
the matter seriously, and the decision was reached to cut off 
the kinds of aid or to suspend the kinds of aid that I have 
referred to. There is a great deal of aid which is purely 
humanitarian or which is supportive of the democratic process, 
and that kind of aid of course it would be counter-productive 
to cut off. But what we wanted to make clear is that we 
disapproved of this action; and to make that disapproval 
concrete, we have taken this step. 


Q Chuck, can [ just ask you, there have been 
several calls on Capitol Hill saying that in fact the Haitian 
armed forces are unable to keep order or to provide a secure 
environment or an environment of confidence in the elections, 
and that the United States should intervene and actually send 
troops down there to make sure that the elections are carried 
out violence-free. Any reaction to that sort of proposal? 
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A Only to repeat what [I've said, that this is first 
and foremost a matter for Haitians to begin talking about, how 
to get this democratic process back on the rails; and secondly, 
that we believe the government has the capability to provide a 
secure environment if it's willing to put sufficient energy 
into that. 


Q You say you've made this point to them repeatedly 
in the past. What did they tell you? 


4 Without going into the details, clearly the 
government has indicated throughout this whole process that it 
was behind it and that it would do its part in moving this 
electoral process forward. 


Q Do you feel you were deceived, in the light of 
what you're saying now, or was it incompetence on their part? 


fe) I've said a number of times that what was done 
was obviously not adequate. 


~- Q Have you gotten a response from the Haitians to 
the aid cut off? Has there been a response? 


4 No, we don't have any response that I know of. 
Our Ambassador had an appointment with General Namphy this 
morning, and I don't have a report from that meeting. 


Q Where is the observer delegation? Are they back 
now? 

=) They returned last night. 

Q How much money is indeed affected? That seems to 


be the question. I mean it seems most of it was already 
appropriated? 


4 Yes, but there is money moving still in the 
pipeline. But at this point, [I can't give you that kind of a 
figure because these various programs have to be reviewed on 
the economic side in order to determine which ones in fact will 
be suspended. 


Q Chuck, could I just go back to a quick question 
on this? The thing that ['m not clear on is, you talk about 
that we believe that the government, if it puts sufficient 
energy into this, has the ability to provide a secure 
environment for the elections to take place, but there has been 
no indication from the Haitian Government. And if you look at 
all the reports that have come out of there about the armed 
forces standing by silently and watching the kind of abuses 
that have gone on, I don't understand where the confidence 
comes in the Department that they really can ensure that there 
are free and open elections. 
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” I'm not passing judgment on the question of 
confidence. I'm saying, it can be done. That was the question 
that was asked, and that's the question that I answered. Time 
will tell whether or not they will do it. 


In the current circumstances, the army and the 
government did provide a certain amount of support -- obviously 
not adequate. A number of army units were dispatched from 
Port-au-Prince, for example, in order to provide security, in 
order to get electoral materials into some outlying areas; so 
there were things that were done. But as I say, the bottom 
line, as is clearly evident, is that it was not sufficient. 


Q Are you saying the U.S. Government was satisfied 
with everything the Haitian Government had done up until the 
actions yesterday? 


A I didn't make blanket statement of any sort on 
that issue. 


_ Q But was the government satisfied up until then? 
a [It's not a question of us being satisfied. [t's 

a question of us helping the Haitians to nurture this process 
along and get the democratic result that the Haitian people 
want. So it's not a question of us approving, disapproving; 
it's not our issue in that sense. What we have tried to do is 
to be supportive, is to make our views known to the various 
important actors as this has unfolded; and that we have done, 
and we will continue to do that. And we have provided material 
aid in support of the electoral process, as you know. 


Q You mentioned that the army was providing a 
certain amount of support. Wouldn't you agree that that was 
somewhat outweighed by the fact that the army and police were 
also involved in killing people and terrorizing parts of the 
population? 


a I've seen those kinds of reports, but I don't 
have any confirmation as to exactly who these people were, as I 
said in response to earlier questions. 


Q You did say that people with ties to the Duvalier 
regime were behind some of the violence. I'm wondering how you 
can make that assessment without knowing whether the military 
was also involved? 


A That’s based on the information available 


Q Chuck, as you say, the President last week was 
the first American official to call on the Haitian Government -- 
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4 He was not the first American official. 
Q Let me finish my question. 
A But I did not say that he was the first. 


Very well. You intimated that President Reagan 
was the first to actually call on the Haitian Government to 
provide a safe and secure environment. 


= No, I did not intimate that. 

Q Well, then, could you please tell me who was and 
when? 

. I have said many times over the months --~ and I 


can go back over the briefings if you want -- 
Q Yes. I would like to see evidence of this. 


4 What ['m trying to make here, Michael, is the 
point that we have worked very conscientiously to do what we 
could to support this process. 


Qd. I understand that. 


S And we have been in touch with the government, we 
have been in touch with the Eleccoral Commission over many 
months now, and that is the message that we have been passing 
to all of these people throughout this whole period Obviously 
what we say publicly from this kind of a podium is something of 
a different nature, because it is not for me to be here 
pronouncing what the Haitian people should do in Haiti. 


Q I understand that. I was just going to ask if, 
in retrospect, given the fact that adequate security was 
clearly not provided for the electoral process, whether you 
regret not having made a stronger public point when 
specifically asked, as you were over the last few weeks. 


A Not at all, Michael, because the fact has been 
made, often and repeatedly, to the government, and of that 
there is no doubt. 


Q Chuck, do you have a breakdown by chance of what 
military aid refers to the narcotics aid that will not be 
affected? 


q No. 


Q And also what economic aid is considered 
non-humanitarian aid? 
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I said in response to a previous guestion that 
the people who are expert in that are still working out the 
details to see what categories are affected and what dollar 
amounts remain in those various categories 


Q But you don't have just a general overview -- not 
what's in the pipeline, but what is the overall aid, the 
breakdown within that aid package? 


- No 


Q When you said just a moment ago that you didn't 
have the information to make a judgment on whether the army is 
behind it, do you mean that you have no information at all on 
the people who had machine guns? Most people think that they 
could only have gotten them from the army You have no 
information about these people at all, or you just don't have 
very much? 


6 I just don't have anything further to offer by 
way of who the people responsible for the violence were 
That's @s simple as that 


Q I just wanted to try a different tack on the 
question of money There's apparently $100 million earmarked 
for economic assistance for Fiscal Year’ '87, and $1.6 for 
military Now, out of those $100 million for economic 
assistance, how much is supposed to be humanitarian? 


a I've said two times now that I don't know exactly 
what categories are going to fall into which areas 


Q But you said this because there was something 
still in the pipeline, but of the money earmarked, how much was 


- I don't have any breakdown 


Q Will you be able to have a breakdown before the 
end of the day? 


A They're working on it, obviously, but I don't 
want to set a deadline We'll get it when we can 


Q Chuck, in dissolving the Commission, both the 
government and General Namphy, I believe, also are quoted in 
various press accounts as saying the Commission had shown 
disrespect for the government by inviting foreign observers to 
the thing Do you have any idea what he was referring to? 

And, if not, have you asked for any clarification since the 
United States is one of the places providing foreign observers? 
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< No. I don't know what he was referring to As 
you say, the observer delegations were invited, and we went in 
that capacity I just don't know what he was referring to 


Q Chuck, I just have two points of clarification 
one, do I understand you correctly to say that these calis on 
Capitol Hill should be dismiss ed as premature, that this is 
still a Haitian problem, and we're looking for a Haitian 
resolution to it? And, second, could you tell me -- 


fa) What calls are you talking about now? 

Q There have been several lawmakers who believe 
that the United States should actually send troops down there 
to assure that the elections are carried out cleanly, safely 
efficiently 

= I'm not going to comment on their idea 


no ww 
is 


described to you how we see things and what our poli 
that's all I'm prepared to do 


~=- Q And, secondly, could you say under what 
conditions the United States would be prepared to resume aid tc 
Haiti? I mean, specifically if they just say, “Okay, th 


Electoral Commission is back in commission, and the election 
laws that were put into place before they were dissolved will 


*» 


be in effect," is that sufficient for a resumption of aid’ 


would consider sufficient, but obviously we couldn't 
any such action until the electoral process had been res 
and restored 


A I'm not prepared to say specifically what we 


Q Chuck, concerning the point of humanitarian and 
non-humanitarian aid, do you mean to say that there are no 
rules -- general rules established to judge what's humanitarian 


and what's not as in aid to other countries? 


Qa There are many areas where it is not all that 
clear which exactly could be humanitarian and less than 
humanitarian 

Q It differs from a country to the other country 


from an area to another area’? 


4 No You have to look at the prograr You have 


to look at what the money is destined for That's ail you have 
to look at Not country by country 
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Q Chuck, just to make a distinction between the 
government down there and the military, by suspending military 
aid are you making the point that you feel that the army, as 
distinct from the government, is responsible for what happened 
there? Is this clearly directed at the military, a slap at 
them? 


= I have described the reasons for which we took 
these actions and why we suspended these particular kinds of 
aid That was taken in response to an action By the 
government But [I think the kind of message that comes through 
is very clear I don't see that I have to specify it in any 
further terms It is, of course, the military that is 


essentially the government. but, as I said earlier, what we're 
concerned here with most of all is that this democr 
go ahead and that the Haitian people, who showed that in fact 
they wanted to go ahead. not be the ones that suffe 

this So humanitarian aid. for example, is not the logical way 
to make that message 


2 Chuck, on @ugust 15, 1986, Secretary Shultz 
visited Haiti; and after conferring with General Namphy 
publicly told various of us who were traveling with him that he 


thought the General was providing strong -- if I remember 
correctly; some of it is paraphrased, but it's the general gist 
-- strong, dynamic leadership to the country and was on the 
righc track in terms of -- and I think he did use that phrase 
-- in terms of getting the country moving towards democracy 
Does he still stand by that statement? 

+ 2bviously a lot has happened, and the government 
has done a number of things They have kept the process on the 
road up until virtually the last day [It has not been an easy 
Situation in Haiti There was a long way to go There had to 
be established the grass-roots mechanisms that democracy 
requires, and it was our hope that this process could keep 
moving ahead 


Obviously yesterday it broke down, and it broke down 
in large part because there was noi the necessary security to 
a€allow the elections to go forward It also broke down tecause 
there were people willing to instigate violence 


Q Chuck, once ‘t Broke down yesterday once you had 
24 people at least killed .«.uld you have wanted the Government 
of Haiti to have let the sacre go on? 

- First of all, it was the Electoral Commission 
that called off the elections because of this violence that you 
referred to And in response to that our reaction was, we are 
saddened by this You can refer to the exact words of the 


stat°ment that were put out 
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We took the action that we took, in terms of 
suspending aid, later in the day after the government had 
dismissed the Electoral Commission and abrogated the electoral 
laws So there were two stages in the process. 


Q Chuck, all nine members of the Electoral 
Commission have taken refuge in Western Embassies in 
Port-au-Prince. Are any of them in the United States Embassy? 
Have you any means of getting in touch with them, having called 
for everybody to get together and work this out? 


2 At this point I don't have any information as to 
where those fellows are 


Q Just one other question the suspension of aid 
only mentioned '87 aid figures. Do you have figures for what 
has been requested for ‘88, seeing that we're already in FY 
'88, are we not? 


4 Yes. But at this point I don't believe we have 
any money to disOurse in FY ‘88. 


Q What were the figures? 
Q I'll take a look at it. 
Q Has the Secretary been in touch with General 


Namphy, or does he plan to be in touch with him? 


4 I said that our Ambassador had an appointment 
with General Namphy this morning. 


Q But no plans by the Secretary to be in touch with 
him? 

a Not that I know of. 

Q Has the Haitian Ambassador been called in to the 


State Department? 
a I don't know of that. 


Q While we're in the Caribbean, could [ ask you 
about the meeting of the Latin American Presidents in Mexico 
City? Among the things they did was to call for more 
participation by the Cuban Government in the affairs of the 
hemisphere. Do you have any comment? 


a Two brief comments: first, that there was no 
statement on the readmission of Cuba to the OAS included in the 
official joint communique which was issued at the end; and 
secondly, that there were statements to the effect that such 
readmission could occur at an “appropriate opportunity." As 
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far as we're concerned, we believe that before such a time is 
reached, this so-called “appropriate opportunity," Cuban 
conduct in international affairs would have to change 
significantly to the point where it no longer represents a 
danger to the stability of the hemisphere 


Q Chuck, two short ones on two other topics: Is 
the U.S. sending out any -- 


Q On the same subject. 
a We'll come back to that one, Connie 
Q Just a quick question on this, Chuck Also from 


that meeting there was a statement issued on the restructuring 
of the debt and a.is;0 calls for a restructuring of the OAS 
Have you any comment on either of those two proposals? 


a On the debt -- and again [I'd have to say in all 
of this that we really haven't had a chance to review the text 
of the communique, but we would only point out that the complex 
Global debt issue continues to receive close attention by the 
United States as well as other industrialized countries within 
the framework of the international financial system and its 
established multilateral fora, particularly the IMF and the 
World Bank. 


And on the question of the strengthening of the OAS, 
-as you know, we welcome any effort to strengthen the OAS and to 
increase its effectiveness in combatting the problems of the 
hemisphere For the past several years the United States has 
been working with other OAS members to revitalize the role of 
the organization in this hemisphere. 


Q Chuck, can you just give us some examples of what 
Cuba ought to do in order to make itself worthy of 
readmission? You said “change behavior.“ I mean, just some 
examples. 

Q Well, basically the fact that Cuba has been 


involved in the subversion of democratic governments in the 
hemisphere is one of the basic reasons that explains why Cuba 
has not been in OAS circles since 1962 


Q Could you tell us which democratic governments 
they have subverted? 


a I don't think we have to go into all that, 
George There's lots of documentation as to Cuban involvement, 
particularly in Nicaragua, and through the Nicaraguans with 
lots of governments in Central America. 
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Q If I could stay on Cuba for a second, there was a 
report that some Marielitos in these prisons in Atlanta and 
Oakdale would be deposited in third countries or helped to go 
to third countries. Anything to that? 


a I don't have anything on what's involved in these 
negotiations. You'll have to stay in touch with Justice for 
the moment. 


Q Ambassador Walters was quoted over the weekend as 
suggesting that Mexico might be a possible place for them to 
go Are there any talks going on with Mexico, or is that -- 


Qa I have nothing at all on that particular question. 


Q What about Walters' statements in general in that 
interview, those series of interviews, over the weekend about 
how we've done so much for Mexico and we've taken so many 
Mexicans that it's time they help out as well? 


a I don't have any further comment 


Q Change subjects? Is the U.S. sending out any 
messages of condolence to the Governments of South Korea and 
South Africa in the wake of the plane crash, and do you have 
any information at all other than what's been in the press? 


A In terms of specific messages, I just don't know; 
but obviously we always would extend our condolences at least 
through this public platform when lives are lost of that kind 


Q Just public then You wouldn't be sending any 
private messages to the governments, to the people? 


a I don't know 


Q Also, was a U.S. AID convoy attacked in 
Mozambique? Do you have any information on that story? 


4 We don't have any information there beyond what 
has been in press reports. We can't confirm the identity of 
the attacke*s. There have been RENAMO units active in that 
area where the attacks took place 


Concerning whether or not there were AID vehicles 
involved, again we can't confirm it. It is a fact that AID has 
provided trucks as part of a program to assist private farmers 
and for the transport of U.S. emergency food donations to 
Mozambique Three such vehicles were destroyed ina similar 
attack on a convoy October 29 But for the moment in this 
particular case I have no way to confirm any of the details 
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Q Do you know if this attack is going to affect 
American food shipments to Mozambique. And do you have any 
update on the situation in Ethiopia with the food shipment? 


4 I don't have anything new on Ethiopia, and [ 
don't really know why this would affect our food shipments. 
It's something, of course, that we deplore, and we're deeply 
concerned by the continuing brutal attacks on innocent 
civilians and convoys carrying relief supplies for hungry 
people in Mozambique. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the French release of 
the suspected terrorist in what looks like a swap? 


a No, I don't I don't have any details as to what 
was involved. 


Q Do you have anything to say on the outcome of 
elections in Turkey where Prime Minister Ozal's party won a 
landslide victory? 

" £@ We welcome this renewed demonstration of the 
longstanding commitment to democracy by the Turkish people, and 
we look forward to working with the newly re-elected government 
of Prime Minister Ozal to further strengthen the bonds of 
friendship and alliance between our two peoples and nations 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the nature of the 
meeting today between Mr. Armacost and Egyptian Ambassador 
Reedy? 

No 


Q Do you have anything on the possibility of Mr 
Mubarak visiting this country in the near future? 


s Nothing 
| Q Chuck, will there be any percentage cut 
implemented in the foreign assistance program to [Israel in the 
1988, next year -- the one that you talked about, the eight 


percent, a few weeks ago? 


Qa I don't have any details on how the '88 program 
will be structured, but we've had things to say about that in 
the past, and please take a look at the Press Office to see if 
there's something. 


Q And do you have any notion, or do you know of any 
U.S. officials who will be taking part in Sunday's Jewish 
demonstrations on the eve of the summit? 
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- No. 
Chuck, do you have anything on the referendum in 
Poland? 
~ No 
Q Back on Cuba, you say that Cuba has been involved 
in subverting democratic governments in Latin America It 


seems to me it's been a very long time since you have provided 
any concrete evidence of that There was a lot said in 1981, 
when the Administration first took office, but very little in 
recent years I know you don't have any new data up there, but 
if you could take the question, I'd be delighted to see your 
answer 


You don't have any doubts that it's happening, 
though? 

Q Well, I'd like to see on what basis you're saying 
this 

4 You'd just like to write another story 

Q Well, wait. [s that a "no," you're not going to 


take the question? 
A I'll take a look at it. 


Q The Latin American summit Final communique You 
Say you hadn't seen it or reviewed it closely Do you think 
you'll be able to come up with a broader statement on the 
communique when you see it -- specifically, the issue of the 
eight Presidents calling for unilateral action on the debt 
question Do you foresee you'll have a comment on that? 


A [I wouldn't suspect that I'll have much more to 
say. 


Q Chuck, the Washington Post yesterday had a story 
that there were two military islands at the head of the Persian 
Gulf that we have established and that we're building another 
one, or planning another one, in the southern part of the Gulf 
but that we have turned down a proposal by the Kuwaiti 
Government that we establish such an island in Kuwaiti 
territorial waters Could you confirm this information and 
comment on the significance of our declining this proposal? 





a) I'm not going to confirm, deny, or otherwise 
engage in a discussion of the subject. All [I could say is that 
in our discussions with Kuwait, and the arrangements that we 
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have worked out out there, we have been fully satisfied with 
the cooperation that we've received; and that continues to be 
the case 


Q Can you confirm that the Kuwaitis have always 
refused to give you bases there? 


a I think I just said that we have been fully 
satisfied with the cooperation that the Kuwaiti Government has 
provided But, as always, I'm not going to go into the 
details. As you know, we've been through this many times with 
Kuwait and other countries, and I'm just not going to enter 
into specific commentary on individual cases. 


Q Do you think the Kuwaitis can say the same about 
the U.S. Government? 


fe) Yes; absolutely 


Q Two questions first, do you know if the United 
States would be open to the idea of some sort of OAS 
peacekeeping force being sent to Haiti to ensure the elections 
process -taking place, and -- 


a I'm not going to comment on any further 
speculative ideas or hypothetical situations I've given you a 
readout of where we stand today, and that is where I'm going to 
leave it 


Q And also on Suriname, do you have anything new on 
the elections there? 


- Nothing new 


Q To follow up on George Gedda's question, during 
an interview on Thursday the Charge d'affaires in the Cuban 
Interests Section, Mr. Sanchez-Parodi, told me that relations 
between the United States and Cuba don't have to always be 
hostile And then he followed on by saying that there had been 
talks between the United States and Cuba during the last few 
weeks Anything to that? Were the talks mainly relating to 
the Marielito thing? Is there something new on the horizon? 


a I can only imagine the talks he was referring to 
were the ones you mentioned, which [ talked about I don't 
know of anything else 


Q How about these other talks that were promised? 
Is there any time for them -- on the radio matter? 


a) No, I don't have any details on those 
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Q You don't have any details? They haven't started? 
Not that I know of. 
Q Do you have anything on the seasonal withdrawal 


of Vietnamese troops from Cambodia? 
= It's the season? 


This is the sixth withdrawal of troops from Cambodia, 
so-called withdrawal In each case, the troops withdrawn 
consisted either of soldiers who had completed their military 
service and were being discharged or personnel returning only 
temporarily to Vietnam Their places in Cambodia were taken by 
conscripts and by new units 


While we would welcome a genuine Vietnamese withdrawal 
at this time, we have no reason to believe that this year's 
"withdrawal" will be any different 


Q Do you have anything on the withdrawal of 
Pakistani military units from Saudi Arabia? 


” No 

Q Did you have any role in this decision by the 
Saudis? 

“ No 

Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
This is an ON THE RECORD briefing We are going to ask 
Ambassador Ridgway to lead off with a brief overview of the 
summit and general remarks, and then we would like to open it 
up for questions with Ambassador Ridgway handling the human 
rights and bilateral portion of the agenda, Under Secretary 
Aarmacost handling the regional affairs issues and Ambassador 
Kampelman handling the arms control issues. So with that, 
Ambassador Ridqway 


AMBASSADOR RIDGWAY As a result of all of the 
preparatory work that you know of, the Geneva Ministerial and 
the high-level meetings covering the four-part agenda, the 
Deputy Secretary in Moscow, Under Secretary Armacost and Mr 
Kampelman in Geneva on regional issues and arms control, we're 
looking forward to a well prepared summit 


I think it's fair to say that both sides want to 
strike a balance between extensive discussions between the two 
leaders and then opportunities for General Secretary Gorbachev 
to meet with American academics, with political leaders, with 
economic leaders and the like -— members of the community 


In talking about extensive discussions, ['m going to 
describe for you a three-day program that has as its core 
element five meetings between the President and the General 
Secretary, meetings for in-depth discussions as they move 
through the four-part agenda 


The General Secretary will arrive on Monday late in 
the afternoon. There will be no activities that evening. The 
official activities for what will be a state visit will begin 
on Tuesday morning with the arrival ceremony at the White 
House The signing of the INF Treaty will take place on that 
afternoon, Tuesday, December 8, and, of course, will be a 
highlight of the visit. There will be a White House state 
dinner on Tuesday evening. A reciprocal dinner hosted by 
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General Secretary and Mrs. Gorbachev on Wednesday evening at 
the Soviet Embassy. Secretary and Mrs. Shultz also will offer 
a State Department luncheon, and that will be held here on 
Wednesday, December 9. 


The General Secretary's Congressional program is not 
yet finalized, but we expect that he will want to meet with 
leaders from both Houses, and at the moment the Soviet side is 
examining the proposals for doing that. 


So that's the calendar and the framework, and at the 
heart of it, as [I say, five substantive meetings between the 
President and the General Secretary to cover the four-part 
agenda. [ guess we'll take it to questions from here on in. 


Q Are those limited in time, the five meetings. 
Some Soviets were saying that they were only scheduled to be an 
hour each. Is that -- 


a No. Some are an hour and a half, some are two, 
some go through lunch. There are different times. I don't 
have the specific things here in front of me, but a meeting is 
not an hour. [t depends on where it is. 

Q Is there any possibility at all that the talks 
might go beyond what you just outlined? 

We have heard nothing. I'm well aware of all of 
the reports. We've heard two different versions of those 


reports of a meeting extended beyond the 10th over the last two 
weeks. Certainly with the Soviet team that's here now, there 
has been no mention of that 


Q Do you have any idea as to how the talks are 
going to take place? Whether human rights and then missiles, 
etc? 


ms We have an agenda which we have always described 
in order: Arms control, human rights, regional and bilateral, 
and I think it's fair to say that over the summit meetings, the 
two summit meetings and indeed the ministerial meetings, the 
order has changed from that to the extent that human rights 
seems always to be mentioned first. Now, how that will go, I 
don't know The program simply has the President as the host 
offering the floor to the General Secretary on the occasion of 
the first visit, and I would expect that the General Secretary 
will open with a broad review of the relationship. [ shouldn't 
speak for him. I'm sure the Soviet team can brief on this ina 
more informed fashion than [, but [I would expect him to open 
with a broad review of the relationship and perhaps begin with 
arms control. But what the President would take up in large 
part would flow from the way that initial talk goes, but I 
would expect an orderly progression through the agenda pretty 
much the way I've done it -- arms control, human rights, 
regional and bilateral. But these things can pop up in 
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connection with one topic or another and lead the conversation 
off into another direction. 


Q I'd like to ask Mr. Armacost if he expects there 
to be language on Afghanistan in a communique or joint 
statement after this meeting, and, if so, what the Soviets are 
trying to get from the United States in that language, and what 
the United States might be trying to get from the Soviets in 
that language. 


UNDER SECRETARY ARMACOST: It depends very largely on 
whether or not there's something new to say. The Soviets have 
frequently expressed the conviction that they have reached a 
firm political decision to withdraw, and what we're waiting for 
is more tangible evidence of thar It's one thing to express a 
general intent. [t's another to assume a legal obligation. 


Whether they would be prepared to become more precise 
about their plans for a timetable, [ can't say. They have 
indicated they expect the next round of Geneva talks to be the 
last, and that they expect the next round to occur some time 
early next year. But whether they would foreshadow with some 
precision their plans for that timetable to us, I don't know. 
I can't speak for them. 


Q The second part of the question, what they would 
like us to say on Afghanistan. 


Well, I think they would like to create a general 
impression that we're working together to resolve this 
problem. Our view, of course, is the problem arises out of 
their occupation, and it's therefore up to them to take the 
basic steps to resolve it. If they indicate a reasonable 
timeframe for getting out, then there are perhaps ways in which 
we can help. But the fundamental problem is the occupation, 
and that requires a timetable for withdrawal. 


Q Understanding that a lot of this is body language 
that still remains to be put in concrete terms, did Minister 
Vorontsov say something to the effect to you in Geneva that 
General Secretary Gorbachev would have something to tell the 
President about a date? 


A Well, he indicated that he would have something 
to say about it, but [I don't know, and [I can't judge from what 
he told me whether or not he would provide a date. I really 
don't know. 


Q But if he were to, would that be in your mind a 
date for the beginning of the withdrawal or -- 


4 I would hope it would involve a date certain for 
the completion of withdrawal, and that's the critical point. 
It has been my impression that they are talking now about a 
timetable for withdrawal that's not contingent upon other 
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arrangements, and that's a fairly important point, if true, 
because it's always possible to string out discussions of 
interim government arrangements indefinitely and thereby avoid 
commencing to withdraw, but it's the completion of withdrawal 
that's important. 


Q Mr. Armacost, if they were willing to set a firm 
date, would we be willing to stop supplying the Mujahidin? 


MR. ARMACOST: It depends, of course, on the date 
The structure of the agreements that have been negotiated ir 
Geneva call for commitments on the part of Pakistan to deal in 
a normal fashion with the authorities in Kabul, and that 
involves what the Soviets would regard as a pledge of 
non-interference, and we would serve under those understandings 
as a guarantor of power. But of course, our willingness to 
assume those responsibilities depends upon what the timetable 
for withdrawal is. That's why this has been the sticking point. 


For many months and why we regard the proposals that 
have been offered to date as unsatisfactory, more to the point 
they are not satisfactory to the resistance and to the 
Pakistanis They are involved directly; we are involved only 
indirectly as a guarantor -- we're not in the negotiation 


Q I would like to put a question to Mr. Kampelman 
cn arms control. There are reports that the concessions that 
the Soviets want on SDI are not all that restrictive, that we 
might indeed be able to negotiate something there that would 
not give up SDI, and that that might lead to some sort of 
breakthrough on strategic missiles, a 50 percent cut perhaps. 


What's your reaction to that? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: We've been receiving reports of 
one kind or another really since the negotiations began in 
March of 1985. What [I have done, frankly, and what our 
government has done is, simply stated, that it's interesting to 
read about those reports, but we can only react to specific 
proposals given to us, either at the Geneva table or directly 
from Mr. Gorbachev or Mr. Shevardnadze at the appropriate 
fora. And I have read the reports that you're talking about, 
and will, then, rather than comment on the reports, simply say 
that since the beginning of the talks in March 1985, there has 
been a gradual change in the Soviet position, one that we have 
noted with interest, and which seems to take the form of 
seeking some notion of predictability. 


Now, their present position, however, in Geneva goes 
Far beyond the notion of predictability, though it includes the 
notion of predictability. We are certainly prepared to join in 
an exploration of how we can have predictability in both of our 
interests, and if we can move to serious discussions in that 
area, I think they can be fruitful 








Q Are you optimistic that you might be able to 
reach some sort of agreement on strategic missiles? 


“ As some ot you know, I don't react to words like 
“optimism” or "pessimism" in a negotiation I think we've got 
to be rather realistic about it, and we're dealing with a 
Soviet Union which is very serious, and sometimes 
unpredictable. So I don't really want to show optimism or 
pessimism 


I do want to say that I'm pleased at the movement that 
I have noted since March 1985. That is something we do 
welcome, and I, for one, believe that it is possible for us to 
arrive at a formula of predictability which preserves the 
integrity of our SDI program and of the President's desire to 
pursue the SDI program 


Q Would you explain what you mean just by 
"predictability"? What did the Soviets mean -- 


A I would assume -- and “predictability” is a wide 
term and not a precise term -- but I would assume a period of 
time during which both sides can believe that there is some 
stability because of a, let's say non-deployment commitment 
over a period of time or an adherence to the ABM treaty during 
a stated period of time These things do produce some element 
of predictability, and predictability is important to both of 
us for seeking stability. 


Q Does the Administration still oppose the Soviet 
suggestion of negotiations on what could be launched into space 
under the ABM treaty? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN Well, I'm not certain that the 
word oppose is the accurate way to describe the American 
reaction to the Soviet proposal It does seem to us that the 
Soviet proposals are quite imprecise and move into an area 
that, at least I have personally been advised by experts in the 
field, is a kind of a swamp and one that is inevitably 
surrounded by time-consuming discussions And we have noted 
that to the Soviets -- I have personally noted that to the 
Soviets I have mentioned it to Mr. Vorontsov when I met with 
him recently 


Now, we do have, however, very clear views as to what 
the ABM treaty means, and we are opposed to any proposal which 
will, in effect, amend the ABM treaty because the amendments 
that are heing proposed by the Soviets -- and they don't use 
the word “amendment"; they call it to strengthen the ABM 
treaty, which is a very nice way of saying to amend the ABM 
treaty --— it makes no sense for us at the moment to think about 
amending the ABM treaty in a manner contrary to our interest 
when it seems to us that the Soviet proposal to amend the ABM 
treaty is, in effect, designed to impinge upon our SDI 
activity And we've made that clear, as well 











Q The word in Geneva last week, Ambassador, was 
that between the Secretary's talks with Mr. Shevardnadze in 
Geneva and the summit, you experts would go away and beaver 
away at producing papers that the two leaders could then 
debate, with the aim that President Reagan and General 
Secretary Gorbachev would be able to produce hopeful 
instructions to the negotiators in Geneva 


Could you give us a clue as to what “hopeful 
instructions" might mean? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN There have been very-*serious 
START discussions taking place in Geneva Both sides have now 
agreed on a joint draft treaty Now, you must understand that 
that joint draft treaty has brackets in it to represent the 
differences of opinion that remain -- and there are significant 
differences of opinion that remain -- but we are working out 
of the same text 


That puts us --~ and I realize you can't really compare 
this completely, but offhand, I think the INF group began 
working on a joint draft text about three or four months ago, 
so from that point of view, we're about three months behind the 
INF group in its speed 


It is clear that both sides have at least expressed 
themselves as wanting to have, if they can, a START treaty = - 
both we and the Soviet Union -- sometime during the first half 
of next year. Now, in order to do that, some decisions have to 
be made, some forward impetus has to be provided, and I believe 
the idea of doing so through instructing the delegations is 
what you're referring to And that's the way I would interpret 
that question 


Q Mr. Shultz said last week that there might even 
be some meetings in advance of the two leaders getting 
together. Is anything in the works? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN: To my knowledge, it is still 
possible that there may be some meetings at a working level 
This will depend a little bit on the schedule of the Soviets 
who arrive here, when they arrive, how tired they‘il be when 
they arrive, etc. 


We are certainly ready to begin the process of working 
in this area as soon as possible, but you know, we only have a 
week left, so there isn't that much time between now and the 
time the summit begins; but I would expect, though the leaders 
have to agree to this, I expect that we would have working 
groups meeting certainly beginning with Tuesday. and perhaps 
prior to Tuesday if they arrive earlier 

Q When you say “working level," do you mean your 
own level or at the Shultz/Shevardnadze level? 











AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN Probably all levels I was 
thinking in terms of my level, Mr. Nitze's level But 
obviously, the two ministers, the Secretary of State and the 
Minister, will also have occasions to talk to each other 


Q Could you give us a little better idea of what 
are the most important areas that are bBDracketed’? I assume they 
are on the sub-limits And what specifically -- whether there 


are specific brackets that you could erase during the summit 
here? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN There are specific brackets 
that might be erased during the summit I don't want to define 
what they are or delineate them, because that requires consent 
by both of the principals and agreement by both of the 
principals 


The sub-limits to which you refer obviously are 
included among the brackets, and they are very important to 
us We do want to have an agreement on a ceiling of ballistic 
missiles They are very destabilizing missiles We think we'd 
both be better off if we could come to a ceiling on it, and we 
have proposed -- and it's been published -- we have proposed a 
ceiling of 4800 warheads on ballistic missiles 


Now, you must also understand that the verification 
problem is going to be an extremely important responsibility of 
the negotiators in Geneva We will, obviously, build a great 
deal on what has been done in the INF treaty That's going to 
call for a lot of work, but at the moment, that portion of the 
joint draft START treaty has a great many brackets in it, 
because there's a great deal of work that still has to be done 
in that area 


Q Ambassador Kampelman, last week in both Geneva 
and Brussels, I believe, Secretary Shultz said he anticipated 
that the rest of the data that was owed to the United States by 
the Soviet Union would be supplied either Thursday or by the 
end of the week Do you have it now? If so, when did it come 
in? And if not, what remains? 


R KAMPELMAN We've got more data than we nad 
when Secret 1tz mentioned to you that we would get more 
Gata at the end of the week, and we have received more data by 
the end of the week We still don't have it all, and we may 
get it today yet We may get it tonight yet in Geneva It's 
evening there 


Q Do you have any indication what the hang-up is? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN I have no reason to believe 


that it is a serious hang-up or a substantive hang-up we 
talked to Mike Glitman this morning about it, and he doesn't 
believe it's either a serious or a substantive hang-up But 


there is a hang-up obviously -- there's been a delay 








These are not easy data to assemble -- [I want to make 
that clear I think our system of managing is different from 
theirs, and whereas we were able rather rapidly to assemble the 
Gata, I think they've had to find -- I think they've had to 
extend themselves in order to gather the data from a variety of 
sources, and that may be the occasion for the delay I think 
it would be a mistake for us to assume it's anything more than 
that We have no reason to believe that 


Q What happens if you don't get the data by 
December 86? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN No treaty can be signed without 
the data, but [ want to say to you that there is no way in my 
opinion that we will not get the data It's &€ momentary 
thing You have to understand that a massive amount of data is 
involved, and practically all of it has already been supplied 
I don't want the question about data to minimize the volume 
that we've already received --—- a tremendous amount 


Q Don't you need it well ahead of the You can't 
wait -- 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN We're working meanwhile, and 
we're doing -- 


Q You can't wait until -- You can't wait until the 
-- you need it well before the signing 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN No, we need it -—- we'd like it 
in the next day or two 


Q Mr Kampelman, could you compare in a general 
sense the difficulty, the relative difficulty between achieving 
a START treaty and an INF treaty? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN [he INF treaty, in one respect, 
has been more difficult because it's the first It's the first 
treaty to provide for reductions It's also the first to 
involve itself in intrusive verification procedures, and that 
has been an extremely arduous task And that's why [ indicated 
earlier we hope to build on that 


On the other hand, the START treaty has a more serious 
definitional problem with respect to verification, because in 
INF we're verifying zero, and it's easier to verify zero than 
it is to verify a number And I think we're all conscious of 
that So that's going to take yet an extra effort over and 
above the precedents established by INF 


Substantively, putting verification aside for the 
moment --— and I want to say to you the verification task will 
be an arduous one -- substantively, what is difficult is the 
decision-making, not the drafting We're at the point now 
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where there are some very tough decisions to be made I, for 
one, don't believe it makes it any easier to postpone it for 
Six months than it does to make the decisions in a shorter 
period of time. The drafting of the decisions made will not be 
a difficult task, putting verification aside, once those tough 
decisions are made 


Q Well, are you referring to decisions on both 
sides? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN Probably, on all sides, 
although [I want to make clear .o you, [ wouldn't want that 
question And l'm going to answer now a question that was not 
asked 


Q I'll ask if you tell me what it is 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN I wouldn't want the question 
to, in any way. assume, as was reported in some of the press 
recently, that we're seriously thinking of substantive changes 
in our SOI position I wouldn't want to mislead you or mislead 
the Soviets into believing that there is anything very fruitful 
in that area, and I wouldn't want my answer to be interpreted 
as in any way indicating to you that those changes will take 
place 


Q Just to pursue that so that it's clear, when you 
were discussing the difficulty of making decisions, were you 
thinking about the Soviet difficulty or the American difficulty? 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN Well, we all have difficulties 


in making decisions I was referring primarily, of course, to 
the Soviet difficulty because [ do know that American 
decision-making is -- I understand that I don't fully 


understand the Soviet decision-making , and we have found over 
a period of two years that even as I've watched it carefully, I 
maybe understand it less So I was referring to that 


But I'm perfectly prepared to acknowledge the fact 
that we have also difficult decisions to make, and we have been 
making them all along, which is one of the encouraging things 
about our work But [ know that best 


Q Mr. Kampelman, a two-part, if you don't mind 
You're surely not going to be able to finish the verification 
You're not going to be able to finish the verification You're 
not going to be able to finish all of the aspects of the START 
Treaty By the end of the summit, which particular issues 
would you like to have sort of settled and out of the way 
That's the first part 


The second part is, should the Soviets come here with 
concessions on some of the aspects of the START Treaty, such as 
the sublimits question, as well as a decision by them or a 
statement that they're willing to allow us to pursue whatever 





-10— 


research we care to on SDI so long as it's in compliance with 
the traditional interpretation of the ABM Treaty; no list 
proposal, no other specific limits 


Can you forecast what the reaction of the United 
States would be? 


a) Let me say that I don't want to answer "iffy" 
Questions such as that But your iffy question does permit me 
to remind you that terms such as “traditional definition of the 
ABM Treaty" really are very far from being precise 


I had the occasion over the weekend to review once 
again the Soviet positions at the time that the treaty was 
Signed and thereafter for a period of time I reviewed again 
the Soviet position at the odeginning of our negotiations in 
March 1985 And if anybody reviewing that record knows what 
the traditional position of the ABM Treaty is, [ think they 
have more precision than I have with respect to that 
negotiating record, so that's a very difficult term It's an 
easy term to identify the the traditional interpretation with 
the so-called narrow interpretation but that's not necessarily 
the case if the word “traditional” is to have any meaning 


Now, on the other hand, I do want to say to you, with 
the other part of your question, that any proposal they come in 
with, we will seriously examine and consider without any 
doubt This 1s an important negotiation We are here -- and 
I'm sure all of us, with the President on down, will look upon 
this meeting not as an opportunity to engage in a debating 
forum but as an opportunity to see if we can advance the 
negotiating process forward 

As to your question as to what I would like to see 
resolved, [ would like to see the sublimit question, the 
further modifications on the ceilings, resolved because I think 
they are very destablizing the way they now are without further 
resolution 


Q Is there any expectation that the Sovi:: 
present to us at the summit a new proposal on convent.cr 
forces? And if so, do you have any idea what shape it tight 
take? 


A I have not heard of any such proposal Let me 
say to you that the conventional area is now under discussion 
in Vienna at the CSCE meeting there where one of the results 
that may flow from the CSCE meeting is a decision to hold a 
negotiation on conventional arms That's certainly on the 
table at the Vienna meeting [t's possible that it may be 
raised here; it will be discussed Fore at the summit we'll 
certainly be prepared The President will certainly be 
prepared to discuss it Our working groups will be prepared to 
discuss it 
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But [I want to point out something else in connection 
with it and that is, in the conventional area, we don't look 


upon that as a fundamertally bilateral question It is simply 
not a U.S.-Soviet Union question It is a question involving 
our Allies and their Allies We are in no position -- do not 
seek the opportunity, nor have we been authorized -- to 


negotiate in behalf of our Allies on this question. 


I think as part of an exchange that takes place, 
because we will never say we're not going to talk to you about 
this, I think we will make very clear again to the Soviets that 
this is a question involving the Alliance and not a proper 
bilateral question . 


MR. REDMAN I've got to rescue Ambassador Kampelman 
who has another appointment, but I'd be happy to let the others 
answer a few questions in other areas if you all want to 
continue for a few minutes 


Max, thank you 


AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN Thank you I do have to go on 
the Hill 


Q Can 1 ask you about Cambodia and the 
possibilities of any kind of deal on Cambodia with Hun Sen 
going to Paris to see Prince Sihanouk? Do you see any opening 
there that might be furthered at the summit in any way? 


UNDER SECRETARY ARMACOS] There are a lot of parties 
to the dispute, so we've never thought of the summit as a place 
for these kind of regional issues can be resolved Therefore, 


the discussions have been in the nature of clarifying our 
objectives and expressing the hope that there will be, in this 
case, influence exerted by the Soviet Union on the Vietnamese 
to set a reasonable timetable for the withdrawal and to discuss 
the possibilities for a political solution with those in the 
Resistance, particularly Prince Sihanouk, who carry great 
weight in that regard But I would expect that issue to be 
resolved at the summit It will be discussed 


Q I wasn't asking for resolutions of difficult 
issues over a couple of days, but I really am looking for your 
analysis on the way you think all this is going because there 
is going to be a meeting There is evidence of Soviet pressure 
on the Vietnamese in one way or another 


5 There are some encouraging signs That is to 
say, for one thing, the Vietnamese have new leadership They 
seem to be feeling the pinch from the economic isolation 
they've experienced 


The Prince has taken on a much more active diplomatic 
role in recent months As you say, there appears to be a 
meeting scheduled between him and Hun Sen somewhere in France 
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in the period leading up to the summit We don't know what 
will transpire in that meeting. But there are some things in 
play that reconfigure the problema little bit. We'll be 
trying to nudge those along 


Q In the three years of talks between the experts 
of the two countries on regional issues, have the two sides 
reached any better understanding of how to deal with each other 
or how to deal wi 4 these conflicts? Has anything concrete 
come out of any of these talks? 


- I don't know that you could attribute it just to 
the talks [I think we've begun to talk They're quite 
professional in a non-polemical way about a lot wu: problems, 
and I think« that does contribute to our ability on each side to 
formulate positions more reasonably 


The one area where there's been operational 
cooperation has been on the Gulf It was manifested in 
Resolution 598 which emerged from the Council with unanimous 
support in mid July 


I have to say that the cooperation experienced in 
securing that resolution has not be followed up in the way we 
would like to have seen On the contrary, we have felt the 
Iranians have been playing a clearly evasive game. They've 
avoided any definitive response to the Secretary General's 
entreaties and to clarify their position on 598 The Soviet 
position has, in effect, shielded them to some degree from the 
consequences of their stalling tactics So we'll undoubtedly 
want to pursue that again 


We feel the time has come, in the absence of a clear, 
unequivocal expression of compliance by Iran, to move onto a 
second resolution, and we would hope to obtain the unanimous 
support of other Council members in that regard Unanimity 
among the Council is important, but if the unity of the Council 
is used as a means of paralyzing the Council, then it's not a 
worthy objective to pursue in and of itself 


Q A question for Ambassador Ridgway Frank Gaffney 
had an open letter to the President in the Washington Post in 
which he posed several questions that the President ought to 
ask And if he answered “no" to any of them, he ought to 
reconsider, having to do with the infrastructure of the 
missiles and so forth 





At this point, could President Reagan answer a “yes" 
to all of the questions that Gaffney posed? 


A AMBASSADOR RIDGWAY I haven't seen the Gaffney 
article yet. I don't know what the five questions are that 
he's posed 
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Q But the five meetings that the President and the 
General Secretary will have, would you describe -- what portion 
do you think will be given to arms control, what portion to 
regional issues, and so on? Obviously, the rank order is known 
but it seems like human rights is not a major issue this time 
around. 


Qq Let's sort of be fair Neatly done, one could 
say that each topic will get one of those meetings, and the 
fifth would be the wrap-up and the concluding ceremony, but it 
doesn't really unfold that way 


My expectation would be the first day would be 
speculative, and the two men have a way of talking with each 
other. They don't need prompting from bureaucrats hanging 
around. B8ut my expectation would be the first day would 
perhaps be arms control and human rights 


Out of that first day there might also flow, as 
Ambassador Kampelman suggested, the commissioning of some 
working groups, a technique we've become accustomed to seeing 
and which we have found very constructive in previous summits 


So those two very, very large topics might well be set 
aside to go on -- even though incomplete in their review 
between the two men -- might be set aside while the working 
groups push forward on some necessary detail The two men then 
go on, let's say, on the second day to regional and bilateral 
and then use the remaliiing two meetings to return to things 
that have already been set in motion 


On the other hand, that could all be sort of tossed on 
its head by the First meeting in which the two men decide that 
that isn't the way they want to do things at all and they want 
to again take a look very quickly at regional issues So it's 
difficult to predict 


But what we have always tried to do, and in this we've 
also always had the cooperation of the Soviet side, to ensure 
that all four items -- all four pieces of the agenda -- are 
reviewed by the leaders and get the necessary amount of time. 
It has worked out quite well, particularly, again, with the use 
of working groups to pursue particular themes or topics that 
might come along. 


Q Roz, what's on the bilateral agenda? And are 
there any agreements that they'll sign of a bilateral nature? 
And if not, why not? There usually are for a summit meeting 


A Can't win either way when you put the question 
that way Let me give you just some examples, because the 
bilateral has had, first and foremost, I think the President's 
very real interest in people-to-people exchange programs and 
the putting together of particularly private initiatives in the 
field of exchange programs But we have used this area also to 
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take up tough, sometimes troublesome, sometimes very difficult 
questions. 


In the bilateral relationship, for example, the 
security of our Embassy in Moscow. So that bilateral heading 
has always had these two kinds of issues represented by those 
two examples encompassed in the heading. 


There are a number of things that have gone on and, 
for the most part, would represent the expansion of cooperation 
already in place. For example, you will recall from the Geneva 
'85 joint statement, there was a mention there of possible 
cooperation in the area of fusion. Well, we have been meeting 
over the past two years with colleagues from the European 
community, Japan and the Soviet Union, to ask the question, is 
it possible to have cooperation in the area of design of a 
fusion test reactor and, if so, under what auspices. 


That cooperation has found its best home in the IAEA. 
So that would be, I think, looked at, reviewed, and perhaps 
noted favorably, but there would be nothing much more to do on 
that. 


Again, at the Geneva Conference 1985, we were not 
able, in the course of that conference, to reach agreement on a 
commercial civil aviation agreement. It was reached later in 
the week in Moscow. As I'm informed by the company officials, 
the experience of Pan Am since then has been positive. One of 
the things that we're looking at would be the signing of an 
agreement to expand civil aviation -- Pan Am and Aeroflot, that 
kind of cooperation. 


But I think that a seen in which a number of bilateral 
agreements -- new fields ~- would be signed is not something I 
anticipate. I think it would be the expansiun, perhaps, of 
people-to-people exchanges or civil aviation. Possibly, for 
example, there's a document called The World Oceans Agreement, 
and we and the Soviets, at present, have taken up the question, 
should we renew it. We haven't decided yet If it is to be 
renewed, that kind of thing would happen. 





MR. REDMAN: Just a couple more questions 


Q To follow up on the security of the Embassy 
question, please. What will the President be looking for from 
Gorbachev in the question of security of the Embassy? And has 
there been any apology or any explanation given to the Soviets 
now that it appears that there never was a KGB penetration of 
the secure parts of the Moscow Embassy although, apparently, 

Mr. Shultz alleged that in his March meeting with Mr. Gorbachev? 


Qa Oh, I think you're putting allegations on top of 
allegations there. [I think we still remain very concerned 
about the security of our Embassy in Moscow 
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There are two sets of problems. One is the very 
necessary refurbishment of the existing office building, and 
there is the question of the future of the new official 
building. 


We have asked the Soviets for their full cooperation, 
as we have sent in technicians and the like to refurbish the 
existing office building and we hve received that 
cooperation. I'm confident that somewhere in the dialogue 
there will be a statement to the effect that we expect that 
kind of cooperation to continue. 


On the new office building, of course, there's no 
final plan adopted As to what should happen with that 
Chancery building in Moscow, the President has asked that it be 
kept under review And so, again, we will only be in a 
position to say that at some point we will tell the Soviets 
whac our decision is; that we will expect their cooperation as 
we try to implement that decision, and that in the meantime 
they will not be able to occupy their new Embassy at Mount Alto. 


So that's, I think, the nature of a very brief 
discussion on those topics 


MR. REDMAN George, last question here 


Q Do you have any specific information on what 
activities Mr. Gorbachev will be engaged in, unrelated to his 
meetings with the President? 


AMBASSADOR RIDGWAY Only the things that I cited in 
my opening remarks My understanding is that the Soviet 
Embassy is arranging large meetings -- and I did forget one 
event, and [ should not have because it's a very important 
one And that is that the General Secretary has invited the 
Vice President to breakfast on one of the mornings and there 
will be also representatives of the American 
academic/scientific/industrial community for a discussion. 


But the Soviet Embassy and the planners for the 
General Secretary are putting together a series of cocktails 
and receptions I think that's the best way to describe them, 
but occasions for the General Secretary to meet with, I 
mentioned, academics, the business community. 


Q Nothing in the realm of tourism? 

“ Not that I'm aware of But, again, you know how 
the guest list get on these things. I don't know whether 
someone would come representing the American tourist industry. 


Q Gorbachev going somewhere -- 


a No, no, no. 
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Q Vietnam Veterans Memorial, or something? 
- No, nothing of that sort 
MR. REOMAN: Thank you everyone 


(Briefing concluded at 3:45 p.m.) 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDE X 
Tuesday, December 1, 1987 


BRIEFER: 


Subject 


ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Press Credentials for Summit ..........cccccecess 
Secretary to be Honored at USIA Private Sector 
Committees Dinner, December 2 ...... 
Secretary's Travel to Western Europe, 

i Sn | co hile n «aes ¢ (es b's-en'e & oes 6 cB 8.0 0% 
U.S ./Saudi Arabia ese of Understanding 

TO BOE ccccccceeccscce 
rr ee ee es ee tee ewes bles 0 6s 
New Travel Advisory Issued for Haiti 


HALTI 
Reports of Army Involvement in Violence 
U.S. Views on Situation in Haiti .............. 
No Plans for U.S. Military Intervenion 
U.S. Aid Figures for Haiti 
re ok Cees. 6 6k 4 6 Rae 6 OO 
U.S. Chartered Plane for Departure of Various 

Non-Official Observer Delegations 


FRANCE 
Loan Payment to Iran/Release of Hostages 


ARMS CONTROL 
INF Treaty: Receipt of Soviet Data 
Gorbachev's Comments on SDI Program 
U.S. Position on Conventional Forces 


AFGHANISTAN 
Najibullah's Proposal on Soviet Withdrawal 


USSR 
Gorbachev's Comments regarding Soviet Human 
FR re ee ree 
Administration's Report on Soviet Treaty 
OSL Te Tee Teer ee 





a 


(Lit 


Hy (ee -— 
(4 
Charles Redman 


Page 


13-15 


16 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #209 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 1, 1987, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have a number of announcements to begin with. 


First, just a reminder I'm sure most of you have 
seen it, but those of you who have asked for press credentials 
need to pick them up Friday, Saturday, and Sunday, in Room 652, 
the National Press Building, between 10:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m 
on those three days. 


Secretary Shultz will be honored by USIA's Private 
Sector Committees at dinner Wednesday night in the Benjamin 
Franklin Room. The Secretary will make ON-—THE-RECORD remarks 
and receive an award from USIA Director Wick in recognition of 
his strong support for USIA. The pre-dinner remarks are open 
to press pool coverage, so please contact the Press Office if 
you're interested in covering the remarks We will not have an 
advanced text for that. 


Q What is the award for, Chuck? 

a For his strong support for USIA. 

Q Do you have a subject? 

“ Of the remarks? 

Q Yes. 

As I believe it will concern public diplomacy 


Something to do with USIA activities. 
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The Secretary will be in Brussels December 11 and 12 
to attend the regularly scheduled December Ministerial Session 
of the North Atlantic Council. He will report to his NATO 
colleagues on the full range of issues discussed during the 
President's meetings with General Secretary Gorbachev here in 
Washington and will exchange views with Allied foreign 
ministers on the overall manacement of East-West relations. 


The Secretary and his NATO colleagues will also be 
discussing a broad range of Alliance issues. While in 
Brussels, the Secretary will lead a high-level U.S. delegation 
to the Annual Ministerial Meeting with the European 
Commission. The U.S. and EC delegations plan to discuss a 
number of trade and economic issues of mutual interest. 


The Secretary will depart Brussels on December 12 
enroute to Copenhagen, Oslo, Bonn, and London. 


At the invitation of the Danish Government, the 
Secretary will visit Copenhagen December 12 and 13. He will 
call on Queen Margrethe and meet with Prime Minister Schlueter 
and Foreign Minister Ellemann-Jensen. That's Jensen with a 
"J." This will be his first visit to Denmark as Secretary of 
State. 


At the invitation of the Norwegian Government, the 
Secretary will visit Oslo December 13 and 14 He will be 
received by King Olav and meet with Prime Minister Brundtland, 
Foreign Minister Stoltenberg and Defense Minister Holst. 


Following his Nordic stops, the Secretary will travel 
to Bonn and London where he will meet with leading members of 
the West German and British Governments, including Chancellor 
Kohl and Prime Minister Thatcher. 


The Secretary will return to Washington on December 16. 


A sign-up sheet has been posted in the Main Press 
Office for those of you wishing to apply for a seat on the 
Secretary's plane. Please note that that sheet will be taken 
down and applications closed at 12:00 noon on Monday, December 
7. 


I have some more announcements, but any questions on 
the trip, while we're there? 


Q But he's not going to north Africa that you know 
of? 
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I think you've heard the itinerary. 
Did he cancel his trip to north Africa? 


This is where he's going. 


Q The Bonn/London leg of the trip, presumably, are 
the 15th and 16th, returning from London on the 16th? 


A That's right. 
Q Is he overnighting in Bonn? 


+ I don't know yet that those final details have 
been worked out as to where we'll overnight. 


This morning the United States and the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia signed an Understanding on Civil Aviation. This 
Understanding is the first detailed civil aviation agreement 
between the United States and Saudi Arabia. The Secretary 
signed for the United States. Prince Fahd bin Abdullah, 
Assistant for Civil Aviation to the Minister of Defense, signed 
for the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 


There is further information available on the 
agreement in the Press Office. 


Q Did it involve any change of equipment? 

a No. 

Q Just getting from here to there and back; huh? 
- That's right. 


The United States Government commends the people 
and government of Suriname for holding peaceful and honest 
general elections on November 25. Given their first 
opportunity since the last general elections c. 1977 to decide 
freely their own destiny, the Surinamese people voted 
decisively to reject authoritarian military rule and to 
initiate a return to full democracy based on respect for the 
constitutional rule of law and for human rights. 


We congratulate the leaders of the Front for Democracy 
and Development on their decisive victory. The United States 
Government fully expects that Commander Bouterse will cooperate 
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with the newly elected leaders of Suriname to ensure peaceful 
transfer of power. 


And, finally, there is a new travel advisory 
concerning Haiti and it reads: 


"The Department of State warns American citizens that 
due to unsettled conditions in Haiti, non-essential travel to 
Haiti should be postponed until further notice Americans who 
must travel to Haiti should exercise caution and immediately 
register upon arrival with the Consular Section of the American 
Embassy." 


That's all I have. 


Q On the subject of Haiti, some of the people in 
the observer delegation suggested that the army did more than 
just stand by and let the thugs take over; that some of the 
thugs, in fact, were wearing army uniforms. Do you have any 
evidence that the army was actually involved in the election 
disruptions? 


= I don't have any evidence, as you call it, 
concerning the identity of any of the particular people 
involved in the violence We have obviously seen and heard 
those same reports that you refer to 


The crucial factor, as I said yesterday, is the fact 
that this violence, by whomever it was perpetrated, was allowed 
to disrupt these elections and that the government did not 
mount the necessary security precautions. 


Q Well, does the United States Government have any 
plans for exercising any influence over the military government 
to carry out its duties of security protection? 


a It is the Haitian Government that has the 
responsibility to do that. We can, have, and will continue to 
make our views known. To the extent that our aid can be a 
factor in influencing those decisions, we have announced, as 
you know, that certain categories of aid have been suspended. 
That to show our disapproval and dissatisfaction with the way 
things were handled on Sunday. 


We remain deeply distressed and saddened by the events 
that occurred there. The will of the Haitian people to 
establish democracy was thwarted by violence The failure of 
the Haitian Government to protect innocent civilians 





-5- Tuesday, 12/1/87 


attempting to vote was extremely disappointing, and the 
dismantling of the electoral authority was unjustified 


Where do we go from here? I[t is now encumbent on the 
government to take dramatic and credible steps to demonstrate 
that it has the will and the ability to arrest, prosecute and 
punish those who struck this blow against democracy. And the 
United States Government calls on the Haitian Government to act 
to stop the violence and to restore confidence in its 
commitment to the democratic process and its willingness and 
ability to conduct an orderly and honest transfer of power to 
the freely elected representatives of the Haitian people. 


Q There have been some reports of calls for 
military intervention Congressman Fauntroy. Congressman 
Solarz, there's even been some editorials in the Miami Herald 
and The New York Times, saying it's maybe time to invade 
Haiti How does the State Department react to that? 








A There are no plans for that. 


Q Chuck, could I just ask a quick question? Does 
the United States plan to work with some of its allies such as 
France or Canada to see if they, too, can't take some kind of 
economic reprisals against Haiti to force the government into 
this -- back to this orderly progression toward democratic rule? 


Qa We have been in close contact with a number of 
allied governments who have been active in trying to help, as 
we have been trying to help, this process of democratization 
proceed in Haiti I'm sure that we'll continue to be in touch 
with those governments. They're certainly well aware of our 
reaction and the steps that we have taken, but in terms of what 
they may do, [I don't have those kinds of details to offer from 
here 


Q Do you have the aid figures that we were looking 
for yesterday? 


- Yes. The economic assistance to the Government 
of Haiti, which has been suspended, includes $30 million in 
economic support funds and $18 million in PL-480, Title II, 
funds, both of which were to provide balance of payments 
support to the government 


We will also suspend $14 million in development 
assistance which goes through the Government of Haiti This 
amounts to a total of $62 million in suspended US. funds to 
Haiti. 
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Q That's all ‘87 money, Chuck? 


Aa That's ‘88 money. As I said yesterday, we don't 
wish to punish the poor of Haiti for the failure of the 
government to fulfill its pledge to carry out meaningful 
elections. Therefore, we will continue our direct assistance 
to the Haitian people through American and Haitian 
non-governmental organizations. This includes $14 million in 
PL-480, Title II funds, and $18 million in developmental 
assistance. This amounts to $32 million then in continued U.S. 
assistance 


Q That's '88 funds. 
a That's ‘88 funds. 
Q What about ‘87? 


i) We are looking at any money that is still in the 
assistance pipeline. There is some, and tnere will be some of 
that suspended, but those figures I really can't come up with 
yet. 


Q Do you see any role for the OAS in this? If not 
in terms of a peacekeeping force, in terms of, you know, 
reinforcing your call for a transition to democracy through, 
you know, an appeal by all 30 nations who are members of the 
OAs? 


= We are consulting with our partners in the OAS, 
and [ think it's still premature to say exactly what might 
happen But it could be, as you say, that it would be 
appropriate for the organization to take a stand 


Q Has the U.S. chartered a plane to bring people 
out of Haiti? Is it possible that the Ambassador will be 
coming out of there also? 


- Not the Ambassador, but there is a chartered 
plane that is bringing out the non-official observer 
delegations. There were a number of those people who had gone 
to Haiti under various auspices, so primarily the plane is to 
bring them out, and then whatever additional space on the plane 
would be offered to any other Americans who desire to leave 


But I understand also that there are three regularly 
scheduled flights that are operating into Haiti today. 
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Q Chuck, when you say that it may be appropriate 
for the OAS to take a stand, what do you have in mind now? 
Diplomatic, interventional? Give us a clue. 


a I'm talking about diplomacy in making it known 
that in order to be a member of the community of free nations 
and to have the rights that go along with that, then we're 
looking to free and fair elections as a measure of that. 


Q We're not talking then about a peacekeeping force 
or any peacekeeping role by the OAS? 


A I haven't seen any talk of that 


Q Chuck, could [I just ask you, has the United 
States Government asked non-essential personnel at the Embassy 
to leave the country as well? 


No. There has been the possibility for 
dependents to leave under what we call a voluntary-departure 
program for many months now A few people have taken advantage 
of that. Some others may. But it's nothing other than a 
continuation of that existing program 


Q Chuck, [ don't see any military money, military 
assistance money, in those numbers that you mentioned 


2) We will not propose any military assistance for 
‘88 


Q And what had been the original intended amount, 
do you know? 


4 I'd have to double check, but it was -- something 
on the order of four million was the number [ heard 


Q Have you stipulated the circumstances under which 
this suspension of funds would be lifted? 


a I talked about that yesterday 


Q The nine Electoral Commissioners who have gone 
underground, are any of them at the American Embassy? 
‘ 


I No. 
Q Is the United States concerned that Haiti might 


stop taking back people that are picked up by the Coast Guard, 
that are trying to get into the United States? 
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4 I haven't seen that issue raised 


Q Well, it appears to be a problem that the Coast 
Guard may have already picked up some people and is waiting for 
word from Haiti as to whether or not they'll take them back. 


A It could be I haven't seen anything 


Q New subject The French delivery of the $300 
million to Iran as part of the hostage deal, what's the U.S. 
view of that? 


a The elements of what you refer to as a “deal” are 
still emerging, so {£ don't have any detail on any specific 
points The U.S. policy is to refuse to make concessions which 
would encourage further hostage-taking. This policy was agreed 
to by the leaders of the Summit 7 in Venice earlier this year. 


We would regret any action which would encourage more 
terrorism, particularly if it also prolonged the agony of other 
hostages. The real issue in all of this is not whether ransom 
was paid, but whether in effect hostage-taking was rewarded 


On this several things are clear One, the Iranian 
role in controlling the fate of hostages in Lebanon has again 
been confirmed And, two, Iran is prepared to bargain with the 
lives of innocent people in exchange for money and to obtain 
the release of its Embassy employee, Mr. Gordji. For our part, 
we don't believe that such behavior should be rewarded 


Q When you say -- when you call our attention to 
the agreement at the summit, are you suggesting the French have 
violated the understanding reached a* the Summit, or are you 
just reminding us there is such a --? 


a I'm reminding you that there was a particular 
agreement at the Summit 


Q You're not prepared to accuse the French of 
violating that accord? 


- I have given you what 1 can say at this point, 
based on what we know of the emerging facts 


C You're concerned with, I take it, that -- about 
the effect on the American hostages by this, “prolonging the 
agony"? 
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7 We're concerned of the effect on any hostages -- 
American, but those of other nationalities as well -- if in 
fact arrangements are arrived at which give the impression or 
the reality that hostage-taking is going to be rewarded 


Q And are you actively -- 
- As you know, we don't think that's the way to go. 


Q -- and are you actively inquiring of the French 
as to the arrangements for this? 


a We are in contact with the Government of France 
about this, and the Government of France is well aware of our 
policy. 


Q Chuck, could I ask you on the INF, yesterday 
Ambassador Kampelman said that he expected momentarily that the 
United States would receive the data requested from the Soviet 
Union. Has that come? 


) I didn't get a final readout There was some 
expectation that it could happen today, so let me see if we can 
post something to let you know when in fact it takes place 


Q Chuck, except for the proportions of it, would 
you think there's a great distinction between the way the 
French are proceeding with the [ranians and the way the U.S 
Government did with the Syrians just a few months ago when the 
sent the Ambassador back? You accused both countries of 
sponsoring terrorism, and you restored your diplomatic dealings 
with Syria. You brought them up to normal level I suppose 
the French could argue what they're trying to do is to 
establish an Embassy relationship 


H The two issues are totally different I'm not 
sure even what even tenuous link that you could see between the 
two, but we explained the rationale -- 


Q Having normal dealings with the country you're 
accusing of terrorism. 


a -- but we explained the rationale that went into 
that particular decision to return our Ambassador We left a 
number of other measures in place This has to do with a 
specific issue of whether or not hostage-takers are rewarded 
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Q Chuck, did the Prime Minister of France thank 
Syria about their efforts lately? Do you have any idea what 
the Syrian role in the releasing of the hostages or the deal? 


A No I can't help you on that. 


Q Chuck, isn't this money involved what they owed 
Iran in the first place and not exactly ransom money? Wasn't 
it part of a billion dollars that --? 


4 I think I made the point that it is not a 
question of whether or not ransom is paid, but whether or not 
hostage-taking appears to be or is rewarded. That's what is at 
issue 


Q Najibullah yesterday said 12 months for a 
withdrawal period, a commert that was reported after Mr. 
Aarmacost briefed us here on the subject Do you have any 
follow-up comment on that? 


A What I have to say will in fact sound similar to 
his remarks yesterday, but we have heard statements in the 
past, as he pointed out, suggesting flexibility This would 
seem to be another one of those We've noted recent Soviet 
statements of their intent to withdraw their troops from 
Afghanistan We've also seen Najibullah's statement that the 
DRA will make a new withdrawal proposal at the next session of 
the Geneva negotiations 


We hope that the next Geneva session will lead to an 
agreement on the prompt withdrawal timetable. What is 
required, as Mr. Armacost said yesterday, is a date certain for 
the beginning and completion of the withdrawal of Soviet 
forces That's what's recuired so that the people of 
Afghanistan can then ‘etermine their own future freely. 


Q after Armacost, Gorbachev is a bigger figure -- 
Q I have more on Afghanistan -- 
Q -- also spoke of a timetable -- no, Gorbachev 


spoke of a timetable being something he will discuss with 
Reagan at the Summit Does that alter your guidance any? 


a No Not at all. What we would like to see, as 
Mr Armacost said yesterday, is some dates 
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Q Chuck, Mr. Armacost, in talking about the draft 
agreement that has been worked on in Geneva by Cordovez, said 
that the agreement is couched in terms that Pakistan undertakes 
not to interfere in the internal affairs of Afghanistan, and 
that the Soviets interpret that -- if I recall what he said 
correctly -- as an indication that arms shipments to the 
Mujahidin will stop once the agreement is signed, and the US. 
is a guarantor of that agreement, all of which has always been 
referred to in shorthand as the U.S. will stop shipping arms to 
the Mujahidin once the agreement is signed. 


Is that still what the United States is willing to do 
once an agreement is signed, or do you feel that you would be 
bound in some way to alter your relationship with the Mujahidin 
on the signature of an agreement that included a prompt 
withdrawal? 


“ I'm not going to really engage your question 
directly, because it contains so many assumptions and so many 
iffy elements in describing the arrangements, so that I'm not 
sure in the end what you're dealing with. 


But, as Under Secretary Armacost reiterated yesterday 
and what we have said previously, is that we have stated our 
willingness to serve as a guarantor of a comprehensive and 
balanced agreement once we are certain that such an agreement 
exists. And, as you know, to reiterate in our view, such an 
agreement would require the Soviet Union to provide a timetable 
for the complete withdrawal in a fixed and reasonable amount of 
time, and it has to also encompass other elements such as 
restoration of an independent non-aligned government, 
self-determination for the Afghan people and return of the 
refugees with safety and honor. 


Those are the views that we're making clear to all of 
the parties involved. As you know, we are not a participant in 
the talks in Geneva, so that in the first instance it's going 
to be up to tie Pakistanis to hear whatever propositions may be 
made and to make their own evaluation, and then we would see 
where we go from there. 


Q Well, Chuck, one key element -- I mean, you've 
mentioned several key elements -- but one key element in the 
solution or the settlement that is emerging, or seems to be 
emerging, is the cessation of military assistance to the 
Mujahidin. It was, I think, up until recently a done fact, or 
a concession the United States had previously made. 








-12- Tuesday, 12/1/87 


Recently, there has been some question, and [I'm just 
trying to determine if it's still the policy of the United 
States Government that once the deal is signed, the aid to the 
Mujahidin stops, or that you're backing away from that? 


[, first of all, don't know what deals you're 
talking about, so as a consequence, I'm just not going to enter 
into the question. As far as we're concerned, the only thing [ 
have ever discussed here is the humanitarian aid program, so 
all of the rest of the assumptions in your question are ones 
that I just don't deal with. 


Q Chuck, as the rae ah States is not a direct party 
to these talks, I'm sure you' be happy to share with us your 
views on whether 12 months fits the profile, the standards that 
you have laid out previously as to the withdrawal period for 
Soviet troops fitting a logistical necessity timetable? 


a No, ['m not prepared to comment on twat for a 
number of reasons. First, there is no proposal on the table of 
any duration, so it's simply a hypothetical. And, secondly, 
and perhaps most importantly, it's the Pakistanis who are at 
the table in Geneva who are going to have address that issue 
head-on, so I'll leave it to them. 


Q Chuck, isn't there some kind of a contradiction 
between calling for the restoration of an independent, 
non-aligned government and desiring to see the will of the 
people, the Afghani people, realized, if in fact the will of 
the Afghani people is to not have a non-aligned government? 


o No. I don't really see it. I think we know 
enough about the people of Afghanistan and what they would like 
to see happen in their history to know that the two are not 
incompatible. 


Q Chuck, in the interview yesterday, Gorbachev said 
that -- you're familiar with the old rationale -- they were 
invited in by the government. But he said that, “We introduced 
our limited Soviet contingent of troops and have never 
increased it." 


Is that your understanding? 


A I don't know quite what he meant by that, so as a 
consequence, I couldn't give you any other analysis of that. 
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Q I have one more on Afghanistan. You and Mr. 
Armacost both say that what is required is a date certain for 
the beginning and the end of the withdrawal, whether it's -- 
the final judgment is up to the Pakistanis or not. Would it be 
acceptable to the United States if the interval between the 
beginning and the end were in the order of 12 months? 


= I think that question was asked, and my answer 
would be the same. I'm not going to comment on hypothetical 
propositions, nor am I going to presume to speak before the 
Pakistanis have had a chance to see a proposal and to think 
about it. 


Q It's not hypothetical any more since a leader of 
Afghanistan, among others, has mentioned a fixed period of time. 


4 As far as I know, those are Soviet troops that 
are being withdrawn, not Afghan troops. So what is needed is 
for the Soviet Union to put down a withdrawal timetable. It's 
as simple as that. It's a very simple proposition. There's no 
magic. What is perhaps difficult is to put some concrete facts 
behind these continuing hints and suggestions of flexibility. 
We hope that they're willing to do that, but until that's done, 
[I just don't see any reason to engage on a hypothetical basis. 


Q This is not entirely hypothetical, Chuck, in the 
sense that Mr. Armacost said yesterday two things. One, that 
an acceptable timetable was necessary for the United States to 
carry through on its promise to guarantee an agreement -- and 
I've forgotten the other one now, but never mind. 


The question is: Is 12 months enough for the United 
States to go through with its guarantor promise? 


2) I would say it is only logical to let those who 
are occupying someone else's country to put forward a 
timetable, to put it on the table, before you ask me whether or 
not such-and-such a suggestion is acceptable. We're perfectly 
willing to consider timetables if there is one put forward. 
And so you know you can go on and on about this, but the fact 
of the matter is, as we have said for many months, the crucial 
element is a timetable to get out of Afghanistan. Let's see it. 


Q On Gorbachev, do you have any comments on his 
statements about emigration or human rights? 
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A I would only make some very general reflections 
on the question of human rights. It struck me that one thing 
that comes through from what he said is that there are, 
obviously, some differences between how we look at this issue 
and how the Soviets look at it. 


One of the things, for example, that Mr. Gorbachev 
said was that the only persons who have not received permission 
to leave have been turned down because of state security 
reasons. That doesn't seem to us the way that this is being 
carried out. There are perspective immigrants who have not 
done any work, secret work, for 10 or 15 years, and they're 
getting turned down again and again. That's a fact and it's 
documented. Whatever secret information they once had is now 
in the public domain and it's obsolete. 


He also suggested at another point that they shouldn't 
be presented with rules of behavior fashioned by outsiders. 
Again, I can only point out that we are only asking for the 
Soviet Union to live up to its commitments under the Helsinki 
Final Act, which the Soviet Union signed in 1975. 


Those are just a couple of examples to show that at 
least in this area of human rights, based on what he said, it 


is clear that there are still differing perceptions as to how 
we view this issue. So that I'm sure that's on the agenda for 
the summit. And if indeed those are the views, then there are 
probably going to be some good exchanges. 


Q One more. Does the Administration sanction this 
protest on Sunday? Vice President Bush is going to be there. 
I don't know if he's really representative of the 
Administration? 


- I don't think I have to take a stand on 
sanctioning or not sanctioning one or another demonstration. 
It happens all the time in this country. 


Q Do you think it is going to harden his attitude? 
He appeared to allude to it yesterday. 


“ I really couldn't say. 


Q Could you respond to his accusation that the U.S. 
is trying to sponsor a “brain drain?" 


2) I think probably all of you in this room have 
followed this question for many menths and years, and I think 
the reason that people want to emigrate is well and widely 
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known. There has never been any question about that. So I 
think you only need to talk to the many people who have come 
out of the Soviet Union, to let them tell their own story as to 
why they chose to emigrate, and I think that speaks eloquently. 


Q Do you have any comments there on the various 
things he said about arms control? He acknowledged the Soviets 
are doing some SDI work. He said SOI was not up for 
negotiation, but insisted the U.S. adhere to a strict ABM 
treaty interpretation. 


a The Soviet position sounded very familiar. We've 
heard it before. It's certainly no surprise that the Soviets 
are conducting an SDI program. That's been well known, and 
we've said that for quite a long time. 


Q He also said, Chuck, that Nicaragua was no threat 
to the United States. He, as a matter of fact, pooh-poohed 
that and couldn't understand why we were so concerned. What 
response do you have for that? 


- There I only have to invite you to read the many 
statements and presentations that have been made on our 
concerns in Central America, and in particular, in Nicaragua. 


Q Chuck, one of the things that Gorbachev said last 
night that appeared to be pivotal to his arguments on SDI and 
other issues was that the Soviets have a defensive military 
doctrine, in his words. Is that our view? 


ie) The question is not whether one's doctrine is 
called offense or defense, or both, or none. The fact of the 
matter is that we make our military decisions and the Alliance 
makes its military decisions on the basis of facts on the 
ground, and therefore, we have created a strategy of flexible 
response that meets the potential threat That's what it's all 
about. It's not a question of definitional offense or defense 


Q Chuck, going back to the question of the brain 
drain, because [I think it was new, and I don't think he was 
referring to the reasons that people want to leave the Soviet 
Union. He was referring, I think, to the reasons that Western 
governments encourage emigration from the Soviet Union, and the 
reasons why the Soviet Government has an interest in stopping 
it. 


First of all, do you agree that educated specialists 
in the Soviet Union might have an incentive to leave for 











-16- Tuesday, 12/1/87 


better-paying jobs in the West if the barriers to emigration 
were down? And secondly, do you think that it's a legitimate 
interest on the part of the Soviet Government to try to prevent 
that? 


a My answer is a simple one, which is that the 
right to emigrate is a fundamental human right. It's a right 
that belongs to all people, whether they be intellectuals, 
workers or any sort of person [t's a right that was codified 
again in the Helsinki Final Act, and that's an agreement which 
the Soviet Union signed. 


So all we're asking -- and all Western countries are 
asking, in general -- is for the Soviet Union to allow their 
citizens to enjoy a basic fundamental human right. 


Q It's my understanding, Chuck, that today is the 
deadline for the Administration to present to Congress its 
annual report on Soviet treaty violations. Is that report 


going to be ready today, presented today? 


A I don't have a final status report, but it was 
very, very near yesterday, and I'll have to check to see 
whether it gets presented today, or whether there is any slight 
delay 


Q Are you pretty confident it will be available 
prior to the Summit? 


a) As I say, let me check and see where it stands 
Q What are the plans for the public release of that? 
4 I just don't know what the plans are 


Chuck, the Contras last night published their 
cease-fire proposals, whicn I'm sure you're familiar with so I 
won't repeat them. What do you chink about it? 


4 I'm not going to insert myself in the middle of 
these negotiations at this stage. Let's let the negotiators on 
the two sides work on this 


Q Chuck, is the United States proposing to its 
allies that a 50 percent cut in Soviet conventional forces be 
put on the table, in Brussels -- I mean the consultations in 


Brussels on this subject? 





-17- Tuesday, 12/1/87 


a You want to know where we stand on conventional 
force negotiations? 


Q Where you stand today. (Laughter) 


a It's a rather lengthy answer, but St's a good 
answer, I thought. We and our NATO Allies are talking in 
Vienna with the Soviet Union and other members of the Warsaw 
Pact about beginning a new conventional arms control 
negotiation that would embrace all of Europe from the Atlantic 
to the Urals. 


In NATO, we are consulting intensively with our Allies 
on our position for these potential negotiations. Although we 
have reached no conclusions, the elements of a common approach 
are beginning to emerge. All in NATO agree that the largest 
obstacle to greater stability and security in Europe is Warsaw 
Pact conventional superiority. The imminent INF agreement has 
focused renewed attention on that reality. 


Eastern conventional superiority is based primarily on 
massive, forward-—deployed Soviet armored forces, including 30 
Soviet ground divisions in Eastern Europe and many more in the 
western portion of the USSR In addition to this large eastern 
Quantitative superiority, the Warsaw Pact enjoys geographic 
advantages over NATO and maintains a high degree of secrecy 
regarding its military activities 


Our negotiating goals are to remove destabilizing 
military disparities, and to eliminate the capability for 
launching surprise attack and initiating large-scale offensive 
operations. This leads to a focus on ground forces, 
particularly elements such as tanks and artillery, which can 
seize and hold territory. 


We also seek greater openness in military activities 
That's sort of a general rundown of our concerns and where we 
stand. 


y Copy? 

- Sure, Matt. Do you guarantee a long story on 
this? 

(Laugi:cer) 

aA Anything else? 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Two brief announcements first, following up on your earlier 
guestions about the crash of the South African Airlines flight 
off the Mauritius on November 28, the American Embassy in Tokyo 
has confirmed that there was one American, Mr. William G 
Murlless, M-u-r-l-l-e-s-s, aboard South African airlines flight 
295. Mr. Murlless, 45 years old, was born in Massachusetts and 
had been a resident of Tokyo for the past two years His next 
of kin have been notified 


Secondly, -- 
Q Excuse me, Chuck, on that 
“ Yes 


Q How is it the U.S. Embassy puts that out? Was he 
Government employee? 


a U.S 

q No But what we have to do is to confirm in 
Fact, when we get the information, that there is such an 
individual So we talked to his next of kin who were in Tokyo 
and that's where we were then able to confirm that, indeed 
there had been an American on board Our consular services 


operations routinely help out in these kinds of matters 
Q Can you tell us what he was doing in Tokyo? 
4 [ don't know exactly what he was doings 


And second, the President's report to Congress on 
Soviet non-compliance with arms control agreements is expected 


to be issued this afternoon at the White House I don't have 
the exact time, but we will try to have copies available here 
at the same time that it's made available over there But I am 


estimating that at about 4:30, we will be able to have a 
BACKGROUND briefing here with an inter-agency team that will be 
able to provide any background you might want on that report 
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Q Is there going co be a briefing at the White 
House on that same subject? 


A No. [It should be here. There will be 
representatives of the NSC included in that 


Q But there is another kind of White House briefing 
on arms control? 


A That's a separate briefing -- a BACKGROUNDER on 
arms control that maybe you're referring to 


That's it 
Jim? 
Q Where do we stand on the detailed data base that 


the Soviets have promised to supply on INF? 


A The last word I have is that we are expecting it 
today, but it was not yet in hand 


. Q You've probably seen the Soviet statements out of 
both Moscow and Geneva claiming that the United States, in 
turn, has not turned over all of the data that it had promised 


A [I really have no idea what's behind that The 
U.S. has been prepared, for some time now, to provide the data 
as required by the treaty [n those data categories where the 


Soviets have presented their data, we have, of course, done 
likewise, and naturally in those areas where they have not been 
ready to provide their data, we've not provided ours But 
we're ready -- indeed eager -- and we have been for some me , 
to provide the remaining data as soon as the Soviets are ready 
and we hope that that's soon, and even today 


Q This isn't some kind of ‘Alphonse and Gaston' act 
with both sides prepared to do it, but no one prepared to do it 
first? 


4 l have no idea, because as the Secretary mad: 
clear, we have had this discussion with the Soviets just las 
week in Geneva, and there was no question even in their minds 
at that point, that they owed us some data And you recall the 
Secretary saying that Marshal Akhromeyev had said that it would 
be forthcoming very shortly So [I'm not sure why this 


last-minute change 


Q Is there any kind of time limit? In other words 
is it necessary to have it in time to draft the Final version 
of the treaty, in time for the signing on December 8? 
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a t will certainly be part of the final version of 
the treaty. There is a so-called Memorandum of Understanding 
in which all of this data is laid out, and most of that is in 
place and ready to go, and there would obviously be a couple of 
gaps in there if you didn't have it by then. 


Q Chuck, [ think this is the first we've heard that 
the United States owed the Soviets something. The emphasis had 
been -- 


a) Not at all 


-- on the Soviets owing the U.S. and whether 
they're fulfilling their promise or not. 


a Exactly But please check the transcript because 
[ said that we were doing this on a reciprocal basis. And our 
data has been there; it's in the hands of our delegation -- and 
has been -- but, of course, we were not going to turn over the 
data except on a reciprocal basis 


Q Well, can we at least confirm that the Soviets 
are identifying correctly the data that they say they don't 
have yet? They say it deals with the location of second stages 
of American Pershing II missiles and on sites, as they put it, 
for eliminating U.S. missiles 


A I don't know exactly what categories are involved 
in those kinds of specific terms, Barry, but our systems are 
different; our facilities are different 

Q Yes 

“4 30 there are no exact parallels So what we have 
to do is to choose an equivalent amount of data, and [ don't 


know Quite how that decision was made 


Q What [ don't - 

ns The only thing I can guarantee you is that our 
Gata is and has been there for some time and it's ready o go 

Q Well, the question isn't (inaudible) 

a And perhaps even as we speak, this question is 


being alleviated 


Q Okay, but the question has never been whether the 
two sides have the data; the question is whether they have 
exchanged the information 
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4 The question, as far as we're concerned, is 
whether they have it The exchange is a simple matter of 
handing it across the table We have had ours, in Geneva, 
ready to hand across the table Marshal Akhromeyev said last 
week that they would, very shortly, have theirs also to hand 
across, so in that case it's a question of having it 


Q Okay. Is it like a hockey ref -- someone throws 
a puck and then they kind of quickly hand the papers across the 
table or does someone have to make the first move? 
I don't understand it I don't know about ‘Alphonse and 
Gaston' but five days before a summit it seems kind of petty to 
be waiting for one side waiting for the other to hand something 
over Is it a simultaneous, across-the-table, “you take that 
I'll take that" and you run out of the room? What do you do? 


a You know, diplomats are very experienced at 
managing these kinds of things so that 


Q But usually pretty good at managing summits 
A (inaudible) 
Q - and this is five days before the summit 


(inaudible) 


a You've had any number of senior people who have 
spoken to this issue The only reason we don't hand all of 
ours over is the obvious one This whole treaty is based on 
reciprocity We've been going on that basis from the very 
start, and that's the way we'll go to the very end 


Q (Inaudible) the capability of the Soviets in 
putting all this together, because last Wednesday in Geneva 
the Secretary said, “We should be getting it tomorrow." On 
Monday, Max Kampelman said, “We should be getting it today 
Today you're saying, “We should be getting it today 


I don't know who ‘Alphonse and Gaston' are, but aren't 
we getting a little -- 


6 Well, you should talk to Barry He apparently 
knows them 


Q I will I'll get a briefine afterwards 
A They work for AP or some (inaudible) 
Q No, they keep dropping the ball, is who they 


are 
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What we're talking about, here, is not in the 
text of the treaty itself We're talking about specific 
elements of the M.O.U. —- 


Q Yes, but Max Kampelman said that -- 
A -- that go with it 
Q Max Kampelman said on Monday, “Without this 


information, we can't sign the treaty 


a) We'll have it 

Q Well, you're kind of “We'll have it" and 
everything will be fine But the tone of the Soviet statement 
is quite different It says "Inaction of the U.S. side in 
certain areas now hampers the negotiation." That doesn't sound 
gGuite as -- 

A You'll have to ask them to explain substance, 


tone or any other aspect of their statement; but [ can only 
reflect what I know to be the case, based on talking with our 
experts -who have been in touch with Geneva today 


Q But this does hamper the treaty, doesn't it? Not 
having it does hamper it This is what you've said all along, 
so you're willing to say that? That's true then? 


A That's been said There's no reason to not say 
that 

Q So you're not too concerned? 

A No 

Q Chuck, Kampelman also said this mornina or 
WORLONET that this accusation about the Soviets technically 
violating the ABM Treaty should bear no relationship to the 
summit Are we not concerned that this violation, technical or 
otherwise, Gamages their credibility in terms of verifying LN 

a On the question of verifying INF, we are going to 
have procedures which go far beyond anything ontained in any 
other agreement 50 the question of verification takes on a 


totally different tone now in the context of this agreement, 
and ['d be happy to ec through the many, many details 
concerning verification, but suffice it to say, in very short 
form, that because of all of the inspection measures that have 
been agreed on in conjunction with the INF treaty, we certainly 
have the capability to do, with this treaty, things we have 
never been able to do in terms of verification prior to this 
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Concerning the compliance with previous agreements, we 
have issued these reports on a routine basis. This is mandated 
by the Conaress, this particular report. But what we do in 
putting together these reports is to look at the facts. We 
look at the facts and then we make a determination So you 
simply have to call things as they are. That's the way we've 
always approached this issue The Secretary has said many 
times that that's the only way that we can look at this 
relationship 


We have to address the problems. We have to make 
progress where we can [ think the fact that this report was 
due December lst, it's going to be issued on December 2nd -- 
which is much closer to the deadline than we've come before, I 
think -- but, nonetheless, it's a sign of going ahead in that 
same spirit 


Q Chuck, at some point -- October, I believe -- the 
Soviets invited the U.S. to send people to these sites and see 
if there was a violation And I thought the U.S. had accepted 
the offer, but now [I don't know what's happened subsequently 
Have they gone, and have they found -- I guess they haven't, we 
would have known about it, I suppose 


A They haven't gone yet We responded in 
mid-November indicating that we are prepared to visit the 
electronics facility in the vicinity of Gomel, to examine the 
Pawn Shop and Flat Twin ABM radars and associated equipment 
moved from Saryshagan Further, we're prepared to visit and 
examine the Pawn Shop radar van, which the Soviets say is 
located near Moscow 


We're discussing the details of such a visit with the 
Soviets and we're awaiting their response 


Q Wasn't there the option then to wait to see what 
they've done before accusing them of at least a technical 
violation, with all the political implications, just before a 
summit? 

A First of all, this series of questions becomes a 


bit premature -- 
Q sure 


a - Since the report that you're basing your 
questions on has not yet been released 


Q O.K 
a So Il think if you can wait till you hear our 
experts, later in the afternoon, they can help you with those 
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Q The Soviets invited the U.S. to go, and then the 
U.S. said it wanted to go. But is there a coincidence on those 
two, or did they invite us to go one place and we said we 
wanted to go another place -- or did we both agree on the 
places? 

- Why don't you try that out with the experts this 
afternoon also? 

Q Can we take a filing break? 

A Sure 


Anything else? 


Q I'll be back when the experts come 

2) No, no; [I don't want to hold you up 

Q Thank you 

Q Is that it? 

os Sure 

Q Michael is still going strong 

Q Cambodia? Prince Sihanouk's meeting with Hun Sen 


-- do you have any comment on it? 


a [ don't have any specific comment In effect, 
those meetings are matters for the parties directly involved 
We have noted, and [ would say it again, that any peaceful 
settlement in Cambodia must come in the context of a withdrawal! 
of Vietnamese forces and the establishment of a government 
which reflects Cambodian self-determination 


That was the position, reaffirmed again by the United 
Nations General Assembly by an overwhelming margin -- again 
this month. * 


Concerning these particular moves, we welcome any 
initiative which promotes tne settlement of the Cambodian 
conflict, based on these principles 


Concerning Prince Sihanouk, likewise We have said, 
in the past, that we regard his role in the Cambodian equation 
as vital and we have confidence in his ongoing efforts to 
achieve a satisfactory outcome 


Q Can [ have another shot at the Khmer Rouge -- 


*Correction: Reaffirmed again in October 
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“ O.K., I'll go back to you in one minute. 


Q The Korean President said that the Korean airline 
missing may have been highly sabotaged by the North Koreans 
Do you have any comment, or -- 


Q Nothing, other than to say that I, of course, 
have seen various reports on that. But I don't have any 
independent information to offer on the circumstances of that 
incident. 


Q Chuck, anything on the agreement with Kuwait on 
the floating barges -- what they call it? 

a I was asked a similar question, but with a 
reverse twist, earlier in the week. But regardless of what 


twist is put on it, my answer would still be the same 


Michael? 

Sorry 

Q Sure, go ahead 

Either one of you 

Q No -—- Chuck, have you, in effect, given the 


United Nations the $90 mil'tion that you said the State 
Department has promised them? Has that money been turned over 
to the U.N. or is it still being held by the State Department? 


There seems to have been some flak raised, both within 
the Administration and in Congress 


A I'll have to take a look at that I don't know 
physically where the money is 


Q And there have been several developments in Haiti 
since we last discussed the subject, including Seaga's 
announcement last night of a group of eight Caribbean leaders 
who would like to mediate Does that go along with the way the 
U.S. thinks things should be rectified in Haiti? 


A That's certainly a useful discussion As [ said 
yesterday, we're also consulting with members of the OAS about 
the situation and the role that the OAS might play And in 
that context, an OAS condemnation of the violence in Haiti and 
a strong appeal urging the Haitian Government to act swiftly to 
resume the election process, would be very appropriate 


Q Any sign that that's coming? 
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A I don't really have any status report as to how 
far that has moved. 


Q Well, what about Elliott's appearance on 
Nightline last night? Did you let him go up? 

A He was on Nightline I can confirm that. 

Q You're most kind. 

Thank you (Laughter. ) 

Q He left me very puzzled, as I'm sure he left Ted 
Koppel very puzzled, by refusing an answer on whether foreign 
intervention -- multilateral, unilateral, whatever -- might be 


the appropriate solution, which clearly leaves open the 
possibility that that will occur Can you take it any further? 


4 No. I think he explained why he took that 
stance, and [ can understand that [ think it's the right 
thing to do 


Q Can you explain to me what he thought he was 
explaining, because [ still don't understand 


a No I can provide the transcript The Press 
Office can do that. 


Q A little more confusing is the night before, on 
McNeil-Lehrer, he was very much against any kind of 
intervention -- whether multilateral, unilateral, whatever -- 
and then he comes the next night and then won't answer the 
question 


A I think if you look at the last question on 
Nightline last night you will find something very similar to 
McNeil-Lehrer, for example 


Q Does the United States believe that the OAS 
should hold a special Foreign Ministers meeting, which they do 
sometimes in crisis situations, to discuss the Haitian 
situation? 


4 We're in consultation with our OAS partners, and 
['ll leave it at that for the moment 


Q O.K., thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:23 p.m.) 
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MR. HOWARD: For your information, the attribution on 
this -- should be the senior administration officials, of course, and 


our senior administration official briefers, for your information, 
———e— 


Q What about Giyy> He was supposed to --~ 


MR. HOWARD: I'm sorry. I guess we'll call gia senior 
administration official as well ree meee 
a ee, 


Q Yes, absolutely. 
Q And all-around good -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


MR. HOWARD: Gentlemen, I know it's a small area up here, 
but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It occurred to us that 
it would be useful if we made ourselves available to you for any 
questions that you might have. We've got an INF agreement that all 
of us have participated in. We've got a summit coming up, and the -- 
obviously, a major component of that is going to be the arms control 
area. And so we're here to answer your questions and elaborate as 
possible since who knows, it's possible I may want to run for public 
office some day, I'm going to have somebody else select you. I am 
not going to point out. We'll have Dan do that. 


MR. HOWARD: Peter, we'll start with you. 


Q Which office, and what? 


Q If you weren't there last night, you can't run for 
president. (Laughter. ) 

Q Mr. Ambassador, have you received the data from the 
Soviet Union that you were waiting for that you told us about on 


Monday? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we've got -- [I'll 
give you the same answer that we have given you now for a few days. 
We expect to get it today. Has not yet been here as far as I know. 

So -- wait a minute. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did get a data 
package today. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We got a data package 
today. So I was right. 


Q Is that everything? 
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Q All of the data? 
Q How much is missing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A bit of data, and we've 
got to look at it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was only a little 
bit left, as you understand, and apparently it was turned over in 
Geneva today. It's now being studied. We hope that takes care of 
that question once and for all. 


Q Any explanation for the delay? It came up at the 
last minute. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the explanations 
have been varied, and I don't know that any of us really understand 
why, other than what seems clear. And Paul may want to elaborate on 
this as a result of the discussions he had with Akhroymeyev, it ; 
becomes clear to me that their system of operating is different from 
our system of operating. (Laughter.) And that the kind of data -- 


Q -- now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- and the kind of data 
that we very quickly were able to assemble through computers and God 
knows what, they simply have had a very difficult time accumulating 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is that it, or is this 
the sixth part? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's about it, isn't 
it? Yes, that's about it. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, Mr. Karpov was complaining similarly 
that you haven't given them all the data that they require. Is that 
also the case, and is this some sort of end game? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, we are at an end 
game, that's obvious. We have given them all the data that we 
require, and I can only tell you that in endless hours of discussions 
with the Soviets, both when I was with Vorontsov, when we all came 
last week with the Secretary, I have never heard from the Soviets a 
statement that we have not given them what we're supposed to give 
them. So this is new to me. 


Q If I could follow, apparently, Mr. Redman, over at 
the State Department also indicated that you would give them when 
they give you. What's going on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We gave everything. We 
gave everything some time ago, as a matter of fact. We had an 
exchange and they gave us a vast amount of data -- I don't want to 
minimize this -- gave us a vast amount of data. And at that point, 
we gave over out data; we looked at it. It was missing -- they'd 
been dribbling it out a little bit. And now, hopefully, we've got 
that done. 


Q Secretary Gorbachev in his interview on Monday 
indicated that he thought, at least at Reykjavik, we came very, very 
close to reaching a START agreement, and he indicated also he expects 
to make major headway on that when he comes here next week. How far 
do you expect to get? What is the benchmark you think might be 
achieved on any START negotiations during his visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
answer it on the basis of “expect to get." I can only say what we 
would hope to get is very far in resolving some of the important 
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fundamental issues. 
Do you want to make a comment about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the -- one 
of the benefits of this summit and the INF agreement is that it 
clears the decks of INF to get on with START, which is certainly of 
great importance. Having said that, there are a number of very big 
issues which divide us. In START alone, there are the sublimits and 
then there are a whole host of very difficult verification problems 
which I would say is, in order of magnitude, greater than INF. Then 
there's also the linkage that the Soviets have imposed. 


They, by their code words, have said that we must -- 
quote -- “strictly abide by the ABM treaty." And when we asked them 
at Geneva what this meant at their level, the level we were talking 
about, they said you may not test systems and components in space. 
So their buzz words are still that they want to hamper or hinder an 
SDI agreement. 


Q Might it be possible to achieve at least an 
agreement in principle on-site, and also as part of that question, 
would you -- do you have any indication that Mr. Gorbachev will bring 
new proposals on ABM treaty language? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me comment on that 
and then I'm going to -- next time I have any of my colleagues speak, 
I'm going to turn the microphones over to you so they could be heard 
better. 


Let me first say to you about that, obviously, the issues 
that my colleague has pointed out to you are issues that we hope will 
be significantly narrowed during the time of the meeting of the two 
heads. I didn't want to answer the question as what we expect; I can 
only tell you what we hope and what we will be working to achieve. 


Now, with respect to the second part of your question, 
let me simply point out that we are interested in a treaty. We are 
not interested in an agreement which will not end in a treaty because 
an agreement which will not end in a treaty but will, let's say, be a 
declaration coming out of the summit, period, does not bind them in 
any way; is not legally binding. We may, therefore, find ourselves 
in the situation where the Soviets, not being bound by a lawful 
instrument, would go ahead and do anything they wish to do in their 
national interests; whereas, realistically, we might find ourselves 
being unilaterally encumbered -- as a result, reasonable position by 
some members of Congress saying we're about to have it next year or 
the year after; why spend money on this, that or the other thing? 


That kind of unilateral disadvantage is not in our 
interests and that's why we're pushing for a treaty. And, as a 
practical matter, the Soviets have communicated to us a very clear 
intention to join us in that objective. And as you know, the Soviets 
have publicly suggested the forum for signing such a treaty might 
very well be the next time there is a summit, which they've suggested 
be in Moscow. 


Q Is it conceivable that, understanding what you just 
said in your opposition to a framework agreement or a statement, that 
there might be some kind of statement or joint dfclaration at the end 
of this summit that would be a path to that treaty; that you might 
make some kind of a joint statement indicating a narrowing of some of 
the differences on the issues that your colleague has discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes, I think so. I 
think so, Lou. I think so -- for example, one of the things that 
we're considering -- I know my colleague has done a lot of work on 
this -- is the question of instructions to the negotiators. That's a 
path in that direction. I just wanted you all to be sensitized to 
what we're concerned with. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the main point 
is that what we hope to build upon is the joint draft text of the 
treaty which has been under negotiation in Geneva and which is -- has 
substantial amount of agreed material in it, even though there are 
brackets and numerous brackets. But we hope that the President and 
the General Secretary can arrive at some answers to some of the 
questions that have been blocking -- that have been making further 
progress more difficult. If they can do that, then the task of the 
negotiators in Geneva will be substantially eased and one could meet 
these time deadlines. 


Q When the General Secretary said the other night that 
he would -- that he's not going to make -- press SDI as an issue, but 
merely the -- but merely acherence to the ABM treaty, is that a 
tactical -- new tactics on the part of Gorbachev, or does that signal 
something more substantive in the way of a proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what he said 
publicly is not the first time we've heard this from Soviet , 
officials. I think I must tell you, as you know -- those of you who 
have followed it; I think most of you have -- that the movement has 
been significant in -- from the beginning. That is there positions 
have moved and what there position is today, other than what they've 
set on the table in Geneva we'll see next week, you know, where 
really they are. The formulation of Mr. Gorbachev doesn't really 
solve a great many of the problems because there are still lots of 
problems of definition. 


Do you want to add to that? 


Q Gentlemen, the discussion over transition of 
defenses has focused recently on the idea of predictability and the 
Soviets seemed to have embraced that as well. In addition to the 
open labs' concept and some exchange of data, what other notions are 
there from the U.S. side on increasing predictability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have tried to get the 
attention of the Soviets to the following overall approach, and I 
just want to explain what we're talking about here. We have in 
effect said to them, look, we're living in a new world, it's a world 
of rapidly evolving technology. The SDI program is a reflection of 
that. Obviously, the new techologies affect the force structures, 
not only our own, but yours. We know you're doing work in this area 
because of these new technologies now. One of the interesting things 
is, is an acknowledgement of that by Mr. Gorbachev the other night. 
We know -- we've known that. We know you're doing work in this 
field. We're doing a lot of work in this field. From our point of 
view, we see a possibility -- now we're doing research on it <-- which 
moves our force structure, and maybe all of our force structures from 
an offense-dominant force structure to a transition to a 
defense-domininant force structure. 


Shouldn't we be talking about this with one another? 
Shouldn't we be visiting one another's laboratories? Shouldn't we 
perhaps be present at tests that take place? But overall, shouldn't 
we be talking to one another and trying to figure out a way to adjust 
to the new technologies in a stable manner? That's been our approach 
to this problen. 


Now, predictability, in the meantime, makes sense while 
this is happening, because it's evolving. Who knows what we'll learn 
next year or what will come up next year? So you want some 
predictability, and the President has suggested a notion of 
predictability by saying for a period of time -- and we have said the 
period of December 3lst, 1994 -=- we want to have -- for that period 
of time, we'll agree not to withdraw from the ABM Treaty. That 
remains static. But that has to be -- and I personally have said to 
these people, you have other ideas for predictability, you have other 
ideas for confidence-building measures? Tell us what they are. We 
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want to discuss then. 


Q Could I just follow on that briefly? You talk about 
staying within ABM, but that means describing what ABM means. Does 
the U.S. plan to offer any notion of what would be considered within 
ABM in terms of testing of SDI and the future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say to you very 
clearly that from March of 1985 -- and the reason I'm asserting this 
is because I have read things to the contrary -- from March of 1985, 
the American delegation in Geneva has been explaining its position on 
the ABM Treaty and asserting its position to the Soviets, and we have 
had discussions about it. We have pointed out how much of our 
position is very similar to the positions previously taken by the 
Soviets in their interpretation. We have a difference of opinion -- 
I don't want ot minimize this, but we are telking about it. 


Q Can you clear up all these reports that there have 
acutally been converstaions with the Soviets about what kinds of 
tests might be permissible -- lists of tests -- all of the -- the 
suggestions that have beem made and sumplifications? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two years ago, some of 
the Rand Corporation people talked to the Soviet scientists, and 
there was some discussion amongst them as to how one might compose a 
list and characteristics of devices on that list, and that below that 
those thresholds, one would be free to test, and above them, the 
limitations of the ABM Treaty would apply. And I did talk to 
Bellikov and to Zagdeyev about those things that had been discussed 
prior to that time with the Rand Corporation. But there have been no 
subsequent discussions after those discussions some time ago. 


It is certainly true that we have talked to all the U.S. 
scientists -- we've talked to the laboratories, the government 
laboratories, to Livermore, to Los Alamos, to other government 
laboratories, with the people in the Defense Department, trying to 
learn whatever we can from anybody who knows something about these 
issues. 


Q And do you have a conclusion as to -=- when the 
President says in all of these recent speeches that when we're ready 
we will deploy, do you have a time frame in mind that makes sense 
technologically -- what time frame that would be -- are you talking a 
ten-year -- 


SENIOR AUMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The time frame that 
we've talked to the Soviets about is seven years, and we've said that 
-- or in 1994, December 3lst, 1994. And we've said we would not -- 
we would not exercise our right of withdrawal from the ABM Treaty. 


Q And is that because that would be the earliest that 
it would be possible to deploy? Is there a connection between what 
is technically feasible and that seven-year period, or is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe that 
anybody believes that one can deploy earlier than that. That's 
correct. 


Q On the question of this difference of interpretation 
of the ABM Treaty, is the President prepared to move in any way 
toward the Soviet position, which is that there should be some limits 
on testing? Or, is the President sticking to his position at 
Reykjavik that there should be no restrictions on development, the 
only question of predictability would involve deployment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think that the 
position is that we do -- the President does not propose that there 
be any amendment to the ABM Treaty from the provisions as they were 
negotiated in 1972. In other words, the treaty stands on its own 
bottom. And he doesn't propose that we amend that treaty. 
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Q Well, I'm not talking about amendment, I'm talking 
about an agreement on what is permissible under the treaty, that 
there are different interpretations, obviously, as Ambassador 
Kampelman referred to. Is the President willing to alter the 
interpretation that the U.S. has applied to this treaty concerning 
placing limits on the testing of SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe not. I think 
we're clear as to what the meaning of the treaty is in that sense. 


Q Could you clarify one thing? You said something 
about no -- they said smoething about no testing in space. Does that 
mean that there will be no testing underground? 


Q Space means everything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think not. I think 
what they were talking about is no testing of specific devices in 
space, and they offered a list of what those devices might be. — 


Q I'm sensing some mixed signals here today. Earlier 
from this podium, the President's spokesman warned us not to expect 
any breakthroughs on START in the course of the negotiations this 
week. He said very specifically this is a meeting between old 
enemies, not between old friends. Your colleague talked about the 
vast differences that remain on START, and yet, you're talking about 
significantly narrowing the differences next week. I'd like to know 
which is the more accurate reading, and on what basis are you 
offering a rather optimistic reading? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the question is 
worthwhile, because it's designed to clarify a misunderstanding. I 
made it very clear that I was not saying "I expect" -- if you -- I 
picked up on that word "expect." I was only saying, "Well, I hope." 
That's quite different, and it has to be very clearly -- that 
distinction has to be made. And I see no contradictions at all. We 
hope to narrow the differences. We are not predicitng they will be 
narrowed, I don't expect it to happen. I don't want to say I expect 
it. It may happen, it may not happen. And we see no conflict 
between that. It would be a serious mistake for us to assume now 
that we know what this -- it's not pre-cooked -- I want to make that 
clear to you -- it's not pre-cooked. There's a lot of work to do, 
the differences are significant. This is the most serious adversary, 
in my opinion, we've had in our history. It's an intelligent one -- 
Soviet Union -- it's an intelligent one and a serious one, and we 
have to understand it and watch our Ps and Qs as we negotiate. And 
we do that. 


In connection with the other questions, I just want to 
remind some of you who don't know that on this question of 
interpretation of the ABM Treaty, Ambassador Nitze was personally 
involved in those negotiations at the time and has his own views, 
which is clearly understood. But I want to say there's some 
credibility behind that assertion. 


Q Gentlemen, in his new book “Perestroika,” Gorbachev 
talks about SDI research -- not only in the laboratory, but also in 
what's called “factories, institutes, and test ranges." Is there 
anything new in that language, is it meaningful, and does it leave 
any room for negotiation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there is something 
new in that language compared to previous Soviet statements, which 
have said it's okay to have research in the laboratory -- limiting it 
to the laboratory -- and the extent to which the book goes beyond 
that, it's obviously a new formulation. 


But I want to make very clear to you unambiguously, there 
is no provision in the ABM Treaty which in any way cuts back on any 
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research anyplace, anytime, and I just want to make that clear. Any 
effort to cut back on research by limiting it to one or one-two-three 
is in itself not consistent with the ABM Treaty. That has been our 
position, it is our position. I think it's an unequivocal position 
and it's a completely correct position, and to my knowledge, is not 
an issue of controversy in the United States. 


Q In that same passage he refers to sitting down and 
discussing components that could be tested in space and components 
that could not be tested in space. Does that represent anything new? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to handle 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That refers to the same 
idea that was discussed by Velikhov in Zagdeyev a year and a half 
ago, as I remember it. So that idea was that one -- that they 
propose a list devices which -- and a list of characteristics of 
those devices, and if those devices have capabilities above those 
thresholds, then they cannot be tested in space. If they have 
capabilities below those thresholds, then they could, under the 
Soviet proposal, be tested in space. 


The main point about that from our standpoint was that 
even the Soviet position says that there are certain types of devices 
that can be tested in space for the purposes of ABM research. 


Q Sir, I am just curious whether the American side, 
and I guess specifically President Reagan, will go into this summit 
with a specific new set of proposed sublimit ideas that he is willing 
to lay on the table, or with some kind of draft language containing 
new instructions to negotiators that the American side is going to 
put forward at the beginning for discussion at the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I would be 
misleading you and anybody else would be misleading you if you car- 
with any idea that there is any significant movement or major 
movement on our part in the areas of sublimits. These are very vital 
to our national interests. The Soviets know our position. We have 
seen some movement toward that position. I also want to say to you 
it's a position that we arrived at after taking due note of 
statements made to us by the Soviets, and I don't mind telling you 
that we, when we presented this proposal, fully expected the Soviets 
would accept it because it seemed to be consistent with other 
statements they had made to us during the course of these 
negotiations. And we found ourselves in a position where they 
couldn't take yes for an answer. 


And all I want to say to you is that the position we have 
is a correct one, it's a reasonable one, and we will stick to that 
position. 


Q Are are you negotiating -- instructions to 
negotiators? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We really have not yet 
faced the issue of instructions to negotiators insofar as the actual 
instructions to U.S. negotiators are concerned because we'd be doing 
so in a vacuum without knowing the results of what will come out of 
the summit meeting. Obviously, following this summit meeting, we 
would hope that there would be some instructions consistent with 
what's agreed upon at the summit meeting. 


Sir, there are reports that there were divisions 
within the administration about the decision today to announce this 
new Soviet violation of the ABM Treaty. First of all, were there 
such divisions and, secondly, given the fact that the Soviets have 
offered us some inspection of at least one of the radars and that 
there are questions as to whether the radars are fully operational 
again, do you really believe that these are violations of the ABM 
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Treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say that that 
question will come up this afternoon when somebody else stands here 
on the platform and will be dealing with that issue, wherever it is 
-- and deals with that issue. In connection with your second 
question, however, let me be very clear to you that I have looked 
into it -- we've had a number of meetings on the subject -- and I* 
don't have any doubt in my mind -- and I don't know if there's much 
doubt of at least a technical violation of the ABM Treaty. The facts 
are the facts and they speak for themselves very clearly. Now -- and 
I think that has to be stated. Also, as you know, there wasn't much 
flexibility -- I mean, the Congress established the dates when the 
reports should try to come in and those dates were established 
without regard to the date of the summit. But that will be discussed 
by other people, rather than by me or by us here. 


Q Well, you could at least answer the question of __ 
whether or not there was real resistance within the State Department 
arms control team to calling this a violation on the eve of the 
summit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don't want to 
answer that question. And not because I'm trying to hide anything 
from you; because I don't want to use this opportunity to explain the 
INF treaty and if I answer that question, the next question will 
follow and the one after that will follow and we'll be off what -- 
really what our task here to do is to talk about the summit and talk 
about the INF treaty. 


Insofar as it affects -- 
Q I'll take a yes or no. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know you will. 
Insofar as it affects the summit and insofar as it affects the treaty 
that we're hoping to negotiate and hope to sign, I can't see that 
this decision will have any impact on either. 


Q Will arms control be discussed at each of the five 
meetings that the President has with the General Secretary, or is 
there one single meeting where you think will be the principal 
meeting on arms control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I expect that arms 
control will be the major subject in terms of time spent. But as you 
know, the United States, led by the President, is determined that no 
meeting with the Soviets at any kind of a high level -- certainly the 
highest level -- can take place without talking about human rights 
and emphasizing the importance of human rights -- and in a number of 
the meetings that I've attended, human rights has, indeed, been the 
first issue that's come up. I don't know whether it will be the 
first now. It depends on what they both talk about and decide upon 
as an agenda -- and without dealing with regional problems. Very 
serious, because it's the regional problems that give rise to the 
tensions that give rise to the arms. And to just deal with a symptom 
without dealing with a problem is not a way to deal and to search for 
lasting solutions between us. 


And bilateral problems. But I would say that most of the 
time will be spent -- and I don't see it as just taking one session. 
It will probably take more than one session. 


Q So it will probably be through all five then, you're 
saying -- threaded through all five? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends. I would 
doubt that it would be all five. I really doubt that, only because 
of the time that the others will have to take. But I -- this will 
evolve as the two of them talk. You know, the first time they met in 
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Geneva nobody expected -- everybody planned -- suddenly, they find 
themselves walking together in the lake -- by the lake, not in the 
lake. (Laughter.) 


Q On the lake. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the lake. 
(Laughter.) But you know, there's a chemistry that evolves in these 
talks and not an arbitrary nature to it. And people make guidance 
suggestions, but then the two of them go off and do what they want to 
do. 


Q Why should we not assume that there was a political 
motive behind the release of the report today, despite its 
legislatively mandated schedule, when it's been delayed in the past 
and when it obviously has some impact on the preparations for the 
summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't, as I said, 
believe that it will have any kind of an impact on our summit. And 
if I answer your question, you understand I've got to go back and 
answer Chris' question, and that is why I am stopping. 


Q No, but this speaks of the INF issue because in one 
of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I answered it with 
respect to that, namely, I don't think it will have an impact. 


Q No, no, but it also speaks to conservative 
ratification of the treaty. 


Exactly. 


Q 
Q Isn't that the whole point? 
Q Mr. Ambassador -- 

Q 


That is a reasonable question. 


On the INF treaty, what we don't have is a good 
image of what this treaty is going to look like. We were told today 
at the State Department that the detailed data will go into a 
memorandum of understanding. What else will be involved? Can you 
give us the mechanics and the shape of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mr. INF. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there will be -- 
first of all, the treaty is the main document. But in addition to 
\ne treaty, there is the memorandum of understanding, in which are 
recorded all the data as to the numbers and location of all the 
launchers, and of the missiles, and of the production facilities, and 
the test ranges, and other facilities that the memorandum of 
understanding calls for. This would be both on the U.S. side and the 
U.S.S.R.'s side. The second document is the protocol having to do 
with elimination. And what that deals with is the process by which 
the systems to be eliminated, which in this case are all the INF 
missiles and launchers and post ranges, other things, how they and 
the similar facilities and missiles and launchers for the shorter 
range missiles, how they will be eliminated. What the procedures 
will be for moving them from where they are now to elimination sites. 
And providing for on-site inspection at the elimination sites, 
providing for exactly what has to be done to these instruments, or 
these objects, in order to be sure that they are really destroyed. 

So that the missiles' cannisters are opened up so that the curved 
things are flattened out, so that they are cut in pieces, etcetera, 
etcetera. And it is all spelled out in the elimination proposal 
protocol, as to how this is to be done and how you are going to have 
on-site inspection to see that it actually is done pursuant to the 
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protocol. 


And then there is also an inspection protocol which 
governs the way in which the inspection teams will be handled. How 
you announce that you want to conduct an inspection. How you certify 
to the other side who the members of the team will be, when they will 
arrive, how long they are going to be at the point of arrival, when 
they are going to be taken to the point where they are supposed to do 
the inspection, how long they are supposed to be at that point, when 
they are supposed to go away and how often these inspections are to 
be and under what circumstances and what objects, what places, they 
are supposed to inspect. So that is the next document. 


And the final one is a document on privile a 
immunities. In other words, what rights does the host ciuucry have 
with respect to the behavior of the inspectors and what protections 
do the inspectors themselves have as to their immunity from 
prosecution, except for, you know, if they -- 


Q And all told, we are talking about what, 100 pages? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 200 pages is 
approximately the length of the treaty and the annexes are the 
protocols thereto. But those are double spaced. I don't know how 
many pages (laughter) it will be when they get finally put into final 
forn. 


MR. HOWARD: I know you have lots more questions. These 
gentlemen are understandably busy, so I'd like to wrap up with a e 
couple of more. 


Q Mindful of what you've said earlier about not 
wanting to play the expectations game, I wondered if you could tell 
us from the U.S. perspective what the administration plans or hopes 
to put on the table vis-a-vis conventional or chemical warfare. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me first say a word 
about conventional -- it comes up all the time. We are interested in 
conventional reductions <-- very much interested. But that 
negotiation has to be an alliance negotiation -- NATO-Warsaw Pact. 
Our position will be the NATO position. In Vienna now, there is a 
meeting underway -- has been for more than a year -- under the 
Helsinki Final Act. On that agenda is the desirability of opeing up 
a negotiation among 23 countries -- the NATO countries, the Warsaw 
Pact countries. I don't know when that meeting will end. It's for 
the moment hung up on human rights considerations. We had hoped that 
meeting would end this year. It's not going to end this year, so 
it'll go into next year. But at the conclusion of that meeting, I 
would hope that a negotiation would begin, agreed to out of that 
meeting of these 23 countries to sit down and meet on conventional 
reductions. 


We are prepared always to talk about this issue, but we 
are not negotiating this issue with the Soviets in behalf of NATO. 
All of NATO will be involved in this subject. 


Now, insofar as chemical weapons are concerned, I would 
expect this will be on the agenda. It will be discussed. We are not 
coming in -- I think it would be a mistake to assume we're coming in 
with any new subjects, new items to table. This is being discussed 
now in Geneva. We are concerned about the problem. We're concerned 
from two points of view: we're concerned on the one hand because of 
really the awful danger that comes from chemical weapons and chemical 
warfare. We're also concerned about the problem, if you have an 
agreement, how do you possibly verify it, since most any chemical 
factory can turn itself over quickly to turning out these poisons? 


So that, too, is a matter of great concern to us. And 
related to that ie the fact that it's not difficult to produce, and 
an increasing number of countries are producing them. And you don't 
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solve the problem just dealing U.S.-U.S.S.x. Indeed, I think 
U.S.-U.S.S.R. have a common problem with respect to other countries 
that might be producing them. And so these are not simplistic 
questions, and they require lots of talk between us, and I'm 
persuaded this will be on the agenda and will be talked about between 
the parties. 


Q I'd like to address this to your colleague, if only 
in memory of lots of help at other sumnits. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I want to say hs's the 
appropriate man to finish these. 


Q Is that right? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: God help me! 

Q Is that the shovel brigade? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION ©**TCIAL: Yes. (Laughter.) 
Q You don't have to take that. 


Q You know, you've talked about significantly 
narrowing differences on strategic offensive weapons, but it seems to 
avoid the issue of the fact that the Gordian knot has been for a 
couple of years strategic defense. But the way you talked of a 
certain confidence, a kind of cautious confidence, that leads me to 
believe that you have something up your sleeve that perhaps -- a 
formulation that can bridge these differences. But I wonder -- on 
strategic defense. And I wonder if you can give us a glimpse of what 
you intend to propose, or how you see this thing resolving itself. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's easy. It's very 
easy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I accept full 
responsibility. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What's up my sleeve is 
what has been there for the last seven years, and that is my arn. 
(Laughter.) To tell you the truth, we have been fairly consistent -- 
we have been consistent on how we approach the relationship between 
offense and defense since we began these conversations with at that 
time Ambassador Rowny working START, and Ambassador Nitze working 
INF, and transitioning through into the nuclear and space talks. 
We've made progress, I think, in -- at Reykjavik on key elements in 
START, we've made less progress on defense in space. And we believe 
that the START treaty is in the U.S. interest and Soviet interest, 
and in our alliance interest. So we think that we can make progress 
on its own without pulling out any rabbits in our hat. 


Q You mean, you think there has been linkage of SDI? 
I mean, this is what seems to me you thought at Reykjavik when this 
rock rolled down and crashed on the whole thing. There's got to be 
something different here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we are seeing, of 
course, is the fact that we are making progress with them in 
understanding as we've put the INF treaty behind us that there are 
elements that are in our interest in strategic forces. And we're 
also, I think, making some progress in explaining and making them 
understand that we have a coherent picture on where we're trying to 
go in a transition. Now, does that mean that we have to see -- I 
find that the catch phrases of delinkage and Gordian knot and trick 
-- I just -- I can't answer that. 


Q I'm not looking for catch phrases -- Gordian knot, 
or anything -- what I'm trying to say is, how do you resolve what has 
been a problem -- since this issue was announced by the President in 
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March of '83, if you feel you can significantly narrow differences in 
START, it seems to me to follow as night to day that you have 
something that you think you can do to resolve the difference on 
space defense. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- the only 
thing more I can ad¢ to what I've said previously is that if we could 
go back to 1981 or '82 when we were having this same conversation, 
the issue was, how do you resolve the involvement of British and 
French systems to get to an INF agreement? And the way we resolve 
that is by making our case, making it in a principled fashion, with 
our allies with us and holding firm. And here, we believe that 
what's important is we hold to our principle and our national 
interest. That's what we're going to do. And we believe that there 
is ground between our interest, our national interest and our 
security and that of the Soviet Union, and we're going to try to find 
that ground. 


MR. HOWARD: Bob, could I draw this to a close? We have 
another briefing here in just two minutes’ time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very much. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:43 P.M. EST 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
PRESIDENT REAGAN'S REPORT TO CONGRESS 
ON SOVIET NON-COMPLIANCE 
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1987, 4:30 P.M 


FIRST OFFICIAL May I asked if you've all received a 
copy of the report, the President's Report? 


PRESS CORPS Yes Do you have extra copies? 


A i bells we have some copies here (Passing 
copies of report out.) 


By way of introduction, let me just say that we 
forwarded this report, the Administration's fifth Report of 
Soviet Non-Compliance, in both its classified and unclassified 
versions, to the Congress today 


fhis report, which you now have, updates all of the 
issues studied in the March 1987 report except for the 
Threshold Test Ban Treaty It's principal difference, however, 
involves a finding of a violation related to the deployment of 
parts of a Flat Twin and Pawn Shop radar from an ABM test range 
to Gomel 


Our purpose this afternoon is to entertain your 
questions based on the report you just received 


Q On that specific allegation, where do we stand on 
the Soviet invitation to let American inspectors come and have 
a look at them 


Q Louder, please 
Q And could you clarify exactly what the 
4 Okay, let's take them one at a time The 


question was, where do we stand with respect to the Soviet 
invitation to visit Gomel to look at these items 


We have accepted in principle the Soviet invitation 
Q When? 
a to travel to Gomel, and we're in the process 


of discussing that invitation with the Soviet Union 








Q The Soviets expect you there, according to 
General Chervov, in the next couple of days Will you be there? 
“ May I -- this is the second reference I['ve heard 


to a discussion with General Chervov 


Q (Inaudible) at a Press Conference It's 
beginning at 2:30 at the National Press Building 


4 I see And he said at that time -- 

Q Well, Don Oberdorfer is here -- asked the 
question 

Q He said two things: things have been dismantled: 


two, that the United States has been invited to come and see it 
and they thought this was a moot issue; that they thought it 
was all resolved and the United States had accepted the 
invitation and in the next few days was going to come and see 
it; and he didn't understand what all the problem was He 
added that he didn't think this would affect the atmospherics 
of the summit 


Q The point being that this all seems rather silly 
Q He said also Moscow and Gomel - both sites 
ns And did he say in what context those discussions 


took place? 


Q No, I don't believe he was asked specifically 
that auestion 

W Perhaps you could tell us what the context of the 
discussions was and when you plan to accept the invitation? 

A Can we take one question at a time 

®) Well, you keep 

A No l asked in response to a reference to 
General Chervov's comment [ asked for the context in which 
that question was asked One of your colleagues was attempting 
to answer that which he has just done Now [ would like to 


come back to the basic point which 1s, we have discussed this 

matter with the Soviets, we have agreed in principle to accept 
their invitation and we are now discussing the details of such 
€@a visit with them 


Any indication on their part either by General 
Chervov or another Soviet spokesman, that United States 
concerns about the deployment of this radar to Gome)] have been 
resolved are simply not true 
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Q Wouldn't the visit, or the invitation and the 
visit when it comes up, at least show evidence of good will on 
the Soviet part that, in fact, the Soviets believe that they 
themselves are in compliance? 


a We do welcome the invitation However, we need 
to find out what the details are as far as the Soviets are 
concerned with respect to our visitation Precisely what will 
we be allowed to see; what will be the ground rules that will 
govern that visit. These are the kinds of matters that we're 
now discussing with the Soviets 


Q Since this invitation was issued in mid October 
to you, wouldn't it have been more comfortable for you to have 
gone there and seen this before you issued the report? 


A No, not at all And [| say that because we've 
been observing this activity for some period of time 


Q Isn't it -- 
A One moment please Let's take one question at a 


time We've been observing this activity for some period of 
time Our understanding of what is taking place there is 


confirmed by national technical means There's no requirement 
for us to physically go to that site for us to know what we 
know thus far has taken place there Does that answer that 


question? 


So there's no requirement for us to actually be on 
site in order to understand the kinds of difficulties that the 


appearance of this equipment raises The fact that it is 
located there itself is a cause for concern Whether we went 
there or not is secondary to that Our compliance concern 


would not necessarily be resolved if we were to stand on the 
ground and see the items of equipment that we've already 
observed by other means 


Q May I follow up that question, please? In the 
INF context, the Administration has just gone through a lot of 
trouble to secure an agreement with extensive provisions for 
all forms of on-site inspection [t's a very useful approach 
to resolving ambiguities 


With respect to this particular issue, people in this 
buiiding at least, have said repeatedly that the issue is not 
clear-cut that we don't know exactly what, in fact, is going 
on there, that the radars are not operational, that they 
haven't been assembled as they were before And, in fact, your 
document here doesn't say that operational radars are 
deployed It refers to parts 


So can you please tell us whether you do have an 
absolutely clear idea of what's going on there 











FS What I'd like to do -- 


@) -- and why inspections wouldn't be useful an 
clearer picture of it? 
+ We d be happy to do that What I'd like to do is 


ask my colleague to put the appearance of these items in 
context My collvague has been the gentleman who has prepared 
the report iteelf, and he will give you the nature of the 
setting that we're dealing with here 


SECOND OFFICIAL: My anxiety in wanting to weigh in 
re is because I live in this building, and I (inaudible) of 
what people believe in this building 
et me back up a little bit as to why the situation in 
Gomel has a sienificant importance 
First you have to recall -- and I see a lot of 
familiar faces in here and I'm sure you understand a lot about 


the ABM Treaty which is what this is all about Let me just 
say, first, that the essence of the ABM Treaty is to preclude 
the deployment of a territorial defense That's the antent 
The treaty is, ali the way through -- all of these various 
provisions in these complex treaties are all focused on that 


one point 


One of the earlier prominent elements of that is that 

it was decided in 1972, when this treaty came into being, the 
cation we would get of a possible move in that 

directic ongest lead time item for a territorial defense 
would be large phased-array radars You often may, with the 
Krasnoyersk radar case, and that is of importance because it 
was drafted in the treaty as being an important trigger on uihat 
mignt be progressing 


direction, the 


There are other important provisions in the treaty 
that focus again on that same point of precluding territorial 
defense and particularly precluding that a territorial defense 


might be under development which would not be detected in its 


early phase Those provisions relate to mobility and transport 
mobility of components which could be judged to be a means for 
rapid deployment of a territorial defense There are a number 


of provisions that preclude and prohibit activities that relate 
to movable, transportable compenents of ABM systems 


Those of you who are familiar with the earlier 
compliance reports know that we have for some years been 
concerned about the development of mobile systems, and we have 
talked to the Soviets about the mobile systems for some time 


It's exactly those systems that we've been talking to 
the Soviets about for years that have shown up at Gomel So 
that is the reason for the concern The treaty is carefully 
drafted to preclude the possibility, the legal possibility of 
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hawing what are called ABM components located owtside of 
certain permitted places Gomel is not one of those 
self—evident places It's mot a deployment area and it's not a 
test center 


Q Can you say whether there are -- 


Q Excuse me, you didn't answer the rest of the 
question, which is, what is the nature of the activity thut's 
going on there? Is it operational, or do we have completely 
clear idea of the situation, and would inspections happen? 
That's the question. 


- Okay We are concerned about whether the 
actiwity is legal or not All arms control treaties are 
written such that items become legal or not legal long before 
they become operations The term “operational,” as a matter of 
fact is mot normally used in arms control agreements in the 
conventional sense If you go back to even the treaties before 
1972, you find that all arms control treaties trigger 
prowisions when the illegal activity is initiated That's the 
case in Gomel It isn't a question of whether it's complete or 
not The question is whether illegal activity has been 
initiated 


Q My question was whether or not you could say that 
in the classified wersion of this report there is further 
documentation with regard ir this case and whether the 
r port includes items that aren't, at 
in this wnclassified version? 


classified version of the 
least, touched on saeraiie 


ay Yes, it includes lots of details In fact, the 
classified sec tion of the report dealino with Gomel is the 
longest report we've ever written 


Q The Longest ever 
t The longest ever 
Q Could I just follow up that specific question 


You said earlier that by national technical means you could 
more or less determine what was going on at the site and that 
you did not actually have to have physical on-site inspection? 


FIRST OFFICIAL Excuse me, that's not what we said 
What I said was, we did not require to be on site to have 
detected what we have thus far detected by national technical 
means, and that there was no requirement for us to be 
physically on the site to confirm the fact that we'we seen what 
we have seen 


Q and to follow that, then, as General Cherwvow says 
that it is dismantled, is that sufficient means for you to 
determine whether or mot, indeed, there's been dismantling? 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: Let me try and answer it this way 
There are agreements that we have with the Soviets in a number 
of places. You can also look at the treaty that require -- for 
us to consider things to be dismantled, we have to see that 
they're dismantled It's inherent in every treaty. It's 
self-evident that a treaty can't permit the other side to say, 
well, we'll dismantle it if we have to have any dismantling at 
all. 


We have to have to have evidence of the 
dismantlement. That means we have to be able to see that it's 
dismantled That's what the treaty says 


Q well, I'm sorry I don't think that addressed my 
question. My question was, by “national technical means," are 
you able to see whether or not, in fact, there's been 
dismantling? 


a I think the finding is self-evident. It says 
that it has not been treated in a proper way. But the treaty 
-- when it uses the term "dismantling," the phrase is 
“dismantle or destroy," which means that it ceases to be 
capable of performing the function that it was intended to 
perform, or that it cannot be reconstructed to perform the 
Function that can be performed 


Q So can this stuff be resconstructed? Can it be 
put back together to perform? 


- If it can be put back together again in a manner 
which is analogous, or, let's say, with the same degree of 
complexity and time as it did to originally construct it, then 
it has not been dismantled. 


Q The answer is no? 


- I think the answer is no But to be sure, why 
don't you state your question again 


Q Do you know right now whether the dismantlement 
has gone far enough that it cannot be put back together again? 


We do not have any evidence to that effect It 
doesn't mean that it hasn't been dismantled It just means we | 
have no evidence to that effect | 


Q What do you see from the national technical | 
means, and how is this equipment now being used, in parts or | 
otherwise? 


+ Well, it has to be used in an intelligence 
question, and I elect not to answer it. 


Q The Soviets say it's in the public economy. Is 
it in the public economy, or is it being used for military 
purposes? 











A What it's being, in fact, used for is an 
intelligence question, and you can either believe what the 
Soviets say or not. But the fact is that tnese are very larcge 
installations. These are not small pieces that are observed. 


Q Could you just clarify exactly what you do see, 
to the best of your ability, through the NTM, what your 
understanding is of the present status of these pieces? Number 
1, whether they are assembled or disassembled. Number 2, 
whether they are in use/not in use. Number 3, whether or not 
you can tell anything further at all about their present status 
beyond those two areas? 


And secondly, I would appreciate it if you would 
clarify exactly what the Soviet offer was and what the United 
States response has been? My understanding is that the Soviets 
offered to allow us to see one radar and we responded by asking 
to see several . 


The Soviets have indicated today that they -- they've 
come back and indicated that they would be happy to allow us to 
see several. Are we now in agreement, to the best of your 
knowledge, about the radars to be visited? 


MRS. OAKLEY: One question at a time It really does 
get awfully complicated Let's respond to the first one and 
then to the second one. And then, in the future, let's keep it 
tc one question and we'll get to all of you and all your 
questions. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right Let's just recap for a 
moment the interchange that took place 


we have seen these items that were just described to 
you, and they're in the report -- the description is in the 
report -- and the basic point here I think that my colleague 
was making is, according to the treaty, there are certain 
places where these items of equipment can be and they are 
prescribed in the treaty. They cannot be located anywhere else. 


By having located those items at Gomel, the Soviets 
have raised our concern. That what uses they put that to, as 
my colleague said. one can only discern by analyzing 
intelligence information. And, yes, we've been doing that. 

But that is a separate question and does not bear on the fact 
that there is a clear and absolute prohibition in the treaty of 
locating those items where they are now found, namely, at 
Gomel. This was the source of our initially raising the 
question. 


We can speculate on what its purpose might be. 
There's a suggestion that because it's not “operational, " 
there's no problem here. Once again, it is the fact that it 
has appeared in an area where it's not authorized to be . A 
strict, absolute provision in the treaty says, that shall not 


be done. 





From our standpoint, we certainly would not want you 
to leave this session thinking that because the on/off switch 
is in ine “off" position, there's no problem here. There is a 
problem the moment the Soviets located those items at an area 
other than that proscribed in the treaty, and that is the 
essential problem we're dealing with. 


Now, what is this —-- 


Q it doesn't say we'll deploy; what does that word 
mean? 


A It does say "deploy." One would say, now, what 
constitutes deployment? If you've looked at the treaty, you'll 
find it's very difficult to discern a clear-cut definition. My 
colleague is now going to discuss with you in detail that 
distinction between "deployment," on the one hand, and 
“locating” on the other 


Q Before you do that, though, could you explain to 
me why -- before you issued the last report these radars had 
been moved to Gomel -- why was it then only a potential 


violation of the ABM Treaty and why is it now a violation? 


~ SECOND OFFICIAL We didn't deal with the 
location of these radars to Gomel in the last report. We 
talked about the general mobility of those radars We did not 
talk about the specifics of where they're going. 


In the ABM Treaty -- and you sound like you understood 
the ABM Treaty -- you'll find that the term “locate" and 
"deploy" is used interchangeably And as you go back to the 
careful reading of our analysis of the Krasnoyarsk situation, 
it's the same thing That's one of the many things on which we 
have, fortunately, complete agreement with the Soviets. 


Q If you found Gomel and you located it, why are 
you so certain that there are no more Gomels someplace else? 
With the art of camouflage from World War II, they moved whole 
cities and the bombers thought they were bombing something when 
the city was some place else? 


= We never know about anything we haven't seen. 
But the particulars here are, I think, that we saw these radars 
at a test center -- these particular units -- before they were 


moved. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Just to follow on your question, 
you're right, we would be very concerned if we were to see 
another one of these radars suddenly appear elsewhere other 
than a prescribed site, and that is another reason why we're 
very concerned about this. Because if we were to say that, 
“Well, we shouldn't be concerned about this appearance even 
though it's prohibited by the treaty," it's not operational, 
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then perhaps a month from now suddenly we'll see another radar 
at a different location that is prohibited by the treaty. 
Maybe that is there for display purposes, or what have you. 


Now, should we therefore acknowledge that as being 
acceptable even though the treaty prohibits its being located 


there? You see, this is a very serious issue. [t isn't 
Siliy. It isn't insignificant. It's a very serious compliance 
Question 

Q Can I ask if they were assembled or not, and what 


the nature of the Soviet offer was? You didn't answer that. 
SECOND OFFICIAL: As I tried to indicate, the treaty -- 
Q The treaty provisions -- 


- Well, I only talk in treaty terms. If you give 
me what you mean by the word “assembled," I can answer it, but 
I'm going to try to answer it in terms of what the treaty calls 
for. 


The treaty talks about initiation. That means it has 
to -- once the components are -- using the term “assembly” -- 
reaches a certain stage of assembly, it becomes an accountable 
item. The treaty is supposed to spell out when prohibited 
items become prohibited items No treaty spells them out as 
being prohibited as late as the stage when they are deployed -- 
"deployed" in the English lanquage sense It's when they 
become truly operational. 


A treaty which would not count something as illegal 
until three seconds before it became operational would be 
Silly. The U.S. would never sign such a treaty So in each 
case the accountability threshold is reached at some earlier 
stage -- at some stage if you want to call another assembly. 


Q Are they at that stage of assembly at the moment, 
please? 


= Our finding is that they're beyond the stage of 
assembly which is called for. Otherwise we would not have -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: You see, there is a process that's 
taking place here, and we have taken -- when that process has 
reached a certain stage, it triggered the sorts of things that 
my colleague is referring to. Now, you had also asked the 
Question about the invitation. Are we prepared to go to that 
question now? And your question was, when was the invitation 
conveyed, and when did we accept? 


More specifically, if you would be very specific 
about the Soviet offer and about our response and your 
knowledge of the present state of play. 








FIRST OFFICIAL: I would not like to get into the 
details of that interchange because we treat those discussions 


as confidential -- bilateral discussions. 


Q The Soviets sort of breached that confidentiality 
by giving their side today. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q- It would be helpful if you would give us yours. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, I know it would, but two 
breaches, to my way of thinking, is not necessarily the way to 
proceed here. [I think what is important is the invitation was 
conveyed and we had agreed in principle; but the next step is 
to find out precisely what the U.S. team would be allowed to 
see and what ground rules would apply to that visit. 


For example, if the ground rules to that visit would 
allow us to do nothing more than step off of a bus, walk 
directly to one of these vans, we would not be allowed to look 
at any of the immediately-surrounding activity -- you could 
only look at the van, look at the other items that are there 
and we've already seen that from national technical means -- 
the Soviets would say, “Thank you very much. We have now 
resolved your concerns about this so-called ‘illegal 
deployment' at Gomel, now, please, it's time to leave." 


And they would address you, ladies and gentlemen, and 
say, “What more does the American Government want? We offered 
the invitation for them to go out to Gomel. They went out, 
they looked at this and they left. How could there be a 
problem?" 


Do you see the point I'm getting at here? The ground 
rules mean an awful lot, because we wanted to get to the point 
that was raised earlier, "What's going on at Gomel? What's 
happening there?" From what we've seen already, we know it 
constitutes a violation in accordance with the terms of the ABM 
Treaty. 


We would like to see the Soviets take the steps 
necessary, and we think this violation could be resolved quite 
handily, and we would encourage them to do so. It would seem 
to us they could resolve this violation by simply destroying, 
in a verifiable manner, the equipment which we have observed 
there, and this is what we would hope the Soviet Government 
would do. But from what you were indicating earlier, the 
Soviet Government is saying, “Our concerns about the appearance 
of the equipment at an unauthorized site have been resolved." 

[ can assure you they most certainly have not been. 


Q Can you tell us specifically yet one more time, 
without getting into the confidentiality of exchanges, when was 
the offer made by the Soviets and what date was it accepted in 
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principal by the U.S.? That's not breaching confidentiality; 
that's the specifics of when these two things were done. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't know that I have the precise 
dates here. 


Q Give us the months. 

Q I think it was October. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q They did in October? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q And when did we respond? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Soon thereafter. 

STAFF: Mid-—November. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: And as I say, we were in the process 
of discussing this with the Soviets in the hope that they will 
undertake the activities necessary to remove this violation. 

Q -- which is to destroy the equipment entirely? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Absolutely -- in a verifiable way. 

Q So what's the point of the visit? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, you raised the question -- I 
believe it was you who raised the question earlier, what 
purpose is this being put to? We see the visit not as 
confirming or denying the validity of our decision that a 
violation has been taken. The visit won't confirm or deny 
that. [t's rather clear in that regard. Their having located 
those items at that location make it a violation. 

Our visit would do nothing more than confirm that, ['m 
afraid, and we would also wish to see what activities are 
taking place immediately surrounding that item of equipment to 
better understand what is happening there. 


Q Can [I ask one -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That does not cure the problem, in 
our view. But there is a cure, and our hope is ~-- and we are 
encouraging the Soviets -- to resolve the problem simply, to 
destroy these items in a verifiable way. 


Q Is that the only thing that will comply with the 
treaty, absolute destruction of the facility? For example, I 
mean, let me be hypothetical: if they are tracking Aeroflot 
flights, you would still insist and you -- 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: Absolutely. 


Q Ana you would still insist that it be destroyed. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Absolutely. That is absolutely 
prohibited. 

Q According to Chervov, there were originally three 


what they call “measuring radars" at this site, and as early as 
the seventies, the United States raised objections that these 
could possible be mobile systems. He said, “After that, one of 
the measuring radars was destroyed on site." I gather that is 
what you would liked to have been done with the other three? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: "They say. They say." 
Q Okay. It wasn't destroyed. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I don't know that. 


Q Let me just give you the narrative, and then you 
can go over that. Anyway, one was destroyed on site, and two 
were dismantled -- one moved to Moscow, one moved to Gomel, 


they say in the public economy, whatever. 


So my question is why, if you had problems with their 
possible mobility before, and you raised that, I guess, at the 
SCC with them, why was that never in a compliance report before? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It's been in every one except maybe 
the first compliance report, the problem of the mobility of 
these particular radars. It's a touchy subject. 


Q Those kinds of radars, but not at that particular 
site? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Not at that location. It's a 
slightly different problem. I[ mean the two are tied together, 
but it is a slightly different problem. 


Q May I ask one last question of treaty 
interpretation? If the United States took a radar from 
Kwajalein -- took one of its own radars -- and brought it back 


to a Raytheon facility or some sort of American facility to do 
work on it and repairs it in some way, would that be an ABM 
treaty violation? If we brought a radar from one of our test 
ranges back to one of our factories to do some sort of work on 
it and located it there temporarily, would that be a violation 
of the ABM Treaty? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Okay. I don't want to speculate, 
you know. Like, [I don't want to speculate, but I want to make 
a correct example, that is supposing they took it back from 
Kwajalein, you say, and took it back to the General Motors auto 
plant. 











Q No. Took it back to the factory from which it 
was made. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: From which it was produced? 
Q Yes. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I think that is not the case we have 
here, so we did not analyze it. 


Q But if we took one of our radars and brought it 
from a range and put it back to -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: --— to its factory? ’ 
Q To its factory and fiddled with it? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: We have not performed that 
analysis. My impression is that that would not be legal. But 
we have not done this analysis because this is not the case. 


MRS. OAKLEY: Let's take some questions. Roy, and 
those around you over there. 


Q It sounds like the time between the invitation 
and the response -- the agreement in principle to take it up -- 
it sounds like that about six weeks had elapsed. Is that 
correct, or how long did elapse? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Could I interject? The question 
that ['d like to answer is one which wasn't asked, that [ don't 
think -- I know what the invitation was and what the invitation 
involved for us to see. [ don't believe that anyone in this 
room would have been satisfied by what the content of the 
invitation was. 


I mean there was an invitation but it had enough 
description of what it might involve that it became clear that 
further discussions were necessary. 


Q Well, the thing is, at the very time you got the 
invitation, you were considering and preparing this report. So 
['m wondering whether there was a desire to put off a response 
until you had the report completed, or whether you might have 
done it the other way around. [I mean, how long a lag was there 
in your response to the invitation? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: [I'm not certain because [ don't have 
the precise dates of the invitation and our reply. I simply 
can't answer that right now. But I can answer the question 
about whether we intentionally delayed so we could get the 
report on the streets. 


Now, that wasn't the case. We had been looking at 
this activity, this process, for some period of time. And we 
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owed the compliance report to Congress on 1 December, and we'd 
been working toward that objective. And in our deliberations 
on this point, as I mentioned to you earlier, we have to focus 
on the information made available through national technical 
means. 


Your question is based on the assumption that if we 
had only made the visit before this report was distributed 
today, maybe we would have removed Gomel from the report. And 
the point I want to make very clear to you is, even if we had 
undertaken the visit and the Soviets taken us to the site and 
said, "Here are the vans. You see them, don't you?" [And we 
had said] “Yes, we see them," they herded us back in the bus 
and we left, that would not change the determination that was 
made. Nor is there a requirement on the United States to make 
a visit and physically see this on the ground before such a 
determination is mace. 


Q My question is, Why did it take so long to 
respond to the invitation? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, as I recall, it wasn't a long 
period of time at all. My recollection is, it did not take a 
long period of time. We had a period of time in which we, as a 
government, deliberated on taking the Soviets up on their 
invitation. But keep in mind, there are some considerations 
here that go to the heart of some of the matters you're 
raising. We have to take into account the fact that this 
invitation is made for certain purposes. Are those purposes 
exclusively a good-faith effort to resolve our compliance 
concerns? We hope so. And that's why we have to understand 
the details that would apply to this inspection. 


The Soviets made an invitation at a general level. We 
responded, I think, rather quickly at a general level. The 
next issue is, what are the ground rules that would apply to 
that visit? If the ground rules were such that the visit 
would be, from our standpoint, relatively useless because we 
weren't allowed to look at anything except what we've already 
seen, then it would seem to us the Soviets may just use the 
fact of that visit to claim, logically speaking, the U.S. had 
been invited; you saw what was there on the ground; we resolve 
the problem. And we would have greater difficulty trying to 
explain to our citizenry how our concerns were not absolved 
because, “Well, you were there, weren't you? Didn't that take 
care of the problem?" Do you see what ['m getting at here? 


Q There is a precedent for that, isn't there, in 
your report where you talk about the visit to the Krasnoyarsk 
radar, and here on page 6 you say, "Despite the fact that there 
was a visit, that the visit has in no way changed the 
assessment that the radar is designed for ballistic missile 
detection and tracking." 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Absolutely. The visit simply 
confirmed what we've seen all along. The Krasnoyarsk radar is 
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now no longer a violation because some Congressmen went up to 
it and kicked it and looked into it and saw it. It is stilla 
very serious violation of the ABM Treaty. 


Q And the Congressmen said so. 


MRS. OAKLEY: Let's take the question over here. He's 
waited so patiently. 


Q I'm still interested in the physical description 
of this. You keep referring to vans, but then you refer to 
what you found under NIM, which to me implies construction that 
went on. Can you help us out? Do we have a concrete pad with 
a couple of vans pulled up on it with mobile radars on the back 
or what else is involved here? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Weil, we're talking about two 
systems, as you note from the report. The report calls them 
Flat Twin and Pawn Shop, and these are not small pieces of 
equipment. 

Q How big? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: They are big. The Flat Twin is like 
is like, roughly, a three-story building. 


Q How long would it take, assuming that the Soviets 
agreed with your analysis, for argument's sake -- 


Q Wait. Please let him go on with the next 
sentence there. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Well, in its operational mode -- I 
mean this is an ABM radar, and it has many ancillary pieces of 
equipment and trailers of one sort or another. 

Q [Is it all mobile? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Well, as earlier reports have said, 


for the Flat Twin, it can be put into operational state -- I[ 
don't want to misquote the words; you have to look at the words 
in prior reports -- but in a relatively short time. [ don't 


remember exactly what the language is. 


Q Anything like the other? Would you describe the 
other, Pawn Shop? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Well, the other one, in the earlier 
reports what we have said is that we are, in fact, concerned 
about it being truly mobile. It's mostly trailer or trailer -- 


Q A regular, standard trailer? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: They are large standard trailers. 
There's always more than one. 
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Q What size is it, 15 feet wide, 35 feet long, 
something along those lines? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: These are substantial items of 
equipment. These aren't small trailers that you attach to the 
rear of your automobile. 


Q It seems like you're saying to us -- and forgive 
me for being stupid, but [ still don't understand -- you know 
what they look like. You say they've gox to be destroyed in 
order to prevent a violation or to erase the violation, and I 
still don't understand why you need to go and visit the things. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We did not ask for the visit. 


Q So why have you accepted the invitation? I mean, 
why do you want to go? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: That probably answers the question 
as to why it took us a while to thing about it. 


(Laughter) 
Q Let's go back to that. It's a serious question. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes, it is a serious question, and it 
deserves a very serious answer. They invited us, and we said, 
"Let's assume this is a good-faith effort on their part." 

Now, we know there is a violation, and we've conveyed that to 
the Soviets, and they've invited us there. 


The fact that we go, once again, has no bearing on the 
legitimacy of our determination that it's a violation. But if 
they've invited us -- well, what would have been your reaction 
if we had said no? What would you have confronted me with if I 
were standing here now, and the Soviets had said, “We're 
inviting you Americans to come and look at this. You say it's 
a violation. It's not a violation. I'm inviting you to 
actually come out and look at it, and you're saying no"? 


Q It's a no-win game for you. To go or not go, 
you're stuck either way. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'm telling you that if we were to 
say no to that from a public presentation standpoint, it would 
have been very difficult for us, would it not? I mean, you'd 
say, “Why in the world did they refuse to go when the Soviets 
made a good-faith effort to resolve the problem. But, however, 
we did say we'll agree in principle to the visit, and, if we're 
going to have the visit, then we want to understand what's 
happening there. Why did this equipment appear at Gomel? 


Q Did they agree to that? 











ite 
Q So what is this in addition to what you have seen 


-) No. You see, that's the long period of time that 
someone was alluding to here. [The long period in my view was 
not the period between when the invitation was extended and 
when we responded. The long period of time is trying now to 
begin this dialogue of the details that will apply to our being 
able to make the visit. 


Q They're not resolved? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. Which are not resolved, which 
haven't even begun. Which haven't begun. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Which I believe have taken longer 
than it took us to decide to accept. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: One obvious question is -- 


Q Based on the Krasnoyarsk precedent, would you say 
that was a good-faith effort on their part or not? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The point was made earlier, isn't it 
rather irrelevant, and I would say that the visit is irrelevant 
from the standpoint of whether it has a bearing on a violation 
having occurred. But with the invitation having been extended, 
should the United States Government or should Congressmen say, 
"No, we're not going to go." 


Q In addition to what you know is there, what do 
you want to see? [ mean, what is it thet is there that you 
want to poke around in, in addition to what you've got pretty 
pictures of? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: The Soviets invited us. They 
apparently believe that if we went there, we would see 
something of interest. We didn't ask to go. 


Q The point then is if the United States is 
convinced that this is a violation, and if, as your colleague 
says, nothing that you see there will convince you otherwise, 
the only thing that will convince you otherwise is to see that 
the radar is dismantled, why then engage in a protracted to and 
fro with the Soviets about the conditions for the visit? 

What's the point? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Let me try this: It is obviously 
germane to our many concerns about Soviet actions to determine 
what is really going on. I mean, it is not just a question of 
compliance. But let me just speculate. Supposing we went 
there and we see all these pieces, or let's say a three-story 
building, and we tapped it and it turned out to be plywood, and 
it isn't a Flat Twin, it just looks like a Flat Twin. I think 
it's still a violation, because it's really illegal to do 











-18— 


that. But there is a difference in our perception as to what 
the Soviets have done. 


So I think we would learn something if we went there, 
but it wouldn't affect the fact that you can't do that. You 
can't build a plywood structure that looks exactly like an 
operational radar when the treaty says it's supposed to be 
observable by NTM, and then they'll play games 


Q I think the point is they said there's nothing in 
the vans, and you don't know what's an the wans. You see 
vans. You don't know what's in them 


SECOND OFFICIAL The treaty requires that whatever is 
done be observable by NIM 


Q I understand that, but the point is you don't 
know what's in the vans. You can't know that. They say it's 
empty. You say you don't know Because you don't know what's 
in the vans, you charge a violation because they haven't 
demonstrated to your satisfaction that they're dismantled. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: No The treaty says it's got to be 
observable by N™. Let me go back to the point that somebody 
mace Can you imagine having a treaty where one party can 
remove things from accountability by saying, “Well, you didn't 
see us do it, but we destroyed it." I mean, everybody would 
laugh at that, and that's in fact what -- 


Q You didn't see them destroy the other radar? 
SECOND OFFICIAL No 

Q You said that the -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Excuse me Before you ask -- 


Q Did you agree on the definition of "deploy"? Did 
they then agree that this is a violation? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Well, they've had the report for a 
few hours, but I don't believe that -- 1 believe there's no 
misunderstanding. There certainly wasn't with Krasnoyarsk that 
in the ABM Treaty the -- just because of Soviet use of the 
term, that “deploy” and “locators” is used interchangeably, and 
no treaty that the U.S. has ever signed uses the term "deploy," 
meaning operational . 


Q In the Krasnoyarsk case, at what point did we 
decide it was deployed? After it was half finished? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It needs to be recognizable as what 


it is. 


That's all? 

















SECOND OFFICIAL: Yes. You have the same problem in 
an interim agreement which says that you cannot build initial 
fixed land-based silos. You can't start building them. So 
what that means is if you go out there and dig a hole for a 
tree, that's okay. But once that hole begins to look like a 
silo, the date at which you started to dig the hole, when you 
pulled the first shovel, would be the date at which the 
violation started 


FIRST OFFICIAL One moment now. There are a couple 
-- we need to recap again, because there were some very 
important questions asked, and they weren't directly answered 
And one was, let's say you go -- you can't see what's in the 
van. What happens if they pulled out all the equipment in the 
van? The premise underlying that question is, if they've taken 
the equipment out, it's okay to have this stuff there. It's 
okay to have the three-story antenna assembly there; it's okay 
to have the wan there, as long as the equipment is not there. 


Now, I ask you, why would all of these other 
components be there and it not serve any purpose? Does that 
make any sense at all? 


Q Yes 


FIRST OFFICIAL It does? It makes sense to have 
these items established? Of course not It doesn't make any 
sense So if we were to go there and we looked in and we said, 
"Gee, there's no equipment on those racks," would that then 
absolve our concern? Would that mean there's no violation? 

No, it wouldn't. No, it wouldn't, you see, because who knows? 
That van may be empty the time we walk in What's in the van 
is not at issue here, you see; it's the fact that this 
equipment is there 


Q Can I ask you to step back for just a moment from 
the technical compliance issues that we've talked about a lot 
and go back to something you mentioned a minute ago: public 
presentation and the invitation to visit the site. The 
invitation to visit, this would seem to me anyway to be an 
opportunity to hone in on some of -- and perhaps set precedents 
for future verification issues that have been in negotiations 
in the INF agreement. 


Making the public presentation less than a week before 
the summit on something that to you is a crystal clear 
violation -- it would be a crystal clear violation a week from 
now, or two weeks from now, just as easily as it would today -- 
but wouldn't the report be more complete if you had resolved 
the question of whether to visit or not to visit and perhaps 
even have conducted the visit? And in answering that could you 
explain why you chose to charge this violation less than a week 
before the summit? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: Sure. The short answer is the 
Congress has asked for their report on 1 December 
. Okay. But —- 
FIRST OFFICIAL Now, wait I'm going to deal -- 
“ (Inaudible) -- came out on December 23 
FIRST OFFICIAL I'm going to deal with that 


Q Okay. 


FIRST OFFICIAL Let me finish the answer to your 
gGuestion, and then you may ack another question So the first 
consideration here was, if the Administration could complete 
its report by 1 December in response to the Congress, we would 
cdo so, and we made every effort to do that. We do, believe it 
or not, Make a good-faith effort to respond to these reports on 
time We Managed to do it this year Okay? 


w It's an unfortunate year, wouldn't you say? 


FIRST OFFICIAL Now, let's get to that. Let me 
answer the question, please. You're saying, wouldn't it have 
been wise -- you're saying two things, really. Wouldn't it 
have been wiser to wait until we took the visit, and then 
somehow that should be factored in, and that could have a 
bearing on our determination of violation 


Q That wosn't the question 


FIRST OFFICI@L: Well, it's the -- okay But let me 
-— may I finish, please? I1'1l be happy to turn the floor to 
you 1n @ moment. That is a question that's important 


Q You didn't answer the question 


FIRST OFFICIAL I'm going to get to all of the 
implications of your question Please be patient So on this 
consideration, what I'm telling you is when we completed our 
report, we did so with a firm basis in making the determination 
that a violation had occurred 


Now, with respect to the visit, if the visit had 
occurred a month ago or two months ago, it would do nothing to 
the basic determination that a violation had occurred Do you 
see? It wouldn't matter in that sense 


+) We have heard you say that several times That 
wasn't the question, though. 


FIRST OFFICIAL Okay Well, now, you ask, would it 
have been better to take the visit, and wouldn't that somehow 
remedy the problem that we're raising at the moment? If we had 
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raised this with the Soviets earlier and they had come back and 
they said, “We'll destroy it," is that what you're suggesting? 


Q Would you care to have me restate the question, 
or -- the question was, you made a decision to issue the report 
less than a week before the summit Wouldn't it have made a 
more complete report, regardless of whether it changed the 
conclusion or not, if you had either decided on the visit -- 
maybe decided not to go, or even had gone to visit and then 
issued the report -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. But, you see, a complete -- okay. 


-— in the context of the fact that the December 
lst date is irrelevant with regard to all previous reports that 
have been issued of this type 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, point number one, it has not 
been irrelevant to us. Once again, those were good-faith 
efforts. The work simply wasn't accomplished in time to submit 
the report. But let me go to the heart of your question. I'm 
telling you that you never reach this stage where you know 
everything there is to know about what's taking place so that 
you can claim that the report is complete You see, it's never 
complete 


Q Right We understand 
FIRST OFFICIAL: There is a process taking place here 


Q But you decided to do it the week before the 
Summit. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Let's assume for the moment we said, 
"You know, let's take the Soviets up on this visit Let's do 
that Let's not submit our report Let's make a decision 
we're not going to meet the requirement," -- legislated by law, 
by the way -- “that we submit our report." We're not going to 
do that. We'll take a conscious decision We'll delay 
submitting the report until we go and we have this visit 


We go, and we go out to the visit, and lo and behold 
they take us to the vans They say. “Okay, you can look at the 
vans, but you can't look at anything else.“ We look at the 
vans; we leave They say. “The Americans have been here, they 
looked at the vans.“ We have not advanced our information at 
all, you see 


Q That's the public presentation which you spoke of 
earlier. 


FIRST OFFICIAL I spoke of public presentation in the 
context that this is one of several considerations that one 
takes when assessing what is the motivation behind an offer for 
a visit, because we got into the discussion by the assumption 
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being made that if we took the visit it would somehow resolve 
the fact that the violation had occurred The visit will not 
in any way resolve the fact that the violation has occurred. 
What would do that, and what we're encouraging the Soviets to 
do, and which we have hope they will do, is say, “We're 
prepared to destroy the equipment that is there, and that will 
resolve the problem, assuming the destruction can be done 
verifiably." 


But, you see, I want to be clear on this question of 
whether we would have somehow had a complete report if we would 
have delayed and had the visit. Do you see that? We could 
have had the visit, and the report still would have been 
incomplete. 


Q Right That's right. But it would make a 
difference whether you issue it a week before the summit or a 
week afterwards, or two weeks afterwards, or two months 
afterwards, if it was still in the same state of incompleteness. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I don't know what I'm going to say 
that will help, but let me just to get the sequence right. We 
Started this work in late spring. I mean, this isn't something 
we started last week. We talked to the Soviets before they 
invited us, so that had to be in September. Okay. So the 
invitation has been -- the charge to the Soviets -- the Soviets 
Gidn't just read about the charge today. We talked to them 
about that in September. 


MRS. OAKLEY We're going on, and I know a lot of you 
-- let's take the last two questions. You first, and then one 
here Please. 


Q On reciprocity, what will the Soviets want to 
observe here, and could you point out on that map where this 
place is -- Gomel? 


FIRST OFFICIAL On this map? (Indicated blank map in 
briefing room) 


Q Approximately Which part of the --— well -- 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, let's deal with the reciprocity. 


Q All right The reciprocity is important. What 
would they want to see, and what will we have to destroy? 


FIRST OFFICIAL It would be just speculation on my 
part. As I said, we have never gotten to the stage of being 
able to discuss the details with the Soviets, do you see? 
There's been no detailed discussion whatever on this. 


MRS. OAKLEY: Okay. Last question. 


Q The same question about reciprocity. Is there in 
the works any -- well, proposition or whatever, to let the 
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Soviet experts visit the Fylingdales Moors radar ABM station 
which is in clear cut violation of the ABM Treaty? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I didn't understand the 
last. What was in clear violation of the ABM Treaty? 


Q Fylingdales Moors. As far as I understand, this 
radar is in Great Britain. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, first, Fylingdales is not in 
violation of the ABM Treaty, and we've demonstrated that 
repeatedly. You're asking about the reciprocity. Would this 
visit have led the Soviets to be in a better position to ask 
for a visit at Fylingdales? That's a question that should once 
again -- I don't know what your government had in mifid. I 
don't know what the Soviet Government had in mind when they had 
provided that invitation. I simply can't answer that, because 
I don't know the motivations behind the Soviet Government in 
extending the invitation. I don't know if the Soviet 
Government -- if we accept and we carry out a visit, I don't 
know if they intend to ask for a visit to a facility on the 
Western side. I can't speculate on that. 


Q [ have one question, please. 
MRS. OAKLEY: If it's brief. A quick follow—up. 


Q Oh, certainly. It's brief. It's very brief. 
According to your statement it's no violation, but according to 
the Stanford report released just recently, they consider it to 
be a violation because the new radar station is several miles 
from the site where the previous station was built a couple 
decades ago. 


Q It's a big moor, though. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, once again, it seems to me -- 
Q I am sorry for my English. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. [I understand your question, but 
once again this matter -- you're asking about whether the 
Western powers are in compliance with the ABM Treaty, and what 
I'm saying is I think we have repeatedly made clear and 
demonstrated how these kinds of facilities on the Western side 
indeed do comply with the terms and conditions in the ABM 
Treaty. Indeed, there are very demanding requirements that the 
governments involved must meet with respect to their own 
internal laws to assure that they are in compliance with all of 
their obligations in international agreements. So I simply do 
not accept the proposition that we are in violation of the ABM 
Treaty. 


MRS. OAKLEY: Thank you all very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:27 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #211 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1987, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


One announcement. Secretary Shultz will address the 
World Affairs Council of Washington tomorrow, Friday, December 
4, at the Madison Hotel. It will be in the Dolley Madison 
Ballroom beginning at 3:30. The topic of his speech is 
"Sources of National Success and International Stability in the 
Next Era." A& short Q and A with Council members will follow 
the Secretary's speech. Media wishing to cover are asked to be 
in place by 3:15, and should you have questions, please 
telephone Janice Settle of the Bureau of Public Affairs at 
647-2176. 


Q Does that translate into the Summit at all? 1 
mean, is he going to talk about the Summit? 


Q I like that type of subject. I want to get it 
down right, Chuck "Sources of National Success and 
International Stability in..." 


i "The Next Era." 
Q "The Next Era." Wonderful. 
A It's a Forward-looking speech. 


Q Would questions all be restricted to that 
specific theme, or will--? (laughter) 


Q Is he going to talk about the Summit? 
A No, this is not a Summit-related speech. 


Q Is he going to visit with any other Russians at 
the Madison? 
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fs Although I would think that some of these sources 
of national success and international stability in the next 
year would also be interesting to the Soviets. 


Is he going to see any of the Soviets who are at 
the Madison? Is he going to stop by and see them? 


a No. 
Q What does the “next era" indicate -- the 


post-Reagan period or post-Summit period, or the year 2000? I 
don't know. I need to understand this. 


A You need to understand that? 
Q Yes. 
A Let me do this in a shorthand fashion as I can. 


That means, as we move beyond what might be called the 
Industrial Age into what is more and more the Information Age. 


Q Why didn't you say global threats to begin with? 
Q Can we start the briefing over again? 

A Now, Barry wants a filing break. 

Q No, no, Jim Anderson is first. 

A Jim, go ahead. 

Q Okay. Let's first clean up an issue that's been 


around. Do you now know that you have all the detailed 
database from the Soviets at Geneva? 


A Yes, the data issue is complete. 

Q Everything that you have been expecting is there 
and you, in turn, have turned over everything to the Soviets? 

A That's right. There are the teams there, of 
course, still working on some of the -- what I'11 call "fine 
print" for lack of a better word, but we do have to continue to 
put this thing -- this material -- into treaty form. So there 


are still negotiators there working, but the data issue is 
settled. 


Q And are there any -- other than putting it -- 
drafting the actual words, are there any other issues left? 
Anything that we need from the Soviets to complete the treaty? 
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6 We need agreement on this kind of language, and I 
said that the lawyers and the negotiators are working on it, 
but that's in hand. 


Q What about the Magna and Votkinsk data? Doesn't 
there have to be an exchange of plans and other kinds of 
related data on those two subjects? 


4 Those kinds of things are in hand, if they 
haven't been physically done. 


Q Chuck, a follow up. The President has made it 
clear that he's opposed to the Senate amending the treaty in a 
way that would force renegotiation of the treaty. But Senator 
Hatch, yesterday, said that he believes that it is possible and 
likely that this Senate will attach reservations and 
understandings to the treaty. Is that acceptable to the 
Administration? 


6 The President has spoken concerning his views. A 
number of Senators have spoken. We're in consultation with the 
leadership and with the Senate, and I'm sure there's going to 
be a continuing process along those lines. So I don't want to 
comment on what one particular person or another says. This is 
a process that's going to work through, and [I think that the 
expectation, as the President and the Secretary have said, is 
that we're going to have ratification. 


Q Has a decision been made as to whether the treaty 
text is going to be released next week at the signing or not? 
I understand there was some -- 


A No, it should be released. 
Q It should be. 


Q I thought we were told on the airplane that the 
treaty text would remain secret until it actually went to the 
Hill at which point it might be released by the Foreign 
Relations Committee? 


i) That's not really accurate. There is what has 
been called, by someone in the Senate itself, an obsolete relic 
which had such a provision. But closer examination shows that, 
with the SALT Treaty, for example, there is no difficulty with 
providing public documentation very shortly after signing. Of 
course, after the Senate will have received copies. 


Q How long is this treaty text? 


Q 150 pages. 
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- It depends on what size the pages are, of 
course. If we were looking at just regular typewritten pages, 
we're probably talking 150 pages. That's including the 
Memorandum of Understanding, which has lots of detailed site, 
and geographic data in it. 


Q Do you expect that will be available within what, 
a matter of ~--? 


Q And protocols? 
f4 And protocols. 


-- Within a matter of minutes, hours, after the 
signing -- the day of the signing, the afternoon of the signing? 


A I hate to set deadlines, so I won't go down to 
minutes, seconds, or hours. But I expect it will be available 
on the day of the signing. 


Q I know you care about consistency, but I just 
want to point out that they said at the White House yesterday, 
200 pages. 


A Two hundred? 


Q Yeah. 

A They may be elite as versus pica. (laughter) 

Q Double spacing versus -- 

Q The word at Geneva also last week was 200 pages. 


On another subject. Have you had official word 
from the Panamanians that they are ejecting our AID people? 


A Yes. On December 1, the Panamanian Government 
informed the Embassy by diplomatic note that all USAID 
personnel posted in Panama are required to leave the country. 


The Government of Panama said that it was taking this 
action in response to the U.S. suspension of economic 
assistance to the Panamanian Government, and we are in the 
process of complying with this request. 


Q How many people involved? 
A The numbers involved are 48 Americans. That 
includes one dual national. They --— those people are employees 


of USAID in Panama. They have approximately 68 U.S. 
dependents. And then, of course, there are the Panamanian 
employees who work for USAID who will be out of work, and that 
will be something on the order of a hundred. 
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Q (Inaudible). 
i Pardon? 


Q Can you give us a rough estimate of how many 
there are? 


a I was just saying it as you asked your question 
-- 100, approximately. 


Q Do you have any reaction to what the Panamanians 
did? 


A) No. Nothing other than to say we're complying 
with the request. 


Q Is there a deadline for their departure? 


A There has not been a specific timetable 
identified, but it is proceeding as expeditiously as possible. 


Q You're not a teeny-weeny bit upset about this? 

6 It's the Panamanians who are losing the benefit 
of this aid which was going for things like -- let me give you 
some examples -- like agriculture investment, policy planning. 


[ may have missed an episode in this, but I had 
thought that the Panamanians had agreed to pay -~ what? -- 
$106,000 for damage done to the Embassy and automobiles as the 
result of -- during that demonstration, and that was the 
reason -- non-payment, or demand for that compensation was the 
reason for the U.S. suspending the aid. Am I correct in my 
recollection? 


a There was not that specific cause and effect, as 
you have just outlined it. That was certainly one of the 
elements But we have spoken about the suspension of aid 
several times in the aftermath of that particular incident. 
Our suspension was based on broader concerns than just that 
particular incident. 


Q But they did turn over the $106,000, or whatever? 
A Yes. 
I'm sorry. You said that the Panamanians would 


lose the benefits of a bunch of things. Weren't they all 
suspended? Was not all -- I'm sorry. 
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fs There was a small amount of money for 
non-governmental entities that had continued after the more 
general suspension. 


Q And that's what you were referring to just then, 
as far as --? 


4 In addition, of course, then there was a planned 
program of slightly more than $8 million to private and 
non-governmental organizations. Those are the same 
non-governmental categories that had continued from '87. That 
was proposed for Fiscal '88, and, of course, that won't be 
possible either. 


Q But the things you referred to earlier are those 
things that they'll lose -- non (inaudible)? 


Q Agricultural investments? 

A That's right. The continuing programs that had 
been going through the private -- 

Q I see. 

i ~~ and the non-governmental organizations, we're 


dealing with those kinds of things. 





Q If most of the aid had been suspended, what -- 
had there been a previous cutback in AID personnel there to 
rorrespond with that suspension? 


. 


A You'll have to talk to aIb. I don't know. 


Q Or why -- what were all these people doing there 
if most of the aid had been suspended? 


i When there are projects ongoing, it takes a 
certain number of people to administer them. As a consequence, 
this was a suspension. There was always the prospect that aid 
could have resumed at some point, so I think there were a 
number of reasons as to why AID would have chosen to keep a 
certain staff there. But please feel free to talk to them for 
more details. 


Q You would agree then that the prospect -- because 
of this, the prospect for resuming aid is pretty much shot? 


A I just said that the $8 million program that we 
had planned for '88 is not going to be possible. 
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Q Did Ambassador Davis or any other U.S. official 
ask for an explanation from the Panamanians or protest this 
order in any way? 


A I don't have anything by way of reaction other 
than to say that we're complying. I'm sure that people at the 
Embassy have been in touch with the Panamanians. But as I 
said, we got this notification by diplomatic note. The 
Panamanians have the right to request the departure, and we're 
complying. 


Q And there are some reports that Panama asked that 
the personnel leave the country within seven days. 


A As I say, there is no specific timetable, but the 
departure is expeditious. 


Q Will consideration be given to -- I know that 
they don't, that there is no Panamanian aid to the United 
States, but there are diplomats here --— to asking some of them 


to leave, in response? No? 


6) No. This has to do with their request that the 
USAID people leave, and we're complying. 


Q But generally, when other governments have asked 
our people to leave, we have sort of had a reply in kind. Are 
we not going to reply in kind this time? 


A I think you're losing track of what is involved 
here. This is an AID mission that is there to administer some 
programs that are to benefit the country of Panama. The 
country of Panama says, "We no longer desire the presence of 
that mission." We're taking it out. 


Q Anything on how large the suspended aid was? 


A The suspended aid -- I have to again refer you to 
AID for the final figures, because I don't think I have a 
particularly good handle on it -- but before the suspension 
this summer, we had planned $67.7 million in continuing 
expenditures and an additional $30.9 million in new commitments 
for FY-87. Once the suspension took effect in July, the only 
thing that was left was support to non-governmental entities 
and that was in the amount of $9.5 million. 


Now, how much of those various categories were ever 
expenced or remained to be obligated, I just don't have a 
breakdown. 
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Q When will you have an ‘88 figure of what it would 
have been had it not been suspended? 


A The only thing that we were looking at apparently 
—- and again, please see AID since this is their operation -- 
was the $8 million program for private and non-governmental 
organizations 

Q Chuck, any new development in Haiti? 

ft In what $ 


Q In the 


A J me l've seen the same reports that you've 
lc repeat those 


: report that Namphy is planning to 
reorganize the Electoral Council? What's your reaction to that? 


A With regard to that report, as others, we're 
watching closely That's essentially our stance at this 
point As we have saic he critical issue is the Government 
of Haiti's willingness to move forward as quickly as possible 


to free elections, conducted in an atmosphere of security and 


safety for the Haitian people 

As I said yesterday, it's up to the Government of 
Haiti to restore its credibility and public confidence in its 
will and ability to resume and safeguard a free, fair and 
secure electoral process Obviously, as part of that, an 
independent Electoral Commission is a key to restoring the 
electoral process 


But beyond that, 1 described several days ago other 
measures that are crucial to Haiti's transition to democracy 
the arrest, prosecution and punishment of those responsible for 
the election violence, the maintenance of public order, and the 
protection of Haitians during the election period as well as 
respect for the results of the new elections 


Q What about the old Electoral Council that has 
been dissolved? Do we recognize that dissolution as being 
constitutional and legal? 


. Our reaction to that dissolution, regardless of 
whether it was constitutional or legal, was reflected in our 
decision over the weekend to suspend certain categories of 
aid I really can't make the judgment on constitutional or 
legal grounds That's something for the Haitian legal system 
to do, but you could see that our reaction was very clear and -- 








Q Yes I meritioned that simply because there are 
several Haitian leaders right now asking for the U.S. to 
express its support for the old Electoral Council as it was 
Are we going to do something like that? 


A I have expressed our support for an independent 
Electoral Council That is certainly something that is a@ key 
part of this process But other than that. I think it's 
something that Haitians are dealing with, in the first instance 

Q Do you Pp any opinion for or against any of the 
various legislative oposals concerning Haiti, some of which 
May be acted on t 

a No, 

Il have given you 
would be my genera. 


or 


France for 
the deal that it cut witt + t ul ie State 
Department was going to t -o find some answers to some of the 
details of the deal that was apparently cut Have you hac a 
satisfactory response from the French? Have you any answers to 
any of the specifics of the deal that was made? 


‘ t could say is that we have been in contact 
with the Frenct overnment, but I oulc 0 care tc 
characterize the nature of those 


Q And you were sat r h the explanation you 
have received? 


saic we have been in contact with the French 
Government, d that's the extent of comment I have to offer 


Q But do you have any information on the report on 
ABC that the French and the Ge-mans are supplying boats to Irag 
to use in the Gulf? Do you have any --? 


é No 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the, or does 
the State Department have any comment on the Palestine 
Information Office's appeal to the Court of Appeals which was 
submitted this morning after the District Court ruled that your 
order of September 15 stands? And do you have any comment on 
the request by the PIO Office Director to continue operating 
the office until the decision of the Court of Appeals comes out? 
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a No I don't have any new information on that new 
appeal As you pointed out, the court ruled yesterday 
upholding the Department's decision to close it, and under that 
order -- and I really have no information as to how this appeal 
affects the process, but under the judge's order yesterday, the 


PIO has until midnight tonight to close And that's where 
things stanc 


Q Is it still the position of the State Department 
that to close the PLO mission -- observer mission -- in New 
York would be a violation of international treaty obligations? 


- Our position continues to be what I have 
expressec it in the past No change 


he Soviet thing for a minute, 
nth all the Soviet o als here, including, I guess, at 
least one a y foreign minister, are there talks underway 
here prep ory to ie summit on such things as drafting 
: out some of these remaining 
issues on € iF t t is that all taking place in Geneva? 


c mn . c 
—~ VW wha a “ete 


" C ; ' lace in 
Geneva in yn saf und th ae ning other 


into what 
rust of all of 
the summit But 
t have any details 


tween Ridaqway, for 
ome of the Soviets 


e I e that various Soviets and various people 
in the State Department and the White House are uorkins on the 
things that need to be gotten together, but again, I just don't 
have a rundown of who is doing what, with whom 


Q Chuck, a follow-up there To put it at a 
slightly different angle, the General Secretary sent ahead 
Quite an impressive group of technical experts, particularly in 
the field of economics, and I'm wondering if there will be a 
schedule of sub-talks with their counterparts in the American 
Government during the course of the Summit meeting 


< Assistant Secretary Ridgway during the briefing 
here on Monday described arrangements for the Summit She 
talked about the possibility of having sub-groups established. 
I think she said that depended, of course, on the decision of 
the two leaders But beyond that, I really don't have any 
details as to any decisions having been made on exactly what 
groups should be constituted 
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Y Chuck, yesterday, the Christian Science Monitor 
published sort of a review of two new reports by two former 
officials in this Administration confirming that Israel is 
violating the U.S. laws with regard to its nuclear arsenal 
you have any comment on either? 








a There is some material prepared, and you can 
check with the Press Office It's available 


Q Thank you 


Q Chuck, Go you have any comment on the story that 
was this morning that the accused hijacker of the Jordanian 
Airlines who is now in FBI custody in the United States stated 
that Nabih Barri, the Minister of Justice of Lebanon, ordered 
the June 1985 hijacking of the Jordanian Airline? 


+ 


Q at h stati f the U.S. Government request 
for the extraditio Jorg choa from Colombia? 
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MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 


Two brief announcements First, we won't have a 
briefing here on Monday in view of things kicking off over at 
the Summit Press Center on that day And, secondly, the 
Twenty-Third Semiannual Report on the Implementation of the 
Helsinki Final Act is available today, and you can pick up 
copies of that in the Press Office And there is, likewise, a 
relatively long press release that goes along with it. 


Questions? 


Q Do you have -- what are your plans, or can you 
make available figures From that disaggregate and aggregate 
data? I mean, how many missiles do the Soviets have, where are 
they? Are you going to make that available to us? Can you do 
that now? 


a That information will certainly be available on 
Tuesday at the time that the treaty is signed ['m taking a 
look at it to see whether it's possible to make available the 
numbers earlier 


Q Just how many missiles, how many missile sites -- 
you can't do that as yet? 


= The numbers we have used in rough terms -- But 
these are not the exact figures -- fall into several 
categories the deployed warheads, which is the number we most 
commonly used, where we're talking about approximately 400 
deployed warheads on our side that will be taken out, and 
something in excess of 1500 warheads 1 the Soviet side. If 
you then go to deployed, plus non-de: ed, the numbers move to 
about 800 U.S. warheads, and somethi close to 3,000 Soviet 
warheads, and there are separate numbers on missiles 


But I'm working to see if it's possible to get the 
exact numbers before the release of the treaty, but I don't 
know if [ can do that at this point 
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Q Yes, because now that you've gotten it from the 
Soviets, we'd like to have it. 


Qa It's not that the numbers don't exist. It's 
whether or not they can be broken out of what is still not a 
public document 


Q Do you have anything on the presence here of 
Guillermo Ungo, the Salvadoran rebel leader, and it seems to me 
he was denied entry to this country not too long ago. Why is 
he being allowed in now? How long is he permitted to stay? 

Are there any restrictions? 


- Is that it? 
Maybe 


A I'm well prepared; I can handle all of those so 
far. Although Guillermo Ungo has been found ineligble for a 
visa under our immigration law, he has been granted a waiver of 
this ineligibility for the purpose of this specific visit 
That has happened on several occasions in the past with Mr 


Ungo He is ineligible under Section 212(A)(28) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act because of his membership in 
the FOR/FMLN, a political-military coalition advocating the 
violent overthrow of the democratically-elected government of 
£1 Salvador His waiver in this case has been annotated for 
travel to New York City and Washington, D.C. for a stay 
through December 6 


Concerning the one time that he was refused a visa, 
that occurred in June of 1985, for foreign policy reasons [t 
occurred shortly after June 19 when, as you may remember, there 
were four U.S. Marines and two private American citizens 
assassinated in San Salvador, and the FMLN claimed 
responsibility for these murders 

Q What's he doing here? 

- I don't know exactly what he's doing 


Q He's not meeting with anybody in the U.S 
Government? 


Q What was the reason for the waiver? 
- What was the reason? 


At this time, why was he given a waiver? 
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a I don't know what specific reasons go into it. 
Each time that a person who is ineligible under this provision 
applies for a visa, it is reviewed each time, and a 
determination is made. And as I say in the case of Mr. Ungo, 
he has several times received waivers One time he did not get 
a waiver. 


Q Might not this be reassessed in light of the fact 
that he's back in El Salvador and talking with -- being 
integrated into the political process, supposedly? 


A Under 212(8)(28) [I believe you are permanently 
ineligible, but you can be considered for a waiver each time. 


Q Doesn't Gorbachev favor the violent overthrow of 
the Salvadoran Government? Is that why he's staying only three 
days next week? (Laughter) 


Q Chuck, an opposition Egyptian newspaper is 
publishing a story that one of the members, diplomatic members 
of the U.S. Embassy in Cairo, has been declared persona non 


grata, and his wife was also asked to leave the country 
recently, IL think, one week ago, or something Do you have 
anything on this story? 


a No, nothing at all 


Q Chuck, on this Soviet data, could you tell us if 
what the Soviet data, as it finally has been given to you, 
jells with what you believed that data would be? 


a) Yes, it does. 
Q Absolutely? 


a Absolutely not number by number, but in any case, 
our estimates are in the form of ranges rather than precise 
numbers, which is the best you can do through outside analysis, 
but the data does match very closely with our estimates. 


Q Do you have anything on the Americans who were 
killed in Rwanda yesterday? [ understand four of them have 
been identified Do you have any further identification? 


A You all have the details of the incident. Do I 
need to go through that at all? 
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Unless you know something that -- 


A No. I don't have anything as to why it occurred, 
but there were no survivors. The aircraft was carrying 12 
passengers and two crew. We understand that 11 of the 
passengers had visited a game park in the area Eleven of the 
12 passengers were American citizens. The next of kin have 
been notified, and I have the 11 names. Should [ read them 
out? Or can we post those afterwards? Shall I read them out? 


Q But could you also give us a piece of paper with 
the spellings? 


A All right. 
Read them out and say where they're from. 
a Thomas Askelson, from Sycamore, [llinois; Jill 
Cowan, The Woodlands, Texas*; Shirley Farino, Amarillo, Texas; 


Ernest Farino, Amarillo, Texas; Becky Fergerson (who is the 
daughter of Shirley Farino); Andrew Foster, from Flint, 


Michigan; Nancy Gerald, from Amarillo, Texas; Franz "Rick" 
Heber, Monument, Colorado; Daniel Schwartz, Tampa, Florida*; 
Mary Slater, Amarillo, Texas; Donald Wilberforce, Amarillo, 
Texas 


Q What happens now with their bodies, I suppose, if 
anything else? Does the State Department -- 


a) Certainly, the State Department and our Embassy 
in Kigali, will be doing what's necessary to be done I don't 
have all the details, but it is difficult because of the remote 
area and because of the conditions and because of what's 
possible to be done in a climate like that with what's 
available So since I'm not really certain of what precise 
arrangements have been made, that's the best I can say at this 
point. 


Q You don't know if they've offered to bring the 
bodies back? 


) That I don't know. 


Q Chuck, can you say if the negotiators in Geneva 
have finally wrapped all of the INF details? 


Qa They are still at work. 


*Correction to the hometowns of the following Jill Cowan, 
Amarillo, Teaas and Daniel Schwartz, amarillo, lexas 
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They are? 

That's right. 

When are they coming back here? 
2) I don't really know 


Q And who -- is the whole INF team still in place 
in Geneva? 


a I think most of them are there. Certainly, 
Ambassador Glitman is there and his key people and the lawyers 
who have the bulk of the work to do are certainly there 


Q Are you still expecting them to wrap up today, 
Friday? 


Q I don't really want to put a deadline onit. I 
just don't know whether they'll wrap up today or not. 


Q And it still deals entirely with the language of 
the treaty, the formal language? 


a Those are essentially the kind of things they're 
working on. 


Q There are no further details -- 


fe) As you start to put these things into language, 
and you want to make sure that the ideas you've agreed on are 
clearly expressed, then it takes some time because you want to 
make sure it's accurate and it's clear 


Q Do you anticipate they'll still be working come 
Monday? 


a I don't really have any way of anticipating it. 
They're hard at work. I['m sure they'd like to have a text back 
here on Tuesday. 


Q I'm sure some folks back here would like that, 
too 


Q Are the Soviets prohibited from using their new 
embassy complex for activities in connection with the summit? 


Qa The use of that facility is reciprocal based on 
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the use of our facility in Moscow, and so there are certain 
parts of our embassy that we have completed and we have access 
to -- the housing, the common facilities, the gymnasium, the 
cafeteria and all those things. Our office building complex is 
not finished, and as a consequence, they are allowed on a 
reciprocal basis to use the equivalent facilities, but not the 
office complex. 


Q They have, for example -- which they've used -- a 
hall there for whatnot, auditorium Can they use that without 
restriction? 

A That particular hall that you're referring to, I 
don't know exactly where that is located, but if it's the 
equivalent to our halls and gymnasiums and large spaces that 
are in our complex -- 

Q It's not in the office building 

A [:'s not in the office building? 

Q No 

- Then, I assume that that's okay. 


So if they wanted to have something there, they 
could? There's no -- they don't have to notify -- 


“ I don't know of any restrictions on use of the 
same facilities that we have the use of in Moscow 


Q This morning, Yevgeniy Primakov, who is one of 
Gorbachev's top advisers on Afghanistan said it was his opinion 
that Soviet forces would be out of Afghanistan in one year, of 
course, providing no details as to what they're doing 


Are you seeing any additional movement on the part of 
the Soviets in the pre-summit posturing by the Soviets that 
give you any reason to have any good thoughts, optimistic about 
the resolution -- 


o I haven't seen anything more concrete than the 
kind of things we've talked about in the past. This remark 
seems to fall again in that category So we'd welcome some 
concrete proposals to back up these continuing apparent signs 
of flexibility 


Q What's your latest figure on refuseniks who have 
been let out or who have been told they will be let out? 
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- Our Embassy in Moscow was informed yesterday, 
December 3, that 15 persons would be receiving exit permission 
as a result of decisions on their appeals to the Supreme 
Soviet. Judging from similar instances in the past, it will be 
a few weeks before exit documentation is actually issued, 
although we trust this waiting period will be brief. 


In terms of our reaction, we're very happy that these 
individuals will finally be allowed to emigrate, although many 
thousands of others who wish to emigrate have not been so 
fortunate; and we'll continue to do our utmost to press the 
Soviets to permit all who wish to leave to do so. And as we've 
said before, we'll be raising this issue at the upcoming 
summit, as we do at all high-level, U.S.-Soviet meetings. 


Soviet officials also said that information regarding 
more resolved cases might be available early next week. 


In terms of categories? 
Q Yes What are these? 


A We have two divided spouses, Leonid Sheyba and 
Viktor Faermark 


A blocked-marriage case, Viktor Novikov 


A U.S.-Soviet dual national, Povilas -- yes, I cannot 
-- I wouldn't even give a try at this one. But I can give you 
the list of the names as we have them 


Q Would you? 


A l might just -- if you want a little rundown 
concerning the dual national cases, of which there is one in 
this particular group, eight have been resolved so far this 
year and 15 such cases remain 


During '87, the Soviets have resolved approximately 50 
cases of divided families in which Soviet citizens have been 
denied permission to join relatives in the U.S About a 
hundred cases still remain on the Department's list in that 
category 


Progress on marriage cases was slow this year until 
the fall. Since August, three blocked-marriage cases have been 
resolved, including the one that I referred to today, and seven 
divided-spouse cases resolved, including the ones today. 
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Still remaining are four divided-spouse cases and 
three blocked-marriage cases. 


Q Emigration? 

~ You want the overall, while we're at it? 

Q Yes. 

4 I'll give you the overall emigration status 


report. 


Since April, Soviet Jewish emigration has remained on 
a plateau of seven- to nine-hundred a month. So far this year, 
about 7,000 Soviet Jews have emigrated. And unless levels 
rise, the year-end total is expected to be between 8,000 and 
9,000 


Q Some of these people said in Moscow that they 
thought they had been given permission because they had planned 
to take part in the big demonstration this weekend. Do you 
have any evidence of that? 


o I don't have any information concerning the 
particular motivations as you describe them. 


Q Do I remember correctly that the figure on Soviet 
Jewish emigration last year was less than a thousand? 


A I don't recall the figure for last year. I could 
say that the figure we're looking toward this year -- the eight 
to nine thousand figure -- is higher than the totals of recent 


years, but lower than the totals in the 1970s. 


Q Had Shevardnadze said there were 11,000 people he 
estimated would be allowed to leave by the end of this year? 


- He had used a figure certainly higher than the 
eight to nine thousand. 


Q What figure? 


A He had used something I think even in excess of 
11,000. But given the rates we see now, it's hard to see how 
that number could come about -- at least in terms of people 


actually being able to leave, not speaking of those who may 
have been told, but not have received documentation. 








yo 12/4/87 

Q You say 15 given -- or a list of 15 given to the 
Embassy -- does that swell because family members are included 
-- or is that’ the total of -- 

“ ‘No. Those were 15 names. 

Q You're going to give us all of that -- everything 
right there? 

4 I'll see what we can do. 

Q Do you have any comment on the reported negative 


outcome over the meeting between the Deputy Foreign Minister of 
Iran and the United Nations Secretary General? 


a I don't have anything on that meeting, and I 
would leave that to the Secretary General to talk about. The 
only thing we saw was Mr. Larijani's press conference yesterday 
in New York following his discussions. From that, it would 
appear that Iran continues to maintain its earlier inflexible 
position and that it has not in fact accepted Resolution 598. 


Q So what's your -- 

Q So when are we going to start drafting the 
resolution? 

As the Secretary has said a number of times now, 


we believe it's past time -- 


Q I know. Well -- 


4 -- to begin that. 
Q -~~— why don't we begin then? 
And we're ready. [t's only a question of getting 


unanimity and getting things under way. But the Secretary has 
said a number of times that as far as we can see, [ran seems to 
be playing along the Security Council, and that if this whole 
exercise is going to be taken seriously, and if it's in fact a 
reflection of what the Iranian position continues to be, then 
it's high time that we get on with this resolution. 


And we do have, of course, talks coming up on Monday 
and Tuesday with the [Iraqi Foreign Minister, Tariq Aziz, who 
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will be seeing the Secretary—General, and on his way to New 
York has taken advantage of his presence to drop by Washington 
and he will meet with Secretary Shultz on Monday 


Q So what is your analysis of why the resolution 
has not been drafted thus far? What's the problem? What's the 
hold-up? 


‘ Well, essentially the Soviets and the Chinese say 
they're not ready to get to that stage yet. 


Q Do you believe the Iranians are trying to prolong 
the talks or the attempts in their preparation for a big 
offensive against the Iraqis? 


6 I don't know exactly what motivation to subscribe 
to their actions. The only thing I could say is that their 
actions thus far, as best one can observe them, certainly 
indicate an attempt to string out the process rather than come 
to grips with the issue -- which is to accept or not to accept 
Resolution 598 


It seems pretty clear, again based on what Mr 
Larijani said most recently, yesterday at that press 
conference, that they have not yet accepted that resolution and 
are not prepared to 


Q What kind of information do you have for their 
preparations for an offensive -- for a new offensive? 


- I don't have anything specific to offer 


Q Do you have evidence or accusations that you 
would like to make against the Chinese for continuing to sell 
arms to Iran? Is there any evidence that China has continued 
that? 


A Again, I don't have anything new to offer by way 
of evidence We have spoken in past weeks about some Chinese 
statements that have been made concerning their intentions in 
that particular realm, and we have said thet we'll be watching 
closely 


Q And you have seen nothing thus far that runs 
counter to China‘s claim that they do not sell weapons? 


- Beyond that, I just don't have a status report to 
offer 
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Q The Senate Appropriations Committee yesterday 
voted in favor of an amendment drafted by Senator Inouye which 
calls the President to dispatch a special envoy to mediate 
between the Governments of Turkey and Greece to resolve the 
disputes over the Aegian and also with a mission to mediate on 
the Cyprus issue 


- Yes 


Q What is the State Department's position to that 
amendment? 


. We share with the authors of this legislation a 
strong desire to see the Cyprus situation and Greek-Turkish 
differences in the fegian resolved in a peaceful manner 
However, appointment of a special Ambassador will not 
contribute to these objectives at this point It would detract 
from them 


Creation of such an envoy would undermine the efforts 
of the U.N. Secretary-General to promote a Cyprus settlement. 
He has just appointed a new special representative for Cyprus 
to assist him in the task 


We emphatically believe that the Secretary-General is 
in the best position to promote progress towards a Cyprus 
settlement 


Regarding the fegian, the Pr-me Ministers of Greece 
and Turkey have been exchanging vies on this problem, 
reflecting a more positive climate Neither of the parties 
have given any indication that they see a role for the United 
States in helping them to resolve their differences 


And, finally, the resources of the Department of State 
are actively engaged, including our Embassies in Ankara, 
Nicosia, and Athens, our special Cyprus coordinator, and the 
various senior officials of the Department ; 


Q But Senator Inouye, yesterday, while he was 
submitting the amendment -- he said that he has the approval of 
the State Department I mean yesterday Senator Inouye said he 
has the approval of the State Department on this amendment; and 
today the Spokesman of the State Department says -- confronts 
the amendment And isn't there a contradiction? If there is 
the approval, who gave this approval? 
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l = I have given you our position, and whatever else 
has been said I really can't speak for 


Q Do you have any comment on the outcome of the 
Sihanouk talks in France? Any reaction to that communique’ 


- I don't have any reaction yet I would, first, 
repeat our longstanding position that we will support any 
agreement that results in the peaceful settlement of the 
Cambodian conflict, which includes provisions for the 
withdrawal of Vietnamese forces and self-determination for the 
Cambodian people 


But with respect to the meetings just concluded. we 
prefer to withhold comment until we've received a report from 
our Embassy in Paris and have hac an opportunity to review the 
joint statement in detail 


Q You're talking about some -- they both agree that 
there could be some kind of international conference on this 
What's the State Department's view on that? 


- I've given you our position on the general 
parameters of an agreement, and beyond that we'd like to see 
the statement 


Q Have you saic anything about whether or not there 
will be a text available on the Secretary's speech this 
afternoon? 


= I haven't said anything 
Q All right Will there be a text? 
= I hope to have a text available Whether or not 


we can get it down here before the speech takes place, [ can't 
yet say 


Q And there will be Q&A afterwards’ 


- There will be short Q&A, ten minutes perhaps, 
with members of the Council 


Q Will you pipe it in here? 


- I don't believe we can pipe that in here 
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Oh, no 
Come on over It's not far 
Will the text be available there’ 
= I would hope the text would be available there 
Q Chuck, any comment on the campaign by the ADC 
against Admiral Yaron, the Israeli military attache in this 
city? 


= No 


Did you receive any presentation from the Israeli 
Government in this regard’ 


i maven't seen anything 


Thank you 


briefing concluded at 12 49 pm.) 
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MR. FITZWATER: This is a BACKGROUND briefing by a senior 
administration official. He will have a brief statement, and then 
take your questions. We will have the press conference by General 
Secretary Gorbachev piped into the briefing at 5:30 p.m., so we would 
expect to end at least by that time. 


General Powell will be here in just a moment. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon, ladies 
and gentlemen. As you know, we have just concluded what the 
President has described as a very successful summit meeting with the 
General Secretary. And I'd -- what I'd like to do for the next few 
minutes is take you through some of the key elements of the summit 
statement, and describe to you the nature of the discussions they 
held, and describe to you the progress that has been made in sone of 
the areas. 


As you might expect, the talks were candid, constructive 
and forthcoming. They involve all parts of our agenda -- regional 
matters, arms control, human rights, and bilateral issues. 


Our expectations for the summit with respect to arms 
control were first anc foremost to sign an INF agreement. And as you 
know, that was the major event on Tuesday, the major event of the 
summit, an agreement that has been widely hailed in the United States 
and Europe, and in the Soviet Union. 


But more importantly, we also had quite a bit of progress 
with respect to the START discussions. Our principal objective at 
the summit with respect to START was to get greater convergence on 
our different points of view on certain elements of the START 
negotiations for the purpose that arriving at instructions to our 
delegations in Geneva that they could use over the next several 
months in order to come to the earliest possible date for the 
conclusion of the START treaty, preferably in time for signature of 
such a treaty at the next meeting of the leaders which is scheduled 
for the first half of 1938, and is still scheduled for the first half 
of 1988. Even though it wasn't mentioned in the departure 
statements, it will be in the joint statement, and the President will 
make reference to it in his speech later this evening. 


We succeeded in providing a good set of instructions to 
the delegations in Geneva. We built on what has already been agreed 
with respect to a 50 percent reduction in nuclear warheads, START 
nuclear warheads, including 1600 strategic nuclear delivery systems 
constraining heavy warheads to -- warheads on heavy missiles -- to 
1540 warheads on 154 heavy missiles. And also, as you know, we had 
an agreed rule to count for heavy bombers. 


Beyond that, we also came to agreement on a sublimit of 
4900 warheaas on ICBM and SLBMs within the 6,000 total. Our 
negotiators in Geneva will continue to examine an ICBM sublimit 
within that, and as you know, we have felt that an ICBM warhead limit 
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of 3300 would be useful. 


We also came to agreement that we should attribute to 
heavy bombers a certain ALCM air-launch cruise missile number, and 
Our negotiators in Geneva will be pursuing that to come up with more 
concrete rules with respect to the ALCM-counting issue. The 
negotiators will also be pursuing counting rules on existing 
ballistic missiles, and the sides are proceeding from the assumption 
that existing types of ballistic missiles are deployed with a certain 
number of warheads. And in our case, we have identified to the 
Soviets the number of warheads that will be deployed, we're declaring 
the number of warheads that will be deployed on our intercontinental 
missiles and our sea-launched missiles, and they, in turn, will be 
providing to us, declaring to us, the number of warheads deployed on 
their equivalent family of missiles. 


That will then serve as a basis for our negotiators 
working out a verification regime that will allow us to determine as 
part of a verification process the fact that that number of warheads 
on a particular missile that might be inspected in the course of 
conducting inspections under the verification regime. With respect 
to nuclear-armed sea-launched cruise missiles, we agreed that the 
sides should commit themselves to establishing a numerical ceiling on 
such missiles, and our negotiators will be examining what that 
ceiling might be. 


It was also agreed that this limitation would be outside 
of the G,000 warhead limit. And we will also be working very 
intensely over the next several months to see if we can come up with 
mutually acceptable and effective means of verifying the limitations 
that our negotiators will come up with on an exact number, and these 
means might include: national technical means, cooperative measures, 
as well as on-site inspection. 


With respect to verification, we had a great deal to 
build on, because we have put in place quite an effective 
verification regime on the IF systems. And so, the delegation in 
Geneva are tasked to build upon the provisions of the INF 
verification regime in moving forward in START. And they will be 
building on the fact of data exchanges, baseline inspections, on-site 
observation of the elimination of strategic systems, continuous 
on-site monitoring, short-notice on-site inspection, short-notice 
inspections of suspect sites, provisions prohibiting the use of 
concealment, anc measures designed to enhance observation of 
activities related to the reduction and limitation of strategic 
offense systems. 


So I think you'll see that we have had some convergence, 
Dut more importantly, we have arrived at a solid set of instructions 
that we can now give our delegations in Geneva to pursue the work of 
getting a START agreement as vigorously as possible with the hope of 
completing the work in time for a START treaty to be signed in Moscow 
in the first half of next year. But that is not a condition for a 
Summit meeting in Moscow next year. There will be a summit meeting. 
We are just optimistic that with the sort of agreements we were able 
to reach today, it might be possible, with hard work, to conclude 
such agreement in time for signing at the summit. 


I don't want to underestimate the difficulties that lie 
ahead. There are some very, very thorny issues remaining with 
respect to counting rules, with respect to verification. But we 
think we are -- we have moved the process considerably as a resulf of 
the summit meeting over the past several days. We did not come to 
this summit for the purpose of concluding a START agreement and 
Signing it at this summit meeting. The President and the General 
Secretary wanted to come out of this meeting with instructions to 
their delegations, and they have done so. 


With respect to defense in space, the two leaders 
instructed their delegations to work out an agreement that would 
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commit the sides to observe the ABM Treaty as signed in 1972, while 
conducting their research, development, and testing as required, 
which are permitted by the ABM Treaty, and that we would not withdraw 
from the ABM Treaty for a specified period of time. The delegations 
will examine in Geneva what is the best solution with respect to how 
long we should remain under the regime. As you know, there has been 
discussions of a range of between seven and ten years. 


The important point is that neither side is limited in 
terms of the testing, research and development. They are permitted 
to do under the ABM Treaty as that side determines the ABM Treaty 
applies to them. In other words, nothing that was done today 
restrains U.S. or Soviet strategic defensive research, development, 
and testing efforts. 


It was also agreed that during the last three years of 
this period, the sides would enter into intensive negotiations to see 
what the nature of our strategic situaticn is at that point. And at 
the end of the agreed period, if we have not agreed to do something 
else and develop a new regime, each side will be free at that time to 
decide its own course of action with respect to strategic defenses. 
In shorthand terms, we have retained U.S. right to do that testing, 
research and development we think is necessary. And at the end of 
that period, if an effective, strategic defense capability has been 
developed, we will have the ability and the right to deploy it. 
Nothing in today's joint statement, which you will see later, 
constrains that. 


A number of other arms control issues were discussed, and 
I don't think I'll go into them in any great detail. You'll see them 
in the joint statement shortly. The two leaders, of course, 
exchanged candid and strongly-held views on human rights, and they 
also discussed a full range of regional issues. They noted the 
increasing importance of settling regional conflicts to reduce 
international tensions, and to improve East-West relations: 
discussed Afghanistan, Central America, Southern Africa, Cambodia, 
the Middle East and the Persian Gulf. 


On bilateral matters, I think you're familiar with the 
agreements that were signed yesterday by Secretary Shultz, and by 
Poreign Minister Shevardnadze, and I don't think I need to belabor 
that at this point. 


On balance, ladies and gentlemen, just to repeat what has 
already been said: a very successful summit meeting which met the 
President's objectives for such a meeting. With that, I will take 
whatever questions you may have. I'll let me colleague -- 


Q Sir, I just wonder about the terminology of success 
here, when on the four areas -- 

Q Can't hear the question. 

Q -- on the four areas that were discussed here, two 


of them seem to be at failures -- human rights and regional issues. 
Is two out of four a success? Or is this something less than that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it isn't a 
baseball game. We've had considerable success in arms control. Both 
leaders expressed their views strongly on regional matters. The 
President, for example, with respect to Afghanistan, pressed the 
Soviets and made the case to them that what is missing in order to 
get a solution to this problem is for the Soviet Union establish a 
specific date and time period to withdraw their forces from 
Afghanistan. The General Secretary took that aboard. The General 
Secretary discussed with the President some of the linkages he feels 
are important. There was a good exchange of views. But I wouldn't 
call it a failure. 


I weuld call that a good statement of views, and the 
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Secretary General and the President were able to most the dialogue a 
little bit further, so they have a clear understanding of where they 
are. I think the -- it is also clear that the General Secretary, as 
he said to the President, has made a political decision to remove his 
forces -- or Soviet forces from Afghanistan -- but there are still 
some problems to work out. I would not call it a failure. I think 
we have moved the process further along, and the fundamental problem 
is one on the Soviet side. They have to make the decision as to when 
they will set a date for withdrawal and a period for withdrawal. So 
I would not in any way characterize it. 


In human rights, the President pointed out that it is in 
the area of human rights where the different values of our two 
nations most clearly come in contrast and conflict. And he once 
again encouraged the General Secretary to take those actions, which 
are more consistent with what we believe are prevailing views 
throughout the world on treatment of human rights for all persons. 
So, I would not in any way classify that as a failure. 


Q Did the General Secretary press the President for 
concessions on the Strategic Defense Initiative? Or did he attempt 
to link it in any way to the START negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bill, as you know, the 
Soviets have a different view of strategic defense, and they strongly 
made the case that they felt we should not pursue with the strategic 
defense program. The President, just as strongly, reiterated his 
case that we believe this is the direction we should be moving in the 
future. We were committed to this program. “he discussion tnen 
turned guickly to interpretation of the ABM Treaty, where the Soviets 
were inclined to keep the research bound in a way which would have 
been destructive of the program. And the President would not accept 
any formulation which would constrain the program -- the direction 
that the program had to move. 


And WTearly as you see the joint statement, we have had 
progress in START. Both leaders are now committed to instructing 
their delegates to move forward on START, and we have not given up 
anything on SDI with respect to our ability to pursue the progran. 


Q Linkage? 


SENIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There apparently is 
none, as I see it. We're moving forwarc with START, and we have a 
formulation for defense in space. 


Q -- you say you haven't given up anything on SDI. 
But haven't you, in effect, by committing yourself to the ABM Treaty 
as written in 1972, committed this President and the next one to what 
you have called the restrictive interpretation? Could -- 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, absolutely not. 


-- the next President go on to use -- to do things 
that would fall within the broad interpretation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIOW OFFICIAL: Yes. I thought -- if I 
left that impression, I apologize. Nothing in what was done today 
restricts this administration or any future administration to the 
narrow interpretation, as it's so-called, of the ABM Treaty. 


Q Could I follow up -- 


Q Sir, on that point, does that mean that the General 
Secretary accepted the U.S. right to do testing and research within 
the constraints of the broad interpretation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Secretary General, 
as you'll see from the language, understands. And we made it clear 
to them that we would pursue whatever research, testing and 
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development program was permitted by the ABH Treaty, as signed in 
1972, and it is our understanding that that would include 
experimentation and testing under the broad interpretation, as it is 
commonly known. 


Q And the General Secretary commits not to raise any 
objections to anything the United States might do within those 
constraints? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You will see the General 
Secretary at 5:30 p.m. -- 


Q Is that your interpretation, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not find that to 
be an adequate basis for him to disagree with us. It is clear from 
the language when you see it, that we are committed to pursue the 
research and development program that would normally be considered 
under the broad interpretation in terms of other physical principles. 


Q On that same point, does not that represent a 
radical shift in Gorbachev's position from the position he took in 
Reykjavik? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviets have made 
the case that they felt the correct interpretation of the ABM Treaty, 
as signed in 1972, was the narrow one. We have always -- or since 
1985 -- the President has haG a policy position out that said the 
broad interpretation is the one we believe is the correct 
interpretation. We will keep our research restricted to the narrow 
interpretation until such time as our testing program -- our research 
program suggests that we need to move to the broad interpretation. 


I would estimate that would be coming up in the next 
year, year and a half, at which time we will be free to move to that 
kind of a testing program if that is what the President decides. 
Nothing in this agreement today constrains us to the narrow 
interpretation. 


Q If we're not constrained to the narrow 
interpretation, and if the term of compliance has not been set, has 
the U.S. committed to anything with regard to ABM that was not true 
last week? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The only thing we're 
talking about is that we agree not to leave the ABM Treaty, for a 
period to be determined by the delegations in Geneva. And during the 
time that we are under the ABM Treaty, we can pursue the testing, 
research and development "as required.” "As required" means, as 
reguirec to move forward with the development of our SDI program as 
we think our SDI program needs to be developed. So, if a year and e 
half from now the Defense Department has a test on the boards that is 
necessary for the furtherance of the program, and that test would 
require a broad interpretation of the treaty, we are able to do it in 
terms of our understanding of this language. 


Q With what did the Soviets want to link their 
withdrawal from Afghanistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviets are, of 
course, interested in the nature of the transitional government that 
would be in Kabul, as well as aid coming from outside sources to the 
Mujahadeen. 

Q Was there any agreement on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wait, Helen, we'll come 
right back. 


Q Sir, two guestions, if I may. First, did you set 
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any deadline for this working group to work out agreement on the ABH 
Treaty? And, secondly, as far as I see from your remarks, there is 
no convergence of views between us and the United States side on the 
non-withdrawal from the ABM Treaty, number one, and from the -- on 
the point of what is broad and what is narrow interpretation of that? 
Would you care to comment on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first point, the 
instructions to the negotiators are at the earliest possible date, so 


Q Like what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know. At 
the earliest possible date. Preferably in time for a treaty signings 
in Moscow toward the end of the first half of the next year. But the 
specific answer, there are no specific calendar dates laid down -- 
28th of December of anything of that nature -- but at the earliest 
practical date, and I can assure you they'll be working on it very 
aggressively. 


When you see the joint statement on defense in space, ycu 
will see no reference to narrow interpretation or broad 
interpretation. You will merely see a reference to the ABM Treaty as 
Signed in 1972 immediately followed by language that makes it clear 
each side is able to perform those research and development tests 
required -- required for the development of its respective programs. 


Q Was Central America discussed at all? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Were there any secret agreements that we don't know 
about, and did the President tell Gorbachev that we would stop our 
aid to the Afghan rebels at a certain point if he started a 
withdrawal program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no secret 
agreements. There were private conversations, obviously, but there 
are no secret agreements. The joint statement will be a full 
lay-cown of the summit meetings. The General Secretary and the 
President discussed the timing. The Soviet side, of course, is quite 
interested in learning more about when aid might be shut off, but we 
cid not come to conclusion on that issue, and so it was left with a 
firm statement of position. The Soviets have made a political 
decision to withdraw. They did not provide us any additional insicgnt 
as to the starting date of that withdrawal or the period of 
withdrawal, and our side -- the President -- made no commitments w.th 
respect to the aid other than those that are already embedded in the 
U.N. process that is unfolding in Geneva with respect to these 
negotiations under ur. Cordcvez. 


Q Sir, can the two sides sign the START treaty in 
Moscow without having reached an agreement on the non-withdrawal 
period from the ABiu Treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they can, but 
I'll just have to wait ana see how the negotiations -- 


Q But what understanding did they reach at the summit 
in terms of the connection between the two? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is nothing in the 
joint statement and no agreement was reached at the summit that said 
we can't go forward with START until we do something specific with 
the AB«l Treaty. 

Q So it's not been wentioned either way? 


Q Was there progress made here on coming close to an 
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agreement on when to withdraw? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I didn't 
near. 


Q Wes there progress made on the time frame for 
withcrawal? Did they come close here -- 


SENIOR ADHIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The question was 
Giscussed with respect to setting a firm date to begin the withdrawal 
and the General Secretary did not provide any additional insight as 
to when he might set such a Gate. 


Q Sir, have the Soviets thrown in the towel on SDI, or 
would they consider it a violation of the ABM Treaty once we move to 
a broad interpretation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is nothing in the 
statement that would give them the basis for ceclaring it a violation 
of the ABli Treaty if we were to move to conéuct experiments under the 
broad interpretation. Whether they've thrown in the towel -- their 
position has been that on -- tne General Secretary said in an 
interview earlier this week that he's doing some basic research in 
the area of strategic defenses, but at the same time, they make the 
case to us that they are not going to move in the same direction we 
are with respect to a strategic Gefense deployed system. 


Q If I could follow on that. Will they object, or 
have they made it clear that once we move beyond the narrow 
interpretation that they'll lodge a -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're asking me a 
question I can't answer because I don't know what they might or might 
not co in the future. All I can say is that on the basis of what is 
in the statement, I would see no basis for them to object. 


Q Sir, under our ruling, will we be able to do 
Space-based testing under the interpretation of the treaty that you 
want? 


SENIOR ADHIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Whatever is in the 
prograia, we will be able to do as long as it is within the ABM Treaty 
as we uncgerstanc it, which is all the testing necessary. What we 
won't be able to dc is anything that could be considered ceployment. 


Q Sir, at the end of the period of ten years -- 
SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: xX years. 


Q Or whatever -- x years -- would the Soviets and the 
United States be free to pursue whatever its own course of action, 
not only with regard to strategic defense, but also with regard to 
any reductions in strategic forces that have been taken in the 
meantime. But there's no linkage between the language on defense in 
Space ana what one might do on strategic forces in the statement -- 
on offensive forces. 


Yes? 


Q Did the President and the General Secretary 
specifically discuss this ABM issue? And would you characterize it? 
Now, it looks -- it spells of a compromise. dave we got a compromise 
on this issue now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what we have is 
a statement that, when you read it, you'll see that it stands on its 
own. Whether you choose to call it a compromise or not, I'll let you 
decice after you read it. But just to go over the words again, 
because I think they're quite clear, the leaders of the two countries 
have instructed their deiegations to work out an agreement that would 
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commit the sides to observe the ABM Treaty as signed in 1972 -- and 
here comes the key -- while conducting their research, development 
and testing as required -- as required -- as each side thinks that 
research, development and testing is required to further their 
program. Soviets understand the nature of our program. And the 
nature of our program is such that eventually we will be required to 
use the broad interpretation of the treaty to conduct some of the 
experiments that we will have to conduct in order to come up with a 
system that could possibly be deployed when it's ready to be 
deployed. 


Q Did the President and General Secretary talk about 
this specific issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They had discussions on 
it, they didn't get down to the level of specificity that you're 
trying to get me down to, but they clearly understood all -- both 
sides clearly understand what the other side interprets this section 
to mean. 


Q Did they characterize it as an agreement, though? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is. They have 
instructed their delegations to work out an agreement that would 
commit them in this way. The agreement is still to be worked out. 
This joint statement commits the delegations, instructs the 
delegations to work out an agreement that would commit us in the way 
that I have described. So, over the course of the next several 
months in Geneva, if there is confusion, or if there are any 
questions about it, that's what the delegations ought to work out. 
These are merely instructions -- not the agreement -- instructions to 
come up with an agreement that commits each side in the way I've just 
described. 


Q I'm still trying to understand what it is you're 
describing as such a great success. How would you define the 
concession or compromise the Soviets have made? Is it that they -- 
in your view, their insistence on dropping SDI is no longer an 
impediment to progress on START? Is that what they have done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviets have 
essentially said that themselves. They are not making START an 
impediment to our future progress, both in defense -- they're not 
making SDI an impediment to our progress, either in START or in 
defense in space. And the issue then became one of how to deal with 
the ABM Treaty. And I've described to you the instructions of the 
delegations. 


MR. FITZWATER: Let's go back -- way back over here. 


Q What came out of the discussions between the 
President and the Secretary General on the conventional imbalance in 
Europe? What was the message which the President gave to the Soviet 
side, and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL had a very good 
discussion on the subject. They both reco, ¢ at these are not 
just -- this is not just a bilateral matter, bu one involving our 
alliances, and the President made the point that we must turn *o the 
issue of conventional force balances or imbalances in Europe, 
particularly as soon as possible, and we have to do that befo . ve 
can give any serious consideration to further reductions in tactical 
theater nuclear weapons. 


MR. FITZWATER: Way back in the back over here. Go 
ahead. 


Q In the regional issues, you said that the Middle 
East was discussed. Did the working groups reach anything new for 
the Arab-Israeli conflict, and was Lebanon being discussed? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I can't 
hear. 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm sorry -- did the working groups say 


Q Did they reach anything new -- any new position on 
the Arab-Israeli conflict? And was there any discussions about the 
situation in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't recall any 
specific discussions about Lebanon. They reviewed the status of the 
Middle East peace program, and both leaders committed themselves to 
do what they could to see if the process can be moved along. 


Q Can you say, since the Soviets have been saying ail 
along that there would be -- that they didn't consider testing 
allowable under the provisions of the ABH Treaty. Was there a 
particular point in the talks between the President and the General 
Secretary in which the General Secretary changed that point of view, 
or accepted the U.S. understanding at a particular time? If so, 
when? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was never a heated 
discussion on broad-versus-narrow in those terms. It was clear that 
both sides came to these discussions with a different perception of 
waht was permitted. And as a result of the discussions, the language 
that i read was agreed to and there is no doubt in the record that we 
preserve our option to move forward with the research and development 
program as required without constraints by a narrow interpretatio of 
the treaty. But there was no sudden blinding flash of insight or -- 


Q So what new language needs to be added? In other 
words, what are the actual instructions that have been sent to the 
negotiators -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have read you the 
actual instructions. 


MR. FITZWATER: Let's take a final question right back 
here and then we'll break for the General Secretary's press 
conference. 


Q Was there any disagreement on sublimits for 
land-based ICBNs? Previously, the Soviets had rejected a 3,300 
sublimit on ICBM warheads. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was discussion in 
the working groups throughout the summit on the subject of sublimits. 
We came to clear agreement on the 4,900. The 3,300 or an ICBM 
sublimit, we'll have to continue to discuss that in the talks in 
Geneva. 


Q What good has come out of this peace summit from the 
people of Afghanistan? What should I tell the five million refugees, 
the 500,000 disabled, the 600,000 orphans? What good news should I 
give them? President Reagan is going to go on the air, give good 
news to the Americans. What should we get from this so-called peace 
treaty? This was a deception. A nation that's driven ‘by evil cannot 
offer peace to anybody. Don't you think this -- these people here 
have the moral responsibility to inform the world what we see here is 
just a game and there is no peace? Until a small nation is not -- 
protected, the strong cannot be protected. What should I tell my 
five million refugees? Is there any good news from all this 
beautiful, human peace summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President, in very 
clear, direct terms, expressed his deep conviction that the Soviet 
Army should leave Afghanistan as soon as possible and that a deadline 
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should be set and a period of withdrawal established immediately. 


He shares the same very human concern that you do over 
the refugees from that terrible war and he expressed that very human 
concern. And as the record is perfectly clear, President Reagan, 
more than anyone else in the world, has put his prestige and other 
Support as well to the proposition that the people of Afghanistan 
should be allowed to be free and to select a form of government that 
they think is right for them. So I think his record is clear on 
that. 


MR. FITZWATER: Thank you very much. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 5:40 P.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER 11, 1987, 12:40 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen I 
have one brief announcement 


We expect to be able to have piped into the briefing 
room here, Under Secretary Armacost's remarks tnat he will make 
at the Foreign Press Center this afternoon at 2:30 


It's been a long time I'll now be happy to answer 
your questions 


Q What is Armacost talking about today? 


He's briefing at the Foreign Press Center I 
don't have the exact title I think he'll cover and focus 
primarily on what happened during the Summit on the question of 
regional issues 


Q I thought it was at 2:00. 
A 2:00 Excuse me. 2 o'clock 


Q Another summit scrap Has -- was there a mistake 
in the Memorandum of Understanding which now has to be 
corrected? 


a As I understand it, there were perhaps three -- 
and I don't have that list with me -- or several small, minor 
corrections which had to be made in the treaty text that they 
Found when they re-read it. We were, of course, very anxious 
to make it available to you as soon as possible 


I'm not sure what procedures we're going to follow to 
correct those, but they will be corrected 


Q You say, “In the treaty text" -- in the text of 
the treaty itself, or in some of the annexes: 
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- Again, I've just seen the note, pointing out that 
there were these three minor errors, anc we are I can't 
tell you where they are But we will see about making those 
corrections 
Q Is this in the original or as reproduced? 
a) [ think as reproduced, but again ['m not sure on 


this Let us look into that 


Q They have to Aave an understanding -- separate 
understanding, I think, to fix it, don't they? 


A Well, as I said, let's look into that 

Q And we will have a detailed accounting of what 
the three errors are? I mean, there's no problem in --? 

“ No And, as [I understand it, they were questions 
like whether it was “the” or “an" They were not major things 


that involved numbers 
Q And who found them, the Soviets or the Americans? 


A No I think people -- and the Soviets, perhaps, 
may have found some, too, as we went through the text again and 
re-read it all Yes, David 


Q Phyllis, do you have any figures on how much all 
this is costing -- cost the State Department, and what exactly 
the State Department pays for and the D.C. Government pays for 
in hosting this Summit? 


A I don't have any comments on that I think 
people will take a while to assemble what all this costs [ 
don't think it's our normal practice to talk about it, but 
certainly we recognize our obligations as a host in an event 
like this 


Q To pay for the entire cost or just the --? 


a Again, I don't have the details on this. I just 
don't have any comment on it 


Q Are you saying that even after you find out how 
much it costs, it's going to be classified? 
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fe) I'm not saying it's going to be classified [ 
said simply it is not our usual practice to talk about costs, 
whether it's receiving the Queen of England or the General 
Secretary 


Q Well, this year is somewhat of a difference, 
because the State Department budget is really threadbare, right? 


= We're aware of that (laughter) 
Q One more question on the Memorandum of 
Understanding The document that we received, is that 


everything, or was any information held back? 


= It 1s my understanding -- you're talking about 
the text of the MOU? 


Q Right 
4 There is one aspect of that I think was covered 
in the question that had been prepared There were some 


Giagrams and photographs And we are currently reproducing 
these diagrams and photographs and expect to make them 
available as soon as we can That's the oniy part that was 
left out 


Q Is that diagrams, maps and photographs? 

fe) Site diagrams and photographs of treaty-related 
items 

Q Phyllis, can I take you back to another area? 


This morning four Palestinians were killed, and three 
Palestinians were killed yesterday, hundreds of people wounded 
in the West Bank cities and Gaza, and hundreds of students were 
arrested Does the State Department have any concern about the 
increased killing of Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza 
these days? 


A We are deeply saddened by the deaths and 
woundings of Palestinian young people in the West Bank and Gaza 
over the past few days and the killing of an Israeli civilian 
in Gaza last Sunday. These deaths confirm once again that 
violence breeds further violence and underlines the need for 
both sides to avoid Further confrontations. 


Q That's all? 


“ Yes 
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Q This morning the [sraelis prohibited the 
ambulances and the fire department from evacuating wounded 
people in a few hospitals around Nablus in the West Bank Will 
you please -- and the latest reports that, before 1 came here 
today to the State Department, were that these hospitals in the 
West Bank are under siege by the Israeli army, and the people 

- the Families of the wounded and the people who died have 
been also arrested by the Israeli authorities Will you issue 
an appeal for the Israelis to let them evacuate their wounded? 


A I just haven't seen those reports, and I really 
at this point don't have anything further to say 


Q There was a report this morning that South Africa 
has put Mr. Mbeki under house arrest Do you have anything on 
that? 

4 No I don't have anything on that 

Q You're not going to say anything about your broad 


approach on the issue? 


fe) Of -- 

Q Of freedom for nationalist leaders in South 
Africa? 

A Weli, our position on that is clear I think I 


don't need to repeat that and our whole policy toward South 
Africa, but I don't have any specific comment on this 





Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on the report 
about de Cuellar's mission on the Gulf war -- the Secretary 
General's report? 


Q Yes Yesterday, December 10, Secretary General 
Perez de Cuellar gave members of the Security Council a readout 
on his meetings with Iranian Deputy Foreign Minister Larijani 
in New York on December 2 and 3, and with [raqi Deputy Foreign 
Minister Tariq Aziz on December 8 and 9 





The Secretary General told the Council that he has 
concluded “a fresh and resolute impulse" from the U.N. Security 
Council is needed. The Secretary General's comment reinforces 
our view The Council must move quickly toward further action, 
including the adoption of an enforcement resolution providing 
for an arms embargo to bring about a rapid end to the tragic 
war in the Gulf 
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We understand this month's President of the Security 
Council, which is the US.S.R., will be meeting with individual 
members of the Security Council early next week to discuss next 
steps We will also be consulting with other members of the 
Council We hope, as a result of these discussions, rapid 
progress can be made on an enforcement resolution 


Q Well, what can you say about the Soviet position, 
especially that Gorbachev said last night that 598 had not been 
exhausted? I[ mean, so they are -- he implied that they are not 


ready to go to the second resolution 


a ['m not going to comment on or draw conclusions 
from his remarks Obviously, the issue of the Gulf activity at 
the U.N. was discussed at the Summt I think the center of 


focus, of attention now turns to New York and the activities at 
the Security Council 


Q Phyllis, have you seen the report in the Lebanese 
magazine Ash-Shiraa that an American hostage may soon be 
released? 





A I am aware of that report in that Lebanese 
publication [I simply have nothing to confirm or deny the 
story We just have no information on it 


Q Do you have any idea which hostage they are 
talking about? 


- No Nothing on it 
Q Please, one more question about -- on the West 
Bank There are reports also of a journalist -- another 


journalist being placed under administrative detention, and an 
Arabic paper, Al Fajr, is now disallowed for distribution on 
the West Bank and Gaza for 10 days by the authorities there 
Are you aware of these things? Do you care to comment? 


a While I don't have all the details of this 
Situation, we do understand that late Tuesday night -- which 
was the 8th of December -- Radwan Abu-Ayyash, a senior editor 


with the Palestine Press Service was placed under 
administrative detention. 


We strongly support the principle of a free press and 
hope that Mr. Abu-Ayyash will be accorded due judicial process 
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Q Phyllis. can [I ask you whether -- well, let me 
begin by saying Mr. Gorbachev said yesterday there were 22 
prisoners in the Soviet Union and only 222 people denied 
visas Does that correspond with the U.S. figures on people as 
political prisoners and refuseniks? 


Q I didn't bring the latest list of figures that we 
have I think Chuck had used that last week Let us take that 
Question and see how it compares, and we'll get back on that. 


Q Can [I go to your statement about Mr. Abu-Ayyash? 
You say that you are supportive of the principle of free press, 
but my information is that he was detained without any charges 
and there were no charges lodged against him, and he will be 
spending six months in jail in Nablus if he will not be freed 


The idea of arresting and incarcerating people and 
detaining people on the West Bank with all of these things -- 
the havoc which is going on -- what are your thoughts about 
that? 


fe) Well, IL think that generally was covered On the 
questions of detention and what not, [ am going to have to 
refer you to the Government of Israel I am not aware of the 
charges or what is happening to him on this. 


What we have said -- and I will repeat -- is that we 
want him to be accorded due judicial process 


Q But you are not asking for his freedom, like, for 
instance, Nicholas Danilof, -- 


>) Well, because that would be passing judgment on 
the question of charges [I am simply not aware of them [ 
will stick with what we said Yes 


Q Phyllis, do you have any update or comment on the 
Situation in Nicaragua with the American citizen? 


- Despite our repeated and strong request for 
consular access to Mr. Denby, the Nicaraguan Government has 
still not permitted us to see him. 


We are extremely concerned at not having had an 
opportunity to see Mr. Denby, to determine his health and his 
well-being 
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Mr. Denby was reportedly shot down by Nicaraguan 
forces five days ago By Humberto Ortega's own public 
statements, Denby is being interrogated by the Nicaraguan State 
Secret Police in Managua We have to ask why they won't let us 
see him 


Article 36 of the 1963 Vienna Convention on Consular 
Relations to which both the U.S. and Nicaragua are parties 
obligates Nicaragua to permit prompt consular access to Mr 
Denby. In our view, the Nicaraguan Government has failed to 
live up to its obligation to provide us this prompt consular 
access 


Q Even without the access, do you have any idea of 
what he was doing there? I[s he in any way connected with the 
U.S Government? 


We have no evidence that he was in any way 
connected with the U.S. Government I think you will have to 
-— we are waiting to see him to get details on his version of 
what happened down there All we have now to go on is what the 
-- the comments that the Nicaraguan Government is making 


Q Can we go back to the question of the Security 
Council resolution on the Gulf again? You know, the President 
at the United Nations in October said that the [ranians had 
exhausted their case and that the thing to do for the Security 
Council was to move to sanctions right away 


I think the Secretary of State -- was it two or three 
weeks ago --said he didn't like seeing the United States being 
made a monkey of 


a I think it was the UN 


Q The UN, excuse me. The UN being made a monkey 
of And this doesn't seem to coincide with what resulted from 
the meeting here. Was it impossible to get the attention of 
the Foreign Minister or the General Secretary on this matter at 
all, so that there could be any resolution of the problem? 


“4 I don't think there is any contradiction I 
think we have pointed out often enough that the UN process 
sometimes moves slowly. It involves many nations, a lot of 
consultation, a lot of discussion. We have made our views 
clearly known We think it has been time for some period of 
time to go to the second resolution 
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mediation effort with the parties, ang that it is time to give. 
as he said, a fresh impulse We will be working very closely 
on that 


Q Well, the Problem is the Soviet Union, isn't it? 
The other permanent members of the Security Council have Said 
they are for it 


5 Well, I think I am not 9°1ng to talk about the 
POSitions of the .various Parties There are Various views that 
are expressed about this and about how it Should be handled 


What we're SayYing, our position is that now we need to 
move to the second resolution and that Obviously the 
discussions are 901ng to Focus on that next week You can 
trust that we will be working very hard on that Yes? 


Q Phyllis, for all of what the Secretary General 
has said. aren't you Cisappointed that he didn't specifically 
mention Resolution 598? 


a I haven't seen the full text 
He didn't specifically mention - 


+ 

S Well | haven't seen the full text of his 
report { really can't help or comment on something like that 
Q Do you have any comment on the Pre-election 
Violence in South Korea? DO you have any fears that that 
election may or may not take Place? 


Stories and reports that are Circulating If you are 
interested in Our thoughts on the Korean election in general. f¢ 
would refer yOu to Assistant Secretary of State Gaston Sigur's 
remarks which he made December 9th to the Washington world 
Affairs Council The speech is available in our Press Office 


Since December 9th, there has been escalating 
violence on the Streets Particularly aimed at the primary 
candidate being put up by the Government There is also fear 
that the military May step in and interrupt the elections You 
have no comment on any of that? 
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- No, 4 AOt going to comment on that 

Q Phyllis, do you have any -- 

i Wait a minute Let me take him first Yes 

Q Phyllis, in that speech, he warned against those 


who might interfere with the democratic process and said that 
the democratic nations, presumably including the United States, 
would not forgive such action 


Who was he addressing that to? 


A I don't think that -- he was addressing it to the 
world audience Obviously it was a public statement on the 
record [I don't think that one needs to focus on to whom it 


was directed 


Q Well, that specific warning. 

a No It was simply a clear statement of our 
policy. 

Q And he wasn't thinking of anybody specifically 
then? 

A Can't help you with that Yes? 


Do you have anything on Prince Sihanouk's 
decision to break off his dialogue with the Vietnamese-backed 
leaders in Cambodia? 


a We have seen press reports about that, but we 
really have no independent confirmation of that, and [ just 
have nothing on it 


Q Does that mean you are not in touch with Sihanouk? 
” I am not saying -- 

Q I thought he was our guy. 

“ I'm not saying -- 

Q Or your guy. 


- No I'm not saying that we're not in touch I'm 
saying that [| simply don't have any comment on this. 
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Q Oh, okay. 
= Yes? 


Q Do you have something on the reasons of the visit 
of Mr. Cordovez here? 


= Yes. Under Secretary Armacost will be meeting 
with Mr. Cordovez later today. [ think that is on the public 
schedule 


Q Is that all you have? 
4 Well, let me just note that this Follows the 
normal pattern of consultations. The proximity talks on 


Afghanistan which were held in Geneva stand adjourned. We have 
seen reports that they may be resumed early in 1988. The 
decision to resume the talks rests with UN Under Secretary 
General Cordovez, and the two parties to the talks, Pakistan 
and the Afghan regime. 


Q Phyllis, did the summit provide a new impulse for 
these talks? Is there something that has happened at the 
summit that will electrify or at least move these ahead more 
energetically? 


a I don't have anything specific to answer that 
question today. [ think that will come through in some of the 
briefings that will take place 


Q The U.S. supports a resumption of the 
negotiations in January or February? 


What we support is an end to the Afghan war and 
the withdrawal of Soviet forces. 


Q Well, it isn't going to happen just like that. 
It's going to require negotiations. The question is, is the 
U.S. in favor of another round, which the Soviets have hinted 
might be the final round? 


But again let me get back to what I said. Our 
goal is the withdrawal of the Soviet forces. If sucha 
session, another session, would contribute to that, then we 
would be in favor of it. 
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Q Well, Mr. Gorbachev said last night that's his 
goal, too, but it would require simultaneous agreement by the 
United States to end military and financial supplies to the 
guerrillas. 


Is the United States prepared to take that step? 


a I think those questions are going to be covered 
this afternoon. Our position on the negotiation process is 
clear. [ really don't have anything further. 


Q Phyllis, speaking of Stingers, do you have 
something fresh in your book there on the Stinger, the claims 
~~ we have not had briefings for days. There is more talk of 
Stingers Flying around in the Persian Gulf War. Claims are 
being made that things are being shot down with Stingers. You 
know, the last few months we haven't had a chance, [ don't 
think, to see if any more Stingers are loose -- 


a No. 


Q --whoever's trademark is on the stinger. 
(Laughter. ) 


Do you know if U.S.-supplied Stingers are getting into 
the hands of the [ranians or the [Iraqis with increased 
frequency? 


- Barry, I just can't help you with that 

Q But it isn't going to affect -- how shall [I 
phrase it --~ it isn't going to affect, is it, our support for 
Afghan resisters, these claims of Stingers? Because [ don't 
think they are getting them directly from the U.S. -- the 


Iranians, I mean. 
A Well, sorry 


Q I don't know. I haven't talked to Poindexter 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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Gorbachev Statements on Prisoners and Security Refusals 





Q: Last night Gorbachev said that there are only 222 Soviet 
refuseniks in the Soviet Union. (He also implied that 
there are only 22 political prisoners.) How do our figures 
compare with what Gorbachev said? 

A: -- GORBACHEV SAID THERE WERE 222 PERSONS REFUSED 

PERMISSION TO LEAVE BECAUSE THEY HAD BEEN CONNECTED 
WITH STATE SECRETS. IN FACT, THERE ARE THOUSANDS OF 
KNOWN REFUSENIKS IN THE SOVIET UNION, A LARGE 
PROPORTION OF WHOM WERE REFUSED BECAUSE OF ALLEGED 
KNOWLEDGE OF STATE SECRETS. WE HAVE URGED THE SOVIETS 
TO END THE ARBITRARY USE OF THESE GROUNDS TO PREVENT 
EMIGRATION, FOR INSTANCE IN CONNECTION WITH THOSE WHO 


HAVE NOT PERFORMED SENSITIVE WORK FOR MANY YEARS. 


-= IT IS POSSIBLE THAT GORBACHEV HAD IN MIND A SMALLER 
GROUP, PERHAPS THE NUMBER OF REFUSENIKS WHOSE APPEALS 
TO THE SUPREME SOVIET WERE DENIED ON THESE GROUNDS. 


= GORBACHEV ALSO IMPLIED THAT THERE WERE ONLY 22 PERSONS 
IMPRISONED FOR POLITICAL OFFENSES. HE REFERRED TO 
“WELL-KNOWN” ARTICLES OF THE PENAL CODE, WHICH MAY BE 
A REFERENCE TO ARTICLES 70 AND 190 OF THE RUSSIAN 
CRIMINAL CODE, WHICH RELATE TO “ANTI-SOVIET SLANDER” 
AND “ANTI-SOVIET AGITATION.” WHILE A GOOD NUMBER OF 
THE PRISONERS CONVICTED UNDER THESE ARTICLES HAVE BEEN 


RELEASED DURING THIS YEAR, OTHERS REMAIN. GORBACHEV 











DID NOT REFER, HOWEVER, TO OTHER PRISONERS CONVICTED 
ON THE ANTI-RELIGOUS ARTICLES, ARTICLES 142 AND 227 OF 
THE RUSSIAN PENAL CODE OR THOSE CONVICTED ON TRUMPED 
UP CRIMINAL CHARGES. THERE ARE HUNDREDS OF KNOWN 
PRISONERS IN THESE CATEGORIES AND PERHAPS THOUSANDS OF 


OTHERS THAT ARE NOT KNOWN IN THE WEST. 
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MRS OAK! Y Good afternoon ladies and jen lemen [ 


Nave no announcements 50 («| ii be Nappy to peqin with your 
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Q There is a subsequent interview by President 
Ortega who says that the numbers and the plans being thrown 
around are, in fact, only proposals; not realistic in terms of 
Nicaragua's economy De you accept it that it was, as the e 
State Department figures says or no plans, in fact, were made, 
but only proposals or contingencies? 


A Well, in our view, President Ortega's efforts to 
minimize the impact of Roger Miranda's revelations and the 
remarks of the Sandinista Defense Minister are predictable 
The Sandinista plans are to build up their armed forces to an 


unprecedented strength of 500,000 to 600,000 after the 


projected defeat of the Nicaraguan resistance This proves the 
Sandinistas do not see their viet-sponsored military build-up 
as a reaction to the armea ger ratic resistance as Il noted 


earlier, Dut as an independent 4‘ al of a revolutionary 
Marxist-Leninist regime 


V We] | una t ao you make oT Mr Gorbat ney 
remarks then j ] ight of that? [| mean tney would seem to 
cron? ij ' 1s {a . about poli ‘ WweAaAPOTNS VerTrsUS thy 
500 , 000-600, 00! Lid-—ugs 
4 Ww we re ot @q ' é ni l any lat ] 
tnat we re go 7 to f w Up WIth i awnat y rea j 
ai nave in mina ang ft expiore the rrutie 
Y sou hink nis has any npact ’ 
AdgGmifr . at} error ty otain tunding tf ! 1 { | "| the 
r evelat | ’ r aniei vurt ja " at? ip t ro ring it Hatc* >| 
we.i we hope That tne ‘ re ‘ atior wilii Na ; 
r nu lmpact Thi v iste ave fa rea ’ ro ft ” emnocra } 
r’¢ ] ta ' i) tne past Tne ar una t ' angin] ta a t 
rying to subvert democratic governments and are, with the help 
‘ ; ‘ Tal nion DULIGING if . nliitary 7 r ‘ ’ 
ore T ' tr 7th will t be irpr } y Miranda 
re Piatti e wil ave remaind mconvi ed mm ‘ ider 
‘ne t ’ y | 4 rier nia ranking ana) ] ra | lal 
nao aire ' ’ ‘ t ancinista Mliliitary J ier } ia and 
4s a ea ; that ha ‘ 11ini {ta | my? j ne t mpoly Ai) ry 
the atemaia A rd ney mtinue t tral 1 acora 
ninu | t ; rriiia 
Miranda Trace an 1} Liiw Lorie A t} The angi La 
regime partiy to his i very that tne N araguan re } j 
is a@& peasant insurrecti DULIt on Geep resentment ' 
anginista repre sion and mrruption 
Q Prvi: wo .G you suagest that there mianht be 
any nance that eh i wuld He linked to any START 


negotiations or move tow a START Treaty?’ 
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4 I've seen nothing om such a linkage 

Yes 

Q Phyllis, I think the question Jim asked was not 
whether anything was done as a result of Miranda's revelations 
to the press last week These things must have been known to 
the American government for a very long time before that And 


the question that I don't think has been answered here, at 
least to my satisfaction, is, given that fact, why wasn't a 
more forceful representation, a more detailed representation 
made to the General Secretary when he was here? All we know is 
this was some sort of vague thing that he initiated, and 
apparently there was nothing from the American side on this 

If this is the case, why not 


A In regard to a question of wha issues were 
raised and how they were raised at the summit ['m going to 
have to refer you to some of the briefers wi were there we 
have said that there was a whole range of regional issues that 
were brought up I have also pointed out that this has been a 
subject of concern to us, that we have raised it with the 
Soviets The question that I was asked over here was, “Has it 
been raised specifically?" And on that one, I just don't have 
an answer But certainly we've talked about concern l think 
there has even been a publication noting the Soviet build-up in 
Nicaragua and clearly this has been a concern of the American 


government 


Q By “this” do you mean the Soviet build-up, which 
everybody knows about in more or less (inaudible) terms, or by 
“this” do you mean the very detailed allegations by Major 
Miranda about a prospective build-up that would take them to 
the level of a 50f OO 600,000 Man army at a time when peace 1 


UpPpPo' 20 to r’s ign in Centr al Amer i ¢ a / 


>) No 1 was talking about our mcerns about the 
present build-up that we were aware of before ina you re 
asking l understand about this new basis of factual evidence 
from Mr. Miranda The only thing that I can say on that is + 
did bring a lot of revelations People wanted to be absolutely 
sure and to have confidence that what he was saying was 
correct lL think we are now satisfied with that 

Q One last thing on this [f the United States 


government is satisfied of its bona fides and the accuracy of 
his allegations and his reports oncerning the prospective 
buildup, are you telling me that no specific concerns have been 
expressed to the Soviets as a result of this? 
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A No. I said that I -- one, I didn't know whether 
there had been a specific request nor, to the second part of 
that question, I[ don't have the answer for that, and [I'll have 
to see 


Q Is the State Department going to change its 
public assessment of the number of Cuban and Soviet advisers 
after hearing from this defector that they are far less than 
the State Department has maintained over the last four years? 


. As you know, John, the process of arriving at our 
estimates on issues like that is a complicated process, taking 
into account many areas of information, and we certainly try 
and keep these -- look at these things on an updated effort [ 
can't say specifically when it will be changed, but you can be 
sure that we will constantly be in the process of reviewing 
that information 


Q What is the State Department's current view of 
the possibility of MiG-21's being based in Nicaragua? 


7 Il think that we have expressed our views on that 
before I think certainly others have talked about it Lhat 
we would consider this a destabilizing factor in the area J 
don't have anything further specific on that Let me see if we 
can puli out some of the language that we've used on that 

Q Based on the revelations of Mr Miranda, is the 
United States going to take any action against Panama 
concerning what he said about Colonel Noriega - or General 
Noriega rather 

4 I really have no comment on that beyond what 
Assistant Secretary Abrams said, that we need to use this as a 
basis for looking for additional evidence These allegations 


are extremely troubling, but I[ really have nothing beyond that 


Q Was the discussion of Nicaragua at the summit 
limited to that brief cryptic exchange that you alluded to? 


i) Il believe that it was limited to that That's 
ny understanding 


Q What about Defense Minister Ortega's suggestion 
that they need a large army because he considers an American 
invasion inevitable? 


) You'll have to ask him about that 
Q well, no. no They're not invading We would 
invade in his view, and I think that would be it corresponds 


to you to answer that question 
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A Well, would you restate the question once more? 

Q Well, he said that Nicaragua needs a large 
regular army and reserves and militia because he considers an . 
American invasion at some point to be inevitable So what I'm 
looking for is a denial or a confirmation 

A I think that we've expressed our position on that 
clearly before [ really have nothing further to add or 
comment on that statement 

Q Mrs. Oakley, in reference to this revelation 
which is certainly astonishing, is -- what do you think is the 
best way of alerting the American people to this, because so j 
many millions are euphoric about the summit and Mr. Gorbachev? 
Do you feel that this should be left to the press, or should 
there not be a statement from the Secretary of State, or some 
other persons prominent in our government? 

S) Well, I[ can't give you a definitive answer on 
that Il think that, obviously, we feel that what Mr Miranda 
has to say is important, and we've tried to facilitate his 
ability to say that Whether at some point we're going to go 
beyond that, £ just can't answer at this time 

Q Where is he now? 

A l assume he's in Washington, in the Washington 
area [ don't have the specifics 

Q Is he being kept under wraps at this point or 
are you making him available to -- 

2) No He will be available In fact l believe 
that many of you are aware of this - that [ think he's going 
to be available to the press this afternoon at 1:30 

Q Where? 

A Room 1912 And that if you call Janice Barbieri 
at 647-6751, she can help you make arrangements about this 
meeting 

Q Is that open for television coverage as well? 

A You'll have to check with her on that 

Q That number again, Phyllis? 


[t's 647-6751 


A Yes 
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a No 

Q Why not? 

A Our position on that, I think, is pretty clear 

Q Do you have anything today on the elections in 
Korea? 

A lI really don't have anything new on tne questi 
of the elections in Korea As I said Friday, Assistant 


Secretary Sigur covered this issue in his December 9 speech t 
the World Affairs Council of Washington He noted that we 
Support no candidate or party These choices are for Koreans 


to Make 


ei 


We go continue our earnest support and encouragement 


for the process He also said that we cannot foresee any 
circumstance under which the election would have to be 
postponed or cancelled Also, anyone -- supporters of the 


government or the opposition -~ who might attempt to subvert 
the election process or put aside the results of a fair and 
open selection risk the condemnation of history, the Korean 
people, and the world's democratic community 


Q What about a visit to Korea by William Clark, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for the region 


A I just don't have anything on that 

Q Back on Miranda 

fe) Yes 

Q He said Greece contributed 5,000 rifles to the 
Sandinistas in late '85 Do you have anything on that? 

fe) No, I don't Only to note that we've seen this 


allegation and to note that the Greek government has denied i 
Q Thank you 


= Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 


have no announcements so I'll be happy to begin with questions 


Q Phyllis, do you know anything about an Israeli 
incursion or invasion of southern Lebanon? 


A We have just seen some press reports on that, and 
I really don't have anything yet for you 


Q Do you have any comment on the violence in the 
Gaza Strip, and other areas of the occupied territories? 


4 As you know, yesterGgay, we did have a statement 
about that. We've seen some reports of. continuing violence and 
activities. We're checking into it. We'll follow up on that. 


Q A follow-up with the Defense Minister, the 
Israeli Defense Minister here. Are there any plans to raise 
these issues with him and express concern? 


A Mr. Rabin did meet with Under Secretary Armacost 
yesterday. Their discussions focused on regional issues such 
as the [Iran-Iraq war and bilateral security assistance levels. 


We don't get into the details of our diplomatic 
discussions in a meeting like this. However, in general, I 
would note our call for restraint on both sides in this 
situation is well known to the [sraeli Government. 


Q Phyllis, since you're on the Iran-Iraq war, does 
the United State Government have anything that would back up 
reports in Europe that the Ayatollah is gravely ill? 
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a No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Phyllis, on the first question: Do you want to 
say something? I mean, has the Administration discouraged 
[srael from retaliating or taking such an incursion at all, or 


would you like to say something now or --? 
A No. [ just really can't help you with that. We 
gave our statement yesterday I've said we are aware of these 


other things. 


I'm talking about the reported incursion into 
south Lebanon by the [sraeli troops? 


A I'm sorry, yes No -- 


Q [I'm asking if there are -- if you had actually 
discouraged Israel from taking such a move? And, if not, it is 
an opportunity if you would like to. 


A What I said, in answer to his question as it 
stands, that we have seen these reports. We're looking into 
them. It's possible that we'll have something to say later, 
but I just don't have anything on it now. 


Q Phyllis, does it have anything to do with 
retaliation For the operation against northern Israel, and do 
you have any idea? 


A Again, 1'm just not going to speculate. I don't 
have anything on it. 


Q Can you clarify, in the Persian Gulf, the United 
States -- [ gather our policy in operations in the Persian Gulf 
is not to protect tankers that don't carry American flags Yet 
we are willing to risk lives going after burning ships and 
things in the aftermath of an attack -- is that correct? Can 
you help me restate what our policy is? 


4 I don't have anything specific on that, or a 
restatement. [ would say our policy has not changed. [ think 
that policy has been spelled out clearly before. I think there 
are certain rules at sea of aid of people in distress in 
extreme situations. But I think you can be reassured our 
policy has not changed. 


Q Is there any consideration being given to 
changing the rules under which we would intercede on behalf of 
other ships that are being attacked, other than reflagging? 


A Not that [I'm aware of. 
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Q If you don't have the American flag, you don't 
get protection? ; 


Qq That's been our policy. 

Q Phyllis, on Miranda? 

A Yes. 

Q Central America There's a report in one of the 
papers today that Miranda did not do very well on his 
lie-detector test when he was being questioned And I was 
curious whether there was some doubt -- up until this weekend 


-— of the veracity of his statements? 

qa Let me simply say we're satisfied the information 
that Major Miranda has provided is genuine. I think you will 
understand we don't go into the intelligence questions of how 
we form this opinion, but we do believe, as ] said, what he has 
said is truthful. Much of this was confirmed by Sandinista 
Defense Minister Humberto Ortega in a speech over the weekend 


Q Was it the speech by Ortega that led to the 
confirmation -- that was the confirmation that convinced you 
that he's truthful, or were you convinced before the Ortega 
speech? 


A I think this has been a process that's gone on. 
Again, ['m not going to get into the details of it. Certainly, 
our feeling was he was telling the truth. We simply point out 
publicly this was confirmed in large part by the speech. 


Q And -- if that's the case, that you were 
convinced that he was telling the truth, could you go over one 
more time why it didn't come up in the Gorbachev-Reagan talks, 
or did it? 


a) I think this was covered thoroughly at the White 
House yesterday. Marlin Fitzwater addressed this question, 
talking about that this, again, had been a process. We wanted 
to be sure, and the feeling that it was confirmed more strongly 
than before over the weekend. 


I said yesterday, and I stand by this, the timing on 
this, you shouldn't look for these things. [t was coincidental 
with the timing, that we made him available as soon as we 
thought we could. 


Q Inquiries --? 
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Q Also, did you go ~-? 
4 Let me just finish, and then I'll get to you 


Q Has the State Department now gone to the Soviet 
Union with a request for clarification on that point, and also 
on Gorbachev's remarks regarding a cutoff in arms deliveries to 
Nicaragua? 


4 In regard to part of your question about the 
Following up with the Soviets on this question of the Soviet 
military buildup in Nicaragua, we are reviewing the results of 
the Summit discussions on this and other issues and how best to 
follow up, and I can't speculate or give you the details on how 
this will come about But, certainly, we do intend to Follow 
up on this question 





Our cbjective in this will be to, first of all, 
clarify the Soviet position. As we indicated earlier, we would 
welcome and will pursue with special care any concrete steps by 
the Soviets toward cutting their military aid to the 
Sandinistas. The policy goals of the United States remain to 
end the conflict in Central America, stop Soviet support for 
the Sandinista military buildup and give democracy a chance to 
Flourish in the region. 


Q Phyllis, just to clarify that -~ one thing that 
['m still not certain on, that maybe you could clarify, is -- 
Reagan said this morning that -- in fact, this came up in the 
discussions -- the Secretary General had said that he would 
withhold aid because he wanted the peace process to go forward 
down there. But it was my understanding from Colin Powell's 


remarks yesterday that, in fact, Gorbachev tied any cutoff of 
Soviet aid to the Nicaraguan Government to an American cutoff 
of aid to the Contras. Is that your understanding as well? 


a [ am aware of what the President said about this 
issue this morning and also of what Colin Powell said, and he 
referred to it, [ think, as “some cryptic remarks". 


The point that we are trying to make here is that 
we're going to follow up. We want to seek a clarification of 
the Soviet position. 


Q But is it your understanding that the two issues 
are tied -- American aid to the Contras and Soviet aid to the 
Nicaraguans? 


A I think that's one of the thinas that we're going 
to be trying to clarify. 
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Q And a final thing: Was the Soviet Ambassador in 
here this morning? P 


a Not that I'm aware of, but we can look at that. 
[I didn't know it. 


Yes. 


Q Could I ask you for your reaction to Gorbachev's 
speech yesterday? 


6 Yes. I don't have any general reactions in the 
sense of comments on it, but I certainly do have something in 
this attempt that appeared to be to tie START and SDI, and I 
would refer you to what the President has said about this. He 
has stated that the achievement of a START agreement would be 
another historic achievement, provided the Soviets don't try to 
hold it hostage to restrictions on SDI. 


We made concrete progress on START during the Summit, 
as noted by both leaders, and they look forward to continuing 
this progress in Geneva. We believe that if the Soviets show 
the same seriousness, we can arrive at an effectively 
verifiable START agreement. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the somewhat more 
somber tone of Gorbachev's speech as compared with his remarks 
on Thursday? 


a No, I don't have any specific comments on the 
tone or style of the speech. 


Q Do you have anything on the fact that he flatly 
contradicts the President on SDI -- the President's 
interpretation of what was agreed to on the ABM ? Gorbachev 
said, "No, we did not agree to that." 


a I'm not responding to the question of whether 
something was contradictory. What ['m giving you is what the 
President has said and what our position is. 


Q Yes, but Jack is asking specifically on the ABM. 
I mean it's not just the linking of START and SDI, but I mean 
the President has just made flat-out statements that Gorbachev 
Says is not his understanding at all -~ what is permitted under 
ABM, what isn't permitted, what they agreed to. 





4 Again, I'm going to stick with what the President 
has said on this situation and what he felt that -- the 
President said: "We are proceeding on SDI as the cornerstone 
of our national security policy. We are continuing research, 
development, and testing as required, which are permitted by 
the ABM Treaty." 
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Q There was a report this week from a paper in the 

Mideast that China is selling 300 more Silkworm missiles to 

Iran. Is this true? And if so, does the U.S. have any comment? 
a) I just have nothing on that question. . 
Q Phyllis, [ want to come back to something to make 


sure I understand My understanding is that Marlin Fitzwater 
said there is no linkage, as far as the Soviet offer to cut 
.back aid to Nicaragua. You're saying we need to clarify 
whether there is linkage, so am [ right that there is a 
difference between what you're saying and what he's saying? 





a No. { -- 


Q He's flatly saying there is no linkage You're 
saying we have to clarify whether there is linkage 


4 No What I said is, we have to clarify the 
Soviet position, and that's what we're going to attempt to do, 
on this whole question of Soviet aid to Nicaragua 


Q But is it clear to you whether there is linkage? 
Because it's clear to him there is not 


q Well, [ haven't seen those remarks, so [I'm really 
not going to comment on that. I understand he discussed it, 
but [I've not seen the words. 


Q If there was no thorough discussion at the 
Reagan-Gorbachey level of this issue, was there a thorough 
discussion at the Shultz-Shevardnadze level, or at some lower 
level, in these working groups? 


A Among the discussion of regional issues during 
the Summit at the working level, Nicaragua was discussed 
briefly. I just don't have any further information on it 

Q If the Administration hasn't raised the subject 
with the Russians, has it raised it by any chance with the 
Sandinistas directly -- both the Soviet, the arms supplies and 


the intended military buildup by the Sandinistas? 


f°) [ think that the Sandinistas are well aware of 
our views on the Soviet military buildup We've stated that 
very clearly in the past, so we can safely assume that they are 
aware of our position on that. 


Q So they are reading your briefings? 


a) What? 
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They are reading these briefings? 
- I don't know. 


Q But I mean, if you're seriously concerned about a 
country planning to build up arms in a region which you 
consider important, you often would go to them directly and 
State it, without making them just read the newspapers. Is 
that the wrong assumption? 


qa Well, I think -- you know, I'm not going to get 
into a discussion of how various governments are aware of 
views I think that there is a variety of ways to do this, 
certainly, in all our relations with all countries. ['1ll 
Simply stick with my statement that they're aware of our views 
and that these have been stated clearly and publicly 


Q Did a U.S. working group during the Summit have 
access to the information that Major Miranda brought with him 
and this plan that he brought with him? 


A As [ said earlier in response to a question, that 
the discussion on Nicaragua was brief. I don't believe that it 
included this information that Miranda had brought. 


Q Why not, Phyllis? 


A Because I think -- again, Marlin Fitzwater 
covered this subject yesterday -- that we were developing our 
views on it, and we simply wanted to be sure and feel satisfied 
ourselves that what we had was genuine. And as I said earlier, 
we felt that these views were confirmed over the weekend, and 
we made him public as soon as possible 


Q But you arranged for the first interviews on 
Thursday, the last day of the Summit? 


A Well, again, [I pointed out that the timing on 
this was coincidental We made him available, and as I think 
we -- it was explained yesterday, that that earliest interview 
was given in the hopes that the news could all come out at the 
game time by the various publications. 


Q Presumably, you had some idea of his credibility 
on Thursday before the Nicaraguan Government responded on 
Saturday. So, in other words, during the period of the summit, 
you, presumably -- since you mee him available, made Major 
Miranda available to reporters -- you presumed -— I presume -- 
that you thought his information was reliable and credible 
then, before you got confirmation from the Nicaraguans 
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Q Does the assessment of his truthfulness apply to 
his various statements about the Sandinista army as it now 
Stands, and the advisers it now has? 


- I think again, Roy, if you will check the 
transcript, we covered this point yesterday Wwe felt he is 
genuine, and we have made him available to put out what he says 
is the truth We're not standing behind every statement he 
Makes 

Q Well, for example, he said yesterday his 
assessment -- fis numoer -— his count ais that there are 50C 
Cuban military advisors to the Sandinista army Marlin 


Fitzwater at the White House briefing yesterday used the figure 
2,500 --.which the State Department has used -- and I gather 


| 


that's been under review for months, but it's quite a spread 
and I wonder if you have any comment? Do you take hls word 
this or just on the other things? 

£ We take his word, this is what he believes the 
number to be We've talked about in the past that very ofter 
these figures are in the process of a certain amount of 
consultation They do change I just have nothing further on 


that specific figure 


Q Assuming what you have said, that the timing of 
S was coincidental, would this have destroyed the atmosphere 
of the summit if it had been held earlier than Thursday? 


- I'm not going to speculate on what would have 
changed the atmosphere of the summit I'm just not going to 
get into that question Yes 

Q New subject? 

Q Excuse me? 

Q New subject 

- New subject? 

Q This 1s something that happened during the 


Summit, so you probably didn't have a chance to comment on it 
The expulsion of the Mojahidin from France as part of this 
apparent package to gain the release of the hostages? 


+ No I don't have anything on that 


Q One more thing on the -- it was also reported 
during the Summit that the United States, as a matter of fact 
with the Soviet Union, had discouraged Israel from 
retaliating What you've just told me now, is it that not -- 
none of the things that -- what happened after that, the United 
States did not discourage Israel from retaliating, or you say 
you don't want to comment on it? 
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Let me just begin by saying that we congratulate 


a) 
ASEAN on a successful -- the successful conclusion of 
summit held on the 20th anniversary of its founding the 
Secretary has consistently pointed out, ASEAN is an outstandi 
example of a successful, responsible regional organization, and 
we are pleased to have excellent relations with the members 
individually and collectively 


We are aware there has been a communique We've not 
et seen the text of it, so I don't have any specific comment 
n regard to wire-service reports on the communique's ca f 

nuclear weapons free zone, let me say, in our view of 
worldwide and regional security responsibilities, we bel 
nuclear weapons free zone in Southeast Asia would tend tc 
undermine the policy of deterrence which has served us a 


y 


ry 


Q You talk about a nuclear-free zone 
Asia Why not for South Asia? 


~ Well, I'm not going to get into the reasons 
the policy I'll stick with the answer on this 


ng 


Q Back on Central America Do you have any comment 


to the postponement of the first round of cease-fire talks 
between the Sandinistas and the Contras? 
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A Yes We have seen the reports that these talks 
have been suspended I'm not sure that we're aware why -- the 
reason that this has happened Certainly we support the direct 
negotiations between the Sandinistas and the Nicaraguan 
Resistance, and we hope they will be resumed 

Q Well, these are not direct talks 

- Well, they're talks with a mediator 

Q Is there any thought at all in this 
Administration to -- as Jim Wright suaqgested yesterday -- to 
taking a more active role and trying to get involved in the 
peace process which seems to be at a kind of a standstill righ 
now? 

5 Well, I think our position on that has been very 
clear That we feel their direct talks should take place 
between the Sandinista Government and the Nicaraguan 
Resistance This is the goal we're working for now 

Q The problem in this case, Phyllis, seems to be 
the American advisory team behind the Contras Do you have 
anything in your guidance about that’? 

- The -- well, let me just point out again we've 
Stated before we think these talks should be between the 
Sandinista Government -- the Nicaraguan Government, the 
Sancinistas and the Nicaraguan Resistance 

Q Phyllis, in another area, I realize there are no 
policy disputes ever in this government, but some people seem 
to think they see a nuance of difference between the State 
Department position on the point at which U.S. aid to Afghan 
guerrillas would cease and the policy which has been expressed 
publicly by several White House officials 

You could clarify that for us by saying at what point 
would the United States be willing to cease aid to the Afghan 
rebels? 

a Let me just begin by saying I think this question 
was addressed this morning at the White House I think the 


effort was made there. 
keep our attention 


There is no di 


the State Department on afghanistan 


Government has pledged 
provides for rapid and 
self-determination for 
refugees and a neutral, 


focused on the main question 
which is the presence of over i 


and certainly I would make the effort to 
in Afghanistan, 
15,000 Soviet troops 


sagreement Detween the White House and 
The United States 

its support to an Afghan agreement which 
complete withdrawal of Soviet troops, 
the Afghans, return of the Afghan 
non-aligned Afghanistan 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
December 15, 1987 


The Briefing Room 


3:32 P.M. EST 

MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon. Welcome to the BACKGROUND 
briefing on Italian Prime Minister Goria's visit. 

Q Why is it background? 

MR. POPADIUK: The briefer for today, and for your 


information only, not for attribution or for use by sound and camera, 
is 






, as a few opening remarks, and 
then will take your questions. 


Q Seriously, Roman, why does it have to be on 
background? 


MR. POPADIUK: Because it's ON BACKGROUND. 
Q That's not a good reason. 


Q Well, I would remind you that two years ago, Helen 
complained about you saying all the briefer does is say where Italy 
is. Can we stipulate where Italy is? 


Q We'll say where Italy isn't, all right. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roz is on a plane coming 
back from Europe, in case anyone wants to know where Ambassador 
Ridgway is. I'm used to people saying, "Where's Roz?" whenever I go 
to a meeting that she isn't present at. The Secretary always says, 
"Where's Roz?" So it's nothing new. 


I'd just like to start off with a couple of statements 
about the visit to give you our sense of the visit. We're very 
pleased to have the Italian Prime Minister here. 


Q Is that on background? 
Q Now, why can't that be on the record? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't make the rules, 
I just live then. 


Q You know the rules, Ira. And let's continue. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a longstanding 
tradition of Italian Prime Ministers to visit Washington, and he will 
be the first foreign leader to come following the summit, so he will 
receive a briefing from President Reagan about the summit. It's 
particularly fitting that we have a visit of an Italian Prime 
Minister right now, because they were key to the climate of the INF, 
and have been strong supporters of an INF treaty. 


In the six months that Prime Minister Goria has been in 
office, he's made some tough decisions, and has been very, very 
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helpful on putting an Italian fleet into the Gulf and supporting us 
at the U.N. He will receive an honorary degree from Georgetown -- 
that's ON BACKGROUND. 


Q It's all on background. 
Q It's all on background. 
Q You're catching on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And he'll meet with the 
President, Vice President, Secretary Shultz, Secretary Carlucci, 
Secretary Baker and key Congressional leaders. 


Tomorrow night, there will be a working dinner at the 
Italian Embassy with economic leaders. Prime Minister Goria was 
finance minister before, and of course has a keen interest in 
economic issues. So it will be a chance to get together with leading 
Americaii: economic experts to discuss the world economic situation. 


Then there'll be a lunch with the President tomorrow, and 
a meeting with the President. 


Q When does he arrive, or when did he arrive? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He arrived midday today. 
And then there is a dinner that Secretary Shultz will be giving at 
the State Department on Thursday night. 


Q But the meeting wth economic leaders is when? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tomorrow night, at 
dinner. 


Q Including Baker and who else? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe Baker, 
Yeutter, -- John Whitehead from the Department -- 


Q The usual suspects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The usual economic 
suspects anyhow. 


Q This is an official visit, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is an official 
working visit. 


Q Is he being accompanied by the Italian Finance 
Minister or just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he has the Italian 
Foreign Minister with him. And the Chief of the Economics Section in 
the Foreign Ministry, as well as the Political Director. 


Q What do they want? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think what they 
want is to hear from the President what happened at the summit. They 
want to demonstrate their support for the INF Treaty. They feel, as 
I mentioned earlier, a particular role in deploying the INF and 
supporting the treaty throughout. They will want to talk about the 
Gulf and, of course, as I said, economic issues. 


Q Well, when you say economic issues, what in 
particular? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The world economic 
situation, the problems of inbalances in trade, the problems of the 
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dollar -- as an exporting country, of course, they have a great 
interest in the falling dollar because it is making Italian exports 
more expensive and it's, therefore, worrisome to them. Actually, the 
Italian economy has been doing well. They have gotten inflation down 
from double digits to less than 5%. They expect to grow at about 
2.4%. They still have a serious unemployment problem in the southern 
part of Italy. 


Q What is their presence in the Gulf now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Three mine sweepers, 
three frigates, and two support ships. 


Q Is that just to escort Italian ships? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Yes. 


Q You said that their support was key to deployment of 
INF. What did they do that was above and beyond? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they were -- early 
on, it was necessary that we have at least two basin countries and 
Italy was one of the first in Europe to agree to base the GLCMs, the 
cruise missiles. So, therefore, they set the European deployment in 
train. 


Q Do you expect them to ask us to support the dollar 
or what are we going to do to allay their fears about the dropping 
dollar? Do we have something we can calm them with? Are we 
expecting them to ask us to do something in particular? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think they will 
ask us to take a particular action on on the dollar. They want to 
know -- particularly talk to Secretary Baker -- what his views are on 
it. And they are, of course, a member of the Group of 7, the 
Economic 7, and they would like to see as much coordination as 
possible among the 7. Prime Minister Goria has also made a swing -- 
he has been in cffice about six months -- and he has made a swing of 
all the EC member countries. So he will not only be discussing 
Italian views, but also passing on the views of the other members of 
the Economic Community. 


Q -- trade problems that need to be discussed between 
the United States and Italy, apart from the dollar problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No specific trade 
problems at the moment. 


Q Is the pasta war over? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The pasta war is over. 
We solved the Parma ham problem. For years they couldn't export 
Parma ham to the United States. That was resolved just before the 
Venice summit. 

Q How was it resolved? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 

Q How was it resolved? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was resolved by -- we 


got permission from the United States Department of Agriculture to 
import Parma han. 


Q On the Gulf, are they now supporting the U.S. view 
that we should move ahead with sanctions against -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are supporting a 
follow-up action at the U.N. It's a second resolution with teeth in 
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it. Exactly what the ingredients of that resolution would be have 
not been made out, but they have been not agreed -- that has not yet 
been agreed to. But they -- Goria has come out in support of a 
second resolution to try to bring the Gulf war to an end. 


Q They're members of the Security Council, are they? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I believe so. 


Q Is it likely to get a more substantive answer than 
we do when we ask whether the dollar has fallen far enough for the 
administration? And what might that answer be? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can neither predict 
whether we will get a more substantive answer than you do. I would 
imagine that the Washington press corps is not exactly shy when it 
asks its questions. I don't really know what Senator -- what 
Secretary Baker will tell hin. 


Q How long will he be in the country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will leave on 
Thursday -- on Friday, to go to New York, where he has some meetings 
in New York, and -- and to Boston. 


Q Would you go -- when does he get this degree? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He gets this degree 
Thursday afternoon. 


Q What have they done about the terrorists in Italy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They've been very good 
in cracking down on terrorism in Italy, and very effective. And our 
cooperation with them has been very, very good on counterterrorisn. 
In fact, coordination and exchange of intelligence and so on has been 
particularly good with the Italians. 


Q What is the health of the Goria government 
relatively? Is he going to still be Prime Minister when he leaves? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Well, he's gone six months -- that's pretty good. 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will be Prime 
Minister, I'm sure, when he leaves. I wouldn't speculate on the 
tenure on the Prime Minister, but I would remind you that at age 44 
and a former finance minister, Mr. Goria will be around for some time 
to come. The interesting thing about Italy is, although they have 
had any number of Prime Ministers and have changed governments a lot, 
their foreign policy has been consistent, and most of their domestic 
policy has been consistent. And it's been the same pool of people 
that have moved in and out of various offices. So I would expect 
that Mr. Goria will be around and will be a partner to be dealt with 
for some years to come. 


Q He's not bringing Cicciolina? (Laughter. ) 
Q What party does he belong to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Christian Democratic 
Party. 


Q Will there be any discussion of the joint 
U.S.-Italian efforts at drug ‘interdiction while he's here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sure that drug 
interdiction will be a topic that will come up, and we will look 
towards increased cooperation on the war on drugs. It won't be one 
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of the major topics, though. 


Q Will he meet with the Attorney General while he is 
here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think so. 
Q What will happen to those missiles in Italy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The missiles will be 
destroyed, as all of the -- once this treaty is ratified. And the 
missiles in Comiso will be destroyed, and the warheads will be 
returned to the United States. 


Q What do you make of this fireworks display in that 
town you mentioned when they announced the treaty? Did that indicate 
they were happy for peace, or happy to get rid of the damn missiles? 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think all the 
Europeans are happy to get rid of missiles. But at the same time, I 
think it was celebrating a success. And the success was the treaty, 
and the treaty was only possible because of alliance solidarity. So 
you can look upon the fireworks as very positive. 


Q Is the President going to ask him to call members of 
Congress who may not want to support the treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he will be 
meeting with some of the members of Congress, and what he will tell 
them, of course, is his support for the treaty and the Italian 
support of the treaty. 


Q What's the current INF deployment in Italy? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The numbers? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. Do we 
have them here? How many cruise missiles -- 


Q The numbers -- 
Q One hundred and twelve. 
Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One hundred and twelve 
cruise missiles. One of the problems with the MOU is that it was, of 
course, as of November 1, and some additional missiles were deployed 
since then. 


Q Well, where's Italy? 


When did he become Prime Minister again? Maybe you 
said that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION (FFICIAL: Six months ago. 


Q Something specific about the Economic Community -- 
European Community, and the talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm sure that our 
side will raise our interest in getting agricultural subsidies under 
control. We've been pressing that. We pressed it at the Venice 
summit. We of course will press it in our discussions with European 
leaders. He will probably report on the meetings, and although they 
didn't reach any conclusions in -- there are some signs that they are 
moving towards some of the reforms within the community. But 
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agricultural subsidies is still a very touchy issue, but one that we 
believe that the developed nations of the world have to get under 
control. 


Q It's my understanding that the Italian government 
has some reservation or concern about the emerging Franco-German axis 
within the NATO axis. What is your -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Italian 
government -- I don't know if they have -- I've read in the press 
that they have reservations, or some people have reservations about 
the Franco-German -- generally speaking, the United States and 
Europeans have welcomed cooperation between the Germans and the 
French. After all, traditional enemies, one of the great 
developments of the postwar world has been the rapprochement between 
France and Germany. The Italians would not like to see anything that 
would weaken the NATO ties or the NATO alliance, but how deep their 
concerns are, we have not heard anything officially or -- you know, 
in official channels. 


Q Is this an issue that you are going to explore? Do 
you plan to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would imagine if it 
will be explored, it would be explored on their side. But I'm not 
sure it will be. 


Q Is there a Mrs. Goria? By any chance, would she be 
coming to meet with the First Lady -- (laughter.) 


Q Does she drink coffee or tea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a Mrs. Goria -- 
very attractive Italian woman, and she will be -- 


Q Her first name is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She has a program -- 
she's going -- what's Mrs. Goria's first name? 


Q What's Mr. Goria's first name? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Giovanni is his first 
name. His wife will take -- Eugenia is her name. 


Q Is she coming here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She's here -- I mean, 
she's here in Washington. 


Q Thank you. 

Q Where are they -- 

Q Hold it. 

Q Are they staying at the Embassy? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 

Q Something about the planes in Tarragona, Spain -- 
that -- there was some news in the newspapers that maybe part of this 
plane can be in Italy -- it can be placed in the northeast of Italy? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We <-=- what will happen, 
and if something will happen to the 40lst wing in Tarragona, in 
Spain, has not been decided in our negotiations with the Spanish as 


yet, so where we go is not a question. If it is -- it's not even a 
question if it will go. 
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Q You will not talk about this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't expect it to be 
a= no. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:48 P.M. EST 
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MRS. OAKLEY Good afternoo 
have two brief announcements 


The Secretary and Mrs. Shultz will 


annual Christmas tree lighting ceremony 
tomorrow, Thursday, December 17, at 12 


12:34 P 
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ladies and gentlemen 


parti 


cipate in 


which will take pl 


noon 


Lobby of the State Department, and we will 


after that ceremony is finished 


Also, a copy of a congratulatory message 
President Reagan to President Aqui 
the successful conclusion of the summit held 
available in the Press Office if 


Now I will be happy to take your 


Q What do you have on Korea 


a I don't re - 
we're pleased the process appears 
on the whole we feel ¢t t 
first direct presidential election 
happened so far is a tribute to the K 
commitment to participate in election 
to vote The candidates campaigned 

coverage was extensive we understa 
is now finished as I said before, too 
overall I don't have any news 
further details on it 
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Korea thing The stories out cf the re 
is charging massive vote fraud and are 
thing throughout the night Have you sé 
the Embassy reported on 1° 
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Qa we've seen those report but it really is toc 
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early to comment in any detail we'll simply wait until the 
election process is over 
Q Well, when you say “in an orderly fasrior does 
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an orderiy fashion overall we re not Crawing any concicsions 
or making any jucdements on it That's going to have to await 
the end of the proce 


Me 
+ 
+ 
oJ 
Ta) 
tf) 
5 
r? 
’ 
@ 
rt 
mm 
ww 
ww 
QD 
2 
’ 
) 
J 
0 
s 
w 
+ 
4 
w 
+ 
+ 
% 
ae 
rt 
’ 
; 
J 
1?) 


i. vO you Mave anything tocay on the communique 
because you saic yestercay you were stiili studying the 


- We con't really have anything further beyond what 
we said yesterday on the ommunigue 

Q Could you volunteer it for us, so we don't have 
to ask’ 

= All right 

Q on the Persian Gulf, Shultz had remarks earlier 
on this trip that he felt that some progress had been made with 
the Soviet Union in their discussions about the arms embars 
Then the Soviets have come out later on with a statement sayings 
that they believe that the way to handle this is to have a 
multinational force that patrols the Gulf to ensure that if 
there is an embargo, that it's carried out well Do we have a 
statement on a multinational force in terms of enforcing ar 
embargo’ 

- The Secretary addressed this wnole subject of 
this second resolution at the UN as wel. as the Soviet 
proposal, quite extensively in his press conference in London 
tnat ne held, I think, about five or six hours ago our time I 
thank reports from that are coming througt 

I think if I may summarize just what the general 
trend of his remarks were that we welcome indications the 
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what the Secretary is doing, he's simply not rejecting the 
Soviet idea in saying that we wouldn't discuss anything, but he 
is putting his own thoughts there, that he considers these 
formulations, so far they've deen imprecise we have to be 
clear what the implications would be. and the point that he is 


stressing is the next step is to go to the sanctions 
resolution. and I think all these pieces fit together I don't 
really see that there's any contradiction 


Q well ust a final question and then I'll leave 
this In the discussions on the regional level that the United 
States had with the Soviets during the summit talks, did the 
Soviets, when they said that they were more receptive to the 
second UN. resolution, tie it in any way to their presence on 
some sort of multinational force in the Gulf? 

. I'm not aware that 1t was tied in any way I 
think they Giscussead it anc I think when the readouts came 
about the summit. we saic it seemed clear the Soviets were now 
willing to begin discussions at the UN. and we would see how 
that worked out But I don’t have anything further on any 
linkages 

Q Phyllis, I thought the drafting of the second 
resolution had bes already 

= What I think has begun up there are individual 
Jiscussions he P 


resident of the Security Council with 
ndarc U N- practice, where you begin with 
cussions You get a more precise feel of 


these indivi i $ 
f the party and then you proceed on to the 


the positions o 
actual drafting 

Q So how long -- is there any frame. a timeframe? 

= We've never given a timetable as you well know 
We certainly have felt we wanted to proceed with this as 
rapidly as possible And let me go back to what we said in the 
beginning we welcome indications the Soviets are now prepared 
to work with others on an enforcement resolution 

Q Back to the Korean election are you preparec to 
update your comment after you see a final accounting? 

a Well, I think we'll try. certainly, to update as 
far as possible, but it's really not for us to declare what the 
percentages are We're waiting for news from Korea and from 
our Embassy there, and [ can't promise you at what time we'll 
have anything further to say 
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« Phyllis, any comment on the increasing violence 
in the Gaza Strip and the West Bank? 


+ We're certainly aware of the continuing violence 
in both areas We urge that doth sides step back from 
confrontations which have led to unfortunate excesses and 
tragic casualties 


This is an emotionally-charged situation But only if 
all concerned dedicate themselves to reason and calm can peace 
be restorec 


Q Do you think that Ariel Sharon's move to 
Jerusalem will make the problem -- more troublesome in 
Jerusalem? 


- l'm not going to speculate on what's likely to 
lead to more problems or what won't Our position is clear 
We've always urged both sides in this situation to refrain from 
actions which could increase communal tensions 


Q When you say “step back, both sides should step 
back,” what is that? Referring to what -- “step back." In 
wnat way should they step back? 

- I can't define that I think what we're 
basically saying is that, you know, move out of the 
confrontation situation, step back and restore calm and order 


Q Mrs. Oakley, you're urging both sides to refrain 
from more violence It's quite clear you are talking about one 
side, who is Israel Who is the other side you are appealing 


~%> 
LU 


The occupants of Gaza and the West Bank 


~ 


The population, you mean 
Of course 


Q You are appealing to the population Is it 
normal to appeal to the population of a country which is 


~ There's no way I can describe what's normal 
We're talking about sides -- parties here We're urging 
restraint and the restoration of calm 
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Q I mean, you can give a notice to the [sraeli 
Government But what kind of talk can you get into with the 
population of the West Bank or Gaza? I[ don't expect you to 
just say sO and expect them to listen on the radio if the uU§ 
is appealing or not It sounds strange to me, anyway 

- Well, I'm sorry it does I really can't help you 
any further 


Q Do you have anything on an American diplomat in 
Afghanistan being mistreated’ 


- On December 8, Edmund McWilliams, a U.S. Embassy 
official at the Embassy in Kabul, was stopped and held at 
QuNpoint by Soviet soldiers who falsely accused Mr. McWilliams 
of photographing a military convoy Mr. McWilliams did not 
have a camera with him at the time and was within the 
prescribed 25-mile limit set for foreign diplomats 


There can be no excuse for the deliberate harassment 
of U.S. diplomatic personnel we regard such behavior as a 
serious breach of accepted standards of international conduct. 
It's particularly disturbing that the practice of harassing 
Giplomatic personnel appears to be intentional and on the 
increase 


Q Did you protest? 
a Yes 
Q On the West Bank again, did you specifically ask 


. 


the [Israelis to use rubber bullets instead of live ammunition? 


- I don't have anything on the specifics It was a 
subject that was discussed between Mr Armacost and the [sraeli 
Defense Minister Rabin We've also raised our concerns with 


the [sraelis in Tel Aviv 


Q Can you give us the spelling of McWilliams name 
and his exact title? 


A It's M-c. and then Williams I believe he's the 
number two at the Embassy in Kabul You know, we have a -- our 
mission there is Nneadec Dy a charge, and he is the number two 
at the Enobassy 


Q What would that make him, counselor or first 
secretary?’ 
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- I don't have -- we can check later and see if 
there is a specific title for him 


Q Was he held for any period of time, Phyllis. and 
also you say it's on the increase Do you have other examples? 


I don't have other examples, and as I understand 
it, he was held for a few hours It wasn't overnight, but he 
was held [f there 1s any change or refinement of that, I['1l 
let you know 


Was he taken to the Police Department, or where 
was he held? 


a) I believe that he was simply held at his car 


Q This occurred on the opening day of the summit 
Was it raised with Mr. Gorbachev? 


A I'm not aware it was raised with Mr. Gorbachev, 
but as I said, we did protest to the Soviets 


Q Do you have anything about a trip by Mr. Crocker 
to Luanda? 


s I don't have anything at present on the date of 
another meeting between Assistant Secretary Crocker and 
representatives of the Government of Angola Let me recall for 
you that the one remaining obstacle to a regional peace 
settlement is the massive presence of a Cuban expeditionary 
force in southern Africa The issue before the Angolan 
Government is whether it's prepared to offer a schedule for 
Cuban withdrawal sufficient to trigger South African withdrawal 
from Namibia and the independence of that country under 
Security Council Resolution 435 


The removal of all foreign forces from the region 
would leave the Angolan people free to decide their own future 
without outside interference 


Q Phyllis, did you receive any -- I mean did the 
U.S. Government receive any kind of presentation from any Arad 
government with regards to the Memorandum of Cooperation with 
Israel? 











-8- Wednesday, 12/16/87 


4 I don't know. I don't have the answer to that 


Q On this Crocker statement, are you issuing a new 
kind of warning at this time for any particular reason? Why 
did you make this statement again now? 


Qa There is no particular reason We're just 
restating what our policy is and what the aim of any 
discussions that might be held later on with the Angolan 
Government would be 


Q Phyllis, will you bring us up to date on the way 
in which the State Department sees the state of play on Stinger 
sales to Bahrain’ 


Yesterday Assistant Secretary Murphy was testifying and he 
reiterated U.S. concern at any moves that would block the 
Administration's ability to sell Stingers to Bahrain But in 
the meantime, there had been compromise language worked out as 
part of, I think, the continuing resolution over the weekend, 
which would have allowed the Administration to make short-term 
sales to Bahrain for 18 months, after which the missiles would 
have to be bought back by the United States 


What I'm trying to get is some clarification of the 
State Department's position on that specific compromise which 
was worked out 


- I don't have anything specific on the state of 
play of those negotiations regarding Stingers to Bahrain As 
you can well imagine, it's a fluid, moving situation 
Discussions are going on with various parties, but I don't have 
any specifics on it 


Q Could you try to get something on that compromise 
that was worked out on the Hill over the weekend? 


Q Well, I think we can see, but I would simply like 
to recall for you that in a period of negotiations and working 
language out in various things like this we very often don't 
Give specific positions as we're in the process of negotiating 


Q Phyllis, on that same issue, there were some 
rumors anyway going around ‘ast week that the Administration 
was just going to ignore Congress on that whole issue, and go 
ahead ard se]l them, and then the issue would be out of their 
hands because the Stingers would have already been sold Can 
you allay our fears abou’ iat? 
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“ I can't add anything further to your report than 
these are rumors 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the status of 
the negotiations regarding the U.S. bases in Spain? [t's 
apparent that the Spaniards have suggested that the talks be 
postponed until January? 


a By mutual consent, we're postponing the next 
round on the Spanish bases to a date determined in January in 
order to have more time to prepare for it 


Q Are we still insisting that the F-l16s be kept in 
Spain? Has there been any modification of our position? 


i) I'm not going to get into the details of our 
negotiating position on that Certainly, that's been an issue, 
but [ don't have anything specific on changes of positions 


Q Phyilis, before you do that, could you explain 
why they need more time to prepare for it? I[ mean these have 
been ongoing for quite a while now I mean, is there something 
changed in the play that there is a new issue involved? 


- I don't think anything is changed or that there 
are new issues We've already stressed that these are very 
complicated negotiations involving sensitive issues I think 
both parties are approaching this in the best of faith They 
simply want to be very well prepared for the next round 


Okay? 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12 51 pm ) 
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The Briefing Roca 


2100 P.M. BST 


WR. POPADIUK: Sood afterncen. Welcome to the BACKGROUND 
readout on Italian Prime Minister Geria's visit with the President. 
Yor your inferzgation only and net for attribution or for use by sound 
an4 camera, the briefer is 





Q What was for iunach? 
SEXICR ADMINISTRATION CPPICIAL: off the record? 


Q No. 


Q I'd like this to be on the record. I cbhject to this 
being on background. 


6 Was it an Italian dish? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION CYFICIAL: No, we had some grilled 
salmon -- a very nise light iunch. 


As the two gentlemen characterised the meetings cutside, 
they were, ag you would expect, extrezely cordial, as I said, as we 
would expect between tvo very close allies, and particularily 
following a successful esumeit and the sign of the IvP agreezent. 


As I mantioned yesterday, the Italians are particularily 

proud of the results of the depi t of the INF forces, 

eet in Italy, that > t thia -- made this agreenent 
mere neg o they were very interested in taving che President's 
tiefing cn the summit with General Secretary Gerbachev, and th 
discussed the need for continued solidarity in the vake of the 
agreement -- that it is as important as ever for Burope and the 
United States to stay together in tre days abead. 


Q Star Ware? What about the interview yesterday vith 
The Times? 


SXNICR ADMIVISTRATICW OPTICIAL: The President, in giving 
his briefing on the summit, discussed 852 and gave his position, 
which is well-knewn te all of you and is well-Rnewn to the Italiars. 

Q It's net welleknewn to him. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRATICNW CPFICIAL: And I think that it came 
across very clearly te Mr. Geria, who tock it on board, 


Q Did Mr. Goria say that he would like Star Wars to be 
&@ part of the negotiation -- a kind of bargaining eianant? 


SEWICR ADMINISTRATION OCPPICSAL: Foe, he did net. 

















@ Well, that's a11 vary interesting. 


=| Well, what about the doliaz? 
-] Y¥¥e, what about the doiiar? 


@EMIOR ADMINIGTRATICN CFFICIAL: They didn't discuss the 
dollars. discussed very Briefiy the internaticzal ecenczis 
situation ite. Goria aeked about what we were co to dows 
our debt, and che President explained that we hed @ bipartiean 
agreezent to reduce the debt. And Mr. Goria said ke iccked forward 
te talking about ecenosics i= acre cetail this evening when be eees 
Seccetary Saker and cthers at dinner at the Italian EBabassy. 


@ pid ne discuse the need for a G-7 nseting in the 
near future? 


SEWICR ADMINISTRATION CFPICIAL: Wo, he 414 not bring w 
at that pointe a seed for a G-7 meeting at this time. He talked about 
bow important Italy considers the G-7 -- a6 a sember, of course. 


Q Since it used to be G-S. 


SZFICR ADMIWVIGTRATIGN OFFICIAL: And obviously the 
Italians are very interested is caeping it G-7 and not 6-5. 


q Did he or 40 you read anything into the results of 
the Beigian eliesctions, waich is the first Bure @lactiong after 
the IN? Treaty was ei vaere <he Christians rate are basically 
thrown cut by che é lista? 


GEMICR ADWCNISTRATICN OFFICIAL: well, they weren't 
thrown cut, Dat they didn't de as wel: as thay've done in the past, 
and I think beth the Italians and the U.8. gevernuent is waiting to 
see what that szeans in Belgium, vhat that will sean, what the new 
govermant will look like. I would remind yeu that following the 
Gepicymant of the IVP. oli the geverrments that supported tle 
py a -e tbe Itsiian govermment, the German goverment, the 
Beigian ent -= vere 811 reelected. S86 I doen't knew that I 
would read into the Belgian re@ults reaction tc the INP. = think it 
bas sore te do with Belgian politics. 


-] Did Reagen t@1i any Italian jckes? (Laugbter.) 
SENICR ADMINISTRATION CPPICIAL: Ke, he did not. 


@ That the Iteiian people tell on themselves? 
(Laughter, ) 


SEBICR ADNIVIGTRATICON OFFICIAL: < think that's the 
Gifference, ian't that? 


THE PRESS: Thanx you. 
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DPC #217 
MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
By way of announcements: First, after the briefing 


you can pick up in the Press Office a copy of a letter which 
the Secretary has sent to Chairman Fascell on the Hill 
concerning the conference on the State Department authorization 
bill, which adopted a provision which would require all 
personnel in our Diplomatic Security Service to undergo 
interrogations which would employ lie detector machines as part 
of the procedure for obtaining and retaining Top Secret 
clearances. 


You can read all the rationale in the letter It ends 
by saying -- the Secretary's words -- "I therefore hope you 
will understand, Mr. Chairman, why I oppose any legislation 
that would subject Diplomatic Security Service personnel to 
such interrogations or extend use of the lie detector beyond 
its present application in cases under active investigation and 
on a voluntary basis." 


Secondly -- and here again, an ACDA press release is 
available -- on December 17, 1987, a team of U.S. Government 
experts will depart for the Soviet Union where the team will 
visit sites near Moscow and Gomel where ABM radars have been 
relocated from the Sary Shagan test site. As the President 
made clear in the December 1987 report on Soviet 
non-compliance, relocation of these radars to Gomel constitutes 
a violation of the ABM Treaty. 


The eight-person U.S. team will be headed by Dr. 
Manfred Eimer, Assistant Director of the U.S. Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency. He heads the Agency's Bureau of 
Jerification and Intelligence. 


At Gomel, the U.S. team, which will carry photographic 
equipment, will have the opportunity to examine two Soviet ABM 
radars, known in the U.S. as "Flat Twin" and "Pawn Shop." The 
team will also visit a “Pawn Shop" radar van located near 
Moscow. 
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The U.S. team expects to examine both the radars and 
important related activities at both sites. However, it is not 
yet agreed that the U.S. team will have an opportunity to 
examine fully all related activities. The team expects to 
return to the United States on December 23, 1987. 


That's available in the Press Office. 


And, finally, I'm going to read a statement on support 
for democracy in Chile By way of introduction The President 
and the Secretary believe this statement should be made now 
because the Administration is convinced that Chile is , 
approaching a political watershed The Chilean people will 
soon have an opportunity to make a fundamental decision on who 
their next president will be. 


As our statement indicates, we are concerned that this 
decision be made in an environment marked by Full respect for 
human and civil rights in order that the democratic decision of 
the majority will be freely and accurately expressed and then 
fully respected 


In putting forward our views on this matter, we join 
the countries of the European Community, who have issued a 
Similar statement This is the statement, which you’can have 
copies of afterwards: 


Chile's long and profound democratic tradition is a 
resource on which the Chilean people will draw in their return 
to government by majority rule. The United States believes, if 
Given the chance to select their leaders under conditions 
marked by respect for basic guarantees and freedoms, the people 
of Chile will soon once again take their rightful place in the 
community of democratic nations. 


The people and government of the United States share 
the aspiration of the Chilean people to have full democracy 
restored in their country Two centuries of experience with 
representative government have convinced us this goal is best 
accomplished when the will of the people is expressed freely 
and openly in elections. The fuller the observance of basic 
human and civil rights in the period leading up to and during 
the election, the greater will be the legitimacy of its 
outcome. This is totally in keeping with the tradition of 
Chile itself, a country that was long at the forefront of 
democrac’ in this hemisphere. 


For the ideal of popular sovereignty to become reality 
in Chile, the United States believes a climate of freedom and 
fair competition must be established many months before the 
actual balloting takes place. This atmosphere would be marked 
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Q Was access to the TV given fairly in Korea durine 
this last election? 

QO T Ar + +b ie Icula : C ; 

7 i con t have any particular judaments ¢ ffer c 
specific questions 

~ — ~ eo a. 9 

wv) wnat standards de you --! 

- As I say, the Korean people are the ones who are 
going to make these kinds of judaments We hope it will be 

ie | - a = 7 = ooed ~< 7 . — 4 + 

cone peacefully anc aS Quickiy anc fairly as possible 
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Is it the State Department's view that our treaty 
obligations would prevent that and take precedence over any 
Congressional act? 


a Again I have spoken to that question any numbs 
of times, and our view hasn't changed The Department has 
4 


publicly opposed the bill since its introduct 


4 
a | 
4 


to July, tne Secretary wrote to Senator Grassley 1@ indica 3 
the Department did not believe S-1203 would serve the ain 
reducing the political influence of the PLO Moreover 2 
bill will be seen as a violation of our obligation under the 


U.N. Headquarters Agreement, an international treaty 


The Secretary's letter also raised questior 3 t tne 
~ ; + ~ | = ny j = 7 B | ~ . | ~ 
constitutionality of tne B1iii insofar as ik appeared p 
infringe on the doctrine of separation of powers 


Q And so now that the bill, in fact, has been 
passed and sent to the White House, what is the State 
Department's recommendation to the President -—-- that he sign, 


or just ignore it? 


A On this particular element, as well as other 
elements of the bill on which you might ask similar questions, 
I'm not going to go into that The Secretary will be making 


recommendations on a number of issues as they emerge, and so 
I'll leave it, first, to him, to make his recommendations to 
the President. 


Q The question of the SS-20 picture that the 
Soviets promised the United States -- the picture apparently 
appeared in the Soviet press today Are the U.S. requirements 


satisfied? 


4 Not by its appearance in the Soviet press We 
did get a DATAFAX of this photograph We still haven't 
received the actual photograph. The Sovie!s have said they are 
going to provide it, as required by the tro-ty We've reminded 
them of this obligation and we expect the. ‘aliver it 
shortly. . 

Q You referred to the "Flat Twin and Pawn Shop" 
installations. Does our government have the Soviet names for 


those installations? 


A I don't know But this is the way they're 
referred to commonly in U.S. literature and by our -- 


Q Is there a place in the State Department where 


+5 


one could get an answer to that question, or could you --? 


A You might try the Public Affairs Office of the 
Pol-Mil Bureau. 
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Q Can you tell] us the status of the case of the Soviet 
diplomat in New York? 


6) On December 17, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation apprehended Mikhail Katkov -- K-A-T-K-O-V -- a 
second Secretary assigned to the Soviet Mission to the United 
Nations. Mr. Katkov is being expelled from the United States 
for engaging in activities which are an abuse of his privileges 
of residence under the U.N. Headquarters Agreement We expect 


him to depart shortly, but I don't have any particular time to 
offer 


Q Wiati were the activities? 
ie) Well, L'm @a bit limited in what I can say about 
that Perhaps Justice can shed more light on it 1 had words 


which said they were an abuse of his privileges of residence. 


Q 1s thet a euphemism for "espionage?" 
2) fhis is the State Department 
Q Yeat 1s that what. the State Department calls 


“espionage? 
( lhat 18 frequently a way which that is referred 
to, ye: 


Q And do you know, specifically, with whom was he 
in contact? 


(\ ] don't have those kinds of detail: 1] spoke to 
Justice but I'm not sure whether or not they're in a@ position 
to provide further details yet 


Q Can you characterize the seriousness of this 
particular incident? Do you anticipate it will rattle the 
superpower relationship, et..? 


A These are the kinds of cases which you know we 
have from time to time. We take espionage seriously and we 
pursue these cases whenever they come up. This is another one 


of them 


Concerning the impact on the relationship, I dun't 
really know that IL predict anything in particular I could ‘t 
speculate, of course, on possible Soviet behavior, but 1 could 
only note that there would be no justification tor the Soviet . 
side to retaliate in a case like this 


Q What has happened, Chuck? In this case, does our 
Ambassador go to the Foreign Ministry in Moscow with the claims 
against this man and make clear our case and hear what they 
have to say? Has that taken place? 
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fy lhat kind of procedure does not take place In 
fact, 1 belie ii's handled here by the Department in talking 
to the Soviet mission involvec 


Q Before, you had characterized cases, like "Big 
Fish," or "Iittle Fast " Do you care to give us your fishing 
analogy on thi* owen? leman? 


f ]'n tempted but, no, I'1]] restrain myself from 
it Sorry 

Q Do you know what his duties were, his ostensible 
duties were at the Soviet Mission? 

f N 

Q Cr Justice Department officials have said 
that he A 4 LiTic r rvejij le ric t r Some t Line Was his 
detention after the Sunmit intentional? Was it postponed? 

r I don't really know how the timing was worked out 
in specifi: Ler) { { obviously, these cases don't develop 
overnight so that I'm sure it's accurate to say that he's been 
under surveiliance for some tim But he was apprehended an 
the course of abusing his privileges, and that act for which he 
was apprehendgec Wa obviously something that was on his agenda 
which we responded ti 

Y But wu there a Geliberate effort not to 
apprehend him either immediately, prior to or during the summit? 

F f ] Sa\ 1 don't know what other opportunities 
could have existe [n any case, this act, yesterday, was 
precipitated by his own actions at that moment at which he was 

hended But, @S @ more general point to which I had 


dy made reference, l've said frequently that there are 

aspects to this relationship, and this is one of the more 
un asant aspects that arises from time to time and which we 
have pursued in the past and which we will pursue in the future. 


Q Car isk why you're being -- if 1 dare say -- so 
coy about this? 


A I'm not sure that I'm being so coy l've 
answered everything except to provide the details as to what he 
was actually doing 


Q Often you have, in the past, when @ spy is turned 
up and you've also called a "spy" by his name -- @ spy And 
here we have “abuse of privileges of residenc: 
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6 J'm not sure there's any great difference in the 
treatment from previous Cases We haven't had too many since 
I've been duing this job 


Q Chuck, this does happen from time to time. Could 
you give us some backyrounder figures on how often Soviet 
diplomats have been askec to leave this country? 


f I'll take a look at that. We've had those 
previously, and 1 think they may be available 


Q Do you know whether the person with whom Katkov 
was caught abusing his privileges? 


f) A flashback. 
Q Was he employed by the United States? 
A No, I just don't know the details of the 


particular activity 


Q Chuck, a detail You say he's being expelled 
You haven't used the usual phrase, declared "persona non grata." 


a) lhat's the same thing 


Q [t i And the Soviets have agreed to remove his 
presence? 


fp Lei me say that 1 don't know exactly the details 
of what is called what But when we say he's being expelled, 
that implies obviously something other than voluntary And in 


diplomatic practice, those are not the kinds of issues that one 
Contests 


Q Yuu can't PNG someone from the Embassy here and 
you expel someone from the Mission there --- something? 
A That may be a nuance that because he's attached 


to the Soviet U.N. Mission that PNG-ing is not appropriate 
Since he is not accredited to us, but rather to the United 
Nations and therefore expelling may be the appropriate word. 


Q Was anybody from the --? 

A The net effect, I guess is what I would say, is 
the same 

Q Was anybody from the Soviet Embassy summoned over 


here about this yesterday or today? 
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Friday, 12/18/87 


I just don't know 


in general, why is the Administration 


playing this down? 


f\ I'm really not sure why you're saying I'm playing 
it down. You've asked questions; I've given you the details on 
it. Now, if you want me to say it in a louder voice, I1'd be 
happy to do that But what else can I say? 

Q Can you tell us where he was apprehended? 

be In New York 

Q Chuck, are you cautious not to hurt the 
Washington Summit spirit by inflating the whole affair? 

f\ Ihis really has nothing to do with the so-called 
Summit spirit I've tried to make clear that when these cases 
arise, we deal with them firmly, forcefully 

Q Do see that ar y ~ 

f Cxcuse me, could 1 just continue here? - 
firmly and forcefully That's what we've done in this case 
He was apprehended yesterday He's being expelled 

Q Was the President informed of this by the 
Secretary of State during the Summit meeting? 

te) lhis happened yesterday You may recall that the 
Summit happe nearly a week ago 

Q Ah, yes, but you recall Department procedures 
would suggest that the Department has known of this for at 
least three months, and it's clear 

( Did you just come in? 

Q Yes 

A l'm sorry Then you missed our previous 
conversation We've covered those kinds of areas 

Q Well, I'll get it in the record 

if Please do Anything else? 

Q You're not denying that you knew about it for 
three months? 

f\ Anything else 
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Resolution at the United Nations that was imminent two months 
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ve followed things in the last 
1 see that there has been again, some 

report yesterday which referred to a 
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said that, so I hope you're not 


ct 


remarks, ana J] have 


hing very closely, and that's what 


various Chinese 


en any other evidence of China not 


rea to give a status report. 


the American position that this 
be adopted without an enforcement 
be an enforcement mechanism involved 


{ make clear that the enforcement 
rtant aspect is built into the 
t lution mandatory on all U.N 
it will be incumbent upon members 
ake the steps to insure that their 
r to Iran So that is the first 
or cem mechanis And in fact, if 


particularly if the larger 


j e they may have with friends and 
ak t f a very efrrective resolution 
re alwa\ concerned that this be as 
dg aif there are other ways to improve 
those are the kind of things we've 
l 
that 1 - What lém trying to get 
imply t force of the U.N. Charter, 
\ re efer j > Li wner you Say that 
is enough to ensure an effective 
that there have to be some kind of 


- police-types of activities that 


is that first an foremost, the 


this would be for the members of the 
t tneir obligatior and 
f the Security Council, those larger 
more influence over the shipment of 


peration Stauncf It has beer 

a unilateral] measure but it has had 
tiply that several times over, then 
eaninaful results At least it has 
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That is in the end, the only and the truly effective 
way that you're going to get this enforces If the U.N 
members, who have sal they want to end this war and have 
agreed to this apprvuach, are willing to step up to it anc do 
something 


Q Sut, Chuck, if the U.N. members were abiding by 
their obligations under the Charter, there wouldn't be a war in 
the first place The question -- 


A That's a little different question 


Q Well, no, it isn't, because the Charter is the 
enforcement mechanism that you're referring to, I assume. 


. But the rest of the members of the U.N aren't 
involved in this war There are a couple of countries, one of 
which has expressed its readiness to comply with the U.N 
resolution right now to end the war The other one, Iran, has 
not, so we're in effect down to one country, if you will, which 
is not ready to end this war, which leads you to have some 
optimism, perhaps that the kind of compliance that 1 have 
referred might well be forthcoming from the international 
community, because we have seen broader and broader support 
over time for ending this war and for doing it in the way 
prescribed in Resolution 598 


Q Sf ifacally on the Silkworn Based on what 
you've said today about that and what the Secretary said a 
couple of days aa is it the U.S. position that the Silkworm 


sales are continuing, but that once the resolution is adopted 
by the U.N. Security Council, that those sales will stop? 


6 I'm mot sure why you're separating out one 
Particular piece of armament What would be called for in the 
U.N. resolution is an embargo on arms sales to the intransigent 


party, in this case Irar 


So until you have the resolution before you, you don't 
know, of course, exactly what it's going to say, but presumably 
the Silkworm, like other kinds of weapons, would be covered, 


but I think it's wrong to focus just on the Silkworm That's 
an issue that's gotten a lot of attention, but this is a land 
war basically That's where the killing has taken place by and 
large So that it's not just the Silkworm, but it's artillery 


and it's all kinds of other weapons which allow this war to 
prolong itself 


Q Chuck, I have a follow-up on the visit of --? 
f She's had her hand up for a long time 
Q Well, this is a different topic, though Does it 


matter? 
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- Well, then in that case -- (laughter) - 

Q Muck C you have anything c the visit this 
morning of Archbishop Romano of Miami to the State Department? 

r i C t Mave any particular OF tail: t¢ offer 
There ar -veral pecple came h the -- it s Bist 

a 2 ev Gi } 4 uv alie Wi i Was isnop 
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f I don't want © go into any particular 
explanation of why we ct e to do what we a You know, it's 
the position of policy that counts, and that's what we did 
yestercay 

] tr G r rere 
" y 
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Y QO ,¢ iiOum-ur ¢ mel: Visit or rather non-visit 

of Mr Mubarak t the \ lted State: are you hintina at 
some difficultie in Giscussiofr to appoint a certain date for 
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Q Whiy j it take so long @ time to try to f1x a 
Gaie? lt hea c Cis seo ] thir Since Mayor July or 
c ~ 5 ab 4 } , } f Y } + f snr t h 
veptemoer, or two or inmnree w ( 5S bet te jast November, wnen ie 
was supposed t V1ISIt Washinat 

There are long discussior prececing the visits 
of manv, many top-lJevel visitors to this country -- some 
shorter, son longer J really can't answer thal 

Q Is the discussion only on the timing of the visit 
or the agenda C : 

F I] think 1] gave you the best answer 1] can today 

q Any t n the revive plan for a “eeting 
between Prince $i ' ang Son San on the future of Cambodia? 

2) i) 

Dor ? 

Q Yes G the Senate Foreia Relatior Committee 
votec to send Dal t { ROMmAnNIStratiotr this U.S -Japar 
nuclea aares wha has ¢t negotiate by Amb acgor 
Kennecy ey y na a J ae + i | i’ a + ] r or can y Uj 
teil wu lal! 1 . j j uu ii G t ie 

| 

A i Ca t teil y i what the &# inistration will 
. Inat 3 { t oetermine nw re Gisappointe ¢ the 
acti ir QO? Tne 1trer A t hie Pre igqent ing) ated twice in 
his tra nit }ecte { Conars it's the view of the 

. ‘ _ 
Ar ifia tratw i 1 ; \ re { wit tely : 3 4 fies a@iia 
stat ‘, r<« | irs 

etiaile explanatior fully supportinae thi view were 
presente L' tl Commi t bott in the President's submission 


of the proposed agreement and in testimony before the committee 


i 


We are convinced that the agreement would provide the 


most sweeping enhancement of US controls over a foreign 
nuclear program if history In addit ion, the aar eement would 
be of great benefit to the United States economically 

. Do you have any idea why the Senators don't 


é l] really don't, and 1 think again reading the 
transcript might De lL! tructive 

Q ‘ 4c} r Js that ™ Perve; na veer convicted 
what a y intend to about your « 11gati ul r tne 
Solarz Amenam 
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6 Again, I don't have anything to offer by way of 
Gefinitive action or decisior We're urgentiy studying all the 
evidence in this matter, including the evidence resulting from 
the trial that you just referred to 


Q When you say you're urgently Studying it, it 
suggests thai you hac some shor t-term plan to make c decision? 
Do you have any idea when? 


f N 


Q Do you have anything on the objections of the 
Israeli Government against the Yarmuk Dam being built by the 
Syrians’ 


r Nu 

q The Israelis claim that Washington already 
informed thein of upport, American support, to the Israeli 
position in thi Cast 

i¢ N j jus oot i have a yihina OT ihat 

Pt ilips 

wy vi ] lalc jus) woOnageri ng about ~Lnis question 
about thie aic | Pakistan Will that resume or not . pending 
the - your stucying the q yestion: 

fi The question ~ that has to do with the 
triaggerina of the Solarz Amendment, that particular question, 


but there has also been action in the conference committee on 
the question of aid to Pakistan, and there the continuing 
resolution has not yet been approved by the full conference 
committe: However, we are pleased by reports that the 
Congress is likely to renew the President's authority to waive 
the Symington Amendment without due conditions as requested by 
the Administration 


Q Also on this resolution or conference, do you 
have anything about the Stingers to Bahrain? Any comment or -- 


fi Nc Again, it's premature to comment until the 
Congress has approved the entire spending bill and passed it on 
to the Administration 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on a report out of 
Colombia that the Minister of Justice has revoked the arrest 
oraer for this oruG lord. Ochoa? 
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f We've seen the reports, but we have not, however, 
received anything from the Colombian Government on this 
question Any action resulting in the release of this major 


narcotics trafficker would be an extraordinary blow to the war 
against narcotics trafficking, a struggle in which both the 
United States and Colombia have so high a stake 


Q Have we requested his extradition? 

A l'd have to check and see what we've said on that 

Q Do you have any further word about the young -- 
the American woman who was arrested in Peru yesterday? 

A Nc Nothing beyond what I said yesterday 

Q Chuck, one other question The Secretary's got 


of f on vacatil1or 7 


Q How lona will he be gone, and can you say whether 
he's in California or Massachusetts or some place else? 


fF He will be on vacation for approximately two 
weeks, and I'd prefer not to say where he is 


Q Okay Thanks 


(ihe briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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saKken Juesction oxXDULSIONS Of SOVIeL Yio.omacts 
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from Midday oriering rriday, i12/158/5 ) 


- I REFER YOU TO A FOREIGN AFFAIRS NOTE (PUBLISHED BY THE 


TED NATIONS. ACCORDING TO THAT LIST, A TOTAL OF 41 


SOVIET OFFICIALS CONNECTED TO THE SOVIET MISSION TO THE 


U.N. OR TO THE U.N. SECRETARIAT WERE ASKED TO LEAVE OR WERE 
EXPELLED FROM THE UNITED STATES FOR ESPIONAGE, BETWEEN 1950 
AND 1986. THIS DOES NOT INCLUDE CASES OF SOVIET PERSONNEL 
INVOLVED IN UNPUBLICIZED CASES OF ESPIONAGE.) THE LAST 


SUCH EXPULSION WAS OF GENNADIY ZAKHAROV IN 1986. 


-- THE SAME PUBLICATION GIVES A PARTIAL LIST OF SOVIET 
EXPULSIONS WORLDWIDE, INCLUDING THE UNITED STATES, BETWEEN 


1970 AND 1986. DURING THIS PERIOD, AT LEAST 33 SOVIET 


SOVIETS CONNECTED TO THE SOVIET MISSION TO THE U.N. OR TO 


THE U.N. SECRETARIAT -- WERE EXPELLED FROM THE UNITED 


-- COPIES OF THESE LISTS ARE ATTACHED. 


'prafted: PA/PRS: BJustesen/x72492 
‘Cleared: EUR/SOV: JPurnell “ 
; PA: POakley 
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 Geevee fom gucened S0urCes. F "Soviet officia : eoort of ne US Senate Selec! Commitiee on inteiigerce 
adie ah: ein Geet Aiea On tee need tee e UN May 1985 : 
~ 2 Cc m *350 :7r0U99 ‘9686 e peer ceciaec ‘ 
5 89 es °O eave expelled ‘ram ‘re Tne Soviet Um0r s effectively using Ine UN Secretaria ne conc. 
oh tee aomnnaae Th sce se ¢hs of 's foreign “elations ang ‘ne West S$ Dayi7g ‘or Most of t “he 800 
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~e i-Dasec Soviet Dersonne! wno “ave Deer wo'ved Jetaiec Dians tor using tne United Nations to acnveve Soviet foreign 
Our ec espionage case DONCy and Ntethgence opjectives 
Soviet and Eastern Bloc personne! use their positions to promote 
2 DrOac ‘ange of foreign policy Objectives in the United Nations anc ts 
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- N Secre'a’ a é >t tne Central Committee Documents supporting Soviet interests are 
“ “ entered nto UN records and later presented as a UN document in 
nu” Soviet propaganda placements 
a pull Key Soviet personne! nave been olaced in UN offices responsibie 
On ‘Or UN relations with nongovernmental organizations and Soviet front 
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. ana “uw ne Approximately one-fourth of tne Soviets in the UN Secretariat are 
~ tore “ ~ a ntethgence officers and many more are co-opted by the KGB or GRU 
- ttn ll : ~ > 4 All Sowets 9 the Secretariat must respond to KGB requests for 
eentn Veen S enenaneas hh assisiance The Soviet ntelligence services use their UN assignments 
‘dicen samenne er to Collect information on UN activites to spot assess and recruit 
sage" yew ADGLenal« NM 6.38.7 agents 10 SupPOrT worldwide intelligence operations and to collect 
‘ yar Pe m N Secetara 5.28.7 scientific and technical iniormation of vaive to the USSR 
mene Gawee “ a.9 
. NM 
7] 
— , 
N Se a ») 
¥ >e@c'e'aa se) 
tte 4 vv 4 - 
“ - NM - 
e 4 N Secre@tara ae 
Bibliography 
Ba nn KGB "he Secret Work of Soviet Secret Acen's Stiov Alexander Mandcbook of inte ngence ang Gueriiia War 
New « Reagers Digest Press 1974 ‘are Ann Ardor University of Micnigan Press. 1965 
Barron Jonn «GB Today The Hidden Hand New Yor Permanent Select Committee on intelligence US House of 
Reagers Digest Press 1983 Representatives Soviel Active Measures Washington 
Dulles Alien "he Craft of inteligence New York Harpe OC US Government Printing Office. 1982 
Te Selec! Committee on inteligence. US Senate Soviet 
Dziax Jone Soviet intelngence and Security Services in tne Presence in tne UN Secretariat Wasnington DC 
Eighties The Paramilitary Dimension Ordis Voi 24 JS Government Printing Office. May 1985 


sue 4 Winter *98" Notton Trerry Le XGB En France Paris Bernard Grasset 





Partial Alphabetical Listing of Soviet Officials Expelled Worldwide, 1970-86* 











“oram™Ov Vara N 62 Tanaca "Lia0v L@v 4 : 53 france “2 aG 3 
ac "Ov vato 3 a™aca va - 9s ance « One » 
a J 3-83 Bargiaces” 22 ‘ e3' 3°'a . a3 ‘ 
Aeann Aratoy 4 8-76 ec States aa . 3 a Sa “ aca 
Seasarc ac™ 4 a'v emeniev Alexsac , 3 . o>” ANG 
—=e«Sa°va" coud 5 a %aca a " * Mens « « 30¢Gca - 5 s2 ae 
a 28 Se yey 2c 7 ‘? ec Sate 3’ a2 «see. 4728 - . e acc 
a Peseye, . y 1. 33 =\320es" 3, ace 2 « « - 
Ana®™ yeu viagra XS. «UNOTwday ; = ea5e 3-55 sa c'aces” «“ see ° - ; 23 
a c"eve a a'Oly ec sate ve “Ne ay V A. ance « "2 evGer “ = ‘ Nay 
Ang’ a u* 83 samaica x uGOvS« 22 a2 Norway «<-yaze ec 6-82 Aigera 
ANGrOSSOv Andrey 3-5-83 France 2? Jaan 6-6 Sangiagesn “or evgeny * 2 Canaca 
- Ov v 34 Norway 4 3° 6-82 * 3a . @v Anatoly * a wee 
Aaroov AA s-4 “ve e°™ 2 7 aensey - 3-5 >w '7e@ ar “o*ra0 5-30 tcove 
artamonoyv Ana ’ B42 Norway e7ge ide - "8 ec slate < On N «Olay sc ec 
Artynow Baranras . 5-7-8 2 3 58> Urea’ Srita a'¢ 
Asadollavev Aliaknvera 5-7-8 2 -adeve - "9 Uganda KOIEST MOV 35 Soa 
Aver ™e * ’ 52 Swece ?) 3 ¥N 4.-28-4 oan “ = 9-72 alat | 
Avriov Gennac 5-/-6 a rec 4 aC ec <ondratyev Alexsanor 83 Seigur 
aZ2DU«8 va 5 tsyo a‘e « va) S)e«sanc ~ we and 
Sadyanis vuryA 62 © 3a Denko Ana 8-85 .dera . antnov Oleg v ‘ “ ac Stare 
Saar’. N« ay 0 ra e S = "8 Fra e “orvaveyv v« 4-a 3\y 
Baraponov LeoncA - - witreriand Enero Alexsa - Jonesia <onvavev Viagim 8-20-80 ° 3a 
Saranov v taliy 8! * 3a , yacresia 5-80 France “O¢ « 36 ‘aly 
3a’'devev 30° A - a°ada ac7" ye 400. «"a2 «*- - ec S'ta‘e . "ac ~ 2 a« 7ea' 8 . 
Sa’ ™yan' sev evge N - 5 ec a‘e a" 20'* 5D . a "Da ¥ wennadiy Vv : 5 ra 2 
Sa yvs7™ev ve« 5 ihe? anc BZ 7-9 3aG'aces” “ yy“ . 5 r*s e 
sas7™ac"™r« e'as” 5) ac Ss - A -rance « ,e@ Aa v - were 
vevcer "3 We e°™ any evvano « 3 "4 "aca “Ovaiev viagim 7-8 ) 
SassoOv v«'or N é-a + 3 5Ov Nadlay ad 3a “o7v’ev Neolay - a 
Sa'as rev sen acy *.8 Vex : aor ‘ 3 3 <O7yre v talry : a3 France 
erm any ,ae o-o oa A'a . ana ¥ 5-65 0a 
Bay«xov viadie 6-81 Pan sta seve som A 4-82 © 3a «"20e my Valery Vv 33 France 
Seiayer'se ec d as ;;ea' 4 acre 4 - ‘a e . agouz a 3-83 Barciade 
3e) « 2? ac 4 . Fra ‘ « Awad 4.44 ea 8 3° « . y 4 “ France 
~e « 4 eomar« * N my - a | e ary BG as nda 
Beiova ~™urA 4 a’ Norwa : ; 34 Norway ary Arexsanor & 78 Lwera 
Seivave evge 34 Norway . Tella + 4 nce « mxov Sergey v 4 83 France 
3ese0 Tm S 4° Norway . vyac™esia 5-'8-8 ea’ Sra «u«nar Alexsandr A 2.78 ec 
sez7us aon aorm  'N - 8s & wana ; . aa 5 and i'° 
= “adv Va = 4 ra « « % - Nerre ang . ac Aieasand - 3 ~ -3 
30g0r ’ er ta wiiperiang - sey 7 NO’ way <Llemonov Viagim a ance 
o+ Jarev Ae«sarc 4 ~ 3ac a 4 eca, Vv - - seis - « « viaarr ¥ "So € ance 
5 3a’ev acim - amaca e0's 5 Sao ace “ xOvsea” Viagem « 4 - Fra ry 
3 "pole ac - 4-78 Canada "i a " « an Andrey aac hera 
ot “Ov Vyac*es\a 4 y a°*a 3'2 - a 4 “ % 3.2% a”giace 
3 eo G 4-5-83 France 3 y Ana \ : enmar« “ aor 7.81 Rnodesa 
s’vaysev 9 N 4 Wes! Ger™manry va . ry _ feat Bra a Pres Aieusand 8-79 Prunes 
Ss '¥ vy Ava y 5 ay ve \ : 5 3 . 4 - - ec ,'@ 
SUereyev vac” 5 wzeriang " yacs ay 4 0 pa ara ¥ * 5 3 
5 4 ° mea Sey 5 ameroo" "en °° °e - 5a , a " - % way 
5 ne v Alexsand 5 N way 4 ¥ >) a ,'* aa y & « 3ac 
a7 7? a0 '¥ a Neerland " e ac a4 Beg - 
Sycmmov Ana v 8-78 Grane ; ergey v 8 " 107 2.8° Bangiace 
2 nw y ~ oa 4 a, 7 » a.4.A ea! 2 . 
ayvea0v ‘ 4 aa | a 3 0 N < ; 4 aca 
“a va 2va'c Ss 0 ec olaies 4 v evge 40 : ~ vee a 
e«nma v vale : 63 Fra a 3a a.'3.2 ec Sta 
¢ aS a" Vv 5 a\¥ is”"*e >»? ac 4 5 :°408a , Ate 4 ;.- wede 
er«a cr = ea' sta ac’ * - 8." Norwa «acre es ~e eg 
” aco;™ 4 + ea' = ; “a ac MA “ a'es 
e v y ¥ < 5 erance "ada'e vac” | ; 5 y 5 3.3.Aa e.aro 
e'"yayev 4a yA . 5 e@a' Sa “4 3 1.78 s°aca oa . 3-3-8 e\arnd 
er vavev “LO - =) ec s'a‘e “a eu 4 =) ; ene tdvaraa 2.76 a8 ca 
er~yvayvev e°oey ¥ "8 Nether and oe S ‘ 5 apa 4 Aa > ema. 
? ys” y 5 79 sia“ ca “3 ac wsia “ + ; ~ Ky sar :.2a RBargiades’ 
ysney « 4 y ec ,'0° “ane * A enca - ; Sa Aie«ucand a4 Norway 
+ «ov * av NW 4 < -'a ea “3 24 ; a a sw 7A Netheriard 
AC Piel a Aairm™s “a00a ; «a ec mas ,ea' , 
"e Doa’G of '*e se" y 2°) Ae . a y ‘ 9 gwiizeriand 
Rea “ava ,0 ; “ " > ao pa Switzerland 
Oy’ go” age “e0 « eomar "ae Neolay y 2-83 Bangiade 
“ a” i 3a “ Valay 5 Vacreur 4,ensanc a aoa 
ey Gernadiy . 86 3a “asa Va 9-8} Bargiadesr Macheov Yevgeny A "8 France 
yaxOv Aveasey € 5' tgyo “aa "ar Vv A 34a”%3 ace Vara ve ; “a4 NO'Tway 
asiy 4-6< ec a‘e VawxaroOv Mara r| enma« 
y "as Dee poremented wit adc’ ae es o0'a "eC m 1h 




















Vaueye 20.7 9-35 Segu™ Pop 3 3 ec State es7« ser" ac : Oa 
es * = amaca "OC ‘ "S Soa Sye “ 30 3-8" Ese 
Vaive™ 5 ‘ — a» : . ~ >3 "22 hoes av V , 3 45a 
‘45-6 - + a 32 2 - - ~ % - - “ca , “esr * = 4 “<= \ . 
MMa . 2 2.8 “oa ~ 30 e7racy 4 - a: Srta ern * ~ . svt 
Viavvue he Ss . 5 2 a 2<5a Cc’ « “ . Nay « ” = ©#52%) i? 
“fA ‘* “. \ > .- * - - ’ «< f ay ; ‘ 
- ts 6 
‘fa . ; ac - 2 ese ’ . soy” . ‘ay 
ae ac a ~'a0¢ Rar “ : “3 “O'w 
Va‘«ea i? 3 ea ; -e ‘ ; 5 s° aca ’ . - - > 
Mare s2 A - " 30 1.72 "ada ’ sey ‘ * 32 
Marte - = >a"5 ace . - . ° e=9 -* “2 se" ¥ S> wes S 3 
<4 2 .e a re - - - - -3 - ac e's 2-5 -3 ’ . e a y . 3 - 
Va'veve 3 : 3 2 > soma ’ 4 Vaavsa "er > 4.79 ea 
“fay . aorm 3 2 - - ~ . 5 ~ aces” ’ ” ; . 2° aca 
feretaOw Ana . ‘ - 2a' S’ a - « - Prance ’ "e7« . a’ Eove 
Were aor - ema. ‘ ‘ . 5 3 *senOvsny Ve 5 3° 4Ga 
Vesncne’ vanov cac"ena 4 ° Toe A 4 ; r§ ama 
orm © ~ "s"eey “yOc"a« vac"es.a »-6 ; t enmeov Aeesand 5 witzeriang 
Me x Jaie 2 \ way ayna - : - "ree ry Ara yA - De’ « 
em Aiensarc > tra >¢ ea' 8 ery _e 
sae | «2 ; ; 2 sa Ga a™passaod 
“s " evcen , Becunm ; F - "Tale. vv via 
Vara Ana'oly 1.78 s° aca ar ; - +6 3 36 France 
Mara Anatol A 3 Ca*aca aMUvienaC Naciay A are je ay ? aS Switzeriang 
‘4 areyve Se«sarc’ N ; | ; ; | . a . ; ‘e eo La w 'rerand 
vy enn evgey ‘ a ‘“O'wa 3 . “a Olay 5a 3 « Vara 54 NoO'way 
VA cr . . “i ;' = , - © « * - 2 se « 2 = brs é 
vl 7 . 3a e- ; 5 anvar ig 1-78 Canaga 
vy JOvve Aiensard - , 2 , = ene 











- 4S ye ; C 4 aca 
Ly] y evoe”y - - “a ene « . ava *, 6. | AnO’ey - 2 
sof Yevger % 3 - ra > ; = "a. ra ° » 
Viuravvev Areasey A : - era + \%o “ ; « ar ar ea' sr'a 
“" * ge”'v $ Uganca 4 : “ve 3'300v Araady A f apar 
2 ye , 4. - is” Osay Va H ance 
Vy ace ec “ ~~ . ; . “ ’ a~Q ade ; 3° “ Sve 
‘ac ’ ge" : =) 2 . e'seyv Vv aly 
2 4-4“ ’ “ey * . ; rey or, ; a ea' = : 
. : “< . _ c x : . “ N way 
: 3 ’ . - ec 4 - , ] ra 
= «cance e’'3ey Vv ay 
ay & 4 e ard evse : ; 34"Ga 
.* - _ , = se | a’'oe ; 
« s°a . “ ee ava 3 - F-ance 
. - “+ - : . . y - wee 
* * a “ ". 2 7 * aq - Da 
* | * 7 « — 3 ah « = ar _ 
; “Ae " . } - e'>oRy , ; e ; 
6 + 3.8 _ . ‘ . 4 @e a “ % way 
« eo ° 5 . a. . ~ i * 
. * * ; ° “ ,' = 
eusa “ . 
A « 7 * . 
. . . - ” 
° “ 4 a fs 
“ . =] | . . . + a 
; - Nay BY: 
. \ -” + | ° > 
2 $ avs q Ss ¥ 
. ve a?) « WN a4 
“ . y 
aT , ee ‘a ‘e 

































. 4 
’ Tv i f rs 
ra ’ x ry i a onl 
(N » ¢ ’ ’ ' 4 4 ‘ 
Rr ¢ J ) 1 a) c - ~ 4 f 
a 1 ort ‘a ; x 4 
© Eo v o Ee @ ms 
a L ) ‘ 2 1 ¢ 4 was i 1 4 , i ' ip rn 
te r—~4 ‘ 4 ¢ a) » 2) ‘ mitre c 7 7 
df ot U a! ‘ »Dwmkh @ f a) > c N 
4 om | o | > > s/ 2 ) 5 4) , > ; >» | e' ny 
< ¢ ‘ i uo » 4 > ) a §& s&s & 
+A ' < ! i ! t ~~ @ a ¢ ‘ o ra) , 1 
« a) ; don f ‘ 4 ra Ss i rt be i i 4s 6 Ore 
—= i) OD y : wt c 4 m+ & x > @ > prs ¢ L 
b . » ¢ ¢ ) ) 2 (? » {2 > a & a fy 4 ) ; ¢ Qo wv > 
a ©O 4 mG ‘ ) ) ¢ c » + Le Co o 
QO 4 al : Cc! iJ Nn i , > tC) «wd § G rs f 4 ¢ > Yo = 4b 
bh Ae G4 } fy = 0 . 4 & i-t? OD G rat & § 
- tial » ¢ » ¢ etl ) i a} ‘ + ) > ™ Gd nN ry > & 1 1 a ia) 
~ 0 amaacosod +} , 1 EO » ¢ += ® 3$adet > VN @u 
4 roa b Cc Ga. Gi o 7) ‘ ‘ i) ee wh 2D 4 nm ¢ al , 
us) = rot . 
= C4 Smt od Q ! © ! 4 1O @ Ac GY ¢ ia 4 
a Loe | Orc rea ¢ » ¢ ¢ iJ ») mM ¢ Oo @ i t 1‘ y ina 
: iw . tai cm + i ‘ ¢ i ( H ¢ f ra > ¢ Oo sh) q@ + 
m bad ——- om “Wu. ri YU ) oa Q ‘ ‘ c > eV) m+ oO ¢ ws 2 
UV? 4 ~4 ' cows goo 2) ‘ " ) 4 41 yf feb) 4 wn wm =) ec 4 
- ac ; - eo > 2 et J } rr re) ) » § + f 4 G 4 c GB wm 
— oa ou w ) 4) i ‘ ‘ ! ¢ © + 4 f J + Da ) 
. UY) ¢ Lb «rt a ~ ¢ ) ri ‘ 4 1 a > iJ Hat v 4 bet 
, % UIA at rt] o . t hs mo @ ¢ 2) 4 , < 5 > § Oi ¢ ® 
. had » iJ >| iJ ’ > mo 4 eo ¢ wv so 4b > nm md ¢ { 
line 4 i? § oO a . Ceres 6 1 °é o wt O ( nAagoeEo 
a “u vorniw i. n "5 ! Qrt ¢ v J GS A-r o ea 
) 5m ™hM | 3 =) ‘ 4 4 nm s ») mu nn ry " naw 
& ~ ae! G o . 4 vy ») + £ oO Dd ¥) a) @ ¢ 
= = wD IN & OF} 7 » ; » ‘ +? a € + ¢ » 6 y A opt 
S 4 ; = , 4 2 » > ‘ iW ri € > Dp rt ria ¢ i es oO 
ner ht > © , 1 OG WV} GQ t ’ 1 > rau ood. B® ) mv ¢ 
—~ x = © ( he) 4 o rat a) £ ‘ » . > oe Ga3oHOES —_- x Yo -r 
— = ‘ bw a 2 aan ¢ Ens > wa 4 4 Yw™ COoOOW 
— o¢ bDms i 3 v o c Ane &@ FS ow Cc rt 4 we 54). £€ 
ee ¢ +4 >! 1 t f " +4 A ort +4 rv a) Mert & a} oe 6 
Lat > Cort | 9 ¢ ~ ro Cc Oo & 4 oY E So £ o it £ ¢ « 
- 1 Ud mt We GW 4! La) Ca vO O&O’ Ort Ort cow a > Ott eA 
~~ r ; § DO Lf} ] ra G ) WwW > ie o {+r y . os ¢ v 
oO < bert cy ] w 4 § 4 ~ Y OD & i + { » a ct OU t Ore 
< 2 eS & & ort} £ ‘ ) f da we rv @ O vr oy et a 4 + 
¥ © ) oO ¢ J! roa , a 2 a } Dm 4 S$+Hrm + ode st G ra 1 Gri + 
a d Gy | 4 1 o rt ot » £ ‘+ i © 5 4 GS rior 
a&2 OO @ {2 reas > + Jf ) > } a «7 ' @ fy rt 
1c re 1 4 ra os An + & ’ > oO sre@s ¢é 
4 » Oo Cc! ‘s) j 4 » © uw ¢ cy ® & » 
OO f& Pr , y $ ad y¥~ aTtTcw w Le) 4 @ 4 ££ + @ » + 
iJ +? .% oi ert 47 C a © wr et 
> o@ @ al 5 oO od ft { { it + 4 u +! a < 
¢ ! ¢ rt + +/ m ¢ . 9s rs rt 4 wo j ® & 
OW + CC} ‘ ~ ¢ So 3H + Cor rt os 0 G8 ® 
I mS ‘ @ Arad Y ‘ @ rt W Ss ia @¢ 
> { ae rs » & J OH ¢ ‘a Ww er w Dun me es 
>» | + OV o ?: CcN a NA ra f r-~ We ont + a) 
G2 rit-j ! ¥) © > d@ & a Port aA Y - 5 Ot 








¥ , er + + > Nes t har . t- c t 
avei wy > a « | ae ae i> . aS 
7 - 7 ~ + + ; + - - ¥ , 
¢ ~ 2 + = st _ | 
j j Jj ‘ 3 ia : > ] j AJ 
‘ b 2 - . ~ 
PI , 2 r r =" Ff arr > 2 
s >» = « < s « 4 ¥ - - 
+» . 4 ‘ ‘ + ‘ 
¥ - 7 , Ma f ‘ 
2 ba ~ . + i VU] j [ 2 * > 
7 _ - “ > > > 7 - 
~ : ‘ ‘ ‘ 
4 aVa , 4 4 y . 
- ¥ . 
> > ~ » | > > I 
P ij ; + ~ ] 4 j ] ‘ sla + j 
» | i . 3 A | | - a > 4 2 
‘ 3 : ‘ 
vir = 3 r 
” oat j 3 i / i ] : i A 
4 ‘ > > + ; » . —. ‘ + 4 + r ; 
: er iia ] Aj] IA 4 ‘ ‘ j ‘ 
‘ +o ‘ . y ‘ , , , ; > v 
> | 4 - 4 * 2 A 4 A 3 
aa i A 
~ r i < J 4 s , > > > 
¥ : ~ 2 A 4 4 >| 4 A ha 
A + 

















T € If at re iuUt] 3 nt ing ane ii A J J t 
an © > ¥ 2 The r nr. »¥ 
wr 3 3 4 
- T 2 . > 
wy | J i i i 2 
" . a) > + > . ‘ 
4 J 3 | e . 4 4 . 
‘ mMawvtl 2x Ang t a7 ar P * 20a af 
p j ‘ . 4 
wv | > | i 4G ] UF = | Fa 1 3 / 
} > > > a > aa 
2 3 i 2 | A 2 , r re Y 
3 - r LnG 3 anNGe | > | r ana 7 r 
’ r ~ - > a’ 4 re > | y) i re A i - Ali > 2 > ‘ 
ra i - ] 3 rq 2 er] it t Lag t 3 
. i! - + ry + + ~ o - . 
a) J We 2 j j 4 ’ > i i % ; _ 
- 4 ‘ 3 4 4 4 - 4 4 ; ‘ ‘ 
| 3 > Alt e vy i 4 4 i . > | 3 
" + , ; . ) + 
> » r ¥ 3 i 3 ~4 s > > s -4 s « s » & 
Shee a a i i j j j ia j 3 > | A i J ai 
traveier t 2>xer l 2 autior 2 j neck aj) tne #mMer i 
" ‘ 
IU 4 A” 
Vo b 4 4 D+ ‘ : ‘ » ; 
w wu a 4 ya io 4 4 . 
, - | ‘ ~ + " y ‘ r } by 
A ic = > | Jee A 2 a 3 2F ~ a ' iy 4 e a . | 
. . . 
,r 4 thos + - 4 + + =, 
4 4 tQaiay isSUE a 4 > : iGeradDi A 3 
~~ } + _-  * a r ~ . a ,  » ° . ‘ ‘4 . 
/ « ‘ > | >| 4 s a Ae Cc > | ad ~~ a ’ 4 J ‘ 
+oc + kh + “ = » 4 - ' 9 ~ j = ‘ - , . 
. 4 4 | A . > | 4 3 a | - 4 
-_ - * ~ * rea. 1 wl * >» * _ 
Wa ad c Vas. ¥y Airs > av ere 





3 = ,*s _% Qo?) 
se *- — ~ 
~ — 7 ‘ 
- ° "1 ‘ wr . . r) by - 
a) Weidi A | Ae 2 >a Vi 4 i> He pt lation s 1fFIGe 
_ . + r > 4 “an + + hoa + + a) . . ; 
sia ay 1a 4 i a a* su & > aw | i 3 it °| i 4 
} } > , - . . - n { ‘ 
I & r nat A a> J 3 we ~3 JIVi j ~¥ aid I4ia ~3 “3 
. , y ‘ ; + ‘ y . * 
4 4 i= e We Ve Wwe aLiAS 4 3 4 i We > i Hike i ¥V A 44 4 
+ + + : ; ’ " ‘ 
Oeor 2 pay i 2 i ; ra pa 2 A r > 4 4 
++é ; 2 
4 © < 
T + + + | - + + + 
wy i> | aU 4 a 2 2 4 4 y 4 aN 
+ > " " 
> Au 4 - A> ; > | A I 4 A A ‘ ie A J 
; ‘ ; . ; . ‘ ‘ 
3 i i ‘ I 4 s 
4 i ‘ 17 a % j j ‘ ‘ i 
> * ‘ , | > , > 
Aarned ro ; 2 2 ; " reat 
t 4 "~ t > | A A 4 > wit > | i 
2 . ‘ ‘ »4 ’ . 
he ; A 
i > a ‘ ; . , . . ; , 
impber { t he j ate rij 3 ' ‘ T 4 } 
2 4 Ra ~ ¥ 4 | > > 4 i i 
eda + me ‘ they ar } ; ; e lat ; j { " ‘ = + P 
a ] ] Nat : : + , : " 
1] rVUa t 7 + > 2 " ‘ , 4 , 
ia 4uUuaGge | t - i i ry 
4 ¥ T > + . ; T . ‘ 
" s . ut 4 Ali 4\4 A P| aa 
> ’ , nr . > if 
>A CP ; wer | a A j J Miia r a A i Zi 
. ” 4 T _ * > y } . : 
SUV di ¥ Ai 4 e . | Pi | 3 4 
~ + ] ‘ , r + ty» . " 
Se 4 if a> re ~ LV >| i ~ i 3 i 1 >| 41 4 iy 
say 
+ ‘ a" . 
© a i A ia 4.40 \4 
¢ 7 - 
r Vid Nea TI ra i 1S * J j ] j 
_ r 1e9T ra ; a 3 ‘ ry 
“ YT Ty > . . , 
‘ ’ 
a 4 4 A 4 . | 11 * 
‘ ’ + >y , ’ - 2 roa ,arpr 4 q ls 
Rm a a i | ae “ i i = b a: 
. a i | ” + IMe r > 4 ¥ \ > ’ - . 
> | at S i 3 i i? &. a A / Alt ' i 4 
r ) ' = j " 
~ atl y u 44 © i> i= ; LUG = i Noa . > 
> > a > - Ma . > ’ a . > _ . ~ v 
ate ] spec] lcail ASKING ' i aej j i ja 
+ - ' . ry . a . + . ‘ } + + 
2 =) 1 Hee y > r j 3 l Jer 2 ia ” ral a 
- + + n+ - + aa ‘ 4 








rn r 
} P | : mnqgr 7 ry + an ~ . 
\/ r Viil i Ve ;Pen Some r’¢ PO LS t a it 6 ids a 
. ‘4 . } 7 £ . P - nm +b 4 r ’ + nm n 
~ , nm 4 r 4 r . 4 r 4 + ; 
the nave > ae ica ! reQgqardai 1G /t ,iLUe Ara a IT J ! J 
° + , ¢ r y , { nn - | 
; i =f anizati -Gaflr i ; i 
“ 7 » , » + > + ” . 
’ 4 2 = 4 j 4 Aba a 4uc i 
5 | | r a“ \ » * 2 ¥ 7 r | 
p jiil j 1 Ww } iy di ; i 4@ i115 4c 
‘ ; 4 ‘ ‘ 
> | ‘ A 4 A s ¥ 7 : i AG w 2 
" i " + . . 
i ay a 4 . 4 A ‘ a“ ‘ 4 
4 A A ' 
. 4 ‘ “» 4 + Sor 4 + . 
’ mudi Alt 4 4 it iu ia Aid ft 
> : - _ » * 
i ; | A > i o> A > A A / 4 Jere Jere Adare Ae 
> ~ ; ; ; 4 ‘ . 
A A 
w oe j A 4 3 i 
A 4 i ’ 1 
* 
ed 1 t “A i 
} n talk } ' ‘ 2 j , 
o _ _ ’ 
. ‘ 
~ 4 
v 3 iy 
. ‘ ‘ 7 
+ 4 2 a 4 ‘ | 4 
r 4 J i ie / j ; r hf} J i « 
. 9 7 ‘ ; 
4 ‘ i } : 
rae 1 i Sy % J - i ra i are i i 4 wi 3 4 j t 
r 7 A Ue ] j ee t f LQ 1 j t 1 
"jo ’ 4 | , sy : ’ y j [ } 4 Tr ] Uh 47 | 
int ' ' ere i 17 4 Ai ] . i t A | . 
‘ - » + + : ; ; ’ 
3 ee ' 4 d a A » | i Aaa & > | i | 
‘ ‘ ‘ 4 y ; r 
4 a Ad t at | 
t qT) r + > ’ ‘ ) 4 ~ + 1 r 
’ L 240 i1NG ,2 1 ] a j lor r i 
- . _ a + | > » + > y ‘ - 
De ] j Ad | >i say if | e 4 t i « are 
} : | > } ] , 7 } ; 7 , 
i a iy « wi 3 P| ay ainiy ie@ar ) Aid eP ft f e i We 
‘ , ‘ ; + _ - f ‘ ; 
ej at A f AG Ct pea - ] Line v j i? 3 
2+ ne repeat that ye feel hat 2 Tt rs 
++ ‘ ty» +» r r n+ ‘ ‘ < ‘ , » ; 
4 ss. * i 4> a i ‘ i + , ‘ ’ 
“le ] } af) it rT eo nor ‘rie, i 4 c 4-4 > , j ¥ nal ; > . a] ‘ 
> * ~— s * | . 1 } , ¥ > > ¥ 








‘ >» / ") 
_~ Lh 21/87 
7 ; + — or 9 ‘ >+ . 4 - +b ™ 
y T A a | a A i 4 ia aue’s i ats 
cCNat i >f | K ed A ~ 
} 4 ‘ ; r + oA ‘ 4 
- . 2 | | i | ‘ 
A ic LiKC A r 2 - 7 
’* - id . . 
4 4 A i 
‘ 
s . a ‘ -& 4 ; i 
sf ’ . , . 
A i A ‘ 4 c 
" ‘ 
h/t 2 at aii i. .¢. ‘ 
¥ : . A 
‘ | 
~ 4 AIA A ‘ / 4 ,¥ : ‘ 
‘ A i ry hes -.? i ‘ Al i 4 4 
© r 47 A . 
| , 
4 : ‘ 
i A 3 ] i 
wv i | / ’ 1 1 a7 17 A 
] A : : ; " | s A 4 v 
vv | ier | ; 7 ‘ j 
¥ ¥ , * > lar ~ ’ . ‘ ‘ r 
; ‘ ‘ 4 ‘ . 
i | 4 ; ] 
. na / ia j 4 / A ' . 
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ; ' j 
. 4 : vv 
; | 
’ | alt { 3 P| 1 eT 4 4 j ‘ 
4 ? ; if . ia ¥ 4 | ; , 1 
a ‘ , . . a . 
w r A it vw 3 Vi : i, i 
44 Wwe j : Ja r r ner j i 1e@ 7 / ’ 
= > , ; + + 
A iM“ Aba ‘ 4 





- = / ng) 
sa a4 U 
_ Tt 
> ‘ *) - 71F ’ > s 
w 4 i s a va 4 . Aa 
l 3 i , areweyV t x f 
; : . ; j 
- s ‘ . 4 . . 
" 4+ " . . - . 
. 
. y+ 
; ; 
© : 3A ‘ 
_ r ’ A 
w { 3 / J 2 2 | i\ a 
Ye ‘ ‘ “ 
) .* "he . , ‘ 
i 4 A : 
¥ ; itary ¥ ¥ .¥ " ' ‘ 
; . ; . ; . , 
; \ ; 4 i i 3 j ; 
‘ } 
4 i i . J ‘ | | ’ r A 
L ng 2 « ; p oy ’ 7. ’ " 4 
A : J i¥ | + ' 
1 4 Ate 3 | / . 1G ir A 
i _4 ‘ ’ r ‘ 
i j ; i A 
4 4 - , ’ r | 
i i i ; 4 
* 
Nv i _a | r @ | t 
i a | ’ ‘ .a 4 i i . 
" tar r " . ; ‘ 
‘ i 4 , A . 4 : Aa 
; 4 ; ; ’ [ : 4 
R ; j ; 
Ao ‘ 
A 4 i i | a } : 4 4 " " 














\- a 
rr 
' 
“ 
| 
4’ 
; 
’ 


an 
‘ 
3 
4 
» | 
’ 





4 








-9- 12/21/87 


A No You're putting words in my mouth What I 


: . 4 " T . : : . | nr 
salcg was not endorsing it l sala that we Nave enaorsed the 
7 
concept ofr ymtinued Miiitary opr ;sure nm tne wnNainyi { » £9 
oring eT to eG t_latl] Na la cnanged 
(J i cnere 41 Para LlLiPi to i rae@i ,auqnter ) 
w ‘ + 4 1 enc r if 3 11 
‘ l if r T , r al j r r 
F 
w Weid 4 u 41Si »aiuU t at Y u weren 1 ‘ qorsinga li 
. / A P " " , 1Q + ; 
\ 1 ; 
] 4 j j j i iy P ey 
"4 cr y q Ni Lt ary A A4Lliat i t ¥ srr iT] - Alii 5 | 
= and r) we 4 , y rhe 4 <4 ’ ’ 4 1 4 4 wr 
GO ¢ 34) ; i 3 j >| } >| J eu is i U ’ 4 
+ ] ' i , } 
u a Few ays iater ft at i 1 { appen tcNat tne stat ent 
Ae r Nie A a 1 3 l 
4 nN iv] 4> lal! y 4 u re >' ‘ ni 4 Je 1 1 1 J ae | Lime afr UU 4 
» } " ’ ‘ y } F r 
| Zia cnis i> APpypeni - Ati Wi ¥ ) rar i» i * OW tiads 
ypeen at Ln scene ! pocy nol na nappeny) ; j j j 
A (4 if ' / r unm) if iV j j A j r) slca t ) ) 
it nN i Lime Ald I nne Late A t 1 | | t 1 Valk 
lt ip 
ra} wi ai | y i & . r > +} ‘ , wet. ' ' 4 
4 > “ io i>» © | Al A t i ‘ 
> ’ . 
by the oppositior - by the Re tance hat they u + going 
t iauft rm tni rrer 4 eS 
@ ¥ j aic j ¥ m ji Lf } ‘ 
, ™ 
be nal rr ’ 
[ tT nt ( my 1 pet re } ( 4 
@ i 4 J J adj ) J ag 
al Weld Le re nNecK DackK My xact wor tnd 
, Z a s ¥ 
We Jere h rmeaq JV { 4 Vi ar aQGuan (e5 ] ta ~ mr oay f j 4 
that a Ma r rrensilvi naa veer Laut eg 
®) Hag oeen jlaunched Oo tnrat ; after the fact 
Q Yes 
But are yot saving tnat the first thine the 
* y 4 ze ' ‘ > A 114 
/ ‘4 ‘ - | j 
nitead 57 37 2 sovernment -_- ail \* its rae Eee 
4 7 » ’ + e 
acminist ative appurtenances Knew oF} tn CnHinag wat ane 
tney toiag you on unday morning 








Sand 


anc 





inist 
tary 


inist 


Sand 
5 
midi 


+ 


4 


panda 


12/21/87 


[ ply commenting here on what the 


as excuse me wnat the Contras - the Democratic 
5 . ' 
e told us on Sunday morning [I'm not comment , in 
+ ~ 1?) . | 
nm i ite i i iQet i 4\it »>Lit Tr) 
*) Oo you Nave any confirmation that tne attack took 
+ Y . . ; —~, —_— Tis . 5 
’ i T t THT i 4 } 4 t si11gence ait ti > 
) ae A ar) j j lea : acement 
>) ] mace the tatement T at we were informed 
ract 
W vw ii i i 17 i J ] A 
ar | } ] i 1rt i mn t j q r n 2 rra 
ariiy i tnink you ad want tf OF ire 11 Nal eG 
| Gr at Ai, i 4 
T +h 4 < . , # . j i 4 
4 4 y 4 y dha 4 wu io A ' 
5, 4% . 
T y WU id ;7?e2 i if Je re 4 x) ig adout ere an 
1S ] Keep) Q Ail 1 Lnelt strate 7y nm miiita y 
and i ave ments or detalis on the operati 
T ~ | . ¥ | 7 ' ‘ 
i t i 4 L? YUU 4 Jo K | ( i em 17 t ia 4 4 4 t 
JC io . sped j ro 1s an ar ; pi l J + , al J | al 
ltary activities 
r 7 7 
ly rPnivi id l ask j you tnis Friday 4 n >t 
iF you there j 1 State Department pr ition on 
French-British Or eratior;r jeve] ping a neu ruise 
- taiks to that erfect rr the offer by the rr 
ry 
e their riutor mi iie in orger to be abdle t Gert s G 
wuclear umbrella over West Germany? 
4H lL know that you asked tnat Iuest rrigay Wi 
ve an answer for it then i don't again gay 
\) Phyllis 10 Nave an 1 come back 1 1 hy 
‘ 5 
suo ect 
- Yes 
Y How does our position supporting thi ffensiy 
thn the idea of a 2ase-fire ana the Guatemala A r 
fTrorts t acnilevte a nristmas truce? 
A Weli again let me repeat ye believe the 
pressure nas been sargeiy responsio0ie t r ' r ing ; ‘ 
‘ ‘ \ | Ir } 
as to ome to rne dar ja ining + 4D50ie Ne De ile re) 
‘ " ] j : . .4 
pres sure, COuUPLeC J1itn negot lat Lons Miiiil mpe i re 
as to live up to their commitments 








-li- 12/21/87 


This is a dual-track policy we've talked about for 
some time What we're trying to do is to get the Nicaraguans 


themselves to talk to each other -- the Sandinistas and the 
Democratic Resistance with the assistance of their . 
designated mediator This, in our view, remains the best hope 


of Nicaraguan compliance with the Guatemala Accord 


Q Phyllis, could # just ask a quick one? Didn't 
Obando y Bravo say that both the Contras and the Sandinistas 
had agreed to a Christmas truce? Does that mean that unless 
this operation 15 quick and is wiped up soon, that that's the 


end of the truce? 


A Il have seen those calls for the truce, and I'm 
just not sure where that stands [ think that one does not 
exclude the other activity - that ertainly, one could havi 
and hopefully, there would be -- a Christmas truce while the 
negotiations continue 

Q Well, wait a minute Are we supporting the truce 


or supporting the offensive? [ don't understand 


4 We're supporting the concept of military pressure 

Q Yeah, but there's supposed to be a Christmas 
truce 

2) Well, when is this to begin? I think it's not 
Christmas yet [ don't think -- again, ['ll stick by what I 
said - I don't think they're mutually exclusive 

Q Well, do you have some indication that the 
Contras - have they informed you that they intend to desist by 


Christmas ? 


A I just have no information on that 

Q Do you still believe that the Arias Plan is alive 
and well? 

) Yes, we dc There are obviously setbacks 
Nobody ever said it would be easy, but I[ think people are 
continuing to work at it And, obviously, in early January 


there will be an evaluation by the countries themselves of the 
success that it's had or the problems that remain or both 


Q Anatoliy Michelson is being reunited with his 
wife this a* ternoon I think it's the longest-standing 
divided-spouse case Do we have anything to say about that? 

A I don't have anything specific on that case We 


had just seen those press reports 
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Q Phyllis do you have any comment on the trial and 
conviction of Yang Wel, an American-educated Chinese 
ai ‘ 
7 We understand that Yang Weil's tria. was scheduled 
December 21 in Shanghai We have hear ports that 

did, indeed, take plac but annot nfirm this 
y 
We + a anole fe und _” na ; lai ; ‘ f Ny sas i a +n ae 

5 a A i rei, a. 7 2T ¥V | lu { 4 | 1] vi? 

V1 JC i j 1) We again aij dT1 tive \ nines 1 ) r >t 1 \ 
§ case in affair and expeditious manner 
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a! { . ’ { i 

. I ~ | 5 . 
A 4 i a7) ay j 1 iave 1 t A 
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Aa } (4 notoat ‘Tel (7 an Z\ nis Li ' 
A [ believe that i@ Wa ag) issed last JCC K ana 

about 
& + " cw ' a } j 
\) lt wasn't resoived 1 en 
A Let me check on that question [I thought we had 
nat 
Y Anything oT the ground ula! De twee t l at) arid i iu 
tion of fighting near Basra? 
4 Aj ] ; | n y r ’ 
4 No l reaily don have anything new 
Q Do You have anything on tne ele Lion 7 Mil 
the new ommunis t part y nead in Czech 5] aKia WHNO 
aq to be a part of the | Lgac ney faction 
A No, [ an't help you with that 
) VO you have anytni 1G sLixworm mi 4 
ran from China 
ie) Is there a story? Is there a story r that 
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Qq I don't have any particular comment 
I would repeat, however, that the Chi 


story. ’ 
concern 


our deep 


nes 2 


n so f . c 11 — 
transrer ofr siiKkworm 


over the 


Chinese officials, in recent stats 


that Chi na has taken sStrilt t measures LO prev rit ine 
of Chinese-origin ims siles to [ran We continue 
this situation closely 

Q In monitoring 1] 3 ’ 
that Silkworms are getti j 

A l just aqon’'t nave any more specifics o 
qGuestion 

wy \ 414.0 i 4 AW j 1 
naitl, do you have as y U nent ADOUT e iP W i 
nave been put into effect pecit ically tne ni t 
prohibit a secret ball yt 

A lL'm not going t comn t specificail 
provisions ofr the Hail an election law we are Vl 
whole question carefully 

AS Wwe ave stated we believe that the crit 
yuestions wit r pect to the upcoming elections in 


people accept them as leaitimate 


conductea in an 


whether the Haitian 
whether thev 
ntimidation and violence 


are a i nosphere fr 1G ree 


Press reports of 
will provide for 


Various 
Cc redible 


* 
Cie 


that it 


LONns 


Q Are you concerned that the introducti 
rationing in the People's 


in tneir economic retorm 


Republic of _n Nea is 4 . ¢ , 


program ? 


2) ] aon t nave any ning on ich 4 ianera 
like that 

®) Bat K ae Nii aT agua Any { Tit n ; ‘ 
Congressional action concerning aid to the €ontras 

We ] ] , ] under s1 and rne whole gue tj 
the Contras is still in conference and not yet sett] 


> 


eally don't have any comment on that 


Q Thank you 
ms Thank you 


(Press briefing 


concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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Ql: 


Q2: 


A2: 








Is there is a State Department position on either 
French-British cooperation developing a new cruise missile 
or the offer by the French to upgrade their Pluton missile 
in order to be able to defend West Germany? 

-- OF COURSE, WE SUPPORT DEFENSE COOPERATION WHICH 
CONTRIBUTES TO MODERNIZATION OF NATO FORCES. THIS 
INCREASES STABILITY AND SAFEGUARDS NATO S CAPABILITY TO 


RESPOND FLEXIBLY TO AGGRESSION IN ANY FORM. 


-- NATO IS COMMITTED TO MAINTAINING A STRONG DETERRENT 


THIS INCLUDES OVER 300,000 U.S. TROOPS AND MORE THAN 4,000 


U.S. NUCLEAR WARHEADS IN EUROPE, IN ADDITION TO U.S 


STRATEGIC FORCES 


-- I WOULD DIRECT YOU TO THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FOR 


DETAILS REGARDING JOINT DEFENSE PROGRAMS 


Can you say whether Secretary Shultz discussed at all with 
Prime Minister Thatcher this question of German-French 
cooperation? 


-- OUR DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS ARE CONFIDENTIAL. 
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QUESTION Mike, I'm confused about the U S policy n the 
Geneva agreement On the one hanc, you say the Soviets have 
linked this to a stop of outside aid and you've referred ther 
to the Geneva agreement saying you intend to uphoic it n the 
other hand, Just now, you basically sala the geneva agreement 
seemed somewhat fluid, depending on what the Soviets do 
MR. ARMACOST That's not 
QUESTION - $0 18 there a Geneva agreement or not? 
MR ARMA OS] weil what exist are if t ime t tnat Nave bdeer 
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MR. CRAIG KARP (INR analyst on Afghanistan): (Indicating on 
chart) Well, the Soviets appear to be moving from Gardeyz, the 
capital of Paktia Province, towards Khowst. And they appear to 
be making some form of progress. They have amassed a rather 
enormous force with very heavy artillery support in order to 
back up this campaign, and they're moving in the direction of 
Khowst, and they could very well be reaching there in the near 
period of time -- in the next few days -- in order to bring the 
supplies in there. 





This is not a decisive effort by them. Certainly the 
resistance is active all over the country -- so the ability of 
the Soviets to reach Khowst does not represent anything like a 
defeat. 


QUESTION: Is it the Soviets or the Afghans pushing through, 
and how big is the force trying to get through to Khowst? 





MR. KARP: The force is probably close close to 10,000, and 
it's mostly Soviet. 





QUESTION: Without regard to the questions about front-loading 
the withdrawal and so forth, is the 12-inonth number acceptable 
too, or does that have to come down in order for there to be an 
acceptable settlement? 





MR. ARMACOST: We have never understood why the Soviets, once 
they've decided to get out, would want to prolong the 
withdrawal over such a lengthy period. We've always felt that 
Withdrawals should prompt and should be conducted with an eye 
to logistics requirements. So, as I say, I don't know why they 
would want such a lengthy withdrawal -—- once they've taken the 
hard decision to get out -- because inevitably there's a high 
level of uncertainty in that country during a period of this 
kind. 





QUESTION: The 12 months is not something you're ruling out. 
You just don't understand ~- 





MR. ARMACOST: I'm not going to make a comment on it because, 
as I say, in the first instance, the negotiations occur between 
the Pakistanis and the Afghans. But we think the withdrawal 
should be conducted very promptly and can be carried out mich 
more promptly than that. We would hope it's done by a date 
certain well before the end of next year. 





QUESTION: Is it fair to conclude that Gorbachev told Reagan 
nothing new from what had been stated publicly on the record 
before, or were there some new wrinkles in his presentation? 





MR. ARMACOST: Your question is, have ~- are there any secrets 
left that we haven't yet revealed? (laughter) 








alin 


I think, in general, his comments were compatible with what has 
been in the record before and which we have talked about here 
and elsewhere. 


As I indicated earlier, I don't think we had ever encountered 

this formulation about not engaging in any military operations 
from Day One of withdrawal. But, by and large, it was what we 
had come to expect as a result of fairly intensive discussions 
on this and other regional issues over the Jast few months. 


QUESTION: Well, I was wondering: Have you had these, or seen 
any hints before, during or since Gorbachev -- let's Say, on 
the public record -- of exactly how they intend to move from 
the present situation, which is still a bit bogyy to a --? 


MR. ARMACOST: No, it had been assumed the next move would come 





in Geneva. And there has been no date as yet set for the next 
round in Geneva, although people surmise it will likely occur 
sometime in the early part of 1988. That's up to the U.N. to 
announce after securing the agreement of the parties. Diego 
Cordovez was in Moscow last week, and he presumably was 
discussing, among other things, the timing of another round. 
But I don't know whether any conclusions have been drawn. But 
the hope would be -- people have spoken about the next round as 
though it would be the last. That's certainly the hope. 

Whether it will be the reality, one can't say, but -- 


QUESTION: No hint of someone going to Pakistan, like 
Vorontsov, and clearing the way? 





MR. ARMACOST: I've heard nothing that indicates any firm plans 
that exist along that line. But that, I[ assume, would be a 
possibility. The closer one gets to what people assume wil] 

be a final round, the more intensive the consultations between 
the two parties should become. And, therefore, I suppose any 
test of whether or not Geneva is likely to be the decisive 
moment will be whether or not, indeed, there is that kind of 
intensive, serious discussion among the key parties in the 
run-up to such a meeting. 





MRS. OAKLEY: Are there any more questions? 





QUESTION: Thank you. 





MR. ARMACOST: Thanks. 





QUESTION: Thanks very much. 





(The ON—-THE-RECORD briefing concluded at 2:58 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 22, 1987, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one small correction. I would like to give you the 
correct telephone number for the U.S. Consulate General in 
Jerusalem. The area codes are 972 and then a 2, and the number 
is 234271. We'll also post this number if any of you are 
interested. 


Now I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Yesterday you said the U.S. Government had been 
assured at the highest levels of the Israeli Government that 
they were taking steps to restrain the violence or not to have 
violence, or whatever. 


Does the very strong White House statement that was 
issued today indicate any change there? Are you satisfied with 
the Israeli assurances that you've gotten? 


A I don't have really anything on questions of 
whether we're satisfied or not. We said we had gone te the 
highest levels of the Israeli Government on this issue. We 
remain in constant contact with them. 


Let me add to this, as we have said, since this 
violence and counter-violence began, there is a need for 
restraint by all parties and a common commitment to deal with 
the underlying problems and frustrations which, in our view, 
need to be addressed. 


The current situation, absence of progress in the 
peace process, is not viable. Time is not working in Favor of 
a settlement. People must. 


The United States has consistently and constantly 
worked to achieve negotiations between [srael and its 
neighbors, believing firmly that only through such negotiations 
can the basic needs of the parties be addressed. For Israelis 
this means security and freedom from threats of violence and 
terrorism. For Palestinians this means addressing legitimate 
rights and just requirements through negotiations that would 
resolve the conflict. 














—2- Tuesday, 12/22/87 


Internationally recognized and accepted bases exist on 
which to conduct negotiations. U.N. Security Council 
Resolutions 242 and 338, which enshrine the principle of land 
for peace, remain valid on all fronts and remain U.S. policy. 
The Reagan initiative of 1982 proposed specific ways to achieve 
the promise of these Security Council resolutions which is the 
promise of a peaceful settlement and security for all sides. 

It is, therefore, imperative for all the sides to adopt 
policies which calm, not exacerbate, tensions. 


We have repeatedly urged restraint. Now more than 
ever, we believe neither further disorder nor harsh security 
measures can contribute to reconciliation, negotiation and 
peace, and it is time for all sides to look beyond narrow 
definitions of the causes of this violence and to commit 
themselves squarely to a process of negotiation. The United 
States stands ready to assist in this effort as we have in the 
past. 


Q Copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Q Could I just ask a few quick questions on this? 

One, the White House statement today also added the 
language about condemning an excessive use of force on the side 


of the Israelis. [Is there some reason why you haven't 
reiterated that here? 


A No. I think our statements really dovetail. 
We've talked about harsh security measures. That's the same 
thing. 

Q But you have come to the conclusion after talking 


with Mr. Rabin, and has the President been directly involved in 
these talks or the Secretary as well? 


A I think that was all addressed at the White House 
of the President's involvement. 


Q The White House statement referred specifically 
to excessive use of live ammunition. [s that something in 
particular that you're taking up with the Israelis? 


A Well, [ think we had talked about this even last 
week about lethal weapons. Our position is that we're -- right 
now that the situation needs to be calmed. Harsh security 
measures need to be avoided, and people should step back and 
the violence should wind down. 
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I don't have any specifics about what we're saying to 
do, or what we're asking people to do. I think our general 
position on this is very clear. 


Q Israeli officials in their public statements are 
showing no indication of going along with what you're 
Suggesting. Where do you go from here? I can quote you a few 
statements. 


A I'm not commenting at all on their statements. 
Q Apparently they intend to ignore this kind of —-- 
A I'm -- I can't -- 


Q Just for clarification, do these high-level talks 
continue? [ mean, are they ongoing even today, or is it 
something that went on and -- 


A We are in constant normal contact with the 
Israeli officials on these issues 


Q You have no comment on what Rabin said today? He 
Said any means at the army's disposal in compliance with orders 
is fit if it serves the purpose? 


2 I don't have any comment on his specific 
remarks. I think our policy From both what was said at the 
White House and from here is perfectly clear. 


Q Did his statements trigger today's statement? 


A I don't think you can attribute our position to 
statements by any one person. We've talked about our concern, 
our serious concern, over the continuing violence in the 
occupied territories. I think our statements grow out of this 
general concern and our views on it. 


Q Why didn't you say this sooner? 

A Well, I think that we've been addressing this 
issue clearly. We've had some other statements on it. This is 
our statement today. 

Q Is there any legislation that might mean aid -- 
U.S. aid could be jeopardized by all this if human rights 
violations were determined? 


4 I don't have anything on that question. 


Q Phyllis, in an interview with the -- 
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i) Excuse me. He was first. Then ['ll get to you. 


Q Phyllis, are you prepared, today, to go into any 
greater details as to U.S. contacts with Palestinians or 
est Bank ana in -- 


in the W anK 


4 No. I addressed this question yesterday. I[ 
talked about our wide and broad contacts. I have nothing 
further on that. 


Q These are ongoing? 
q Yes. 


Q What leverage is the U.S. considering using other 
than words to make an impression on the [sraelis over this 
issue? 


4 We don't ever speculate on possible future 
courses of action. [ just can't help you with that. 


Q In an interview with the French newspaper 
Liberation, Mr. Arafat, of the PLO, is calling for (an) 
international force to go to the occupied land. Do you have 
any comment on this proposal? 





A No. 


Q There are contradictory estimates about the 
victims of the [Israeli measures in the occupied territories. 
Do you have your own information about the casualties there? 


A No. We don't have any independent numbers. We 
have noted the figures that have been used by both sides, but 
we have no way of confirming those. 

Q Is your travel advisory the same as yesterday? 

A It was a reiteration of a travel advisory that 
had existed. It was not a new one. That information still 
stands with the corrected telephone number. 


Q Do you have any thoughts of upgrading that 
advisory? 


A No thoughts of doing that. 


Q Do you have any word on what's happening at the 
Security Council? The language that's now being considered 
unacceptable -- acceptable? 








-5- Tuesday, 12/22/87 


A As you all know, debate continued yesterday on 
the resolution before the Security Council and is expected to 
resume today. We think it possible there will be a vote at the 
Security Council. Regarding the text of the resolution, that's 
still under discussion, and [ just have no further comment on 
how that's developing. 


Q Do you have a draft for the Council to discuss -- 
a U.S. draft of the resolution? 


A I don't think there's a U.S. draft. I think 
there's a draft or several drafts that are being worked on. 
I'm certainly not aware there will be a U.S. draft. 


Q You mentioned in several points the peace process 
which we haven't heard a lot about, lately. Is there any 
thought ~- well, first of all, could you bring us up to date on 
the peace process? Is there any plan to send anybody there or 
to somehow revive the peace process? [t seems pretty dead 
right now. 


A I don't have anything specific on steps that are 
being taken to reinvigorate it. We remain constantly in touch 
with these people. You can be assured it remains a serious 
item on our agenda, but [ just don't have any specifics on it. 


Q But don't you want to back up your own 
Statements, because you say that both sides should get back to 
the peace process? I mean, they're not going to just do it on 
their own. I[t seems that they always have to have an 
intermediary and --- 


A Well -- but what I'm saying is we continually 
work on this, and our efforts will not Flag. 

Q There are no plans to send Mr. Murphy or anyone 
else? 

A No. I don't know of any plans for anyone to go 


out on that. 


Q Are you in contact with the Soviets with regard 
to the situation in the Occupied Territory? 


A Not that I'm aware of. We're certainly in 
contact with them, generally on regional issues, but [I know of 
no specifics on that. 


Q Do you, by any chance, know the whereabouts of a 
Soviet scholar who is missing in New Delhi? 
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A I understand that there is concern about a Soviet 
research scholar named Babi, but we have no knowlecge of his 
whereabouts. 


Q Is that Robert? 


Q Phyllis, the State authorization bill was 
apparently passed last night or early this morning with all 
kinds of legislation that the State Department has been 
opposing. Do you have any comment on that? 


4 As you know, the situation -- the discussions in 
Congress and action went very late last night. We still have 
not seen the final text of the CR. However, we have discussed, 
with the Congress, several problems with the authorization 
bill. I understand that there are several important issues 
that have not yet been resolved. We're carefully studying that 
authorization bill before we make a recommendation. 


Q Anything on the Contra debate? 


a Funding? Yes. In regard to funding for the 
Democratic Resistance, if signed, under the new budget, these 
bills that are passed, the resistance will receive $8.1 
million. That breaks down to $3.6 million for food, clothing 
and medicine, and $4.5 million for transporting that assistance 
and other previously approved assistance. 


These Funds will be available through February 29. 
However, funds for transportation of previously approved lethal 
assistance will not be available during the week of January 12 
to January 18 while the Central American presidents meet to 
assess the success of the Guatemala accord. 


Q The bill apparently includes some language that 
would force the closure of the PLO office in New York. What 
would the State Department -~- what would they do if that were 
signed into law, follow the law or what? 


a This is, I think, one of the problems that I 
referred to when we said that we're looking at it; that several 
important issues, from our viewpoint, were not solved and that 
we're looking at that bill now. 


Q What are some of the other ones? Is lie detector 
one of them? 


A Yes, the Secretary's position on that -- I think 
the PLO office. Post closings, I think, was another important 
issue, but I really don't have a definitive list on those. 
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Q Phyllis, on the CR, the Rangel legislation was 
passed. Will the Administration do anything to counteract 
that? That's on American businesses in South Africa? 


A Well, I think, again, it defends on what happens 
in this whole situation. I don't know, by your question, 
whether you were suggesting that we disobey the law. 


No. But is there anything that the U.S. will do 
to help out those American businesses, now? 


4 I think it's just premature. We really haven't 
studied that and really don't have an answer yet to that 
question. 

Q Well, could you let us know or post it if -- 

i Well, we'll have to look at that. As we said, 
there are so many provisions. We'll be studying all of them, 
and when we do have views, we'll certainly let you know. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Do you have any characterization of the Contra 
funding levels which were approved? 


4 I really don't have any characterization of those 
levels. I think they are lower, clearly, than the 
Administration had hoped for. 


Q Do you have any details on the military 
operation, over there in Nicaragua? 


A [ really don't have any definitive news on that. 
We're aware that the offensive is taking place. There are 
rumors coming out -- not rumors, but various reports that are 
coming out; but I really don't have anything definitive on it. 


Q Do you have any confirmation whether a Nicaraguan 
Civilian airliner, airplane, was shot down? 


A No, I don't. [I have nothing on that. 
Q Are you aware of the reports? 


a [ have seen the press reports, but [ just don't 
have anything on it. 


Q Are you pursuing the issue? 


A Well, we can see whether our Embassy has reported 
anything on that question. 
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Q Do you have a position on the issue of whether 
it's a good idea for the Contras, with U.S. equipment, to be 
shooting down civilian airliners? 


a Well, I can't get --. I really can't help you with 
that question. I'm not going to get started down that slope. 
There are a lot of assumptions and things built in, and I just 
am not going to pursue that. 


Yes. 
Q There is a report in The New York Times 


indicating a change in the rules of engagement for the U.S. 
Navy in the Persian Gulf. Can you confirm that? 





A We noted that report in the media. As you know, 
we have not gotten into the specifics of our rules of 
engagement, but [I can assure you that they've not changed. If 
you have any further questions about specific ques‘ions, I 
would refer you to the Pentagon. 


Q So you're denying that report? 


" We're just saying that our rules of engagement 
have not changed. 


Q Have not changed, as yet. Is there a change 
contemplated? 


r I'm just not going to speculate. 


Q Anything on the collapse of the cease-fire talks 
in the Dominican Republic? 


a These cease-fire talks in the Dominican Republic 
were to have been held between the Government of Nicaragua and 
the democratic resistance. Our information, right now, is that 
the current status of the talks is uncertain. There seemed to 
have been a problem about who would represent the Sandinistas. 
Apparently, the Sandinistas intended to use foreign advisers, 
not as technical advisers, as originally announced, but as 
proxies for the Sandinista government. 


The Sandinistas' refusal to negotiate directly with 
the resistance and their attempt to use outsiders as 
negotiators is a step backward, in our view. We note that 
President Arias, President Duarte, and Cardinal Obando Y Bravo 
have all called on the Sandinistas to engage in direct 
negotiations. 
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Certainly, our position on that is clear. We've 
always believed the negotiations should be face-to-face, and 
this is the only way to achieve the national reconciliation 
central to the Guatemala Accord. 


Q Why is it that a step backwards if the 
Sandinistas have consistently refused to talk directiy to the 
Contras? 


a Well, what we have called for, and hoped would 
come about, is direct, face-to-face negotiations or using the 
mediator that was accepted by both parties, and they have not 
come forward in this. They've sent in these foreign advisers, 
and so in our view, that's a step backward. It's moving away 
from the direct negotiations. 


Q How about the photograph of the SS-20? Where is 
that? Do you have it? 
= Yes. That was delivered to our Embassy 


yesterday, December 21. It's on its way back to Washington now. 


Q Is it what you want? 

" [ just have no way of judging that. The 
photograph, as I say, has been turned over. It's on its way 
back. We'll have to look. [ assume it is. 


Yes, Connie. 


Q I hope this isn't posted some place, but have you 
anything on the question [ asked yesterday about the U.S. 
statement on the Sharpeville Seven? 


4 We did post an answer to that question. I[ 
thought I had it with me, but I don't; but you can check in the 
Press Office on that. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Phyllis, last week, Chuck mentioned the fact that 
an American woman was arrested in Peru ~- Cynthia McNamara, I 
think -- but had no details. Do you have any more information 
about her? 


A I don't have any further information, but I'll be 
happy to check on that one. 


Q Okay. Thanks. 
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Q Do you have anything on a member of a Romanian 
tennis team who appears to have defected in Miami last night? 


A I hate to give you the standard language, but it 
is a well-established poiicy of the Department neither to 
confirm nor deny the existence of individual asylum requests. 
This policy protects the applicants, their families, and the 
integrity of the asylum process. 


You know INS has primary responsibility for the 
handling of asylum matters, although the Department of State 
has an advisory role For questions about general procedures, 
I would refer you to the INS. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on a statement by 
Soviet spokesmen, as quoted in TASS, that the U.S. ACDA team 
that was looking at the radar sites in Moscow and Gomel found 
nothing in violation of the ABM treaty? 


A No, I don't have any report on that. I know that 
our team has been there looking at the Soviet radar facilities, 
but I really don't have any comment on their report or on the 
Soviet report. 


Q When do they get back? Is that the 23rd? 


4 [ think it is just before Christmas, and we'll 
see if we can have something to you on that report. 


Q Back on Arab/Israeli question, [ think the White 
House statement made a reference to U.S. contact with 
Palestinians outside the immediate area. Do you have any 
details on that? 


a I don't have any details on that or on our 
contacts. We have certainly been in touch with other Arab 
governments about this situation as well as the Israeli 
Government and, as [I said, with Palestinians. 


Q Would you take the question? 

“ Oh, excuse me. He had a question in the back. 

Q Any reaction to the announcement in Zimbabwe 
today by Robert Mugabe and Joshua Nkomo that they are merging 


their parties, and in their own lang cage, going to create a 
one-party, Marxist/Leninist state? 


4 I have not seen that report and I have nothing on 


that. 
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Q Is it possible to take the question about the 
proposal of Arafat to despatch an international force to the 
occupied territories? 


a) No, I'm net going to take that question. 
Excuse me. One more. Yes. 


Q Prime Minister Seaga of Jamaica and, I think, the 
Prime Minister of St. Lucia, said, this morning, that they did 
not feel that the announced elections in Haiti next month will 
be fair because of the new electoral laws. Do we have any 
comment on that? 


No, I don't have any specific reaction to their 
Statements. We did say something yesterday about this 
Situation in Haiti; saying that we were looking at the new 
election law, but we're skeptical. 


Q Going back to the Mideast one more time, can you 
give us a little more help as to why the tenor of the statement 
is changed today? Is it because of just the fact that it's 
gone on over a certain period now, and you sort of hoped it 
would go away, but it didn't go away, and you felt you had to 
speak out -- the Administration had to speak out? Or is it 
because, actually, the level of the Israeli response has now 
been stepped up? 


A I really can't give you the kind of detailed 
explanation probably you're looking for. [ think our 
statements speak for themselves; that this has been violence 
that has continued for a long period of time. [t's the worst 
violence in this area over a period of years We are concerned 
about it, and [ think the statements, both at the White House 
and here today, explained our concerns, and our hopes and what 
we hope will happen -- that this violence will wind down, and 
that serious work toward negotiations will begin. 


Q Specifically, how is this message being given to 
the Israelis? Is the Ambassador being called in here? Who is 
talking to whom? 


Ys Again, I refer you to what we said before, that 
we remain in constant and normal contact. 


Q I know you said that, but I'm asking specifically. 
a [ don't have any specifics beyond what we had 


said that we have brought it to the highest level of the 
[Israeli Government. 
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Q With so many Americans traveling to Israel and 
the territories this time of year, you again don't think ‘there 
is any need for anything more than the advisory that was issued 
in 1982? I talked to a travel agent this morning, and they 
said it's no more dangerous there than in some parts of D.C.? 


(Laughter) 

4 That's not really for me to judge. We do what we 
think is appropriate for the situation, and we reminded people 
to be cautious. If we felt there was need for something else, 


we'd do it. But we think that what we did yesterday is 
sufficient. 


Q Being the husband of a travel agent, most of them 
wouldn't say anything like that. That's stupid. 


(Laughter) 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one brief announcement and then a statement. 


For those of you who have been asking whether there 
will be a daily press briefing tomorrow, Christmas Eve, the 
answer is yes, and it will be at the usual time and place. 


Q What's the usual time? 
Q For the record, what is it? 


f\ I now have a statement on Gaza and the West 
Bank. We have said for several days the continuing violence in 
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip is of great concern to the 
United States. It is important we and the international 
community not just be against unrest. We should be for a 
solution. 


Let me make three points in this regard 


-- Violence advances the interests of no one. There is a need 
to maintain law and order as the basis for any future 
progress. 


-- Order should be maintained without the use of lethal 
force. Techniques are available to accomplish this, and we 
urge they be employed 


-- We must continue to seek positive ways to resolve the 
underlying issues at stake. That is why the United States has 
been a consistent and energetic promoter of direct negotiations 
in the process of peace. While search for an overall 
resolution of the Arab-Israel conflict continues, the United 
States supports greater opportunities and a better life for 
people on the West Bank and Gaza. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 


A Yes. We'll make a copy available. 
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Q What does the Administration plan to do to try to 
get Israel to follow that advice on the use of force? The 
Israeli Foreign Ministry today just says, flat out, it rejects 
what was said yesterday. What -- where do you go from here? 


A Well, Matt, as we said yesterday on this, I don't 
have any of the specifics or details to give you about our 
contacts and our efforts in this regard. Certainly, let me 
repeat, we're in touch with the Israeli Government on this 
issue, and we are continuing to urge, as we said yesterday, 
restraint and that the violence wind down. 


Q This morning the Israeli Foreign Ministry 
suggested that the U.S. statements might encourage extremist 
elements and encourage violence at this stage. 


A I don't have any comment on those statements. 


Q Phyllis, is there any concern about the United 
States making statements like the one you made yesterday that 
are greeted by scorn and derision from the Israelis, and then 
we just have to issue another similar statement? How far can 
the United States be pushed in this sort of thing? 


A I just can't help you with that question. 


Q The Israelis maintain that the disturbances - 
they continue to maintain that the disturbances are a result of 
Outside agitation and outside provocation. Do you have 
evidence of that? 


fi I don't have any specific evidence or 
confirmation or information on the cause of the riots. We've 
just really not been able to address that question. 


Q Well, Ambassador Okun, I noted, last night at the 
United Nations said the U.S. has no evidence. Is that correct? 


A Where that stands, I just don't have anything 
further than the statements that have already been made. 


Q Phyllis, could I just ask you: If we're so 
concerned about something -- clearly we're not in a position to 
cut off aid or anything like that to Israeli -- but why did we 
just abstain yesterday? 


f\ That decision on the resolution and our action in 
abstaining was well covered in the statement by our 
representative, and I really don't have anything further to add 
on that. 
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Q In your statement, you spoke of positive measures 
-- of positive steps -~ that should be taken, and then after 
that you spoke of direct negotiations. Does that mean that 
you're not advocating a peace conference? 


A There is no change in our policy on that. Our 
goal has always been direct negotiations between the parties. 
We've said that we would consider a conference if it 
contributed to the goal of an international conference, so 
there's been no change on our policy on that. 


Q Any thought to sending this high-level official 
over there? 


a) No. I was asked this yesterday. I have nothing 
further on that question. 


Q Phyllis, how about the idea of having Secretary 
Shultz himself at least get involved in talking to the Israelis 
about the question? Apparently there is some sentiment for 
that at the lower levels in the State Department. 


A No. J just don't have anything on that question. 

Q Has he done anything -- has ae been on the phone 
with anybody, for example - ? 

f\ Well, he's in constant touch with the Department. 

Q In terms of -- in Israel. 

A Not that I'm aware of. 


How about the Israeli Ambassador? How often has 
he been here, and who has he been meeting with? 


A Again, I don't have any specifics on numbers of 
times or contacts. We just, as I said before, are in constant 
and normal touch with the Israelis. 


Q What does this obvious conflict in viewpoints do 
to the overall tone of Israeli-American relations? 


\ Again, we are not discussing the tone of our 
relationship. We are friends. There is obviously no change in 
the American position on the substance of the issues, and our 
relationship remains firm and as it was, but this is the 
situation which is of concern to us, and we're expressing our 


concern. 
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Q Phyllis, the first question that was asked -- 
What would the United States do to make its appeals to Israel 
stick? -- and you said, whatever you answered. My question 
is: Israel is a country that receives $3.5 billion a year from ‘ 
this country, and it is considered probably the best ally 
outside of NATO. 


If all United States can do is to appeal to them for 
two -- about two weeks now while the killing and the mass 
arrests and probably deportation now will start -- all U.S. can 
do? And what kind of a signal this may send to other states 
who may be contemplating something like this? 


A I'm sorry. I just can't help you with that 
question. 


Q Have we asked the Arab governments to quiet down 
their own agitation of the violence by the Palestinians in the 
occupied territories? What have we told the Arab governments? 


A We have noted that we are in touch with several 
Arab governments on this question. Once again, we don't get 
into the substance of those exchanges. 


Q When you talk about “several governments," can 
you name those governments? 





f) No. I'm not getting into the specifics of that. 
Q What response did you get 'rom these governments? 
f\ Again, that goes into our private diplomatic 


communications. 


Q We understand, as 1 heard it here, there is scorn 
and derision in Israel. 


Al Those were not my words. 


Q Yes. I understand. But I -- is there any 
evidence of this? Who is saying this? 


A No. I just don't have anything on that. 

Q Phyllis, the question, of course, arises as this 
Administration, perhaps more than any other in memory, stands 
for law and order. The Israelis have tried to do this, I 
think, and yet there is an agitation -- "Don't use violent 
means," whatever that is --— the greater use -- what did you say 


in your statement about the -? 
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Well, I think if you'll go back = - 


-- there about using order, public law and order 
with other techniques? Like what? I mean, they use water 
cannon, they use rubber bullets, but when soldiers are 
attacked, what do you expect the soldiers to do? 


A I'm not going to go, again, into the specifics of 
those exchanges. I think the statements today and of yesterday 
and that we've consistently made speak for themselves on our 
views on that. 


Q Phyllis - 
A Yes. Behind you. 


Q In the past you've said that the Israelis gave 
you assurances at the highest levels that they would be -- I 
don't know -- working on this problem. What can you tell us 
about your contacts with the Arabs within the territories 
themselves about your contacts? What have they responded to 
you? 


f\ I really don't have anything further beyond what 
we've said on that before, that -—-- again, that our contacts 
there are -- cover a wide and broad range, but I don't have any 
specifics beyond that. 


Q Phyllis, you said a couple of days ago that you 
-~ the United States had been assured at the highest levels of 
the Israe] Government that they were doing everything they 
could to prevent further violence. Do you think you were lied 
to, or are they unable to prevent further violence? 


A I was asked that question the other day, and I -- 
there is no change in my answer. 


Q Well, the situation is still -- 


f\ The situation goes on, which is why we're 
continuing to reiterate our concern about it, but -- and I 
really am not going to go any further than to say that we're in 
normal, constant contact with the [sraeli Government on this 
issue. 


Q Phyllis, just to clarify: Did I understand you 
to say that to your knowledge, the Secretary has not spoken by 
telephone to senior Israeli officials? 


A To my knowledge, as you know, the Secretary's on 
vacation. He's in daily contact with the Department. I'm 
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simply not aware that he's spoken directly to any other 
government officials. 


Q Is that true also of the Arab governments as well? 

B I would assume that's true of them as well. 

Q There was a report to the effect in a prominent 
paper -- newspaper-- that the Israelis have brushed aside, or 


Rabin has brushed aside, the American advice not to use live 
ammunition. Have, in fact, the Israelis brushed aside the 
suggestion of the United States or their own -~ have they set 
aside their own policy not to use live ammunition except in the 
most dire circumstances? 


6) I can't help you with that question. 


Q What is -- you got the assurance, what, two to 
three days ago you said you got this assurance from the highest 
level of these -- 


A Yes. 


Q What have you got? What's the latest? What's 
their latest assurance? 


A Again, beyond the fact that we're in contact, I 
just have nothing further on those contacts or the diplomatic 
exchanges 


Q Another subject? 


Q Phyllis, it is reported -- actually this morning 
-- there were mass arrests and breaking into houses at night 
and arresting people, you know, without charging them with 
anything. Do you have a specific comment to that? 


No 

Q Are you -~ I mean, does that --? 

i And I won't have those specific kinds of comments. 
Q Another subject? 


Q One last thing, please. The U.N. Security 
Council resolution strongly deplores whatever Israel action has 
taken, and the U.S. abstained. Does the U.S. abstain from 
strongly deploring Israel? 


ts Let me go back to the statement that our 
representative made. He covered the reasons of why we voted 
the way we did, and I really have nothing beyond that. 
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Q Do you think that the situation is going to 
interfere with the hostage situation in Lebanon? 


fi There is simply no way I can answer that question. 
New subject. Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the State authorization 
bill today? 


A I don't have any comments in general on the State 
authorization bill. We had some general comments. I don't 
know whether you're referring to specific aspects of the bill 
or the bill -- CR in general. 


Q The State authorization with the various 
legislation amendments that were attached to it that you all 
were opposing. 


6 With respect to funding levels of the 
Department's budget, the Continuing Resolution appears to be 
consistent with the budget summit agreement reached between the 
Administration and Congressional leadership. These Funding 
levels will require tough choices to be made over the next 
several weeks regarding the allocation of scarce foreign aid 
funds and the operations of the Department. 


Since those portions of the CR dealing with 
international affairs activities are wel] over 100 pages long, 
it is going to take us some time until we make a full 
evaluation of precisely how our programs and operations will be 
affected over the remainder of the fiscal year. 


Q Does that alleviate significantly the projected 
shortfall that was going to require a bunch of cuts and 
closings? 


( I don't have the exact figures, again, on how 
that works out. What we're saying is the funding levels appear 
to be consistent with these agreements that were reached. 

We're studying the whole thing -- the various earmarkings that 
are in the bill -- to see how this all will work out. 


Q That's the CR you've been talking about? 


a Yes. 


Q On the authorization bill, the PLO office is 
supposed to be closed, I[ think, within two years, or what is 
your understanding of what the State Department now has to do 
to comply with that? 
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a In regard to that question, although the United 
States Government has no intention of establishing relations 
with the PLO, the right to decide the kind of relations, if 
any, which the United States will maintain with a foreign 
entity is a constitutional power of the President which cannot 
be impaired by Congress. 


Because the provisions concerning the PLO Observer 
Mission may infringe on the President's constitutional 
authority, and, if implemented, would be contrary to our 
international legal obligations under the U.N. Headquarters 
Agreement, we intend, during the 90-day period before this 
provision takes effect, to engage in consultations with the 
Congress in an effort to resolve this matter. 


Q May [ ask a question about that? 

A Yes. 

Q Didn't we shut down the missions at the U.N., the 
permanent members of the U.N. under certain circumstances? 

A Not that I - 1 just don't have anything on -- 

Q What about Libya? What did we do about the 
mission in Libya? Didn't we close it down? 

A I don't have any information on that. 

Q Well, then, there is a conflict here in the 
thinking. 

Q No, no. 

A Thank you, colleagues. What we're -- 

Q [ didn't hear the comment. 

A 1 simply thanked -- the mission isn't closed. 


The mission isn't closed. But there is a 
conflict in the logic that you can close down one mission like 
Libya's, but not close down one like this. 


A No. Excuse me. I'm simply not aware of any 
conflict on that. 


Matt. 


Q On the lie-detector provision, what is the 
Department going to do now on this? 
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A Again, we've been studying those provisions. I 
think that there -- we're determining how we're going to react 
to that, but I really have nothing specific on that today. 


Q Just one more, on the Mt. Alto, what about that? 
Is there something (inaudible)? 


A Again, as I understand it, the President is given 
some leeway, but I don't have anything definitive on that, and 
we will try to develop positions that we can share with you on 
those specific aspects over the next few weeks. 


Q Phyllis, can we have a copy of that statement you 
made on the PLO mission? 


if Yes. Didn't you get it down? 


Q No. 
f Okay. 
Q What do you make of Gerasimov's admission that 


the Soviets are involved in a major military offensive now in 
Afghanistan? 


6) We have just seen that press report. 1 really 
don't have any direct comment about it, or his figures in any 
way. I do note that it is unusual for them to mention such 


figures, but I have nothing beyond that. 


Q Back on the legislative thing: Do you have 
anything on the last-minute amendment concerning South Africa 
and U.S. business ties with South Africa? 


A The question involves what's known as the Rangel 
provision or amendment. We are deeply disappointed by the 
passage into law of this provision which denies the U.S. 
foreign tax credit to U.S. firms operating in South Africa. 
The inclusion of this provision in the budget package is the 
wrong way to determine U.S. policy. The ultimate intent of 
this provision is absolutely clear. 


It's an attempt to use the U.S. tax code to drive 
American businesses out of South Africa. However, the most 
likely effect will be to accelerate the takeover of U.S. assets 
by South African firms at bargain prices. Many U.S. firms 
already in marginal economic circumstances will be forced to 
downgrade their participation in programs designed to advance 
the disadvantaged majority in South Africa or to pull out of 
South Africa altogether. 
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We have repeatedly stressed our commitment to a 
progressive U.S. business presence in South Africa. The 
Congress, too, in Section 203 (b) of the Comprehensive 
Anti-Apartheid Act of 1986 applauded the positive contribution 
of U.S. nationals adhering to the code of conduct. This 
provision thus contradicts the stated bipartisan policy of the 
U. S. by indiscriminantly damaging the legitimate interests of 
American corporations in South Africa without regard to their 
standing vis-a-vis the Sullivan Principles or the Fair Labor 
Standards Prograni. 


Again, Phyllis, we didn't suggest that you break 
the laws, but what can be done about it beyond this statement? 


6 Well, we're disappointed about it. It's one of 
these provisions that we're going to have to live with as the 
force of law, but we will certainly be working to verhaps have 
the law changed over the period, a long period. But I don't 
have any specifics on how we're going to deal with it. 


Q So the American firms starting now do have to pay 
the double taxing? 


A 1 don't know when the effective date of that 
taxing begins. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Phyllis, may I ask you once again on the first 
subject, please? There are reports this morning that the State 
Department is lagging behind the White House in both assessing 
and judging the situation in the territories. Do you care to 
reply to that? 


fi We have stated -- I've stated yesterday, I'll 
state today, that there is no difference between the White 
House and the State Department on this issue. 


Q But it is -- no, I mean, forgive me -- the 
statement -- 


f But it's your interpretation that there is a 
difference. We don't see it as a difference. 


Q It happened not to be mine, it happened to be 
others. So you don't think there is any difference between --? 


(a) No, I don't. 
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Q Anything on the U.S. helping Israel build the 
Arrow missile? 


A In regard to the question of joint development of 
Israel's Arrow anti-tactical, ballistic missile —-- I think it's 
called an ATVOM, but I can't be sure -- an agreement has been 
reached, but I have no details on it. I refer you for those 
details to the Pentagon. 


Q Okay. And also anything today on a change of 
U.S. orders in the Persian Gulf about rescuing friendly ships? 

f\ Nothing on that today. 

Q Do you have anything about the American woman 


held by Peruvian authorities? 


a We don't have any further information on her case 
beyond the guidance that was provided before. Just nothing new 
on that. 

Q Thank you. 


(ihe briefing concluded at 1:23 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDE X 


Thursday, December 24, 1987 





BRIEFER: Phyllis Oakley 


Subject Page 


SPAIN 
rr er ee ce ew he be eee ebess ce ee 


DEPARTMENT 
New Authorization Bill: Special Negotiatior 
for Cyprus....... ‘at 


LEBANON 
Christmas Video lape of Hostage Anderson......... 


OCCUPIED TERRITORIES 
Whitehead Meeting with American Jewish Leaders 
Department Upholds Earlier Statements 
re Violence in West Bank/Gaza.......... 
US Conmmittment to Peace Process... 
Contact with Israeli Government. . 


LIBYA 
Chemical Weapons Plant 


ARMS CONTROL 
Report of US Team on Visit to Moscow 
and Gomel ABM Radar Sites...... 


CZECHOSLOVAK] 
Tourist Vehicle Engaged in Spying 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #222 
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 24, 1987, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
have no announcements today so I will be happy to take your 
brief questions. (laughter) 


Q Brief. (laughter) 


Q There's a report from Madrid that the Spanish 
Government has ordered U.S. F-16 squadrons from lorrejon out. 
Is that true? 


) With regard to the Spanish base talks, let me 
just begin by saying the negotiations have not been broken 
off. 1 understand the Spanish Government has also confirmed 
the negotiations are continuing. 


As our Embassy in Madrid said earlier, the last round 
was postponed by mutual consent to permit more preparation. We 
are working on a firm daie now for the next round. 


The Spanish position on the withdrawal of the U.S. Air 
Force F-16 Wing based near Madrid has long been known. Our 
understanding remains that the Spanish Government seeks to 
reach a base agreenient with the U.S. and to maintain a strong, 
long-term defense relationship. Spanish officials have 
repeatedly stated this position publicly and privately. 


Despite differences in our views, we value Spain as an 
ally and think both sides would be well-served by a 
constructive, new defense agreement. We don't plan to comment 
on the details of the ongoing negotiations. 


So you're saying that they haven't -- it's not 
true that the negotiations have broken off, but on the ordering 
of the planes out .-? 


\ What we're saying is there's a difference of 
views on this. It's well known, and [I'm not going to go into 
any of the details. 
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Q Have they done that? 

A) Have they - 

Q Have they asked that ~--? 

6 Again, this is part of the negotiations. I'm 


just not in a position to confirm what those negotiations 
involve. 


Q Phyllis, I'm sorry, 1 thought you said that the 
Planes had been withdrawn, and that was -- 

A No. I said the Spanish position - 

Q Oh, was that the planes should be withdrawn. 

\ -- on the withdrawal is well known. 

Q Can L ask you about something else, if we're -- 

Q Did you receive an ultimatum from the Spanish 


Government to fill out the three years? 

f\ No What I'm saying is the negotiations on this 
whole question are continuing and ['m not going into the 
details of the negotiating positions 


Q Do you have an ultimatuin or not? 


A I'm not aware there's been any sort of demand 
The negotiations continue. 


Q On Chile, does the State Department have a 
position on the suspension of trade privileges with Chile? 


A Is that part of the authorization? 
Q Yes. 
A No, 1 really don't have anything on that yet We 


will look at it next week. 


Q Let me ask you something else on the same 
authorization, and we'll dispense with authorization. Does the 
State Department have a position on the appointment of a 
special negotiator for Cyprus with, of course, the expenditure 
of some funds to have him try to resolve the partition of the 
country? 
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a) [I don't have anything specific on that aspect of 
it I] would refer you to the President's statement - signing 
statement released that has, [ think, a reference to that whole 
problem in general. But 1 don't have anything specific on the 


Cyprus negotiator. 


Q Phyllis, there has been another tape released of 
Terry Anderson. Do you have any statement about that? 


A We have heard only excerpts of the taped 
message. We would remind you that all statements by hostages 
are made under “he duress of their captivity We continue to 
be deeply concerned for the health and the well-being of all 
the hostages They are not forgotten 


We find it cynical that the captors have chosen to 
release this videotape on Christmas Eve, a time when families 
traditionally gather together 


Our position is clear It 18 a violation of the 
hostages' human rights for the captors to continue holding 
then They are innocent people and sould be released 


immediately and without condition 


Q Have you verified the vide tape in any way? 
A Wel | all we've 
Q Have you been able to? 
A No We said we've not seen the whole thing 
We've heard parts of it There have been others that have been 


released, but [ just really have nothing further on it 


Q Do you have any comment on the anti-Israeli 
propaganda that Terry enunicated about 


A No, 1 don't have any comment 


Q - the thousands of Lebanese and Palestinians 
killed in a bloody spree in Lebanon? 


A No, I don't have any comment on that 


Q You don't -- do you have any ideas of why he may 
have said something like this while he's being held captive? 


f\ I can't help you with that line of questioning 


Q fhat's all right It's not me you're helping J 
just wondered if you wanted to answer what lerry said 
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f\ I don't have anything on that 

Q Phyllis, on Israel: A group of American Jewish 
leaders met with Whitehead this morning to complain about 
Administration statements Can you give us an account of the 


meeting and tell us whether the State Department might modify 
its public statements about Israel as a result? 


A There were some built-in qualifiers in your 
question about the meeting ['m not in a@ny way going to 
characterize it, about the purpose of it. Acting Secretary of 
State Whitehead did meet with the Conference of Presidents of 
American Jewish Organizations - representatives of that group 

- this morning at their request [It was a valuable exchange 
of viewpoints about the troubling situation in the West Bank 
and the Gaza We're always happy to have their views All 
agreed that there is a need for all parties to work for a 
restoration of order and to redouble efforts for a just and 
lasting peace in the Middle East 


Q Well, when they came out, they said that they had 
complained about the statements that had been made publicly by 
the Administration, that particularly the equation - as they 
Saw it - between the demonstrators and the Israelis, which 
they felt was unfair Do you have any reaction to that 
complaint? 


A No Ihey have just, 1 think, been out there 
speaking lIhere 1s no way [ can comment on their comments. 
Ihey gave their report of the meeting; this is ours 


Q Does the State Department intend to continue 
making such statements? 


f We will do what we feel is appropriate and what 
is called for at -- regarding this situation ['m not going to 
speculate in any way on what we're going to do in the future, 
or won't do 


Q Has anything happened to this point to change the 
State Department's view of the use of deadly force in riot 
situations? 


be No 

Q Phyllis, on the statement of - 

A Wait a minute, wait a minute Children, it's 
Christmas Eve We've got to -- switches 


(laughter) 
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Q Any reaction to the Israeli Government's comments 
or rejection of the State Department's position? 


2 No. I have nothing on that. 
Yes 


Q ] don't know if you've commented on this. You've 
commented on the use of force, but on the roundup -- there's a 
reported roundup of about 500 Palestinians 


A No [ don't have any further comment on that. 


Q Phyllis, Mr. Abram, who is a lawyer and says that 
[Israel has a right to try to maintain rule until some other 
System can be found for Gaza, says the State Department makes 
the mistake of confusing college campus demonstrators with 
violent people holding gasoline bombs and hurling Molotov 
cocktails 


] noticed yesterday you said, “Order should be 
taintained without the use of lethal force." How would the 
State Department prevent people from throwing Molotov cocktails 
and using other forms of violence against Israeli peacekeepers 
or authorities? 


ig Barry, we had said earlier we were not going to 
get into the details of this question We gave some genera] 
views Ihose are clea I have nothing further on it. 


Q Your statement yesterday said that "Order 
f Ye S 


Q - should be maintained without the use of lethal 
force fechniques are available to accomplish this, and we 


urge they be employed - 
A Yes 


Q 1 wonder if you would share with us some of these 
techniques you know about that will defend against Molotov 
cocktails without using force? 


f Let me repeat. I'm not going to get into the 
details of the question of this -- what we would recommend in 
riot contro] Our statement stands 


Q Have you told the [sraelis privately what they 
ought to do? 


A We - 1 will repeat, we remain in constant 
touch. We've talked about our normal communications on this 
subject 1 have nothing further on it 














~6- Thursday, 12/24/87 


Yes. 

Q It seemed that his major purpose -- Mr. Abram's 
major purpose -- was to receive assurances that close 
U.S.-Israeli relations would continue. He said that Deputy 
Secretary Whitehead said that the relationship -- the special 
relationship -- would continue and endure, and he seemed to be 
pleased that this was only, in his words, “a bump in the road" 
in the relationship. Is that the assessment at State as wel]? 

fa I will stick by what we said yesterday on this, 
that there is no change in our relationship. I've not seen 


those words of Mr. Whitehead, but they are certainly compatible 
with what I had said yesterday, and there is no change in that 


Q You said you didn't have *nything to say about 
the roundup that's going on in Israel Is that because it's a 
non-lethal technique that they're using? 


f) I'm sorry, I just can't help you with that one 
There was someone else. Yes 
Q In connection with the long-range future of the 


occupied territories, [ believe you said this week that the 
United States continues to believe that this should all be 
handled within the context of a comprehensive peace process 
How do we perceive this process at the current time -- as 
stalled, as not going anywhere? In other words, what are our 
-- when we talk about negotiations to try to move towards 
peace, where do we think they are? 


a) Well, we have talked about the peace process as 
an ongoing one -- just what it says. [t's a process that does 
go on. We hove talked about the commitment of this 
Administratior going back to their proposals that were made in 
September o 82. Those remain U.S. policies, and we're 
continuing to work on it. But [I really have nothing further 
I was asked this question yesterday. 1 just don't really have 
anything further on what steps, what specific steps we're going 
to be taking. But you may be assured this remains a high 
priority of the government, and we continue to work on it 


Q Was anything --? 

Q Phyllis, sometimes it takes dramatic events to 
get a peace process off dead-center. Does the State Department 
feel that possibly these traumatic events which are going on 
now will provide that spur that's needed? 
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A ['m not going to be able to speculate in any way 
on what spurs, what doesn't spur Our commitment is there; 
we're going to continue to work. 


Q How about the Secretary? Has he been in contact 
with any of the Israeli leadership -- direct contact? 


6 To the best of my knowledge, the situation hasn't 
changed from yesterday We talked about it then, and his being 
in touch with the Department 


Q How about diplomatic contacts between the United 
States and Israel? Have there been some in the last day or two 
on this question? 


fs Again, 1 go back to our statement that we remain 
in constant and normal contact with the I[sraeli Government on 
this and a host of other issues 


Q [Is it fair to say that after the meeting this 
morning, that the State Department is not blinking and is not 
lowering its profile on expressing displeasure about the way 
the Israelis are handling the protests? 


3) Again, go back to what we said It Was a 
valuable exchanas We're glad to have their views We 
continue to work on these problems 


Q And you're going to maintain the same position 
you had yesterday and the day before? 


f\ W stand by our statement 


Q ihe Times is awfully concerned about a plant in 
Libya that the limes thinks has the potential of producing 
ominous chemical weapons Is there any new concern, or is this 
sort of a static situation that's been brought to light today? 


M I don't have anything new or specific on those 
reports We have consistently expressed concern over the 
proliferation of chemi: al weapons We've also commented 
previously on our concern over allegations by Chad that Libya 
was using chemical weapons in its aggression against that 
country 


Q Do you remember -- and I only vaguely do -- some 
deal with the mines from Iran to Libya to use against -- you 
know? Has that thing been squelched with Soviet cooperation, 
do you know? 


f\ I really can't help you with that ] vaguely 
remember it too, but I don't have any details 
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Q [Is there concern about a particular plant in 
Libya as -- in this account? 
fi Again, 1 don't have any specifics. Our concern 


has been voiced in generalities, basically. 


Q The United States sent a group of experts to the 
Soviet Union to look into these two disputed radars -- or 
pieces of radars -- which were criticized just before the 


Summit. Tass said yesterday that these inspections have been 
done, and “the U.S. representatives who have just visited our 
country were able to convince themselves of this." That is to 
say, that the stations which the U.S. side erroneously took to 
be mobile radars do not exist, according to a foreign affairs 
-- U.S.S.R. foreign affairs spokesman quoted by lass. 1 gather 
that the teams that have been sent have finished their job and 
have come home? What is the U.S. assessment of it? 


A The team that did visit the Soviet radar area at 
Gomel and at Moscow has returned. J think they arrived back 
yesterday. fhey are in the process of submitting a report. 
They will be studying their data first and the photographs they 
took. We are going to await that report before making any sort 
of conclusions Therefore, we would say that Tass report 
‘imply is not accurate on the Team vouching Im any way for the 
authesticity— ond that we will hope to be able to share as much 


as we can of their report with you after it has been submitted. 











Q How long is it anticipated that they're going to 
study whatever they're studying before they decide what they've 
seen in Moscow? 


f\ ] can't help you with that 


Q What about the SS-20 photo which was en route 
here the other day? 


A Yes. We did say it was en route by pouch. I] 
cannot report whether in the rush of Christmas mail it's been 
delivered, but we'll] be able to tell you next week. 


Q Phyllis, are you denying that these inspectors 
have reached any conclusions among themselves as to whether 
the ABM Treaty is being violated, or just that they haven't 
submitted -- finished their final report? 


A No. Their procedure is that they went over 
there, they took a lot of pictures, they saw a lot of stuff, 
they've come back here, they're going to put it all together, 
and they're guing to make a report. And that's the process; so 
[I think it's fair to say any preliminary judgment they have 
reached a conclusion is simply not accurate 
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Q Any judqment they've reached -- their judgment 
isn't accurate -- if they've reached one? 


A No, no. The report they have reached a 
conclusion is not accuraete. 


Q No you expect them to be finished and issue their 
report prior to the ratification of the INF Treaty? 


fi 1 just can't help you with that 


Q How about the negotiating record? Is that going 
to be made aveilable, the whole thing in its entirety -- is 
some sort of f 


f\ ihat's a question being addressed at the White 
House, and [ just don't have anything on it Merry Christmas! 


Walt a minute One jast one 


Q lhere was a report about the truck from 
Czechoslovakia which has been travelling around the United 
States, apparently transporting an ultra-light airplane, and 
the reports say that this ultra Jight airplane flew over a U.S 
base, and then the truck was allowed out of the U.S 
apparently very easily ] wonder if you have any comment on 
that 


A lhe oniy comment that I have on that, 1s that 
visas were issued to this Czechoslovak group according to 
nortial practices, and appropriate government authorities were 
fully aware of the Czechoslovakian presence in the U.S 

Merry Christmas 


() lhank you 


Q Merry Christmas 


(The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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MS. ORAKLLY Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one brief announcement Under Secretary Armacost will be 
traveling to Islamabad, Pakistan, in early January for 
consultations on a@ variety of subjects with Government of 
Pakistan officials 


Now J wil] be hap; y to ansuict your Que stLIoNs 


Y Heve you @ot anything on an American having been 
killed in @faha: Lan’ 

‘ We have sec the 1ASS report alleging that an 
Anerican advisor was killed in the battle of Khost in 
Afghanistar We heave no specific information beyond that 

Ley " int out there are t American advisors in 
Afaqhaniste oniy official presence in that country 15 
limited 4 our stall f , we people at the tinbassy in Kabul 
Ihey are re ractec 1 the Capiteis city 


{) r iva ] “ J i ef ror Afghanistan, which is still in 


7 


effeci, ura ' jven citizens to avoid traveling to 
Afghani: tar nowever there have been a few private AMerTICe Ss 
who hav not hee f ecduvice and wit have traveljed in 1 am 
gure you're a@weare of tha eports in October about the deaths of 
two America juurnaisst who were killed in Afghanistar 
Q He Lhose bodies been returned, or is there any 
'. N We have -- we've not had that, and we have 
sought to have concrete confirmation of the deaths We have 


several reports of people who were with them but that's all 
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q Phyllis, if there were, in fact, Department of 
Defense officials or CIA officers inside Afghanistan, you 
couldn't tel] us that anyway, could you? 


fi I simply stick by my statement. There are no 
American advisors in Afghanistan 


Q Along the same lines, you used the word 
“advisor,” but are there any American officials of any type who 
were traveling with the Mujahidin or connected with them in 
Af ghanistan? 


A lhere are no American advisors or officials 
traveling with the Mujehidin We have said there are official 
Americans - 20 - Jimited ta 20 lhey're ian Kabul 

Q Phyllis, on December 24, you actually accused 


1ASS New Agency of ineccurately reporting on the visit by U.S 
expert teams to the Soviet Union to the rader arca in Moscow 


and Gone] 


f\ J']1) be happy to take that question Let me now 
Stick with Afaghanistan and Jet me finish with this 

( Cen you teljd us how the Mujyehidin is trained on 
the use of Wwreaport that they're gelting trom us? 

f ] have fi Comment on anything having Lo do with 
intelligence questio 

a) lm connection with Under Secre Lary Armacosi's 
trip, you sey it’s on @ variety of subjects [t's generally 
anticipated it wil! be Jar@gely about the Afahanistan 
Giplomacy Can you tell us anything more about what he hopes 


io do there? 


f I think he has had @ series of vitits to Pakistan 
to discuss the full range of our relationships there. 
Certainly, there will be a large emphasis on Afghanistan, but 1 
don't have any further details on what he will be discussing. 


Q ls he going any place else besides there? 
fi Not that I'm - 
Q Besides Pakistan 


f Not that [‘m aware of 








ro 1] don't 
know is he'll be disc 
of Pakistan officials 


Q Phyllis 
paid attention to you 
journalists you menti 
there been other Amer 
Have they been journa 
you tell us anything 


ia) Wo are 
have travelled in by 
think vou al] are awa 
there have been other 
wel] We don't know 
olher information bey 

Q What ab 
knowledge of that? 

f ] don't 
been some reports son 
have no conf ir hialyon 

() f 4 { h 
time? 

f) 1] don't 

Q How abo 

f) Mercena 

Q Other t 


Afghan Government in 
United States about t 
described as an "“advi 
find out about it? 


A 
statements 


I] 'n 
out of 


not 
the 


Has the 
United 


Q 


nessage to the 
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meet with the Mujahidin representatives? 


All Il 
the Government 


have any details on his agenda. 
ussing various topics with 


, the U.S. citizens who 


r travel advisory, 
oned, 


you know have not 
besides the two 

do you know what the other -- had 
icans, and what has been their function? 
lisis? Have they been mercenaries? Can 
about thein? 


aware of various American journalists who 


the reports and stories they have filed. I 
re of those as wi || Sometimes I think 
Furopean journalists who have gone in, as 


of them al] But 1] just really have no 

ond that. 

out American mercenaries? Do you have any 
have any knowledge of that lhere have 

etimes of people going in, but we just 

OT! that 

re any American journalists there at this 
have any ¢ tails on that 

ut mercenaries? 

rues? J] have nothing on that either. 

han the statement from Moscow, has the 


Kabul, or anyone else, contacted the 
his question of someone killed who they've 
sor," or are we doing anything to try to 


aware that there has been any reports or 
Government of Kabul. 


Soviet Government 
States about this 


communicated any 
reported incident? 
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A No As I said, the only thing that we're aware 
of is a TASS report on this 

Q lhere's no communication with the Americans in 
Moscow? 

f) Not that I'm aware of. 

Q And what is the U.S. trying to do to find out 
about it, if anything? 

A 1] think we try and follow-up on any question of a 
report like thi: I'm just not sure what specific steps have 
been taker 

© bo you heve a status report on the fighting 
around Khost? I wean, there are conflicting reports about 
whether they've actually managed to - the Afghan forces have 
managed to reach ther 

F J} don't have any specifics on the status of the 
fighting there We've seen these conflicting reports that the 
fighting is still] going on Bul. 1 just have no way to confirm 
that 

) Vom OF aren't here all the time Is it on 
the record that the United States is helping the Afghan rebels 
with military viea ry? 

f Various American officials have addressed this 
subject for some time We have certainly talked about our 
support for the cause of the Mujahidin, and we have said what 
we're doing wheat we do is what is necessary and what is 
appropr jai 

Q bo you have anything on the current level of 
funding for the Mujahidin? 

Q I don't ever discuss intelligence questions. 

Are we through with Afghanistan? 

Q On December 24, Phyllis, you've been asked a 


question about the visit of U.S. 
and Gonel. 
inaccurately reporting on this visit, 


in Moscow 


said: “The 


(inaudible) 





experts to Soviet radar area 
You accused the TASS News Agency of 

and I quote you 
TASS report is simply not accurate 
for the authenticity 


You 
The only thing 


in - 


any way 
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Actually, the [ASS report didn't say anything of this 
sort; and my Quesiuon is, did you really read the 1ASS report 
before making this accusation? , 


A We had simply seen the report, a wire service 
report on the TASS article. I would certainly be happy to go 
back and look at that and look at the whole report if you think 
that what we said was not completely correct. 


Q Are you saying that you accuse TASS without 
actually reading the report? 


a I had said we had seen a report of a TASS 
statement, and that's what we had seen. Tf it's incorrect on 


that, I'll be happy to go back and check on it. 


Q Phyllis, on the same general area -- the Soviet 
Union, on the 26th of Decenber, the Soviet Foreign Ministry 
released a@ statement with respect to chemical weapons in which 
they Jeveled sone charges against the United States for 
beginning binary production once more while negotiations are 


underway . lhey call ait “unprovoked new twist in the chemical 
weapons race [t's wilitarist in its nature; taken just when 
mMeanineful progress [has been] reached at the current Geneva 
talks ; - 


Do you have any response to their statements and 
choice of 


A) we had prepared a response to that. I think if 
you'll check in the Press Office, we'll have something for you 
on that aspeci of jt. 


Q On the same day, somebody put out the word in 
Moscow that Shevardnadze had called in the U.S. Ambassador to 
talk about further discussions with the United States after the 
summit; and I believe they said an agreement has been reached 
in principle, with respect to continued discussions with 
Secretary Shultz, and so on. Can you tell us anything about 


what was decided there -. what has been decided? 
6 I don't have any specific readout on that 
meeting. I'ma little confused whether it was in general or on 


specific aspects of chemical weapons. 


Q No. IJt's separate from the chemical weapons, as 
I understand it. [t happened to be the same day, which is the 
day after Christmas, that they did it. 
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Shevardnadze called in Ambassador Matlock to discuss 
relations with the United Stetes. Ati the end of it, the 
Foreign Ministry, or maybe it was TASS, put out a statement to 
the effect that an acreement had been reached in principle with 
respect to future contacts between the two nations following on 
the summit. I presune they mean the kind of thina that's been 
anticipated, that Shultz and Shevardnadze will be getting 
together at some point. 


f I] don't have anything specific on that. 
Certainly, I think it was clear from the meetings and efforts 
that went into the summit here in Washington in December, there 
is a good deal of discussion and meetings that are required. I 
would assume the statement on that was given in that vein of 
continuing to work on it, but I don't have anything specific on 
fF 


Q Could you find out if a specific date has been 
established for the next meeting between the two Foreign 
Ministers -- between the Foreign Minister and the Secretary of 
State? 

6 I'm not sure J] will be able to provide an answer, 


but I'll be happy to look and see if I can 


() Do you have anything On a@ repor tL the Abu Nidel 
organization has been using Syrian intelligence officers in 
Beirut at a press conference? And, do you have any latesi 
update on what the Lerrorist organizations are doing in Syria? 


A No, to both those questions 
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4 


S you have anything on these photograph: 
satellite photoare of lerr Waite being moved to what was 


Gescribed as a medieval prison in Beir 


) Again on our standar: ine, we Gon't comment on 
intelligence malters However, I think this speculative story 
about such information cannot be seen in any light that could 
be helpful to the hosteges who are held, but I just don't have 
any commen; { 3 


- 
al 
— 


Q But 1 1 t sort of technology available that can 
be as precise «< 1 ir stories? 
is f 2a i! ] }uUs Cat i re if y iJ with ihat 


intelliger 


~ 

~ 

~ 
- 


" | r { rie 1 Say about ihe 
Sltuatior it {| N wiln regar t the Gulf? And I believe 
you have al] bee aS ke before hut you had nothing about the 


c ‘ 


» 
‘ ‘ . . , ? | y , } " ' } } " } te c 
IOV LE T Lf p 4 pray a if] MmafLIOMNAL NaVali TOorce 90 
if yo have any ing |} thai \ Ci not have tat ] .erT , I‘'od be 
gratefi ] 


f ] thgr S of yo were aware on the 24th of 
December ver r rl Council for December, 
the Soviet Ambs j a state nt on behalf of the 
Couns il u 1c fe x pr jroa ( ( Uf i OVer the § low pace and 
lack of real p ’ ( jmolet 1 of Resolution 598 
Most important | i} + «| ° rit expressed the Counc ii 
Cetertinetior ; GC's Aa . wil operative Paraarets 0 of 
Ri solutior Kon +¢ f lider furiher teps to insure compliance 
with this resol 

lt ( Jaretis of inter Lo proces with Oraftine 
and acdoptior oO! t secor enforcement resolution is cru ial 
li mear i ty r ’ ‘ (out ii now recoanj) Ze i hie necessity of 
further ste; that 18, an arms embargo against the non- 


compliant party or partis 


We do not yet know when the Council will actually 
begin drafting a second resolution, but we believe it should 
act promptly loo much time has already elapsed since the 
adoption of Resolution 598, with no progress made toward ending 
the Gulf conflict 


w Ne eariiler given our po: ition on this question of 
the UN naval force I think if you want to check in the 
Pr ess ( {{ j - 1 { rial , ail , ij be at iT 1 rhe if 


4 
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Q | you no-commenled it -- but am J] wrong - 

A Well, I think -- 

Q - to the draft, if that's the san fine 

6 All right 

Our position on this remains the same In our view, 
the most urgent business before the Security Council is to 
adopt a mandatory embargo on arms to iran which would be 
binding on all members of the U.N. A discussion of tangential 
issues should not be permitted to distract attention from that 
central tack 

In the context of discussing how an enforcement 
resolution can be effectively implemented, we would be prepared 
to examine without commitment a Soviet proposal for effective 
enforcement of an embargo Our willingness to examine a 
proposal in no way implies any linkage to a wholly separate 
watter, the current U.S neval preserce in the Persian sulf - 
which 15 there to protect U.S. Shipping 

| cap pre ‘yy ict propo al lo revi {4 the U N ’ 
Milite 1 Cr which Ne neve Lo Gate played @ 
role it N. aff j Clearly prematur 

\e } 'y 4 

« Cot » a 

¢ Ww Y 0 | 

“ Phy your statement mer or an embargo ort 
arms to iran only y' mean for it to @ bt hie 

if Well, we've talked about in the earlier 
statement that I've used too, to the party or to the parties 
that are non-compliant Certainly in our view, we have 
indicated Iraq appears willing to comply and there is one party 
-- Iran that must be brought along to comply and to 
negotiate an end to the conflict 

C Phyllis on Israel, any comment from the State 
Department on allegations by Palestinian attorneys that 


Palestinians 
triale«? 


are 


being beaten 


in detention and not allowed fair 
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fA No, I don't have any specific Comment on those 
charges Clear] Israel] has the responsibility for the 
maintenance of lew and order. We expect that recognized 
irlernational standards of due process wil] be followed 
Do you have any comment on the statements of King 
Fahd of Saudi Arabia calling on Iran and other countries to 
join in a battle against Israel rather than pursuing the war in 
the Persian Gulf 
\ ] Gon't have any specific comments about his 
Statement [ think our views on @ peace process are clearly 
and wel] know We are committed to moving the peace process 
forward 
Q f ia) of the Secretary of State making a visit 
soon? fay y mee inc i sc fT duled with le. ers in the region? 
f f\ 
Q t 4 { Mic r QO} ( ! Si ai t owar re | { he 
peace procs 2 4 
f 4 ‘ 4 { >} . i1 4 - amnstlit rs a 
Gist ’ ] Lf r i t la { 111 committed toward 
wor 1 } Ano that ster that doesn't 
ct | f , 4 at 
( '. I ta has asked the Jranians to gear up 
for re very [ think } used the word or regain, 
accordit { { Enolish translatis of Jerusalem and 
Palestir nt his @ warlike message to Iran to join the 
]< ia lu j lu ad ! t ] r¢ j ]< thi f something Lo 
Lhe 
f ] not conme ing on his commen As ] said 
before, [ just have nothing Ori that 
Q Well, is this a considered Administration 
statement on Kit ahd or is this @ message, a Statement, that 
you got from the Middle tast Bureau? 
A When I'm here I'm speaking for the State 
Department 
Q Ihank you 
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Q [6 gu back on the hostages in Beirut, do you have 
any indiceti: ihet a Jar@a@e number of hostaag: wight be 
released soor re heave been several reports that Syrians 
were playing @ major role to round up several hostages and 


insure their relea: 


"n have seen those press reports I just can'' 
help you with tt in any Wey 

Q Phylias, do you have anything on Senator -- or 
Ambassador Mansliaeld undergoing medical treatment? 

f ALitil ador Mansfield, accompanied by Mrs 
Mansfield, departed Tokyo on the 26th of December for Tripler 
Army Medical] Cente j Hawaii to undergo a routine operation 


The Ambassa r will return to Tokyo in approximately two weeks 
ang wij resi j regular schedule soon thereafter 


Q Wili | be coming here for the visit of the 
Japan Si Prime & 


f ] Ut | have any specifics Ori that ] yust don't 
know wheat his pla will be 

() } j ' tLhere'§ beet a FPepori iLhai ihe 
Palestinian canny ' deprived of food and children are 
suffering and @lj tha sort of thing lave you got anything on 
thal ? 

f fy don't have anything on that 

Q Dye y | hie ar anytlt Ing abot t that anywhere? 

¢ ] ust can't help you with the 


. y bring us up to date on meetings between 


is Well, J] really don't have any specific commer.'s 
on meetings '- you know, we remain in constant, routine 
contact with Ilsraeli officials 


Q On Haiti, do you have any comment on reports < ser 
the weekend that the U.S is working with other countries to 
encourage a sincle opposition candidate’? And does this reflect 
any change in U.S. attitudes toward the rescheduled elections 
January 1]7t! 
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fs I don't have any specific reactions to those 
comme nt: We belie certainly, that covperation among these 
Haitian people is ntial to getting Heiti back on the patt 
toward the transitis to a democraticaliy-clected, civilian 
government Our policy, in favor of free and fair elections, 
certainly remai' in place We are working with all elemenis 
in the Haiti - government and opposition -- to try to 


encourage that oa 


In the end however, it's up to the Haitians, how 
their political system develops 


Q Ph ij , > 

A Y Gi rae 

(st alii 

¢ ( Lhis report about ihe $8 million appropriated 
for thi Jewist : } ols, Can you confirm that the State 
Department was ops ,( io this? And since the ultimate 
beneficiaries ere not refugees according to UNHCR, does the 
State Lepar li © any Way to appeal that appropriation or 
does it have to sf the money now? 

f ( position in principle on earmarks is clear 
We OpPpos tl Lh vw opposed tris pat { jcular earivar k . among 
others, in a Jeiter to the conferees 

['m not going to speculate in any way about what we're 
likely to do ¢ j We had expressed ourselves before 

Q | believe, since we've last met here, Ambassador 
Yieis Gecidged 1 resion or retire from the Fforeian Service, 
because due to varicus objections he could not get his 
nomination Mor C Capito] Hij] As a Senior Member of the 


Foreign Service, Go you have any comment on what - 


f Nc 

Q - happened to him or his decision? 

rm I don't have any specific comments on the status 
of Ambassador Vieis We did heve some earlier quidance on the 
whole problem of moving ambassadors, and perhaps if you'll 


* 


check in the Press Office afterwards 1 can get that for you 


Q Do you have the dates of Mr. Armacost's trip to 








Islamabad? 
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0 N Our general practice is we don't give them 
' i ’ 5 } T ° , 
out We've sinply said he’s going in eariy January 

Q Anything on the restoration of diplomatic ties 
between Tunisia and Libya: 

¢ f\ 

@) f y ng f vai fl Spain - Barceiona and iravel 
advisories - or afiy Ct = 

fs hw don't have anything new on the situation in 
Barcelona, and we a not have confirmation of Wwio Ww 
responsivd¢ { ire atte - 1 hi US Dar ui! ich resulted in ihe 
death y¢ ters Oot a j , lor lia gre Ss havi claimed 
responsibijaiy ine Span) sit authorit) ars invest }gatinga, and 
We afr Keeping if ar ooperating Fudiay with them 

a | i444 

' th { j ad Ciaime re spores 4} ,3410Y {or o 
ty nt GQ ¢ t rie ' ia if Bart e |< a in QO tober p wit i ( ri 
causi ¢ { the bu jt t Casualtis We're 
rie t able { ( ( { f i ! r tt i th Gr Ui b?S luia 
re Spi if Jj | ( 1 ' 

Le ' \s Tut repre ible thas terrorist 
atta \k ww! ( 7 * i 4 yu \ j sail r al } a ri + ( nine 
other nw Y t ( i ¢ Qi t | a une ar of{-duty 
S$alior CP ieuratil tL! nr i ’ wert atltacC keg by terrorists 
Tt ext , (Get i Sy { i {an i] ‘ ct lpmarte and 
friends of Petty OF f rhe trong and the sailors who were 
woundgec wit nd 

(Q Nut c tr } 4 j y 

8) f\ 

Q - or anything or {ravel te Spair nou 

¢) N 

; - 

Q tcCxCUS6 Mh i f this 1S repetitiot ] viasn ji here 
last week On the Spanish bases and F-16s, is there anything 
new Lo that nol 

e N We did cover that issue last weel anc uK 
said that we expect a new negotiating round in January 
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TAKEN QUESTION POSTED DECEMBER 28, 1987 


NEXT SHULTZ-SHEVARONADZE MEETING 








Q Has a Gate been establisned for the next Shult7-Shevardnadze 
meeting’ 

= -- BOTH SIDES AGREE IN PRINCIPLE !HAT THERE SHOULD BE A 
SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS BETWEEN SECRETARY SHULTZ AND FOREIGN 
MINISTER SHEVARONADZ” REVIFW THE ISSUES IN ALL AREAS OF 
US -SOVUIET RELATIONS AND TO PREPARE FOR THE MOSCOW SUMMLT. 
WHICH WE EXPECT WILL BE HELD IN THE FIRST HALF OF 1988 


-— WE ARE WORKING "HROUGH DI P!OMAIIC CHANNELS [O ESTABLISH 


DATES 








TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: December 28, 1987 


TASS REPORT ON U.S. EXPERT TEAM VISIT TO GOMEL/MOSCOW 
RADAR SITES. 








Q. Did we read the actual TASS report or wire? What dia it 
say? 

A. == YES, WE READ THE TASS REPORT. THE DECEMBER 23 SOVIET 
FBIS TRANSLATES THE TASS REPORT AS FOLLOWS: 
"THE U.S. REPRESENTATIVES WERE ABLE TO CONVINCE THEMSELVES 
OF THE AUTHENTICITY OF THE INFORMATION PREVIOUSLY SUPPLIED 
BY THE SOVIET SIDE, THE USSR FOREIGN MINISTRY SPOKESMAN 
STRESSED. IT FOLLOWS QUITE EVIDENTLY FROM THIS THAT THE 


USSR IS STRICTLY OBSERVING ALL PROVISIONS OF THE ABM TREATY." 


-- AS WE NOTED AT THE TIME, THIS STATEMENT IS NOT ACCURATE. 
THE U.S. TEAM MADE NO SUCH CONCLUSIONS. THE U.S. TEAM IS 
EVALUATING THE INFORMATION IT COLLECTED. ITS CONCLUSIONS 


WILL BE CONVEYED TO U.S. AUTHORITIES WHEN THEY ARE COMPLETED. 
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 29, 1987, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MPS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and centlemen. I 
have no announcements, and I'll be happy to begin with your 
questions. 


Q Anything further on the American who the Soviets 
say was killed in Afghanistan? 


a) We don't have any information whatsoever on that 
American. I think he may be a mythical being, but we literally 
have nothing on it. 


Q Have you asked Moscow, and they .ave had no reply? 
A We're going through the normal process of trying 
to check. As I said, anything like this information we do 


follow up on. 


Q In Israel, Israeli officials have said they're 
going to go ahead with deportations. Do you have any comment 
on this? 


6) The Government of Israel is certainly aware of 
our general views on this guestion. We have conveyed our 
opposition to deportations to various Israeli officials. 


Q Phyllis, at this point we've conveyed our 
opposition to deportations; we've conveyed our opposition to 
lethal weapons; we've conveyed our opposition to the general 
use of force against the protesters; and the Israelis basically 
haven't listened to any of those concerns. What more can the 
U.S. Government do? 


i Let me just point out we have no information 
beyond press reports that the Government of Israel has decided 
to adopt a policy of deporting on this. We repeat we hope they 
will not do so and we've urged them not to do so. 


Beyond that, I'm just not going to comment. I think, 
in relations between the United States and any other countries, 
we make our views known; they make their views known to us. We 
don't pass judgment on questions of everybody heeding all this, 
and 1 really just have nothing further on it. 
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Q Still on Israel, I'm not sure if this was covered 
yesterday, but apparently the American Embassy is going to 
Monitor the trials. Do you have anything on the reasons for 
that? 


A Yes, I believe we will be sending observers to 
various trials. 


Q Why? 


a We are interested in these questions. I think 
we've done it before. There's nothing unusual in that. 


Q Can you tell us when before you've done it? 
A I don't have the details on that. 


Q You say you don't make your views known. When 
such riots occur in South Korea, you very definitely make your 
views known. When such incidents happened in Chile, when 
civilians were killed during Chilean protests, you made your 
views known. The Ambassador went to the funeral. I mean, 
isn't this a double-standard? 


a No, I think you missed the point, or perhaps I 
wasn't clear enough on it. You asked if we had evaluations on 
whether our concerns were heeded or whether various countries 
had followed some of the concerns that we had raised. And I 
was saying, on that point, we don't discuss publicly how those 
things came about. 


Our concerns are certainly well known on a variety of 
subjects. That's the point I was trying to make. 


Q Well, Phyllis, just to follow that up, when the 
Chilean protest became so violent and when the South Korean 
protest became equally violent, the United States moved in 
other arenas -- things like the International Monetary Fund and 
the World Bank. Is there any consideration whatsoever to 
taking measures, other than an aid cut-off, like that for 
Israel? I mean, is there any idea of some sort of punitive 
action against Israel for its repeated defiance of American 
calls for a softer hand? 


I'm not going to speculate in any way on possible 
actions. 


Q Phyllis, now that Anne mentioned Chilc, the 
Chilean Foreign Ministry issued a statement today criticizing 
the U.S. denunciation of its human rights violations ina 
statement in which we called for democratization in Chile. The 
Foreiaqn Minister called it an act of interference in the 
internal affairs of Chile. Do we have any comment on that? 
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A No, I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Phyllis, could we go back to the region again? 
Do you have any comment now that the Arab summit is over and 
they've denounced Iran and there seems to be support building 
for some kino of a U.N. force in the Gulf? Does that change 
the American position at all? 


é We have noted the communique of the GCC and the 
opening focus of the statement which makes clear the escalation 
of the Iran-Iraq war threatens regional security and 
non-belligerent shipping in the Gulf, and that Iran has 
launched a number of aggressive acts against GCC states and 
shipping to non-belligerent ports in the Gulf. 


The GCC leadership also calls on the international 
community to take the necessary steps to implement Security 
Council Resolution 598. This is further testimony to the 
overwhelming concern in the region and throughout the world for 
the Security Council to move quickly on a follow-up resolution 
to ensure compliance with 598. 


Q What is the state of play there, Phyllis? Where 
are the Council members in preparing a document? 


f\ We talked about this yesterday, and I don't have 
anything beyond that. [ don't know when the actual drafting 
wil] begin. 


Q In their press conference they said apparently 
they welcomed the idea of a U.N. naval force. Do you have any 
reaction to that? 


f\ No. We certainly have made our views known on 
that, and I think we have stressed again, in our view, emphasis 
must be focused on the follow-up resolution to ensure 
compliance with 598. 


Q Just so that I'm clear on what that means in 
plain English, I guess that means that the U.S. would support a 
naval force that is directed only at enforcing the embargo and 
not one that would take over from the U.S. in terms of 
escorting shipping? 


6 No. I think, again, the statement I used 
yesterday expressed our views on that and covered that 
situation. Basically, I think if you'll] review that, it said 
we, without commitment, would be willing to discuss this. But, 
it in no way affected our position on the protection of U.S. 
shipping. 


Q Are you surprised or distressed by the fact the 
GCC countries say that they'd welcome this sort of move? 
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ts No. I think this is an idea that obviously is in 
play. We again continue to stress we think attention should be 
focused on the second resolution. 


Q A follow-up on the Barcelona bombing? Have you 
gotten anything further on that? 

A No, we don't have anything further on that either. 

Q Nothing more on the Terry Waite story either? 


6 No. Sorry. That's it. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:17 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 30, 1987, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one brief announcement: 


The Department of State is releasing today American 
Foreign Policy: Current Documents, 1986. The press release 
prepared by the Office of the Historian is available in the 
Press Office. Ordering information is included in the press 
release. Copies of the volume are available for reading and 
consultation in the Office of che Historian. 








Now I']] be happy to answer any of your questions. 


Q What do you have on the Chinese diplomats who 
apparently have been expelled? 


f\ On December 22 the Department of State asked the 
Chinese Embassy to arrange the departure from the United States 
of two Chinese diplomats The two individuals were engaged in 
activities incompatible with their diplomatic status. I 
understand that they have left the United States. 


Q Do you have ID's on then? 

A No, I don't have any of the details or their 
nae s 

Q What were they doing? 

A We requested that the Chinese Government arrange 


their immediate departure from the United States, as I said, 
for activities incompatible with their diplomatic status. 


Q Can you further define that? 

a No, I don't have any further definition of that. 
Q Is it espionage? 

7 I just don't have any further details on that. 


Q Why weren't they PNG'd? 
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‘ [ think, in this case, we went immediately to the 
Chinese Governwent that arranged for their departure, so that 
it simply wasn't necessary to declare them Personna Non Grata. 


Q It's not necessarily a reflection of the 
seriousness of their activities that they weren't PNG'd then? 


f\ I] think this was simply the arrangement that was 
worked out with the Chinese Embassy. 


Q Has there been any indication of retaliation by 
the Chinese? 


f\ I'm not going to speculate on any possible 
retaliation by the Government of China I would add, however, 
that there would be no justification for retaliation 


Q Were they detainea or held for any period of time 
by the FBI? 


¢ 1 samply don't know the answer to that question. 
Q Hat the Chinese protested Lhe expulsion? 
f Nu As 1 said, the Chinese Government arranged 


for their immediate departure 


Q Are these the first Chinese that we have asked to 
leave? 

f\ Yes 

Q How do you characterize the relations now after 


this episode? 


fe The same as they were There is no change in the 
relationship. 


Q Is the State Department trying to down-play this 
incident? 


f No In no way are we trying to down-play it 
When such @ case arises, we deal with it promptly in accordance 
with established procedures 


Q Did the Soviets ever retaliate -- 


4 tExcuse me lwo questions at the same time 
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Q Did the Soviets ever retaliate for the expulsion 
of the Soviet official in New York? 


f ] don't believe so ] have not seen any sign 
that they have 


Q Were they trying to traffic in information useful 
to the national security of the United States? 


ia l'm sorry I just can't help you with that 
question. 

Q Did you warn against any future similar 
activities by Chinese diplomats? 

A I think simply that we dealt with it, as 1 said, 
according to our established procedures 

Q Did we protest to the Chinese in any other way, 
other than asking |! to pleese get these guys out of the 
country? 

f) Again, I will go back to what I've said before 
we went to the Chinese Government according to our procedures; 
they cooperatec, these people have left 

Q Were these activities in the Washington area? 

f ] just don't have any information on that 

Q Phyllis, do you know whether the Chinese have 


ever asked any American officials to leave under similar 
circumstances? 


6 1] don't know that 
Q Could you find out? 
Q Could I just ask for two quick clarifications? 


One, were these two men attached to the Chinese Embassy in 
Washington? 


A Yes They had diplomatic immunity 


s Do you know what their status was? I mean, is it 
a military attache or -- 


f\ No, I don't have the detaiis I don't have their 
names or their positions 
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Q Second, when you say that these are the first 
Chinese that were asked to Jeave, do you mean since we 
recognized the People's Republic of China? 


6 Yes 
Q Is that the period of time you're talking about? 
Ay Yes, and reestablished our diplomatic relations. 


Mrs. Oakley, I heard on television this morning 
that one of them was the Assistant Military Attache. I don't 
know that that is true, but that's what 1 heard on the news 
broadcast. 


f\ Again, as 1 said before, 1 don't have their names 
and [ don't have their positions 


Q ls there any third party involved? 

A Not that I am aware of, certainly Buc aGain, Il 
Gon't have the deiails on what activities they were engaged in 
or how we came to know about this [ just can't help you with 
thet 

Q When you say you don't have the names, does it 


means that you'll be giving them later, or you don't want to 
Give the names? 


6 I] simply can't help you 1 don't have the names 
with me. I'm not sure that we will give their names. I think 
that would be for the Chinese Embassy to do 


was there an agreement with the Chinese that this 
would not be announced by the State Department? 


A I'm aware of no such agreement that it wouldn't 
be announced As 1 said, we follow our normal] procedures in a 
case like this. 


Q What are your normal procedures? 


Q Why don't you have the names and details? I 
mean, in previous cases when Russians have been expelled for 
similar activities or alleged activities, you have always given 
full details with the names and details of the case. 


a Let me see if I can get an answer for that -- why 
at this point we just are not giving the names 
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Q lwo questions and both a point of detail. Number 
one, was the Chinese Ambassador asked to come in here to hear 
this? 4nd number two, since the request was made on December 
22, and today is the 30th, why did it take so long to announce 
it, if they left immediately? 


ia I think that it takes a bit of time -- I] don't 
have the exact dates when they left. Again, I simply am not 
able to help you with those questions. We felt that the 
Chir se Government responded adequately. We asked for their 
imr diate departure, and they have left the country. 





Q How long had the diplomats been here in 
Washincton? 


is Agein, I don't have any of those details. 

Q You said you followed the normal procedures 
These are exceptional events, though What are the nornial 
procedures? Could you outline them? 

6) 1 don't have a rundown of our procedures, what 
we've done in other cases when diplomats have either been asked 


to leave the country or have been declared Personna Non Grata. 
not prepares to go into those 


Q Do we see this case as being serious enough to 
have some sort of fulure repercussions in our relationship with 
China? 


fi I'm not offering any classification of the 
event. As [I said before, our relationship continues as before. 
Q Have any Americans been expelled? 
a He asked that question. 
Q Did he? I didn't hear it. 
A I simply don't have the answer to that 
Q Do you consider that the file is closed now with 


regard to this case, or there still are discussions goine on 
with the Chinese? 


ia) No We consider the matter closed 
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Q lhere was an earlier question on whether -- you 
know, why you weren't giving the information in this case, and 
you have in the cease ef Russian spies Is that because it is 
China and not Russia? 


id 1 said I'd take that question, and I can't give 
you an answer because I know that we have given the names in 
other cases So let me look at tha+. 

Q Do you have any comment on the action in Salvador 


on the clemency or release of the two men who were convicted of 
the murders of the agrarian reformers in 1980? 


6 Ihis case in €] Salvador is referred to as the 
Sheraton case. We are appalled and outraged at the court 
decision rejecting the government's appeal of the amnesty grant 
in this case which was not, in our view, a political crime. 


The Sheraton case was tried as a common crime, and the 
killers were convicted under purely criminal statutes. The 
same viow regarding the Sheraton case was expressec 1.9 US 
before passage of the amnesty law by senior Salvadoran judicial 
and executive officials Furthermore, the accused former 
officer has not been brought to trial, so political motivation 
for his alleced participation in the crime has not even been 
established 


We particularly object to the procedure followed by 
the courts in this case -- an unusually quick decision, with 
release occurring on the eve of a court recess. Given tiis 
situation, we are reviewing possible responses. 


Q What direct action have you taken with the 
Government of £1 Salvador as a protest or immediate -- 


6 As 1 said, we are considering responses. 
Q Well, what did you do prior to this action? 
A We had discussed this case with them, as I said 


in the statement that I read. We had expressed our views to 
the Government Lhat it was a case of crime that should not be 
included in the amnesty, and they were aware of our views. 


Q When you say you are considering responses, do 
you mean such as a formal protest or something other than -- 


f\ I'm not speculating in any way what the response 
might be 
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Q Phyllis, just @ quick question. There has been 
no formal protest Gelivered to the Salvadorans, is that what 
you're saying’ 


if Whet we are saying [is that] we had discussed the 
case with them. with our views, before the decision was handed 
down It has just happened We are discussing what our 


response will be 


Q anc what about the people that are in jail for 
the murders of the American servicemen and the American 
Maryknoll] nuns? 


ra are separate cases We had talked about 
that before a t think that they should be seen as 
connectec wi’ this on 

Q ihe Middle tast, please Israeli leaders -- the 
Prime Minister and Defense Minister and the Ambassador to the 
United Nations -- ser io have, or actually have, issued 
statements saying that they would ao on deporting Palestinians 
accused of whatever they were, in disregard of this 
government's appeal Lo them not to do so Do you have any 
comments on that’ 

i ] have seen those statements. I really don't 


have any comment on them We have had no reports that 
deportations have occurred 


Q Did you actually communicate those views to the 
Israeli Government directly or just over the -- 


f. We have said, and I repeat, if you'll] go back and 
check the transcript yesterday, that we have expressed our 
views to various Israeli Government officials. 


Q Through the Israeli Ambassador here or the 
American Ambassador in Tel Aviv? 


a I think in both places. 


Q Are contacts still going on with the Israeli 
Government with regard to the trials and your point of view 
regarding the expulsion of Palestinians from their homeland? 


A I really don't have anything new on that. 
Contacts, of course, continue; but we have made our views 
known. I have really nothing further to add on that. 














-8- 12/30/87 


Q Phyllis, there are reports of the presence of 
American diplomats at these trials. Could you explain why 
they're there, and were those requested by Washington or was 
that undertaken in Tel Aviv? 


A Yesterday American diplomatic personnel did 
observe trials of Palestinians arrested during the 
disturbances We intend to continue to follow the proceedings. 


I think that this normal practice when we're concerned 


on issues such as this. I don't have any further information 
on that. 


Q You can't tell us what the observers observed, if 
* .ey saw any violations of civil rights? 


A No, I'm sorry I don't have anything on that. 


Q Are they observing in both the West Bank and Gaza? 


a 
a) 1 would assume that they are. 


So it must be from here rather than from the 
Embassy, since the Embassy doesn't cover the West Bank? 


A Well, as I said, I think we said yesterday there 
were diplomatic personne] That would include both from the 
Embassy in Tel Aviv and the Consulate in Jerusalem. 


Q But nobody sent from here, from the State 
Department, for this purpose? 


f\ No. 


Q The United States' objection to the deportation 
is based solely on the fact that it might create further 
demonstrations or also on violation of the Geneva Accords? 


A Our views on that are well known. I think that 
they are a matter of public record, and those views are based 
on our view on the applicability of the Geneva Convention. 


Q Wait a minute. This is confusing because the 
reports that we have -- at least that I read in the paper -- is 
that the American suggestion not to deport is based on the 
possibility that further disorder might occur if there are 
deportations. But the Hague regulations and the Geneva Accords 
apparently have not been brought into the discussion by the 
American officials. 
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A I think what I meant, in answer to her question, 
is that we have expressed our views on the general question of 
deportations, their legality, before. This is a matter of 
public record. We are obviously concerned about violence. Our 
hope is that it will end, that these disturbances will wind 
down. We've said all this before. Nothing new. 


We're simply trying to make sure that we -- excuse me, 
we can't make sure -- but our concern is that the situation 
wind down; and the feeling, I think obviously, is that 
deportations would not contribute to that. 


Q Well, just as a@ matter of getting it technically 


correct, then it's not based -- these suggestions made to the 
Israeli Government on deportation are not based on the 
international convention or regulation, but on the fact that, 


look, don't do this because we might have more riots? 


f\ What I'm saying is that our positions on these 
issues are well known. We have talked about expressing our 
views to the Israeli Government that deportations not occur. 
That's clear We've said thet before We've also said that 
we're not goine into al] the details of our diplomatic 
discussions. 


Q Phyllis, the Israelis are apparently going to go 
with deporting some of these people in really -- I don't want 
to use the term “defiance” --~ but opposing the enunciated or 
announced U.S. policy. Is there anything you can do to stop 


them from doing so, because they are going to do it? They've 
stated that they will. 


Q We have said that we have no reports that the 
deportations have occurred. I'm not going to speculate in any 
way. 

Q So you're not taking them on their word? They 


said they are going to deport some Palestinians. 

f I can't help you with that. 

Q The Israelis said today that they weren't going 
to conduct mass deportations, but it was going to be on a 
case-by-case basis after a judicial review. If people were 
deported after a judicial review, would we still protest that? 


6 Again, [I'm not going to speculate. 
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Q On the mythical American in Afghanistan, have you 
got anything new on who he might be? 


a No, we don't have anything on him. We are making 
approaches to both the government in Kabul and through our 
Embassy in Moscow, but we just have no further information on 
him. 


Q Do you hold the possibility that this might be 
Soviet disinformation that there are American military advisors 
in Afghanistan? 


f I just, again, can't speculate on that. We just 
have no infor ition on it. 


Q Just as a matter of record, the observers -- the 
diplomatic observers -- at the trials are not from the Embassy 
in Tel] Aviv but from the Consulate in East Jerusalem? 


A [I said that they were from both. 


Q Oh. They've gone from the Embassy to Gaza? Does 
the Embassy cover Gaza? 


A Yes, but 1 just don't have the exact information 
of who's on first and things like that. We have simply said 
that diplomatic personne] have attended some of the proceedings. 


Q From those observations or that monitoring, have 
they concluded that the arrested people are getting due process? 


fe) [ just don't have any report on what they have 
observed 1 just can't help you with that. 


Q Will you do a conclusion on that? 


A I'm just not in a position to say how that's 
going to be handled. 


Q Do you have anything on a press report that the 
Iranians are exchanging chemical warfare weapons for SCUD 
missiles with Libya? 


i No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Phyllis, who do these observers actually report 
to? To the Secretary or to the President, or who will they 
report to in the final analysis? 
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A Well, they will follow standard procedures on 
Embassy diplomatic reporting. I just have no further details 
on that. 


Q And that ends up at the State Department? Is 
that what it is? 


f\ I'm not going to get into the whole 
distribution. It is handled through normal - - 


Q Phyllis, what is "standard." That's what we're 
trying to understand. 


6 Standard diplomatic reporting that is returned to 
Washington. 


Q I'm sure you won't want to discuss the 
anti-Israeli diatribe by Evans and Novak, but can you tell us 
something about the story about human rights that appeared in 


the paper this morning? Mr. Schifter had some kind of response 
to it. Can you clarify that or give us some additional 
information, or corroborate the - 


a) On the first comment, you're absolutely correct. 
Q You mean about Evans «& Novak? 
A About not having any conment. (Laughter) 
Q Very good, Phyllis; very good. 
; Q You're not adopting the characterization, though, 
are you? 
) In regard to the report on human rights that was 


discussed yesterday, it is true that Ambassador Schifter, who 
is the Assistant Secretary for the Bureau of Human Rights, did 
have a statement that I think was circulated. I think you're 
aware of what he said on that. We hope to have a more detailed 
response to that report which should be available this 
afternoon or tomorrow in the Press Office. 


Q On the mythical American, has the government in 
Kabul responded to the inquiries you've made? 


A As far as I'm aware, we have not had responses to 
our approaches on that question. 


Q Phyllis, is the U.S. soft on drug traffickers, as 
was reported today? 
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A No. the Department of State has a long-standing 
record of aggressively supporting U.S. efforts to combat 
international drug trafficking. 


In regard to this question of the Custom Service 
proposal for marking the passports of U.S. citizens who have 
not been convicied of any offense, in our view it raises a 
number of complex and serious legal and policy issues. 


I think we have stated before that we feel that there 
are grave concerns about stamps in passports of people who have 
not gone through the legal system. Since the matter is a 
subject of on-going interagency deliberations within the 
Executive Branch, it would be both prenature and inappropriate 
for the Department to comment further at this time. 


Q Thank you. 
A Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 





Posted: December 30, 1987 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE DECEMBER 30 DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


CHINA: EXPULSION OF TWO DIPLOMATS 





= 


Q: Why won't you make public the names of the two diplomats who 
were expelled? 


A: <-- WE REQUESTED THAT THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT ARRANGE THE PROMPT 


DEPARTURE FROM THE UNITED STATES OF THE TWO DIPLOMATS WHO WERE 
ENGAGED IN ACTIVITIES INCOMPATIBLE WITH THEIR DIPLOMATIC 
STATUS. THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAS COMPLIED WITH OUR REQUEST. 


WE CONSIDER THIS MATTER CLOSED. 


-- PUBLICIZING THE NAMES OF FOREIGN DIPLOMATS WHO DEPART THE 
UNITED STATES AFTER HAVING BEEN FOUND TO HAVE ENGAGED IN 


ACTIVITIES INCOMPATIBLE WITH THEIR STATUS IS THE EXCEPTION 


RATHER THAN THE RULE. 
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THURSDAY, DECEMBER 31, 1987, 12:38 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have several brief announcements 


The Department of State is releasing today American 
Foreign Policy Current Documents, 1982 -- Supplement, a 
microfiche supplement to the American Foreign Policy series. 
It provides additional] information on documentation on the 
public expression of U.S. foreign policy in the year 1982, 
including records of the Daily Department of State Press 
Briefings The printed volume for 1982 was published in 1985. 











A press release prepared by the Office of the 
Historian is available in the Press Office Ordering 
information is included Copies of the microfiche publication 
are available for reading and consultation in the Office of the 
Historian 


Q Can we have a filing break? (Laughter) 

f Only if you don't come back (Laughter) 

Q 1 would also like to announce a schedule for some 
meetings in Hanoi U.S. officials met with Vietnamese U.N 
Mission Members in New York December 30 to discuss progress on 
key bilateral humanitarian issues It was agreed that the next 


POW/MIA technical meeting will] be held in Hanoi January 22-25. 

A meeting between U S. and Vietnamese disability 
experts has been scheduled for January 15 through the 18, also 
in Hanoi 


Q Could 1 interrupt? What are disability experts? 


A I believe the disability experts are people who 
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deal with the loss of limbs and serious medical problems, and 
it includes prosthetics experts They have met twice with 
their Vietnamese counterparts in Hanoi to survey Vietnam's 
problems in this area 


Q Are they prepared to do clinical work there, or 
is this just discussion? 


a 1 think it is still discussion I don't believe 
they are yet to the point of clinical work 


As a result of the teams' efforts, the U.S. Government 
published a report on the prosthetics and disability situation 
in Vietnam and distributed it to the non-governmental 


organization community Seven of these organizations sent 
representatives on a December 14-2] trip to Vietnan They have 
since returned, and we understand they are exploring specific 
projects to aid the disabled in Vietnan 

\ Presumably war victims; right? 

ms Yes 

Phyllis the report is that - I'm sorry Did 

you want to finish? 

f Ils that finiashed with the M]A? 

G No, I'm asking about 

is Please 

Q - the subject you just raised The report, the 
U.S. Government report on prosthetic needs, has that been 


distributed or is that available’ 


ts I don't - 
v The one you referred to, I mean 
6 I assume that it is public; it has been 


distributed to the non-governmental organization community 

Q And have there been any changes in trade 
restrictions to allow the non-governmental agencies to fulfill 
the needs in that report? 


a I think we had guidance on that earlier, when we 
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Giscussed this question before -- on some of these visits that 
had gone back and forth; and it was my understanding that the 
trade restrictions were not changed 


Let me check in the Press Office on that, and we'll 
get that for you 


Excuse, ma'am Is this a kind of sign to improve 
the bilateral relations -- U.S.-Vietnam? 


A You mean is tis meeting to discuss other things, 
other than humanitarian? 


Q ls this a kind of signal or sign to improve the 
bilateral relations? 


7 No We have discussed this as purely s mething 
that is conducted on humanitarian issues We note that the 
progress on the POW/MIA issue has been minimal so far 


Following Vessey's August visit to Hanoi, U.S. and 
Vietnamese experis have met twice in Hanoi Additionally, the 
Vietnamese have returned eight sets of remains Two of these 
have been confirmed to be Americans The remaining ceses are 
still being investigated by the Combat Identification 
Laboratory in Hawaii 


My last announcement concerns information that we 
provided to the Soviet Union on additional Pershing I-A missile 
stages 


I think many of you are aware that on December 30 we 
provided to the Soviet Union a revised count of U.S. Pershing 
I-A missile stages to correct the data in the INF Treaty's 
Memorandum of Understanding This correction reflects our 
recent realization that defective PIA missile stages located at 
the Longhorn Army Ammunition Plant in Marshall, Texas, had been 
inadvertently omitted 


The stages, which include eight Pershing I missile 
first stages, seven second stages and one first-stage inert 
trainer, were all rejected at the time of manufacture because 
they had defects which could not be corrected They had 
remained at the plant since their manufacture The plant 
ceased production of the Pershing I almost ten years ago 


And, in order to clear up any misperception, let me 
note that missile production facilities such as the Longhorn 
plant are not subject to on-site inspection 
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Now, I'll be happy to take your questions 


Q The Chinese claim now that the two diplomats who 
were expelled last week were victims of a frameup Do you have 
any comment on that? 


is) We requested the departure of the two diplomats 
because they were engaged in activities incompatible with their 
Giplomatic status I really have nothing further beyond that. 


Q Have we received a protest from the Chinese? 

- Yes, we have received a protest from the Chinese. 

Q Have we responded? 

ia l am not aware of that, that there has been a 
response, and this would fall under the classification of 


confidential] diplomatic exchange 


Q Do you have the circumstances of the protest -- 
who and where’ 


A l] understand that they have protested both in 
Beijing and in Washington 


Q Have the names of the persons been revealed yet? 


a I do not have the names and the titles of the two 
diplomats 


Q Is there a kind of anticipation of retaliation by 
the Chinese? 


A That's not a question I can help you with 


Q Following this up, was there also a similar 
incident about a Soviet diplomat in New York? 


A Well, there was a Soviet diplomat. That case was 
covered in mid-December If you would like more information on 
that, it's available in the Press Office. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q On another subject, do you have any comment on -- 
or what is your comment on the freeing in Colombia of Jorge 
Luis Ochoa, the drug dealer, which the Justice Department 
officials obviously dislike and they want him extradited? 


6 Jorge Ochoa was released December 30, 1987, from 
custody in Colombia where he was being held for violating his 
Colombian bond and pending possible extradition to the United 
States on narcotics trafficking charges. The circumstances 
surrounding his release are not entirely clear. We have been 
informed by the Government of Colombia that it is investigating 
the judge and the head of the prison who released Ochoa and 
conducting a nation-wide search for the released criminal. 


We are disgusted by the fact that this major Colombian 
narcotics trafficker is now free The Government of Colombia 
had a clear responsibility to make certain this dangerous 
criminal] was not released The United States Government had in 
fact been assured by the Government of Colombia at the highest 
levels that Ochoa would not be set free The interests of both 
our countries have been damaged, and our common struggle 
against the traffickers has been made more difficult 


This morning Acting Secretary Whitehead called in the 
Colombian Ambassador to the United States to state our shock 
and distress. He noted the devastating effect this will have 
on Colombia's reputation as a serious opponent of drug 
traffickers 


Q Copy? 

te Yes 

Q Was that a formal protest on Whitehead's part? 

A Well, he called the Ambassador in. 

Q Is there a -- what's the distinction between 
calling him in and talking to him and filing a formal protest, 
if you could? 

ia I'm not sure whether we would, at this point, 
call it a protest. I think you could certainly -- I think the 


level of our distress and shock with this incident is perfectly 
clear. 


Yes? 
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Q This coming January the Prime Minister of Japan, 
Mr. Takeshita, will be coming here. 


. Yes. 


Q This is the first trip for him to the States. 
What kind of welcome do you expect? And what is on the agenda? 


As you may know, I'm sure, Mr. Carlucci issued a 
statement yesterday on the military budget. 


6 Yes, I'm aware that Secretary Carlucci issued a 
statement on the budget. We had one prepared as well. Perhaps 
you'd like to ask to see that in the Press Office 


Q Uh-huh 


fo I have no specific information on the agenda or 
topics that will be discussed during Takeshita's visit to the 
United States Let me say in general that we expect his 
welcome to be very warm, and we look forward to his visit. 


Q Mrs. Oakley, do you have any further comment on 
the Israeli acts regard to the trials of the Palestinians or 
their intention to deport some of them away from their 
homelands? 


ia No, I don't have anything further beyond what we 
have stated before 


Q Do you have any new assurances from the Israelis 
that they are going ahead with their plans to deport them? 


e Again, 1 just have nothing further beyond what 
has been seid 


Yes? 


Has there been any reportina from the American 
diplomats attending the trials on the West Bank and Gaza? 


i We noted that -- I] think there were a few remarks 
that were made by the Counsel General in Jerusalem. I've just 
seen the press reports on that. I really haven't seen the full 


text of his remarks, and I'm not aware that the reports have 
come in 
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Yes? 

Q Different subject? 

és Yes. Excuse me I'll get back to you. 

Q On that subject, since I have not been here to 


hear you, your posture on the trials and the proposed 
deportations is what? 


A We had stated before that we had sent diplomatic 
personnel to watch the trials. We were monitoring the 
Situation. 


Q But as 1987 ends, I mean, is the United States 
considering any change in policy to get this deadlocked peace 
process moving? 


A We discussed the peace process earlier and our 
commitment to it. I'd refer you to the transcript of what 
we've said earlier about this process. 


Yes? 


Q £E] Salvador, please In a statement from the 
Embassy in San Salvador, they referred to consideration of 
ending a program of $9 million to improve their judiciary. In 
addition, I thought there also may have been some interest in 
cutting the regular aid budget because of the release of the 
two guardsmen. 


Can you clarify any of that, please? 


i) Let me just point out that review of those 
aspects of the judicial reform project in E11 Salvador which 
relite to assistance to the judiciary itself is a possible 
response. We had said that we were reviewing what our 
responses would be, that review of that whole question could be 
a possible response. 


But I don't have anything further on what our response 
could be. 


Q Anything on the diplomatic shiftings published 
today in The Washington Post 





& No. Those appointments are always made by the 
White House. 
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Q Can we just be clear on the Chinese diplomats? 


Are you saying that you do not reject the Chinese charge that 
they were framed up? 


a I'm not commenting on our diplomatic exchanges. 


i simply stated that we had received a protest from the Chinese 
Government 


Q Thank you. 
“ Happy New Year. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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FINAL ACTS 


of the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF 
Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (HF BC-87) 


Geneva, 1987 


Preamble 


The World Administrative Radio Conference (Geneva, 1979), con- 
sidering in its Resolution 508, inter alia, that the existing situation in the 
HF bands allocated exclusively to the broadcasting service is not satisfac- 
tory, resolved that the use of the HF bands allocated to the broadcasting 
service should be subject to planning by a world administrative radio 
conference to be held in two sessions. 


The Plenipotentiary Conference (Nairobi, 1982), in its Resolution 1, 
decided that this Conference should be held in two sessions and made the 
necessary arrangements. 


The Administrative Council, at the opening meeting of its 38th 
session, considered Resolution 508 of the WARC-7° and took the neces- 
sary steps to convene the First Session of the World Administrative Radio 
Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the 
Broadcasting Service, by adopting Resolution 874. 




















The First Session, which took place in Geneva from 10 January to 
11 February 1984, established, in its Report to the Second Session, the 
technical parameters to be used for planning as well as the principles 
governing the use of the HF bands allocated exclusively to the 
broadcasting service. Having adopted an associated method of planning, 
the First Session requested the IFRB to develop computer programs and 
test procedures for the preparation of application of the planning method. 
It also requested the CCIR to continue and complete the complementary 
studies on certain technical elements. 


At its 39th session the Administrative Council established the 
agenda for the Second Session by its Resolution 912; at its 41st session, 
considering the results of foregoing consultations, it amended that Resolu- 
tion and resolved that the Second Session be convened in Geneva for five 
weeks commencing on Monday, 2 February 1987. 


Consequently, the Second Session of the World Administrative 
Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the 
Broadcasting Service was held at Geneva from 2 February to 8 March 1987 
and adopted a partial revision of the Radio Regulations, which comprises 
the following elements: 


MOD Art. 8 Frequency Allocations; 


MOD Art. 12 Notification and Recording in the Master Inter- 
national Frequency Register of Frequency Assign- 
ments to Terrestrial Radiocommunication Sta- 
tions; 


MOD Art. 17 Planning and Procedures for the Bands Allocated 
Exclusively to the Broadcasting Service Between 
5 950 kHz and 26 100 kHz; 


MOD Art. 30 ~— Broadcasting Service and Broadcasting Satellite 
Service; 


MOD App. 2 Submission of Information to the IFRB for High 
Frequency Broadcasting Requirements; 


MOD App. 7 Table of Transmitter Frequency Tolerances; 


ADD App. 45 ==Technical Parameters Relating to the Use of the 
HF Bands Exclusively Allocated to the 
Broadcasting Service. 
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The partial revision of the Radio Regulations, as outlined above, 
shall form an integral part of the latter and shall enter into force on 
1 September 1988 at 0001 hours UTC, unless a different date of entry into 
force is stipulated therein with regard to any element or to a part of any 
element referred to in the preceding paragraph. 


The Conference also adopted Resolutions and Recommendations 
relating to the short- and medium-term programmes of action to be 
followed to improve the use of the HF bands allocated exclusively to the 
broadcasting service. 


The delegates signing this partial revision of the Radio Regulations 
hereby declare that, should an administration make reservations concerning 
the application of one or more of the revised provisions of the Radio 
Regulations, no other administration shall be obliged to observe that 
provision or those provisions in its relations with that particular adminis- 
tration. 


Members of the Union shall inform the Secretary-General of their 
approval of the partial revision of the Radio Regulations by the World 
Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allo- 
cated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 1987). The Secretary-General 
shall inform Members promptly of the receipt of such notifications of 
approval. 





IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the delegates of the Members of the 
International Telecommunication Union mentioned below have, on behalf 
of their respective competent authorities, signed one copy of the present 
Final Acts in the Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish 
languages. In case of dispute, the French text shall prevail. This copy shall 
remain deposited in the archives of the Union. The Secretary-General shall 
forward one certified true copy to each Member of the International 
Telecommunication Union. 


Done at Geneva, 8 March 1987 
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NORMAN CHARLES DAVEY 


For Ecuador: 


JAVIER MUNOZ POMBAR 
FABIAN VALDIVIESO EGUIGUREN 


For Spain: 


PASCUAL MENENDEZ SANCHEZ 
FRANCISCO MOLINA NEGRO 


For the United States of America: 


LEONARD H. MARKS 
FRANCIS S. URBANY 











For Finland: 


K. TERASVUO 


For France: 


PHILIPPE MARANDET 
JEAN-FRANCOIS ARNAUD 
MICHEL POPOT 


For the Gabonese Republic: 


JOSEPH ISIDORE YOMBIYENI 
GASTON ENGOHANG-OBIANG 
LOUIS N’KOGHE N’DONG 


For Ghana: 


LA.K. QUARTEY 
J.E. SOLOMON 
K.A. JACKSON 


For Greece: 


D. VIDOURIS 

C. HAGER 

A.A. CASMAS 

K. GEORGIOU 

G. KATSELIS 

N. GIANNAKAKIS 








For the Republic of Guinea: 


ABDOURAHMANE SYLLA 
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For the Republic of Honduras: 


HUMBERTO LAITANO MARTINEZ 


For the Hungarian People’s Republic: 


Dr F. VALTER 


For the Republic of India: 


Dr M.K. RAO 

O.P. KHUSHU 

A.M. JOSHI 

H.O. AGRAWAL 

R. CHAKRABARTY 
A.K. BHATNAGAR 


For the Republic of Indonesia: 


R. WIKANTO 


For the Islamic Republic of Iran: 


Dr AHMAD REZA SHARAFAT 
REZA KELISHADI 
VANAND GASPAR 


For the Republic of traq: 


ABDUL SATTAR M. HINDI 
ABDULWAHID AL-SAAD 
ADEL HANA NAOUM 
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For Ireland: 
THOMAS A. DEMPSEY 


THOMAS KENNINGTON 
JOHN AC. BREEN 


For Iceland: 


HORDUR R. HARDARSON 


For the State of Israel: 
Y. SIEV 
M. SHAKKED 
A. MILLO 
S. KLEPNER 
M. FAIRMONT 
G. ORON 
Z. LEVIN 
M. KAMINSKI 


For Italy: 


A. PETTI 


For Japan: 


AKIRA ARAI 


For the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan: 


OSAMA AHMAD ASFOURA 
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For the Republic of Kenya: 
SAMSON K. CHEMAI 
JOED NGARUIYA 
STEPHEN M. CHALLO 
JAMES P. KIMANI 


JOHN P. THICNG’O 
DANIEL K. GITHUA 


For the State of Kuwait: 


JAWAD A. AL-MAZEEDI 


For the Kingdom of Lesotho: 


ROBERT T. MOETI 


For the Republic of Liberia: 


SAY YUO J.M. GARGARD 


For the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya: 
WALID ADEEB LUTFI 


MAHMOUD M. ZARAIBA 
MAHEMED S. SEBI 


For Luxembourg: 


MARC HERZOG 
EDOUARD WANGEN 


For the Democratic Republic of Madagascar: 


BENJAMIN RAKOTOARIVELO 
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For Malaysia: 


ABDULLAH SHAHADAN 
ISMAIL BIN OSMAN 


For the Republic of Maldives: 


HUSSAIN SHAREEF 
AHMED MANIK 


For the Republic of Mali: 


SIKON SISSOKO 
IDRISSA SAMAKE 
SEKOU COULIBALY 
NOUHOUM TRAORE 


For the Republic of Malta: 
JOSEPH F. BARTOLO 


ALBERT J. LATEO 
GEORGE J. SPITERI 


For the Kingdom of Morocco: 
BENHIMA EL GHALI 
AHMED TOUMI 


MOHAMMED HAMMOUDA 
ABDERRAHIM BENDAOUD 


For the Islamic Republic of Mauritania: 


MOHAMED VALL EL HADJ OUMAR 
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For Mexico: 


MANUEL TELLO 
LUIS MANUEL BROWN HERNANDEZ 


For Monaco: 


CESAR SOLAMITO 


For the Mongolian People’s Republic: 


L.M. BAYART 


For the Republic of the Niger: 


HAYAKI MOUNGA 





For Norway: 
THORMOD BOE 


INGAR JOHNSEN 
TORE @ VENSEN 


For New Zealand: 


H.E. SHILLING 
S.R. INGE 


For the Sultanate of Oman: 


HAMED YAHYA AL-KINDY 
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For the Islamic Republic of Pakistan: 


GHULAM MUHEYYUDDIN SHEIKH 


For Papua New Guinea: 


STAN G. ONA 
G.H. RAILTON 


For the Republic of Paraguay: 


SABINO ERNESTO MONTANARO 


For the Kingdom of the Netherlands: 


F.R. NEUBAUER 


For the Republic of the Philippines: 


ROSAURO V. SIBAL 
SYLVIA I. MARCELO 


For the People's Republic of Poland: 


JANUSZ FAJKOWSKI 


For Portugal: 


ROGERIO MANUEL F. SIMOES CARNEIRO 
EMILIO AQUILES DE OLIVTIRA 
DOMINGOS ANTONIO PIRES FRANCO 
LUIS ABRANTES 

CARLOS RIDE 
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For the State of Qatar: 


QASSEM ABDULLAH QASSEM 
ABDULRAZAQ ABUBAKER ALMUSLIH 


For the Syrian Arab Republic: 


MICHEL BARA 


For the German Democratic Republic: 


HERBERT GOTZE 


For the Democratic Peopic’: Republic of Korea: 


RYE HYON KIM 


For the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic: 


V.1. DELIKATNYI 


For the Socialist Republic of Romania: 


GHEORGHE DOLGU 
LUCIAN CONSTANTINESCU 
GHEORGHE POPA 


For the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland: 


JOHN GRAHAM 
GERALD CLARK 
MICHAEL DAVIES 
GERARD MANSELL 
ALAN MARSHALL 
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For the Rwandese Republic: 


LAURENT SEBAPIRA 
JOSEPH SERUGENDO 


For the Republic of Senegal: 
CHEIKH TIDIANE NDIONGUE 


MAKHTAR FALL 
MAMADOU SEYDOU DIALLO 


For the Republic of Singapore: 


SIM CHOON HIN 
LIM CHOON SAI 


For the Somali Democratic Republic: 


MOHAMED HASSAN KAHIN 
AHMED KHALIF MOHAMUD 


For the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka: 


THORANEGE DHAMMIKA PADMASIRI 


For Sweden: 


KRISTER BJORNSJO 
BERTIL OLSTRUP 


For the Confederation of Switzerland: 


E. SCHWARZ 
H.A. KIEFFER 
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For the Republic of Suriname: 


JOHAN RICARDO NEEDE 


For the Kingdom of Swaziland: 


CYPRIAN SIPHO MOTSA 
CHRISTOPHER MAFALA MOTSA 


For the United Republic of Tanzania: 


ELIAH A.H. MKONGWE 
EMMANUEL T.K. MANGE 


For the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic: 


JAROSLAV LOSINSKY 


For Thailand: 
KRAISORN PORNSUTEE 


SUWATT JITHAVECH 
CHOOSAK RONGSAWAT 


For the Togolese Republic: 


KOUASSI ELE GNASSOUNOU-AKPA 


For Tunisia: 





CHAFFAI MONGI 
MOHAMED SALEM BCHINI 
BECHIR BETTAIEB 

SALAH DAHECH 
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For Turkey: 


{BRAHIM GOKSEL 
HAYRETTIN GURSOY 


For the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics: 


A.L. BADALOV 


For the Eastern Republic of Uruguay: 


ROSENDO F. HERNANDEZ 
JUAN J. CERVERA GATTI 


For the Republic of Venezuela: 
SIXTO MARTINEZ S. 
NORBERTO J. DIAZ GARCIA 
CARLOS R. PENUELA GALVIS 


LUIS RUIZ 
JUAN BAUTISTA ROMERO 


For the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam: 


NGUYEN NHANH 


For the Yemen Arab Republic: 


HUSSEIN H. AL-NONO 


For the People’s Democratic Republic of Yemen: 


MOHAMED ALI AZZANI 
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For the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia: 


Dr DRASKO MARIN 


For the Republic of Zimbabwe: 


GERVASE TONY MARECHERA 
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ANNEX 


Partial Revision of the Radio Regulations 
and of the Appendices of these Regulations 


ARTICLE 8 


goD $31 The bands 9775-9900 kHz, 11650-11700 kHz, 11975-12 050 kHz, 
HFecs? 13 600 - 13800 kHz, 15450-15600 kHz, 17550-17700 kHz and 21 750- 
21 850 kHz are allocated to the fixed service on a primary basis subject to the 
procedure described in Resolution 8. The use of these bands by the bro- 
adcasting service shall be subject to provisions to be established by the World 
Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of HF Bands Allocated to 
the Broadcasting Service (see Resolution $08). The provisions of Resolu- 
tion $12 (HFBC-87) also apply. Within these bands, the date of commence- 
ment of operations in the broadcasting service on a planned channel shall not 
be earlier than the date of completion of satisfactory transfer, according to the 
procedures described in Resolution 8, of all assignments to stations in the fixed 
service operating in accordance with the Table and other provisions of the 
Radio Regulations, which are recorded in the Master Register and which may 
be affected by broadcasting operations on that channel. 


ARTICLE 12 


MOD 1350 § 28. Frequency assignments to broadcasting stations in the 
HFBC-87 bands allocated exclusively to the broadcasting service between 
5 950 kHz and 26 100 kHz shall be dealt with in accordance with 
the provisions of Article 17. 
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ARTICLE 17 


Planning and Procedures ‘or the Bands 
Allocated Exclusively to the Broadcasting Service 
Between 5 950 kHz and 26 100 kHz 


The 3 following sections (Sections I, 11 and III) have been added. 


Section I. Introduction 


§ 0. When applying the procedure in Section IV of this 
Article, all administrations are urged to comply with the principles 
laid down in Section II of this Article to the maximum extent 
possible. 


Section II. Planning Principles 


ne 


§ 0A.(1) The planning of the high frequency bands allocated to 
the broadcasting service shall be based on the principle of equa’ 
rights of all countries, large or small, to equitable access to thes 
bands. In planning, an attempt shall also be made to achiev 
efficient use of these frequency bands, account being taken of th 
technical and economic constraints that may exist in certain cases 
On the basis of the foregoing, the following planning principle: 
shall be applied. 


(2) All the broadcasting requirements, current or future 
formulated by the administrations, shall be taken into account ané 
be treated on an equitable basis, so as to guarantee the equality © 
rights referred to in No. 1737, and to enable each administration 
provide a satisfactory service. 
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(3) All broadcasting requirements, national’ and interna- 
tional, shall be treated on an equal basis, with due consideration of 
the differences between these two kinds of broadcasting require- 
ments. 


(4) In the planning procedure, an attempt shall be made to 
ensure, as far as practicable, continuity of use of a frequency or of 
a frequency band. However, such continuity should not prevent 
equal and technically optimum treatment of all broadcasting 
requirements. 


(5) The periodical planning procedure shall be based solely 
on the broadcasting requirements expected to become operational 
during the planning period. It shall furthermore be flexible in 
order to take into account new broadcasting requirements and 
modifications to the existing broadcasting requirements. 


(6) The planning procedure shall be based on double-side- 
band emissions. Single-sideband emissions which administrations 
might wish to make may, however, be permitted in place of 
planned double-sideband emissions, provided that the level of 
interference caused to double-sideband emissions is not increased. 


(7) For efficient spectrum use, only one frequency should 
be used, whenever possible, to meet a given broadcasting require- 
ment in a given required service area; in any case the number of 
frequencies used will be the minimum necessary to provide a 
specified quality of reception. 


(8) Those broadcasting requirements for which the agreed 
minimum usable field strength is not ensured at any point of the 
required service area, through lack of the requisite technical 
facilities, can obtain proportionally reduced protection against 
interference. 





' An HF broadcasting use is considered as being for the purposes of 
national coverage when the transmitting station and its associated required 
service area are both located within the territory of the same country. 
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(9) In the first stage of the equitable application of a new 
planning procedure, an attempt will be made to include the 
maximum number of submitted requirements achieving the desired 
quality level. The remaining requirements will be processed on the 
understanding that lower quality levels would be acceptable. 


(10) The planning method shall satisfy, on an equal basis, a 
minimum of the broadcasting requirements submitted by adminis- 
trations with the desired performance. Special consideration shall 
be given to the requirements of administrations which, in the first 
instance, are unable to achieve this performance. 


Section lil. Planning System 


§ OB. The Planning System developed in accordance w.th the 
principles set out in Section II of this Article and the decisions of 
the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of 
the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service 
(Geneva, 1987), shall be improved and tested in accordance with 
the instructions contained in Resolution $11 (HFBC-87) for adop- 
tion, if acceptable to a competent world administrative radio 
conference. 


The present Section I becomes Section 1V with the 
following new title: 


Section IV. Consultation Procedure 


§ 2. The closing dates for the receipt of schedules are set by 
the Board in order to permit the advance period to be reduced 
gradually to the minimum found practicable by the Board. Those 
assignments in a schedule the characteristics of which are not 
expected to change may be submitted up to a limit of one year in 
advance. Each such assignment shall be confirmed by the closing 
date for the submission of the schedules for the respective seasonal 
periods. The Board shall take appropriate steps to send reminders 
to administrations in carrying out this procedure. 
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NOC 1750 to 1752 


OD 1753 § 6. The frequencies included in the schedules shall be in 
HFBC-87 conformity with No. 1240 of these Regulations. 


The present Section Il becomes Section V. 


Section V. Preliminary Examination and Preparation of the 
Tentative High Frequency Broadcasting Schedule 


NOC = 1754 to 1760 


The present Section 111 becomes Section VI. 


Section VI. Technical Examination and Revision of the Tentative Schedule 


NOC 1761 to 1765 


The present Section 1V becomes Section V11. 


Section VII. Publication of the High Frequency Broadcasting Schedule 


~ 1766 and 1767 


OD) 1768 b) those assignments not included in the Tentative 
HFBC87 Schedule which were taken into account by the 
Board in the examination under Section VI of this 

Article. 
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Art. 17/30 —- 26 — 


The present Section V is deleted. 


HFBC-87 Section V. Annual High Frequency Broadcasting Frequency List 


1769 
HFBC-87 


The present Section VI becomes Section VIII. 


Section VIII. Miscellaneous Provisions 


1770 to 1772 


ARTICLE 30 
2673A C. HF Bands Allocated Exclusively 
HFBC-87 to the Broadcasting Service 


2673B § 2A. Double-sideband and single-sideband transmitting sta- 

HFBC-87 tions operating in the HF bands allocated exclusively to the 
Broadcasting Service shall meet the system specifications contained 
in Appendix 45. 
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MOD APPENDIX 2 


HFBC-87 


Submission of HF Bruadcasting Requirements to the IFRB 
(See Article 17) 


Section A. Introduction 


A broadcasting requirement is a requirement indicated by an 
administration to provide a broadcasting service at specified periods of 
time to a specified reception area from a particular transmitting station. 


An administration wishing to notify a broadcasting requirement to 
the Board will do so on the basis of the information provided in Section B 
of this Appendix. The necessary information shall be provided on a 
requirement form developed by the Board. 


A separate requirement form shall be sent to the IFRB for noti- 
fying: 


— each requirement to be put into use for particular seasons; 


— any modification in the characteristics of a requirement; 


~ any deletion of a requirement. 
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Section B. Information relating to the broadcasting service 
in the exclusive HFBC bands to be provided in requirement form * 


1. Notifying administration ' 


The notifying administration shall be indicated using the symbol: 
given in the Preface to the International Frequency List. 


1.1 Requirement reference number allocated by the administration. 
2. Name of transmitting station ' 
3. Symbol of the country or geographical area in which the transmitting 


station is located ' 


4. Geographical coordinates of the transmitting station ' 


When two or more transmitting stations are almost co-located, the 
administration shall indicate, as far as possible, the same coordinates. 








' Basic information that must be provided by administrations. 


* Note: The Board will develop a form for the submission of HF broad- 
casting requirements based on the items of information and corresponding explana- 
tions contained in this Appendix. Furthermore, the Board may add other items of an 
administrative nature, although provision of the information in these additional 
items will not be obligatory 














5. Required service areas' 


In specifying the required service area, reference shall be made to a 
combination of: 


— CIRAF Zones,’ 
— quadrants of CIRAF Zones, 


— parts of quadrants specified by the sets of test points contained 
within those parts. 


Where it is necessary to specify a required service area which is 
smaller than an entire zone or quadrant, this may be done by specifying 
the boundaries of the area as two azimuths and two ranges from the 
transmitter location. 


The map of the CIRAF Zones to be used in notifying a require- 
ment is given in Section C of this Appendix. 


6. Season’ 


The season or seasons to which the requirement is intended to 
apply. When the requirement is not intended to be implemented on a daily 
basis, the days on which it will be implemented shall be indicated. 





Basic information that must be provided by administrations. 


> CIRAF = Conferencia Internacional de Radiodifusion por Altas Fre- 
cuencias (International High Frequency Broadcasting Conference), Mexico, 1948 














Hours of operation (UTC)' 


Indicate legal clock time changes? 


Indicate temporary interruptions of broadcasting services (due, for 
example to natural disasters or other types of catastrophe) 


Transmitting antenna characteristics | 


91 For all types of antenna indicate 


91.1 The type of antenna to be used, with reference to the antenna type 
appearing in the IFRB Technical Standards (see Resolution $16 
(HFBC-87)) 


91.2 The azimuth of maximum radiation in degrees from true North in 
clockwise direction 


913 The maximum gain (isotropic, G,, dB) if different from that 
associated with the relevant pattern in the reference antenna set. In the 
case of slewed horizontal dipole arrays this maximum gain is the gain in 
the slewed mode 


914 The lowest and highest frequency bands (in MHz) for multi-band 
antennas, or the frequency band for single band antennas 





Basic information that must be provided by administrations 


For information only 
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92 For horizontal dipole arrays, indicate in addition to the above 
parameters: 


92.1 Type of radiator (end-fed or centre-fed dipole elements). 
922 Type of reflector (tuned dipoles or aperiodic screen). 


93 For multi-band horizontal dipole arrays, indicate in addition to the 
above parameters: 


93.1 Design frequency, in MHz. If not indicated, the design frequency 
will be assumed as the arithmetic mean of the centre frequencies of the 
lowest and highest frequency bands covered by the antenna. 


94 For slewed horizontal dipole arrays, indicate in addition to the 
above parameters 


94.1 Azimuth of the normal to the plane of the radiating elements (in 
degrees from true North in the clockwise direction) 


10 Transmitter power (dBW)' 


1) For double-sideband emissions, indicate the carrier power in 
dBW 


2) For single-sideband emissions, indicate the peak envelope 
power in dBW 


3) Indicate the range of available powers 





Basic information that must be provided by administrations 
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11. Class of emission’ 


Indicate whether it is a double-sideband emission, or a single-side- 
band emission ‘vith a carrier reduced by 6 dB or by 12 dB relative to peak 
power (see Article 4). 


11.1 Indicate if the transmitter can operate in either mode (double-side- 
band and single-sideband). - 


12. Assigned frequency (for application of Article 17 or Section 2 of 


Annex | to Resolution §15 (HFBC-87)). 


Administrations may indicate: 

— the assigned frequency (in kHz); ' 

— alternative frequencies (in kHz); ' 

— the frequency band (in MHz). 

If no information is provided, the Board will select the appropriate 


band and frequency in accordance with Annex! to Resolu- 
tion 515 (HFBC-87). 





' Basic information that must be provided by administrations 


* For information only 


* a) For a double-sideband emission, the assigned frequency shall be 


expressed in kHz ending with 0 or $ 
b) For a single-sideband emission, the assigned frequency shall be 
expressed in kHz ending with 2.5 or 7.5 
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Preset frequencies (in kHz)' 


Preferred frequency (in kHz)' 


Preferred frequency band (in MHz) 


Equipment availability 


Indicate the number of transmitters that can be used simultaneously 


and the associated bands for possible use in case more than one frequency 
has to be used to achieve the required basic broadcast reliability (see the 
Appendix to Section 3 of Annex | to Resolution 515 (HFBC-87)). 


17. 


Requested types of frequency continuity (types 2, 3, 4 and/or S) (see 
IV.3 of the Appendix to Section3 of Annex | to Resolu- 
tion §15 (HF BC-87)) 


Identify requirements which are related by these types of continuity 


Lowest value of BBR to be used for this requirement (see 1V.3.3 of 
the Appendix to Section 3 of Annex |! to Resolution 515 
(HFBC-87)) 





' @) For a double-sideband emission, the assigned frequency shall be 
expressed in kHz ending with 0 or 5. 


b) For a single-sideband emission, the assigned frequency shall be 
expressed in kHz ending with 2.5 or 7.5 
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Indicate the use of synchronized transmitters 


Indicate equipment limitations (e.g. frequency bands available) 


Indicate whether consultations are required when the co-channel RI 
protection ratio is less than 17 dB 


Nature of requirement (for instance, national or international)' 


Postal and telegraphic addresses of the administration responsible for 
the station 


Remarks and supplementary information 


Indicate, after the symbol COORD/, the name of any administra- 
tion with which coordination has been effected for use of the frequency 


Indicate any other information that the Board may require for the 
evaluation of the improved HFBC Planning System (see Resolution $15 
(HFBC-87)). 





For the purpose of Resolution $18 (HFBC-87) only. See also No. 1739.1 
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Map of CIRAF Zones 








SECTION C. 





Information concerning the test points associated with these CIRAF Zones and 


quadrants is given in the IFRB Technical Standards 








Note 
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APPENDIX 7 


Notes in the Table of Transmitter Frequency Tolerances 


MOD HFBC-87 15) For A3E emissions with carrier power of 10 kW or less 
the tolerance is 20 parts in 10°, 15 parts in 10° and 10 parts in 10° 
in the bands | 606.5 (1 605 Region 2) -4000 kHz, 4-595 MHz 
and 5.95 - 29.7 MHz respectively. 


VOD HFBC#7 2/1) It is suggested that administrations avoid carrier fre- 
quency differences of a few hertz, which cause degradations 
similar to periodic fading. This could be avoided if the frequency 
tolerance were 0.1 Hz, a tolerance which would be suitable for 
single-sideband emissions. * 





ADD HRC * Note The single-sideband system adopted for the bands exclu 
sively allocated to HF broadcasting does not require a frequency tolerance 
less than 10 Hz. The above-mentioned degradation occurs when the ratio 
of wanted-to-interfering signal is well dDelow the required protection ratio 
This remark is equally valid for both double- and single-sideband emis- 
sions 
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ADD APPENDIX 45 


HFBC-87 


Double-Sideband (DSB) and Single-Sideband (SSB) 
System Specifications in the HF Bands Allocated Exclusively 
to the Broadcasting Service 


PART A 


Double-sideband system (DSB) 


l System parameters 


1.1 Channel spacing 


The nominal spacing for DSB shall be 10 kHz. However, the 
interleaved channels with a separation of 5 kHz may be used in accordance 
with the relative protection criteria, provided that the interleaved emission 
is not to the same geographical area as either of the emissions between 
which it is interleaved. 


2. Emission characteristics 


2.1 Nominal carrier frequencies 


Nominal carrier frequencies shall be integral multiples of § kHz 


2.2 Audio-frequency band 


The upper limit of the audio-frequency band (at —3 dB) of the 
transmitter shall not exceed 4.5 kHz and the lower limit shall be 150 Hz, 
with lower frequencies attenuated at a slope of 6 dB per octave 
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2.3 Modulation processing 


If audio-frequency signa’ processing is used, the dynamic range of 
the modulating signal shall be not less than 20 dB. 


24 Necessarv bandwidth 


The necessary bandwidth shall not exceed 9 kHz. 


PART B 


Single-sideband system (SSB) 


1. Planning parameters 


1.1 Channel spacing 


During the transition period (see Resolution $17 (HFBC-87)), the 
channel spacing shall be 10 kHz. In the interest of spectrum conservation, 
during the transition period, it is also permissible to interleave SSB 
emissions midway between two adjacent DSB channels, ie. with 5 kHz 
separation between carrier frequencies, provided that the interleaved emis- 
sion is not to the same geographical area as either of the emissions 
between which it is interleaved. 


After the end of the transition period the channel spacing and 
carrier frequency separation shall be 5 kHz 


1.2 Equivalent sideband power 


When the carrier reduction relative to peak en. “ope power is 6 dB, 
an equivalent SSB emission is one giving the same audio-frequency 
signal-to-noise ratio at the receiver output as the corresponding DSB 
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emission, when it is received by a DSB receiver with envelope detection. 
This is achieved when the sideband power of the SSB emission is 3 dB 
larger than the total sideband power of the DSB emission. (The peak 
envelope power of the equivalent SSB emission and the carrier power are 
the same as that of the DSB emission.) 


Emission characteristics 


2.1 Nominal carrier frequencies 


Nominal carrier frequencies shall be integral multiples of 5 kHz. 


Frequency tolerance 


The frequency tolerance shall be 10 Hz.' 


Audio-frequency band 


The upper limit of the audio-frequency band (at —3 dB) of the 
transmitter shall not exceed 4.5 kHz with a further slope of attenuation of 
35 dB/kHz and the lower limit shall be 150 Hz with lower frequencie: 
attenuated at a slope of 6 dB per octave. 


2.4 Modulation processing 


If audio-frequency signal processing is used, the dynamic range of 
the modulating signal shall be not less than 20 dB. 





' See Note 2/) of Appendix 7 
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2.5 Necessary bandwidth 


The necessary bandwidth shall not exceed 4.5 kHz. 


2.6 Carrier reduction (relative to peak envelope power) 


During the transition period the carrier reduction shall be 6 dB to 
allow SSB emissions to be received by conventional DSB receivers with 
envelope detection without significant deterioration of the reception 
quality 


At the end of the transition period, the carrier reduction shall be 
12 dB. 


2.7 Sideband to be emitted 


Only the upper sideband shall be used. 


2.8 i,.muation of the unwanted sideband 


The attenuation of the unwanted sideband (lower sideband) and of 
intermodulation products in that part of the emission spectrum shall be at 
least 35 dB relative to the wanted sideband sig «i level. However, since 
there is in practice a large difference between sigi | amplitudes in adjacent 
channels, a greater attenuation is recommended. 


3. Characteristics of the reference receiver 


The reference receiver has the main characteristics as given below 
For more detailed characteristics see the relevant CCIR Recommendations. 


3.1 Noise limited sensitivity 


The value of the noise limited sensitivity is equal to or less than 
40 dB(u/m). 
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3.2 Demodulator and carrier acquisition 


The reference receiver is equipped with a synchronous demodu- 
lator, using for the carrier acquisition a device which regenerates a carrier 
by means of a suitable control loop which locks the receiver to the 
incoming carrier. The reference receiver should work as well with DSB 
emissions as with SSB emissions having a carrier reduced to 6 or 12 dB 
below peak envelope power. 


3.3 Overall selectivity 


The reference receiver has an overall bandwidth (at —3 dB) of 
4 kHz, with a slope of attenuation of 35 dB/kHz. 


Note: Other combinations of bandwidth and slope of attenuation are 
possible, as given below, and will provide the same performance at 5 kHz 
carrier difference. 





Slope of attenuation Overall bandwidth (—3 dB) 





25 dB/kH. 3 300 Hz 
15 dB/kHz 2 700 Hz 
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FINAL PROTOCOL* 


At the time of signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Confe- 
rence for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service 
(Geneva, 1987), the undersigned delegates take note of the following statements made 
by signatory delegations. 


No. | 
Original: English 
For the Republic of Maldives: 


The Delegation of the Republic of Maldives to the Second Session of the World Administra- 
tive Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service 
(Geneva, 1987), reserves for its Government the right to take such measures as it may consider 
necessary to safeguard its interests to meet the needs of its broadcasting service. 


No. 2 
Original: English 


For the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan, the People’s Democratic Republic of Algeria, 
the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, the Islamic Republic of Iran, the 
Republic of Iraq, the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, the State of Kuwait, the Socialist 
People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, the Kingdom of Morocco, the Islamic Republic of Mauri- 
tania, the Sultanate of Oman, the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, the State of Qatar, the Syrian 
Arab Republic, the Somali Democratic Republic, Tunisia, the Yemen Arab Republic, the 
People’s Democratic Republic of Yernen: 


The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries to the World Administrative Radio 
Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 
1987) declare that the signature and possible approval by their respective Governments or 
competent authorities of the Final Acts of this Conference are not valid with respect to the Zionist 
Entity appearing in Annex | of the Convention under the name of the so-called Israel and in no 
way whatsoever imply its recognition. 


* Note by the General Secretariat: The texts of the Final Protocol are shown in the chrono- 
logical order of their deposit. In the Table of Contents these texts are grouped in the alphabetical 
order of country names. 
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Original: English 
For the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia: 


The Delegation of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia to the Second Session of the World 
Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broad- 
casting Service (Geneva, 1987), reserves the right of his Administration to take any action it 
deems necessary to safeguard its interest in the subjects covered by this Conference, if any 
administration takes any action whatsoever, in violation of the Final Acts of this Conference, 
which may have any effect on the broadcasting service of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 


No 4 
Original: English 
For the Republic of Liberia: 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of 
the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service held in Geneva from 2 February to 8 March 
1987, the Delegation of the Republic of Liberia reserves for its Government the rig’ to take 
any action it may deem necessary to safeguard its interests and rights should any Member 
Administration or State fail in any way to comply with the provisions and annexes contained in 
the Final Acts as adopted by this Conference. 

Should the imposition of the transfer of requirements, or any other restriction in the 
realization of the broadcasting requirements, national or international, infringe on the sovereign 
rights of the Republic of Liberia, our Delegation reserves the right to take or adopt any action in 
pursuit of guarding ils sovere:gniy 


No. § 
Original: English 
For the Islamic Republic of Pakistan. 


Considering: 


a) that the implementation of the planned usage of the HF broadcasting spectrum has been 
delayed further; 


b) that the present, as well as the modified, Article 17 of the Radio Regulations does not 
ensure an equitable distribution of the HF broadcasting spectrum to all countries; 


c) that the 6 and 7 MHz broadcasting bands are highly congested. in particular, 


the Delegation of Pakistan reserves its right to take whatever action it considers neces«»ry to 
protect the HF broadcasting interests of Pakistan. This reservation will be effective till the time an 
HF broadcasting plan is implemented 
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Original: Spanish 
For the Republic of Honduras: 


The Delegation of the Republic of Honduras to the Second Meeting of the WARC for the 
Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 1987) wishes to make 
the following statement: 


1. all countries should exercise their sovereign rights as regards access to the use of the bands 
allocated to HFBC; 


2. the application of the improved Article 17 procedure together with the improved HF BC 
Planning System will guarantee that the radio spectrum allocated to these bands will be used 
efficiently and equitably; 


3. the overall document submitted to this meeting of the Conference constitutes an 
adequate and acceptable solution to the problem, 


4. it isa matter of considerable concern that a competent WARC could revise the allocation 
of bands and that the bands allocated to HF BC could as a result be extended to the detriment of 
the fixed and mobile services, in view of the fact these services operating in the HF bands are an 
invaluable means of progress for the developing countnes; 


5. the Honduran Delegation reserves its Government's right to take any action it considers 
necessary and proper to protect its national interests 


Original: French 
For Tunisia 


The Delegation of the Republic of Tunisia to the World Administrative Radio Conference 
for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 1987), deeply 
concerned at the approach imposed upon the work of the Conference, whereby preference is 
given to the application of improved Article 17 at the expense of the HF BC Planning System, and 
disappointed at the results obtained, declares that in signing the Final Acts it reserves for its 
Government the right to take all appropriate action to ensure the proper operation of its 
broadcasting services and to satisfy its HF requirements 


No. 8 
Original: English 
For Antigua and Barbuda: 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of 
the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 1987), the Delegation of Antigua 
and Barbuda reserves the right of its Government to take whatever action may be necessary to 
ensure the proper functioning of its telecommunication services should any country fa.! to 
comply with the provisions adopted by the Conference. 
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Original: English 
For the State of Israel. 


1. On the subject of harmful interference 


According to the results of the monitoring programmes conducted by the IFRB, about 
1,375 stations causing harmful interference have been clearly identified and located and tne 
most probable geographical position of numerous other stations has been confirmed (see 
paragraph 2 8 of the IFRB Report in Document 9 of the Second Session of this Conference) 


The [FRB Report clearly demonstrates the destructive nature and effect of this intentional 
harmful interference on the reception of short-wave broadcasts of virtually all administrations 


This type of deliberate interference is a flagrant breach of the letter and spirit, of both the 
Convention and the Radio Regulations, (¢@. Article 4 of the Convention concerning the 
purposes of the Umon; Article 1$ of the Convention concerning harmful interference: 
Article 18 of the Radio Regulations concerning harmful interference) apart from the 
contravention of other common international principles which are the concern of other 
international bodies 


The [FRB formally deciared in Plenary that if only one administration used frequencies 
other than those allocated by the Planning System, the System would collapse — not to speak of 
massive deliberate interference 


Unfortunately, this unbiassed professional advice from the ITL, as well as other publicly 
voiced warnings from short-wave broadcasting experts, have been practically, totally ignored and 
remain but vorces crying in the wilderness 


In these corcumstances, Israel reserves us meht, and duty, to take any action necessary to 
adequately maintain and protect its short-wave Oroadcasting services. In so doing, however, Israel 
will endeavour — asin the past — to respect, as far as practicable, the rights of administrations 
which operate in conformity with the Convention and the Radio Regulations 

2. General 

The Delegation of Israc! declares that its signature to this Agreement and its eventual 
approval by its Administration shall be valid and binding only in relation to those 
administrations which apply the provision of the Convention and the Radio Regulations in their 
relations with the State of Israel 


Original. French 
For the People's Republic of Bulgaria 


The Delegation of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria to the Second Session of the WARC 
for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, February 
March 1987) reserves for its Government the right to take all appropriate action which it might 
regard as essential, in the event of violation of the principles embodied in the Final Acts 
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No. II 
Original: Spanish 
For the Republic of Paraguay: 


The Delegation of the Republic of Paraguay to the Second Session of the World 
Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broad- 
casting Service (Geneva, 1987) reserves for its Government the right to take any measures it may 
deem necessary to safeguard its interests should the contents of the Final Acts of the Conference, 
or parts thereof, or declarations by other administrations jeopardize its radio services. 


No. 12 
Original: English 
For Papua New Guinea: 


The Delegation of Papua New Guinea reserves for its Government, the right to take such 
action as it may consider necessary to safeguard its interests should Members in any way fail to 
comply with these Final Acts or fail to comply with the requirements of the International 
Telecommunication Convention (Nairobi, 1982) or its Annexes or the Protocols attached thereto 
or should reservations by other Members jeopardize the telecommunication services of Papua 
New Guinea 


No. 13 
Original. French 
For the Republic of Cameroon. 


The Delegation of Cameroon declares on behalf of its Govern nent as follows: 


1. equitable access to scarce natural resources common to all mankind, and especially the 
radio spectrum in the HF bands reserved for national and international! broadcasting, is a present 
need, 


2. in this respect, the process initiated by this Conference aimed at rationalizing the use of 
HF wavebands, and in particular those reserved for broadcasting, appear, in our opinion, 
altogether positive and hopeful; 

3. following the principle of dialogue and humanism which underlies its policy of 
international cooperation, the Republic of Cameroon will spare no efforts to comply with the 
commitments undertaken at the time of the signature of these Final Acts; it reserves the right, 
nevertheless, to take whatever measures may be appropriate, should the operation of its short. 
wave broadcasting network be disturbed as a result of the failure by any other countries to comply 
with the decisions of the Conference. 














Original: Spanish 


For the Republic of Colombia 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of 
the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (WARC-HFBC, Geneva, 1987), the 
Delegation of Colombia declares that Colombia does not consider itself bound by the acts, 
agreements, resolutions or provisions of this Conference insofar as they jeopardize the 
operation of its broadcasting stations within its territory in the HF bands and other telecom- 
munication services, while it reserves the right of its Government to adopt such measures as it 
considers appropriate to safeguard the country’s interests in these matters or in the event that 
the application or interpretation of any of the provisions of the Conference make it necessary 
to do so 


The Delegation of Colombia also reserves the right of its Government to adopt such 
measures as it considers necessary in accordance with its internal legal system and international 
law to safeguard its national interests in the event that reservations entered by representatives of 
other countries may affect its telecommunication services or encroach upon its full sovereign 
rights 


Original: English 
For the Kingdom of Swaziland 


In view of the deliberations and the outcome of the HFBC Conference (Geneva, 1987), the 
Administration of the Kingdom of Swaziland noi ss with deep concern that the Conference has 
not lived to its expectations particularly with regard to the non-ireatment of national and 
international requirements. 


Furthermore, this Administration regrets with dissatisfaction on the results of the HF BC 
Planning System which failed to accomodate an appreciable number of frequency assignments; 
and worse still even those which were captured were deprived of frequency continuity. 


The Administration of the Kingdom of Swaziland therefore, reserves its sovereign rights to 
take the decisions it deems necessary in order to protect and maintain continuity of its broadcast 
services and its interests in the subjects covered by the Second Session of this Conference should 
any Administration party to the Conference take any action that might have any effect on its 
broadcasting services 
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Original: English 
For the United Republic of Tanzania: 


In view of the outcom- of the Second Session of the HFBC Conference (Geaeva, 1987), 
the United Republic of Tanzania declares: 


1. that this Administration is very much dismayed by the failure of this Conference to 
discuss in detail and take into consideration differences between national and international 
broadcasting requirements as was stipulated in Chapter 4, paragraph 4.1.2.2 of the Report of the 
First Session to the Second Session; noting also that it is now 40 years since this issue was raised 
for the first time (Atlantic City 1947 Conference); 


2. that the results of the HFBC Planning System have turned out to be a great disappoint- 
ment to almost ail the administrations; 


3. nevertheless, this Administration reserves its sovereign rights to take action it will deem 
necessary in order to protect its broadcasting requirements againsi a country which will infringe 
with its broadcast requirements. 


No. 17 
Original: English 
For the Republic of Indonesia. 


The Delegation of the Republic of indonesia to the Second Session of the World 
Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broad- 
casting Service (Geneva, 1987), reserves the right of its Government to take: 


1. any action it may deem necessary to safeguard its interests, should Members in any way 
fail to comply with the requirements in the Final Acts of the Conference or should reservations by 
other Members tend to jeopardize its HF broadcasting service; 


2. further action in accordance with the Constitution and Laws of the Republic of 
Indonesia. 


No. 18 
Original: English 
For the Hungarian People's Republic: 


The Delegation of the Hungarian People’s Republic to the World Administrative 
Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service 
(Geneva, 1987) reserves for its Government the right to take any action it may consider necessary 
to safeguard its interest should any Member of the Union fail to comply with the provisions of 
this Conference, or should reservations by other countries jeopardize its HF broadcasting 
service. 
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No. 19 


Original. English 
For the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. 


In signing the Final Acts, the Delegation of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to 
the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the 
Broadcasting Service declares the following: 


The Yugoslav Delegation wishes to express its concern and regrets that better results in 
response to Resolution No. $08 of the WARC-79 and in the organized approach to the orderly use 
of the HF spectrum could not be reached At the same time, this Delegation expresses its belief 
that this will be compensated for in the years ahead 


The Yugoslav Delegation therefore reserves the right of its Administration to take any action 
it deems necessary to safeguard the interest of its HF broadcasting service. In so doing, the 
Yugoslav Administration will take account of the interest of other countries to the greatest extent 
possible 


No. 20 


Original: English 
For the Socialist People's Libyan Arab Jamahiriya. 


The Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya considers radio-frequency bands as a natura! 
resource, each country is therefore allowed to have its rightful natural share of them. The 
principle of Equal Rights of large and small countries alike can only be achieved by guaranteeing 
a minimum of requirements to each country at a desired level, taking into account their national 
requirements in the framework of the ideal organizec use of an HFBC plan for all bands. 


We believe that the Conference has not been able to achieve these objectives because the 
road to them was purposefully blocked by a small number of administrations which have a 
large number of HF radio transmitters, and which wanted to delay or even abort any possible 
success 


While we consider this Conference to be of a technical nature, it was very clear that those 


administrations were moved by other motives in order to achieve political and cultural objectives, 
so that the present anarchy that reigns over the HF BC bands lasts as long as possible. 


Given the fact that the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya believes in the principle 
of Equal Rights between countries, our Administration will reserve the night to continue 
working for the achrevernent of that goa! on future occasions, namely at the future WARC 1992 
We would also like to stress that it is the duty of the IFRB to improve the two systems 
(HFBC Planning System and the coordination procedures) and to find positive solutions for all 
countnes by WARC-1992 














Original: English 
For the Republic of Iraq: 


The Delegation of the Republic of Iraq ir signing the Final Acts of the Conference declares 
that: 


1. consideration by the Board in the post-conference period of requirements from 
administrations in accordance with Resolution No. $15 should adhere to the principle of equality 
of treatment of all requirements on equal footing and to the definition appearing in footnote (1) 
to the planning principle, Article 17, No. 1744; and hence improvements to the HFBC System 
should not in any way introduce any preferential treatment of requirements, with respect to their 
nature, at any stage of its forthcoming development, 


2. the principle of satisfying a guaranteed equal minimum of requirements to all 
administrations was not properly responded to in the Final Acts in spite of the fact that 
this principle is widely accepted, and regret that a decision on this regard was not appropriately 
taken; 

3. it reserves the right of its Government to take appropriate action it deems necessary to 
safeguard its national interests with regard to the use of the HF broadcasting bands in case of any 
interpretation contrary to the above, and of the use of these bands in a manner contrary to the 
Radio Regulations and the Final Acts. 


Original: French 
For the Republic of Céte d'Ivoire: 


The Delegation of Céte d'ivoire to the Second Session of the World Administrative 
Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service 


(Geneva, 1987) (HFBC(2)) agrees in a spirit of compromise to sign the Final Acts of this 
Conference. 


It reserves its Government's right to take any measures required to safeguard its interests in 
the field of HF broadcasting should any administration represented at this Conference fail to 
apply the decisions which have been adopted as a compromise 


(Number not used.) 
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No. 24 


Original: Spanish 
For the Republic of Venezuela: 


Upon signing the Final Acts of the World Ac ministrative Radio Conference for the Planning 
of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service, the Delegation of the Republic of 
Venezuela reserves the right for its Government to ratify or not to ratify the contents of these 
Final Acts, or any part thereof, as well as the right to adopt whatever measures it may consider 
appropriate to safeguard its interests in the event that any present or future Member fails to 
comply with the provisions of the said Acts or undertakes any action in breach of Venezuela's 
sovereignty or its internal legislation 


The Venezuelan Delegation also reserves the right for its Government not to be bound 
as a result of any act or reservations of other administrations giving rise to an increase in 
Venezuela's contribution towards defraying the expenses of the International Telecom 
munication Union 


No. 25 


Original: French 
For the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam 


The Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam to the Secord Session of the World 
Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the 
Broadcasting Service, held at Geneva in 1987 (WARC HFBC-87), taking note of the principles 
and methods of the planning of HF bands allocated to the broadcasting service, declares as 
follows 


1. in the application of SSB frequencies to the broadcasting service, the Vietnamese 
Delegation would like the ITU and its Member States to further strengthen their cooperation with 
and technical assistance to developing countries, particularly those whose broadcasting 
infrastructure 1s not yet developed; 


2. on the basis of the principles of equality, sovereignty and territorial integrity, and with a 
view to meeting broadcasting “equirements as fully as possible and using frequencies withoul 
jeopardizing that national and internatic xa! broadcasting services of other Members of the ITU, 
the Vietnamese Delegation reaffirms the position of its Government, already stated in its 
declaration to the First Session of the WARC HFBC-84 (Document HF BC(1)/245-E) and also 
declares that the Government of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam reserves the right to take 
whatever measures it considers necessary to oppose any abusive use of the principles adopted by 
this Conference to the detriment of its country’s broadcasting service 
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Original: French 
For the Republic of Senegal: 


Upon signing the Final Acts of the Second Session of the World Administrative Radio 
Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service, the 
Delegation of the Republic of Senegal reserves the right for its Government to take whatever 
measures it may consider necessary to protect its interests in the event that any Member should 
fail in any way to comply with the provisions of these Final Acts or that any reservations entered 
by other Members should jeopardize the proper operation of its telecommunication services. 


No. 27 
Original: French 
For Burkina Faso. 


Upon signing the Final Acts of the WARC HI BC(2), Geneva, 1987, the Delegation of 
Burkina Faso reserves the right for its Government to take whatever measures it may consider 
necessary to safeguard its interests in the event that the provisions of this Conference are not 
respected or that any reservations entered by other Members should jeopardize its broadcasting 
services 


Our country or death — we shall prevail! 


No. 28 
Original. English 


For the Peopie’s Democratic Republic of Algeria, the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the United 
Arab Emirates, the Republic of Iraq, the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, the State of 
Kuwait, the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriva, the Kingdom of Morocco, the 
Islamic Republic of Mauriiania, the Sultanate of Oman, the State of Qatar, the Syrian 
Arab Republic, the Somali Democratic Republic, Tunisia, the Yemen Arab Republic, the 
People's Democratic Republic of Yemen: 


The Delegations of the above-mentioned coun.ries to the World Administrative Radio 
Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 
1987): 

1. reserve their rights on the unsatisfactory outputs of this Conference which could not 
achieve its objectives; 


2. declare their dissatisfaction that the results of this Conference could not even provide 
them with a guarantee for satisfying minimum requirements of their HF broadcasting services, 


3. express their regret on the way this Conference proceedings were ruled 
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No. 29 


Original: =nglish 
For the Republic of Kenya: 


The Delegation of the Republic of Kenya, on behalf of the Government of the Republic of 
Kenya and in accordance with the powers conferred on it by the Government of the Republic of 
Kenya, herewith declares: 

1. that it fully supp. .ts and endorses the planning method for the HFBC developed by the 
First Session of the HFBC Conference and as modified by the Second Session of the Conference; 

2. its commitment to the holding of the 1992 World Administrative Radio Conference that 
shall provide for the adoption and the implementation of the said planning method to all the HF 
bands exclusively allocated to the broadcasting service not later than 1994; 

3. that it reserves the right of its Government to take any action it may consider necessary to 
safeguard and protect its interests should any Member fail to comply, as required, with the 
provisions of the International Telecommunication Convention (Nairobi, 1982) and in particular 
with Resolution No. 9 of the Nairobi Convention; 

4. that the Government of the Republic of Kenya does not accept responsibility for 
consequences arising out of reservations made by Members of the Union to these Final Acts. 


No. 30 


Original: English 
For Malaysia 


The Delegation of Malaysia, on behalf of the Government and her Administration hereby 

1. associates herself with the Guidirg Principles of Planning of HF Bands Allocated 
Exclusively for Broadcasting as laid out in the Report to the Second Session of this Conference, 
and reiterates the principles of equal right and equal access of the frequency spectrum for 
broadcasting of all countries; 

2. notes that the questions of national and international requirements are different and they 
should be given serious considerations in subsequent -omrtent conference; 


3. and reserves her right in all cases at any point in time to safeguard her interest in accessing 
to the spectrum for HF Broadcasting until such time ti at the Union rectifies any shortcomings 
that jeopardize her broadcasting needs. 














Original: English 


in the name of the Federal Republic of Germany: 


In signing the Final Acts of the WARC-HFBC 1987, the Delegation of the Federal Republic 
of Germany declares that the Final Acts and the Resolutions and Recommendations of this 
Conference do not prejudge in any way the position of its Government on the improved HFBC 
Planning System and the improved Consultation Procedure under Article 17 of the Radio 
Regulations to be taken at a competent WARC. 


The Delegation expressly reserves for its Government the right, inter alia: 
— to make the decisions it will take at a competent WARC dependent on whether the test 
results are acceptable; 


to decide at a competent WARC in what parts of the bands allocated exclusively to the 
broadcasting service the Planning System and the Consultation Procedure shall be 
applied respectively in order to keep the increase of congestion as low as possible in those 
parts of the spectrum which are governed by the Consultation Procedure; furthermore, 
the Delegation maintains the Reservation No. 35 made by the Federal Republic of 
Germany when signing the Final Acts of WARC-1979; 


to make its decision dependent on the appropriate treatment of national and inter- 
national broadcasting services with respect to RR 954; 


to make its decision on the HFBC Planning System dependent on the inclusion of 
appropriate provisions for the case of harmful interference. 


Original: English 


For Thailand 


The Delegation of Thailand reserves for its Government the right to take any action that it 
deems necessary to safeguard its interests should any country fail, in any way, to comply with the 
Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands 
Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (HFBC-87) or should reservations by other countries 
affect its full sovereignty and jeopardize the radi ication services of Thailand. 
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No. 33 
Original: English 
For the Republic of Singapore: 


The Delegation of the Republic of Singapore reserves for its Government the right to take 
such action as it may consider necessary to safeguard its HF broadcasting service should any 
Member fail in any way to comply with the Final Acts of the 1987 World Administrative Radio 
Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (HF BC-87), 
or should reservations by any country jeopardize its HF broadcasting service. 


No. 4 
Original: English 
For the Socialist People’s Republic of Albania: 


Since the Second Session of the HF BC Conference has not succeeded in drawing up a plan 
in accordance with the principles adopted at the First Session, and since the existing Article 17 
does not guarantee a satisfactory HF broadcasting service for many countries, including my own, 
our Delegation reserves the right for its Government to take the necessary measures to defend its 
interests in the field of HF broadcasting. 


No. 35 
Original: Spanish 
For the Argentine Republic: 


In accordance with the reservation which appears in the minutes of the seventeenth Plenary 
Meeting of this Conference, the Delegation of the Argentine Republic reserves for its 
Government the right to take such steps as it may consider appropriate to ensure the continued 
smooth functioning of the fixed and mobile stations which operate on its territory and are 
protected by virtue of assignmms:its recorded with a favourable finding in the International 
Frequency Register, in those portions of the bands allocated to the fixed service which WARC-79 
set aside for the extension of the HF broadcasting bands (RR No. 531), having regard to the fact 
that most of the substitute channels to which the fixed and mobile assignments are supposed to be 
transferred are unsuitable owing to the high density of such stations in operation. 
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No. 36 
Original English 
For the Republic of Malta: 


The Maltese Delegation to the Second Session of the World Administrative Radio 
Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 
1987), declares that its Administration reserves the right to take whatever action it considers 
necessary to safeguard its interests should any Member fail in any way to comply with the 
provisions of the Final Acts or should reservations by other countries jeopardize Malta's 
broadcasting service or its telecommunication services. 


The Delegation further reserves its Government's right to take any action required, whether 
by technical or other measures, to ensure by whatever means the integrity of its national territory 
in the face of any external interference and to protect its broadcasting service. 


No. 37 
Original: Russian 


For the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics: 


In signing the Final Acts of the Second Session of the World Administrative Radio 
Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 
1987), the Delegations of the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics state that the partial revision of the 
Radio Regulations adopted by the Conference, the planning method developed, the ismprove- 
ments to the automated Planning System and the amendments to Article 17 of the Radio Regul- 
ations should be tried out, using test seasonal plans and frequency schedules to be developed, and 
analyzed before they are submitted for consideration by a future competent conference. 


Should the test plans drawn up on the basis of the decisions of this Conference fail to satisfy 
the HF broadcasting requirements of the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian 
Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, these Administrations will 
hold consultations with the countries concerned and the IFRB and, if necessary, take any 
measures they may deem appropriate to safeguard their interests. 


No. 38 
Original: Spanish 
For Mexico: 


The Delegation of Mexico, noting that the decisions of the Second Session of the Worlc 
Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broad 
casting Service (Geneva, 1987) include a Recommendation to the effect that the need should be 
considered of convening a WARC with a view to studying the possible extension of the HF band: 
allocated on an exclusive basis to the broadcasting service, reserves for its Government the righ: 
to take such steps as it may consider appropriate to protect its radio services in these bands. 
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No. 39 
Original: English 


For the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland: 


I 


Recalling Statement No. 36, 1 the Final Protocol to the Final Acts of the WARC-79, the 
United Kingdom notes that cue inadequacy of the high frequency bands allocated to the 
broadcasting service has been proved by the unacceptable results of the IFRB tests on the HFBC 
Planning System and therefore reserves the right to take such action as may be necessary, 
consistent with the Radio Regulations, to ensure the continued operation of its HF broadcasting 
services. 


Recalling the results of the monitoring programmes established by the IFRB in accordance 
with Resolution COMS/1 of the First Session of the WARC HFBC and the positive identification 
of many stations causing extensive harmful interference to broadcasting services, the United 
Kingdom urges the administrations concerned to take prompt action to cease the operation of 
such stations and thereby to avoid prejudicing the prospects of successfully implementing any 
decisions that may be taken by a competent WARC. 


Recalling the unacceptable performance of the HFBC Planning System developed in 
accordance with the instructions of the First Session of the WARC HFBC, as evidenced in 
Document 120 of the Second Session, the United Kingdom reserves its position on the future 
acceptability of the System until ii has been improved by the IFRB, until the improved System has 
been thoroughly tested together with its interactions with the revised Article 17, and until the 
results have been considered and found acceptable by a competent WARC. 


IV 


Recalling Article 80 of the Convention and Resolution No. 48 of the Plenipotentiary 
Conference, Nairobi 1982, the United Kingdom reserves its position on all financial implications 
of the decisions of the WARC HFBC 1987 including the costs of the post-conference work on the 
improved HFBC System and the improved Article '7 as well as the potential costs to the ITU of 
implementing either or both developments. 

















Original: Spanish 


For Cuba: 


The Delegation of the Republic of Cuba, in signing the Final Acts of the Second Session of 
the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the 
Broadcasting Service, states that: 

1. It denounces the aggressive nature of transmissions broadcast from the territory of the 
United States of America in various bands allocated or not allocated to the broadcasting services. 


As it stated on previous occasions, these transmissions are clearly intended to disseminate 
fallacious and misleading information in daily infringement of Cuba's national sovereignty and 
political and economic stability and in flagrant violation of the International Telecommu- 
nication Convention (Nairobi, 1982); furthermore they cause serious interference to the various 
radio services operating in Cuba in accordance with the Radiv Regulations. 

Consequently, it reserves for its Government the right to adopt such measures as it deems 
necessary to safeguard its national interests in the various bands concerned, particularly those 
allocated to the broadcasting service. 

2. Italso reserves for its Government the right to take whatever action it may deem necessary 
to safeguard its interests if: 

a) the effects of applying any HF broadcasting planning method or provision, adopted by 
this Conference, should adversely affect the existing and planned broadcasting services 
of the Republic of Cuba; 

b) the reservations and statements made by other administrations should be prejudicial to 
those services; 

c) other Members of the Union should fail to comply with any of the provisions laid down 
by this Conference. 


No. 41 
riginal: English 


For Australia: 


Recalling Article 80 of the Convention and Resolution No. 48 of the Plenipotentiary 
Conference, Nairobi 1982, Australia reserves its position on all financial implications of the 
decisions of the WARC HFBC-1987, including the costs of any post-conference work on the 
development of systems and the potential cost: of implementing such systems. 
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Original: Spanish 
For the Eastern Republic of Uruguay: 


In s gning the Final Acts of the Second Session of the World Administrative Radio 
Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 
1987), the Delegation of the Eastern Republic of Uruguay reserves for its Government the right to 
take such action as it may deem necessary to ensure the proper development and operation of its 
HF broadcasting service, should its interests be affected by the application of any of the 
Resolutions, Recommendations, annexes or provisions adopted by this Conference. 

It also reserves the right to adopt any measures it sees fit to protect its HF radio services from 
the harmful effects of reservations made by other administrations or of the failure of any other 
Member of the Union to comply with those provisions. 


No 43 
Original: French 
For the Gabonese Republic 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of 
the HF Bands Allocated t> the Broadcasting Service, the Delegation of the Gabonese Republic 
reserves for its Government the right to take whatever action it may deem necessary to protect its 
HF broadcasting interests if 

1. other Members should fail in any way to comply with the provisions adopted by this 
Conference; 

2. the reservations made by other Members should jeopardize the proper operation of its 
broadcasting services 


Original: French 
For the People's Republic of Angola. 


The Delegation of the People’s Republic of Angola, having regard to the declarations made 
by several delegations in respect of the results of the World Administrative Radio Conference for 
the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 1987), reserves fo! 
its Government the right to take whatever action it may deem necessary to protect its interest: 
should other Members of the Union fail to comply with the Final Acts of the Conference. 
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Original: English 
For the United States of America: 


The Delegation of the United States of America, recalling its reservations in Nos. 36 and 38 
of the Final Protocol of WARC-79 regarding the failure to provide adequate allocations to the HF 
broadcasting service, reaffirms its view that without such adequate aliocations it wii! not be 
possible to plan all frequency bands to enable countries to sustain their broadcasting services in 
the face of varying conditions throughout the solar cycle. In the absence of adequate spectrum, 
the Administration of the United States of America reserves its right to take the necessary steps to 
meet the needs of its HF broadcasting services. 


The Administration of the United States of America, calling attention to the fact that some 
of its broadcasting in the high frequency bands allocated to the broadcasting service are subject 
to harmful interference in contravention of Article 35 of the Convention, and that the 
continuation of such harmful interference would make it impossible to implement effectively the 
proposed new planning procedures discussed at this Conference, reserves its right with respect to 
such interference to take necessary and appropriate actions to protect its broadcasting interests. 
In so doing, however, it intends to respect, to the extent practicable, the rights of administrations 
operating in accordance with the Convention and the Radio Regulations. 


The Administration of the United States of America deciares that it does not, by signature of 
these Final Acts authorizing the development of software to test the adequacy of proposed new 
planning procedures for the HF bands allocated exclusively to the broadcasting service, accept 
any obligations in respect to the implementation of such procedures , ending the completion and 
evaluation of adequate tests and the subsequent decisions of a competent Administrative Radio 
Conference. 


IV 


The Administration of the United States of America reserves its position on the financial 
costs of the decisions made at the WARC-HFBC(2) Conference, including any costs for the 
post-conference activities as well as the future costs to the ITU of implementing any of these 
decisions. 
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No. 46 
Original: English 


For the People’s Democratic Republic of Algeria, the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the United 
Arab Emirates, the Republic of Iraq, the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, the State of 
Kuwait, the Socialist People's Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, the Kingdom of Morocco, the 
Islamic Republic of Mauritania, the Sultanate of Omar., the State of Qatar, the Syrian 
Arab Republic, Tunisia, the Yemen Arab Republic, the People's Democratic Pepublic of 
Yemen. 


The Delegations of the above-mentioned countries to the World Administrative Radio 
Conference fo. the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (HF BC 
WARC-1987, Geneva) reserve their Governments’ or competent authorities’ rights to take such 
action as they may consider necessary to protect their interests, should any decision of this 
Conference fail in any way to observe Resolution No. 9 amongst other provisions of the 
International Telecommunication Convention (Nairobi, 1982). 


These Governments or competent authorities make the same reservation should any 
Member fail to observe such provisions 


No. 47 
Original: English 
For the Republic of India: 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of 
the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 1987), the Delegation of the 
Republic of India reserves the right of its Administration to take appropriate steps, if necessary, 
to ensure proper functioning of its radio services, should any country make reservations and/or 
fail to apply any provision or provisions of the Radio Regulations or the Convention. 


No. 48 
Original: English 
For the Islamic Republic of Iran: 


The Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran reserves for its Government the right to take 
any action as it may consider necessary to safeguard its interests should they be affected by 
decisions taken at this Conference, or by failure on the part of any other country or adminis- 
tration in any way to comply with the requirements of the International Telecommunication 
Convention (Nairobi, 1982) or its Annexes or the Protocols or the Regulations attached thereto, 
or these Final Acts, or should Reservations or Declarations by other countries or administrations 
jeopardize the proper and efficient operation of its telecommunication services, or infringe the 
full exercise of the sovereign rights of the Islamic Republic of Iran. 
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Original: English 
For Finiand and Sweden. 


The Delegations of Finland and Sweden to the Second Session of the World Administrative 
Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service 
(Geneva, 1987) note with regret that the Conference did not take necessary decisions which in the 
near future would lead to implementation of provisions called for by the World Administrative 
Radio Conference (Geneva, 1979) to improve the existing unsatisfactory situation in the HF 
bands allocated exclusively to the broadcasting service. 


Therefore, in signing the Final Acts, the above-mentioned Delegations reserve for their 
Adminisirations the right to take necessary measures ‘6 meet the requirements of HF 
broadcasting services of their respective countries. In so doing, the Administrations of Finland 
and Sweden will take into account, to the greatest extent practicable, the interests of services of 
other countries operating in accordance with the Radio Regulations and the decisions of this 
Conference 


No. 50 
Original: English 
For the People’s Republic of China: 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of 
the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 1987), the Chinese Delegation 
States the following 


The Chinese Administration has always been of the view that the planning of the HF bands 
allocated exclusively to the broadcasting service is an effective measure for rational utilization of 
the frequency spectrum as well as for change of the unsatisfactory existing situation of the HF 
bands allocated to the broadcasting service. With the joint efforts of the participating 
delegations, the present Conference has made some progress in this respect, but it has not been 
able to make the final decision on the implementation of the Plan. Therefore, the Chinese 
Delegation reiterates that the Chinese Delegation’s statement included in the Final Protocol to 
the Final Acts of WARC-1979 still remains valid 


No. $1 
Original: English 
For the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan 


The Delegation of the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan, on behalf of its Government, 
reserves the right to take any measures it deems necessary to protect its interests if other countries 
or administrations fail to observe the provisions contained in the Final Acts and the annexes 
thereto, as adopted by this Conference. 
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No. $2 
Uriginal: French 
For the Islamic Republic of Mauritania: 


The Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Mauritania, in signing the Final Acts of thus 
Conference, reserves for its Government the nght to take whatever action it may deem necessary 
tO protect its interests should any Member whatsoever fail in any way to comply with the said 
Final Acts or should the reservations made by other administrations jeopardize its telecom- 
munication services or entail an increase in its contribution to defraying Union expenses 


No $3 
Original: French 
For Belgium, Ireland and Luxemboure 


Paragraph 10 of new section 2 of Article 17 of the Radio Regulations refers to the concept 
of minimum requirements to be satisfied for each administration with an acceptable level of 
quality. 


In the view of the above-mentioned Delegations, the consultation procedure and planning 
system described in Annex | to Resolution No. $1$ (HF BC-87) cannot ensure the fulfilment of 
the principle set out in paragraph 10 of new section 2 of Article 17 of the Radio Regulations 


In order to enable the conference scheduled for 1992 to take a final decision at an early staye, 
the above-mentioned Delegations hold the view that the IFRB should study ways and means of 
satisfying these minimum requirements for each administration, having particular regard to the 
software implications. To \ tis end, the Belgian Delegation has submitted Document 205 setting 
out a number of solution, which the above-mentioned Delegations propose should be taken into 
consideration by the IF®& 8 


No. $4 
Original: French 
For Italy. 


The report of the Budget Control Committee (Document 261) shows that the 
implementation of the decisions of WARC HF BC-87 will entail expenditure which substantially 
exc ceds the limits set by the Administrative Council on the basis of Additional Protocol I to the 
International Telecommunication Convention (Nairobi, 1982). 


In signing the Final Acts of the Conference, the Delegation of Italy reserves its Adminis- 
tration’s position with regard to future budgetary considerations 
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Original: English 


For Canada: 


The Administration of Canada draws attention to the Report of the IFRB describing 
the results of the monitoring programme in the high frequency bands allocated to the broad- 
casting service. This report lists a large number of transmissions which have a class of emission 
different from the one used for broadcasting, which are not in conformity with Nos. 340 and 34! 
and with Article 17 of the Radio Regulations, and which are considered to cause harmful 
interference to other broadcasting stations operating in accordance with the Radio Regulations. 


In signing the Final Acts, Canada emphasizes that the successful implementation of an 
HFBC Planning System would be adverseiy affected by the presence of harmful interference 


No. 56 
Original: Spanish 
For Chile: 
The Delegation of Chile to WAKC-HFBC(2) reserves for its Government the right to take 


whatever action it may dec necessary to ensure the proper operation of its telecommunication 
services and to safeguard it, national sovereignty 


No. $7 
Original: English 


For the Arab Repubiic of Egypt 


The Delegation of the Arab Republic of Egypt reserves the right for its Government to take 
such action as it may deem necessary to safeguard its interests should any administration fail in 
any way to comply with the provisions of the Final Acts of this Conference and the annexes 
thereto, or should declarations by other administrations harm in any way its telecommunication 
or broadcasting services 
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Original: French 
For France: 


The French Delegation reserves for its Government the right to take any action it may deem 
necessary to safeguard its interests should any Member fail in any way to comply with the 
provisions of the Convention and the Regulations annexed thereto, or should reservations by 
other administrations jeopardize the operation of its radioc ation services. 





The signature of the Final Acts by the French Delegation is without prejudice to its 
Government's position wher. the financial implications of the decisions of the Conference are 
considered. 


No. 59 
Original: Spanish 
For Ecuador: 


The delegation of Ecuador, on behalf of its Government, declares that its Administration 
will endeavour to comply with all the provisions of the partial revision of the Radio Regulations 
adopted by the present Conference, and reserves the right to: 


a) take such steps as it considers necessary to protect Ecuador's radiocommunication 
services should they »e affected by the provisions of the Final Acts of the present 
Conference or of the Annexes thereto, or by the failure of other Members of the Union to 
comply with those provisions; 

b) to begin using the single-sideband (SSB) system when the conditions are favourabie for 
its implementation; and 

c) not to accept the reservations formulated by other countries if they prove detrimental to 
the national interests of Ecuador. 


Finally, it endorses statement No. 66 formulated at the World Administrative Radio 
Conference (Geneva, 1979) and statement No. 80 formulated at the Plenipotentiary Conference 
(Nairobi, 1982) in their entirety. 











- 6 - FP — 60 


No. 60 
Original: English 
For the Democratic People's Repubiic of Korea: 


The Delegation of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea participated in the Second 
Session of the HFBC with its belief that it could establish the HF BC Planning System to a certain 
extent on the basis of the principles adopted at the First Session. 

However, it wishes to express its concern and regret that the global results of testing are not 
as satisfactory as they could be, as analyzed and recognized during the Conference. 

We have great hopes that the next competent WARC will develop and adopt an improved 
HFBC Planning System in accordance with the Resolutions and Recommendations adopted at 
the current Conference and the experiences gained by the IFRB during the intersessional period 
so that the HF spectrum can be used on an equal basis, in particular in the interests of the 
developing countries according to the spirit of the Nairobi Plenipotentiary Conference. 


No. 61 
Original: English 
For the United States of America: 


The United States of America, noting the statement (No. 40) entered by the Administration 
of Cuba rejects the allegations contained therein and recalls its rights to broadcast to Cuba on 
appropriate frequencies free of jamming or other wrongful interference and reserves its rights 
with respect to existing interference and any future interference by Cuba with United States 
broadcasting. 


Original: English 
For the Sua te of Israel: 


The declarations made by certain delegations in No. 2 of the Fina! Protocol, being in 
flagrant contradiction with the principles and purposes of the International Telecommunication 
Union and, therefore, devoid of any legal validity, the Government of Israel wishes to put on 
record that it rejects these declarations outright and will proceed on the assumption that they can 
have no validity with respect to the rights and duties of any Member State of the International 
Telecommunication Union. 

In any case, the Government of Israel will avail itself of its rights to safeguard its interests 
should the Governments of those delegations in any way violate any of the provisions of the 
Convention, or the Annexes, Protocols or Regulations attached thereto, or the Final Acts of this 
Conference. 

The Delegation of Israel further notes that declaration No. 2 does not refer to the State of 
Israel by its full and correct name. As such it is totally inadmissible and must be epudiatec' as a 
violation of recognized rules of international behaviour. 
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No. 63 
Original: English 
For the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya: 


Having noted the statements made, in signing the Final Acts and Final Protocol, the 
Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya reserves the right to take any appropriate action it 
deems necessary to safeguard the Libyan national interests of its HF broadcasting service, in case 
the reservations of other countries jeopardize the proper operation of its broadcasting services, 
or other Members fail to apply any provision adopted by this Conference, Radio Regulations or 
the Convention. 


Original: French 
For the Socialist Republic of Romania: 


A 


Noting the reservations made by various delegations to the Second Session of the World 
Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands Allocated to the 
Broadcasting Service, the Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romania reserves for its 
Government the right to take any action it might deem necessary to protect its interests and to 
meet the requirements of its broadcasting service should any Members fail in any way to comply 
with the provisions of the Convention and of the Regulations annexed thereto, or should 
reservations formulated by other adminisirations jeopardize proper operation of that service. 


Signing of the Final Acts by the Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romania does not 
prejudge the position which its Government will see fit to adopt when the budgetary implications 
of the decisions taken by the Conference are examined. 


No. 65 
Original: English 
For the Kingdom of the Netherlands: 


The Delegation of the Kingdom of the Netherlands, disappointed by the great number of 
reservations made by a majority of the Delegations present at the Second Session of the WARC 
HFBC-1987 on the use of the HF BC bands, feels obliged to reserve its right and to take any action 
it deems necessary to safeguard the interests of its HF BC service. In so doing the Administration 
of the Kingdom of the Netherlands w ill take into account, to the greatest extent practicable, the 
interests of services of other countries operating in accordance with the Radio Regulations and 
the decisions of this Conference. 








Original: English 
For Turkey: 


After having noted the declarations already deposited, the Turkish Delegation, to the 
Second Session of the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of the HF Bands 
Allocated to the Broadcasting Service (Geneva, 1987) reserves for its Government the right to take 
such measures as it may consider necessary to safeguard its interests to meet the needs of its 
broadcasting service. 


Original: Frenct 
For the Republic of Mali: 


Having noted the declarations already deposited, the Delegation of the Republic of Mali, ir 
signing the Final Acts of the Second Session of the HFBC World Administrative Radic 
Conference, reserves for its Government the right to take whatever action it may deem necessar: 
tO protect its interest if: 

a) reservations or statements by other administrations were to jeopardize the prope 

operation of its radiocommunication installations; 

b) other Members were to fail in any way to comply with the provisions of the Conventior 

and the Radio Regulations. 


No. 68 
Original: Englis! 


For the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka: 


The Delegation of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka, disappointed by the grea 
number of reservations made by a majority of the Delegations present at the Second Session o 
the WARC HFBC-87 on the use of the HFBC bands, feels obliged to reserve the right of i 
Administration to safeguard the interests of its HF BC service. 

In so doing the Administration of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka will tak 
into account to the greatest extent practicable, the interests of services of other countric 
operating in accordance with the Radio Regulations and the decisions of this Conference. 

















Original: English 
For the People’s Republic of China: 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administr. ‘ive Radio Conference for the Planning of 
the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Servi : (Geneva, 1987) and having noted the 
statement No. 25, the Chinese Delegation reiterates 1 + position of the Chinese Government, 
already stated in its declaration (No. 11S) included ir he Final Protocol to the International 
Tcecommunication Convention (Nairobi, 1982) 


(The signatures follow) 


(The signatures following the Final Protocol are the same as those shown on pages 4 to 20 
with the exception of the signature of the People's Republic of Poland which did not sign it) 
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Addition of a reference to 


RESOLUTION No. 8 


Under the titie of Resolution 8 


ADD (See also Resolution 512 (HFBC-87)) 


RES8-1! 
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SUPPLEMENTARY TREATY ON EXTRADITION 
BETWEEN 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
AND 
THE KINGDOM OF BELGIUM 
TO PROMOTE THE REPRESSION OF TERRORISM 

The United States of America and the Kingdom of Belgium, 

Concerned about the growing danger caused by the increase of 
terrorist acts, 

-onvinced that extradition is an effective means to combat these 
> + 

Agree to tt following: 
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Article 1 





This Treaty shall only apply when extradition could otherwise be 
denied pursuant to tne domestic laws or other international 


obligations of the Contracting States because: 


(a) the offense 1S 4 political )9§fense, an offense connected to 
a political offense, or an offense inspired by political 


motives: Or 


(b) the offense 15S not a listed extraditable offense under the 


\ A 


terms of the extradition treaties presently in force between the 


> Contracting States. 
Articie < 
For the purposes oO! extradition and in spite of the political nature 
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the executive authority of tne Requested State, be considered not to 
be a political offense, an ffense connected to a political offense, 
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srities for the purpose of prosecution; 
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b) murder, voluntary manslaughter and voluntary assault and 
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VS 


DONE at Washington, in duplicate, this 1T +, day 


198 l in t.e English, Frencn and Dutch lanquages, 
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being equally authentic. 


THE UNITED STATES FOR THE KINGDOM 


OF BELGIUM 
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INTERNATIONAL NATURAL RUBBER AGREEMENT, 1987 


PREAMBLE 


The contracting parties 

Recalling the laration and the Programme of Action on the 
Establishment of a New International Economic Order.* 

Recognizing in particular the importance of the United Nations 
Conference on Trade and Development resolution 93 (IV), adopted 
at its fourth session, resolution 124 (V), adopted at its fifth session, 
and resolution 155 (VI), adopted at its sixth session, on the Inte- 
grated Programme for Commodities, 

Recognizing the importance of natural rubber to the economies 
of members, particularly to the exports of exporting members and 
to supply requirements of importing members, 

Recognizing further that the stabilization of natural rubber 
prices is in the interest of procedures, consumers and natural 
rubber markets, and that an international natural rubber 
ment can significantly assist the growth and development of the 
natural rubber industry to the benefit of both producers and con-: 
sumers. 

Have agreed as follows: 


Cuapter |—OsJectives 
ARTICLE 1—OBJECTIVES 


The objectives of the International Natural Rubber Agreement, 
1987 (hereinafter referred to as “this Agreement’), with a view to 
achieving the relevant objectives as adopted by the United Nations 
Conference on Trade and Development in its resolutions 93 (IV), 
124 (V) and 155 (VI) on the Integrated Programme for Commod- 
ities, are inter alia as follows: 

(a) To achieve a balanced growth between the supply of and 
demand for natural rubber, thereby helping to alleviate the serious 
difficulties arising from surpluses or shortgages of natural rubber; 

(b) To achieve stable conditions in natural rubber trade through 
avoiding excessive natural rubber price fluctuations, which ad- 
versely affect the long-term interests of both producers and con- 
sumers, and stabilizing these prices without distorting long-term 
market trends, in the interests of producers and consumers; 

ic) To help stabilize the export earnings from natural rubber of 
exporting members, and to increase their earnings based on ex- 
panding natural rubber export volumes at fair and remunerative 
prices, thereby helping to provide the necessary incentives for a dy- 
namic and rising rate of production and the resources for acceler- 
ated economic growth and social development; 








* General Assembly resolutions 4201 (S-VI) and 3202 (S-VI) of | May 1974 
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(d) To seek to ensure adequate supplies of natural rubber to 
meet the requirements of importing members at fair and reasona- 
ble prices and to improve the reliability and continuity of these 
supplies; 

(e) To take feasible steps in the event of a surplus or shortage of 
natural rubber to mitigate the economic difficulties that members 
might encounter; 

if) To seek to expand internationa! trade in and to improve 
market access for natural rubber and processea products thereof; 

(g) To improve the competitiveness of natural rubber by encour- 
aging research and development on the problems of natural rubber; 

(h) To encourage the efficient development of the natural rubber 
economy by seeking to facilitate and promote improvements in the 
processing, marketing and distribution of raw natural rubber; and 

(i) To further international co-operation in and consultations on 
natural rubber matters affecting supply and demand, and to facili- 
tate promotion and co-ordination of the natural rubber research, 
assistance and other programmes. 


Cuapter I]1—Derinitions 
ARTICLE 2—DEFINITIONS 


For the pur of this Agreement: 

(1) “Natural rubber’’ means the unvulcanized elastomer, whether 
in solid or liquid forms, from Hevea brasiliensis and any ther 
plant which the Council may decide for the purposes of this Agree- 
ment; 

(2) “Contracting party’’ means a Government, or an intergovern- 
mental organization referred to in article 5, which has consented to 
be bound by this Agreement provisionally or definitively; 

(3) “Member” means a contracting party as defined in definition 
(2) above; 

(4) “Exporting member’ means a member which exports natural 
rubber and has declared itself to be an exporting member, subject 
to the agreement of the Council; 

(5) “Importing member’ means a member which imports natural 
rubber and has declared itself to be an importing member, subject 
to the agreement of the Council; 

(6) “Organization” means the International Natural Rubber Or- 
ganization referred to in article 3; 

(7) “Council” means the International Natural Rubber Council 
referred to in article 6; 

(8) “Special vote” means a vote requiring at least two thirds of 
the votes cast by exporting members present and voting and at 
least two thirds of the votes cast by mg members present 
and voting, counted separately, on condition that these votes are 
cast by at least half the members in each category present and 
voting; 

(9) “Exports of natural rubber” means any natural rubber which 
leaves the customs territory of any member, and “imports of natu- 
ral rubber” means any natural rubber which enters the domestic 
commerce in the customs territory of any member, provided that 
for the purposes of these definitions, customs territory shall, in the 
case of a member which comprises more than one customs terri- 
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tory, be deemed to refer to the combined customs territories of that 
member; 

(10) “Distributed simple majority vote’ means a vote requiring 
more than half of the total votes of exporting members present and 
voting and more than half of the total votes of importing members 
present and voting, counted separately; 

(11) “Freely usable currencies” means the deutsche mark, the 
French franc, the Japanese yen, the pound sterling, and the United 
States dollar; 

(12) “Financial year’’ means the period from | January to 31 
December inclusive; 

(13) “Entry into force” means the date on which this Agreement 
enters into force provisionally or definitively in accordance with ar- 
ticle 60; 

(14) “Tonne” means a metric ton, ie. 1,000 kilogrammes; 

(15) “Malaysian/Singapore cent” means the average of the Ma- 
laysian sen and the Singapore cent at the prevailing rates of ex- 
change; 

(16) “Time-weighted net contributions of a member’ means its 
net cash contributions weighted by the number of days during 
which the constituent parts of the net cash contribution have 
stayed at the disposition of the Buffer Stock. In calculating the 
number of days, the day when the contribution was received by the 
Organization will not be taken into account, nor the day when the 
reimbursement was effected, nor the day when this Agreement ter- 
minates. 


CHapTerR IIT—ORGANIZATION AND ADMINISTRATION 


ARTICLE 3—ESTABLISHMENT, HEADQUARTERS AND STRUCTURE OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL NATURAL RUBBER ORGANIZATION 


1. The International Natural Rubber Organization, established 
by the International Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979, shall con- 
tinue in being for the purpose of administering the provisions and 
supervising the operation of this Agreement 

2. The Organization shall function through the International 
Natural Rubber Council, its Executive Director and its staff, and 
such other bodies as are provided for in this Agreement 

3. Subject to the requirement in paragraph 4 of this article, the 
headquarters of the Organization shall be in Kuala Lumpur, unless 
the Council, by special vote, decides otherwise 

4. The headquarters of the Organization shall at all times be lo- 
cated in the territory of a member. 


ARTICLE 4—MEMBERSHIP IN THE ORGANIZATION 


1. There shall be two categories of membership, namely, 
(a) Exporting; and 
(b) Importing. 

2. The Council shall establish criteria regarding a change by a 
member in its category of membership as defined in paragraph 1 of 
this article, taking fully into account the provisions of articles 24 
and 27. A member which meets such criteria may change its cate- 
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gory of membership subject to the agreement of the Council by spe- 
cial vote. 

3. Each contracting party shall constitute a single member of the 
Organization. 


ARTICLE 5—MEMBERSHIP BY INTERGOVERN MENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 


1. Any reference in this Agreement to a “Government” or “Gov- 
ernments” shall be construed as including a reference to the Euro- 
pean Economic Community and to any intergovernmental organi- 
zation having responsibilities in respect of the negotiation, conclu- 
sion and application of international agreements, in particular 
commodity agreements. Accordingly, any reference in this Agree- 
ment to signature, ratification, acceptance or approval, or to notifi- 
cation of provisional application, or to accession shall, in the case 
of such intergovernmental organizations, be construed as including 
a reference to signature, ratification, acceptance or approval, or to 
notification of provisional application, or to accession, by such 
intergovernmental organizations. 

2. In the case of votes on matters within their competence, such 
intergovernmental organizations shall exercise their voting rights 
with a number of votes equal to the total number of votes attrib- 
uted, in accordance with article 14, to their member States. In such 
cases, the member States of such intergovernmental organizations 
shall not exercise their individual voting rights. 


Cuapter 1V—TuHe INTERNATIONAL NATURAL RuBBER COUNCIL 


ARTICLE 6——-COMPOSITION OF THE INTERNATIONAL NATURAL RUBBER 
COUNCIL 


1. The highest authority of the Organization shall be the Interna- 
tional Natural Rubber Council, which shall consist of all the mem- 
bers of the Organization. 

2. Each member shall be represented in the Council by one dele- 
gate, and may designate alternates and advisers to attend sessions 
of the Council 

3. An alternate delegate shall be empowered to act and vote on 
behalf of the delegate during the latter's absence or in special cir- 
cumstances. 


ARTICLE 7—-POWERS AND FUNCTIONS OF THE COUNCIL 


1. The Council shall exercise all such powers and perform or ar- 
range for the performance of all such functions as are necessary to 
carry out the provisions of this Agreement, but it shall not have 
the power, and shall not be taken to have been authorized by the 
members, to incur any obligation outside the scope of this Agree- 
ment. In particular, it shall not have the capacity to borrow 
money, without however, limiting the application of article 41, nor 
shall it enter into any trading contract for natural rubber, except 
as provided for specifically in paragraph 5 of article 30. In exercis- 
ing its capacity to contract the Council shall ensure that the terms 
of paragraph 4 of article 48 are brought by written notice to the 
attention of the other parties entering into such contracts, but any 
failure to do so shall not in itself invalidate such contracts, nor 
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shall it be deemed to be a waiver of such limitation of liability of 
the members. 

2. The Council shall, by special vote, adopt such rules and regula- 
tions as are necessary to carry out the provisions of this Agreement 
and are consistent therewith. These shall include its own rules of 
procedure and those of the committees referred to in article 18, 
rules for the administration and operation of the Buffer Stock, and 
the financial and staff lations of the anization. 

3. For the purposes of paragraph 2 of this article, the Council 
shall, at its first session after the entry into force of this Agree- 
ment, review the rules and regulations established under the Inter- 
national Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979, and adopt them with 
such modifications as it deems appropriate. Pending such adoption, 
the rules and regulations established under the International Nat- 
ural Rubber Agreement, 1979, shall apply. 

4. The Council shall keep such records as are required for the 
performance of its functions under this Agreement. 

5. The Council shall publish an annual report on the activities of 
the Organization and such other information as it considers appro- 
priate. 


ARTICLE 8—-DELEGATION OF POWERS 


1. The Council may, by special vote, delegate to any committee 
established under article 18 the exercise of any or all of its powers 
which, in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement, do not 
require a special vote of the Council. Notwithstanding this delega- 
tion, the Council may at any time discuss and decide any issue that 
may have been delegated to any of its committees. 

2. The Council may, by special vote, revoke any power delegated 
to a committee. 


ARTICLE 9—CO-OPERATION WITH OTHER ORGANIZATIONS 


1. The Council may make whatever arrangements are appropri- 
ate for consultation or co-operation with the United Nations, its 
organs and specialized agencies, and other intergovernmental orga- 
nizations as appropriate. 

2. The Council may also make arrangements for maintainig con- 
tact with appropriate international non-governmental organiza- 
tions. 





ARTICLE 10-—-ADMISSION OF OBSERVERS 


The Council may invite any non-member Government, or any of 
the organizations referred to in article 9, to attend as an observer 
any of the meetings of the Council or of any committee established 
under article 18. 


ARTICLE 11--CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN 


1. The Council shall elect for each year a Chairman and a Vice- 
Chairman. 

2. The Chairman and the Vice-Chairman shall be elected, one 
from among the representatives of exporting members and the 
other from among the representatives of importing members. 
These offices shall alternate each year between the two categories 
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of members, provided, however, that this shall not prohibit the re- 
election of either or both, under exceptional circumstances, by spe- 
cial vote of the Council. 

3. In the temporary absence of the Chairman, he shall be re- 
placed by the Vice-Chairman. In the temporary absence of both the 
Chairman and the Vice-Chairman or the permanent absence of one 
or both of them, the Council may elect new officers from among 
the representatives of the exporting members and/or from among 
the representatives of the importing members, as appropriate, on a 
temporary or permanent basis as may be required. 

4. Neither the Chairman nor any other officer presiding at a 
meeting of the Council shall vote at that meeting. The voting 
rights of the member he represents may, however, be exercised in 
accordance with the provisions of paragraph 3 of article 6, or para- 
graphs 2 and 3 of article 15. 


AKTICLE 12-—EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, BUFFER STOCK MANAGER AND 
OTHER STAFF 


1. The Council shall, by special vote, appoint an Executive Direc- 
tor and a Buffer Stock Manager. 

2. The terms and conditions of appointment of the Executive Di- 
a = the Buffer Stock Manager shall be determined by the 

uncil. 

3. The Executive Director shall be the chief administrative offi- 
cer of the Organization and shall be responsible to the Council for 
the administration and operation of this Agreement in accordance 
with the provisions of this Agreement and decisions of the Council. 

4. The Buffer Stock Manager shall be responsible to the Execu- 
tive Director and the Council for the functions conferred upon him 
by this Agreement, as well as for such additional functions as the 
Council may determine. The Buffer Stock Manager shall be respon- 
sible for the day-to-day operation of the Buffer Stock, and shall 
keep the Executive Director informed of the general operations of 
the Buffer Stock so that the Executive Director may ensure its ef- 
fectiveness in — objectives of this Agreement. 

5. The Executive Director shall appoint the staff in accordance 
with regulations established by the Council. The staff shall be re- 
sponsible to the Executive Director. 

6. Neither the Executive Director nor any member of the staff, 
including the Buffer Stock Manager, shall have any financial inter- 
est in the rubber industry or trade, or associated commercial activi- 
ties. 

7. In the performance of their duties, the Executive Director, the 
Buffer Stock Manager and other staff shall not seek or receive in- 
structions from any member or from any other authority external 
to the Council or to any committee established under article 18. 
They shall refrain from any action which might reflect on their po- 
sitions as international officials responsible only to the Council. 
Each member shall respect the exclusively international character 
of the responsibilities of the Executive Director, the Buffer Stock 
Manager and other staff and shall not seek to influence them in 
the discharge of their responsibilities. 
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ARTICLE 13—SESSIONS 


1. As a general rule, the Council shall hold one regular session in 
each half of the year. For the purpose of the review of the price 
range, the Council shall hold a session, within two weeks, after 
each 15-month or 30-month period mentioned in article 31. 

2. In addition to sessions in circumstances specifically provided 
for in this Agreement, the Council shall also meet in special ses- 
sion whenever it so decides or at the request of: 

(a) The Chairman of the Council; 

(b) The Executive Director; 

(c) A majority of the exporting members; 

(d) A majority of the importing members; 

(e) An exporting member or exporting members holding at 
least 200 votes; or 

(f} An importing member or importing members holding at 
least 200 votes. 

3. Sessions shall be held at the headquarters of the Organization, 
unless the Council, by special vote, decides otherwise. If on the in- 
vitation of any member of the Council meets elsewhere than at the 
headquarters of the Organization, that member shall pay the addi- 
tional costs incurred by the Council. 

4. Notice of any sessions and the agenda for such sessions shall 
be communicated to members by the Executive Director, in consul- 
tation with the Chairman of the Council, at least 30 days in ad- 
vance, except in cases of emergency when notice shall be communi- 
cated at least 10 days in advance. 


ARTICLE 14—DISTRIBUTION OF VOTES 


1. The exporting members shall together hold 1,000 votes and the 
—— members shall together hold 1,000 votes. 

. Each exporting member shall receive one initial vote out of 
the 1,000 votes except that in the case of an exporting member 
with net exports of less than 10,000 tonnes annually the initial vote 
shall not apply. The remainder of such votes shall be distributed 
among the exporting members as nearly as possible in proportion 
to the volume of their respective net exports of natural rubber for 
the period of five calendar years commencing six calendar years 
prior to the distribution of votes. 

3. The votes of importing members shall be distributed among 
them as nearly as possible in proportion to the average of their re- 
spective net imports of natural rubber during the period of the 
three calendar years commencing four calendar years prior to the 
distribution of votes, except that each importing member shall re- 
ceive one vote even if its proportional net import share is otherwise 
not sufficiently large to so justify. 

4. For the purposes of paragraphs 2 and 3 of this article, para- 
graphs 2 and 3 of article 27 relating to contributions of importing 
members, and article 38, the Council shall, at its first session, es- 
tablish a table of net exports of exporting members and a table of 
net imports of importing members which shall be revised annually 
in accordance with this article. 

5. There shail be no fractional votes. 

















8 


6. The Council shall, at the first session after the entry into force 
of this Agreement, distribute the votes for that year, to remain in 
effect until the first regular session of the following year, except as 
provided for in paragraph 7 of this article. Subsequently for each 
year, the Council shall distribute the votes at the beginning of the 
first regular session of that year. Such distribution shall remain in 
effect until the first regular session of the following year, except as 
provided for in paragraph 7 of this article. 

7. Whenever the membership of the Organization changes or 
when any member has its voting rights suspended or restored 
under any provision of this Agreement, the Council shall redistrib- 
ute the votes within the affected category or categories of members 
in accordance with the provisions of this article. 

8. In the event of the exclusion of a member pursuant to article 
64, or the withdrawal of a member pursuant to article 63 or article 
62, resulting in the reduction of the total trade share of those mem- 
bers remaining in either category below 80 per cent, the Council 
shall meet and decide on the terms, conditions and future of this 
Agreement, including in particular the need to maintain effective 
buffer stock operations without causing undue financial burden to 
the remaining members. 


ARTICLE 15—VOTING PROCEDURE 


1. Each member shall be entitled to cast the number of votes it 
holds in the Council and shall not be entitled to divide its votes. 

2. By written notification to the Chairman of the Council, any ex- 
porting member may authorize any other exporting member, and 
any importing member may authorize any other importing 
member, to represent its interests and to exercise its voting rights 
at any session or meeting of the Council. 

3. A member authorized by another member to cast the latter 
member's votes shall cast such votes as authorized. 

4. When abstaining, a member shall be deemed not to have cast 
its votes. 


ARTICLE 16—QUORUM 


1. The quorum for any meeting of the Council shall be the pres- 
ence of a majority of exporting members and a majority of import- 
ing members, provided that such members hold at least two thirds 
of the total votes in their respective categories. 

2. If there is no quorum in accordance with paragraph 1 of this 
article on the day fixed for the meeting and on the following day, 
the quorum on the third day and thereafter shall be the presence 
of a majority of exporting members and a majority of importing 
members, provided that such members hold a majority of the total 
votes in their respective categories. 

3. Representation in accordance with paragraph 2 of article 15 
shall be considered as presence. 


ARTICLE 17—DECISIONS 


1. All decisions of the Council sha!! hc taxen and all recommen- 
dations shall be made by distribuied simple majority vote, unless 
otherwise provided for in this Agreement. 
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2. Where a member avails itself of the provisions of article 15 
and its votes are cast at a meeting of the Council, such member 
shall, for the purpose of paragraph 1 of this article, be considered 
as present and voting. 


ARTICLE 18—ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMITTEES 


1. The following committees established by the International 
Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979, shall continue in being: 
(a) Committee on Administration; 
(b) Committee on Buffer Stock Operations; 
(c) Committee on Statistics; and 
(d) Committee on Other Measures. 
Additional committees may also be established by special vote of 
the Council. 
2. Each committee shall be responsible to the Council. The Coun- 
cil shall, by special vote, determine the membership and terms of 
reference of each committee. 


ARTICLE 19—-PANEL OF EXPERTS 


1. The Council may establish a panel of experts from the rubber 
industry and trade of exporting and importing members. 

2. Any such panel would be available to provide advice and as- 
sistance to the Council and its committees, particularly on buffer 
stock operations and on the other measures referred to in article 
43. 

3. The membership, functions and administrative arrangements 
of any such panel would be determined by the Council. 


CHAPTER V—PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES 
ARTICLE 20—PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES 


1. The Organization shall have legal personality. In particular, 
but without prejudice to the provisions of paragraph 4 of article 48, 
the Organization shall have the capacity to contact, to acquire and 
dispose of movable and immovable property, and to institute legal 
proceedings. 

2. The Organization shall, as soon as possible, seek to conclude 
with the Government of the country in which the headquarters of 
the Organization is situated (hereinafter referred to as the host 
Government) an agreement (hereinafter referred to as Headquar- 
ters Agreement) relating to such status, privileges and immunities 
of the Organization, of its Executive Director, Buffer Stock Manag- 
er as well as other staff and experts, and of members’ delegation, 
as are reasonably necessary for the purpose of discharging their 
functions. 

3. Pending the conclusion of the Headquarters Agreement, the 
Organization shall request the host Government to grant, to the 
extent consistent with its laws, exemption from taxation on remu- 
neration paid by the Organization to its employees, and on the 
assets, income and other property of the Organization 

4. The Organization may also conclude, with one or more Gov- 
ernments, agreements to be approved by the Council relating to 
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such privileges and immunities as may be necessary for the proper 
functioning of this Agreement. 

5. If the headquarters of the Organization is moved to another 
country, the Government of that country shall, as soon as possible, 
conclude with the Organization a Headquarters Agreement to be 
approved by the Council. 

6. The Headquarters Agreement shall be independent of this 
Agreement. It shall, however, terminate; 

(a) By agreement between the host Government and the Or- 
ganization; 

(b) In the event that the headquarters of the Organization is 
moved from the country of the host Government, or 

(c) In the event that the Organization ceases to exist. 


Cuapter VI—AcCOUN’’S AND AUDIT 
ARTICLE 21—FINANCIAL ACCOUNTS 


1. For the operation and administration of this Agreement, there 
shall be established two accounts: 

(a) The Buffer Stock Account; and 
(b) The Administrative Account. 

2. All the following receipts and expenditures in the creation, op- 
eration and maintenance cf the Buffer Stock shall be brought into 
the Buffer Stock Account, contributions from members under arti- 
cle 27, revenue from sales of or expenditure in respect of acquisi- 
tion of buffer stocks; interest on deposits of the Buffer Stock Ac- 
count; and costs relating to purchase and sales commissions, stor- 
age, transportation and handling, maintenance and rotation, and 
insurance. The Council may, however, by special vote, bring any 
other type of receipts or expenditures attributable to buffer stock 
transactions or operations into the Buffer Stock Account. 

3. All other receipts and expenditures relating to the operation of 
this Agreement shall be brought into the Administrative Account. 
Such expenditures shall normally be met by contributions from 
members assessed in accordance with article 24. 

4. The Organization shall not be liable for the expense of delega- 
tions or observers to the Council or to any committee established 
under article 18. 


ARTICLE 22—-FORMS OF PAYMENT 


Payments to the Administrative and Buffer Stock Accounts shall 
be made in freely usable currencies or currencies which are con- 
vertible in the major foreign exchange markets into freely usable 
currencies, and shall be exempt from foreign exchange restrictions. 


ARTICLE 23——-AUDIT 


1. Each financial year, the Council shall app * . auditors for the 
purpose of auditing its books of account. 

2. An independently audited statement of the Administrative Ac- 
count shall be made available to members as soon as possible, but 
not later than four months, after the close of each financial year. 
An independently audited statement of the Buffer Stock Account 
shall be made available to members not earlier than 60 days, but 
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not later than four months, after the close of each financial year. 
The audited statements of the Administrative and Buffer Stock Ac- 
counts shall be considered for approval by the Council at its next 
regular session, as appropriate. A summary of the audited accounts 
and balance sheet shall thereafter be published. 


CuHapter VII—THE ADMINISTRATIVE ACCOUNT 


ARTICLE 24—APPROVAL OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET AND 
ASSESSMENT OF CONTRIBUTIONS 


1. At its first session after the entry into force of this Agreement, 
the Council shall approve the administrative budget for the period 
between the date of the entry into force and the end of the first 
financial year. Thereafter, during the second half of each financial 
year, the Council shall approve the administrative budget for the 
following financial year. The Council shall assess the contribution 
of each member to that budget in accordance with paragraph 2 of 
this article. 

2. The contribution of each member to the administrative budget 
for each financial year shall be in the proportion which the 
number of its votes at the time the administrative budget for that 
financial year is approved bears to the total votes of all the mem- 
bers. In assessing contributions, the votes of each member shall be 
calculated without regard to the suspension of any member's 
voting rights or any redistribution of votes resulting therefrom. 

3. The initial contribution to the administrative budget of any 
Government which becomes a member after the entry into force of 
this Agreement shall be assessed by the Council on the basis of the 
number of votes to be held by that member and of the period from 
the date on which it becomes a member to the end of the current 
financial year. The assessment made upon other members for that 
financial year shall not, however, be altered. 


ARTICLE 25—PAYMENT OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
BUDGET 


1. Contributions to the first administrative budget shall become 
due on a date to be decided by the Council at its first session. Con- 
tributions to subsequent administrative budgets shall become due 
by 28 February in each financial year. The initial contribution of a 
Government which becomes a member after the entry into force of 
this Agreement, assessed in accordance with paragraph 3 of artick 
24, shall, for the financial year concerned, become due 60 days 
after the date on which it becomes a member. 

2. If a member has not paid its full contribution to the adminis- 
trative budget within two months after such contribution becomes 
due in accordance with paragraph 1 of this article, the Executive 
Director shall request that member to make payment as quickly as 
possible. If a member has not paid its contribution within two 
months after such request by the Executive Director, its voting 
rights in the Organization shall be suspended unless the Council 
decides otherwise. If a member has still not paid its contribution 
within four months after such request by the Executive Director, 
all rights of that member under this Agreement shall be suspended 
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by the Council, unless the Council, by special vote, decides other- 


wise. 
3. For contributions received late, the Council shall levy a penal- 
ty charge at the prime interest rate in the host country from the 
date the contributions become due. 
4. A member whose rights have been suspended under paragraph 
2 of this article shall in particular remain liable to pay its contri- 
bution and to meet any other of its financial obligations under this 


Agreement. 
Cuapter VIII—Tue Burrer Stock 
ARTICLE 26—SIZE OF THE BUFFER STOCK 


In order to achieve the objectives of this Agreement, an interna- 
tional Buffer Stock shall be established. The total capacity of the 
Buffer Stock shall be 550,000 tonnes, including the total stocks still 
held under the International Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979. It 
shall be the sole instrument of market intervention for price stabi- 
lization in this Agreement. The Buffer Stock shall comprise: 

(a) The normal Buffer Stock of 400,000 tonnes; and 
(b) The contingency Buffer Stock of 150,000 tonnes. 


ARTICLE 27-——-FINANCING OF THE BUFFER STOCK 


1. Members commit themselves to finance the total cost of the 
international Buffer Stock of 550,000 tonnes established under arti- 
cle 26, it being understood that shares in the Buffer Stock Account 
of the International Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979, of those 
members of the International Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979, 
which became members of this Agreement shal!, with the consent 
of each member, be carried over to the Buffer Stock Account under 
this Agreement in accordance with the procedures determined 
under the provisions of paragraph 3 of article 41 of the Internation- 
al Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979. 

2. The financing of both the normal Buffer Stock and the contin- 
gency Buffer Stock shall be shared equally between the exporting 
and importing categories of members. Contributions of members to 
the Buffer Stock Account shall be apportioned according to their 
shares of the votes in the Council, except as provided for in para- 
graphs 3 and 4 of this article. 

3. Any importing member whose share of total net imports as set 
out in the table to be established by the Council under paragraph 4 
of article 14 represents 0.1 percent or less of total net imports shall 
contribute to the Buffer Stock Account as follows: 

(a) If its share of total net imports is less than or equal to 0.1 
percent but more than 0.05 percent, such member shall con- 
tribute an amount assessed on the basis of its actual share of 
total net imports; 

(b) If its share of total net imports is 0.5 percent or less, such 
member shall contribute an amount assessed on the basis of a 
share of 0.05 percent of total net imports. 

4. During any period in which this Agreement is in force provi- 
sionally either under paragraph 2 or subparagraph (b) of paragraph 
4 of article 60, the financial commitment of each exporting or im- 
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porting member to the Buffer Stock Account shall not in total 
exceed that member's contribution, calculated on the basis of the 
number of votes corresponding to the percentage shares set out in 
the tables to be established by the Council under paragraph 4 of 
article 14, of the totals of 275,000 tonnes falling to the exporting 
and importing categories of members respectively. The financial ob- 
ligations of members when this Agreement is in force provisionally 
shall be shared equally by exporting and importing categories of 
members. At any time when the aggregate commitment of one cat- 
egory exceeds that of the other, the larger of the two aggregates 
shall be brought equal to the smaller of the two aggregates, each 
member's votes in that aggregate being reduced in proportion to 
the shares of votes derived from the tables to be established by the 
Council under paragraph 4 of article 14. Notwithstanding the pro- 
visions of this paragraph and of paragraph 1 of article 28, a mem- 
ber’s contribution may not exceed 125 percent of the amount of its 
total contribution calculated on the basis of its share in world 
trade as indicated in annex A or annex B to this Agreement. 

5. The total costs of the normal and contingency Buffer Stock of 
550,000 tonnes shall be financed by contributions by members in 
cash to the Buffer Stock Account. Such contributions may, when 
relevant, be paid by the appropriate agencies of members con- 
cerned. 

6. The total costs of the 550,000-tonne international Buffer Stock 
shall be paid from the Buffer Stock Account. Such costs shall in- 
clude all expenses involved in acquiring and operating the 550,000- 
tonne international Buffer Stock. In the event that the estimated 
cost, as given in annex C to this Agreement, cannot fully cover the 
total cost of acquisition and operations of the Buffer Stock, the 
Council shall meet and make the necessary arrangements to call 
up the required contributions to cover such costs according to per- 
centage shares of votes. 


ARTICLE 25-—-PAYMENT OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE BUFFER STOCK 
ACCOUNT 


1. There shall be an initial contribution in cash to the Buffer 
Stock Account equivalent to 70 million Malaysian ringgits. This 
amount, which represents a working capital reserve for buffer 
stock operations, shall be apportioned among al] members accord- 
ing to their percentage shares of votes, taking into consideration 
paragraph 3 of article 27, and shall be due within 60 days after the 
first Council session afier the entry into force of this Agreement. 
The initial contribution of a member due in accordance with this 
paragraph shall, with the consent of that member, be made wholly 
or in part by transfer of that member's share in the cash held in 
the Buffer Stock Account under the International Natural Rubber 
Agreement, 1979 

2. The Executive Director may at any time, and independently of 
the arrangements in paragraph | of this article, call for contribu- 
tions provided that the Buffer Stock Manager has certified that the 
Buffer Stock Account may require such funds in the next four 
months. 
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3. When a contribution is called, it shall be due from members 
within 60 days of the date of notification. If requested by any 
member or members accounting for 200 votes in the Council, the 
Council shall meet in special session and may modify or disapprove 
the call-up based on an assessment of the need for funds to support 
buffer stock operations in the next four months. If the Council 
cannot reach a decision, contributions shall be due from members 
in accordance with the Executive Director’s notification. 

4. Contributions called up for the normal and the contingency 
Buffer Stock shall be valued at the lower trigger action price in 
effect at the time such contributions are called. 

5. The call-up of contributions to the contingency Buffer Stock 
shall be handled as follows: 

(a) At the 300,000-tonne review provided for in article 31, the 
Council shall make all financial and other arrangements 
which may be necessary for the prompt implementation of the 
contingency Buffer Stock including call-up of funds if neces- 
sary; 

(b) At the 400,000-tonne review provided for in article 31, the 
Council shall ensure that: 

(i) All members have made all necessary arrangements 
fur financing their respective shares of the contingency 
Buffer Stock; and 

(ii) The contingency Buffer Stock has been invoked and 
is fully primed for action in accordance with the terms of 
article 30 


ARTICLE 29——-PRICE RANGE 


1. There shall be established, for the operations of the Buffer 
Stock: 
(a) A reference price; 
(b) A lower intervention price; 
(c) An upper intervention price; 
(d) A lower trigger action price; 
(e) An upper trigger action price; 
(f) A lower indicative price; and 
(g) An upper indicative price 
2. On the entry into force of this Agreement, the reference price 
shall be initially fixed at 201.66 Malaysian/Singapore cents per 
kilogramme. In the event that the reference price applicable on 20 
March 1987 is revised before the expiry of the International Natu- 
ral Rubber Agreement, 1979, the reference price shall be adjusted 
upon the entry into force of this Agreement to the level applicable 
at the time of the expiry of the International Natural Rubber 
Agreement, 1979 
3. There shall be an upper intervention price and a lower inter- 
vention price calculated respectively at plus and minus 15 percent 
of the reference price, unless the Council, by special vote, decides 
otherwise 
4. There shal] be an upper trigger action price and a lower trig- 
ger action price calculated a at plus and minus 20 per- 
cent of the reference price, unless the Council, by special vote, de- 
cides otherwise 
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5. The prices calculated in accordance with paragrcpns 3 and 4 of 
this article shall be rounded to the nearest cent. 

6. On the entry into force of this Agreement, the lower and 
upper indicative prices shall be initially fixed at 150 and 270 Ma- 
laysian/Singapore cents per kilogramme, respectively. In the event 
that the indicative prices applicable on 20 March 1987 are revised 
before the expiry of the International Natural Rubber Agreement, 
1979, the indicative prices shall be adjusted upon the entry into 
force of this Agreement to the levels applicable at the time of the 
expiry of the International Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979 


ARTICLE 30—OPERATION OF THE BUFFER STOCK 


1. If, in relation to the price range provided for in article 29, or 
as subsequently revised in accordance with the provisions of arti- 
cles 31 and 39, the market indicator price provided for in article 32 
is: 

(a) At or above the upper trigger action price, the Buffer 
Stock Manager shall defend the upper trigger action price by 
offering natural rubber for sale until the market indicator falls 
below the upper trigger action price; 

(b) Above the upper intervention price, the Buffer Stock 
Manager may sell natural rubber in defence of the upper trig- 
ger action price; 

ic) At the upper or lower intervention price, or between 
them, the Buffer Stock Manager shall neither buy nor sell nat- 
ural rubber, except in order to carry out his responsibilities for 
rotation under article 35; 

(b) Below the lower intervention price, the Buffer Stock Man- 
ager may buy natural rubber in defence of the lower trigger 
action price; 

(e) At or below the lower trigger action price, the Buffer 
Stock Manager shall defend the lower trigger action price by 
offering to buy natural rubber until the market indicator price 
exceeds the lower trigger action price 

2. When sales or purchases for the Buffer Stock reach the 
400,000-tonne level, the Council shall, by special vote, decide 
whether to bring the contingency Buffer Stock into operation at 

a) The lower or upper trigger action price; or 

(b) Any price between the lower trigger action price and the 
lower indicative price, or the upper trigger action price and the 
upper indicative price 

3. Unless the Council, by special vote, decides otherwise under 
paragraph 2 of the article, the Buffer Stock Manager shal! use the 
contingency Buffer Stock to defend the lower indicative price by 
bringing the contingency Buffer Stock into operation when the 
market indicator price is at a level 2 Malaysian/Singapore cents 
per kilogramme above the lower indicative price, and to defend the 
upper indicative price by bringing the contingency Buffer Stock 
into operation when the ma:xet indicator price is at a level 2 Ma- 
laysian/Singapore cents per kilogramme below the upper indica 
tive price 

4 e total facilities of the Buffer Stock, including the normal 
Buffer Stock and the contingency Buffer Stock, shall be fully uti- 
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lized to ensure that the market indicator price does not fall below 
the lower indicative price or rise above the upper indicative price. 

5. Sales and purchases by the Buffer Stock Manager shall be ef- 
fected through established commercial markets at prevailing 
prices, and ail his transactions shall be in physical rubber for deliv- 
ery not later than three calendar months forward. 

6. To facilitate ‘he pean of the Buffer Stock, the Council 
shall establish br +. 2 offices and such facilities of the Buffer Stock 
Manager's office, «ere necessary, in established rubber markets 
and approved warehouse locations. 

7. The Buffer Stock Manager shall prepare a monthly report on 
buffer stock transactions and the Buffer Stock Account’s financial 
position. Thirty days after the end of each month, the report for 
that month shall be made available to members 

8. The information on buffer stock transactions shall include 
quantities, prices, types, grades and markets of all buffer stock op- 
erations, including rotations effected. The information on the 
Buffer Stock Account’s financial position shall also include interest 
rates on and terms and conditions of deposits, the currencies oper- 
ated in and other relevant information on the items referred to in 
paragraph 2 of article 21 


ARTICLE 31--REVIEW AND REVISION OF THE PRICE RANGE 


A. Reference price 


1. Review and revision of the reference price shall be based on 
market trends and/or net changes in the Buffer Stock, subject to 
the provisions of this section of this article. The reference price 
shall be reviewed by the Council 18 months after the last rev ew 
ey to paragraph | of article 32 of the International Natu-al 
ubber Agreement, 1979, or, in the event that this Agreement 
enters into force after 1 May 1988, at the first session of the Coun- 
cil under this Agreement, and every 15 months thereafter 
(a) If the average of the daily market indicator prices over 
the six-month period prior to a review is at the upper interven- 
tion price, at the lower intervention price, or between these 
two prices, no revision of the reference price shail take place 
(b) If the average of the daily market indicator prices over 
the six-month period prior to a review is below the lower inter 
vention price, the reference price shall be automatically re- 
vised downwards by 5 per cent of its level at the time of the 
review, unless the Council, by special vote, decides on a higher 
percentage adjustment downwards of the reference price 
ic) If the average of the daily market indicator prices over 
the six-month period prior to a review is above the upper inter- 
vention price, the reference price shall be automatically re 
vised upward by 5 per cent of its level at the time of the 
review, unless the Council, by special vote, decides on a higher 
percentage adjustment upwards of the reference price 
2. Following a net change in the Buffer Stock of 100,000 tonnes 
since the last assessment under paragraph 2 of article 32 of Inter- 
national Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979, or under this para- 
graph, the Executive Director shall convene a specia! session of the 
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Council to assess the situation. The Council may, by special vote, 
decide to take appropriate measures which may include: 
(a) Suspension of buffer stock operations; 
(b) Change in the rate of buffer stock purchases or sales; and 
(c) Revision of the reference price. 

3. If net buffer stock purchases or sales amounting to 300,000 
tonnes have taken place since (a) the last revision under paragraph 
3 of article 32 of the International Natural Rubber Agreement, 
1979, (b) the last revision under this paragraph, or (c) the last revi- 
sion under paragraph 2 of this article, whichever is most recent, 
the reference price shall be lowered or raised, respectively, by 3 per 
cent of its current level unless the Council, by special vote, decides 
to lower or raise it, respectively, by a higher percentage amount. 

4. Any adjustments of the reference price for any reason shall 
not be such as to allow the trigger action prices to breach the lower 
or upper indicative prices. 


B. Indicative prices 


5. The Co: ncil may, by special vote, revise the lower and upper 
indicative prices at reviews provided for in this section of this arti- 
cle. 

6. The Council shall ensure that any revision of indicative prices 
is consistent with evolving market trends and conditions. In this 
connection, the Council shall take into consideration the trend of 
natural rubber prices, consumption, supply, production costs and 
stocks, as well as the quantity of steal rubber held in the Buffer 
Stock and the dnepaial position of the Buffer Stock Account. 

7. The lower and upper indicative prices shall be reviewed: 

(a) 30 months after the last review pursuant to paragraph 7 
(a) of article 32 of the International Natural Rubber Agree- 
ment, 1979, or, in the event that this Agreement enters into 
force after 1 May 1988, at the first session of the Council under 
this Agreement, and every 30 months thereafter; 

(b) In exceptional circumstances, at the request of a member 
or —_ accounting for 200 or more votes in the Council; 
an 

ic) When the reference price has been revised (i) downwards 
since the last revision of the lower indicative price or the entry 
into force of the International Natural Rubber Agreement, 
1979, or (ii) upwards since the last revision of the upper indica- 
tive price or the entry into force of the International Natural 
Rubber ment, 1979, by at least 3 per cent under para- 
graph 3 of this article and at least 5 per cent under paragraph 
1 of this article, or by at least this amount under paragraphs 1, 
2 and/or 3 of this article, provided that the average of the 
daily market indicator price for the 60 days subsequent to the 
last revision of the reference price is either below the lower 
intervention price or above the upper intervention price, re- 


qoavey 

8. Notwithstanding paragraphs 5, 6 and 7 of this article, there 
shall be no upward revision in the lower or upper indicative price 
if the average of the daily market indicator prices over the six- 
month period prior to a review of the price range under this article 
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is below the reference price. Similarly, there shall be no downward 
revision in the lower or upper indicative price if the average of the 
daily market indicator prices over the six-month period prior to a 
review of the price range under this article is above the reference 
price. 


ARTICLE 32——-MARKET INDICATOR PRICE 


1. There shall be established a daily market indicator which 
shall be a composite, weighted average—reflecting the market in 
natural rubber—of daily official current-month prices on the Kuala 
Lumpur, London, New York and Singapore markets. Initially, the 
daily market indicator price shall comprise RSS 1, RSS 3 and TSR 
20 and their weighting shall be equal. All quotations shall be con- 
verted into fob. Malaysian/Singapore ports in Malaysian/Singa- 
pore currency. 

2. The type/grade composition weightings and method of comput- 
ing the daily market indicator price shall be reviewed and may, by 
special vote, be revised by the Council to ensure that it reflects the 
market in natural rubber. 

3. The market indicator price shall be deemed above, at or below 
price levels specified in this Agreement if the average of the daily 
market indicator prices for the last five market days is above, at or 
below such price levels 


ARTICLE 33-—-COMPOSITION OF BUFFER STOCKS 


1. At its first session after the entry into force of this Agreement, 
the Council shall name the internationally recognized standard 
types and grades of ribbed smoked sheets and technically specified 
rubbers for inclusion in the Buffer Stock, provided that the follow- 
ing criteria are met: 

(a) The lowest types and grades of natural rubber authorized 
for inclusion in the Buffer Stock shall be RSS 3 and TSR 20; 
and 

(b) All types and grades allowed under subparagraph (a) of 
this paragraph which account for at least 3 per cent of the pre- 
vious calendar year's international trade in natural rubber 
shall be named. 

2. The Council may, by special vote, change these criteria and/or 
the selected types/grades if that is necessarv to ensure that the 
composition of the Buffer Stock reflects th. evolving market situa- 
tion, attainment of the stabilization ~yectives of this Agreement 
and the need to maintain a high cc nmercial standard of quality of 
buffer stocks. 

3. The Buffer Stock Manager should attempt to ensure that the 
composition of the Buffer Stock reflects the export/import patte. as 
for natural rubber, while promoting the stabilization objectives of 
this Agreement. 

4. The Council may, by special vote, direct the Buffer Stock Man- 
ager to change the composition of the Buffer Stock if the objective 
of price stabilization so dictates. 
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ARTICLE 34—LOCATION OF BUFFER STOCKS 


1. The location of buffer stocks shall ensure economic and effi- 
cient commercial “yore In accordance with this principle, the 
buffer «*ocks shall be located in the territory of both exporting and 
importing members, unless the Council, by special vote, decides 
otherwise. The distribution of the buffer stocks among the mem- 
bers shall be effected in such a way as to attain the stabilization 
objectives of this Agreement, while minimizing costs. 

2. In order to maintain high commercial quality standards. 
buffer stocks shall be stored only in warehouses approved on the 
basis of criteria to be decided by the Council. 

3. After the entry into force of this Agreement, the Council shail 
establish and approve the list of warehouses and the necessary ar- 
rangements for their use. The Council may, if necessary, review 
the list of warehouses approved by the Council of the International 
Natural Rubber Agreement, 1979, and the criteria established by 
the said Council and maintain or revise them accordingly. 

4. The Council shall also periodically review the location of the 
buffer stocks and may, by special vote, direct the Buffer Stock 
Manager to change the location of the buffer stocks to ensure eco- 
nomic and efficient commercial operations. 


ARTICLE 35-—-ROTATION OF BUFFER STOCKS 


The Buffer Stock Manager shall ensure that all buffer stocks are 
purchased and maintained at a high commercial standard of qual- 
ity. He shall rotate natural rubber stored in the Buffer Stock as 
necessary to ensure such standards, taking into appropriate consid- 
eration the cost of such rotation and its impact on the stability of 
the market. The costs of rotation shall be brought into the Buffer 
Stock Account. 


ARTICLE 36-—RESTRICTION OR SUSPENSION OF BUFFER STOCK 
OPERATIONS 


1. Notwithstanding the provisions of article 30, the Council, if in 
session, may, by special vote, restrict or suspend the operations of 
the Buffer Stock, if in its opinion the discharge of the obligations 
laid upon the Buffer Stock enemer by that article will not achieve 
the objectives of this Agreement. 

2. If the Council is not in session, the Executive Director may, 
after consultation with the Chairman, restrict or suspend the oper- 
ations of the Buffer Stock, if in his opinion the discharge of the ob- 
ligations laid upon the Buffer Stock Manager by article 30 will not 
achieve the objectives of this Agreement. 

3. Immediately after a decision to restrict or suspend the oper- 
ations of the Buffer Stock under paragraph 2 of this article, the Ex- 
ecutive Director shall convene a session of the Council to review 
such decision. Notwithstanding the provisions of a aph 4 of ar- 
ticle 13, the Council shall meet within 10 days after the date of re- 
striction or suspension. If the Council cannot come to a decision at 
that session, buffer stock operations shall be resumed without any 
restriction imposed under this article. 

4. As long as any restriction or suspension of buffer stock oper- 
ations deci in accordance with this article remains in force, the 
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Council shall review this decision at intervals of not longer than 
three months. If at a session to make such a review the Council 
does not confirm, by » sone vote, the continuation oi the restric- 
tion or suspension, or not come to a decision, buffer stock op- 
erations shall be resumed without restriction. 


ARTICLE 37——-PENALTIES RELATING TO CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE BUFFER 
STOCK ACCOUNT 


1. If a member does not fulfill its obligation to contribute to the 
Buffer Stock Account by the last day such contribution becomes 
due, it shall be considered to be in arrears. A member in arrears 
for 60 days or more shall not count as a member for the purpose of 
eg My matters covered in paragraph 2 of this article. 

2. The voting and other rights in the Council of a member in ar- 
rears for 60 days or more under paragraph 1 of this article shall be 
suspended, unless the Council, by special vote, decides otherwise. 

3. A member in arrears shal! bear interest charges at the prime 
rate in the host country po remy | on the last day such payments 
become due. Coverage of arrears y the remaining importing and 
exporting members shall be on a voluntary basis 

4. When the default has been remedied to the satisfaction of the 
Council, the voting and other rights of the member in arrears for 
60 days or more shall be restored. If the arrears have been made 
good by other members, these members shall be fully reimbursed. 


ARTICLE 38-—-ADJUSTMENT OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE BUFFER STOCK 
ACCOUNT 


1. When the votes are redistributed at the first regular session in 
each financial year or whenever the membership of the Organiza- 
tion changes, the Council shall make the necessary adjustment of 
each member's contribution to the Buffer Stock Account in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this article. For this purpose, the Exec- 
utive Director shall determine: 

(a) The net cash contribution of each member, by subtracting 
refunds of contributions to that member in accordance with 
paragraph 2 of this article from the sum of al! contr)uu'ions 
paid by that member since the entry into force of this Agree- 
ment; 

(b) The total net call-ups, by summing the consecutive call- 
ups and subtracting the total of refunds made in accordance 
with paragraph 2 of this article; 

ic) The revised net contribution for each member, by appor- 
tioning the total net call-ups among members on the basis of 
each member's revised voting share in the Council pursuant to 
article 14, subject to paragraph 3 of article 27, provided that 
the voting share of each member shall, for the purpose of this 
article, be calculated without regard to the suspension of any 
member's voting rights or any redistribution of votes resulting 
therefrom. 

Where a member's net cash contribution exceeds its revised net 
contribution, a refund of the difference minus any outstanding pen- 
alty interest on arrears shall be made to that member from the 
Buffer Stock Account. Where a mem er's revised net contribution 
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exceeds its net cash contribution, a payment of the difference plus 
any outstanding penalty interest on arrears shall be made by that 
member to the Buffer Stock Account. 

2. If the Council, having regard to paragraphs 2 and 3 of article 
28, decides that there are net cash contributions in excess of funds 
required to support buffer stock operations within the next four 
months, the Council shall refund such excess net cash contribu- 
tions less initial contributions unless it decides, by special vote, 
either to make no such refund or to refund a smaller amount. 
Members’ shares of the amount to be refunded shall be in propor- 
tion to their net cash contributions, minus any outstanding penalty 
interest on arrears. The contribution liability of members in ar- 
rears shall be reduced in the same proportion as the refund bears 
to the total net cash contributions. 

3. At the request of a member, the refund to which it is entitled 
may be retained in the Buffer Stock Account. It a member requests 
that its refund be retained in the Buffer Stock Account, this 
amount shall be credited against any additional contribution re- 
quested in accordance with article 28. The credit retained in the 
Buffer Stock Account at the request of a member shall bear inter- 
est at the average rate of interest earned on funds in the Buffer 
Stock Account, beginning the last day when the amount should 
normally be reimbursed to that member until the day preceding 
the actual reimbursement. 

4. The Executive Director shall imediately notify members of any 
required payments or refunds resulting from adjustments made in 
accordance with paragraphs 1 and 2 of this article. Such payments 
by members or refunds to members shall be made within 60 days 
from the date the Executive Director issues such notification. 

5. In the event that the amount of cash in the Buffer Stock Ac- 
count exceeds the value of total net cash contributions of members, 
such surplus funds shall be distributed upon termination of this 
Agreement. 


ARTICLE 39—THE BUFFER STOCK AND CHANGES IN EXCHANGE RATES 


1. In the event that the exchange rate between the Malaysian 
ringgit/Signapore dollar and the currencies of the major natural 
rubber exporting and importing members changes to the extent 
that the operations of the Buffer Stock are significantly affected, 
the Executive Director shall, in accordance with article 36, or mem- 
bers may, in accordance with article 13, call for a special session of 
the Council. The Council shall meet within 10 days to confirm or 
cancel measures already taken by the Executive Director pursuant 
to article 36, and may, by special vote, decide to take appropriate 
measures, including the possibility of revising the price range, pur- 
suant to the principles of the first sentences of paragraphs 1 and 6 
of article 31. 

2. The Council shall, be special vote, establish a procedure to de- 
termine a significant change in the parties of these currencies for 
the sole purpose of ensuring the timely convening of the Council. 

3. In the event that there is a divergency between the Malaysian 
ringgit and the Singapore dollar to the extent that buffer stock op- 
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erations are significantly affected, the Council shall meet to review 
the situation and may consider the adoption of a single currency. 


ARTICLE 40—LIQUIDATION PROCEDURES FOR THE BUFFER STOCK 
ACCOUNT 


1. On termination of this Agreement, the Buffer Stock Manager 
shall estimate the total expense of liquidating or transferring to a 
new international natural rubber agreement the assets of the 
Buffer Stock Account in accordance with the provisions of this arti- 
cle, and shall reserve that amount in a separate account. If these 
balances are inadequate, the Buffer Stock Manager shall sell a suf- 
ficient quantity of natural rubber in the Buffer Stock to provide 
the additional sum required. 

2. Each memer’s share in the Buffer Stock Account shall be cal- 
culated as follows: 

(a) The value of the Buffer Stock shall be the value of the 
total quantity of natural rubber of each type/grade therein, 
calculated at the lowest of the current prices of ‘1e respective 
types/grades on markets referred to in article 32 during the 30 
market days preceding the date of termination of this Agree- 
ment. 

(b) The value of the Buffer Stock Account shall be the value 
of the Buffer Stock plus the cash assets of the Buffer Stock Ac- 
count on the date of the termination of this Agreement less 
any amount reserved under paragraph | of this article; 

(c) Each member’s net cash contribution shall be the sum of 
its contributions paid throughout the duration of this Agree- 
ment less all refunds made under article 38, penalty interest 
on arrears paid in accordance with paragraph 3 of article 37 
shall not constitute a contribution to the Buffer Stock Account; 

(d) If the value of the Buffer Stock Account is either greater 
or less than total net cash contributions, the surplus shall be 
allocated among members in proportion to each member’s 
time-weighted net contribution share under this Agreement. 
Any deficit shall be allocated among members in proportion to 
each member’s average number of votes held during its period 
of membership. In assessing the share of the deficits to be 
borne by each member, the votes of each member shall be cal- 
culated without regard to the suspension of any member's 
voting rights or any redistribution of votes resulting therefrom; 

(e) Each member’s share in the Buffer Stock Account shall 
comprise its net cash contribution, reduced or increased by its 
shares in deficits or surpluses in the Buffer Stock Account, and 
reduced by its liability, if any, for outstanding interest on ar- 
rears. 

3. If this Agreement is to be immediately replaced with a new 
international natural rubber agreement, the Council shall, by spe- 
cial vote, adopt procedures to ensure efficient transfer to the new 
agreement, as require. by that agreement, of shares in the Buffer 
Stock Account of menibers which intend to participate in the new 
agreement. Any member which does not wish to participate in the 
new agreement shall be entitled to the payment of its share: 
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(a) From available cash in proportion to its percentage share 
of the total net cash contributions to the Buffer Stock Account, 
within three months; and 

(b) From the net proceeds from the disposal of the buffer 
stocks, by way of orderly sales or by way of transfer to the new 
international natural rubber agreement at current market 
prices, which must be concluded within 12 months; unless the 
Council decides, by special vote, to increase payments under 
subparagraph (a) of this paragraph. 

4. If this Agreement terminates without being replaced by a new 
international natural rubber agreement which provides for a buffer 
stock, the Council shall, by special vote, adopt procedures to govern 
orderly disposal of the Buffer Stock within the maximum period 
specified in paragraph 6 of article 66, subject to the following con- 
straints: 

(a) No further purchases of natural rubber shall be made; 

(b) The Organization shall incur no new expenses except 
those necessary to dispose of the Buffer Stock. 

5. Subject to an election by any member to take natural rubber 
in accordance with paragraph 6 of this article, any cash which re- 
mains in the Buffer Stock Account shall be forthwith distributed to 
members in proportion to their shares as determined in paragraph 
2 of this article. 

6. In lieu of all or part of 2 h payment, each member may 
elect to take its share in the « f the Buffer Stock Account in 
natural rubber, subject to proc es opted by the Council. 

7. The Council shall adopt a; >. ; . uve procedures for adjustment 
and payment of members’ shares in the Buffer Stock Account. This 
adjustment shall account for: 

(a) Any discrepancy between the price of natural rubber 
specified in subparagraph (a) of paragraph 2 of this article and 
the prices at which part or all of the Buffer Stock is sold pur- 
suant to procedures for disposal of the Buffer Stock; and 

(b) The difference between estimated and actual liquidation 
expenses. 

8. The Council shall, within 30 days following final transactions 
of the Buffer Stock Account, meet to effect final settlement of ac- 
counts among members within ‘30 days thereafter. 


CHAPTER IX—RELATIONSHIP WITH THE COMMON FUND FOR 
COMMODITIES 


ARTICLE 41—RELATIONSHIP WITH THE COMMON FUND FOR 
COMMODITIES 


When the Common Fund for Commodities becomes operational, 
the Council shall take full advantage of the facilities of the 
Common Fund according to the principles set out in the Agreement 
establishing the Common Fund for Commodities. The Council shall 
for this purpose negotiate with the Common Fund mutually accept- 
able terms and modalities for an association agreement to be 
signed with the Common Fund. 
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CHAPTER X—SuPPLY AND MARKET ACCESS AND OTHER MEASURES 
ARTICLE 42—SUPPLY AND MARKET ACCESS 


1. Exporting members to the fullest extent possible undertake to 
pursue policies and programmes which maintain continuous avail- 
ability to consumers of natural rubber supplies. 

2. Importing members to the fullest extent possible undertake to 
pursue policies which will maintain access to their markets for nat- 
ural rubber. 


ARTICLE 43—-OTHER MEASURES 


1. With a view to achieving the objectives of this Agreement, the 
Council shall identify and propose appropriate measures and tech- 
niques directed towards promoting: 

(a) The development of the natural rubber economy by pro- 
ducing members, through expanded and improved production, 
productivity and marketing, thereby increasing the export 
earnings of producing members while at the same time improv- 
ing the reliability of supply. For this purpose, the Committee 
on Other Measures shall undertake economic and technical 
analyses in order to identify: 

(i) Natural rubber research and development pro- 
grammes and projects of benefit to exporting and import- 
ing members, including scientific research in specific 
areas; 

(ii) Programmes and projects to improve the productivity 
of the natural rubber industry; 

(iii) Ways and means to upgrade natural rubber supplies 
and achieve uniformity in quality specification and presen- 
tation of natural rubber; and 

(iv) Methods of improving the processing, marketing and 
distribution of raw natural rubber; 

(b) The development of end-uses of natural rubber. For this 
purpose, the Committee on Other Measures shall undertake 
appropriate economic and technical analyses in order to identi- 
fy programmes and projects leading to increased and new uses 
of natural rubber. 

2. The Council shall consider the financial implications of such 
measures and techniques and seek to promote and facilities the 
provision of adequate financial resources, as appropriate, from such 
sources as international financial institutions and the Second Ac- 
count of the Common Fund for Commodities, when established. 

3. The Council may make recommendations, as appropriate, to 
members, international institutions and other organizations to pro- 
mote the implementation of specific measures under this article. 

4. The Committee on Other Measures shall periodically review 
the progress of those measures which the Council decides to pro- 
mote and recommend, and shall report thereon to the Council. 
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CHAPTER XI—CONSULTATION ON DoMESTIC POLICIES 
ARTICLE 44—CONSULTATION 


The Council shall consult, at the request of any member, on gov- 
ernment natural rubber policies directly affecting supply or 
demand. The Council may submit its recommendations to members 
for their consideration. 


CHAPTER XIJ—Sratistics, STUDIES AND INFORMATION 
ARTICLE 45—STATISTICS AND INFORMATION 


1. The Council shall collect, collate and as necessary publish such 
statistical information on natural rubber and related areas as is 
necessary for the satisfactory operation of this Agreement. 

2. Members shall promptly and to the fullest extent possible fur- 
nish to the Council available data by specific types and grades con- 
cerning production, consumption and international trade in natu- 
ral rubber. 

3. The Council may also request members to furnish other avail- 
able information, including information on related areas which 
may be required for the satisfactory operation of this Agreement. 

4. Members shall furnished all the above-mentioned statistics 
and information within a reasonable time to the fullest extent pos- 
sible consistent with their national legislation and by the ways 
most appropriate for them. 

5. The Council shall establish close relationships with appropri- 
ate international organizations, including the International Rubber 
Study Group, and with commodity exchanges in order to help 
ensure the availability of recent and reliable data on production, 
consumption, stocks, international trade and prices of natural 
rubber, and other factors that influence demand for and supply of 
natural rubber. 

6. The Council shall endeavour to ensure that no information 
published shall prejudice the confidentiality of the operation of per- 
sons or companies producing, processing or marketing natural 
rubber or related products. 


ARTICLE 46—ANNUAL ASSESSMENT, ESTIMATES AND STUDIES 


1. The Council shall prepare an annual assessment on the world 
natural rubber situation and related areas in the light of the infor- 
mation supplied by members and from all relevant intergovern- 
mental and international organizations. 

2. At least once in every half year, the Council shall also esti- 
mate production, consumption, exports and imports of natural 
rubber by specific types and grades, if possible, for the following six 
months. It shall inform the members of these estimates. 

3. The Council shall undertake, or make appropriate arrange- 
ments to undertake, studies of trends in natural rubber production, 
consumption, trade, marketing and prices, as well as of the short- 
term and long-term problems of the world natural rubber economy. 
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ARTICLE 47—ANNUAL REVIEW 


1. The Council shall annually review the operation of this Agree- 
ment in the light of the objectives set out in article 1. It shall 
inform members of the results of the review. 

2. The Council may then formulate recommendations to mem- 
bers, and thereafter take measures within its competence to im- 
prove the effectiveness of the operation of this Agreement. 


CuHapterR XIII—MiIscELLANEOUS 
ARTICLE 48—GENERAL OBLIGATIONS AND LIABILITIES OF MEMBERS 


1. Members shall for the duration of this Agreement use their 
best endeavours and co-operate to promote the attainment of the 
objectives of this Agreement and shall not take any action in con- 
tradition to those objectives. 

2. Members shall in particular seek to improve the conditions of 
the natural rubber economy and to encourage the production and 
use of natural rubber in order to promote the growth and the mod- 
ernizat.on of the natura! rubber economy for the mutual benefit of 
producers and consumers. 

3. Members shall accept as binding all decisions of the Council 
under this Agreement and will not implement measures which 
would have the effect o limiting or running counter to those deci- 
sions. 

4. The liability of members arising from the operation of this 
Agreement, whether to the Organization or to third parties, shall 
be limited to the extent of their obligations regarding contributions 
to the administrative budget and to financing of the Buffer Stock 
under and in accordance with chapters VII and VIII of this Agree- 
ment and any obligations that may be assumed by the Council 
under article 41. 


ARTICLE 49—OBSTACLES TO TRADE 


1. The Council shall, in accordance with the annual assessment 
of the world natural rubber situation referred to in article 46, iden- 
tify any obstacles to the expansion of trade in natural rubber in its 
raw, semi-processed or modified forms. 

2. The Council may, in order to further the purposes of this arti- 
cle, make recommendations to members to seek in appropriate 
international forums mutually acceptable practical measures de- 
signed to remove progressively and, where possible, to eliminate 
such obstacles. The Council shall periodically examine the results 
of such recommendations. 


ARTICLE 50—TRANSPORTATION AND MARKET STRUCTURE OF NATURAL 
RUBBER 


The Council shoula encourage and facilitate the promotion of 
reasonable and equitable freight rates and improvements in the 
transport system, so as to provide regular supplies to markets and 
to effect savings in the cost of the products marketed. 
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ARTICLE 51—DIFFERENTIAL AND REMEDIAL MEASURES 


Development importing members, and least developed countries 
which are members, whose interests are adversely affected by 
measures taken under this Agreement may apply to the Council 
for appropriate differential and remedial measures. The Council 
shall consider taking such appropriate measures in accordance 
with paragraphs 3 and 4 of section III of resolution 93 (IV) of the 
United Nations Conference on Trade and Development. 


ARTICLE 52—RELIEF FROM OBLIGATIONS 


1. Where it is necessary on account of exceptional circumstances 
or emergency or Force majeure not expressly provided for in this 
Agreement, the Council may, by special vote, relieve a member of 
an obligation under this Agreement if it is satisfied by an explana- 
tion from that member regarding the reasons why the obligation 
cannot be met. 

2. The Council, in granting relief to a member under paragraph 1 
of this article, shall state explicitly the terms and conditions on 
which, and the period for which, the member is relieved of such ob- 
ligation, and the reasons for which the relief is granted. 


ARTICLE 53——-FAIR LABOUR STANDARDS 


Members declare that they will endeavour to maintain labour 
standards designed to improve the levels of living of workers in 
their respective natural rubber sectors. 


CuHapTeR XIV—CoMPLAINTS AND DISPUTES 
ARTICLE 54—COMPLAINTS 


1. Any complaint that a member has failed to fulfil its obliga- 
tions under this Agreement shall, at the request of the member 
making the complaint, be referred to the Council, which, subject to 
prior consultation with the members concerned, shall take a deci- 
sion on the matter. 

2. Any decision by the Council that a member is in breach of its 
— under this Agreement shall specify the nature of the 

reach. 

3. Whenever the Council, whether as the result of a complaint or 
otherwise, finds that a member has committed a breach of this 
Agreement, it may, by special vote, and without prejudice to such 
other measures as are specifically provided for in other articles of 
this Agreement: 

(a) Suspend that member’s voting rights of such member, in- 
cluding those of holding office in the Council or in any commit- 
tee established under article 18 and of being eligible for mem- 
bership of such committees, until it has fulfilled its obligations; 
or 

(b) Take action under article 64, if such breach significantly 
impairs the operations of this Agreement. 











28 


ARTICLES 55—DISPUTES 


1. Any dispute concerning the interpretation or application of 
this Agreement which is not settled among the members involved 
shall, at the request of any member party to the dispute, be re- 
ferred to the Council for decision. 

2. In any case where a dispute has been referred to the Council 
under paragraph 1 of this article, a majority of members holding at 
least one third of the total votes may require the Council, after dis- 
cussion, to seek the opinion of an advisory panel constituted under 
paragaph 3 of this article on the issue in dispute before giving its 
decision. 

3. (a) Unless the Council, by special vote, decides otherwise, the 
advisory panel shall consist of five persons as follows: 

(i) Two persons, one having wide experience in matters of 
the kind in dispute and the other having legal standing and ex- 
perience, nominated by the exporting nominated by the im- 
porting members; and 

° Two such persons nominated by the importing members; 
an 

(iii) A chairman selected unanimously by the four persons 
nominated under (i) and (ii) of this subparagraph or, if they fail 
to agree, by the Chairman of the Council. 

(b) Nationals of members and of non-members shall be eligible to 
serve on the advisory panel. 

(c) Persons appointed to the advisory panel shall act in their per- 
sonal capacities and without instructions from any government. 

(d) The expenses of the advisory panel and the reasons therefor 
shall be submitted to the Council which, after considering all the 
relevant information, shall, by special vote, decide the dispute. 


CHAPTER XV—FINAL PROVISIONS 
ARTICLE 56—SIGNATURE 


This agreement shall be open for signature at United Nations 
Headquarters from 1 May to 31 December 1987 inclusive by the 
Governments invited to the United Nations Conference on Natural 
Rubber, 1985. 


ARTICLE 57—DEPOSITARY 


The Secretary-General of the United Nations is hereby designat- 
ed as the depositary of this Agreement. 


ARTICLE 58—RATIFICATION, ACCEPTANCE AND APPROVAL 


1. This Agreement shall be subject to ratification, acceptance or 
approval by the signatory Governments in accordance with their 
respective constitutional or institutional procedures. 

2. Instruments of ratification, acceptance or approval shall be de- 
posited with the depositary not later than 1 January 1989. The 
Council may, however, grant extensions of time to signatory Gov- 
ernments which have been unable to desposit their instruments by 
that date. 
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3. Each Government depesiting an instrument of ratification, ac- 
ceptance or approval shal), at the time of such deposit, declare 
itself to be an exporting member or an importing member. 


ARTICLE 59—NOTIFICATION OF PROVISIONAL APPLICATION 


1. A signatory Govern’aent which intends to ratify, accept or ap- 
prove this Agreement. or a Government for which the Council has 
established conditions for accession but which has not yet been 
able to deposit its instrument, may at any time notify the deposito- 
ry that it will fully apply this Agreement provisionally, either 
when it enters into force in accordance with article 60 or, if it is 
already in force, at a specified date. 

2. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 1 of this article, 
a Government may provide in its notification of provisional appli- 
cation that it will apply this Agreement only within the limitations 
of its constitutional and/or legislative procedures. However, such 
Government shall meet all its financial obligations pertaining to 
the Administrative Account. The provisional membership of a Gov- 
ernment which notifies in this manner shall not exceed 12 months 
from the provisional entry into force of this Agreement. In case of 
the need for a call-up of funds for the Buffer Stock Account within 
the 12-month period, the Council shall decide on the status of a 
Government holding provisional membership under this para- 
graph. 

ARTICLE 60—ENTRY INTO FORCE 


1. This Agreement shall enter into force definitively on 23 Octo- 
ber 1987 or on any date thereafter, if by that date Governments ac- 
counting for at least 80 percent of net exports as set out in annex 
A to this Agreement, and Governments accounting for at least 80 
percent of net imports as set out in annex B to this Agreement, 
have deposited their instruments of ratification, acceptance, ap- 
proval or accession, or have assumed full financial commitment to 
this ment. 

2. This Agreement shall enter into force provisionally on 23 Oc- 
tober 1987, or on any date before 1 January 1989, if Governments 
accounting for at least 75 per cent of net exports as set out in 
annex A to this Agreement, and Governments accounting for at 
least 75 per cent of net imports as set out in annex B to this Agree- 
ment, have deposited their instruments of ratification, acceptance 
or approval, or have notified the depositary under paragraph 1 of 
article 59 that they will apply this Agreement seeviclamally and 
assume full financial commitment to this Agreement. The Agree- 
ment shall remain in force provisionally up to a maximum of 12 
months, unless it enters into force definitively under paragraph 1 
of this article or the Council decides otherwise in accordance with 
paragraph 4 of this article. 

3. If this Agreement does not come into force provisionally under 
paragraph 2 of this article by 1 January 1989, the Secretary-Gener- 
al of the United Nations shall invite, at the earliest time he consid- 
ers practicable after that date, the Governments which have depos- 
ited instruments of ratification, acceptance or approval or have no- 
tified him that they will apply this Agreement provisionally, to 
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meet with a view to recommending whether or not such Govern- 
ments should take the necessary steps to put this Agreement provi- 
sionally or definitively into force among themselves in whole or in 

. If no conclusion is reached at this meeting, the Secretary- 
General of the United Nations may convene such further meetings 
as he considers appropriate. 

4. If the requirements for definitive entry into force of this 
Agreement under paragraph 1 of this article have not »een met 
within 12 calendar months of the provisional entry iro force of 
this Agreement under paragraph 2 of this article, the Council 
shall, not later than one month before the end of ihe 12-month 
period mentioned above, review the future of this Agreement and, 
subject to ph 1 of this article, by special vote, decide: 

(a) To put this Agreement definitively into force among the 
current members in whole or in part; 
(b) To keep this Agreement provisionally in force among the 
current members in whole or in part for an additional year; or 
(c) To renegotiate this Agreement. 
If no decision is reached by the Council, this Agreement shall ter- 
minate at the expiry of the 12-month period. The Council shall 
inform the depositary of any decision taken under this paragraph. 

5. For any Government that deposits its instrument of ratifica- 
tion, acceptance, approval or accession after the entry into force of 
this Agreement, it shall enter into force for that Government on 
the date of such deposit. 

6. The Executive Director of the Organization shall convene the 
first session of the Council as soon as possible after the entry into 
force of this Agreement. 


ARTICLE 61—ACCESSION 


1. This Agreement shall be oon for accession by the Govern- 
ment of any State. Accession shall be subject to conditions to be es- 
tablished by the Council, which shall include inter alia a time limit 
for the deposit of instruments of accession, the number of votes to 
be held and financial obligations. The Council may, however, grant 
extensions of time to Governments which are unable to deposit 
their instrument of accession within the time limit set in the condi- 
tions of accession. 

2. Accession shall be effected by the deposit of an instrument of 
accession with the depositary. Instruments of accession shall state 
— - Government accepts all the conditions established by the 

uncil. 


ARTICLE 62—AMENDMENTS 


1. The Council may, by special vote, recommend amendments of 
this Agreement to the members. 

2. The Council shall fix a date by which members shall notify the 
depositary of their acceptance of the amendment. 

. An amendment shall become effective 90 days after the deposi- 
tary has received notifications of acceptance from members consti- 
tuting at least two thirds of the exporting members and accounti 
for at least 85 per cent of the votes of the cnperting members, an 
from members constituting at least two thirds of the importing 
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members and accounting for at least 85 per cent of the votes of the 
importing members. 

4. After the depositary informs the Council that the require- 
ments for the amendment to become effective have been met, and 
notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 2 of this article relat- 
ing to the date fixed by the Council, a member may still notify the 
depositary of its acceptance of the amendment, provided that such 
notification is made before the amendment becomes effective. 

5. Any member which has not notified its acceptance of an 
amendment by the date on which such amendment becomes effec- 
tive shall cease to be a contracting party as from that date, unless 
such member has satisfied the Council that its acceptance could 
not be obtained in time owing to difficulties in completing its con- 
stitutional or institutional procedures, and the Council decides to 
extend for that member the period for acceptance of the amend- 
ment. Such member shall not be bound by the amendment before 
it has notified its acceptance thereof. 

6. If the requirements for the amendment to become effective 
have not been met by the date fixed by the Council in accordance 
with paragraph 2 of this article, the amendment shall be consid- 
ered withdrawn. 


ARTICLE 63—-WITHDRAWAL 


1. A member may withdraw from this Agreement at any time 
after the entry into force of this Agreement by giving notice of 
withdrawai to the depositary. That member shall simultaneously 
inform the Council of the action it has taken. 

2. One year after its notice is received by the depositary, that 
member shall cease to be a contracting party to this Agreement. 


ARTICLE 64—EXCLUSION 


If the Council decides that any member is in breach of its obliga- 
tions under this Agreement and decides further that such breach 
significantly impairs the operation of this Agreement, it may, by 
special vote, exclude that member from this Agreement. The Coun- 
cil shall immediately so notify the depositary. One year after the 
date of the Council’s decision, that member shall cease to be a con- 
tracting party to this Agreement. 


ARTICLE 65——SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS WITH WITHDRAWING OR 
EXCLUDED MEMBERS OR MEMBERS UNABLE TO ACCEPT AN AMENDMENT 


1. In accordance with this article, the Council shall determine 
any settlement of accounts with a member which ceases to be a 
contracting party to this Agreement owing to: 

(a) Non-acceptance of an amendment to this Agreement pur- 
suant to article 62; 
(b) Withdrawal from this Agreement pursuant to article 63; 
or 
(c) Exclusion from this Agreement pursuant to article 64. 

2. The Council shall retain any contribution paid to the Adminis- 

trative Account by a member which ceases to be a contracting 


party to this Agreement. 
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3. The Council shall refund the share in the Buffer Stock 
Amount in accordance with article 40 to a member which ceases to 
be a contracting party owing to non-acceptance of an amendment 
to this Agreement, withdrawal or exclusion, less its share in any 
surpluses. 

(a) Such refund to a member which ceases to be a contract- 
ing party owing to non-acceptance of an amendment to this 
Agreement shall be made one year after the amendment con- 
cerned enters into force. 

(b) Such refund t> a member which withdraws shall be made 
within 60 days after that member ceases to be a contracting 
party to this Agreement, unless as a result of this withdrawal 
the Council decides to terminate this Agreement under para- 
graph 5 of article 66 prior to such a refund, in which case the 
ree of article 40 and paragraph 6 of article 66 shall 
apply. 

(c) Such refund to a member which is excluded shall be made 
within 60 days after a member ceases to be a contracting party 
to this Agreement. 

4. In the event that the Buffer Stock Account is unable to settle 
the payment in cash due under subparagraph (a), (b) or (c) of para- 
graph 3 of this article without either undermining the viability of 
the Buffer Stock Account or leading to a call-up of additional con- 
tributions from members to cover such refunds, payment shall be 
deferred until the requisite amount of natural rubber in the Buffer 
Stock can be sold at or above the upper intervention price. In the 
event that, before the end of the one-year period specified in article 
63, the Council informs a withdrawing member that payment will 
have to be deferred in accordance with this paragraph, the period 
of one year between notification of intention to withdraw and the 
actual withdrawal may, if the withdrawing member so wishes, be 
extended until such time as the Council informs that member that 
— of its share can be effected within 60 days. 

. A member which has received an appropriate refund under 
this article shall not be entitled to any share of the proceeds of liq- 
uidation of the Organization. Nor shall such a member be liable for 
a7 ye incurred by the Organization after such refund has 

n made. 


ARTICLE 66—DURATION, EXTENSION AND TERMINATION 


1. This Agreement shall remain in force for a period of five years 
after its entry into force, unless extended under paragraph 3 or ter- 
minated under paragraph 4 or je 5 of this article. 

2. Before the expiry of the five-year period referred to in para- 
graph 1 of this article, the Council may, be special vote, decided to 
renege this Agreement. 

3. Council may, by special vote, extend this Agreement by a 
period or periods not exceeding two year in all, commencing from 
the date of expiry of the five-year period specified in paragraph 1 
of this article. 

4. If a new international natural rubber agreement is negotiated 
and enters into force during any period of extension of this Agree- 
ment pursuant to paragraph 3 of this article, this Agreement, as 
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extended, shal] terminate upon the entry into force of the new 
agreement. 

5. The Council may at any time, by special vote, decide to termi- 
nate this Agreement with effect from such date as it may deter- 
mine. 

6. Notwithstanding the termination of this Agreement, the Coun- 
cil shall continue in being for a period not exceeding three years to 
carry out the liquidation of the Organization, including the settle- 
ment of accounts, and the disposal of assets in accordance with the 
provisions of article 40 and subject to relevant decisions to be taken 
by special vote, and shall have during that period such powers and 
functions as may be necessary for these pu 

7. The Council shall notify the depositary of any decision taken 
funder this article. 


ARTICLE 67—RESERVATIONS 


No reservations may be made with respect to any of the provi- 
sions of this Agreement. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized 
thereto, have affixed their signatures under this Agreement on the 
dates indicated. 

Done at Geneva, this twentieth day of March, one thousand nine 
hundred and eighty-seven, the texts of this Agreement in the 
Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish languages 
being equally authentic. 


ANNEX A 


SHARES OF INDIVIDUAL EXPORTING COUNTRIES IN TOTAL NET EXPORTS 
OF COUNTRIES, AS ESTABLISHED FOR THE PURPOSES OF ARTICLE 60 














Percent ' 

ie a iaeaataaiaracdarta iaaacrrtar tact nailimainialieititents 0.063 
cana cena tipntitincncepsiinliagelnlaiiiiiiaiiadiaatial 0.38: 
Tiida liebe an eiettasialilbitemiaietatinininennaiennainndnaittaitideiiens 0.494 
ITT sincera ttnegnppceatenmianinnmtnnennitniiatanintes 0.887 
ee ee eee 0.009 
inn iGitehiecriniattiliiatiiaa dt, dal enemies 0.273 
EE RL AL ne Ree ee OP ne ee eee nO na Cee a 27.363 

ST nicht tetas tiie iaatdaitneah nnn addi aalanannnaeniiadbiiiemininies 2.304 
TTT icine eneaines edited iaaa niin dinagnianpaaatiitapentaneainenntdinietiinn 44.361 
STi iain taal ahnitn da endenneniieaaanehinnedtlinhemetubeineeeen 0.827 
SUIT ss nsneiecnaienatiaatipeansndeltitteiaiaiinemsbndegesonmbassonngneteticnianmanemmnmneies 0.107 
STITT ici licessensbiatataduinbiiinthaadiaeedihimenianiidteanitnteindnmnianibianendanniniienenmniaies j 0.241 
ECTS I ediieienciaeiadiiadibtladehldliitabldieiaaiiisitdel 3.842 
EE a eae eNe NTE EE 17.253 
STITT siedihietenichieansteathlcnnin iateiarieeiaeeenenntnennsdiinibimanaienniiintenes 1.141 
rr iheilaetdesatieihineaeeaeitesitilih aii cerienel da lahat tegen tiaeninaibinniaibinitiats 0.454 
Tiree eisisiiiiiaiinieninaaiiaieibnatsceabiansesidatnanatunensiiantnetsiammtineninaiiintets — 100.000 

. percentages of total net exports of natural rubber in the five-year period 1981 to 
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ANNEX B 


SHARES OF INDIVIDUAL IMPORTING COUNTRIES AND GROUPS OF COUN- 
TRIES IN TOTAL NET IMPORTS OF COUNTRIES, AS ESTABLISHED FOR 
THE PURPOSES OF ARTICLE 60 





Percent 
Argentina 0.936 
Australia 1.146 
Austria 0.872 
Brazil - a 1.732 
Bulgaria ; 0.521 
Canada , allie 3.344 
China 6.996 
SII III... scsaneneniennnnsensnanneniunnnasentnatnesianeursinciinmbansbentinnsiinentimnereansiaiiiiii a 0.076 
Czechoslovakia 1.604 
Egypt i 0.274 

European Economic Community 25.77 
Belgium-Luxembourg ms 1.209 
Denmark 0.123 
France 5.257 
Germany, Federal Republic of ;, 6.480 
Greece 0.299 
Ireland 0.168 
Italy 4.130 
Netherlands 0.442 
Portugal 0.343 
Spain 3.251 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 4.069 
Finland 0.267 
India 1.092 
Iraq 0.077 
Jamaica 0.023 
Japan 17.540 
Madagascar 0.000 
Malta..... 0.000 
Mexico . 1.782 
Morocco 0.195 
New Zealand 0.222 
Norway 0.110 
Panama 0.030 
Poland. 1.735 
Romania ' 1.472 
Sweden , 0.422 
Switzerland 0.095 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 6.821 
United States of America 24.420 
Venezuela... 0.425 
Total 100.00 


1984 and 1985 
ANNEX C 


COST OF THE BUFFER STOCK AS ESTIMATED BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE ON NATURAL RUBBER, 1985 


Based on the actuai cost of acquiring and op the existi 
Buffer Stock of roughly 360,000 tonnes from 1982 until March 1987, 
the cost of acquiring and operating a Buffer Stock of 550,000 tonnes 
might be calculated by multiplying this figure by the lower trigger 
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action price of 161 Malaysian/Singapore cents per kilogramme and 
adding a further 30 per cent thereof. 


O 
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TREATY ON FISHERIES 
BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENTS OF CERTAIN PACIFIC ISLAND STATES 
AXD THE GOVERNKENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


The Governments of the Pacific Island States party to this 
Treaty anc tne Government of the United States cf America: 


ACKNOWLEDGING that in accordance with international law, 
cosscal States have scvereign rights for the pursoses of 
exploring and exploiting, conserving and managing the fisheries 
resources of their exclusive economic zones or fisheries zones; 


RECOGNISING the strong dependence of the Pacific Island parties 
on fisheries resources and the importance of the continued 
abundance of those resources; 


BEARING IN MIND that some species of fish are found within and 
beyond the jurisdiction of any of the parties and range 
throughout s broad region; and 


DESIRING to maximize benefits flowing from the development of 


the fisheries resources within the exclusive economic zones or 
fisheries zones of the Pacific Island parties; 


¢ - 


HAVE AGREED AS FOLLOWS: 


ARTICLE 1 


DEFINITIONS AND INTERPRETATION 


1.1 In this Treaty: 


(a>) “Administrator” means that person or organisation 
designated by the Pacific Island parties to act as 
such on their behalf pursuant to this Treaty and 
notified to the Government of the United States; 


(b>) “final judgment” means » judgment from which no appeal 
proceedings have been initiated within sixty days; 


(cd) “fishing” means: ° 


(4) searching for, catching, taking or harvesting 
fish; 
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(6) 





Ce) 


(f) 


(g) 





(ii) attempting to search for, catch, 


(iii) 


Ci 





take or harvest 


fish; 


engaging im any other activity which can 
reasonadly be expected to result in che locating, 
catching, taking or harvesting of fish; 


slacing, searching -for or recovering fish 
aggregating cevices or associatec electronic 
ecuicnett such as radio beacons; 


P) any operations at sea directly in support of, or 


in preparation for any activity described in this 
paragraph; or e 


(vid aircraft use, relating to the activities 


described in this paragraph except for flights in 
emergencies jiavolving the health or safety of 
crew members or the safety of 3 vessel; 
“fishing vessel of the United States" or “vessel” 
means any boat, ship or other craft which is used for, 
equipped to be used for, or of a type normally used 
for commercial fishing, which is documented under the 
laws of the United States; 


“Licensing Area" means all waters in the Treaty Ares 
except for: 


) waters subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States in sccordance with international law; and 


(44) waters closed to fishing by fishing vessels of 


the United States in accordance with Annex I; 


“operator” means any person who is in charge of, 
directs or controls a vessel, including the ouner, 
charterer and master; 


“Pacific Island party” means a Pacific Island State 
party to this Treaty and "Pacific Island parties” 
means all such States from time to time; 


“Pacific Island State” means a party to the South 
Pacific Forum Fisheries Agency Convention, 1979; 


“party” means a State party to this Treaty, and 
“parties” means all such States, from time to time; 


“this Treaty" means this Treaty, its Annexes and 
Schedules; anc 

















(x) “Treaty Area” means all waters north of 60 desrees 
South lLatituce anc east of 90 degrees East Longitice, 
sudject to the fisheries jurisdiction of Pacific 
Island parties, and all otner waters within rhumd 
Lines connecting the following geographic 
torordinates, designated for the furposes of this 
Treaty, except for waters subject to the jurisdiction 
in accordance with international law of a State which 
is mot a party to this Treaty: 


2°35'39"S 141°90'00"= 
1°04'35"N 140°%8'35"E 
1901'°35"N 129 °30'00"E 
10°00'00"N 129°30'00"E . 
14°00'00"N 140°00'OO"E 
14°00'00"N 142°00'O00"E 
12°30'00"N 142°00'00"E 
12°30'OO"N 1$8°00'00"E 
15000'00"N 1$8°00'00"E 
15900'00"N 165°00'00"E 
18°00'O0"N *65°00'00"e 
18°00'OO"N 174°00'00"E 
12°00'OO"N 174°00'00"E 
12°00'00"N 176°00'00"E 
5°00'OO"N 176°00'00"E 
1°00'O0"N 180°00'00" 
1°00'00"N 164°00'00"w 
8°00'00"N 164°00'00"w 
8°00'00"N 158°00'00"w 
0°00' 00" 150°00'00"w 
6°00'00"S 1$0°00'00"w 
6°00'00"s 146°00'00"w 
12°00'00"S 146°00'00"Ww 
26°00'00"s 157°00'00"w 
26°00'00"Ss 176°00'00"w 
40°00'00"S 174°00'00"w 
40°00'00"s 171°00'00"w 
46°00'00"S 171°00'00"w , 
55°00'00"S 180°00'00" 
59°00'00"S 160°00'00"E 
$9°00'00"S 1§2°00'00"E 


and north along the 152 degrees of East longitude 
until intersecting the Australian 200 nautical mile 
Limit. . 


ms Nothing in this Treaty shall be deemed to affect the 
applicability of any provision of a Pacific Island party's law 
which is not icentified or otherwise descrised in this Treaty. 






































4. 


ARTICLE 2 


BROADER CO-OPERATION 


2.1 The Government of the United States shall, as 
appropriate, co-operate with the Pacific Islanc parties througt 
the provision of technical and economic support to assist the 
Pacific Island parties to achieve the objective of maxinizing 
bene‘its from the cevelopment of their fisheries resources. 

2.2 The Government of the United States shall, as 
appropriate, promote the maximization of benefits generated for 
the Pacific Island parties from the operations of fishing~ 
vessels of the United States Licensed pursuant to this Treaty, 
including: 


(a) the use of cannings> transshipment, slipping and repair 
facilities .ocsted in the Pacific Island parties; 


(b>) the purchase of equipment and supplies, including fuel 
supplies, from suppliers located in the Pacific Island 


parties; and 


(c) the employment of nationals of the Pacific Island 
parties on board Licensed fishing vessels of the 
United States. 


ARTICLE 3 - 


ACCESS TO THE TREATY AREA 


3.1 Fishing vessels of the United States shall be 
permitted to engage in fishing in the Licensing Area in 
accordance with the terms and conditions referred to in Annex I’ 
and licences issued in accordance with the procedures set out 
fin Annex II. 


3.2 It shall be #@ condition of any licence issued pursuant 
to this Treaty that the vessel in respect of which the licence 
is issued is operated in accordance with the requirements of 
Annex I. No fishing vessel of the United States shall be used 
for fishing in the .icensing Area without s licence isgued in 
accordance with Annex Il or in waters closed to ‘fishing 
pursuant to Annex I. except in sccordance with paragraph 3 of 
this Article, or un ess the vessel is used for fishing albscore 
tune by the trolling method in high seas areas of the Treaty 
Area. 


3.3 A Pacific Island party may permit fishing vessels of 
the United States to engage in fishing in waters under the 
jurisdiction of that party which are: 
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(a) within the Treaty Area but outside the Licensing Area; 
or 


(b>) except for purse seine vesseis, within the Licensing 
Ares but otherwise than in accordance with the terms 
and conditions referred to in Annex i, 


with such terns and conditions as may be agreec 
from time te tine with the owners of the said vessels or their 
representatives. In such a case, if the Pacific Islanc party 
gives notice to the Government of the United States of such 
arrangements, and if the Government of the United States 
concurs, the procedures of Articles 4 znd 5.6 shall be 
applicable to such arrangements. 


in accorcance 


ARTICLE 4& 


FLAG STATE RESPONSIBILITY 


4.1 The Government of the United States shall enforce the 
provisions of this Treaty and licences issued thereunder. The 
Government of the United States shall take the necessary steps 
to ensure that nationals and fishing vessels of the United 
States refrain from fishing in the Licensing Ares and in waters 
closed to fishing pursuant to Annex I, except as suthorised in 
accordance with Article 3. 


4.2 The Government of the United States shall, at the 
request of the Government of a Pacific Island party, take all 
reasonable measures to asiist that party in the investigation 
of an alleged breach of tis Treaty by a fishing vessel of the 
United States and promptly communicate all the requested 
information to that party. 


4.3 The Government of the United States shall ensure thet:’ 


(a) each fishing vessel of the United States licensed 
pursuant to this Treaty is fully insured against all 
risks and Liabilities; 


(b) all measures are taken to facilitate: 


(4) any claim arising out of the activities of a 
fishing vessel of the United States, including a 
claim for the total market value of any fish 
taken from the Licensing Area without 
authorisation pu-suant to this Treaty, and the 
prompt settlesent of that claim; 




















( 


(ce) 


4.4 


alleged infringement. . 


4.5 


Ca) 


(b) 


ii) 


an amount equivalent to the total value of any 
forfeiture, fine, penalty or other amount collected by 
the Government of the United States incurred as a 
result of any actions, judicial or otherwise, taken 
pursuant to this Article is paid to the Administrator 
as soon as possible following the date thst the ssount 
is collected. F 


The Government of the United States shall, st the 
request of the Government of @ Pacific Island party, fully 
investigate any alleged infringement of this Treaty involving a 
vessel of the United States, and report as soon as precticable- 
and in any case within two sonths to that Government on that 
investigation and on any action taken or proposed to be taken» 
by the Government of the United States in relation to the - 


In the event that s report provided pursusnt to 
peragreph 4 of this Article shows that a fishing vessel of the 
United States: 


while fishing in the Licensing Area did not have oa 
Licence to fish in the Licensing Ares, except in 
accordance with paragraph 2 of Article 3; or 


was involved in any incident in which en suthorised 
officer or observer was allegedly assaulted with 
resuitant bodily harm, physically threatened, 
forcefully resisted, refused boarding or subjected to 
physical intimidation or physical interference in the 
performance of his or her duties as authorised 
pursuant to this Treaty; or 





6. 


the service of legal process by or on behalf of a 
national or the Government of a Pacific Islanc 
party in any action arising out of tne activities 
of a fishing vessel of the United States; 


the prompt and full adjudication in the United 
States of any claim made pursuant to this Treaty; 


the prompt and full satisfaction of any final 
judgment or other final determination made 
pursuant to this Treaty; and 


the provision of a reasonable level of financial 
assurances, if, after consultation with the 
Government of the United States, all Pacific 
Island parties agree that the collection of any 
civil or criminal judgment or judgments or 
detersinationsor deterwinations made pursuant to 
this Treaty has become a serious enforcement 
problem; 





























that there was prcesadie cause to believe that 2 fishing vessel 
of tne Unitec States: 


(c) was used for fishing in waters closed to fishing 
pursuant to Annex I, except as suthorised in 
accordance with paragraph 3 of Article 3; 


(¢) was usec tor fishing in any Limited Ares as described 
in Annex i, except as authorisec in accordance with 
that Annex 1; 


(e> was usec for fishing by any method other than the 
purse seine method, except in accordance with 
paragraph 2 of Article 3; ” 

(f) was used for directed fishing for Southern Bluefin 
Tuna or for fishing for any kinds of fish other than 
tunas, except that other kinds of fish may be caught 
as an incidental by-catch; 


(g) used an aircraft for fishing which was not identified 
on a form provided pursuant to Schedule 1 of Annex I! 
in relation to that vessel; or 


(h) was involved in an incident in which evidence which 
otherwise could have been used in proceedings 
concerning the vessel has been intentionally destroyed; 


and that such vessel has not submitted to the jurisdiction of 
the Pacific Island party concerned, the Governsent of the 
United States shall, at the request of that party, take all 
necessary measures to ensure that the vessel concerned leaves 
the Licensing Ares and waters closed to fishing pursuant to 
Annex I immediately and does not return except for the purpose 
of submitting to the jurisdiction of the party, or after action 
has been taken by the Government of the United States to the 
satisfaction of that party. 


4.6 In the event that # report provided pursuant to 
paragraph & of this Article shows that a fishing vessel of the 
United States has been involved in a probable infringement of 
this Treaty, including an infringement of an applicable 
national law as identified in Schedule 1 of Annex I, other than 
an infringement of the kind described in paragraph S of this 
Article, and that the vessel has not submitted to the 
jurisciction of the Pacific Island party concerned, the . 
Government of the United States shall, et the request of thet 
party, take all necessary measures to ensure that the vessel 
concerned: 


(a) submits to the jurisdiction of that party; or 


(>) 4s penalised by the Government of the United States at 
such Level as may be provided for like violations in 
United States law relating to foreign fishing vessels 
Licenses to fish in the exclusive economic zone of the 
United States but not to exceed the sum of us$250,000. 
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4.7 Financial assurances proviced pursuant to this Treaty 

say be ¢raen against Sy any Pacific Island party to satisfy any 
civil or criminal judgsent or other determination in favour of 

a national or the Government of » Pacific Island party. 


4.8 Prior to instituting any legal proceedings pursuant to 
tshig Article concerning an alleged infringement of this Treaty 
in waters within the jurisdiction, for any purpose, as 
recognised by international la, of a Pacific Island party, the 
Governszent.of the United States shall notify the Government of 
that Pacific Island party that such proceecings shall be 
instituted. Such notice shall include a statement of the facts 
believed to show an infringement of this Tresty and the sature 
of the proposed proceedings, including the proposed charges and 
the proposed penalties to be sought. The Government of the 
United States shall not institute such proceedings if the 
Government of that Pacific Island party objects within 30 days 
of the effective date of suth notice. 


4.9 The Government of the United States shall ensure that 
an agent is sppointed and maintained in accordance with the 
requirements of subparagraphs (a) and (b) of this paragraph, 
with suthority te receive and respond to any legal process 
issued by » Pacific Island party in respect of an operator of 
any fishing vessel of the United States (identified in the fora 
set out in Schedule 1 of Annex 11) and shall notify the 
Administrator of the name and address of such agent, who: 


(a) shell be located in Port Moresby for the purpose of 
receiving and responding to any legal process issued 
im accordance with this Article; and 


(b) shall, within 21 days of notification thet legal 
° process has been issued in accordance with this 
Article, travel to any Pacific Island party, at no 
expense to that party, for the purpose of receiving 
and responding to that process. ’ 


ARTICLE S$ 


COMPLIANCE POWERS 


5.1 It is recognised that the respective Pacific asland 
parties may enforce the provisions of this Treaty and licences 
issued thereunder, including arrangements made pursuant te 
Article 3.3 and Licences issued thereunder, in waters under 
thefr respective jurisdictiors. 


5.2 The Governments of the Pacific Island parties shalt 
promstly notify the Government of the United States of any 
arrest of a fishing vessel of the United States or any of its 
Crew and of any charges filed or proceedings instituted 
following the arrest, in sccordance with this Article. 
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5. 


Rom Fishing vessels of the United States anc their cre«s 
arrestec for breach of this Treaty shall be promptly releases 
upon the posting of a reasonable bone or other security. 
Penalties applied in accordance with this Treaty for fishing 
violations shall not be unreasonable in relation to the offence 
and shall not include imprisonment or corporal sunishment. 


5.4 The Governaent of the United States shall not apaly 
sanctions of any kind including deductions, however effectec, 
from any amounts which might otherwise have beer paid to any 
Pacific Island party, and restrictions on trace with any 
Pacific Island party, a8 a result of any enforcesent sessure 
taken by a Pacific Island party in accordance with this Article. 


5.5 The Governments of the parties shall adopt and inform 
the other parties of such provisions in their national laws as 
may be necessary to give effect to this Treaty. 


5.6 Where legal proceedings have been instituted by the 
Government of the United States pursuant to Article 4, no 
Pacific Island party shall proceed with any Legal action in 
respect of the same alleged infringement as long #8 such 
proceedings are maintained. Where penalties are levied or 
proceedings are otherwise concluded by the Government of the 
United States pursuant to Article 4, the Pacific Island party 
which has received notice of such final determination shalt 
withdraw any legal charges or proceedings in respect of the 
same sileged infringement. 


$5.7 During any period in which # party is investigating 
any infringement of this Treaty involving a fishing vessel of 
the United States, being an infringement which is slleged to 
heave taken place in waters within the jurisdiction, for any 
purpose, as recognised by international lew, of a Pacific 
Island party, and if that Pacific Island party so notifies the 
other parties, any licence issued in respect of that vessel 
shall, for the purposes of Article 3, be deemed not to 
authorise fishing in the waters of that Pacific Island party. 


5.8 If full payment of any smount due as a result of s 
final judgment or other finel determination deriving from an 
occurrence in waters within the jurisdiction, for any purpose, 
of a Pacific Island party, is not made to that party within 
sixty (60) days, the Licence for the vessel involved shall be 
Suspended st the request of thet party and thet vessel shail 
mot be suthorised to fish in the Licensing Ares until thet 
amount is paid to thet party. ° 
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10. 


ARTICLE 6 


CONSULTATIONS AND DISPUTE SETTLEMENT 


6.1 At the recuest of any party, consultations shall be 
held with any other party within sixty (50) days of the date of 
receiot of the request. All other parties shall be notified of 
the rezuest for consultations and any party shall be permitted 
to participate in such consultations. 


6.2 Any dispute between the Government of the United 
States and the Government of one or more Pacific Island parties 
in relation to or arising out of this Treaty may be submétted 
by any such party to an arbitral tribunal for settlement by 
arbitration no earlier than one hundred and twenty (120) days 
following # request for consultations under Article 6.1. 

Unless the parties to the dispute agree otherwise, the 
Arbitration Rules of the United Nations Commission on 
International Trade Law as at present in force, shall be used. 


6.3 The Government or Governments of the Pacific Island 
party or parties to the dispute shall appoint one arbitrator 
and the Government of the United States shall sppoint one 
arbitrator. The third arbitrator, who shall sect as presiding 
arbitrator of the tribunal, shall be appointed by sgreement of 
the parties to the dispute. In the event of s failure to 
appoint any arbitrator within the time period provided in the 
Rules, the arbitrator shell be sppointed by the 
Secretary-General of the Permanent Court o | Arbitration set The 
Hague. 


6.4 Unless the parties to the dispute agree otherwise, the 
place of arbitration shall be Port Moresby. The tribunsl ssy 
hold meetings at such other place or places within the 
territory of #8 Pacific Island party or elsewhere within the 
Pacific Islands region as it may determine. An award or other 
decision shall be final and binding on the parties to the 
arbitration, and, unless the parties agree otherwise, shall be 
made public. The parties shall promptly carry out aeny sward or 
other decision of the tribunal. 


6.5 The fees and expenses of the tribunal shall be paid 
half by the Government or Governments of the Pacific Island 
party or parties to the arbitration and half by the Governsent 
of the United States, unless the parties to the arbitration. 
agree otherwise. " 
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11. 


ARTICLE 7 


REVIEW OF THE TREATY 


e. The parties shall meet once each year for the purpose 
of reviening the cperation of this Treaty. 


ARTICLE 8 


AMENDRENT OF THE TREATY 


8. The following procedures shall spply to the sdoption 
and entry into force of any amendment to this Treaty. 


(a) Any party may propose amendments to this Treaty. 


(>) proposed amendment shall be notified to the 
sitary not less than forty five (45) days before 
eeting at which the proposed amendment will be 
co sidered. 


(c) The depositary shall promptly notify sll parties of 
such proposal. 


(dc) The parties shall consider proposed amendments to this 
Treaty et the annual meeting described in Article 7, 
or at any other time thet may be agreed by all parties. 


(e) <Any amendment to this Treaty shall be sdopted by the 
approval of all the parties, and shall enter into 
force upon receipt by the depositary of instruments of 
ratification, acceptance or approval by the parties. 


(f) The depositary shall promptly notify ell parties of 
the entry into force of the smendment. 


ARTICLE 9 ; 


AMENDMENT OF ANNEXES 


9. The following procedures may apply to the sdoption end 
entry inte force of any amendment to an Annex of this Treaty, 
at the request of the party proposing the amencment, in lieu cf 
the’ procedure set out in Article 8, unless otherwise provided 
iA the Annex. 


(a) <Any party may propose amendment to an Annex of this 
Treaty at any time by notifying such proposal to the 
Gepositary, which shall promptly notify all parties of 
the proposed amendnent. 
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12. 


(5) A party spproving | proposed amencsent to an Annex 
shall notify its acceptance to the cesositary, which 
shall orotptly notify all the parties of each 
acceptance. Upon receipt by the cepositary of notices 
of sccectance from all parties, such emencment shall 
be incorporated in the appropriate Annex and shall 
have effect from that date, or from such other date ss 
may be soecified in such amencment. The depositary 
shall promptly notify all parties of the adoption of 
tne anmendnrent anc its effective date. 





ARTICLE 10 - 


NOTIFICATION 


10.1 The Administrator and each party shall notify the 
depositary of their current addresses for the receipt of 
notices given pursuant to this Treaty, and the depositary shail 
notify the Administrator and each of the parties of such cr 
addresses or any changes thereof. Unless otherwise specified ‘ 
in this Treaty, any notice given in accordance with this Treaty _ 
shall be in writing anc may be served by hand or sent by telex 
or, where either method cannot readily be effected, by 

registered sirmail to the address of the party or the 
Administrator as currently Listed with the depositary. 


10.2 Delivery by hand shall be effective when sade. 
Delivery by telex shall be deemed to be effective on the 
business day following the day when the “answer back” sppears 
on the sender's telex machine. Delivery by registered sirzail 
shall be deemed to be effective twenty-one (21) days after 


posting. 
. ARTICLE 11 
DEPOSITARY 
11, The depositary for this Treaty shall be the Government 
of Papua New Guineas. 
ARTICLE 12 





FINAL CLAUSES 


12.1 This Treaty shall be open for signature by the 
Governments of all the Pacific Island States and the Government 
of the United States of America. 
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12.2 This Treaty is subject to ratification by the States 
referred to in paragraph 1 of this Article. The instruments of 
ratification shall be deposited with the Gepositary. 


42.3 This Treaty shall remain open for accession by States 


reter red to in paragraph 1 of this Article. The instruments of 


accession shall be deposited with the cepositary. 


12.4 This Treaty shall enter inte force upon receipt by the 
Cepositsry of instruments of ratification by the Government of 
the United States and by the Governments of ten Pacific Island 
States which shall include the Federated States of Micronesia, 
the Republic of Kiribati and Papua New Guineas. " 


12.5 This Treaty shall enter into force for any State 
ratifying or acceding after the entry into force of this Treaty 
on the thirtieth day after the date on which its instrument of 
ratification or accession is received by the depositary. 


12.6 This Treaty shall cease to have effect at the expiry 
of one year following the receipt by the depositary of an 
instrument signifying withdrawal or denuncistion by the United 
States, any of the Pacific Island States named in Article 12.4, 
or such number of Pacific Island States as would leave fewer 
than ten such States as parties. , 


12.7 This Treaty shall cease to have effect for a party at 
the expiry of the sixth month following the receipt by the 
depositary of an instrument signifying withdrawal or 
denunciation by that party, except that where this Treaty would 
cease to have effect under the last preceding paragraph as the. 


result of the receipt of the said instrument, it shall cease te-- 


have effect for that party in the sanner provided in the last 
preceding paragraph. 


12.6 Any licence in force pursuant to this Treaty shall not 
cease to have effect as a result of this Treaty ceasing to have 
effect either generally or for any party, and Articles 1, 3, 4 
and 5 shall be regarded as continuing in force between the 
United States and the Pacific Island State party in respect of 
such Licence until such Licence expires in accordance with its 
terms. 


12.9 No reservations may De made to this Treaty. 


12.10 Paragraph 9 of this Article does not preclude a State, 
when signing, ratifying or acceding to this Treaty, from aaking 
declarations or statements, provided that such declarations or 
statements do not purport to exclude or modify the legal effect 
of the provisions of this Treaty in their apslication to thee 
State. 
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ANNEX I 
PART 1 


INTRODUCTORY 


In this Annex: 


(a) “applicable national law” means any provision of a 
law, however described, of » Pacific island party 
which governs the fishing activities of foreign 
fishing vessels, being o lew identtfied in Schedule 1, 
and which is not inconsistent with the requiresents of 
this Treaty and shall be taken to exclude any 
provision which imposes a reaquiresent which is also 
f{aposed by this Treaty; 


"Closed Ares” means an eres of @ Pacific Island party 
as described in Schedule 2; 


“Limited Area” means an srea described in Schedule 3; 
and 


“the vessel” mesns the vessel in respect of which s 
Licence is issued. 


2. Schedule 1 may be smended fros tise to tise by the 
inclusion by any Pacific Island party of any spplicable 
nationsl lew and, for the purposes of this Treaty, except as 
provided in this paregreph, the seendsent shell take effect 
from the date that the smended Schedule hss been notified to 
the Governgent of the United States. For the purposes of any 
obligation on the United States pursuant ‘o paregraphs 4 and $ 
of Article 6, the smendment shell take ef ect sixty (60) days 
from the date that the amended Schedule hes been notified to 
the Governswent of the United States. The Government of the 


Pacific Island party shall use its best endeavours to provide | 
sdvence notice to the Government of the United States of the 


ssendsent. 


3. Nothing in this Annex and ‘ts Schedules, nor sects or 
activities taking place thereunder, shall constitute 
recognition of the claias or the positions of any of the 
perties concerning the Legal stitus and extent of waters and 
zones cleised by any party. °°: the claimed waters and zones, 
the freedoes of navigation end overflight and other uses of the 
ses related to such freedoes sre to be exercised in sccordance 
with irternational lew. 
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17. 


PART 2 


COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICASLE NATIONAL LAWS 


-. The operator of the vessel shali coraly with each of 
the acclicaole setional laws, and shall te responsible for the 
coma.iance by the vessel and its crew with each of the 
apdiicasle naticnal laas, anc the vessel snail de operated in 
accorcsnce with those laws. 


Par’ 3° 


PROHIBITIONS 


5S. The vessel shall not be used for directed fishing for 
Southern Bluefin Tuna, or for fishing for any kinds of fish 
other than tunas, except that other kinds of fish aay be caught 
as an incidental by-catch. 


6. The vessel shall not be used for fishing by any 
method, except the purse seine sethod. 


We The vessel shall not be used for fishing in any Closed 
Ares. 


8. Except for circumstances involving force ssjeure and 
other emergencies involving the health or safety of crew- 
members or the safety of the vessel, no sireraft may be used in 
association with the fishing activities of the vessel unless it 
is identified in itea 6 or 7 of Schedule 1 of Annex IT. ’ 


9. The vessel shall not be used for fishing -in any 
Limited Area except in accordance with the requiresents set out 
in Schedule 3, which are applicable to that Limited Ares. : 


PART & 


REPORTING 


10. Information relating to the position of and catch on 
board the vessel, as described in Part 1 of Schedule &, shall 
be provided by telex to the Administrator at the following 


times: 


(a) betore departu.e from port for the puraose of 
beginning a fishing trip in the Licensing Ares; 


(>) each Wednesday while within the Licensing Ares or a 
Closed Area; and 




















before entry into pert for the purpose of unloading 
fish froe any trip involving fishing in the Licensing 


Ares. 


31. Information relating to the position of and catch on 
board the vessel, as described in Part 2 of Schedule &, shall 
be crovided to each Pacific Island party in tne manner notified 
t> the Governzent of the United States by that party as follows: 


(a) at the time of entry into and of departure from waters 
which are, for any purpose, subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Pacific Island party; 


(b) at least 24 hours prior to the estimated time of entry 
into any port of thet party; and 


(c) as otherwise set out in Part 3 of Schedule 4. 


12. At the end of each day thet the vessel is in the 
Licensing Area, an entry or entries for that day shell be 
completed on the catch report form as set out in Schedule 5, in 
accordance with the requirements of that form, and such fores 
shall be posted by registered sirssil to the Administrator 
within fourteen (14) days following the date of the next entry 
into s port for the purpose of unlosding its fish catch. 


13. Immediately following the unlosding of any fish fros# 
the vessel, a report shall be completed in the form set out in 
Schedule 6 and shall be posted by registered sirmsil to the 
Administrator within fourteen (14) days following the date of 
the completion of that unloading opertion, or, in the case of 
unloading by transshipment, within fourteen (14) days following 
unlosding of that transshipment et the processing site. 


PART 5 


EN FOR CEMENT 


14. The master and each meaber of the crew of the vessel 
shall immediately comply with every instruction and direction 
given by an authorised and identified officer of a Pacific 
Island party, including to stop, to move to a specified 
Location, and to facilitate safe boarding and inspection of the 
vessel, gear, equioment, records, fish and fish products. Such 
boarding and inspection shall be conducted as auch as possible 
im @ manner so as not to interfere unduly with the lawful 
Operation of the vessel. The operator and each meaber of the 
crew shall facilitate ind assist in any section by en suthorised 
officer of » Pacific Island party and shall not ssssult, 
obstruct, resist, delay, refuse boarding to, intimidate or 
interfere with an authorised officer in the performance of his 
or her duties. 
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15. The interostional distress frequency, 2.182 MHz, and 
156.8 MHz (Channel 16, WHF) small de sonitorec continuously 
fros the vessel for the purpose of facilitating communication 
with tne surveillance and enforcesent authorities of the 


parties. 


14. The international radio call sign of the vessel shalt 
be painted in white on @ Black Dac«grounc, or im Black ona 
white backgrounc, in the following sanner: 


(a) amidsnrios on coth sices iscteciately Delow the gunvale, 
and on @ horizontal plane on the superstructure, in 
letters and figures 20 centisetres apart, with each 
Letter and figure being at least one setre high and 50 
centicetres wide and with each Line at Least 12.5 
centinetres wide; 


(b) if # helicopter is being carried, on the body of the 
helicopter in» plece clearly visible from ses level, 
in letters and figures five centimetres apart, with 
each letter and figure being at least 25 centinetres 
nigh, 10 centimetres wide and with each Line being at 
least 2.5 centimetres wide; and 


(c) on any other equipment being carried by and itended to 
be seperated from the vessel during normal fishing 
operations, in letters end figures clearly legible to 
the neked eye; 


and at all times while the vessel is within the Licensing. Ares 
or #8 Closed Ares, all parts of these serkings shall be clear, 
distinct end uncovered. , 


17. The Licence shall be carried on board the vessel and 
produced at the request of an suthorised enforcement of ficial 
of any of the parties. Prior to receipt of the Licence, the 
correct citation of the Licence nuaber shall satisfy this 
requirement. 


PART 6 


OBSERVERS 


18. The operator and each sesber of the crew of the vessel 
shall allow end assist any person identified as an observer by 
the Pacific Island parties to: 


(a) board the vessel for scientific, compliance, 
monitoring and other functions at the point and tise 
notified by the Pacific Island parties to the 
Government of the United States; 























have full sccess to and the use of facilities and 
eouipment on board the vessel which the observer say 
determine is necessary to carry out his or her duties; 
have full access to the bridge, fish on board and 
areas which way be used to hold, process, weigh and 
store fish; remove samples; have full access to the 
vessel's records, including its log and documentation 
for the purpose of inspection and copying; and gather 
any other information relating to fisheries in the 
Licensing Area; without interfering unduly with the 
lawful operation of the vessel; 


disembark at the point and tine notified by the 
Pacific Island parties to the Government of the-United 
States; and 


(6) carry out his or her duties safely; 


and no operator or crew weaber of the vessel shall assault, 
obstruct, resist, delay, refuse boarding to, intimidate or 

interfere with an observer in the performance of his or her 
duties. 


19. The operator shall provide the observer, while on 
board the vessel, at no expense to the Pacific Island parties, 
with food, accommodation and medical facilities of such 
reasonable standard ss may be scceptable to the Pacific Island 
party whose representative is serving as the observer. 


20. Any operator of the vessel from which any fish taken 
in the Licensing Area is unlosded shall allow, or arrange for, 
and assist any person authorised for this purpose by the 
Pacific Island parties to have full access to any place where 
such fish is unlosded, to remove samples and to gather any 
other information relating to fisheries in the Licensing Ares. 


21. An observer programme shall be conducted in accordance 
with this Treaty and provisions thet msy be agreed from tise to 
tise. 


PART 7 


MISCELLANEOUS REQUIREMENTS 


22. At all times while the vessel is in » Closed Ares, the 
fishing gear of the vessel shall be stowed in such 8 manner as 
not to be readily aveilable for fishing. In particulser, the 
boom sheli be lowered as far as possible so that the ves:el 
cannot be used for fishing but so that the sxiff is accessible 
for use in emergency situations; the helicopter, if any, shall 
be tied down; and launches shall be secured. 
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23. The vessel stall Se operated in such #8 way that tre 
activities of tracitional snd locally based fishersen and 
fishing vessels are not disrupted or in any other say adversely 
affected. 


24.: Any inforastion required to be recorded, or to be 
notifiec, conmunicated or reported pursuant to a requiresent of 
this Treaty snail de true, complete and correct. Any. change in 
circurstances which has the effect of rendering any such 
inforcation false, incomplete or mislesding shall be noti tied 
to the Acministretor imnecisately. 








Editor's note: Schedules | through 6 following Annex l, 


explaining national laws, closed and limited areas, and 
reporting details and requirements, have been omitted. 
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3s. 
ANNEX II 


For the purposes of this Annex: 


“Licensing Period” means the period of validity of 
Licences issued in accordance with this Treaty. 


The Government of the United States shell make 
apolication for a Licence in respect of any fishing vessel of 
the United States intended by the operator to be used for ¢ se 
seine fishing in the Licensing Area at any tise in the 
Licensing Period by providing to the Administrator # complete 
apolication form as set out in Schedule 1. 


3. Licences ‘issued pursuant to this Treaty shell not teke 
effect until the Administrator hes received paysent, free of 
any charges whatsoever, of the amounts set out in Part 1 of 
Schedule 2 for that Licensing Period in the ganner described in 
thet Schedule. Other financial cossiteents shell be provided 
during the Licensing Period pursuant to Part 2 of Schedule 2. 


4. Subject to peregreph S$, #8 Licence easy be dented: 


where the aspplication is not in etcordance with the 
requir *@ents of paragraph 2; 


where the owner or charterer is the subject of 
proceedings under the bankruptcy lews of the United 
States, unless reasonable finencisl sessurences heave 
been provided to the Adweinistrator; 


where the vessel in respect of which sepplication for e 
licence hes been sede does not have good standing on 
the Regional Register of Foreign Fishing Vessels, 
seintsined by the South Pecific Forue Fisheries 
Agency, provided thet: 


(4) good standing is withdrawn only es a result of: 


(A) the commission of @ serious offence segeinst 
fisheries laws of regulations of # Pacific 
Island State and the operstor has not fully 
complied with eny civil of crisinel judgeent 
rendered with respect to such an offence; 
evidence existing thet gives ressonseble 
cause to believe thrr the operator hes 
committed #8 se’ ‘ous cffence sgeinst the 
fisheries laws °° regulations of any Pacific 
Island State anc thet it has not been 
possible to bring the vessel operstor to 
triel; or 
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the vessel operator has failed to comply 
with inforsation requiresents for 
registration as notified by the 
Administrator to the Government of the 
United States; 


the Pacific Island party reauesting withdrawal of 
good standing has first consulted the Governsent 
of the United States and hes made all ressonadie 
efforts to resolve the dispute in question before 
utilizing the procedures for withdrawal of good 
standing; 


in the event of # request for withdrawal of good 
standing from the Regional Register of Foreign 
Fishing Vessels of # vessel Licensed pursuant to 
this Treaty, the Pecific Island parties agree to 
take into consideration thet vessel's compliance 
with the terms of this Treaty in determining 
whether to approve such # request; end 


following » withdrawal of good standing the 
Pacific Island party involved promptly sdvises 
the Government of the United States in writing of 
the reason for the withdrawal and the 

requirements which must be fulfilled to reinstate 
good standing; 


where there hes been » failure to satisfy a final 
judgment or other finel determination for s bresch of 
this Treaty by the owner, cherterer or sester of the 
vessel in respect of which application for @ Licence 
hes been sade, until such tise eas the finel judgaent 
or other finel determination is satisfied, and 
subsequent change in ownership of # vessel shell not 
affect the application of this provision; or 





where an operetor has committed, or the vessel hes 
been used for: 





(4) a violation of this Treaty, providing thet the 
Pacific Island parties, following consultstion 
with the Government of the United States, 
determine thet the vio.stion is of @ serious 
nature; or 


any violation of this Treaty on sore that one 
occasion, providing that the Pacific Island 
parties, following consultation with the 
Government of the United States, determine thet 
such multiple violations constitute » serious 
Gisregerd of this Treaty. 
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2. A maxioum nusber of licences may be issued for any 
Licensing Period as set out in Schedule 2, and, upon request dy 
the Government of the United States, the Pacific Island parties 
may sgree to vary such nuabder. 


6. On receipt of an application for a Licence in 
accordance with this Annex, the Administrator shall taxe the 
necessary steps to ensure that: 


(a> a licence in the form set out in Schedule 3 in respect 
of the vessel identified in the apolication; or 


(b>) 8 statement setting out the ressons that @ Licence in 
a respect of the vessel identified in the application is 
denied together with a refund of the amount or emounts 
provided with the epplication; 


is promptly provided to the Government of the United States. 
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LGREED STATEMENT ON OBSERVER PROGRAMME 


Rerresentatives of the Governrents of the Pacific Island States 
anc tre Govern-ent of the United States cf America have agreed 
on provisions relating to observers in Annex i, Part 6 of the 
Treaty on Fisheries between the Governsents of Certain Pacific 
islari States end the Government of the United States of 


precren te is necessery to implesment and achieve the 
tne Treaty. 


The Tepresentstives also acknowledge the cesirabdility of” 
providing appropriate acministrative ctessures pursuant to Annex 
I, Part 6 of the Treaty. 


Therefore, the representatives agree ss follows: 


(a) cdserver cperations would be based on the placement of 
observers at ports of trip origin for complete trips uniess 
otherwise egreed st the outset of the trip; p 

the United States Government would be notified of observer 

placements by an Observer Coordinator nominated by the 

Pacific Isiand parties; 


The Pacific Isiand parties would use their best endeavours 
to ensure that a reasonable period of notice was given, 
which should, wherever practicable, be at least fourteen 
(14) days; 


the United States Government would use its best endeavours 
to ensure that the Observer Coordinator is “-pt informed of 
the expectec pattern of port departures and of the planned 
fishing activities of departing vessels; 


the United States Government would facilitate the placing ~- 
of cbservers including the provison of visas; 


the Unitec States Government would notify the Observer 
Coordinator of any difficulties involving the discharge of 
the cuties of observers; and 


that it is anticipated observers will use the same range of 
equipment used by United States observers; and there will 
be a training program in the use of equipment, but-crew 
will also be exnsected to sssist observers in the use of 
ecuipment. 
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DONE at Sort “oresby on the VI cay cf Yuk , 1987 
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA AND THE SOUTH PACIFIC FORUM FISHERIES AGENCY 


The Government of the United States of America and the South 
Pecific Forum Fisheries Agency: 


DESIRING to continue and strengthen the ties of friencship, 
understanding end co-operation which have historically Linked 
the United States and the peoples of the member States of the 
South Pacific Forum Fisheries Agency; 


CONSCIOUS of che commitment of the meaber Governments of ‘the 
South Pacific Forus Fisheries Agency to develop fully their 
economic resources and provide employment opportunities to seet 
the espirations of their peoples; 


BELIEVING that economic co-operation will benefit the peoples 
of the United States and the South Pacific region; and 


CONVINCED of the desirability of encoursging and facilitating 
economic development in the South Pacific region; 


HAVE AGREED AS FOLLOWS: 
ARTICLE 1 


The Government of the United Stetes of America (hereinafter 
“the United States") and the South Pacific Forum Fisheries 
Agency (hereinafter “the FFA") agree to promote econosic 
development in the South Pacific region. 


ARTICLE 2 


The FFA agrees to establish ean economic development fund 
Chereinafter “the fund”) from which it shell edeinister 
peyments sede pursuant to this Agreement to the Pacific Island 
States party to the Treaty on Fisheries between the Governeents 
of Certain Pacific Island States and the Government of the 
United States of Americse done st Port Moresby on a Apmhrse7. 
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2. 
ARTICLE 3 


3.1 The fund shell be controliec and acninistered by the 
FFA which shall teke epproprisete measures to ensure thet the 
fund is used solely to support econoric development purposes in 
accordance with section S31(e) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
“$61, a8 amendec. A finencial manegenent system shall be 
rutually developed and agreed upon by the perties. 


a The FFA shall minimize operating end administration 


-+-* 


costs of the fund. 


3.3 The FFA shall be responsible for establishing and 
caintaining, in accordance with generally eccepted seccounting 
principles, an internal systes cf record keeping with respect 

to the fund, including an annual eudit report which shall, upon - 
request, be made aveilable to the Government of the United 
States. The Comptroller General of the United States shall be 
permitted upon request to conduct such sudits of the fund as 
necessary to ensure that the FFA is sdministering the fund in 
accordance with this Agreement. 


3.4 The parties shall consult from tise to tise on the 
operation of the fund, and its effectiveness in accomplishing 
the purposes of this Agreement. 


ARTICLE & 


During the time this Agreesent is in force, the Government of 
the United States shell meke aennusl cash peyweents to the FFA 
for the fund - from the Agency for International Developeent - 
in an smount of ten willion U.S. dollers (US$10,000,000), of 
which $1 million would be used to fund economic development 
projects formulated by the FFA, subject to the availability of 
appropriated funds for this purpose. ’ 


ARTICLE 5 


5.1 This Agreewsent shall enter into force for # period of 
five years from the date of entry into force of the Treaty 
referred to in Article 2. It may be terminated by written - 
agreement, or by either party giving the other party one year 
written notice in advance. 


$.2 The first annual grant shall not be made before (1) 
the fund has been established anc (2) the financial management 
System has been developed pursuant to Article 3 of this 
Agreement. 





—— em 
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5.3 “This Agreement asy be smended or extended by written 
agreement of the perties. 


5.4 Understandings designating representetives of the 
parties for the purpose of carrying out this Agreement and 


providing for its implementation will be set out in the annual 
grant documents and ancillary comaunications. 


Done at Port Moresby on the (AeA day of Bhaok , 1987. 


FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE FOR THE SOUTH PACIFIC:, . 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA FORUM FISHERIES AGENCY . 























No. 35 

The Embassy of the United States of America presents 
its compliments to the Bapervenset of Foreign Affeirs of 
the Independent State of Papua New Guinea and has the 
honor to refer to Department Note No. 120/87 dated March 
4, 1987, and Department Note No. 124/87 dated March 5, 
1987, which read as follows: 


Note No. 120/87 


The Department of Foreign Affairs presents its 
compliments to the Embassy of the United States of America 
and has the honor to refer to fishing within Papua New 
Guinea's archipelagic waters pursuant to the Treaty on 
Fisheries between the Governments of Certain Pacific 
Island States and of the United States of America. 


The Department wishes to confirm the Government of Papua 
New Guinea's intention to apply the following principles 
on a bilateral basis to fishing by US vessels inside Papua 
New Guinea's archipelagic waters, so long as both Papua 
New Guinea and the United States are parties to the 
aforementioned agreement: - 


1. All fishing conducted in the archipelagic waters 
shall be subject to an international fisheries 
agreement. 


2. Appropriate embassies in Port Moresby or other points 
of contact as epproved by the government shall be the 
points of contect for purposes of fishing within the 
archipelagic waters. 


3. All fees are to be paid to the Government of Papuse 
New Guinea. In the case of US vessels all matters 
relating to fees should be handled through procedures 
set forth in the Treaty on Fisheries Between the 
Governments of Certain Pacific Island Stetes and the 
United States of America. 


4. United*States fishing vessels will give 24 hours 
advance notice of ell entries and exits into end fros 
the archipelagic weters. Wo fishing is ow © 

within 























of 


within the territorial waters when a fishing vessel 
is in transit. 


5. All entries and exits to and from the archipelagic 
waters shall be conducted through the norgjal channels 
of navigation unless in pursuit.of fish or for . 
reasons of distress, etcetra. 


6. Entry into all internal waters is prohibited unless 
prior approval is given by the Governsent of Papua 
New Guinea or as a result of an emergency or 
distress, etcetra. 


7. All US fishing vessels are to stay clear from. and not 
to interfere with other vessels and installations 
within the archipelagic waters. ~~ ' 


8. All forms of scientific research unless approved in 
poe men by the Government of Papua New Guinea are 
strictly prohibited. 


9. US fishing vessel operators shell be responsible for 
any damage resulting from operations of their fishing 
vessels. 


10. Shore-based facilities should be established in Papuse 
New Guinea to the extent this is practical and 
economically feasible. 


1l. Refuelling and victuals should be obtained from Papuse 
New Guinea as far as practical and economically 
feasible. 


i2. Marine mammals are not to be hunted but if caught all 
detsils of their catch must be reported. 


The Department of Foreign Affairs has the honor to propose 
thet if the foregoing is acceptable to the Government of 
the United States of America, this Note and the Eabassy's 
reply to this effect shall together constitute an 
agreement on the principles to be applied to fishing 
vessels of the United States of America in Papua New 
Guinea's archipelagic waters, which ahall enter into force 
on the date of the Embassy's Note. - 


The Department of Foreign Affairs avails icself of this 
opportunity to renew to the Esbassy of the United States 
of America the essurances of its highest consideration. 


WAIGANI 
4th March, 1987. 


Note 
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Note No. 124/87 


The Department of Foreign Affairs presents its compliments 
to the Embassy of the United States of America and has the 
honor to refer to its Note No. 120/87 of 4th March 1987 
regarding fishing within Papua New Guinea's archipelagic 
waters pursuant to the Treaty on Fisheries between the 
Governments of Certain Pacific Island States and of the 
United States of Azerica. 


The Department wishes to advise the Embassy of the United 
States that en omission has been sade inadvertently in 
peregreph relating to principle number four (4) in-dts 
eatlier Note which reads: 
J 
"United States fishing vessels will give 24 hours 
advance notice of all entries and exits into and from 
the archipelagic waters. No fishing is persitted 
within the territorial waters when a fishing vessel 
is in transit”. 


The Department therefore wishes to further advise and also 
confirm that this principle should correctly read as 
follows: 


"United States fishing vessels will give 24 hours 
advance notice of all entries and exits into end fros 
the territorial waters in transit to and trom the 
archipelagic waters. No fishing is permitted within 
the territorial waters when a fishing vessel is in 
transic”’’. 


The Department of Foreign Affairs hes the honour to 
propose that if the foregoing revision is acceptable to 
the Government of the United States of America its earlier 
Note and this Note together with the Embassy's reply to 
this effect shall together constitute an Agreement on the 
rinciples to be “PP ied to fishing vessels of the United 
States of America in Papua New Guinea's archipelagic 
waters which shall enter into force on the date of the 
Esbassy's Note. 


The Departwent of Foreign Affairs avails itself of this 
appesesty to renew to the Esbassy of the United Stetes 
of America the assurances of its highest considération. 


WAIGANI 
S$ Merch 1987 
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The Government of the United States agrees that the 
principles set forth in Department Note No. 120/87 and 
Department Note No. 124/87 should together apply to 
fishing by United States vessels in Papua New Guinea's 
archipelagi¢ waters pursuant to the Treaty on Fisheries 
between the Governments of Certain Pacific Island-States 


and of the United States of America. 


The Embassy of the United States of America avails 
itself of this opportunity to renew to the Department of 
Foreign Affairs the assurances of its highest 


consideration. 





Ecbassy of the United States of America, 
Port Moresby, March 25, 1987. 


— 
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120/87 


The Department of Foreign Affeirce presente its compliments to 
the Embessy of the United States of America and has the 
honour to refer te ‘fishing within Papua New Guinea's 
archipelagic waters pursuant to the Treaty on Fisheries 
between the Governments of Certein Pacific Island Stetes and 
of the United States of America. 

The Department wishes to confirm the Government of Papua New 
Guinea's intention to apply the following principles on e 
bileterel besis to fishing by US vessels inside Papus New 
Guinea's archipelagic weters, so long as both Papua New 
Guines and the United States are parties to the 
aforementioned agreement: - 


All fishing conducted in the archipelagic waters shell 
be subject to an international fisheries agreement. 


~ 


2. Appropriste embassies in Por< Moresby or other points 

. of contect as approved by the government shall be the 

points of contect for purposes of fishing within the 
archipelegic waters. 


3. All fees are to be paid to the Government of Papus New 
Guinea. In the case of US vessels al] matters relating 
to fees should be handled through procedures set forth 
in the Treaty on Fisheries Between the Governments of 
Certain Pacific Island States and the United States of 
America. 
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ll. 





United States fishing vessels will give 24 hours 
advence notice of all entries and exits into and from 
the archipelagic waters. Wo fishing is permitted 
within the territorial waters when a fishing vessel is 
in transit. 


All entries and exits to and from the archipelagic 
waters shall be conducted through the normal channels 
of navigation ‘unless in pursuit of fish or for reasons 
of distress, etcetra. 

oe 
Entry into all internal waters is prohibited unless 
prior approval is given by the Government pf Papuse New 
Guinea or as @ result of an emetgency or distress, 
etcetra. : 


All US fishing vessels are to stay clear from and not 
to interfere with other vessels ané installations 
within the archipelagic waters. 


All forms of scientific research unless approved in 
writing by the Government of Papua New Guines are 
strictly prohibited. 


US fishing vessel operators shall be responsible for 
any Gamage resulting from operations of their fishing 
vessels. 


Shore-baseé facilities should be established in Papua 
New Guinea to the extent this is practical and 
economically feasible. 


Refuelling and victuals shovld be obtained from Papua 
New Guinea as far as practical end econemically 
feasible. ° 














12. Marine mammals are not to be hunted but if caught all 
Getails of their catch must be reported. 


The Department of Foreign Affaire has the honour to propose 
that if the foregoing is acceptable to the Government of the 
United States of America, this Note and the Embassy's reply 
to this effect shall together constitute an agreement on the 
principles to be applied to fishing vessels of the United 
States of America in Papua New Guinea's archipelagic waters, 
which shall enter into force on the date of the Embassy's 
Note. ; 
The Department of Foreign Affaires avails itself ef this. 
opportunity to renew to the Embassy of the United States of 
America the assurances of its highest consideration. 





4th March, 1987. 


























ure No. 124/87 


The Department of Foreign Affairs presents its compliments to the Embassy 
of the United States of America and has the honour to refer to its Note 
No, 120/87 of 4th March 1987 regarding fishing within Papua New Guinea's 
archipelagic waters pursuant to the Treaty on Fisheries between the 
Government of certain Pacific Island States and of the United States 

of America, he 

The Department wishes to advise the Embassy of the United States that an 
omission has been made inadvertently in paragraph relating to principle 
rumber four (4) in its earlier Note which reads: ~ 


“United States fishing wessels will give 24 hours advance notice 
of al) entries and exits into and from the archipelagic waters. 
No fishing is permitted within the territorial waters when a 
fishing vessel is in transit", 


The Department therefore wishes to further advise and also confirm that 
thi¢ principle should correctly read as follows: 
"United States fishing vessels will give 24 hours advance notice 
of a)] entries and exits into and from the territorial waters 
in transit to cnd fraa the archipelagic waters, Wo fishing is 
permitted within the territoria) waters when a fishing vessel 
is in transit’. 


The Department of Foreign Affairs has the honour to propose thet if 

the foregoing revision is acceptable to the Government of the United 
States of America its earlier Note an? this Note together with the 
Embassy's reply to this effect shall together constitute an Agreement 

on the prince‘; es to be applied to fishing vessels of the United States of 
America in Papua New Guinea's archipelagic waters which shell enter 

into force on the date of the Embassy's Note. 


eee/2 














The Department of Foreign Affairs avails itself of this opportunity to 


renew to the Embassy 01 the United States of America the assurances 
of its highest consideration, 
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Note No. 1 


The Embassy of the United States of America presents 
its compliments to the Australian High Commission and 
has the honor to refer to the Treaty on Fisheries - 
between the Governments of Certain Pacific Island States 
and the Government of the United States of America, done 
at Port Moresby on April 2, 19867. 

In connection with the conclusion of the Treaty, the 
Embassy has the honor to propose the following agreement 
between the Governments of Australia anc the United 
States of America. 

The Government of the United States accepts that the 
waters under the jurisdiction of Australia surrounding 
Christmas Island and Cocos/Keeling Islands will not be 
open initially to fishing by United States vessels 
pursuant to the Treaty. 

However, the Government of Australia, noting the 
concern of the Government of the United States that only 
@ small portion of the total area of waters under 
Australian jurisdiction is at present open to fishing by 
United States vessels under the Treaty and in concert 
with the spirit of the Treaty, shall make its best 


effort, ccrsistent with prudent management practices and 

















foliowing consultation with local communicies and 
fisheries experts, to open in a timely manner all or 
perts of the waters surrounding Christmas Island and 
Cocos/Keeling Islands to fishing Dy United States 
vessels pursuant to the Treaty. 

The Government cof Australia agrees to advise the 
Covernment of the United States, as soon as possible 
after the signature of the Treaty, of the results of the 
Australian effort to open all or parts of the waters 
Surrounding Christmas Island and Cocos/Keeling Isrends 
to fishing in accordance with the Treaty, so tnat 

chedule 2 of Annex I of the Treaty may, if appropriate, 
be amended accordingly no later than the first annual 
consultative meeting pursuant to Article 7 of the Treaty 

The Embassy has the honor to propose that, if the 
foregoing is acceptable to the Government of Australia, 
this note and the High Commission's confirmation reply 
snall together constitute an agreement between the two 
governments which shall enter into force on the date of 
the reply. 

The Embassy of the United States of America avails 
itself of this opportunity to renew to the Australian 
High Commission the assurances of its highest 


consideration. 


Embassy of the United States of America, 





Port Moresby, April 2, 1987. 
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Acs Taatia ra 


NOTE NO: 90/87 


The Australian High Commission presex=s ts compi:nex:s 
to the Embassy of the United States of America ané¢ has the honcer 
to refer to the note of the Embassy numberec 1 cf 2 April i927 


which reacs as follows: 


- Tne Embassy of the United States of America presents its 
compliments to the Australian High Commission and has the 
honer to refer to the Treaty on Fisheries betveen the Gevern- 
ments of Certain Pacific Island States anc the Government 
of the United States of America, done at Port Moresby on 


2 April 1987. 


In connection with the conclusion of the Treazy, the impassy 
has the honor to propose the following agreement between 


the Governments of Australia and the United States of America. 


The Government of the United States accepts that the waters 
under the jurisdiction of Australia surrounding Christmas 
Island and Cocos/Keeling Islands will pot be open initially 


to fishing by United States vessels pursuant +o the Treaty. 


However, the Government of Australia, noting the concern 

of the Government of the United States that only @ small 
portion of the total area of waters under Australian 
jurisdiction is at present open to fishing by United States 


vessels under the Treaty and in concert with the spirit 
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of the Treaty, shall make its best effort, consistent with 
prucent management practices end foilow.ng consultations 


22m 20C@s Communities anc ..fheries |Exre2ertsS, tO Ofer is 





2 timely manner all or parts of the waters surrounéin 
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vessels pursuant to the Treaty. 


The Government of Australia agrees tc acvise the Governmer< 
of the United States, as soon es possible after the signature 
of the Treaty, of the results of the Australian effort to 


open all or parts of the waters surrouncing Christmas Island 
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os/Keeling Islands to fishaine .n accordance with 
reaty, so that Schedule 2 of Annex 1 of tne Treacy 
méy, if appropriate, be amencec acccorcingly neo later <naan 


the first annuél consultative meeting pursuant to Art:cle 


The Embassy has the honor to propose that, if the foregoing 
is acceptable to the Government of Australia, this note 

and the High Commission's confirmation reply shall together 
constitute an agreement between the two governments which 


shall enter into force on the date of the reply. 


The Embassy of the United Stetes of America avails itself 


of this opportunity to renew to the Australian High Commission 


the assurances of its highest consiceration. a 














Tne High Commission has the horour to inform the EnbDassy 
thet the foregoing is acceptable to the Gevern-ert of Austre!:a 
anc =o confirm that the Erbdassy's sote of 2 April 1987, toce-he- 
wath this reply, shall constitute an agreemer=. betweer the Governme-c 
of Australia and the Government of the Unit«-d States of Americ 


which shall enter into force on the date of this note. 


The Australian High Commiss_on avails itself of this 
opportunity to renew to the Embassy of the United States of America 


the assurances of its highest consideration. 


PORT MORES8Y, PNG 


2 April 1987 
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EXTRADITION TREATY 


BETWEEN 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
AND 
THE KINGDOM OF BELGIUM 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


and 
THE GOVERNMENT OF THE KINGDOM OF BELGIUM, 


Recalling the Treaty between the Contracting States for the Mutual Extradition of Fugitives from Justice, 


signed at Washington, October 26, 1901, and the Supplementary Extradition Conventions between the 


Contracting States, signed at Washington, June 20, 1935 and at Brussels, November 14, 1963; 


Noting that both the Government of the United States of America and the Government of Belgium currently 
apply the terms of that Treaty; and 


Desiring to provide for more effective cooperation between the two States in the suppression of crime, 
and, tor that purpose, to conclude a new treaty tor the extradition of offenders; 


Have agreed as follows: 


Article 1 


Obligation to Extradite 


The Contracting States agree to extradite to each other, pursuant to the provisions of this Treaty, persons 
who have been charged with or found guilty of an extraditable offense within the jurisdiction of one of the 


Contracting States 


Article 2 


Extraditable Offenses 


1. An offense shall be an extraditable offense if it is punishable under the laws in both Contracting States 
by deprivation of liberty for a maximum period of more than one year or by a more severe penalty. 


). If extradition is requested for the execution of a sentence, the sentence originally imposed must have been 


~ 


deprivation of liberty for a period of at least one year or a more severe penalty. 


3 [he tollowing shall also be an extraditable oftense 


an attempt to commit one of the offenses described in paragraph | or the participation as co-author 


a 
or accomplice of a person who commits or attempts to commit such an offense; or 


ban « association of wrongdoers » formed to commit any of the offenses described in paragraph 1 under 
the laws of Belgium, or a conspiracy to commit any such offenses as provided by the laws in the 


United States. 
4. In determining whether an offense is an extraditable offense, the Contracting States: 


(a) shall consider only the essential elements of the offense punishable under the laws of both states; and 


(b) shall not consider as an essential element of an offense punishable in the United States an element 
such as interstate transportation or use of the mails or of other facilities affecting interstate or foreign 






































commerce, since such an element 1s for the purpose of establishing jurisdiction in a United States federal 
court, 


c) shall disregard that the respective laws do not place the offense within the same category of offenses 
or describe the offense by the same terminology. 
5. If extradition has been granted for an extraditable offense or for the execution of a sentence, it shall also 
be granted for: 


(a) any other offense specified in the request even if the latter offense is punishable by less than one year's 
deprivation of liberty, and 


b) the execution of any other penalty, including a fine, specified in the request for extradition even if 
the severity of the penalty does not fulfill the requirement of the minimum punishment imposed by 


paragraph 2, 
provided that all other requirements for extradition are met. 
6. Extradition shall not be granted if prosecution of the offense or execution of the penalty has been barred 


by lapse of tume under the laws of the Requested State. However, acts constituting an interruption or a 
suspension of the tume-bar in the Requesting State shall be taken into consideration insofar as possible. 


Ue Article 3 


Nationality 


ee 
i 


1. Neither Contracting State shall be bound to extradite its own nationals, but the Executive Authority of 
the United States shall have the power to extradite such persons if, in its discretion, it be deemed proper to 
do SO. 


2. It extradition is refused solely on the basis of the nationality of the person sought, the Requested State 
shall, at the request of the Requesting State, submit the case to its authorities for prosecution. 


Article 4 


Political and Military Offenses 








#™ 1. Extradition shall not be granted if the offense for which extradition is requested is a political offense. 


~ 


2. For the purposes of this Treaty, the following offenses shall not be considered to be political offenses : 


a) a murder or other criminal act directed against the person of a Head of State of one of the Contracting 
States, or of a member of the Head of State's family; 


b) the attempt to commit one of the above-mentioned offenses or the participation as co-author or 
accomplice of a person who commits or attempts to commit such an offense; 


¢) an «association of wrongdoers » formed to commit any of the foregoing offenses under the laws of 
Belgium, or a conspiracy to commit any such offenses as provided by the laws in the United States. 


3. Notwithstanding the terms of paragraph 2 of this Article, extradition shall not be granted if the executive 
authority of the Requested State determines that the request was politically motivated. 


4. The executive authority of the Requested State may refuse extradition for offenses under military law which 
are not offenses under ordinary criminal law. 


5. In the event of a conflict between the provisions of paragraphs 1 through 4 of this article and articles 
2 and 3 of the Supplementary Treaty on Extradition between the United States of America and the Kingdom 
of Belgium to Promote the Repression of Terrorism, signed at Washington on March 17, 1987, the latter 
provisions shall apply when that treaty is in force. 
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Article § 


Prior Prosecution 


1. Extradinon shall not be granted whe the person sought has been found guilty, convicted or acquitted 
in the Requested State for the offense for which extradition is requested. 


2. Extradition shall not be precluded by the fact that the authorities in the Requested State have decided 


~~ 


not to prosecute the person sought for the acts tor which extradinon is requested, or to discontinue any criminal 
proceedings which have been instituted against the person sought for those acts. 


Article 6 


Humanitarian Considerations 


1. It an offense tor which extradition is requested 1s punishable by death in the Requesting State, and if 
in respect of such offense the death penalty is not provided for by the Requested State or 1s not normally 
carried out by it, extradition may be refused, unless the Requesting State gives such assurances as the Requested 
State considers sufficient that the death penalty will not be carned out. 


2. Notwithstanding the provisions of the present Treaty, the executive authority of the Requested State may 


~~ 


retuse extradition for humanitarian reasons pursuant to its domestic law 


Article 7 


Extradition Procedures and Required Documents 
1. Every request for extradition shall be submitted through the diplomatic channel. 


2. Each request shall be supported by : 


a) documents, statements, or other types of information which describe the identity, nationality, and 
probable location of the person sought; 


b) information describing the tacts of the offense and the procedural history of the case; 


the text of the law describing the essential elements of the offense for which extradition is requested; 


d) the text of the law describing the punishment for the offense; 


e) the text or a statement of the provisions of law describing any ume limit on the prosecution or the 


service of the sentence; and 


f) the documents, statements, or other types of information specified in paragraph 3 or paragraph 4 
of this Article, as applicable. 


3. A request for extradition of a person who is sought for prosecution shall also be supported bv : 
a) a copy of the warrant or order of arrest issued by a judge or other competent authority: 


b> a copy of the charging document or, if that does not exist, a report issued by the prosecuting authority 
setting forth the charges against the person sought; and 


© such information as would justify the committal for trial of the person if the offense had been 
committed in the Requested State 


4. A request for extradition relating to a person who has been found guilty of the offense for which extradition 
is sought shall also be supported by: 


(a) acopy of the judgment of conviction or, if such copy is not available, a statement by a judicial authority 
that the person has been found guilty; 


(b) information establishing that the person sought is the person to whom the finding of guilt refers; and 



































¢) a copy of the sentence imposed, if the person sought has been sentenced, and a statement establishing 
to what extent the sentence has been carried out; or 


d) if the person has been found guilty of an offense but no sentence has been imposed, a statement 
affirming that the Requesting State intends to impose a sentence and a copy of the warrant for the 
arrest of the person; and 


¢) an the case of a person who has been found guilty in absentia, the documents required by paragraph 3. 


Article 8 
Admussibility of Documents 


The documents which accompany an extradition request shall be received and admitted as evidence in 
extradition proceedings if: 


a) in the case of a request from the United States of America, they are authenticated by the Department 
of State of the United States; 


b) an the case of a request from Belgium, they are certified by the diplomatic or consular officer of the 
United States resident in Belgium, as provided by the extradition laws of the United States; or 


¢) they are certified or authenticated in any other manner accepted by the laws of the Requested State. 


Article 9 


Translation 


All documents submitted by the Requesting State shall be translated into the language, or one of the official 
languages, of the Requested State 


Article 10 


Provisional Arrest 


1. In case of urgency, a Contracting State may request the provisional arrest of the person sought pending 
presentation of the request for extradition. A request for provisional arrest may be transmitted through the 
diplomatic channel or directly between the United States Department of Justice and the Ministry of Justice 
of Belgium. The facilities of the International Criminal Police Organization (Interpol) may be used to transmit 
such a request. 


2. The application for provisional arrest shall contain: 
(a) a description of the person sought; 
b) the location of the person sought, if known; 
c) a brief statement of the facts of the case, including, if possible, the time and location of the offense; 
d) a description of the laws violated; 


e) a statement of the existence of a warrant of arrest or a finding of guilt or judgment of conviction 
against the person sought; and 


f) a statement that a request for extradition of the person sought will follow. 


3. The Requesting State shall be notified without ¢elay of the disposition of its application and the reasons 
for any denial. 


4. A person who is provisionally arrested may be discharged from custody upon the expiration of 75 days 
from the date of provisional arrest pursuant to this Treaty if the executive authority of the Requested State 
has not received the formal request for extradition and the supporting documents required in Article 7. 
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5. The fact that the person sought has been discharged from custody pursuant to paragraph 4 of this Article 
shall not prejudice the subsequent rearrest and extradition of that person if the extradition request and 
supporting documents are delivered at a later date. 


Article 11 


Decision and Surrender 


1. The Requested State shall promptly notify the Requesting State of its decision on the request for extradition. 
2. If the request is denied in whole or in part, the Requested State shall provide an explanation of the reasons 
for the denial. The Requested State shall provide copies of pertinent judicial decisions upon request. 


3. If the request for extradition is granted, the authorities of the Contracting States shall agree on the ume 
and place for the surrender of the person sought. 


4. If the person sought is not removed from the territory of the Requested State within such time as may 
be prescribed by the law of that State, he may be discharged from custody, and the Requested State may 
subsequently refuse extradition for the same offense. 


§. The period of time spent in detention in the Requested State pursuant to the extradition request of the 
Requesting State shall be subtracted from the period of detention to be served in the Requesting State. The 
Contracting States agree to communicate to one another such information relating to the period of detention. 


Article 12 


Temporary and Deferred Surrender 


i. If the extradition request is granted in the case of a person who is being proceeded against or is serving 
a sentence in the Requested State, the Requested State may temporarily surrender the person sought to the 
Requesting State for the purpose of prosecution. The person so surrendered shall be kept in custody in the 
Requesting State and shall be returned to the Requested State after the conclusion of the proceedings against 
that person, in accordance with conditions to be determined by agreement of the Contracting States. The time 
spent in custody in the territory of the Requesting State will be deducted from the time remaining to be served 
in the Requested State. 


2. The Requested State may postpone the surrender of a person who is being prosecuted or who is serving 


a sentence in that State. The postponement may continue until the prosecution of the person sought has been 
concluded and any sentence has been served. 


Article 13 
Requests for Extradition Made by Several States 
If the Requested State receives requests from the other Contracting State and from any other State or States 
for the extradition of the same person, either for the same offense or for different offenses, the executive 


authority of the Requested State shall determine to which State it will surrender the person. In making its 
decision, the Requested State shall consider all relevant factors, including but not limited to: 


a) whether the requests were made pursuant to treaty; 
(b) the place where each offense was committed; 

(c) the respective interests of the Requesting States; 

(d) the gravity of the offenses; 


(e) the nationality of the victim; 
































(f) the possibility of further extradition between the Requesting States; and 


(g) the chronological order in which the requests were received from the Requesting States. 


Article 14 


Seizure and Surrender of Property 


1. To the extent permitted under its law, the Requested State may seize and surrender to the Requesting 
State all items, including articles, documents, and evidence, connected with the offense in respect of which 
extradition is granted. The items mentioned in this Article may be surrendered even when the extradition cannot 
be effected due to the death, disappearance, or escape of the person sought. 


~-. 


Requesting State that the items will be returned to the Requested State as soon as practicable. The Requested 
State may also defer the surrender of such items if they are needed as evidence in the Requested State. 


2. The Requested State may condition the surrender of the items upon satisfactory assurances from the 


3. The rights of third parties to such items shall be duly respected. 


Article 15 


Rule of Spec tality 


1. A person extradited under this Treaty may not be detained, tried, or punished in the Requesting State 
except for: 


(a) the offense for which extradition has been granted or a differently denominated offense based on the 
same facts on which extradition was granted, provided such offense is extraditable or is a lesser 
included offense; 


(b) an offense committed after the extradition of the person; or 


(c) an offense for which the executive authority of the Requested State consents to the person's detention, 
trial, or punishment. For the purpose of this subparagraph : 


- (i) the Requested State may require the submission of the documents called for in Article 7; and 


(ii) notwithstanding che above, the person extradited may be detained by the Requesting State for 
75 days, or for such longer period of time as the Requested State may authorize, while the request 
is being processed, in which case, the Requesting State shall transmit to the Requested State a 
statement of the existence of a warrant of arrest or a finding of guilt or judgment of conviction 
against the person sought. 


2. A person extradited under this Treaty may not be extradited to a third State for an offense committed 
prior to his surrender unless the surrendering State consents. 


3. Paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article shall not prevent the detention, trial, or punishment of an extradited 
person, or the extradition of that person to a third State, if: 


(a) that person leaves the territory of the Requesting State after extradition and voluntarily returns to 
it, 


(b) that person -does not leave the territory of the Requesting State within i$ days of the day on which 
that person is free to leave; or 


ic) if that person voluntarily consents. 
































Article 16 
Wawer of Extradition 


If the person sought consents to surrender to the Requesting State in accordance with the practice of the 
Requested State, the Requested State may surrender the person as expeditiously as possible without further 
proceedings and the rule of speciality shall not apply. 





Article 17 
Transit 


1. Esther Contracting State may authorize transportation through its terriory of a person surrendered to the 
other State by a third State. A request for transit shall be made through the diplomaiic channel or directly 
between the United States Department of Justice and the Ministry of Justice of Belgium. The facilities of the 
International Criminal Police Orgenization (Interpol) may be used to transmit such a request. This request shall 
contain a description of the persc 1 being transported and a brief statement of the facts of the case as well 
as a confirmation of the existence of the documents referred to in Article 10(2)\(¢). A person in transit may 
| be detained in custody for 24 hou ». Transit may be refused for a national of the Requested State and for 
a person sought for prosecution or o serve a penalty of deprivation of liberty imposed by the authorities of 


nal that State. 


2. No authorization for transit is required when air transportation ts used and no landing is scheduled on 
the territory of the State being transited. If an unscheduled landing occurs, that State may require the request 
for transit as provided in paragraph 1. That State shail detain the person to be transported until the request 
is received and the transit is effected, so long as the request is received within 24 hours of the unscheduled 


landing. 
Article 18 
Representation and Expenses 
vib, 1. The Requested State shall advise, assist, appear in court on behalf of the Requesting State, and represent 


the interests of the Requesting State, in any proceeding arising out of a request for extradition. 


2. The Requesting State shall bear the expenses related to the translation of documents and the transportation 


-- 


of the person surrendered. The Requested State shall pay all other expenses incurred in that State by reason 


of the extradition proceedings. 





3. Neither State shall make any pecuniary claim against the other State arising out of the arrest, detention, 
examination, or surrender of persons sought or for representation ond litigation expenses incurred under this 


treaty. 


Article 19 
Consultation 


The United States Department of Justice and the Ministry of Justice of Belgium may consult with each 
other directly (or through the facilities of Interpol) in connection with the processing of individual cases and 
in furtherance of maintaining and improving procedures for the implementation of this Treaty. 





























Article 20 


Application 


This Treaty shal! apply to offenses committed before as well as after it enters into force. 


Article 21 


Ratification and Entry into Force 


1. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification; the instruments of ratification shall be exchanged at Washington 


as soon as possible. 


This Treaty shall enter into force on the first day of the second month after the exchange of instruments 


of ratification. 





3. Upon the entry into force of this Treaty, the Treaty between the Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of Belgium, signed at Washington on October 26, 1901, and the Supplementary 
Extradition Conventions signed at Washington on June 20, 1935 and at Brussels on November 14, 1963 shall 
cease to have any effect. Nevertheless, the prior treaties shall apply to any extradition proceedings in which 
the extradition documents have already been submitted to the courts of the Requested State at the time this 
Treaty enters into force, except that Article 2 of this Treaty shall be applicable to such proceedings. Articles 
FP 12 and 15 of this Treaty shall apply to persons who have been or could be extradited under the prior treaties. 





or 


Article 22 


Termination 


Either Contracting State may terminate this Treaty at any time by giving written notice to the other 
Contracting State. This termination shall be effective six months after the date of such notice. 








IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned, being duly authorized for this purpose, have signed this 


Treaty. 


DONE at Brussels _.,, in duplicate, this 27th day of April 
1987 , in the English, French and Dutch languages, all three texts being equally authentic. 


For the Government For the Government 
of the United States of America of the Kinggom of Belgium: 
C {j 
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TREATY WITH THE BAHAMAS ON MUTUAL 
ASSISTANCE IN CRIMINAL MATTERS 


MESSAGE 


FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
2ANSMITT 
iE TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ANI 
— THE (MONWEALTH OF THE BAHAMAS ON MUTUAL ASSIST 
\NCE IN CRIMINAL MATTERS, SIGNED AT NASSAU ON JUNE 1: 
\ND AUGUST 18, 1987, WITH RELATED NOTES 





| 
| 
| 
| 
Apri. 13, 198%. —Treaty was read the first time, and together with the | 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations | 
and ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate 
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[REAT 


[WEEN THE UNiTep STATES OF AMERICA AND THE Com- 
MONWEALTH OF THE BAHAMAS ON MiuTUAL ASSISTANCE IN CRIMI 
NAL MATTERS 

he (,overnment of the United States of America and The Gov 
r ie t the Commonwealth of the Bahamas. 
Siring to provi more etfective operation between the two 

St s the vestigation, prosecutior id suppression serious 

r nN as narcotics trafficking lesiring to imprcv ve co-or- 
ition d mutual assistance in lav forcement matters in gen- 

‘ 

i wreed as follows 
ARTICLE 
OBLIGATION TO ASSIST 
ntracting of S agres accordance with the provi 
: S tt Treaty ) prov mutua! assistance in the investiga- 
1, prosecution and suppression of offences and in proceedings 
nnected therewith, as defined in Article 2 
Z sistance shall inc!ude 
a) taking the testimor ir statements person 
b) providing documents, records, and articles of evidence; 
executing requests for searches and seizures; 
1) transferring persons custody for testimonial purposes; 
‘) serving documents 
f) locating persons 
g) exchanging information in relation to the investigation, 
secution and suppression of offences; 
mmobilizing forteitable assets. and 
iny other matter mutually agreed upon 
This Treaty | 


s intended solely ior n 
tween 


States and is not intended 


private parties 

1. All requests under this Treaty shall be 
with and subject to the | 
quested State. The 


ir designed t 


mitations imposec 
method 


ff execution specified i 


itual Legal Assistance be 
the criminal law enforcement autho 


rities of the Contracting 


provide such assistance to 


exec uted in acct rdanc e 
i by the laws of the Re- 


the request 


shall be followed except to the extent prohibited by the laws of the 


Requested State 


ARTICLE 2 


DEFINITIONS 


For the purposes of this Treaty, the term “‘‘offence 


means 


a) any conduct punishable as a crime under the laws of both 


the Requesting and Requested States; or 











a“ 
\ f r 
st ‘ i! 
, , KE ey 
‘ ; n ar 
. n ' ’ 
I ; =] if ; a nea =  ] 
igo ? 
rT i T st i st 
7 
: ¥ f re | ] ~ | I re if I ify 
juiry in the Bal 
iministratis ) re rif Writ 
ler if ip “Shi rr’ r as y str 
i s traf? Kit 
et *f the Central A the Nequest 
st rt | rimina TY n ne VT yuld 
roe Mmposing ivi r l i unishnment. resti 
t I victims of in oltence i olle on f fines 
enter! © iT i riminai prosecu nm 
liscretion of the Central Authority of the Request 
h Vy administrative agency performing an adjudicatory 
, n the Requesting State ’ respect ‘ the impositior of 
r administrative sanctions upon the offender ancillary to 
roce lines taken under ; h or ia 


ARTICLE 3 
LIMITATIONS ON COMPLIANCE 


e Central Authority of the Requested State may deny 
» the extent that 


ve request would prejudice the security or 
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CHAPTER I - OBJECTIVES 


Article l 


Objectives 





The objectives of the International Sugar Agreement, 1987 (hereinafter 


referred to as this Agreement), in the light of the terms of 
resolution 93 (IV) adopted by the United Nations Conference on Trade and 


Development, ares 


(a) To further international co-operation in connection with world sugar 
matters and related issues» 


(b) To provide an appropriate framework for the preparation of a 
possible new international sugar agreement with economic provisions, 


(c) To encourage the consumption of sugar, 


(d) To facilitate trade by collecting and providing information on the 
world sugar market and other sweeteners. 
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CHAPTER II - DEFINITIONS 


Article 2 


Definitions 





For the purposes of this Agreement: 


“Organization” means the International Sugar Organization referred to in 
article 3) 


"Council" means the International Sugar Council referred to in article 3, 
paragraph 3» 


"Member" means a Party to this Agreement») 


"exporting Member” means any Member which is listed in annex A to this 
Agreement, OF which is given the status of an exporting Member upon 
accession to this Agreement or upon change of category under article 4, 


paragraph 3» 


"importing Member” means any Member which is listed in annex B to this 
Agreement, OF which is given the status of an importing Member upon 
eccession to this Agreement or upon any change of category under 
article 4, paragraph 3» 


"special vote” = ans 4 yote requiring at least two thirds of the votes 
cast by exporting Members present and voting and at least two thirds of 
the votes cast by importing Members present and yoting, on condition that 
these votes are cast by at least half of the number of Members in each 


category present and voting» 


"distributed simple majority yote” means a vote requiring more than half 
of the total votes of exporting Members present and voting and more than 
half of the total votes of importing Members present and voting, on 
condition that these votes are cast by at least half of the number of 
Members in each category present and voting)» 


“year” means the calendar year) 


"sugar" means sugar in any of its recognized commercial forms derived 
from sugar cane or sugar beet ncluding edible and fancy molasses, 
syrups and any other form of _.quid sugar used for human consumption, but 
does not include final molasses or low-grade types of non-centrifugal 
sugar produced by primitive methods or sugar destined for uses other than 
human consumption as food» 


"entry into force” means the date on which this Agreement enters into 
force provisionally or definitively, 45 provided for in article 395 
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"free market” means the total of net imports of the world market, except 
those resulting from the operation of special arrangements as defined in 
chapter IX of the International Sugar Agreement, 1977, 


"world market” means the international sugar market and includes both 
sugar traded on the free market and sugar traded under special 
arrangements as defined in chapter IX of the International Sugar 
Agreement, 1977. 











CHAPTER III - INTERNATIONAL SUGAR ORGANIZATION 


Article 3 


Continuation, headquarters and structure of the 
International Sugar Organization 








l. The International Sugar Organization established under the International 
Sugar Agreement, 1968, and maintained in existence under the International 
Sugar Agreements, 1973, 1977 and 1984, shall continue in being for the purpose 
of administering this Agreement and supervising its operation, with the 
membership, powers and functions set out in this Agreement. 


2. The headquarters of the Organization shall be in London, unless the 
Council decides otherwise by special vote. 


3. The Organization shall function through the International Sugar Council, 
its Executive Committee and its Executive Director and staff. 


Article 4 


Membership of the Organization 





l. Each Party to this Agreement spall be a Member of the Organization. 
2. There shall be two categories pf Members of the Organization, namely» 


(a) Exporting Members, and 
(b) Importing Members. 


3. A Member may change its category of membership on such conditions as the 
Council may establish. 


Article 5 


Membership by intergovernmental organizations 





Any reference in this Agreement to a “Government” or “Governments” shall 
be construed as including the Buropean Economic Community and any other 
intergovernmental organization having responsibilities in respect of the 
negotiation, conclusion and application of international agreements, in 
particular commodity agreements. Accordingly, any reference in this Agreement 
to signature, ratification, acceptance or approval, or to notification of 
provisional application or to accession shall, in the case of such 
intergovernmental organizations, be construed as including a reference to 
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signature, ratification, acceptance, or approval, or to notification of 
provisional application, or to accession, by such intergovernmental 
organizations. 


Article 6 


Privileges and immunities 





l. The Organization shall have legal personality. It shall in particular 
have the capacity to contract, acquire and dispose of movable and immovable 
property and to institute legal proceedings. 


2. The status, privileges and immunities of the Organization in the 
territory of the United Kingdom shall continue to be governed by the 
Headquarters Agreement between the Government of the United Kingdom of 

Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the International Sugar Organization 
signed at London on 29 May 1969, with such amendments as may be necessary for 
the proper functioning of this Agreement. 


3. If the seat of the Organization is moved to a country which is a Member 
of the Organization, that Member shall, as soon as possible, conclude with the 
Organization an agreement to be approved by the Council relating to the 
status, privileges and immunities of the Organization, of its Executive 
Director, staff and experts and of representatives of Members while in that 
country for the purpose of exercising their functions. 


4. Unless any other taxation arrangements are implemented under the 
agreement envisaged in paragraph 3 of this article and pending the conclusion 
of that acreement the new host Member shalls 


(a) Grant exemption from taxation on the remuneration paid by the 
Organization to its employees, except that such exemption need not apply to 
its own nationals» and 


(b) Grant exemption from taxation on the assets, income and other 
property of the Organization. 


5. If the seat of the Organization is to be moved to a country which is not 
a Member of the Organization, the Council shall, before that move, obtain a 
written assurance from the Government of that countrys 


(a) That it shall, as soon as possible, conclude with the Organization 
an agreement as described in paragraph 3 of this article, and 


(b) That, pending the conclusion of such an agreement, it shall grant 
the exemptions provided for in paragraph 4 of this article. 


6. The Council shall endeavour to conclude the agreement described in 
paragraph 3 of this article with the Government of the country to which the 
seat of the Organization is to be moved before transferring the seat. 














CHAPTER IV - INTERNATIONAL SUGAR COUNCIL 


Article 7 


Composition of the International Sugar Council 





l. The highest authority of the Organization shall be the International 
Sugar Council, which shall consist of all the Members of the Organization. 


2. Each Member shall have one representative in the Council, and if it so 


desires, one or more alternates. Furthermore, a Member may appoint one or 
more advisers to its representatives or alternates. 


Article 8 


Powers and functions of the Council 





l. The Council shall exercise all such powers and perform or arrange for the 
performance of all such functions as are necessary to carry out the provisions 
of this Agreement and to pursue the liquidation of the Stock Financing Fund 
established under article 49 of the International Sugar Agreement, 1977, as 
delegated by the Council under that Agreement to the Council under the 
International Sugar Agreement, 1534, pursuant to article 8, paragraph 1, of 
the latter. 


2. The Council shall adopt, by special vote, such rules and regulations as 
are necessary to carry out the provisions of this Agreement and are consistent 
therewith, including rules of procedure for the Council and its committees, 
and the financial and staff requlations of the Organization. The Council may, 
in its rules of procedure, provide a procedure whereby it may, without 
meeting, decide specific questions. 


3. The Councii shall keep such records as are required to perform its 
functions under this Agreement and such other records as it considers 
appropriate. 


4. The Council shall publish an annual report and such other information as 
it considers appropriate. 


Article 3 


“hairman and Vice-Chairman of the Council 





he For each year, the Council shall elect from among the delegations a 
-hairman and a Vice-Chairman, who shall not be paid by the Organization. 














2. The Chairman and the Vice-Chairman shall be elected one from among the 
delegations of the importing Members and the other from among those of the 
exporting Members. Each of these offices shall, as a general rule, alternate 
each year between the two categories of = #-rs» provided, however, that this 
shall not prevent the re-election under al circumstances of the 
Chairman or Vice-Chairman or both when the ..uncil so decides by special 
vote. In the case of such re-election of either officer, the rule set out in 
the first sentence of this paragraph shall continue to apply. 


3. In the absence of the Chairman, the duties of the post shall be carried 
out by the Vice-Chairman. In the temporary absence of both the Chairman and 
the Vice-Chairman or the permanent absence of one or both, the Council may 
elect from among the delegations new officers, temporary or permanent as 
appropriate, taking account of the general rule of alternating representation 
set out in paragraph 2 of this article. 


4. Neither the Chairman nor any other officer presiding at meetings of the 


Council shall vote. They may, however, appoint another person to exercise the 
voting rights of the Member which they represent. 


Article 10 





Sessions of the Council 





] As a general rule, the Council shall hold one regular session in each 


--* 


half of the year. 


2. In addition, the Council shall meet in special session whenever it so 
decides or at the request of: 


(a) Any five Members, 


ok * 


(b) Two or more Members holding collectively 250 votes or more under 


articie il) orf 

c) The Executive Committee. 
}. Notice of sessions shall be given to Members at least 30 calendar days in 
advance, except in case of emergency, when such notice shall be given at least 


calendar days in advance. 


Sessions shall be held at the headquarters of the Organization unless the 
If any Member invites the Council 


> & 


uncil decides otherwise by special vote. 
to meet elsewhere than at the headquarters of the Organization, and the 
uncil agrees so to do, that Member shall pay the additional costs invoived. 











Article ll 





Votes 
1. For the purposes of voting under this Aagreement, Members shall hold a 
total of 2,000 votes, the exporting Members holding together 1,000 votes and 
the importing Members holding together 1,000 votes. 


2. Members’ shares of the total votes in their categories in paragraph 1 of 
this article shall be calculated as follows: 


(a) <Svperting Members: 





In the same proportion as the number of their votes in annex A bears 
to the total number of votes of countries in that annex which are 
Members. 


(b) Importing Members: 





(i) For the first year, on the basis of the same criterion as in 
subparagraph (a) above, in respect of the votes in annex By, 


(ii) For subsequent years, on the basis of the criteria in 
article 24, paragraph 3 (b). 


3. There shail be no fractional votes. No Member shall have fewer 
than 5 votes or more than 285 votes. 


4. Whenever a Member has its voting rights suspended under any provision of 
this Agreement, its votes shall be distributed among the other Members in its 
category according to their shares as established under paragraph 2 of this 
article. The same procedure shall apply when the Member recovers its voting 
rights, the Member concerned being included in the distribution. 


Article 12 





Voting procedure of the Council 





he Each Member shall be entitled to cast the number of votes it holds under 
article ll. It shall not be entitled to divide such votes. 


2. By informing the Chairman in writing, any exporting Member may authorize 
any other exporting Member, and any importing Member may authorize any other 
importing Member, to represent its interests and to cast its votes at any 
meeting or meetings of the Council. A copy of such authorizations shall be 
examined by any credentials committee that may be set up under the rules of 
procedure of the Council. 











3. A Member authorized by another Member to cast the votes held by the 
authorizing Member under article 11 shall cast such votes as authorized and in 
accordance with paragraph 2 of this article. 


Article 13 





Decisions of the Council 





] All decisions of the Council shall be taken and all recommendations shall 


be made by distributed simple majority vote, unless this Agreement provides 
for a special vote. 


2 In arriving at the number of votes necessary for any decision of the 


Council, votes of Members abstaining shall not be reckoned and those Members 
shall not be considered as “voting” for the purposes of article 2, 

definition 6 or definition 7, as the case may be. Where a Member avails 
itself of the provisions of article 12, and its votes are cast at a meeting of 
the Council, such Member shall, for the purposes of paragraph 1 of this 


article, be considered as present and voting. 


3. Ail decisions of the Council under this Agreement shall be binding upon 
Members. 


Article 14 





Co-operation with other organizations 





l. The Council shall make whatever arrangements are appropriate for 
consultation or co-operation with the United Nations and its organs, 
particular UNCTAD, and with the Food and Agriculture Organization and such 
other specialized agencies of the United Nations and intergovernmental 


organizations as may be appropriate. 


in 


The Council, bearing in mind the particular role of UNCTAD in 
international commodity trade, shall as appropriate keep UNCTAD informed of 
its activities and programmes of work. 


3. The Council may also make whatever arrangements are appropriate for 
maintaining effective contact with international organizations of sugar 
producers, traders and manufacturers. 














Article 15 





Admission of observers 





l. The Council may invite any non-member State to attend any of its meetings 
as an observer. 


2. The Council may also invite any of the organizations referred to in 
article 14, paragraph 1, to attend any of its meetings as an observer. 


Article 16 





Quorum for the Council 





The quorum for any meeting of the Council shall be the presence of more 
than half of all exporting Members and more than half of all importing 
Members, the Members thus present holding at least two thirds of the total 
votes of all Members in their respective categories under article ll. If 
there is no quorum on the day appointed for the opening of any Council 
session, or if in the course of any Council session there is no quorum at 
three successive meetings, the Council shali be convened seven days later), at 
that time, and throughout the remainder of that session, the quorum shall be 
the presence of more than half of ali exporting Members and more than half of 
all importing Members, the Members thus present representing more than half of 
the total votes of all Members in their respective categories under 
article 11. Representation in accordance with article 12, paragraph 2, shall 


be considered as presence. 











CHAPTER V - EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


Article 17 





Composition of the Executive Committee 





l. The Executive Committee shall consist of 10 exporting Members 
and 10 importing Members, who shall be elected for each year in accordance 
with article 18 and may be re-elected. 


2. Each member of the Executive Committee shall appoint one representative 
and may appoint in addition one or more alternates and advisers. 


3. The Executive Committee shall elect its Chairman for each year. He shall 
not have the right to vote and may be re-elected. 


4. The Executive Committee shall meet at the headquarters of the 
Organization, unless it decides otherwise. If any Member invites the 
Executive Committee to meet elsewhere than at the headquarters of the 
Organization, and the Executive Committee agrees so to do, that Member shall 
pay the additional costs involved. 


Article 18 





Election of the Executive Committee 





l. The exporting and importing members of the Executive Committee shall be 
elected in the Council by the exporting and importing Members of the 
Organization respectively. The election within each category shall be held in 
accordance with paragraphs 2 to 7 inclusive of this article. 


2. Each Member shall cast all the votes to which it is entitled under 
article 1l for a single candidate. A Member may cast for another candidate 
any votes which it exercises pursuant to article 12, paragraph 2. 


3. The 10 candidates receiving the largest number of votes shall be 
elected, however, to be elected on the first ballot, a candidate must secure 
at least 60 votes. 


4. If fewer than 10 candidates are elected on the first ballot, further 
ballots shall be held in which only Members which did not vote for any of the 
candidates elected shall have the right to vote. In each further ballot, the 
minimum number of votes required for election shall be successively diminished 
by 5 until the 10 candidates are elected. 


Ss. Any Member which did not vote for any of the members elected may 
subsequently assign its votes to one of them, subject to paragraphs 6 and 7 of 
this article. 
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6. A member shall be deemed to have received the number of votes originally 
cast for it when it was elected and, in addition, the number of votes assigned 
to it, provided that the total number of votes shall not exceed 300 for any 
member elected. 


7. If the votes deemed received by an elected member would otherwise exceed 
300, Members which voted for or assigned their votes to such elected member 
shall arrange among themselves for one or more of them to withdraw their votes 
from that member and assign or reassign them to another elected member so that 
the votes received by each elected member shall not exceed the limit of 300. 


8. If a member of the Executive Committee is suspended from the exercise of 
its voting rights under any of the relevant provisions of this Agreement, each 
Member which has voted for it or assigned its votes to it in accordance with 
this article may, during such time as that suspension is in force, assign its 
votes to any other member of the Committee in its category, subject to 
paragraph 6 of this article. 


9. If a member of the Committee ceases to be a Member of the Organization, 
the Members which voted for or assigned votes to it and Members which have not 
voted for or assigned votes to another member of the Committee shall, during 
the next session of the Council, elect a Member to fill the vacancy on the 
Committee. Any Member which voted for or assigned its votes to the member 
which has ceased to be a Member of the Organization, and which does not vote 
for the Member elected to fill the vacancy on the Committee, may assign its 
votes to another member of the Committee, subject to paragraph 6 of this 
article. 


10. In special circumstances, and after consultation with the member of the 
Executive Committee for which it voted or to which it assigned its votes in 
accordance with the provisions of this article, a Member may withdraw its 
votes from that member for the remainder of the year. That Member may then 
assign these votes to another member of the Executive Committee in its 
category but may not withdraw these votes from that other member for the 
remainder of that year. The member of the Executive Committee from which the 
votes have been withdrawn shall retain its seat on the Executive Committee for 
the remainder of that year. Any action taken pursuant to the provisions of 
this paragraph shall become effective after tive Chairman of the Executive 
Committee has been informed in writing thereof. 


Article 19 





Delegation of powers by the Council to the 
Executive Committee 








l. The Council may, by special vote, delegate to the Executive Committee the 
exercise of any or all of its powers, other than the followings 


(a) Location of the headquarters of the Organization under article 3, 
paragraph 2) 
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(b) Appointment of the Executive Director and any senior official under 


article 22) 


(c) Adoption of the administrative budget and assessment of 
contributions under article 24) 


(d) Any request to the Secretary-General of UNCTAD to convene a 
negotiating conference under article 32, paragraph 2) 





(e) Decision on disputes under article 33) 


(f) Suspension of voting and other rights of a Member under article 34, 
paragraph 3) 


(g) Exclusion of a Member from the Organization under article 42) 
(h) Recommendation of an amendment under article 44} 


(i) Extension or termination of this Agreement under article 45. 


2. The Council may at any time revoke the delegation of any power to the 
Executive Committee. 


Article 20 





Voting procedure and decisions of the Executive Committee 





l. Each member of the Executive Committee shall be entitled to cast the 
number of votes received by it under article 18, and cannot divide these votes. 


2. Any decision taken by the Executive Committee shall require the same 
majority as that decision would require if taken by the Council. 


3. Any Member shall have the right of appeal to the Council, under such 


conditions as the Council may prescribe in its rules of procedure, against any 
decision of the Executive Committee. 


Article 2l 





Quorum for the Executive Committee 





The quorum for any meeting of the Executive Committee shall be the 
Presence of more than half of all exporting members of the Committee and more 
than half of all importing members of the Committee, the members thus present 
representing at least two thirds of the total votes of all members of the 
Committee in their respective categories. 
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CHAPTER VI - EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR AND STAFF 


Article 22 





Executive Director and staff 





l. The Council, after having consulted the Executive Committee, shall 
appoint the Executive Director by special vote. The terms of appointment of 
the Executive Director shall be fixed by the Council. 


&% The Executive Director shall Le the chief administrative officer of the 
Organization and shall be responsible for the performance of the duties 
devolving upon him in the administration of this Agreement. 


3. The Council, after consulting the Executive Director, shall by special 
vote appoint any senior official on such terms as it shall cetermine. 


4. The Executive Director shall appoint other members of the staff in 
accordance with regulations and decisions of the Council. 


3 The Council, in accordance with article 8, shall adopt rules and 
regulations embodying the fundamental conditions of service and the basic 
rights, duties and obligations of all members of the Secretariat. 


6. Neither the Executive Director nor any member of the staff shall have any 


financial interest in the sugar industry or sugar trade. 


Ve Neither the Executive Director nor any member of the staff shall seek or 
receive instructions regarding their duties under this Agreement from any 


Member or from any authority external to the Organization. They shall refrain 


from any action which might reflect on their position as international 


officials responsible only to the Organization. Each Member shall respect the 


exclusively international character of the responsibilities of the 
Executive Director and staff and shall not seek to influence them in the 
discharge of their responsibilities. 
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CHAPTER VII - FINANCE 


Article 23 





Expenses 


1. The expenses of delegations to the Council, the Executive Committee or 
any of the committees of the Council or of the Executive Committee shall be 
met by the Members concerned. 


2. The expenses necessary for the administration of this Agreement shall be 
met by annual contributions from Members, assessed in accordance with 

article 24. If, however, a Member requests special services, the Council may 
require that Member to pay for them. 


3. Appropriate accounts shall be kept for the administration of this 
Agreement. 


Article 24 





Adoption of the administrative budget, 
and contributions of Members 








l. For the purposes of this article, Members shall hold 2,000 votes, 
distributed as provided in article ll, paragraph l. 


2. However, as an exceptional measure for the first three years of this 
Agreement, exporting Members shall hold 1,150 votes and importing Members 
850 votes, based on the distribution specified in annexes C and D, 
respectively. This special distribution of votes between the two categories 
of Members shall also apply for any period of extension under article 45, 
paragraph 2, unless the Council decides otherwise by special vote. 


3. At the time of entry into force of this Agreement, whenever there is a 
change of membership and at the time of adoption of the administrative budget, 
the Secretariat shall calculate the votes of individual Members as follows: 


(a) Exporting Members: 





(i) Each exporting Member shall hold the number of votes specified 
in annex C, which shall be adjusted as provided in 
subparagraph (c) below, 


(ii) No exporting Member shall hold more than 260 votes or fewer 
than 6 votes, 


(iii) The votes of exporting Members with 6 votes in annex C shall 
not be subject to any adjustment under this article) 
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(iv) Votes involved in any change of membership in the category of 
exporting Members shall also be apportioned as provided in 
subparagraph (c) below, 


(b) Importing Members: 





(i) For the first year of this Agreement, each importing Member 
shall hold the number of votes specified in annex D, which 
shall be adjusted as provided in subparagraph (c) below, 


(ii) In subsequent years, the total votes held by importing Members 
shall be distributed among them on the basis of the average of 
their net imports of sugar for the preceding four years for 
which figures are available, disregarding the year of their 
lowest net imports and weighted as follows: 


- free markets 67 per cent) 
- world markets 33 per cent, 


(iii) The number of votes held by any importing Member may not be 
increased by more than 5 per cent from one year to the next as 
a result of distributions under subparagraph (ii) above, 


(iv) No importing Member shall hold more than 240 votes or rewer 
than 6 votes) 


(c) Votes in annexes C and D which are not taken up at the time of the 
entry into force of this Agreement shall be apportioned among individual 
Members in the relevant category or categories in the proportion that the 
number of their votes in the relevant annex bears to the total number of votes 
of countries in that annex which are Members, 





(dad) There shall be no fractional votes. 


4. The provisions of article 25, paragraph 2, and article 34, 
paragraph 3 (a), relating to the suspension of voting rights for 
non-fulfilment of obligations, shall not apply to this article. 


5. During the second half of each year, the Council shall adopt the 
administrative budget of the Organization for the following year and shall 
determine the per vote contribution of Members required to meet that budget. 


6. The contribution of each Member to the administrative budget shall be 
calculated by multiplying the per vote contribution by the number of votes 
held by it under this article, as follows: 


(a) For those which are Members at the time of the final adoption of the 
administrative budget, the number of votes which they then hold, and 


(b) For those which become Members after the adoption of the 
administrative budget, the number of votes which they receive at the time of 
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taking up membership, adjusted in proportion to the remainder of the period 
covered by the budget or budgets,» assessments made upon other Members shall 
not be altered. 


7. If this Agreement enters into force more than eight months before the 
beginning of its first full year, the Council shall at its first session adopt 
an administrative budget covering the period up to the commencement of the 
first full year. Otherwise, the first administrative budget shall cover both 
the initial period and the first full year. 


8. The Council may, by special vote, take such measures as it might deem 
appropriate in order to mitigate the effects on Members' contributions 
resulting from a possibly limited membership at the time of the adoption of 
the administrative budget for the first year of this Agreement or from any 
major decrease of membership thereafter. 


Article 25 





Payment of contributions 





l. Members shall pay their contributions to the administrative budget for 
each year in accordance with their respective constitutional procedures. 
Contributions to the administrative budget for each year shall be payable in 
freely convertible currencies and shall become due on the first day of that 
year, contributions of Members in respect of the year in which they join the 
Organization shall be due on the date on which they become Members. 


2. If, at the end of four months following the date on which its 
contribution is due in accordance with paragraph 1 of this article, a Member 
has not paid its full contribution to the administrative budget, the 

Executive Director shall request the Member to make payment as quickly as 
possible. If, at the expiration of two months after the request of the 
Executive Director, the Member has still not paid its contribution, its voting 
rights in the Council and in the Executive Committee shall be suspended until 
such time as it has made full payment of the contribution. 


3. A Member whose voting rights have been suspended under paragraph 2 of 
this article shall not be deprived of any of its other rights or relieved of 
any of its obligations under this Agreement, unless the Council so decides by 
special vote. It shall remain liable to pay its contribution and to meet any 
other of its financial obligations under this Agreement. 
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Article 26 





Audit and publication of accounts 





As soon as possible after the close of each year, the financial 
statements of the Organization for that year, certified by an independent 
auditor, shall be presented to the Council for approval and publication. 
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CHAPTER VIII - GENERAL UNDERTAKINGS OF MEMBERS 


Article 27 





Undertakings by Members 





Members undertake to adopt such measures as are necessary to enable them 
to fulfil their obligations under this Agreement and fully to co-operate with 
one another in securing the attainment of the objectives of this Agreement. 


Article 28 





Labour standards 





Members shall ensure that fair labour standards are maintained in their 
respective sugar industries and, as far as possible, shall endeavour to 
improve the standard of living of agricultural and industrial workers in the 
various branches of sugar production and of growers of sugar cane and sugar 
beet. 


Article 29 





Financial liability of Members 





Each Member's financial liability to the Organization and to other 
Members is limited to the extent of its obligations concerning contributions 
to the administrative budgets adopted by the Council under this Agreement. 
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CHAPTER IX - INFORMATION AND STUDIES 


Article 30 





Information and studies 





l. The Organization shall act as a centre for the collection and publication 
of statistical information and studies on world production, prices, exports 
and imports, consumption and stocks of sugar (including both raw and refined 
Sugar as appropriate) and other sweeteners, as well as taxes on sugar and 
other sweeteners. 


2. Members undertake to supply within the time which may be prescribed in 
the rules of procedure all available statistics and information as may be 
identified in those rules as necessary to enable the Organization to discharge 
its functions under this Agreement. Should this become necessary, the 
Organization shall use such relevant information as may be available to it 
from other sources. No information shall be published by the Organization 
which might serve to identify the operations of persons or companies 
producing, processing or marketing sugar. 


Article 31 





Market evaluation, consumption and statistics 





l. The Council shall establish a Committee on Sugar Market Evaluation, 
Consumption and Statistics, composed of both exporting and importing Members, 
under the Chairmanship of the Executive Director. 


2. The Committee shall keep under continuous review matters relating to the 
world economy of sugar and other sweeteners and shall apprise Members of the 
outcome of its deliberations, for which purpose it shall hold meetings, 
normally every 90 days. In its review, the Committee shall take account of 
all relevant information gathered by the Organization pursuant to article 30. 


3. The Committee shall study, inter alia, the followings 





(a) Market behaviour and factors which affect it, with special reference 
to participation of developing countries in world trade, 


(b) The effects of the use of any form of substitutes for sugar, 
including both natural and artificial sweeteners, on world trade in, and 
consumption of, sugar) 


(c) The relative tax treatment of sugar and other sweeteners or raw 
materials for the production of the latter) 























(d) The effects on the consumption of sugar in different countries of 
(i) taxation and restrictive measures, (ii) economic conditions and, in 
particular, balance-of-payments difficulties, and (iii) climatic and other 


conditions,» 


(e) Means of promoting consumption, particularly in countries where 
per capita consumption is low, 


(f) Ways and means of co-operating with agencies concerned with the 
expansion of consumption of sugar and related foodstuffs,» 


(g) Research into new uses of sugar, its by-products and the plants from 
which it is derived) 


and shall submit reports to the Council. 
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CHAPTER X - PREPARATIONS FOR A NEW AGREEMENT 


Article 32 





Preparations for a new agreement 





l. The Council may study the bases and framework of a new international 
Sugar agreement with economic provisions and report to the Members and make 
such recommendations as it deems appropriate. 


2. The Council may, as soon as it considers appropriate, request the 
Secretary-General of UNCTAD to convene a negotiating conference. 
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CHAPTER XI - DISPUTES AND COMPLAINTS 


Article 33 





Disputes 


l. Any dispute concerning the interpretation or application of this 
Agreement which is not settled among the Members involved shall, at the 
request of any Member party to the dispute, be referred to the Council for 
decision. 


2. In any case where a dispute has been referred to the Council under 
paragraph 1 of this article, a majority of Members holding not less than 

one third of the total votes under article 11 may require the Council, after 
discussion, to seek the opinion of an advisory panel constituted under 
paragraph 3 of this article on the issue in dispute before giving its decision. 


3. (2' Unless the Council decides otherwise by special vote, the panel 
shall consist of five persons as follows: 


(i) Two persons, one having wide experience in matters of the kind 
in dispute and the other having legal standing and experience, 
nominated by the exporting Members, 


(ii) Two such persons nominated by the importing Members, and 
(iii) A Chairman selected unanimously by the four persons nominated 
under (i) and (ii) above or, if they fail to agree, by the 


Chairman of the Council. 


(b) Nationals of Members and of non-Members shall be eligible to serve 
on the advisory panei. 


(c) Persons appointed to the advisory panel shall act in their personal 
capacities and without instructions from any Government. 


(d) The expenses of the advisory panel shall be paid by the Organization. 
4. The opinion of the advisory panel and the reasons therefor shall be 


submitted to the Council, which, after considering all the relevant 
information, shall decide the dispute by special vote. 
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Article 34 





Action by the Council on complaints and on 
non-fulfilment of obligations by Members 








1. Any complaint that a Member has failed to fulfil its obligations under 
this Agreement shall, at the request of the Member making the complaint, be 
referred to the Council, which, subject to prior consultation with the Members 
concerned, shall take a decision on the matter. 


2. Any decision by the Council that a Member is in breach of its obligations 
under this Agreement shall specify the nature of the breach. 


3; Whenever the Council, whether as the result of a complaint or otherwise, 
finds that a Member has committed a breach of this Agreement, it may, without 
prejudice to such other measures as are specifically provided for in other 
articles of this Agreement, by special votes 


(a) Suspend that Member's voting rights in the Council and in the 
Executive Committee, and, if it deems it necessary, 





(b) Suspend further rights of such Member, including that of being 
eligible for or of holding office in the Council or in any of its committees, 
until it has fulfilled its obligations, or, if such breach significantly 
impairs the operation of this Agreement, 


(c) Take action under article 42. 























CHAPTER XII - FINAL PROVISIONS 


Article 35 





Depositary 





The Secretary~General of the United Nations is hereby designated as the 
depositary of this Agreement. 


Article 36 





Signature 
This Agreement shall be open for signature at United Nations Headquarters 


from 1 November until 31 December 1987 by any Government invited to the 
United Nations Sugar Conference, 1987. 


Article 3/7 





Ratification, acceptance and approval 





l. This Agreement shall be subject to ratification, acceptance or approval 
by the signatory Governments in accordance with their respective 
constitutional procedures. 


2. Instruments of ratification, acceptance or approval shall be deposited 
with the depositary not later than 31 December 1987. The Council may, 
however, grant extensions of time to signatory Governments which are unable to 
deposit their instruments by that date. 


Article 38 





Notification of provisional application 





l. A signatory Government which intends to ratify, accept or approve this 
Agreement, or a Government for which the Council has established conditions 
for accession but which has not yet been able to deposit its instrument, may, 
at any time, notify the depositary that it will apply this Agreement 
Provisionally either when it enters into force in accordance with article 39 
Or, if it is already in force, at a specified date. 
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2. A Government which has notified under paragraph 1 of this article that it 
will apply this Agreement either when it enters into force or, if it is 
already in force, at a specified date shall, from that time, be a provisional 
Member until it deposits its instrument of ratification, acceptance, approval 
or accession and thus becomes a Member. 


Article 39 





Entry into force 





I. This Agreement shall enter into force definitively on 1 January 1988, or 
on any date thereafter, if by that date instruments of ratification, 
acceptance, approval or accession have been deposited on behalf of Governments 
holding 50 per cent of the votes of the exporting countries and 50 per cent of 
the votes of the importing countries in accordance with the distribution 
established in annex A and annex B to this Agreement, respectively. 


2. If, on 1 January 1988, this Agreement has not entered into force in 
accordance with paragraph ] of this article, it shall enter into force 
provisionally if by that date instruments of ratification, acceptance or 
approval or notifications of provisional application have been deposited on 
behalf of Governments satisfying the percentage requirements of paragraph 1 of 
this article. 


3. If, on 1 January 1988, the required percentages for entry into force of 
this Agreement in accordance with paragraph 1 or paragraph 2 of this article 
are not met, the Secretary-Genera) of the United Nations shall invite the 
Governments on whose behalf instruments of ratification, acceptance or 
approval or notifications of provisional application have been deposited to 
decide whether this Agreement shall enter into force definitively or 
provisionally among themselves, in whole or in part, on such date as they may 
determine. If this Agreement has entered into force provisionally in 
accordance with this paragraph, it shall subsequently enter into force 
definitively upon fulfilment of the conditions set out in paragraph 1 of this 
article without the necessity of a further decision. 


4. For a Government on whose behalf an instrument of ratification, 
acceptance, approval or accession or a notification of provisional application 
is deposited after the entry into force of this Agreement in accordance with 
paragraphs 1, 2 or 3 of this article, the instrument or notification shall 
take effect on the date of deposit und, with regard to notification of 
provisional application, in accordance with the provisions of article 38, 


paragraph l. 

















Article 40 





Accession 


This Agreement shall be open to accession by the Governments of all 
States upon conditions established by the Council. Upon accession, the State 


«concerned shall be deemed to be listed in the relevant annexes to this 


Agreement, together with its votes as laid down in the conditions of 
accession. Accession shall be effected by the deposit of an instrument of 
accession with the depositary. Instruments of accession shall state that the 


Government accepts all the conditions established by the Council. 


Article 4l 





Withdrawal 





l. Any Member may withdraw from this Agreement at any time after the entry 
into force of this Agreement by giving written notice of withdrawal to the 
depositary. The Member shall simultaneously inform the Council of the action 
it has taken. 


2. Withdrawal under this article shall be effective 30 days after the 
receipt of the notice by the depositary. 


Article 42 





Exclusion 


If the Council finds that any Member is in breach of its obligations 
under this Agreement and decides further that such breach significantly 
impairs the operation of this Agreement, it may, by special vote, exclude such 
Member from the Organization. The Council shall immediately notify the 
depositary of any such decision. Ninety days after the date of the Council's 
decision that Member shall cease to be a Member of the Organization. 


Article 43 





Settlement of accounts 





l. The Council shall determine any settlement of accounts which it finds 
equitable with a Member which has withdrawn from this Agreement or which has 
been excluded from the Organization, or has otherwise ceased to be a Party to 
this Agreement. The Organization shall retain any amounts already paid by 
such Member. Such Member shall be bound to pay any amounts due from it to the 
Organization. 
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S. Upon termination of this Agreement, any Member referred to in paragraph 1 
of this article shall not be entitled to any share of the proceeds of the 
liquidation or the other assets of the Organization, nor shall it be burdened 
with any part of the deficit, if any, of the Organization. 


Article 44 





Amendment 


¥ The Council may, by special vote, recommend to the Members an amendment 
of this Agreement. The Council may fix a time after which each Member shall 
notify the depositary of its acceptance of the amendment. The amendment shall 
become effective 100 days after the depositary has received notifications of 
acceptance from Members holding at least 850 of the total votes of exporting 
Members under article 1l and representing at least three quarters of all 
exporting Members and from Members holding at least 800 of the total votes of 
importing Members under article ll and representing at least three quarters of 
all importing Members, or on such later date as the Council may have 
determined by special vote. The Council may fix a time within which each 
Member shall notify the depositary of its acceptance of the amendment and, if 
the amendment has not become effective by such time, it shall be considered 
withdrawn. The Council shall provide the depositary with the information 
necessary to determine whether the notifications of acceptance received are 
sufficient to make the amendment effective. 


2. Any Member on behalf of which notification of acceptance of an amendment 
has not been made by the date on which such amendment becomes effective shall, 
as of that date, cease to be a Party to this Agreement, unless such Member has 
satisfied the Council that acceptance could not be secured in time owing to 
difficulties in completing its constitutional procedures and the Council 
decides to extend for such Member the period fixed for acceptance. Such 
Member shall not be bound by the amendment before it has notified ‘s 
acceptance thereof. 


Article 45 





Duration, extension and termination 





l. This Agreement shall remain in force until 31 December 1990, unless 
extended under paragraph 2 of this article or terminated earlier under 
paragraph 3 of this article. 


2. The Council may, by special vote, extend this Agreement further on a 
year-to-year basis, for a maximum period of two years. Any Member which does 
not accept any such extension of this Agreement shall so inform the Council 
before the beginning of the period of extension and shall cease to be a Party 
to this Agreement from the beginning of that period. 














—_ 








¥ The Council may at any time decide, by special vote, to terminate this 
Agreement with effect from such date and subject to such conditions as it may 


jJetermine. 


4. Upon termination of this Agreement, the Organization shall continue in 
being for such time as may be required t» carry out its liquidation and shall 
have such powers and exercise such functions as may be necessary for that 


purpose. 


5 The Council shall notify the depositary of any action taken under 


Je 


paragraph 2 or paragraph 3 of this article. 


Article 46 





Transitional measures 





l. Where in accordance with the International Sugar Agreement, 1984, the 
>onsequences of anything done, to be done or omitted to be done would, for the 
purposes of the operation of that Agreement, have taken effect in a subsequent 
year, those consequences shall have the same effect under this Agreement as if 
~he provisions of the 1984 Agreement had continued in effect for those 


purposes. 


36 The administrative budget of the Organization for 1988 shall be 
provisionally approved by the Council under the International Sugar 
Agreement, 1984, at its last regular session in 1987, subject to final 
ipproval by the Council under this Agreement at its first session in 1988. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized thereto, have 
iffixed their signatures under this Agreement on the dates indicated. 


DONE at London, this eleventh day of September, one thousand nine hundred 
ind eighty-seven. The texts of this Agreement in the Arabic, Chinese, 
<nglish, French, Russian and Spanish languages shall be equally authentic. 
“"e authentic Arabic and Chinese texts of this Agreement shall be established 
~¥ the depositary and submitted for adoption to all signatories and 
sovernments which have acceded to this Agreement. 
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Annex A 


List of exporting countries and allocation of votes 





for the purposes of article 11 and article 39 





Argentina 
Australia 
Austria 
Barbados 
Belize 
Bolivia 
Brazil 
Cameroon 
Colombia 
Congo 

Costa Rica 
Céte d'Ivoire 
Cuba 
Dominican Republic 
Ecuador 

El Salvador 
European Economic Community 
Fiji 
Guatemala 
Guyana 

Haiti 


Honduras 


23 


84 


123 


16 


126 


10 


10 





Hungary 

India 

Jamaica 
Madagascar 
Malawi 
Mauritius 
Mexico 
Nicaragua 
Pakistan 

Panama 

Papua New Guinea 
Paraguay 

Peru 
Philippines 

St. Kitts and Nevis 
South Africa 
Swaziland 
Thailand 
Trinidad and Tobago 
Uganda 

Uruguay 


Zimbabwe 
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57 


10 


17 


10 


50 





TOTAL 1 000 
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Annex B 


List of importing countries and allocation of votes 





for the purposes of article 11 and article 39 





Canada 

Egypt 

Finland 

German Democratic Republic 
Iraq 

Japan 

New Zealand 

Norway 

Republic of Korea 

Sweden 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 


United States of America 


TOTAL 
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1 000 








Annex C 


Special distribution of votes of exporting countries 





under article 24, paragraph 2 





Argentina 26 
Australia 96 
Austria 7 
Barbados 6 
Bélize 6 
Bolivia 6 
Brazil 140 
Cameroon 6 
Colombia 18 
Congo 6 
Costa Rica 6 
Céte d'Ivoire 6 
Cuba 144 
Dominican Republic 40 
Ecuador 6 
El Salvador 6 
European Economic Community 238 
Fiji 12 
Guatemala 12 
Guyana 6 
Haiti 6 
Honduras 6 
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Hungary 

India 

Jamaica 
Madagascar 
Malawi 
Mauritius 
Mexico 
Nicaragua 
Pakistan 

Panama 

Papua New Guinea 
Paraguay 

Peru 
Philippines 

St. Kitts and Nevis 
South Africa 
Swaziland 
Thailand 
Trinidad and Tobago 
Uganda 

Uruguay 


Zimbabwe 


64 


12 


20 


ll 


58 





TOTAL 1 150 
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Annex D 


Special distribution of votes of importing countries 





under article 24, paragraph 2 





Canada 

Egypt 

Finland 

German Democratic Republic 
Iraq 

Japan 

New Zealand 

Norway 

Republic of Korea 

Sweden 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 


United States of America 
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TOTAL 


84 


54 
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MONTREAL PROTOCOL ON SUBSTANCES THAT 
DEPLETE THE OZONE LAYER 


MESSAGE 


FROM 


THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 


TRANSMITTING 


THE MONTREAL PROTOCOL ON SUBSTANCES THAT DEPLETE THE 
OZONE LAYER, DONE AT MONTREAL ON SEPTEMBER 16, 1987, 
TO THE VIENNA CONVENTION FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE 
OZONE LAYER 





DecemBer 21, 1987.—Protocol was read the first time, and together with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions and ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 
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MonTREAL PROTOCOL ON SUBSTANCES THAT DEPLETE THE OZONE 
Layer, 1987 


The Parties to this Protocol, 

Being Parties to the Vienna Convention for the Protection of the 
Ozone Layer, 

Mindful of their obligation under that Convention to take appro- 
priate measures to protect human health and the environment 
against adverse effects resulting or likely to result from human ac- 
tivities which modify or are likely to modify the ozone layer, 

Recognizing that world-wide emissions of certain substances can 
significantly deplete and otherwise modify the ozone layer in a 
manner that is likely to result in adverse effects on human health 
and the environment, 

Conscious of the potential climatic effects of emissions of these 
substances, 

Aware that measures taken to protect the ozone layer from de- 
pletion should be based on relevant scientific knowledge, taking 
into account technical and economic considerations, 

Determined to protect the ozone layer by taking precautionary 
measures to control equitably total global emissions of substances 
that deplete it, with the ultimate objective of their elimination on 
the basis of developments in scientific knowledge, taking into ac- 
count technical and economic considerations, 

Acknowledging that special provision is required to meet the 
needs of developing countries for these substances, 

Noting the precautionary measures for controlling emissions of 
certain chlorofluorocarbons that have already been take . at na- 
tional and regional levels, 

Considering the importance of promoting international co-oper- 
ation in the research and development of science and technology 
relating to the control and reduction of emissions of substances 
that deplete the ozone layer, bearing in mind in particular the 
needs of developing countries, 

Have agreed as follows: 


ARTICLE 1: DEFINITIONS 


For the purposes of this Protocol: 

1. “Convention” means the Vienna Convention for the Protection 
of the Ozone Layer, adopted on 22 March 1985. 

2. “Parties’’ means, unless the text otherwise indicates, Parties 
to this Protocol. 

3. “Secretariat’”” means the secretariat of the Convention. 

4. “Controlled substance’’ means a substance listed in Annex A 
to this Protocol, whether existing alone or in a mixture. It ex- 
cludes, however, any such substance or mixture which is in a man- 
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ufactured product other than a container used for the transporta- 
tion or storage of the substance listed. 

5. “Production” means the amount of controlled substances pro- 
duced minus the amount destroyed by technologies to be approved 
by the Parties. 

6. “Consumption” means production plus imports minus exports 
of controlled substances. 

7. “Calculated levels” of production, imports, exports and con- 
sumption means levels determined in accordance with Article 3. 

8. “Industrial rationalization” means the transfer of all or a por- 
tion of the calculated level of production of one Party to another, 
for the purpose of achieving economic efficiencies or responding to 
anticipated shortfalls in supply as a result of plant closures. 


ARTICLE 2: CONTROL MEASURES 


1. Each Party shall ensure that for the twelve-month period com- 
mencing on the first day of the seventh month following the date 
of the entry into force of this Protocol, and in each twelve-month 
period thereafter, its calculated level of consumption of the con- 
trolled substances in Group I of Annex A does not exceed its calcu- 
lated level of consumption in 1986. By the end of the same period, 
each Party producing one or more of these substances shall ensure 
that its calculated level of production of the substances does not 
exceed its calculated level of production in 1986, except that such 
level may have increased by no more than ten per cent based on 
the 1986 level. Such increase shall be permitted only so as to satis- 
fy the basic domestic needs of the Parties operating under Article 5 
and for the purposes of industrial rationalization between Parties. 

2. Each Party shall ensure that for the twelve-month period com- 
mencing on the first day of the thirty-seventh month following the 
date of the entry into force of this Protocol, and in each twelve 
month period thereafter, its calculated level of consumption of the 
controlled substances listed in Group II of Annex A does not exceed 
its calculated level of consumption in 1986. Each Party producing 
one or more of these substances shall ensure that its calculated 
level of production of the substances does not exceed its calculated 
level of production in 1986, except that such level may have in- 
creased by no more than ten per cent based on the 1986 level. Such 
increase shall be permitted only so as to satisfy the basic domestic 
needs of the Parties operating under Article 5 and for the purposes 
of industrial rationalization between Parties. The mechanisms for 
implementing these measures shall be decided by the Parties at 
their first meeting following the first scientific review. 

3. Each Party shall ensure that for the period 1 July 1993 to 30 
June 1994 and in each twelve-month assiall Uheseatan, its calculat- 
ed level of consumption of the controlled substances in Group I of 
Annex A does not exceed, annually, y~ per cent of its calculat- 
ed level of consumption in 1986. Each Party producing one or more 
of these substances shall, for the same periods, ensure that its cal- 
culated level of production of the substances does not exceed, annu- 
ally, eighty per cent of its calculated level of production in 1986. 
However, in order to satisfy the basic domestic needs of the Parties 
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operating under Article 5 and for the purposes of industrial ration- 
alization between Parties, its calculated level of production may 
exceed that limit by up to ten per cent of its calculated level of pro- 
duction in 1986. 

4. Each Party shall ensure that for the period 1 July 1998 to 30 
June 1999, and in each twelve-month period thereafter, its calculat- 
ed level of consumption of the controlled substances in Group I of 
Annex A does not exceed, annually, fifty per cent of its calculated 
level of consumption in 1986. Each Party producing one or more of 
these substances shall, for tue same periods, ensure that its calcu- 
lated level of production of the substances does not exceed, annual- 
ly, fifty per cent of its calculated level of production in 1986. How- 
ever, in order to satisfy the basic domestic needs of the Parties op- 
erating under Article 5 and for the purposes of industrial rational- 
ization between Parties, its calculated level of production may 
exceed that limit by up to fifteen per cent of its calculated level of 
production in 1986. This paragraph will apply unless the Parties 
decide otherwise at a meeting by a two-thirds majority of Parties 
present and voting, representing at least two-thirds of the total cal- 
culated level of consumption of these substances of the Parties. 
This decision shall be considered and made in the light of the as- 
sessments referred to in Article 6. 

5. Any Party whose calculated level of production in 1986 of the 
controlled substances in Group I of Annex A was less than twenty- 
five kilotonnes may, for the purposes of industrial rationalization, 
transfer to or receive from any other Party, production in excess of 
the limits set out in paragraphs 1, 3 and 4 provided that the total 
combined calculated levels of production of the Parties concerned 
does not exceed the production limits set out in this Article. Any 
transfer of such production shall be notified to the secretariat, no 
later than the time of the transfer. 

6. Any Party not operating under Article 5, that has facilities for 
the production of controlled substances under construction, or con- 
tracted for, prior to 16 September 1987, and provided for in nation- 
al legislation prior to 1 January 1987, may add the production from 
such facilities to its 1986 production of such substances for the pur- 
poses of determining its calculated level of production for 1986, pro- 
vided that such facilities are completed by 31 December 1990 and 
that such production does not raise that Party’s annual calculated 
level of consumption of the controlled substances above 0.5 kilo- 
gram per capita. 

7. Any transfer of production pursuant to paragraph 5 or any ad- 
dition of production pursuant to paragraph 6 shall be notified to 
the secretariat, no later than the time of the transfer or addition. 

8. (a) Any Parties which are Member States of a regional eco- 
nomic integration organization as defined in Article 1(6) of the Con- 
vention may agree that they shall jointly fulfill their obligations 
respecting consumption under this Article provided that their total 
combined calculated level of consumption does not exceed the 
levels required by this Article. 

(b) The Parties to any such agreement shall inform the secretar- 
iat of the terms of the agreement before the date of the reduction 
in consumption with which the agreement is concerned. 


























3 


(c) Such agreement will become operative only if all Member 
States of the regional economic integration organization and the 
organization concerned are Parties to the Protocol and have noti- 
fied the secretariat of their manner of implementation. 

9. (a) Based on the assessments made pursuant to Article 6, the 
Parties may decide whether: 

(i) adjustments to the ozone depleting potentials specified in 
Annex A should be made and, if so, what the adjustments 
should be; and 

(ii) further adjustments and reductions of production or con- 
sumption of the controlled substances from 1986 levels should 
be undertaken and, if so, what the scope, amount and timing of 
any such adjustments and reductions should be. 

(b) Proposals for such adjustments shall be communicated to the 
Parties by the secretariat at least six months before the meeting of 
the Parties at which they are proposed for adoption. 

(c) In taking such decisions, the Parties shall make every effort 
to reach agreement by consensus. If all efforts at consensus have 
been exhausted, and no agreement reached, such decisions shall, as 
a last resort, be adopted by a two-thirds majority vote of the Par- 
ties present and voting representing at least fifty per cent of the 
total consumption of the controlled substances of the Parties. 

(d) The decisions, which shall be binding on all Parties, shall 
forthwith be communicated to the Parties by the Depositary. 
Unless otherwise provided in the decisions, they shall enter into 
force on the expiry of six months from the date of the circulation of 
the communication by the Depositary. 

10. (a) Based on the assessments made pursuant to Article 6 of 
this Protocol and in accordance with the procedure set out in Arti- 
cle 9 of the Convention, the Parties may decide: 

(i) whether any substances, and if so which, should be added 
to or removed from any annex to this Protocol; and 

(ii) the mechanism, scope and timing of the control measures 
that should apply to those substances; 

(b) Any such decision shall become effective, provided that it has 
been accepted by a two-thirds majority vote of the Parties present 
and voting. 

11. Notwithstanding the provisions contained in the Article, Par- 
ys may take more stringent measures than those required by this 

rticle. 


ARTICLE 3: CALCULATION OF CONTROL LEVELS 


For the purposes of Articles 2 and 5, each Party shall, for each 
Group of substances in Annex A, determine its calculated levels of: 
(a) production by: 

(i) multiplying its annual production of each controlled 
substance by the ozone depleting potential specified in re- 
spect of it in Annex A; and 

(ii) adding together, for each such Group, the resulting 
figures; 

(b) imports and exports, respectively, by following, mutatis 
mutandis, the procedure set out in subparagraph (a); and 
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(c) consumption by adding together its calculated levels of 
production and imports and subtracting its calculated level of 
exports as determined in accordance with subparagraphs (a) 
and (b). However, beginning on 1 January 1993, any export of 
controlled substances to non-Parties shall not be subtracted in 
calculating the consumption level of the exporting Party. 


ARTICLE 4: CONTROL OF TRADE WITH NON-PARTIES 


1. Within one year of the entry into force of this Protocol, each 
Party shall ban the import of controlled substances from any State 
not party to this Protocol. 

2. Beginning on 1 January 1993, no Party operating under para- 
graph 1 of Article 5 may export any controlled substance to any 
State not party to this Protocol. 

3. Within three years of the date of the entry into force of this 
Protocol, the Parties shall, following the procedures in Article 10 of 
the Convention, elaborate in an annex a list of products containing 
controlled substances. Parties that have not objected to the annex 
in accordance with those procedures shall ban, within one | ar of 
the annex having become effective, the import of those r — cts 
from any State not party to this Protocol. 

4. Within five years of the entry into force of this Protocoi, the 
Parties shall determine the feasibility of banning or restricting, 
from States not party to this Protocol, the import of products pro- 
duced with, but not containing, controlled substances. If deter- 
mined feasible, the Parties shall, following the procedures in Arti- 
cle 10 of the Convention, elaborate in an annex a list of such prod- 
ucts. Parties that have not objected to it in accordance with those 
procedures shall ban or restrict, within one year of the annex 
having become effective, the import of those products from any 
State not party to this Protocol. 

5. Each Party shall discourage the export, to any State not party 
to this Protocol, of technology for producirg and for utilizing con- 
trolled substances. 

6. Each Party shall refrain from providing new subsidies, aid, 
credits, guarantees or insurance programmes for the export to 
States not party to this Protocol of products, equipment, plants or 
technology that would facilitate the production of controlled sub- 
stances. 

7. Paragraphs 5 and 6 shall not apply to products, equipment, 
plants or technology that improve the containment, recovery, recy- 
cling or destruction of controlled substances, promote the develop- 
ment of alternative substances, or otherwise contribute to the re- 
duction of emissions of controlled substances. 

8. Notwithstanding the provisions of this Article, imports re- 
ferred to in paragraphs 1, 3 and 4 may be permitted from any 
State not party to this Protocol if that State is determined, by a 
meeting of the Parties, to be in full compliance with Article 2 and 
this Article, and has submitted data to that effect as specified in 
Article 7. 
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ARTICLE 5: SPECIAL SITUATION OF DEVELOPING COUNTRIES 


1. Any Party that is a developing country and whose annual cal- 
culated level of consumption of the controlled substances is less 
than 0.3 kilogram per capita on the date of the entry into force of 
the Protocol for it, or any time thereafter wi i years of the 
date of entry into force of the Protoco i to meet its 
basic domestic needs, be entitled to delay 
control measures set out in phs 1 to 4 of Article 2 by ten 
years after that specified in those paragraphs. However, such Party 
shall not exceed an annual calculated level of consumption of 0.3 
ita. Any such Party shall be entitled to use either 
its annual calculated level of consumption for the 
or a calculated level of consumption 
ichever is the lower, aS the basis for 


safe altern n 
veloping countries an them to make expeditious 
alternatives. 
3. The Parties undertake to facilitate bilaterally or multilaterally 
the provision of subsidies, aid, credits, guarantees or insurance pro- 
mes to Parties that are developing countries for the use of al- 
ternative technology and for substitute products. 


ARTICLE 6: ASSESSMENT AND REVIEW OF CONTROL MEASURES 


Beginning in 1990, and at least every four years thereafter, the 

Parties shall assess the control measures provided for in Article 2 
lable scientific, environmental, technical and 

economic in before each assessment, 

the Parties shal ualified in 

the fields mention f 

reference of any such 

the panels will report the 

the Parties. 


ARTICLE 7: REPORTING OF DATA 


1. Each Party shall provide to the secretariat, within three 
months of becoming a Party, statistical data on its production, im- 
ports and — of each of the controlled substances for the year 
1986, or the possible estimates of such data where actual data 
are not available. 

9. Each Party shall provide statistical data to the secretariat on 
its annual production (with separate data on amounts destroyed by 
technologies to be approved by the Parties), imports, and exports to 
Parties and non-Parties, respectively, of such substances for the 

ear during which it becomes a Party and for each year thereafter. 
t shall forward the data no later than nine months after the end 
of the year to which the data relate. 


ARTICLE 8: NON-COMPLIANCE 


The Parties, at their first meeting, shall consider and approve 
procedures and institutional mechanisms for determining non-com- 
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pliance with the provisions of this Protocol and for treatment of 
Parties found to be in non-compliance. 


ARTICLE 9: RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, PUBLI© AWARENESS AND 
EXCHANGE OF INFORMATI JN 


1. The Parties shall co-operate, consistent with their national 
laws, regulations and practices and taking into account in particu- 
lar the needs of developing countries, in promoting, directly 
through competent international bodies, research, development and 
exchange of information on: 

(a) best technologies for improving the containment, recov- 
ery, recycling or destruction of controlled substances or other- 
wise reducing their emissions; 

(b) possible alternatives to controlled substances, to products 
containing such substances, and to products manufactured 
with them; and 

(c) costs and benefits of relevant control strategies. 

2. The Parties, individually, jointly or through competent inter- 
national bodies, shall co-operate in promoting public awareness of 
the environmental effects of the emissions of controlled substances 
and other substances that deplete the ozone layer. 

3. Within two years of the entry into force of this Protocol and 
every two years thereafter, each Party shall submit to the secretar- 
iat ; Say of the activities it has conducted pursuant to this 
Article. 


ARTICLE 10: TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 


1. The Parties shall, in the context of the provisions of Article 4 
of the Convention, and taking into account in particular the needs 
of developing countries, co-operate in promoting technical assist- 
~ 2 to facilitate participation in and implementation of this Proto- 
col. 

2. Any Party or Signatory to this Protocol may submit a request 
to the secretariat for technical assistance for the purposes of imple- 
menting or participating in the Protocol. 

3. The Parties, at their first meeting, shall begin deliberations on 
the means of fulfilling the obligations set out in Article 9, and 
paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article, including the preparation of 
workplans. Such workplans shall pay special attention to the needs 
and circumstances of the developing countries. States and regional 
economic integration organizations not party to the Protocol should 
7 encouraged to participate in activities specified in such work- 
plans. 


ARTICLE 11: MEETINGS OF THE PARTIES 


1. The Parties shall hold meetings at regular intervals. The sec- 
retariat shall convene the first meeting of the Parties not later 
than one year after the date of the entry into force of this Protocol 
and in conjunction with a meeting of the Conference of the Parties 
to the Convention, if a meeting of the latter is scheduled within 
that period. 

2. Su uent ordinary meetings of the Parties shall be held, 
unless the Parties otherwise decide, in conjunction with meetings 
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of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention. Extraordinary 
meetings of the Parties shall be held at such other times as may be 
deemed necessary by a meeting of the Parties, or at the written re- 
quest of any Party, provided that, within six months of such a re- 
quest being communicated to them by the secretariat, it is support- 
ed by at least one third of the Parties. 

3. The Parties, at their first meeting, shall: 

(a) adopt by consensus rules of procedure for their meetings; 

(b) adopt by consensus the financial rules referred to in para- 
graph 2 of Article 13; 

(c) establish the panels and determine the terms of reference 
referred to in Article 6; 

(d) consider and approve the procedures and institutional 
mechanisms specified in Article 8; and 

(e) begin preparation of workplans pursuant to paragraph 3 
of Article 10. 

. The functions of the meetings of the Parties shall be to: 

(a) review the implementation of this Protocol; 

(b) decide on any adjustments or reductions referred to in 
paragraph 9 of Article 2; 

(c) decide on any addition to, insertion in or removal from 
any annex of substances and on related control measures in ac- 
cordance with paragraph 10 of Article 2; 

(d) establish, where necessary, guidelines or procedures for 
reporting of information as provided for in Article 7 and para- 
graph 3 of Article 9; 

(e) review requests for technical assistance submitted pursu- 
ant to paragraph 2 of Article 10; 

(f} review reports prepared by the secretariat pursuant to 
subparagraph (c) of Article 12; 

(g) assess, in accordance with Article 6, the control measures 
provided for in Article 2; 

(h) consider and adopt, as required, proposals for amendment 
of this Protocol or any annex and for any new annex; 

(i) consider and adopt the budget for implementing this Pro- 
tocol; and 

(j) consider and undertake any additional action that may be 
required for the achievement of the purposes of this Protocol. 

5. The United Nations, its specialized agencies and the Interna- 
tional Atomic Energy Agency, as well as any State not party to 
this Protocol, may be represented at meetings of the Parties as ob- 
servers. Any body or agency, whether national or international, 
governmental or non-governmental, qualified in fields relating to 
the protection of the ozone layer which has informed the secretar- 
iat of its wish to be represented at a meeting of the Parties as an 
observer may be admitted unless at least one third of the Parties 
present object. The admission and participation of observers shall 
be subject to the rules of procedure adopted by the Parties. 


os 





ARTICLE 12: SECRETARIAT 


For the purposes of this Protocol, the secretariat shall: 
(a) arrange for and service meetings of the Parties as provid- 
ed for in Article 11; 
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(b) receive and make available, upon request by a Party, data 
provided pursuant to Article 7; 

(c) prepare and distribute regularly to the Parties reports 
based on information received pursuant to Articles 7 and 9; 

(d) notify the Parties of any request for technical assistance 
received pursuant to Article 10 so as to facilitate the provision 
of such assistance; 

(e) encourage non-Parties to attend the meetings of the Par- 
ties as observers and to act in accordance with the provisions 
of this Protocol; 

(f) provide, as appropriate, the information and requests re- 
ferred to in subparagraphs (c) and (d) to such non-party observ- 
ers; and 

(g) perform such other functions for the achievement of the 
purposes of this Protocol as may be assigned to it by the Par- 
ties. 


ARTICLE 13: FINANCIAL PROVISIONS 


1. The funds required for the operation of this Protocol, including 
those for the functioning of the secretariat related to this Protocol, 
shall be charged exclusively against contributions from the Parties. 

2. The Parties, at their first meeting, shall adopt by consensus 
financial rules for the operation of this Protocol. 


ARTICLE 14: RELATIONSHIP OF THIS PROTOCOL TO THE CONVENTION 


Except as otherwise provided in this Protocol, the provisions of 
the Convention relating to its protocols shall apply to this Protocol. 


ARTICLE 15: SIGNATURE 


This Protocol shall be open for signature by States and by region- 
al economic integration organizations in Montreal on 16 September 
1987, in Ottawa from 17 September 1987 to 16 January 1988, and 
at United Nations Headquarters in New York from 17 January 
1988 to 15 September 1988. 


ARTICLE 16: ENTRY INTO FORCE 


1. This Protocol shall enter into force on 1 January 1989, provid- 
ed that at least eleven instruments of ratification, acceptance, ap- 
proval of the Protocol or accession thereto have been deposited by 
States or regional economic integration organizations representing 
at least two-thirds of 1986 estimated global consumption of the con- 
trolled substances, and the provisions of paragraph | of Article 17 
of the Convention have been fulfilled. In the event that these con- 
ditions have not been fulfilled by that date, the Protocol shall enter 
into force on the ninetieth day following the date un which the con- 
ditions have been fulfilled. 

2. For the purposes of paragraph 1, any such instrument deposit- 
ed by a regional economic integration organization shall not be 
counted as additional to those deposited by member States of such 
organization. 

3. After the entry into force of this Protocol, any State or region- 
al economic integration organization shall become a Party to it on 
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the ninetieth day following the date of deposit of its instrument of 
ratification, acceptance, approval or accession. 


ARTICLE 17: PARTIES JOINING AFTER ENTRY INTO FORCE 


Subject to Article 5, any State or regional economic integration 
organization which becomes 4 Party to this Protocol after the date 
of its entry into force, shall fulfill forthwith the sum of the obliga- 
tions under Article 2, as well as under Article 4, that apply at that 
date to the States and regional economic organizations that became 
Parties on the date the Protocol entered into force. 


ARTICLE 18: RESERVATIONS 
No reservations may be made to this Protocol. 
ARTICLE 19: WITHDRAWAL 


For the purposes of this Protocol, the provisions of Article 19 of 
the Convention relating to withdrawal shall apply, except with re- 
spect to Parties referred to in paragraph 1 of Article 5. Any such 
Party may withdraw from this Protocol by giving written notifica- 


obligations specified in paragrap slto4o0 
withdrawal shall take effect upon expiry of one year alter the date 
of its receipt by the Depositary, or on such later date as may be 
specified in the notification of the withdrawal. 


ARTICLE 20: AUTHENTIC TEXTS 


The original of this Protocol, of which the Arabic, Chinese, Eng- 
lish, French, Russian and Spanish texts are equally authentic, 
shall be deposited with the retary-General of the United Na- 
tions. 

In witness whereof the undersigned, being duly authorized to 
that effect, have signed this Protocol. 

Done at Montreal this sixteenth day of September, One Thou- 
sand Nine Hundred and Eighty-Seven. 





ANNEX A—CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 
_ oo — —— 
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I hereby certify that the foregoing text is a true copy of the Mon- 
treal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer, con- 
cluded at Montreal on 16 September 1987, the original of which is 
deposited with the Secretary-General of the United Nations, as the 
said Protocol was opened for signature. 

For the Secretary-General, 

The Legal Counsel: 
CarRL-AUGUST FLEISCHHAUER. 

Unitep Nations, New York, 15 October 1987. 

Je certifie que le texte qui précéde est une copie conforme du 
Protocole de Montréal relatif a des substances qui appauvrissent la 
couche d’ozone, conclu a Montréal le 16 septembre 1987, dont |’ori- 
ginal se trouve déposé aupres du Secrétaire général de |’Organisa- 
tion des Nations Unies, tel que ledit Protocole a été ouvert a la sig- 
nature. 

Pour le Secretaire general, 

Le Conseiller juridique: 
CaRL-AUGUST FLEISCHHAUER. 

ORGANISATION DES Nations Unies, New York, le 15 octobre 1987. 


O 
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TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE UNION 
oF Soviet SociAList REPUBLICS ON THE ELIMINATION OF THEIR IN- 
TERMEDIATE-RANGE AND SHORTER-RANGE MISSILES 


The United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics, hereinafter referred to as the Parties, 

Conscious that nuclear war would have devastating consequences 
for all mankind, 

Guided by the objective of strengthening strategic stability, 

Convinced that the measures set forth in this Treaty will help to 
reduce the risk of outbreak of war and strengthen international 
peace and security, and 

Mindful of their obligations under Article VI of the Treaty on 
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, 

Have agreed as follows: 


ARTICLE I 


In accordance with the provisions of this Treaty which includes 
the Memorandum of Understanding and Protocols which form an 
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integral part thereof, each Party shall eliminate its intermediate- 
range and shorter-range missiles, not have such systems thereafter, 
and carry out the other obligations set forth in this Treaty. 


ARTICLE II 


For the purposes of this Treaty: 

1. The term “ballistic missile” means a missile that has a ballis- 
tic trajectory over most of its flight path. The term “ground- 
launched ballistic missile (GLBM)” means a ground-launched bal- 
listic missile that is a weapon-delivery vehicle. 

2. The term ‘cruise missile’ means an unmanned, self-propelled 
vehicle that sustains flight through the use of aerodynamic lift 
over most of its flight path. The term ‘“ground-launched cruise mis- 
sile (GLCM)” means a ground-launched cruise missile that is a 
weapon-delivery vehicle. 

3. The term “GLBM launcher” means a fixed launcher or a 
mobile land-based transporter-erector-launcher mechanism for 
launching a GLBM. 

4. The term “GLCM launcher’ means a fixed launcher or a 
mobile land-based transporter-erector-launcher mechanism for 
launching a GLCM. 

5. The term “intermediate-range missile’ means a GLBM or a 
GLCM having a range capability in excess of 1000 kilometers but 
not in excess of 5500 kilometers. 

6. The term “shorter-range missile’ means a GLBM or a GLCM 
having a range capability equal to or in excess of 500 kilometers 
but not in excess of 1000 kilometers. 

7. The term “deployment area” means a designated area within 
which intermediate-range missiles and launchers of such missiles 
may operate and within which one or more missile operating bases 
are located. 

8. The term “missile operating base’’ means: 

(a) in the case of intermediate-range missiles, a complex of 
facilities, located within a deployment area, at which interme- 
diate-range missiles and launchers of such missiles normally 
operate, in which support structures associates with such mis- 
siles and launchers are also located and in which support 
equipment associated with such missiles and launchers is nor- 
mally located; and 

(b) in the case of shorter-range missiles, a complex of facili- 
ties, located any place, at which shorter-range missiles and 
launchers of such missiles normally operate and in which sup- 
port equipment associated with such missiles and launchers is 
normally located. 

9. The term “missile support facility,” as regards intermediate- 
range or shorter-range missiles and launchers of such missiles, 
means a missile production facility or a launcher production facili- 
ty, a missile repair facility or a launcher repair facility, a training 
facility, a missile storage facility or a launcher storage facility, a 
test range, or an elimination facility as those terms are defined in 
the Memorandum of Understanding. 

10. The term “transit” means movement, notified in accordance 
with paragraph 5f) of Article [IX of this Treaty, of an intermediate- 
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range missile or a launcher of such a missile between missile sup- 
port facilities, between such a facility and a deployment area or be- 
tween deployment areas, or of a shorter-range missile or a launch- 
er of such a missile from a missile support facility or a missile op- 
erating base to an elimination facility. 

11. The term “deployed missile’ means an intermediate-range 
missile located within a deployment area or a shorter-range missile 
located at a missile operating base. 

12. The term “non-deployed missile’ means an intermediate- 
range missile located outside a deployment area or a shorter-range 
missile located outside a missile operating base. 

13. The term “deployed launcher’ means a launcher of an inter- 
mediate-range missile located within a deployment area or a 
launcher of a shorter-range missile located at a missile operating 
base. 

14. The term ‘‘non-deployed launcher” means a launcher of an 
intermediate-range missile located outside a deployment area or a 
launcher of a shorter-range missile located outside a missile operat- 
ing base. 

15. The term “basing country’ means a country other than the 
United States of America or the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
on whose territory intermediate-range or shorter-range missiles of 
the Parties, launchers of such missiles or support structures associ- 
ated with such missiles and launchers were located at any time 
after November |, 1987. Missiles or launchers in transit are not 
considered to be “located.” 


ARTICLE III 


1. For the purposes of this Treaty, existing types of intermediate- 
range missiles are: 

(a) for the United States of America, missiles of the types 
designated by the United States of America as the Pershing II 
and the BGM-109G, which are known to the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics by the same designations; and 

(b) for the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, missiles of the 
types designated by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as 
the RSD-10, the R-12 and the R-14, which are known to the 
United States of America as the SS-20, the SS-4 and the SS-5, 
respectively. 

2. For the purposes of this Treaty, existing types of shorter-range 
missiles are: 

(a) for the United States of America, missiles of the type des- 
ignated by the United States of America as the Pershing IA, 
which is known to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics by 
the same designation; and 

(b) for the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, missiles of the 
types designated by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as 
the OTR-22 and the OTR-23, which are known to the United 
States of America as the SS-12 and the SS-23, respectively. 


ARTICLE IV 


1. Each Party shall eliminate all its intermediate-range missiles 
and launchers of such missiles, and all support structures and sup- 
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port equipment of the categories listed in thw Memorandum of Un- 
derstanding associated with such missiles and iaunchers, so that no 
later than three years after entry into force of this Treaty and 
thereafter no such missiles, launchers, support structures or sup- 
port equipment shall be possessed by either Party. 

2. To implement paragraph 1 of this Article, upon entry into 
force of this Treaty, both Parties shall begin and continue through- 
out the duration of each phase, the reduction of all types of their 
deployed and non-deployed intermediate-range missiles and de- 
ployed and non-deployed launchers of such missiles and support 
structures and support equipment associated with such missiles 
and launchers in accordance with the provisions of this Treaty. 
These reductions shall be implemented into two phases so that: 

(a) by the end of the first phase, that is, no later than 29 
months after entry into force of this Treaty: 

(i) the number of deployed launchers of intermediate- 
range missiles for each Party shall not exceed the number 
of launchers that are capable of carrying or containing at 
one time missiles considered by the Parties to carry 171 
warheads; 

(ii) the number of deployed intermediate-range missiles 
for each Party shall not exceed the number of such mis- 
siles considered by the Parties to carry 180 warheads; 

(iii) the aggregate number of deployed and non-deployed 
launchers of intermediate-range missiles for each Party 
shall not exceed the number of launchers that are capable 
of carrying or containing at one time missiles considered 
by the Parties to carry 200 warheads; 

(iv) the aggregate number of deployed and non-deployed 
intermediate-range nussiles for each Party shall not 
exceed the number of such missiles considered by the Par- 
ties to carry 200 warheads; and 

(v) the ratio of the aggregate number of deployed and 
non-deployed intermediate-range GLBMs of existing types 
for each Party to the aggregate number of deployed and 
non-deployed intermediate-range missiles of existing types 
possessed by that Party shall not exceed the ratio of such 
intermediate-range GLBMs to such _ intermediate-range 
missiles for that Party as of November 1, 1987, as set forth 
in the Memorandum of Understanding; and 

(b) by the end of the second phase, that is, no later than 
three years after entry into force of this Treaty, all intermedi- 
ate-range missiles of each Party, launchers of such missiles 
and all support structures and support equipment of the cate- 
gories listed in the Memorandum of Understanding associated 
with such missiles and launchers, shall be eliminated. 


ARTICLE V 


1. Each Party shall eliminate all its shorter-range missiles and 
launchers of such missiles, and all support equipment of the catego- 
ries listed in the Memorandum of Understanding associated with 
such missiles and launchers, so that no later than 18 months after 
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entry into force of this Treaty and thereafter no such missiles, 
launchers or support equipment shall be possessed by either Party. 

2. No later ite 90 days after entry into force of this Treaty, 
each Party shall complete the removal of all its deployed shorter- 
range missiles and deployed and non-deployed launchers of such 
missiles to elimination facilities and shall retain them at those lo- 
cations until they are eliminated in accordance with the proce- 
dures set forth in the Protocol on Elimination. No later than 12 
months after entry into force of this Treaty, each Party shall com- 
plete the removal of all its non-deployed shorter-range missiles to 
elimination facilities and shall retain them at those locations until 
they are eliminated in accordance with the procedures set forth in 
the Protocol on Elimination. 

3. Shorter-range missiles and launchers of such missiles shall not 
be located at the same elimination facility. Such facilities shall be 
separated by no less than 1000 kilometers. 


ARTICLE VI 


1. Upon entry into force of this Treaty and thereafter, neither 
Party shall: 

(a) produce or flight-test any intermediate-range missiles or 
produce any stages of such missiles or any launchers of such 
missiles; or 

(b) produce, flight-test or launch any shorter-range missiles 
or produce any stages of such missiles or any launchers of such 
missiles. 

2. Notwithstanding paragraph 1 of this Article, each Party shall 
have the right to produce a type of GLBM not limited by this 
Treaty which uses a stage which is outwardly similar to, but not 
ny with, a stage of an existing type of intermediate- 
range GLBM having more than one stage, providing that that 
Party does not produce any other stage which is outwardly similar 
to, but not interchangeable with, any other stage of an existing 
type of intermediate-range GLBM. 


ARTICLE VII 


For the purposes of this Treaty: 

1. If a ballistic missile or a cruise missile has been flight-tested or 
deployed for weapon delivery, all missiles of that type shall be con- 
sidered to be weapon-delivery vehicles. 

2. If a GLBM or GLCM is an intermediate-range missile, all 
GLBMs or GLCMs of that type shall be considered to be intermedi- 
ate-range missiles. If a GLBM or GLCM is a shorter-range missile, 
all GLBMs or GLCMs of that type shall be considered to be shorter- 
range missiles. 

3. If a GLBM is of a type developed and tested solely to intercept 
and counter objects not located on the surface of the earth, it shall 
not be considered to be a missile to which the limitations of this 
vores Seay. 

4. The range capability of a GLBM not listed in Article III of this 
Treaty shall be considered to be the maximum range to which it 
has been tested. The range capability of a GLCM not listed in Arti- 
cle III of this Treaty shall be considered to be the maximum dis- 
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tance which can be covered by the missile in its standard design 
mode flying until fuel exhaustion, determined by pusdios its 
flight path onto the earth’s sphere from the point of launch to the 
point of impact. GLBMs or GLCMs that have a range capability 
equal to or in excess of 500 kilometers but not in excess of 1000 
kilometers shall be considered to be shorter-range missiles. GLBMs 
or GLCMs that have a range capability in excess of 1000 kilometers 
but not in excess of 5500 kilometers shall be considered to be inter- 
mediate-range missiles. 

5. The maximum number of warheads an existing type of inter- 
mediate-ragne missile or shorter-range missile carries shall be con- 
sidered to be the number listed for missiles of that type in the 
Memorandum of Understanding. 

6. Each GLBM or GLCM shall be considered to carry the maxi- 
mum number of warheads listed for a GLBM or GLCM of that type 
in the Memorandum of Understanding. 

7. If a launcher has been tested for launching a GLBM or a 
GLCM, all launchers of that type shall be considered to have been 
tested for launching GLBMs or GLCMs. 

8. If a launcher has contained or launched a particular type of 
GLBM or GLC, all launchers of that type shall be considered .o 
be launchers of that type of GLBM or GLCM. 

9. The nubmer of missiles each launcher of an existing type of 
intermediate-range missile or shorter-range missile shall be consid- 
ered to be capable of carrying or containing at one time is the 
number listed for launchers of missiles of that type in the Memo- 
randum of Understanding. 

10. Except in the case of elimination in accordance with the ES 
——e set forth in the Protocol on Elimination, the following shall 
apply 


‘(a) for GLBMs which are stored or moved in separate stages, 
the longest stage of an ee or shorter-range 
GLBM shall be counted as a complete missile; 


e 
(b) for GLBMs which are not stored or moved in separate 
stages, a canister of the type used in the launch of an interme- 
diate-range GLBM. unlesss a Party proves to the satisfaction of 
the other Party that it does not contain such a missile, or an 
assembled intermediate-range or shorter-range GLBM, shall be 
counted as a complete missile; and 
(c) for GLCMs, the airframe of an intermediate-range or 
shorter-range GLCM shall be counted as a complete missile. 

ll. A ballistic missile which is not a missile to be used in a 
ground-based mode shall not be considered to be a GLBM if it is 
test-launched at a test site from a fixed land-based launcher which 
is used solely for test purposes and which is distinguished from 
GLBM launchers. A cruise missile which is not a missile to be used 
in a ground-based mode shall not be considered to be a GLCM if it 
is test-launched at a test site from a fixed land-based launcher 
which is used solely for test purposes and which is distinguishable 
from GLCM launchers. 

12. Each Party shall have the right to produce and use for boost- 
er systems, which might otherwise be considered to be intermedi- 
ate-range or shorter-range missiles, only existing types of booster 
stages for such booster systems. Launchers of such booster systems 
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shall not be considered to be flight-testing of intermediate-range or 
shorter-range missiles provided that: 

(a) stages used in such booster systems are different from 
stages used in those missiles listed as existing types of interme- 
diate-range or shorter-range missiles in Article III of this 
Treaty; 

(b) such booster systems are used only for research and de- 
velopment purposes to test objects other than the booster sys- 
tems themselves; 

(c) the aggregate number of launchers for such booster sys- 
tems shall not exceed 35 for each Party at any one time; and 

(d) the launchers for such booster systems are fixed, em- 
placed above ground and located only at research and develop- 
ment launch sites which are specified in the Memorandum of 
Understanding. 

Research and development launch sites shall not be subject to in- 
spection pursuant to Article XI of this Treaty. 


ARTICLE VIII 


1. All intermediate-range missiles and launchers of such missiles 
shall be located in deyloyment areas, at missile support facilities or 
shall be in transit. Intermediate-range missiles or launchers of 
such missiles shall not be located elsewhere. 

2. Stages of intermediate-range missiles shall be located in de- 
ployment areas, at missile support facilities or moving between de- 
ployment areas, between missile support facilities or between mis- 
sile support facilities and deployment areas. 

3. Until their removal to elimination facilities as required by 
paragraph 2 of Article V of this Treaty, all shorter-range missiles 
and launchers of such missiles shall be located at missile operating 
bases, at missile support facilities or shall be in transit. Shorter- 
range missiles or launchers of such missiles shall not be located 
elsewhere. 

4. Transit of a missile or launcher subject to the provisions of 
this Treaty shall be completed within 25 days. 

5. All deployment areas, missile operating bases and missile sup- 
port facilities are specified in the Memorandum of Understanding 
or in subsequent updates of data pursuant to paragraphs 3, (a) or 
ib) of Article IX of this Treaty. Neither Party shall increase the 
number of, or change the location or boundaries of, deployment 
areas, missile operating bases or missile support facilities, except 
for elimination facilities, from those set forth in the Memorandum 
of Understanding. A missile support facility shall not be considered 
to be part of a deployment area even though it may be located 
within the geographic boundaries of a deployment area. 

6. Beginning 30 days after entry into force of this Treaty, neither 
Party shall locate intermediate-range or shorter-range missiles, in- 
cluding stages of such missiles, or launchers of such missiles at 
missile production facilities, launcher production facilities or test 
ranges listed in the Memorandum of Understanding. 

7. Neither Party shall locate any intermediate-range or shorter- 
range missiles at training facilities. 
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8. A non-deployed intermediate-range or shorter-range missile 
shall not be carried on or contained within a launcher of such a 
type of missile, except as required for maintenance conducted at 
repair facilities or for elimination by means of launching conducted 
at elimination facilities. 

9. Training missiles and training launchers for intermediate- 
range or shorter-range missiles shall be subject to the same loca- 
tional restrictions as are set forth for intermediate-range and 
shorter-range missiles and launchers of such missiles in paragraphs 
1 and 3 of this Article. 


ARTICLE IX 


1. The Memorandum of Understanding contains categories of 
data relevant to obligations undertaken with regard to this Treaty 
and lists all intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles, launch- 
ers of such missiles, and support structures and support equipment 
associated with such missiles and launchers, possessed by the Par- 
ties as of November 1, 1987. Updates of that data and notification 
required by this Article shall be provided according to the catego- 
ries of data contained in the Memorandum of Understanding. 

2. The Parties shall update that data and provide the notifica- 
tions required by this Treaty through the Nuclear Risk Reduction 
Centers, established pursuant to the Agreement Between the 
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub- 
lics on the Establishment of Nuclear Risk Reduction Centers of 
September 15, 1987. 

3. No later than 30 days after entry into force of this Treaty, 
each Party shall provide the other Party with updated data, as of 
the date of entry into force of this Treaty, for all categories of data 
contained in the Memorandum of Understanding. 

4. No later than 30 days after the end of each six-month interval 
following the entry into force of this Treaty, each Party shall pro- 
vide updated data for all categories of data contained in the Memo- 
randum of Understanding by informing the other Party of all 
changes, completed and in process, in that data, which have oc- 
curred during the six-month interval since the preceding data ex- 
change, and the net effect of those changes. 

5. Upon entry into force of this Treaty and thereafter, each Party 
shall provide the following notifications to the other Party: 

(a) notification, no less than 30 days in advance, of the sched- 
uled date of the elimination of a specific deployment area, mis- 
sile operating base or missile support facility; 

(b) notification, no less than 30 days in advance, of changes 
in the number or location of elimination facilities, including 
the location and scheduled date of each change; 

(c) notification, except with respect to launchers of interme- 
diate-range missiles for the purpose of their elimination, no 
less than 30 days in advance, of the scheduled date of the initi- 
ation of the elimination of intermediate-range and shorter- 
range missiles, and stages of such missiles, and launchers of 
such missiles and support structures and support equipment 
associated with such missiles and launchers, including: 
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(i) the number and type of items of missile systems to be 
eliminated; 

(ii) the elimination site; 

(iii) for intermediate-range missiles, the location from 
which such missiles, launchers of such missiles and sup- 
port equipment associated with such missiles and launch- 
ers are moved to the elimination facility; and 

(iv) except in the case of support structures, the point of 
entry to be used by an inspection team conducting an in- 
spection pursuant to paragraph 7 of Article XI of this 
treaty and the estimated time of departure of an inspec- 
tion team from the point of entry to the elimination facili- 
ty; 

(d) notification, no less than ten days in advance, of the 
scheduled date of the launch, or the scheduled date of the initi- 
ation of a series of launches, of intermediate-range missiles for 
the purpose of their elimination, including: 

(i) the type of missiles to be eliminated; 

(ii) the location of the launch, or, if elimination is by a 
series of launches, the location of such launches and the 
number of launches in the series; 

(iii) the point of entry to be used by an inspection team 
conducting an inspection pursuant to paragraph 7 of Arti- 
cle XI of this treaty; and 

(iv) the estimated time of departure of an inspection 
team from the point of entry to the elimination facility; 

(e) notification, no later than 48 hours after they occur, of 
changes in the number of intermediate-range and shorter- 
range missiles, launchers of such missiles and support struc- 
tures and support equipment associated with such missiles and 
launchers resulting from elimination as described in the Proto- 
col on Elimination, including: 

(i) the number and type of items of a missile system 
which were eliminated; and 

(ii) the date and location of such elimination; and 

(f) notification of transit of intermediate-range or shorter- 
range missiles or launchers of such missiles, or the movement 
of training missiles or training launchers for such intermedi- 
ate-range and shorter-range missiles, no later than 48 hours 
after it has been completed, including: 

(i) the number of missiles or launchers; 

(ii) the points, dates and times of departure and arrival; 

(iii) the mode of transport; and 

(iv) the location and time at that location at least once 
every four days during the period of transit. 

6. Upon entry into force of this Treaty and thereafter, each Party 
shall notify the other Party, no less than ten days in advance, of 
the scheduled date and location of the launch of a research and de- 
velopment booster system as described in paragraph 12 of Article 
VII of this Treaty. 
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ARTICLE X 


1. Each Party shall eliminate its intermediate-range and shorter- 
range missiles and launchers of such missiles and support struc- 
tures and support equipment associated with such missiles and 
launches in accordance with the procedures set forth in the Proto- 
col on Elimination. 

2. Verification by on-site inspection of the elimination of items of 
missiles systems specified in the Protocol on Elimination shall be 
carried out in accordance with Article XI of this Treaty, the Proto- 
col on Elimination and the Protocol on Inspecticn. 

3. When a Party removes its intermediate-range missiles, launch- 
ers of such missiles and support equipment associated with such 
missiles and launchers from deployment areas to elimination facili- 
ties for the purpose of their elimination, it shall do so in complete 
deployed organizational units. For the United States of America, 
these units shall be Pershing II batteries and BGM-109G flights. 
For the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, these units shall be 
SS-20 regiments composed of two or three battalions. 

4. Elimination of intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles 
and launchers of such missiles and support equipment associated 
with such missiles and launchers shall be carried out at the facili- 
ties that are specified in the Memorandum of Understanding or no- 
tified in accordance with paragraph 5b) of Article IX of this 
Treaty, unless eliminated in accordance with Section IV or V of 
the Protocol on Elimination. Support structures, associated with 
the missiles and launchers subject to this Treaty, that are subject 
to elimination shall be eliminated in situ. 

5. Each Party shall have the right, during the first six months 
after entry into force of this Treaty, to eliminate by means of 
launching no more than 100 of its intermediate-range missiles. 

6. Intemediate-range and shorter-range missiles which have been 
tested prior to entry into force of this Treaty, but never deployed, 
and which are not existing types of intermediate-range or shorter- 
range missiles listed in Article III of this Treaty, and launchers of 
such missiles, shall be eliminated within six months after entry 
into force of this Treaty in accordance with the procedures set 
forth in the Protocol on Elimination. Such missiles are: 

(a) for the United States of America, missiles of the type des- 
ignated by the United States of America as the Pershing IB, 
which is Lame to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics by 
the same designation; and 

(b) for the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, missiles of the 
type designated by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as 
the RK-55, which is known to the United States of America as 
the SSC-X-4. 

7. Intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles and launchers 
of such missiles and support structures and support equipment as- 
sociated with such missiles and launchers shall be considered to be 
eliminated after completion of the procedures set forth in the Pro- 
tocol on Elimination and upon the notification provided for in 
ay~ 7 Hie) of Article [IX of this Treaty. 

8. Each Party shall eliminate its deployment areas, missile oper- 
ating bases and missile support facilities. A Party shall notify the 














other Party pursuant to paragraph 5a) of Article IX of this Treaty 
once the conditions set forth below are fulfilled: 

(a) all intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles, launch- 
ers of such missiles and support equipment associated with 
such missiles and launchers located there have been removed; 

(b) all support structures associated with such missiles and 
launchers located there have been eliminated; and 

(c) all activity related to production, flight-testing, training, 
repair, storage or deployment of such missiles and launchers 
has ceased there. 

Such deployment areas, missile operating bases and missile support 
facilities shall be considered to be eliminated either when they 
have been inspected pursuant to paragraph 4 of Article XI of this 
Treaty or when 60 days have elapsed since the date of the sched- 
uled elimination which was notified pursuant to paragraph 5a) of 
Article IX of this Treaty. A deployment area, missile operating 
base or missile support facility listed in the Memorandum of Un- 
derstanding that met the above conditions prior to entry into force 
of this Treaty, and is not included in the initial data exchange pur- 
suant to paragraph 3 of Article IX of this Treaty, shall be consid- 
ered to be eliminated. 

9. If a Party intends to convert a missile operating base listed in 
the Memorandum of Understanding for use as a base associated 
with GLBM or GLCM systems not subject to this Treaty, then that 
Party shall notify the other Party, no less than 30 days in advance 
of the scheduled date of the initiation of conversion, of the sched- 
uled date and the purpose for which the base will be converted. 


ARTICLE XI 


1. For the purpose of ensuring verification of compliance with 
the provisions of this Treaty, each Party shall have the right to 
conduct on-site inspections. The Parties shall implement on-site in- 
spections in accordance with this Article, the Protocol on Inspec- 
tion and the Protocol on Elimination. 

2. Each Party shall have the right to conduct inspections provid- 
ed for by this Article both within the territory of the other Party 
and within the territories of basing countries. 

3. Beginning 30 days after entry into force of this Treaty, each 
Party shall have the right to conduct inspections at all missile op- 
erating bases and missile support facilities specified in the Memo- 
randum of Understanding other than missile production facilities, 
and at all elimination facilities included in the initial data update 
required by paragraph 3 of Article IX of this Treaty. These inspec- 
tions shall be completed no later than 90 days after entry into 
force of this Treaty. The purpose of these inspections shall be to 
verify the number of missiles, launchers, support structures and 
support equipment and other data, as of the date of entry into 
force of this Treaty, provided pursuant to paragraph 3 of Article IX 
of this Treaty. 

4. Each Party shall have the right to conduct inspections to 
verify the elimination, notified pursuant to paragraph 5a) of Arti- 
cle [X of this Treaty, of missile operating bases and missile support 
facilities other than missile production facilities, which are thus no 
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longer subject to inspections pursuant to paragraph a) of this Ar- 
ticle. Such an inspection shall be carried out within 60 days after 
the scheduled date of the elimination of that facility. If a Party 
conducts an inspection at a particular facility pursuant to para- 
graph 3 of this Article after the scheduled date of the elimination 
of that facility, then no additional inspection of that facility pursu- 
ant to this paragraph shall be permitted. 

5. Each Party shall have the right to conduct inspections pursu- 
ant to this paragraph for 13 years after entry into force of this 
Treaty. Each Party shall have the right to conduct 20 such inspec- 
tions per calendar year during the first three years after entry into 
force of this Treaty, 15 such inspections per calendar year during 
the subsequent five years, and ten such inspections per calendar 
year during the last five years. Neither Party shall use more than 
half of its total number of these inspections per calendar year 
within the territory of any one basing country. Each Party shall 
have the right to conduct: 

(a) inspections, beginning 90 days after entry into force of 
this Treaty, of missile operating bases and missile support fa- 
cilities other than elimination facilities and missile production 
facilities, to ascertain, according to the categories of data speci- 
fied in the Memorandum of Understanding, the numbers of 
missiles, launchers, support structures and support equipment 
located at each missile operating base or missile support facili- 
ty at the time of the inspection; and 

(b) inspections of former missile operating bases and former 
missile support facilities eliminated pursuant to paragraph & of 
Article X of this Treaty other than former missile production 
facilities. 

6. Beginning 30 days after entry into force of this Treaty, each 
Party shall have the right, for 13 years after entry into force of 
this Treaty, to inspect by means of continuous monitoring: 

(a) the portals of any facility of the other Party at which the 
final assembly of a GLBM using stages, any of which is out- 
wardly similar to a stage of a solid-propellant GLBM listed in 
Article III of this Treaty, is accomplished; or 

(b) if a Party has no such facility, the portals of an agreed 
former missile production facility at which existing types of in- 
termediate-range or shorter-range GLBMs were produced. 

The Party whose facility is to be inspected pursuant to this para- 
graph shall ensure that the other Party is able to establish a per- 
manent continuous monitoring system at that facility within six 
months after entry into force of this Treaty or within six months of 
initiation of the process of final assembly described in subpara- 
graph (a). If, after the end of the second year after entry into force 
of this Treaty, neither Party conducts the process of final assembly 
described in subparagraph (a) for a period of 12 consecutive 
months, then neither Party shall have the right to inspect by 
means of continuous monitoring any missile production facility for 
the othe: Party unless the process of final assembly as described in 
subparagraph (a) is initiated again. Upon entry into force of this 
Treaty, the facilities to be inspected by continuous monitoring shall 
be: in accordance with subparagraph (b), for the United States of 
America, Hercules Plant Number 1, at Magna, Utah; in accordance 
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with subparagraph (a), for the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
the Votkinsk Machine Building Plant, Udmurt Autonomous Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic. 

7. Each Party shall conduct inspections of the process of elimina- 
tion, including elimination of intermediate-range missiles by means 
of launching, of intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles and 
launchers of such missiles and support equipment associated with 
such missiles and launchers carried out at elimination facilities in 
accordance with Article X of this Treaty and the Protocol on Elimi- 
nation. Inspectors conducting inspections provided for the elimina- 
tion of the missiles, launchers and support equipment have been 
completed. 

8. Each Party shall have the right to conduct inspections to con- 
firm the completion of the process of elimination of intermediate- 
range and shorter-range missiles and launchers of such missiles 
and support equipment associated with such missiles and launchers 
eliminated pursuant to Section V of the Protocol on Elimination, 
and of training missiles, training missile stages, training launch 
canisters and training launchers eliminated pursuant to Sections 
II, IV and V of the Protocol on Elimination. 


ARTICLE XII 


1. For the purpose of ensuring verification compliance with the 
provisions of this Treaty, each Party shall use national technical 
means of verification at its disposal in a manner consistent with 
generally recognized principles of international law. 

2. Neither Party shall: 

(a) interfere with national technical means of verification of 
the other Party operating in accordance with paragraph | of 
this Article; or 

(b) use concealment measures which impede verification of 
compliance with the provisions of this Treaty by national tech- 
nical means of verification carried out in accordance with 
paragraph | of this Article. This obligation does not apply to 
cover or concealment practices, within a deployment area, as- 
sociated with normal training, maintenance and operations, in- 
cluding the use of environmental! shelters to protect missiles 
and launchers. 

3. To enhance observation by national technical means of verifi- 
cation, each Party shall have the right until a treaty between the 
Parties reducing and limiting strategic offensive arms enters into 
force, but in any event for no more than three years after entry 
into force of this Treaty, to request the implementation of coopera- 
tive measures at deployment bases for road-mobile GLBMs with a 
range capability in excess of 5500 kilometers, which are not former 
missile operating bases eliminated pursuant to paragraph & of Arti- 
cle X of this Treaty. The Party making such a request shal! inform 
the other Party of the deployment base at which cooperative meas- 
ures shall be implemented. The Party whose base is to be observed 


shall carry out the following cooperative measures: 
(a) no later than six hours after such a request, the Party 
shall have opened the roofs of all fixed structures for launchers 
located at the base, removed completely all missiles on launch- 
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ers from such fixed structures for launchers and displayed 
such missiles on Jaunchers in the open without using conceal- 
ment measures; and 
(b) the Party shall leave the roofs open and the missiles on 
launchers in place until twelve hours have elapsed from the 
time of the receipt of a request for such an o!servation. 
Each Party shall have the right to make six such requests per cal- 
endar year. Only one deployment base shall be subject to these co- 
operative measures at any one time. 


ARTICLE XIII 


1. To promote the objectives and implementation of the provi- 
sions of this Treaty, the Parties hereby establish the Special Verifi- 
cation Commission. The Parties agree that, if either Party so re- 
quests, they shall meet within the framework of the Special Verifi- 
cation Commission to: 

(a) resolve questions relating to compliance with the obliga- 
tions assumed; and 

(b) agree upon such measures as may be necessary to im- 
prove the viability and effectiveness of this Treaty. 

2. The Parties shall use the Nuclear Risk Reduction Centers, 
which provide for continuous communication between the Parties, 
to: 

(a) exchange data and provide notifications as required by 
= 3, 4, 5 and 6 of Article IX of this Treaty and the 

rotocol on Elimination; 

(b) provide and receive the information required by para- 
graph 9 of Article X of this Treaty; 

(c) provide and receive notifications of inspections as re- 
quir by Article XI of this Treaty and the Protocol on Inspec- 
tion; an 

(d) provide and receive requests for cooperative measures as 
provided for in paragraph 3 of Article XII of this Treaty. 


ARTICLE XIV 


The Parties shall comply with the Treaty and shall not assume 
any international obligations or undertakings which would conflict 
with its provisions. 


ARTICLE XV 


1. This Treaty shall be of unlimited duration. 

2. Each Party shall, in exercising its national sovereignty, have 
the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that extraordi- 
nary events related to the subject matter of this Treaty have jeop- 
ardized its supreme interests. It shall give notice of its decision to 
withdraw to the other Party six months prior to withdrawal from 
this Treaty. Such notice shall include a statement of the extraordi- 
nary events the notifying Party regards as having jeopardizing its 
supreme interests. 


ARTICLE XVI 


Each Party may propose amendments to this Treaty. Agreed 
amendments shall enter into force in accordance with the proce- 
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dures set forth in Article XVII governing the entry into force of 
this Treaty. 


ARTICLE XVII 


1. This Treaty, including the Memorandum of Understanding 
and Protocols, which form an integral part thereof, shall be subject 
to ratification in accordance with the constitutional procedures of 
each Party. This Treaty shall enter into force on the date of the 
exchange of instruments of ratification. 

2. This Treaty shall be registered pursuant to Article 102 of the 
Charter of the United Nations. 

DONE at Washington on December 8, 1987, in two copies, each 
in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally au- 
thentic. 


FOR THE UNITED STAT or FOR THE UNION OF SOVIET 
AMERICA: SOCIALIST REPUBLICS: 


President of the United States General Secretary of the 
of America Central Committee of the CPSU 


MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING REGARDING THE ESTABLISHMENT 
or THE Data Base FOR THE TREATY BETWEEN THE UNION OF 
Soviet Socia.ist RepuBLICS AND THE UNiTep STATES OF AMERICA 
ON THE ELIMINATION OF THEIR INTERMEDIATE-RANGE AND SHORT- 
ER-RANGE MISSILES 


Pursuant to and in implementation of the Treaty Between the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of Amer- 
ica on the Elimination of their Intermediate-Range and Shorter- 
Range Missiles of December 8, 1987, hereinafter referred to as the 
Treaty, the Parties have exchanged data current as of November 1, 
1987, on intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles and launch- 
ers of such missiles and support structures and support equipment 
associated with such missiles and launchers. 


1. DEFINITIONS 


For the purposes of this Memorandum of Understanding, the 
= the Protocol on Elimination and the Protocol on Inspection: 

1. The term “missile production facility’ means a facility for the 
assembly or production of solid-propellant intermediate-range or 
shorter-range GLBMs, or existing types of GLCMs. 

2. The term “missile repair facility’’ means a facility at which 
repair or maintenance of intermediate-range or shorter-range mis- 
siles takes place other than inspection and maintenance conducted 
at a missile operating base. 

3. The term “launcher production facility’ means a facility for 
final assembly of launchers of intermediate-range or shorter-range 
missiles. 
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4. The term “laucher repair facility’ means a facility at which 
repair or maintenance of launchers of intermediate-range or short- 
er-range missiles takes place other than inspection and mainte- 
nance conducted at a missile operating base. 

5. The term “test range” means an area at which flight-testing of 
intermediate-range or shorter-range missiles takes place. 

6. The term “training facility’ means a facility, not at a missile 
operating base, at which personnel are trained in the use of inter- 
mediate-range or shorter-range missiles or launchers of such mis- 
siles and at which launchers of such missiles are located. 

7. The term “missile storage facility” means a facility, not at a 
missile operating base, at which intermediate-range or shorter- 
range missiles or stages of such missiles are stored. 

8. The term “launcher storage facility” means a facility, not at a 
missile operating base, at which launchers of intermediate-range or 
shorter-range missiles are stored. 

9. The term “elimination facility’ mears a facility at which in- 
termediate-range or shorter-range missiles, missile stages and 
launchers of such missiles or support equipment associated with 
such missiles or launchers are eliminated 

10. The term “support equipment” means unique vehicles and 
mobile or transportable equipment that support a deployed inter- 
mediate-range or shorter-range missile or a launcher of such a mis- 
sile. Support equipment shall include full-scale inert training mis- 
siles, full-scale inert training missile stages, full-scale inert training 
launch canisters, and training launchers not capable of launching a 
missile. A listing of such support equipment associated with each 
existing type of missile, and launchers of such missiles, except for 
training equipment, is contained in Section VI of this Memoran- 
dum of Understanding. 

11. The term “support structure” means a unique fixed structure 
used to support deployed intermediate-range missiles or launchers 


of such missiles. A listing of such support structures associated 
with each existing type of missile, and launchers of such missiles, 
except for training equipment, is contained in Section VI of this 
Memorandum of Understanding. 

12. The term “research and development launch site” means a 
facility at which research and development booster systems are 
launched. 
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3. Training Launchers 





In addition to the support equipment listed in paragraphs 1 and 2 
of this Section, the Parties possess vehicles, used to train drivers 
of launchers of intermediate-range missiles, which shall be considered 
for purposes of this Treaty to be training launchers. The number of 
such vehicles for each Party is: 


(a) for the United States of America - 29; and 


(b) for the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics - 65. 


Elimination of such vehicles shall be carried out in accordance with 
procedures set forth in the Protocol on Elimination. 
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The following are the missile operating bases, their locations 

the numbers, for each Party, of all deployed shorter-range missiles 
ted as existing types in Article III of the Treaty, and launchers 

2 ) missiles, and the support equipment associated with such 
missiles and launchers. Site diagrams, to include boundaries and 


to this Memorandum of Understanding. 

















Support 
Missiles Launchers Equipment 
(a) UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
(i) Pershing IA 
Missile Operating Base: 
NONE 
(b) UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 
(i) $S-12 
Missile Operating Bases: 
Koenigsbrueck, German 19 ll Missile 
Democratic Republic Transporter 
Vehicle - 9 
51 16 40 N 013 53 20 £ Training 
Missile - 10 
Bischofswerda, German 8 5 Missile 
Democratic Republic Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 
51 08 33 N 014 12 18 E Training 
Missile - 4 
Waren, German Democratic 22 12 Missile 
Republic Transporter 
Vehicle - 9 
53 32 40 N 012 37 30 E Training 
Missile - 7 
Wokuhl, German 5 6 Missile 
Democratic Republic Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 
53 16 20 N 013 15 SO E Training 


Missile - 7 




















Hranice, Czechoslovak 
Socialist Republic 


49 33 00 Nn 


Pashino 


55 16 37 N 


51 33 10 N 


Lapichi 


53 25 30 N 


Kattakurgan 


39 38 18 N 


Saryozek 


44 31 58 N 


Novosysoyevka 


4411 58N 


017 


082 


113 


028 


065 


077 


46 


133 26 


30 


45 


59 


01 


40 


20 


05 


42 E 


36 


37 


Oo 


Launchers 
eels 


24 


14 


15 





Support 


Support 
Equipment 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 15 

Training 


Missile - }3 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - } 

Training 
Missile - 5 





Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 4 

Training 
Missile - 19 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - j 

Training 
Missile - j9 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle -~ j 

Training 
Missile -~ 6 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 3 

Training 
Missile - 16 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 5 

Training 
Missile - 17 

















Weissenfels, German 
Democratic Republic 


51 11 50 N 011 59 


Jena-Forst, German 
Democratic Republic 


50 54 55 N 011 32 


Stan'kovo 


53 38 30 N 027 13 


Tsel' 


53 23 38 N 028 28 


Slobudka 


52 30 30 


z 


024 31 


Bayram-Ali 


37 36 18 N 062 10 


Semipalatinsk 


50 23 00 N 080 09 


20 


06 


30 


40 


30 


Missiles 


40 


Launchers 


Support 
Equipment 








12 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 

Training 
Missile - 18 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 8 

Training 
Missile - 3 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 18 

Training 
Missile - 10 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 1l 
Training 
Missile - 9 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 12 

Training 
Missile - 10 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 12 

Training 
Missile - 0 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 12 

Training 
Missile - 4 
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The following are missile support fac.'ities, their locations and 
the numbers, for each Party of all non-depl»yed shorter-range missiles 
listed as existing types in Article III of the Treaty, and launchers of 
such missiles and support equipment assocjated with such missiles and 


launchers. 


Site diagrams for agreed miss: le support facilities, to 


include boundaries and center coordinates, are appended to this 


Memorandum of Understanding. 


(a) UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


(i) Pershing IA 


Missile Production Facilities: 





Longhorn Army Ammunition 
Plant 
Marshall, Texas 


32 39 N 094 08 W 


Launcher Production Facilities: 





Martin Marietta 
Middle River, Maryland 


39 35 N 076 24 W 


Missile Storage Facilities: 





Pueblo Depot Activity 
Pueblo, Colorado 


38 19 N 104 20 W 


Launcher Storage Facilities: 





NONE 


Missile/Launcher Storage 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Missile Repair Facilities: 





NONE 





Missiles 


Support 


Launchers Equipment 








Training 
Missile 
Stage - 0 


Training 
Missile 
Stage - 0 


169 0 Training 
Missile 


Stage - 53 

















Missiles 


Launchers 


Support 


Equipment 





Launcher Repair Facilities: 





Pueblo Depot Activity 
Pueblo, Colorado 


38 19 N 104 20 W 


Missile/Launcher Repair 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Test Ranges: 
NONE 


Training Facilities: 





NONE 


Elimination Facilities: 





(Not determined) 


Missiles, Launchers, 





and Support Equipment 
in Transit: 





(b) UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 
(i) SS-12 


Missile Production 
Facilities: 





Votkinsk Machine 
Building Plant 
Udmurt ASSR, RSFSR 


57 01 30 N 054 08 OC E 


Training 
Missile 
Stage 


Training 
Missile 
Stage - 0 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 

Training 
Missile - 


0 


0 














Launcher Production 
Facilities: 





Barrikady Plant 
Volgograd 


468 44 N 044 32 E 


Missile Storage 
Facilities: 





Lozovaya 


48 SS N 036 22 E 


Ladushkin 


54 35 N 020 12 E 


Bronnaya Gora 


52 37 WN 025 O4 E 


Balkhash 


46 SO N 075 36 £ 


Launcher Storage Facilities: 


Missiles 





Launchers 





Support 
Equipment 








Berezovka 


50 20 N 028 26 £ 


Missile/Launcher storage 





Facilities: 


126 


72 


170 


138 





Oo 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 

Training 
Missile - 0 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 

Training 
Missile - 12 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 

Training 
Missile - 18 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 

Training 
Missile - 3 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 

Training 
Missile - 47 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 10 

Training 
Missile - 0 
































- 60 - 
Support 
Missiles Launchers Equipment 
Missile Repair Facilities: 
NONE 
Launcher Repair Facilities: 
NONE 
Missile/Launcher 
Repair Facilities: 
NONE 
Test Ranges: 
NONE 
Training Facilities: 
Saratov 0 3 Missile 
Transporter 
51 34 N 046 O1 E Vehicle - 2 
Training 
Missile - 0 
Kazan' 0 2 Missile 
Transporter 
55 58 N O49 ll E Vehicle - 2 
Training 
Missile - 0 
Kamenka 0 0 Missile 
Transporter 
53 11 N 044 04 E Vehicle - 0 
Training 
Missile - 0 
Elimination Facilities: 
Saryozek (Missiles) 0 0 Missile 
Transporter 
44 32 N 077 46 € Vehicle - 0 


Training 
Missile - 


oO 

















Stan'kovo (Launchers 
and Missile Transporter 
Vehicles) 


$3 38 N 027 13 E 


Missiles, Launchers, 
and Support Equipment 


in Transit: 








NONE 


(ii) SS-23 





Missile Production Facilities: 





Votkinsk Machine 
Building Plant 
Udmurt ASSR, RSFSR 


57 01 30 N 054 08 OO E 


Launcher Production Facilities: 





V.I. Lenin Petropavlovsk Heavy 
Machine Building Plant 
Pet ropavlovsk 


54 51 N 069 O09 E 


Missile Storage Facilities: 





Ladushkin 


54 35 N 020 12 E 





Missiles 





Launchers 





Support 
Equipment 





Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 

Training 
Missile - 0 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 

Training 
Missile - 0 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 

Training 
Missile - 0 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 0 

Training 
Missile - 42 























le/Launcher 


ge Facilities: 








NONE 


ile Repair Facili 





NONE 


her Repair Facilities: 





NONE 


Missile/Launcher 
Repair Facilities: 








NONE 


Test Ranges: 


NONE 


Facilities: 





Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle - 2 

Training 
Missile - 90 


Missile 
Transporter 
Vehicle = 2 

Training 
Missile - 
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= 63 = 
Support 
Missiles Launchers guipment 
Kamenka 0 1 Missile 
Transporter 
53 11 N 044 O04 E Vehicle - 1 
Training 
Missile - 90 
Elimination Facilities: 
Saryozek (Missiles) 0 0 Missile 
Transporter 
44 32 N 077 46 E Vehicle - 0 
Training 
Missile - 90 
Stan'kovo (Launchers 0 0 Missile 
and Missile Transporter Transporter 
Vehicles) Vehicle - 0 
Training 
53 38 N 027 13 E Missile - 0 


Missiles, Launchers, 
and Support Equipment 
in Transit: 








NONE 


< 


Missile Systems Tested, But Not Deployed, Prior to Entry into 
Force of the Treaty 








The following are the missile support facilities, their 
locations and the numbers, for each Party of all intermediate-range 
and shorter-range missiles, and launchers of such missiles, which 
were tested prior to entry into force of the Treaty, but were never 
deployed, and which are not existing types of intermediate-range or 
shorter-range missiles listed in Article III of the Treaty. Site 
diagrams for agreed missile support facilities, to include 
boundaries and center coordinates, are appended to this Memorandum 
of Understanding. 
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Missiles 


Launchers 





(a) UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 








Launcher Production 
Facilities: 





Missile Storage 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Launcher Storage 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Missile/Launcher Storage 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Missile Repair 


Facilities: 
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« 65 « 


Support 
Missiles Launchers Equipment 





Launcher Repair 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Missile/Launcher Repair 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Test Ranges: 
NONE 


Training Facilities: 





NONE 


Elimination Facilities: 





NONE 


Missiles, Launchers, 
and Support Equipment 
in Transit: 








NONE 


(6b) UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 
(i) SSC-xX-4 


Missile Production 
Facilities: 





NONE 

















Launcher Production 
Facilities: 





Experimental Plant of the 
Amalgamated Production 
Works °M. I. Kalinin 
Machine Building Plant,* 

Sverdlovsk 


56 47 24 N 060 47 03 E 


Missile Storage 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Launcher Storage 
Facilities: 





Missile/Launcher Storage 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Jelgava 
56 40 N 024 06 E 


Missile Repair 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Launcher Repair 
Facilities: 





NONE 


Missile/Launcher Repair 
Facilities: 





Test Ranges: 


NONE 





Support 
Equipment 


Missiles Launchers 





0 0 
with 
launch 
canister 


84 6 
with 
launch 
canister 
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Support 














Missiles Launchers Equipment 
Training Facilities: 
7 NONE 
Elimination Facilities: 
° Jelgava 0 0 
with 
56 40 N 024 06 E launch 
canister 


Missiles, Launche 
and Support Equip 
in Transit: 





r 
4 
- 


S1 
ent 





NONE 


























Characteristics: 





(maximum 


width, height 


carrying 
at one 


metric tons) 





Dimensions of support Ic 2 llows (maximum 
height in meters): 


Fixed structure 
a launcher 


Characteristics of Support Equipment Associated With Such Mi 
and Launchers 





Dimensions of support equipment are as follows (maxi im leng 
height in meters): 


Launch canister 
(Diameter) 


Missile transporter 
vehicle (number 

of missiles per 
vehicle) 


Missile erector 


Propellant tank 
(Transportable) 





























Pershing IA Pershing IB SS-i2 SS-23 

2. Shorter-Range Missiles 

(a) Missile Characteristics: 

(i) Maximum number of 
warheads per missile l i 4 4 

iii) Length of missile, with 
front section (meters) 10.55 6.13 12.38 52 

(iii) Length of 

lst stage 2.83 3.68 4.38 5.17 
2nd stage (meters) 2.67 - 5.37 - 

(iv) Maximum diameter of 

lst stage 1.02 1.02 1.01 0.97 
2nd stage (meters) 1.02 - 1.91 - 

(v) Weight of GLBM, 
in metric tons 
(without front section) 4.09 4.15 8.8 3.99 

lst stage 2.45 - 4.16 - 
2nd stage 1.64 - 4.64 - 

(b) Launcher Characteristics: 

(i) Dimensions (maximum 9.98 -60 13.26 11.76 
length, width, 2.44 2.49 3.10 3.13 
height in meters) 3.35 2.86 3.45 3.00 

(ii) Maximum number of missiles 
each launcher is capable 
of carrying or containing 
at one time 1 l l 1 

(iii) Weight (in metric tons) 8.53 12.04 30.80 24.07 

(c) Characteristics of Support Equipment Associated With Such Missiles 
and Launchers: 

Dimensions of support equipment are as follows (maximum length, 
width, height in meters): 

Missile transporter - - 13.15 11.80 

vehicle (number 3.10 3.13 

of missiles per 3.50 3.00 

vehicle) (1) (1) 

















VII. Research and Development Booster Systems 





Following are the numbers and locations for each Party of 
launchers of research and development booster sy:;tems. 


Number of 
Launchers 


l. Research and Development Launch Sites 


(a) UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


~ 


Eastern Test Range, Florida 


28 27 N 080 42 W 


Eglin AFB, Florida 5 


30 36 N 086 48 W 


White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico + 


32 30 N 106 30 W 


Green River, Utah 2 


38 00 N 109 30 W 


Poker Flats Research Range, Alaska 6 


65 07 N 147 29 W 


Roi Namur, Kwajalein 3 


09 25 N 167 28 E 


Barking Sands, Kauai, Hawaii 4 


22 06 N 159 47 W 


Western Test Range, California 1 








34 37 N 120 37 W 
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- 72 < 
Number of 
Launchers 
bon ttt | 
Cape Cod, Massachusetts l 
42 O01 N 070 07 w 
Wake Island 2 
19 18 N 166 37 E 
Wallops Island, Virginia l 
37 SIN 075 28 w 
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 
Plesetskaya 3 
62 53 N 040 52 E 
Kapustin Yar 2 
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Each Party, in signing this Memorandum of Understanding, ac- 
knowledges it is responsible for the accuracy of only its own data. 
Signature of this Memorandum of Understanding constitutes ac- 
ceptance of the categories of data and inclusion of the data con- 
tained herein. as 

This Memorandum of Understanding is an integral part of the 
Treaty. It shall enter into force on the date of entry into force of 
the Treaty and shall remain in force so long as the Treaty remains 
in force. 

Done at Washingtor. on December 8, 1987, in two copies, each in 
the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally au- 
thentic. 


FOR THE UNITED STATES OF FOR THE UNION OF SOVIET 
AMERICA: SOCIALIST, REPUBLICS: 
President of the United States General Secretary 7 the 
of America Central Committee of the CPSU 


Proroco, ON ProcEDURES GOVERNING THE ELIMINATION OF THE 
MissiLe Systems SuBJECT TO THE TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA AND THE UNION oF Soviet Sociauist Repus- 
LICS ON THE ELIMINATION OF THEIR INTERMEDIATE-RANGE AND 
SHORTER-RANGE MISSILES 


Pursuant to and in implementation of the Treaty Between the 
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub- 
lics on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter- 
Range Missiles of December 8, 1987, hereinafter referred to as the 
Treaty, the Parties hereby agree upon procedures governing the 
elimination of the missile systems subject to the Treaty. 


I. ITEMS OF MISSILE SYSTEMS SUBJECT TO ELIMINATION 
The specific items for each type of missile system to be eliminat- 


are: 
1. For the United States of America: 
Pershing-II: Missile, launcher and launch pad shelter; 
BGM-109G: Missile, launch canister and launcher; 
Pershing IA: Missile and launcher; and 
mit oa 4 IB: Missile. 
2. For the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics: 
SS-20: Missile, launch canister, launcher, missile transporter 
vehicle and fixed structure for a launcher; 
SS-4: Missile, missile transporter vehicle, missile erector, 
launch stand and propellant tanks; 
SS-5: Missile; 
SSC-X-4: Missile, launch canister and launcher; 
SS-12: Missile, launcher and missile transporter vehicle; and 
SS-23: Missile, launcher and missile transporter vehicle. 
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3. For both Parties, all training missiles, training missile stages, 
training launch canisters and training launchers shall be subject to 
elimination. 

4. For both Parties, all stages of intermediate-range and shorter- 
range GLBMs shall be subject to elimination. 

5. For both Parties, all front sections of deployed intermediate- 
range ana shorter-range missiles shall be subject to elimination. 


Il. PROCEDURES FOR ELIMINATION AT ELIMINATION FACILITIES 


1. In order to ensure the reliable determination of the type and 
number of missiles, missile stages, front sections, launch canisters, 
launchers, missile transporter vehicles, missile erectors and launch 
stands, as well as training missiles, training missile stages, training 
launch canisters and training launchers, indicated in Section I of 
this protocol, being eliminated at elimination facilities, and to pre- 
clude the possibility of restoration of such items for purposes incon- 
sistent with the provisions of the Treaty, the Parties shall fulfill 
the requirements below. 

2. The conduct of the elimination procedures for the items of mis- 
sile systems listed in paragraph 1 of this Section, except for train- 
ing missiles, training missile stages, training launch canisters and 
training launchers, shall be subject to on-site inspection in accord- 
ance with Article XI of the Treaty and the Protocol on Inspection. 
The Parties shall have the right to conduct on-site inspections to 
confirm the completion of the elimination procedures set forth in 
paragraph 11 of this Section for training missiles, training missile 
stages, training launch canisters and training launchers. The Party 
possessing such a training missile, training missile stage, training 
launch canister or training launcher shall inform the other Party 
of the name and coordinates of the elimination facility at which 
the on-site inspection may be conducted as well as the date on 
which it may be conducted. Such information shall be provided no 
less than 30 days in advance of that date. 

3. Prior to a missile’s arrival at the elimination facility, its nucle- 
ar warhead device and guidance elements may be removed. 

4. Each Party shall select the particular technological means nec- 
essary to implement the procedures required in paragraphs 10 and 
11 of this Section and to allow for on-site inspection of the conduct 
of the elimination procedures required in paragraph 10 of this Sec- 
tion in accordance with Article XI of the Treaty, this Protocol and 
the Protocol on Inspection. 

5. The initiation of the elimination of the items of missile sys- 
tems subject to this Section shall be considered to be the com- 
mencement of the procedures set forth in paragraph 10 or 11 of 
this Section. 

6. Immediately prior to the initiation of the elimination proce- 
dures set forth in paragraph 10 of this Section, an inspector from 
the Party receiving the pertinent notification required by para- 
graph 5c) of Article [IX of the Treaty shall confirm and record the 
type and number of items of missile systems, listed in paragraph 1 
of this Section, which are to be eliminated. If the inspecting Party 
deems it necessary, this shall include a visual inspection of the con- 
tents of launch canisters. 
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7. A missile stage being eliminated by burning in accordance 
with the procedures set forth in paragraph 10 of this Section shall 
not be instrumented for data collection. Prior to the initiation of 
the elimination procedures set forth in paragraph 10 of this Sec- 
tion, an inspector from the inspecting Party shall confirm that 
such missile stages are not instrumented for data collection. Those 
missile stages shall be subject to continuous observation by such an 
inspector from the time of that inspection until the burning is com- 

leted. 

. 8. The completion of the elimination procedures set forth in this 
Section, except those for training missiles, training missile stages, 
training launch canisters and training launchers, along with the 
type and number of items of missile systems for which those proce- 
dures have been completed, shall be confirmed in writing by the 
representative of the Party carrying out the elimination and by the 
inspection team leader of the other Party. The elimination of a 
training missile, training missile stage, training launch canister or 
training launcher shall be considered to have been completed upon 
completion of the procedures set forth in paragraph 11 of this Sec- 
tion and notification as re ired by paragraph 5e) of Article IX of 
the Treaty following the « vecified pursuant to paragraph 2 of 
this Section. 

9. The Parties agree that ail United States and Soviet intermedi- 
ate-range and shorter-range missiles and their associated reentry 
vehicles shall be eliminated within an agreed overall period of 
elimination. It is further agreed that all such missiles shall, in fact, 
be eliminated fifteen days prior to the end of the overall period of 
elimination. During the last fifteen days, a Party shall withdraw to 
its national territory reentry vehicles which, by unilateral decision, 
have been released from existing programs of cooperation and 
eliminate them during the same timeframe in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in this Section. 

10. The specific procedures for the elimination of the items of 
missile systems listed in paragraph 1 of this Section shall be as fol- 
lows, unless the Parties agree upon different procedures to achieve 
the same result as the procedures identified in this paragraph: 

For the Pershing II: 

Missile: 

(a) Missile stages shall be eliminated by explosive demo- 
lition or burning: 

(b) Solid fuel, rocket nozzles and motor cases not de- 
stroyed in this process shall be burned, crushed, flattened 
or destroyed by explosion; and 

(c) Front section, minus nuclear warhead device and 
guidance elements, shall be crushed or flattened. 

Launcher: 

(a) Erector-launcher mechanism shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; 

(b) All components of erector-launcher mechanism shall 
be cut at locations that are not assembly joints into two 
pieces of approximately equal size; 

(c) Missile launch support equipment, including external 
instrumentation compartments, shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; and 
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(d) Launcher chassis shall be cut at a location that is not 
an assembly joint into two pieces of approximately equal 


size. 
For the BGM-109G: 
(a) Missile airframe shall be cut longitudinally into two 


ieces, 
4 (b) Wings and tail section shail be severed from missile 
airframe at locations that are not assembly joints; and 

(c) Front section, minus nuclear warhead device and 
guidance elements, shall be crushed or flattened. 

Launch Canister: 

Launch canister shall be crushed, flattened, cut into two 
pieces of approximately equal size or destroyed by explo- 
sion. 

Launcher: 

(a) Erector-launcher mechanism shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; 

(b) All components of erector-launcher mechanism shall 
be cut at locations that are not assembly joints into two 
pieces of approximately equal size; 

(c) Missile launch support equipment, including external 
instrumentation compartments, shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; and 

(d) Launcher chassis shall be cut at a location that is not 
an assembly joint into two pieces of approximately equal 


size. 
For the Pershing IA: 
Missile: 

(a) Missile stages shall be eliminated by explosive demo- 
lition or burning; 

(b) Solid fuel, rocket nozzles and motor cases not de- 
stroyed in this process shall be burned, crushed, flattened 
or destroyed by explosion; and 

(c) Front section, minus nuclear warhead device and 
guidance elements, shall be crushed or flattened. 

Launcher: 

(a) Erector-launcher mechanism shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; 

(b) All components of erector-launcher mechanism shall 
be cut at locations that are not assembly joints into two 
pieces of approximately equal size; 

(c) Missile launch support equipment, including external 
instrumentation compartments, shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; and 

(d) Launcher chassis shall be cut at a location that is not 
an assembly joint into two pieces of approximately equal 
size. 

For the Pershing IB: 
Missile: 

(a) Missile stage shall be eliminated by explosive demoli- 

tion or burning; 
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(b) Solic. fuel, rocket nozzle and motor case not destroyed 
in this process shall be burned, crushed, flattened or de- 
stroyed ly explosion; and 

(c) Front section, minus nuclear warhead device and 
guidance elements, shall be crushed or flattened. 

For the SS-20: 
Missile: 

(a) Missile shall be eliminated by explosive demolition of 

the missile in its launch canister or by burning missile 


stages; 

(b) Solid fuel, rocket nuzzles and motor cases not de- 
stroyed in this process shall be burned, crushed, flattened 
or destroyed by explosion; and 

(c) Front section, including reentry vehicles, minus nu- 
clear warhead devices, and instrumentation compartment, 
minus guidance elements, shall be crushed or flattened. 

Launch Canister: 

Launch canister shall be destroyed by explosive demolli- 
tion together with a missile, or shall be destroyed sepa- 
rately by explosion, cut into two pieces of approximately 
equal size, crushed or flattened. 

Launcher: 

(a) Erector-launcher mechanism shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; 

(b) All components of erector-launcher mechanism shall 
be cut at locations that are not assembly joints into two 
pieces of approximately equal size; 

(c) Missile launch support equipment, including external 
instrumentation compartments, shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; 

(d) Mountings of erector-launcher mechanism and 
launcher leveling supports shall be cut off launcher chas- 
sis; 

(e) Launcher leveling supports shall be cut at locations 
that are not assembly joints into two pieces of approxi- 
mately equal size; and 

(f} A portion of the launcher chassis, at least 0.78 meters 
in length, shall be cut off aft of the rear axle. 

Missile Transporter Vehicle: 

(a) All mechanisms associated with missile loading and 
mounting shall be removed from transporter vehicle chas- 
sis; 

(b) All mountings of such mechanisms shall be cut off 
transporter vehicle chassis; 

(c) All components of the mechanisms associated with 
missile loading and mounting shall be cut at locations that 
are not assembly joints into two peices of approximately 
equa! size; 

(d) External instrumentation eompartments shall be re- 
moved from transporter vehicle chassis; 

(e) Transporter vehicle leveling supports shall be cut off 
transporter vehicle chassis and cut at locations that are 
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not assembly joints into two pieces of approximately equal 
size; and 

(f) A portion of the transporter vehicle chassis, at least 
0.78 meters in length, shall be cut off aft of the rear axle. 

For the SS-4: 
Missile: 

(a) Nozzles of propulsion system shall be cut off 2t loca- 
tions that are not assembly joints; : 

(b) All propellant tanks shall be cut into two pieces of 
approximately equal size; 

(c) Instrumentation compartment, minus guidance ele- 
ments, shall be cut into two pieces of approximately equal 
size; and 

(d) Front section, minus nuclear warhead device, shall be 
crushed or flattened. 

Launch Stand: 

Launch stand components shall be cut at locations that 
are not assembly joints into two peices of approximately 
equal size. 

Missile Erector: 

(a) Jib, missile erector leveling supports and missile erec- 
tor mechanism shall be cut off missile erector at locations 
that are not assembly joints; and 

(b) Jib and missile erector leveling supports shall be cut 
into two pieces of approximately equal size. 

Missile Tranporter Vehicle: 

Mounting components for a missile and for a missile 
erector mechanism as well as supports for erecting a mis- 
sile onto a launcher shall be cut off transporter vehicle at 
locations that are not assembly joints. 

For the SS-5: 
Missile: 

(a) Nozzles of propulsion system shall be cut off at loca- 
tions that are not assembly joints; 

(b) All propellant tanks shall be cut into two pieces of 
approximately equal size; and 

(c) Instrumentation compartment, minus guidance ele- 
ments, shall be cut into two pieces of approximately equal 
size. 

For the SSC-X-4: 
Missile: 

(a) Missile airframe shall be cut longitudinally into two 
pieces; 

(b) Wings and tail section shall be severed from missile 
airframe at locations that are not assembly joints; and 

(c) Front section, minus nuclear warhead device and 
guidance elements, shall be crushed or flattened. 

Launch Canister: 

Launch canister shal! be crushed, flattened, cut into two 
pieces of approximately equal size or destroyed by explo- 
sion. 

Launcher: 

(a) Erector-launcher mechanism shall be removed from 

launcher chassis; 
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(b) All components of erector-launcher mechanism shall 
be cut at locations that are not assembly joints from two 
pieces of approximately equal size; 

ic) Missile launch support equipment, including external 
instrumentation compartments, shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; 

| (d) Mountings of erector-launcher mechanism and 
| launcher leveling supports shall be cut off launcher chas- 
sis; 

‘e) Launcher leveling supports shall be cut at locations 
that are not assembly joints into two pieces of approxi- 
mately equal size; and 

(f) The launcher chassis shall be severed at a location de- 
termined by measuring no more than 0.70 meters rear- 
ward from the rear axle. 

For the SS-12: 
Missile: 

(a) Missile shall be eliminated by explosive demolition or 
by burning missile stages; 

(b) Solid fuel, rocket nozzles and motor cases not de- 
troyed in this process shall be burned, crushed, flattened 
or destroyed by explosion; and 

ic) Front section, minus nuclear warhead device, and in- 
strumentation compartment, minus guidance elements, 
shall be crushed, flattened or destroyed by explosive demo- 
lition together with a missile. 

Launcher: 

(a) Erector-launcher mechanism shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; 

(b) All components of erector-launcher mechanism shall 
be cut at locations that are not assembly joints into two 
pieces of approximately equal size; 

(c) Missile launch support equipment, including external 
instrumentation compartments, shall be removed from 
launcher chassis; 

id) Mountings of erector-launcher mechanism and 
launcher leveling supports shall be cut off launcher chas- 
sis; 

‘e) Launcher leveling supports shall be cut at locations 
that are not assembly joints into two pieces of approxi- 
mately equal size; and 

(f) A portion of the launcher chassis, at least 1.10 meters 
in length, shall be cut off aft of the rear axle 

Missile Transporter Vehicle. 

(a) All mechanisms associated with missile loading and 
mounting shall be removed from transporter vehicle chas- 
sis; 

(b) All mountings of such mechanisms shall be cut off 
transporter vehicle chassis; 

ic) All components of the mechanisms associated with 
missile loading and mounting shall be cut at locations that 
are not assembly joints into two pieces of approximately 
equal size: 
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(d) External instrumentation compartments shall be re- 
moved from transporter vehicle chassis; 

(e) Transporter vehicle leveling supports shall be cut off 
transporter vehicle chassis and cut at locations that are 
not assembly joints into two pieces of approximately equal 
size; and 

(f) A portion of the transporter vehicle chassis, at least 
1.10 meters in length, shall be cut off aft of the rear axle. 

For the SS-2.3: 
Missile: 

(a) Missile shall be eliminated by explosive demolition or 
by burning the missile stage; 

(b) Solid fuel, rocket nozzle and motor case not destroyed 
in this process shall be burned, crushed, flattened or de- 
stroyed by explosion; and 

(c) Front section, minus nuclear warhead device, and in- 
strumentation compartment, minus guidance elements, 
shall be crushed, flattened, or destroyed by explosive dem- 
olition together with a missile. 

Launcher: 

(a) Erector-launcher mechanism shall be removed from 
launcher body; 

(b) All components of erector-launcher mechanism shall 
be cut at locations that are not assembly joints into two 
pieces of approximately equal size; 

(c) Missile launch support equipment shall be removed 
from launcher body; 

(d) Mountings of erector-launcher mechanism and 
launcher leveling supports shall be cut off launcher body; 

(e) Launcher leveling supports shall be cut at locations 
that are not assembly joints into two pieces of approxi- 
mately equal size; 

(f) Each environmental cover of the launcher body shall 
be removed and cut into two pieces of approximately equal 
size; and 

(g) A portion of the launcher body, at least 0.85 meters 
in length, shall be cut off aft of the rear axle. 

Missile Transporter Vehicle: 

(a) All mechanisms associated with missile loading and 
mounting shall be removed from transporter vehicle body; 

(b) All mountings of such mechanisms shall be cut off 
transporter vehicle body, 

(c) All components of mechanisms associated with mis- 
sile loading and mountin~ shall be cut at locations that 
are not assembly joints into two pieces of approximately 
equal size; 

(d) Control equipment of the mechanism associated with 
missile loading shall be removed from transporter vehicle 

y; 
(e) Transporter vehicle leveling supports shall be cut off 
transporter vehicle body and cut at locations that are not 
— joints into two pieces of approximately equal 
size; an 
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(f) A portion of the transporter vehicle body, at least 0.85 
meters in length, shall be cut off aft of the rear axle. 

11. The specific procedures for the elimination of the training 
missiles, training missile stages, training launch canisters and 
training launchers indicated in paragraph 1 of this Section shall be 
as follows: 

Training Missile and Training Missile Stage: 

Training missile and training missile stage shall be 
crushed, flattened, cut into two pieces of approximately 
equal size or destroyed by explosion. 

Training Launch Canister: 

Training launch canister shall be crushed, flattened, cut 
into two pieces of approximately equal size or destroyed by 
explosion. 

Training Launcher: 

Training launcher chassis shall be cut at the same loca- 
tion designated in paragraph 10 of this Section for launch- 
er of the same type of missile. 


Ill. ELIMINATION OF MISSILES BY MEANS OF LAUNCHING 


1. Elimination of missiles by means of launching pursuant to 
paragraph 5 of Article X of the Treaty shall be subject to on-site 
inspection in accordance with paragraph 7 of Article XI of the 
Treaty and the Protocol on Inspection. Immediately prior to each 
launch conducted for the purpose of elimination, an inspector from 
the inspecting Party shall confirm by visual observation the type of 
missile to be launched. 

2. All missiles being eliminated by means of launching shall be 
launched from designated elimination facilities to existing impact 
areas for such missiles. No such missile shall be used as a target 
vehicle for a ballistic missile interceptor. 

3. Missiles being eliminated by means of launching shall be 
launched one at a time, and no less than six hours shall elapse be- 
tween such launches. 

4. Such launches shall involve ignition of all missile stages. Nei- 
ther Party shall transmit or recover data from missiles being elimi- 
nated by means of launching except for unencrypted data used for 
range safety purposes. 

5. The completion of the elimination procedures set forth in this 
Section, and the type and number of missiles for which those proce- 
dures have been completed, shall be confirmed in writing by the 
representative of the Party carrying out the elimination and by the 
inspection team leader of the other Party. 

6. A missile shall be considered to be eliminated by means of 
launching after completion of the procedures set forth in this Sec- 
tion and upon notification required by paragraph 5/e) of Article IX 
of the Treaty. 


IV. PROCEDURES FOR ELIMINATION IN SITU 


1. Support Structures: 
(a) Support structures listed in Section I of this Protocol 
shall be eliminated in situ. 
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(b) The initiation of the elimination of support structures 
shall be considered to be the commencement of the elimination 
procedures required in paragraph lid) of this Section. 

(c) The eliminaticn of support structures shall be subject to 
verification by on-site inspection in accordance with paragraph 
4 of Article XI of the Treaty. 

(d) The specific elimination procedures for support structures 
shall be as follows: 

(i) the superstructure of the fixed structure or shelter 
shall be dismantled or demolished, and removed from its 
base or foundation; 

(ii) the base or foundation of the fixed structure or shel- 
ter shall be destroyed by excavation or explosion; 

(iii) the destroyed based or foundation of a fixed struc 
ture or shelter shall remain visible to national technical 
means of verification for six months or until completion of 
an on-site inspection conducted in accordance with Article 
XI of the Treaty; and 

(iv) upon completion of the above requirements, the 
elimination procedures shall be considered to have been 
completed. 

2. Propellant Tanks for SS-4 Missiles: 

Fixed and transportable propellant tanks for SS-4 missiles 
shall be removed from launch sites. 

3. Training Missiles, Training Missile Stages, Training Launch 
Canisters and Training Launchers: 

(a) Training missiles, training missile stages, training launch 
canisters and training launchers not eliminated at elimination 
facilities shall be eliminated in situ. 

(b) Training missiles, training missile stages, training launch 
canisters and training launchers being eliminated in situ shall 
be eliminated in accordance with the specific procedures set 
forth in paragraph 11 of Section II of this Protocol. 

(c) Each Party shall have the right to conduct an on-site in- 
spection to confirm the completion of the elimination proce- 
dures for training missiles, training missile stages, training 
launch cansisters and training launchers. 

(d) The Party possessing such a training missile, training 
missile stage, training launch canister or training launcher 
shall inform the other Party of the place-name and coordinates 
of the location at which the on-site inspection provided for in 
paragraph 3(c) of this Section may be conducted as well as the 
date on which it may be conducted. Such information shall be 
provided ‘ho less than 30 days in advance of that date. 

(e) Elimination of a training missile, training missile stage, 
training launch canister or training launcher shall be consid- 
ered to have been completed upon the completion of the proce- 
dures required by this paragraph and upon notification as re- 
quired by paragraph 5(e) of Article IX of the Treaty following 
the date specified pursuant to paragraph 3(d) of this Section. 























163 
V. OTHER TYPES OF ELIMINATION 


1. Loss or Accidental Destruction: 

(a) If an item listed in Section I of this Protocol is lost or de- 
stroyed as a result of an accident, the possessing Party shall 
notify the other Party within 48 hours, as required in para- 
graph ie) of Article IX of the Treaty, that the item has been 
eliminated. 

(b) Such notification shall include the type of the eliminated 
item, its approximate or assumed location and the circum- 
stances related to the loss or accidental destruction. 

(c) In such a case, the other Party shall have the right to 
conduct an inspection of the specific point at which the acci- 
dent occurred to provide confidence that the item has been 
eliminated. 

2. Static Display: 

(a) The Parties shall have the right to eliminate missiles, 
launch canisters and launchers, as well as training missiles, 
training launch canisters and training launchers, listed in Sec- 
tion I of this Protocol by placing them on static display. Each 
Party shall be limited to a total of 15 missiles, 15 launch canis- 
ters and 15 launchers on such static dispaly. 

(b) Prior to being placed on static display, a missile, launch 
canister or launcher shall be rendered unusable for purposes 
inconsistent with the Treaty. Missile propellant shall be re- 
moved and erector-launcher mechanisms shall be rendered in- 
operative. 

(c) The Party possessing a missile, launch canister or launch- 
er, as well as a training missile, training launch canister or 
training launcher that is to be eliminated by placing it on 
static display shall provide the other Party with the place- 
name and coordinates of the location at which such a missile, 
launch canister or launcher is to be on static display, as well 
as the location at which the on-site inspection provided for in 
paragraph 2(d) of this Section, may take place. 

(d) Each Party shall have the right to conduct an on-site in- 
spection of such a missile, launch canister or launcher within 
60 days of receipt of the notification required in paragraph 2(c) 
of this Section. 

(e) Elimination of a missile, launch canister or launcher, as 
well as training missile, training launch canister or training 
launcher, by placing it on static display shall be considered to 
have been completed upon completion of the procedures re- 
quired by this paragraph and notification as required by para- 
graph 5e) of Article IX of the Treaty. 

This Protocol is an integral part of the Treaty. It shall enter into 
force on the date of the entry into force of the Treaty and shall 
remain in force so long as the Treaty remains in force. As provided 
for in paragraph l(b) of Article XIII of the Treaty, the Parties may 
agree upon such measures as may be necessary to improve the via- 
bility and effectiveness of this Protocol. Such measures shall not be 
deemed amendments to the Treaty. 
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DONE at Washington on December 8, 1987, in two copies, each 
in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally au- 
thentic. 


FOR THE UNITED STATES OF FOR THE UNION OF SOVIET 
AMERICA: SOCIALIST PUBLICS: 





President of the United States General Secretary Pf the 
of America Central Committee of the CPSU 


Protoco. REGARDING INSPECTIONS RELATING TO THE TREATY BeE- 
TWEEN THE UNirep States OF AMERICA AND THE UNION OF SOVIET 
SociAList REPUBLICS ON THE ELIMINATION OF THEIR INTERMEDI- 
ATE-RANGE AND SHORTER-RANGE MISSILES 


Pursuant to and in implementation of the Treaty Between the 
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub- 
lics on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter- 
Range Missiles of December 8, 1987, hereinafter referred to as the 
Treaty, the Parties hereby agree upon procedures governing the 
conduct of inspections provided for in Article XI of the Treaty. 


I. DEFINITIONS 


For the purposes of this Protocol, the Treaty, the Memorandum 
of Understanding and the Protocol on Elimination: 

1. The term “inspected Party’ means the Party to the Treaty 
whose sites are subject to inspection as provided for by Article XI 
of the Treaty. 

2. The term “inspecting Party” means the Party to the Treaty 
carrying out an inspection. 

3. The term “inspector” means an individual designated by one 
of the Parties to carry out inspections and included on that Party’s 
list of inspectors in accordance with the provisions of Section III of 
this Protocol. 

4. The term “inspection team” means the group of inspectors as- 
signed by the inspecting Party to conduct a particular inspection. 

5. The term “inspection site’ means an area, location or facility 
at which an inspection is carried out. 

6. The term ‘‘period of inspection’’ means the period of time from 
arrival of the inspection team at the inspection site until its depar- 
ture from the inspection site, exclusive of time spent on any pre- 
and post-inspection procedures. 

7. The term “point of entry’’ means: Washington, D.C., or San 
Francisco, California, the United States of America; Brussels (Na- 
tional Airport), The Kingdom of Belgium; Frankfurt (Rhein Main 
Airbase), The Federal Republic of Germany; Rome (Ciampino), The 
Republic of Italy; Schiphol, The Kingdom of the Netherlands; RAF 
Greenham Common, The United Kingdom of Great Britain and 


Northern Ireland; Moscow, or Irkutsk, the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics; Schkeuditz Airport, the German Democratic Republic; 
and International Airport Ruzyne, the Czechoslovak Socialist Re- 
public. 
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8 The term “in-courtry period” means the period from the arriv- 
al of the inspection team at the point of entry until its departure 
from the country through the point of entry 

9. The term “in-country escort” means individuals specified by 
the inspected Party to accompany and assist inspectors and aircrew 
members as necessary throughout the in-country period. 

10. The term “aircrew member” means an individual who per- 
forms duties related to the operation of an airplane and who is in- 
cluded on a Party's list of aircrew members in accordance with the 
provisions of Section III of this Protocol. 


Il. GENERAL OBLIGATIONS 


1. For the purpose of ensuring verification of compliance with 
the provisions of the Treaty, each Party shall facilitate inspection 
by the other Party pursuant to this Protocol. 

2. Each Party takes note of the assurances received from the 
other Party regarding understandings reached between the other 
Party and the basing countries to the effect that the basing coun- 
tries have agreed to the conduct of inspections, in accordance with 
the provisions of this Protocol, on their territories. 


Ill. PRE-INSPECTION REQUIREMENTS 


1. Inspections to ensure verification of compliance by the Parties 
with the obligations assumed under the Treaty shall be carried out 
by inspectors designated in accordance with paragraphs 3 and 4 of 
this Section. 

2. No later than one day after entry into force of the Treaty, 
each Party shall provide to the other Party: a list of its proposed 
inspectors who will carry out inspections pursuant to paragraphs 3, 
4, 5, 7 and & of Article XI of the Treaty; and a list of its proposed 
inspectors who will carry out inspection activities pursuant to 
paragraph 6 of Article XI of the Treaty. None of these lists shall 
contain at any time more than 200 individuals. 

3. Each Party shall review the lists of inspectors and aircrew 
members proposed by the other Party. With respect to an individ- 
ual included on the list of proposed inspectors who will carry out 
inspection activities pursuant to paragraph 6 of Article XI of the 
Treaty, if such an individual is unacceptable to the Party review- 
ing the list, that Party shall, within 20 days, so inform the Party 
providing the list, and the individual shall be deemed not accepted 
and shall be deleted from the list. With respect to an individual on 
the list of proposed aircrew members or the list of proposed inspec- 
tors who will carry out inspections pursuant to paragraphs 3, 4, 5, 
7 and 8 of Article XI of the Treaty, each Party, within 20 days 
after the receipt of such lists, shall inform the other Party of its 
agreement to the designation of each inspector and aircrew 
— nroposed. Inspectors shall be citizens of the inspecting 

arty. 

4. Each Party shall have the right to amend its lists of inspectors 
and aircrew members. New inspectors and aircrew members shall 
be designated in the same manner as set forth in paragraph 3 of 
this Section with respect to the initial lists. 
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5. Within 30 days of receipt of the initial lists of inspectors and 
aircrew merubers, or of subsequent changes thereto, the Party re- 
ceiving such information shall provide, or shall ensure the provi- 
sion of, such visas and other documents to each individual to whom 
it has agreed as may be required to ensure that each inspector or 
aircrew member may enter and remain in the territory of the 
Party or basing country in which an inspection site is located 
throughout the in-country period for the purpose of carrying out 
inspection activities in accordance with the provisions of this Proto- 
col. Such visas and documents shall be valid for a period of at least 
24 months. 

6. To exercise their functions effectively, inspectors and aircrew 
members shall be accorded, throughout the in-country period, privi- 
leges and immunities in the country of the inspection site as set 
forth in the Annex to this Protocol. 

7. Without prejudice to their privileges and immunities, inspec- 
tors and aircrew members shall! be obliged to respect the laws and 
regulations of the State on whose territory an inspection is carried 
out and shall be obliged not to interfere in the internal affairs of 
that State. In the event the inspected Party determines that an in- 
spector or aircrew member of the other Party has violated the con- 
ditions governing inspection activities set forth in this Protocol, or 
has ever committed a criminal offense on the territory of the in- 
spected Party or a basing country, or has ever been sentenced for 
committing a criminal offense or expelled by the inspected Party or 
a basing country, the inspected Party making such a determination 
shall so notify the inspecting Party, which shall immediately strike 
the individual from the lists of inspectors or the list of aircrew 
members. If, at that time, the individual is on the territory of the 
inspected Party or a basing country, the inspecting Party shall im- 
mediately remove that individual from the country. 

8. Within 30 days after entry into force of the Treaty, each Party 
shall inform the other Party of the standing diplomatic clearance 
number for airplanes of the party transporting inspectors and 
equipment necessary for inspection into and out of the territory of 
the Party or basing country in which an inspection site is located. 
Aircraft routings to and from the designated point of entry shall be 
along established international airways that are agreed upon by 
the Parties as the basis for such diplomatic clearance. 


IV. NOTIFICATIONS 


1. Notification of an intention to conduct an inspection shall be 
made through the Nuclear Risk Reduction Centers. The receipt of 
this notification shall be acknowledged through the Nuclear Risk 
Reduction Centers by the inspected Party within one hour of its re- 
ceipt. 

(a) For inspections conducted pursuant to paragraphs 3, 4 or 
5 of Article XI of the Treaty, such notifications shall be made 
no less than 16 hours in advance of the estimated time of ar- 
rival of the inspection team at the point of entry and shall in- 
clude: 
(i) the point of entry; 
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(ii) the date and estimated time of arrival at the point of 
entry; 

(iii) the date and time when the specification of the in- 
spection site wili ve provided; and 

(iv) the names of inspectors and aircrew members. 

(b) For inspections conducted pursuant to paragraphs 7 or 8 
of Article XI of the Treaty, such notifications shall be made no 
less than 72 hours in advance of the estimated time of arrival 
of the inspection team at the point of entry and shall include: 

(i) the point of entry; 

(ii) the date and estimated time of arrival at the point of 
entry; 

(iii) the site to be inspected and the type of inspection; 
and 

(iv) the names of inspectors and aircrew members. 

2. The date and time of the specification of the inspection site as 
notified pursuant to paragraph lia) of this Section shall fall within 
the following time intervals: 

(a) for inspections conducted pursuant to paragraph 4 or 5 of 
Article XI of the Treaty, neither less than four hours nor more 
than 24 hours after the estimated date and time of arrival at 
the point of entry; and 

(b) for inspections conducted pursuant to paragraph 3 of Ar- 
ticle XI of the Treaty, neither less than four hours nor more 
than 48 hours after the estimated date and time of arrival at 
the point of entry. 

3. The inspecting Party shall provide the inspected Party with a 
flight plan, through the Nuclear Risk Reduction Centers, for its 
flight from the last airfield prior to entering the airspace of the 
country in which the inspection site is located to the point of entry, 
no less than six hours before the scheduled departure time from 
that airfield. Such a plan shall be filed in accordance with the pro- 
cedures of the International Civil Aviation Organization applicable 
to civil aircraft. The inspecting Party shall include in the remarks 
section of each flight plan the standing diplomatic clearance 
number and the notation: “Inspection aircraft. Priority clearance 
processing required.” 

4. No less than three hours prior to the scheduled departure of 
the inspection team from the last airfield prior to entering the air- 
space of the country in which the inspection is to take place, the 
inspected Party shall ensure that the flight plan filec in accord- 
ance with paragraph 3 of this Section is approved so that the in- 
spection team may arrive at the point of entry by ‘}:e estimated ar- 
rival time. 

5. Either Party may change the point or points of entry to the 
territories of the countries within which its deployment areas, mis- 
sile operating bases or missile suport facilities are located, by 
giving notice of such change to the other Party. A change in a 
point of entry shall become effective five months after receipt of 
such notification by the other Party. 
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VY. ACTIVITIES BEGINNING UPON ARRIVAL AT THE POINT OF ENTRY 


1. The in-country escort and a diplomatic aircrew escort accredit- 
ed to the Government of either the inspected Party or the basing 
country in which the inspection site is located shall meet the in- 
spection team and aircrew members at the point of entry as soon 
as the airplane of the inspecting Party lands. The number of air- 
crew members for each airplane shall not exceed ten. The in-coun- 
try escort shall expedite the entry of the inspection team and air- 
crew, their baggage, and equipment and supplies necessary for in- 
s ection, into the country in which the inspection site is located. A 
diplomatic aircrew escort shall have the right to accompany and 
assist aircrew members throughout the in-country period. In the 
case of an inspection taking place on the territory of a basing coun- 
try, the in-country escort may include representatives of that 
basing country. 

2. An inspector shall be considered to have assumed his duties 
upon arrival at the point of entry on the territory of the inspected 
Party or a basing country, and shall be considered to have ceased 
performing those duties when he has left the territory of the in- 
spected Party or basing country. 

3. Each Party shall ensure that equipment and supplies are 
exempt from all customs duties. 

4. Equipment and supplies which the inspecting Party brings 
into the country in which an inspection site is located shall be sub- 
ject to examination at the point of entry each time they are 
brought into that country. This examination shall be completed 
prior to the departure of the inspection team from the point of 
entry to conduct an inspection. Such equipment and supplies shall 
be examined by the in-country escort in the presence of the inspec- 
tion team members to ascertain to the satisfaction of each Party 
that the equipment and supplies cannot perform functions uncon- 
nected with the inspection requirements of the Treaty. If it is es- 
tablished upon examination that the equipment or supplies are un- 
connected with these inspection requirements, then they shall not 
be cleared for use and shall be impounded at the point of entry 
until the departure of the inspection team from the country where 
the inspection is conducted. Storage of the inspecting Party's equip- 
ment and supplies at each point of entry shall be within tamper- 
proof containers within a secure facility. Access to each secure fa- 
cility shall be controlled by a ‘dual key’ system requiring the pres- 
ence of both Parties to gain access to the equipment and supplies. 

5. Throughout the in-country period, the inspected Party shall 
provide, or arrange for the provision of, meals, lodging, work space, 
transportation and, as necessary, medical care for the inspection 
team and aircrew of the inspecting Party. All the costs in connec- 
tion with the stay of inspectors carrying out inspection activities 
pursuant to paragraph 6 of Article XI of the Treaty, on the terri- 
tory of the inspected Party, including meals, services, lodging, work 
space, transportation and medical care shall be borne by the in- 
specting Party 

6. The inspected Party shall provide parking, security protection, 
servicing and fuel for the airplane of the inspecting Party at the 











point of entry. The inspecting Party shall bear the cost of such fuel 
and servicing. 


VI. GENERAL RULES FOR CONDUCTING INSPECTIONS 


1. Inspectors shal] discharge their functions in accordance with 
this Protoco]. 
2. Inspectors Shall not disclose information received during in- 
spections except with the ©xpress permission of the inspecting 
e 


unnecessarily hampering or delaying the Operation of a facility or 
taking actions affecting its safe Operation. 


y 
the inspected Party throughout the in-country Period. Except as 
otherwise provided in this Protocol, the movement and travel of in- 
Spectors and aircrew members shall be at the discretion of the in- 
country escort. 

. Inspectors carrying out ins tion activities pursuant to para- 
8raph 6 of Article XI of the Treaty Shall be allowed to travel 


7. Inspectors Shall have the right throughout the period of in- 
Spection to be in communication with the embassy of the inspect- 


vided by the inspected Party. 
8. At the inspection Site, representatives of the inspected facility 
Shall be included among the in-country escort. 


above, shal] also be agreed upon within 30 days after entry into 
force of the Treaty. During inspections conducted pursuant to para- 
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graph 3, 4, 5(a), 7 or 8 of Article XI of the Treaty, the inspection 
team may use any of the equipment listed above, except for cam- 
eras, which shall be for use only by the inspected Party at the re- 
quest of the mapeens Party. oe —— conducted pursu- 
ant to paragra b) of Article XI of the Trea ty, all measurements 
shall be made by the inspected Party at the request of the inspect- 

Party. At the request of inspectors, the in-country escort shall 
~ 5 photographs of the oe facilities using the inspecting 
Party's s camera systems which are capable of producing duplicate, 
instant development photographic prints. Each Party shall receive 
one copy of every photograph. 

10. For srr" conducted pursuant to ere 3, 4, 5, 7 or 
8 of Article XI of the Treaty, inspectors shall permit the in-country 
escort to observe the equipment used during the inspection by the 
inspection team. 

11. Measurements recorded during inspections shall be certified 
by the signature of a member of the inspection team and a member 
of the in-country escort when they are taken. Such certified data 
shall be included in th in the inspection report. 

12. Inspectors shall have the right to request clarifications in 
connection with ambiguities that arise during an inspection. Such 
requests shall be made promptly through the in-country escort. The 
in-country escort shall provide the inspection team, during the in- 

ion, with such clarifications as may be necessary to remove 

e ambiguity. In the event questions relating to an object or build- 
ing located within the inspection site are not resolved, the inspect- 
ed Party shall photograph the object or building as requested by 
the inspecti arty for the purpose of clarifying its nature and 
function. If the ambiguity cannot be anode during the inspec- 
tion, then the question, relevant clarifications and a copy of any 
photographs taken shall be included in the inspection report. 

13. In carrying out their activities, inspectors shall observe safety 
regulations established at the inspection site, including those for 
the protection of controlled environments within a facility and for 
~~ safety. Individual protective clothing and equipment shall 

provided by the lasnestedl Party, as necessary 

14. For inspections pursuant to paragraphs 4 4, 5, 7 or 8 of Arti- 
cle XI of the Treaty, pre-inspection procedures, including briefings 
and safety-related activities, shall begin upon arrival of the inspec- 
tion team at the inspection site and shall be completed within one 
hour. The pe team shall begin the inspection immediately 
upon — letion of the pre-inspection procedures. The period of in- 
spection shall not exceed 24 hours, except for inspections pursuant 
te paragraph 6, 7, or 8 of Article XI of the Treaty. The period of 
inspection may be extended, by agreement with the in-country 
escort, by no more than eight hours. Post-inspection procedures, 
which include completing the inspection report in accordance with 
the provisions of Section XI of this Protocol, shall begin immediate- 
ly upon completion of the inspection and shall be completed at the 
inspection site within four hours. 

15. An inspection team conducting an inspection pursuant to Ar- 
ticle XI of the Treaty shall include no more than ten inspectors, 
except for an inspection team con ucting an inspection pursuant to 
paragraphs 7 or § of that Article, which shall include no more than 
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20 inspectors and an inspection team conducting inspection activi- 
ties pursuant to paragraph 6 of that Article, which shall include no 
more than 30 inspectors. At least two inspectors on each team 
must speak the language of the inspected Party. An inspection 
team shal] operate under the direction of the team leader and 
deputy team leader. Upon arrival at the inspection site, the inspec- 
tion team may divide itself into subgroups consisting of no fewer 
than two inspectors each. There shall be no more than one inspec- 
tion team at an inspection site at any time. 

16. Except in the case of inspections conducted pursuant to para- 
graphs 3, 4, 7 or 8 of Article XI of the Treaty, upon completion of 
the post-inspection procedures, the inspection team shall return 
promptly to the noint of entry from which it commenced inspection 
activities and shall then leave, within 24 hours, the territory of the 
country in which the inspection site is located, using its own air- 
plane. In the case of inspections conducted pursuant to paragraphs 
3, 4, 7 or 8 of Article XI of the Treaty, if the inspection team in- 
tends to conduct another inspection it shall either: 

(a) notify the inspected Party of its intent upon return to the 
point of entry; or 
(b) notify the inspected Party of the type of inspection and 
the inspection site upon completion of the post-inspection pro- 
cedures. In this case it shall be the responsibility of the in- 
spected Party to ensure that the inspection team reaches the 
next inspection site without unjustified delay. The inspected 
Party shall determine the means of transportation and route 
involved in such travel. 
With respect to subparagraph (a), the procedures set forth in para- 
graph 7 of Section V of this Protocol and paragraphs 1 and 2 of 
Section VII of this Protocol shall apply. 


VIL. Inspections CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPHS 3, 4 oR 5 
oF ARTICLE XI OF THE TREATY 


1. Within one hour after the time for the specification of the in- 
spection site notified pursuant to paragraph l(a) of Section IV of 
this Protocol, the inspected Party shall implement pre-inspection 
movement restrictions at the inspection site, which shall remain in 
effect until the inspection team arrives at the inspection site. 
During the period that pre-inspection movement restrictions are in 
effect, missiles, stages of such missiles, launchers or support equip- 
ment subject to the Treaty shall not be removed from the inspec- 
tion site. 

2. The inspected Party shall transport the inspection team from 
the point of entry to the inspection site so that the inspection team 
arrives at the inspection site no later than nine hours after the 
time for the specification of the inspection site notified pursuant to 
paragraph l(a) of Section IV of this Protocol. 

3. In the event that an inspection is conducted in a basing coun- 
try, the aircrew of the inspected Party may include representatives 
of the basing country. 

4. Neither Party shall conduct more than one inspection pursu- 
ant to paragraph 5b) of Article XI of the Treaty at any one time, 
more than one inspection pursuant to paragraph 5b) of Article XI 
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of the Treaty at any one time, or more than 10 inspections pursu- 
ant to paragraph 3 of Article XI of the Treaty at any one time. 

5. The boundaries of the inspection site at the facility to be in- 
spected shall be the boundaries of that facility set forth in the 
Memorandum of Understanding. 

6. Except in the case of an inspection conducted pursuant to 
paragraphs 4 or 5(b) of Article XI of the Treaty, upon arrival of the 
inspection team at the inspection site, the in-country escort shall 
inform the inspection team leader of the number of missiles, stages 
of missiles, launchers, support structures and support equipment at 
the site that are subject to the Treaty and provide the inspection 
team leader with a diagram of the inspection site indicating the lo- 
cation of these missiles, stages of missiles, launchers, support struc- 
tures and support equipment at the inspection site. 

7. Subject to the procedures of paragraphs 8 through 14 of this 
Section, inspectors shall have the right to inspect the entire inspec- 
tion site, including the interior of structures, containers or vehi- 
cles, or including covered objects, whose dimensions are equal to or 
greater than the dimensions specified in Section VI of the Memo- 
randum of Understanding for the missiles, stages of such missiles, 
launchers or support equipment of the inspected Party. 

8. A missile, a stage of such a missile or a launcher subject to the 
Treaty shall be subject to inspection only by external visual obser- 
vation, including measuring, as necessary, the dimensions of such a 
missile, stage of such a missile or launcher. A container that the 
inspected Party declares to contain a missile or stage of »: missile 
subject to the Treaty, and which is not sufficiently large to be capa- 
ble of containing more than one missile or stage of such a missile 
of the inspected Party subject to the Treaty, shall be subject to in- 
spection only by external visual observation, including measuring, 
as necessary, the dimensions of such a container to confirm that it 
cannot contain more than one missile or stage of such a missile of 
the inspected Party subject to the Treaty. Except as provided for in 
paragraph 14 of this Section, a container that is sufficiently large 
to contain a missile or stage of such a missile of the inspected 
Party subject to the Treaty that the inspected Party declares not to 
contain a missile or stage of such a missile subject to the Treaty 
shall be subject to inspection only by means of weighing or visual 
observation of the interior of the container, as necessary, to con- 
firm that it does not, in fact, contain a missile or stage of such a 
missile of the inspected Party subject to the Treaty. If such a con- 
tainer is a launch canister associated with a type of missile not 
subject to the Treaty, and declared by the inspected Party to con- 
tain such a missile, it shall be subject to external inspection only, 
including use of radiation detection devices, visual observation and 
linear measurement, as necessary, of the dimensions of such a can- 
ister. 

9. A structure or container that is not sufficiently large to con- 
tain a missile, stage of such a missile or launcher of the inspected 
Party subject to the Treaty shall be subject to inspection only by 
external visual observation including measuring, as necessary, the 
dimensions of such a structure or container to confirm that it is 
not sufficiently large to be capable of containing a missile, stage of 
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such a missile or launcher of the inspected Party subject to the 
Treaty. 

10. Within a structure, a space which is sufficiently large to con- 
tain a missile, stage of such a missile or launcher of the inspected 
Party subject to the Treaty, but which is demonstrated to the satis- 
faction of the inspection team not to be accessible by the smallest 
missile, stage of a missile or launcher of the inspected Party sub- 
ject to the Treaty shall not be subject to further inspection. If the 
inspected Party demonstrates to the satisfaction of the inspection 
team by means of a visual inspection of the interior of an enclosed 
space from its entrance that the enclosed space does not contain 
any missile, stage of such a missile or launcher of the inspected 
Party subject to the Treaty, such an enclosed space shall not be 
subject to further inspection 

11. The inspection team shall be permitted to patrol the perime- 
ter of the inspection site and station inspectors at the exits of the 
site for the duration of the inspection. 

12. The inspection team shall be permitted to inspect any vehicle 
capable of carrying missiles, stages of such missiles, launchers or 
support equipment of the inspected Party subject to the Treaty at 
any time during the course of an inspection and no such vehicle 
shall leave the inspection site during the course of the inspection 
until inspected at site exits by the inspection team. 

13. Prior to inspection of a building within the inspection site, 
the inspection team may station subgroups at the exits of the build- 
ing that are large enough to permit passage of any missile, stage of 
such a missile, launcher or support equipment of the inspected 
Party subject to the Treaty. During the time that the building is 
being inspected, no vehicle or object capable of containing any mis- 
sile, stage of such a missile, launcher or support equipment of the 
inspected Party subject to the Treaty shall be permitted to leave 
the building until inspected. 

14. During an inspection conducted pursuant to paragraph 5b) of 
Article XI of the Treaty, it shal] be the responsibility of the in- 
spected Party to demonstrate that a shrouded or environmentally 
protected object which is equal to or larger than the smallest mis- 
sile, stage of a missile or launcher of the inspected Party subject to 
the Treaty is not, in fact, a missile, stage of such a missile or 
launcher of the inspected Party subject to the Treaty. This may be 
accomplished by partial removal of the shroud or environmental 
protection cover, measuring, or weighing the covered object or by 
other methods. If the inspected Party satisfies the inspection team 
by its demonstration that the object is not a missile, stage of such a 
missile or launcher of the inspected Party subject to the Treaty, 
then there shall be no further inspection of that object. If the con- 
tainer is a launch canister associated with a type of missile not 
subject to the Treaty, and declared by the inspected Party to con- 
tain such a missile, then it shall be subject to external inspection 
only, including use of radiation detection devices, visual observa- 
tion and linear measurement, as necessary, of the dimensions of 
such a canister. 
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VILL INspections CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPHS 7 OR & OF 
ArTICcLE XI oF THE TREATY 


1. Inspections of the process of elimination of items of missile sys- 
tems specified in the Protocol on Elimination carried out pursuant 
to paragraph 7 of Article XI of the Treaty shall be conducted in 
accordance with the procedures set forth in this paragraph and the 
Protocol on Elimination. 

(a) Upon arrival at the elimination facility, inspectors shall 
be provided with a schedule of elimination activities. 

(b) Inspectors shall check the data which are specified in the 
notification provided by the inspected Party regarding the 
number and type of items of missile systems to be eliminated 
against the number and type of such items which are at the 
elimination facility prior to the initiation of the elimination 
procedures. 

(c) Subject to paragraphs 3 and 11 of Section VI of this Proto- 
col, inspectors shall observe the execution of the specific proce- 
dures for the elimination of the items of missile systems as 
provided for in the Protocol on Elimination. If any deviations 
from the agreed elimination procedures are found, the inspec- 
tors shall have the right to call the attention of the in-country 
escort to the need for strict compliance with the above-men- 
tioned procedures. The completion of such procedures shall be 
confirmed in accordance with the procedures specified in the 
Protocol on Elimination. 

(d) During the elimination of missiles by means of launching, 
the inspectors shall have the right to ascertain by visual obser- 
vation that a missile prepared for launch is a missile of the 
type subject to elimination. The inspectors shall also be al- 
lowed to observe such a missile from a safe location specified 
by the inspected Party until the completion of its launch. 
During the inspection of a series of launches for the elimina- 
tion of missiles by means of launching, the inspected Party 
shall determine the means of transport and route for the 
transportation of inspectors between inspection sites. 

2. Inspections of the elimination of items of missile systems speci- 
fied in the Protocol on Elimination carried out pursuant to para- 
graph & of Article XI of the Treaty shall be conducted in accord- 
ance with the procedures set forth in Sections II, IV or V of the 
Protocol on Elimination or as othewise agreed by the Parties. 


IX. INspecTiION Activities CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 6 
or ArTICLE XI OF THE TREATY 


1. The inspected Party shall maintain an agreed perimeter 
around the periphery of the inspection site and shall designate a 
portal with not more than one rail line and one road which shall 
be within 50 meters of each other. All vehicles which can contain 
an intermediate-range GLBM or longest stage of such a GLBM of 
the inspected Party shall exit only through this portal. 

2. For the pur s of this Section, the provisions of paragraph 
10 of Article VII of tle Treaty shall be applied to intermediate- 
range GLBMs of the inspected Party and the longest stage of such 
GLBMs. 
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3. There shall not be more than two other exits from the inspec- 
tion site. Such exits shall be monitored by appropriate sensors. The 
perimeter of and exits from the inspection site may be monitored 
as provided for by paragraph 11 of Section VII of this Protocol. 

4. The inspecting Party shall have the right to establish continu- 
ous monitoring systems at the portal specified in paragraph | of 
this Section and appropriate sensors at the exits specified in para- 
graph 3 of this Section and carry out necessary engineering sur- 
veys, construction, repair and replacement of monitoring systems. 

5. The inspected Party shall, at the request of and at the expense 
of the inspecting Party, provide the following: 

(a) all necessary utilities for the construction and operation 
of the monitoring systems, including electrical power, water, 
fuel, heating and sewage; 

(b) basic construction materials including concrete and 
lumber; 

(c) the site preparation necessary to accommodate the instal- 
lation of continuously operating systems for monitoring the 
portal specified in paragraph | of this Section, appropriate sen- 
sors for other exits specified in paragraph 3 of this Section and 
the center for collecting data obtained during inspections. Such 
preparation may include ground excavation, laying of concrete 
foundations, trenching between equipment locations and utility 
connections; 

(d) transportation for necessary installation tools, materials 
- equipment from the point of entry to the inspection site; 
an 

(e) a minimum of two telephone lines and, as necessary, high 
frequency radio equipment capable of allowing direct commu- 
nication with the embassy of the inspecting Party in the coun- 
try in which the site is located. 

6. Outside the perimeter of the inspection site, the inspecting 
Party shall have the right to: 

(a) build no more than three buildings with a total floor 
space of not more than 150 square meters for a data center 
and inspection team headquarters, and one additional building 
with floor space not to eceed 500 equare meters for the storage 
of supplies and equipment; 

(b) install systems to monitor the exits to include weight sen- 
sors, vehicle, sensors, surveillance systems and vehicle dimen- 
sional measuring equipment; 

(c) install at the portal specified in paragraph 1 of this Sec- 
tion equipment for measuring the length and diameter of mis- 
sile stages contained inside of launch canisters or shipping con- 
tainers; 

(d) install at the portal specified in paragraph 1 of this Sec- 
tion non-damaging image producing equipment for imaging the 
contents of launch canisters or shipping containers declared to 
contain missiles or missile stages as provided for in paragraph 
11 of this Section; 

(e) install a primary and back-up power source and 

(f) use, as necessary, data authentication devices. 

7. During the installation or operation of the monitoring systems, 
the inspecting Party shall not deny the inspected Party access to 
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any existing structures or security systems. The inspecting Party 
shall not take any actions with respect to such structures without 
consent of the inspected Party. If the Parties agree that such struc- 
tures are to be rebuilt or demolished, either partially or complete- 
ly, the inspecting Party shall provide the necessary compensation. 

8. The inspected Party shall aot interfere with the installed 
equipment or restict the access of the inspection team to such 
equipment. 

9. The inspecting Party shail have the right to use its own two- 
way systems of radio communcation between inspectors patrolling 
the perimeter and the data collection center. Such systems shall 
conform to power and frequency restrictions established on the ter- 
ritory of the inspected Party. 

10. Aircraft shall not be permitted to land within the perimeter 
of the monitored site except for emergencies at the site and with 
prior notification to the inspection team. 

11. Any shipment existing through the portal specified in para- 
graph | of this Section which is large enough and heavy enough to 
contain an intermediate-range BLBM or longest stage of such a 
GLBM of the inspected Party shall be declared by the inspected 
Party to the inspection team before the shipment arrives at the 
portal. The declaration shall state whether such a shipment con- 
tains a missile or missile stage as large or larger than and as heavy 
or heavier than an intermediate-range GLBM or longest stage of 
such a GLBM of the inspected Party. 

12. The inspection team shal! have the right to weight and meas- 
ure the dimensions of any vehicle, including railcars, exiting the 
site to ascertain whether it is large enough and heavy enough to 
contain an intermediate-range GLBM or longest stage of such a 
GLBM of the inspected Party. These measurements shall be per- 
formed so as to minimize the delay of vehicles exiting the site. Ve- 
hicles that are either not large enough or not heavy enough to con- 
tain an intermediate-range GLBM or longest stage of such a GLBM 
of the inspected Party shall not be subject to further inspection. 

13. Vehicles exiting through the portal specified in paragraph 1 
of this Section that are large cammth ond heavy enough to contain 
an intermediate-range GLBM or longest stage of such a GLBM of 
the inspected Party but that are declared not to contain a missile 
or missile stage as large or larger than and as heavy or heavier 
than an intermediate-range GLBM or longest stage of such a 
—— of the inspected Party shall be subject to the following pro- 
cedures. 

(a) The inspecting Party shall have the right to inspect the 
interior of all such vehicles. 

(b) If the inspecting Party can determine by visual observa- 
tion or dimensional measurement that, inside a particular ve- 
hicle, there are no containers or shrouded objects large enough 
to be or to contain an intermediate-range GLBM or longest 
stage of such a GLBM of the inspected Party, then that vehicle 
shall not be subject to further inspection. 

ic) If inside a vehicle there are one or more containers or 
shrouded objects large enough to be or to contain an intermedi- 
ate-range GLBM or longest stage of such « GLBM of the in- 
spected Party, it shall the responsibility of the inspected 
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Party to demonstrate that such containers or shrouded objects 
are not and do not contain intermediate-range GLBMs or the 
longest stages of such GLBMs of the inspected Party. 

14. Vehicles exiting through the portal specified in paragraph 1 
of this Section that are declared to contain a missile or missile 
stage as large or larger than and as heavy or heavier than an in- 
termediate-range GLBM or longest stage of such a GLBM of the in- 
spected Party shall be subject to the following procedures. 

(a) The inspecting Party shall preserve the integrity of the 
inspected missile or stage of a missile 

(b) Measuring equipment shall be placed only outside of the 
launch canister or shipping container; all measurements shall 
be made by the inspecting Party using the equipment provided 
for in paragraph 6 of this Section. Such measurements shall be 
observed and certified by the in-country escort. 

ic) The inspecting Party shall have the right to weigh and 
measure the dimensions of any launch canister or of any ship- 
ping container declared to contain such a missile or missile 
stage and to image the contents of any launch canister or of 
any shipping container declared to contain such a missile or 
missile stage; it shall have the right to view such missiles or 
missile stages contained in launch canisters or shipping con- 
tainers eight times per calendar year. The in-country escort 
shall be present during all phases of such viewing. During such 
interior viewing: 

(i) the front end of the launch canister or the cover of 
the shipping container shall be opened; 

(ii) the missile or missile stage shall not be removed 
from its launch canister or shipping container; and 

(iii) the length and diameter of the stages of the missile 
shall be measured in accordance with the methods agreed 
by the Parties so as to ascertain that the missile or missile 
stage is not an intermediate-range GLBM of the inspected 
Party, or the longest stage of such a GLBM, and that the 
missile has no more than one stage which is outwardly 
similar to a stage of an existing type of intermediate-range 
GLBM. 

(d) The inspecting Party shall also have the right to inspect 
any other containers or shrouded objects inside the vehicle con- 
taining such a missile or missile stage in accordance with the 
procedures in paragraph 13 of this Section. 


X. CANCELLATION OF INSPECTION 


An inspection shall be cancelled if, due to circumstances brought 
about by force majeure, it cannot be carried out. In the case of a 
delay that prevents an inspection team performing an inspection 
pursuant to paragraphs 3, 4 or 5 of Article XI of the Treaty, from 
arriving at the inspection site during the time specified in para- 
graph 2 of Section VII of this Protocol, the inspecting Party may 
either cancel or carry out the inspection. If an inspection is can- 
celled due to circumstances brought about by force majeure or 
delay, then the number of inspections to which the inspecting 
Party is entitled shal! not be reduced. 
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XI. Inspection Report 


1. For inspections conducted pursuant to paragraphs 3, 4, 5, 7 or 
8 of Article XI of the Treaty, during post-inspection procedures, 
and no later than twe hours after the inspection has been complet- 
ed, the :nspection team leader shall provide the in-country escort 
with a written inspection report in both the English and Russian 
languages. The report shall be factual. It shall include the type of 
inspection carried out, the inspection site, the number of missiles, 
stages of missiles, launchers and items of support equipment sub- 
ject to the Treaty observed during the period of inspection and any 
measurements recorded pursuant to paragraph 10 of Section VI of 
this Protocol. Photographs taken during the inspection in accord- 
ance with agreed procedures, as well as the inspection site diagram 
provided for by paragraph 6 of Section VII of this Protocol, shall be 
attached to this report. 

2. For inspection activities conducted pursuant to paragraph 6 of 
Article XI of the Treaty, within 3 days after the end of each 
month, the inspection team leader shall provide the in-country 
escort with a written inspection report both in the English and 
Russian languages. The report shall be factual. It shall include the 
number of vehicles declared to contain a missile or stage of a mis- 
sile as large or larger than and as heavy or heavier than inter- 
mediate-range GLBM or longest stage of such a GLBM ot the in- 
spected Party that left the inspection site through the portal speci- 
fied in paragraph 1 of Section IX of this Protocol during that 
month. The report shall also include any measurements of launch 
canisters or shipping containers contained in these vehicles record- 
ed pursuant to paragraph 11 of Section VI of this Protocol. In the 
event the inspecting Party, under the provisions of paragraph 14ic) 
of Section IX of this Protocol, has viewed the interior of a launch 
canister or shipping container declared to contain a missile or 
stage of a missile as large or larger than and as heavy or heavier 
than an intermediate-range GLBM or longest stage of such a 
GLBM of the inspected Party, the report shal! also include the 
measurements of the length and diameter of missile stages ob- 
tained during the inspection and recorded pursuant to paragraph 
11 of Section VI of this Protocol. Photographs taken during the in- 
spection in accordance with agreed procedures shall be attached to 
this report. 

3. The inspected Party shall have the right to include written 
comments in the report 

4. The Parties shall, when possible, resolve ambiguities regarding 
factual information contained in the inspection report. Relevant 
clarifications shall be recorded in the report. The report shall be 
signed by the inspection team leader and by one of the members of 
the in-country escort. Each Party shall retain one copy of the 
report. 

This Protocol is an integral part of the Treaty. It shall enter into 
force on the date of entry into force of the Treaty and shall! remain 
in force as long as the Treaty remains in force. As provided for in 
paragraph l(b) of Article XIII of the Treaty, the Parties may agree 
upon such measures as may be necessary to improve the viability 
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and effectiveness of this Protocol. Such measures shall not be 
deemed amendments to the Treaty 

DONE at Washinton on December &, 1987, in two copies, each in 
the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally au- 
thentic. 


FOR THE UNITED STATES OF FOR THE UNION OF SOVIET 
AMERICA: SOCIALIST REPUBLICS: 


f 
42 gues (2 M 
< Pw et oe He 
President of the United States General Secretary of the 
of America Central Committee of the CPSU 


ANNEX—PROVISIONS ON PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES OF INSPECTORS 
AND AIRCREW MEMBERS 


In order to exercise their functions effectively, for the purpose of 
implementing the Treaty and not for their personal benefit, the in- 
spectors and aircrew members referred to in Section III of this Pro- 
tocol shall be accorded the privileges and immunities contained in 
this Annex. Privileges and immunities shall be accorded for the 
entire in-country period in the country in which an inspection site 
is located, and thereafer with respect to acts previously performed 
in the exercise of official functions as an inspector or aircrew 
member. 

1. Inspectors and aircrew members shall be accorded the inviola- 
bility enjoyed by diplomatic agents pursuant to Article 29 of the 
Vienna Convention of Diplomatic Relations of April 18, 1961. 

2. The living quarters and office premises occupied by an inspec- 
tor carrying out inspection activities pursuant to paragraph 6 of 
Article XI of the Treaty shall be accorded the inviolability and pro- 
tection accorded the premises of diplomatic agents pursuant to Ar- 
ticle 30 of the Vienna Convention of Diplomatic Relations. 

3. The papers and correspondence of inspectors and aircrew 
members shall enjoy the inviolability accorded to the papers and 
correspondence of diplomatic agents pursuant to Article 30 of the 
Vienna Convention of Diplomatic Relations. In addition, the air- 
craft of the inspection team shall be inviolable. 

4. Inspectors and aircrew members shall be accorded the immu- 
nities accorded diplomatic agents pursuant to paragraphs 1, 2 and 
3 of Article 31 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. 
The immunity from jurisdiction of an inspector or an aircrew 
member may be waived by the inspecting Party in those cases 
when it is of the opinion that immunity would impede the course of 
justice and that it can be waived without prejudice to the imple- 
mentation of the provisions of the Treaty. Waiver must always be 
express. 

5. Inspectors carrying out inspection activities pursuant to para- 
graph 6 of Article XI of the Treaty shall be accorded the exemption 
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from dues and taxes accorded to diplomatic agents prusuant to Ar- 
ticle 34 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. 

6. Inspectors and aircrew members of a Party shall be permitted 
to bring into the territory of the other Party or a basing country in 
which an inspection site is located, without payment of any cus- 
toms duties or related charges, articles for their personal use, with 
the exception of articles the import or export of which is prohibited 
by law or controlled by quarantine regulations. 

7. An inspector or aircrew member shall not engage in any pro- 
fessional or commercial activity for personal profit on the territory 
of the inspected Party or that of the basing countries. 

8. If the inspected Party considers that there has been an abuse 
of privileges and immunities specified in this Annex, consul.ations 
shall be held between the Parties to determine whether such an 
abuse has occurred and, if so determined, to prevent a repetition of 
such an abuse 
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UNITED STATES DELEGATION 


TO THE NECOTIATIONS ON NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS WITH THE SOVIET UNION 


Conesa Se tnernand 


December 7, 1987 


Your Excellency, 


The United States side acknowledges receipt of your 
letter of December 7, 1987, regarding inspections of former 
silos for SS-4 missiles, and accepts the provision set 
forth therein. 

Sincerely, 
a —EEE 
fltyref UV Pr 


Maynard W. Glitman 
Ambassador 


Alexei A. Obukhov 
Ambassador-at-Large 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DIVISION OF LANGUAGE SERVICES 
(TRANSLATION) 
23988 
Ls NOs? 
Russian 


Seal 


USSR Delegation 
to the Soviet-American Negotiations 
on Nuclear and Space Aras 


Geneva, December 7, 1987 


Your Exellency: 


As evidence of its good will, the Soviet side is prepared 
to give the U.S. side an opportunity for 13 years after entry 
into force of the Treaty Between the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics and the United States of America on the Elimination 
of Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles, that 
is, while the on-site inspection regime with respect to this 
Treaty is in effect, to conduct a total of up to six on-site 
inspections of former silo launchers, selected by the U.S. 
side, for the R-12 missiles known to the United States as SS-4 
aissiles. 


The organizational matters relating to such inspections, 
which are not included in the annual quotas established by the 
Treaty, will be arranged through the Special Verification 
Commission instituted under the Treaty. 


If, as a result of such visits,the U.S. side should have 
any questions to the Soviet side, they could be examined within 
the framework of the Special Verification Commission. 


Respectfully, 


Alexei A. Oboukhov 
Ambassador-at-Large 


Ambaseador CERTL/iCATION OF TRANSLATION 
Maynard W. Glitmjan ' np cana aan wa 4 
U.S. Neotiator on hereby the dove 
Intermediate-Range translation bearing L3 No 5 148 wae 
and Shorter-Range 
Missiles at the 
Soviet-U.S.Negotiations 
In Geneva 
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prepared by the Office of 'e guage 
Services of the Department of Sta 
and that it is @ correct transiation 




















Ey, 
A 


UNITED STATES DELEGATION 
TO THE NEGOTIATIONS ON NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS WITH THE SOVIET UNION 


eneva Switreriang 





— - mrt a ¢ _ m - ™ - - —_— mer - ry 
Cc C c 3b © ns > t: LB aE ey OR AMEDTC? 
ww a Ws 4 —~ - ad ivan . . pa 4 WIA Mi isd \ 
¢ —_. ™ aa - — r avT . _ + - “are ST Tem monr: rrwrmo 
E ’ re b b ] J C C Rep RQ & 
4 wo ‘ 4 . 4 X + awa oer aa © iu 4 o 
T ’ = + + > ~peiie ¥ ~ ry + + ‘en. “Tre +rayYr + 
e O 
4 a 4 4 = As VuUuowvod a € ©evul Cary UL 
é +rhe + + r+, + RBmorica a 7 + hg EyOAroaow+wion Man +O 
A Fe -_ - - + Js 4 44 + sa — - 


P . a4 - e - " nee 
r ¥ = } A 1 . > ro VManictar c 
~- - “ ~-> + -~{~— ~~ s - Pd M44 . i — 4ii ReA4esstaw ve wae ~~ 
Y + -~ + v +a nm € + + An+ > nf 4 Ic 1a0¢ ™ 
ih S a a D pe L ; Gtk 4 pe ° -_/9 =e OO, t e 
a ~ + + + a . + + + A+ r ~s 5 or ‘e + A ° 
Lteg@ states America wisne cO record in 
— ~ > . + tt an fa ~ > ~ ~- - — 
agreement r jed by exchange of notes the common 
+ann ne y > +t = + ot - rnm r+ = ~ + + 
I andi ea Dé weer Ene ~wO rnmentS aS to tne 
~>+ ar £ #&} roaty Rea? san the Tir + 7 Cat c a ica 
] } tr the Treaty Betwe rhe ited States of America 


? 
* 
5 
> | 
¢ 
) 
ae) 
ct 
Ww 
Oo 
= 
/ 
4 
LL) 
4 
) 
T 
9) 
Ty 
4 
ty 
bs 
, 
? 
oO 
ct 
49) 
tr} 
+ = 
~ 
4 
~ 
a 
my 
ct 
~ 
Oo 
| 


pe a + — + adi = » 

T + . ‘ Me _— 
’ Y a “arms . wT’ rANnNIO snr nnrr To TT AH 5,c } c 
Ad 4 ci cCusaate ia z€ G A i er iaiiM4e $$S$ii€@s 


einatfter referred toa "the Treaty”), signed at Washington 


¢) 
( 
he 


~ om} 7C w . a or x ‘aol 
er 8, 1987, to intermediate-range and shorter-range 
siles flight-tested or deployed to carry weapons based on 
. ~39 - A ; ; — bh lant tod 5 5 | 
er current or future technologies and as to the related 


) 
- 
5 
) 
+ 
ct 
D 
> 
} 
4 
(ft 
be 
~ 
+ 
rh 
Tt 
y 
D 
+ 
ae 


rm “weapon-delivery 


w 








4 
~ 
hu 
7 
iJ 
Ga 
rs 
>| . 
4 4 
j ha 
1) C4 
bau r¢8) 
‘ 
> 
7 
on 
(O 
— 4 
i 
< , 
) 
= 
c  ? 
+ ‘ 
ad 4) 
{) 
| oy 
rd 
> 
A ; 
C 


YY 
a4 


me 


sal 


hu 
ms 


© 
ae) ‘ 
= + 
0 © 
> = 
e = 
4J 4 
. w 
Q 
U) 
r QQ) 
M4 
r4 
>| 
wr ry? 
4 
U hu 
cA 
> 
~ iJ 
4 © 
> QU 
en) ba 
ha ba 
) 
4 W 
ew 
| 4 
¢ 
| ~ 
a 
+ a] 
WY) 
= “Wa 
rd 8) 
“ 
bu 
t~ 
rx 
4 . 
‘ 
a r4 
ba 
’ wt 
eal r 
\ 
hu 
> > 





a 





fernment 


V 


) 


ss) 
Ae 


mon 


are a comm 


Sh 












+ +, 
| | 
4 w \ 
Y vr r + + 
+ + rornm + 
. 7 ¥ 
+ 
¢ > 4 + ,+ , y , , 
3 + r ’ 
A 4 t 
, + 
' ‘ - + ‘ + - 
4 ‘ er : i 
Fas + y > - + 
Py y + -hHp 


. > > . ~~» ry - y 
111 ; ’ r¢ - , + 
J ¢ 

y + ‘ ‘ ~ f 
+ r 4 f C 
S 1 } ‘ an > > > ne a , a a 
ot + r . 
A 
, . 
o Bins fst | 
é ee . o~pix = 


' : 
, > Ai 
; 
: ~ 
. , 











~~ ~——-s 3 cer _ ‘ — : ~ . mamnr 


be > > Th +4 
NVIA IP ADYLIEJIDULDA UL AMisess sees WIA vw 



































‘ ' , 4 7 Teas . v/ ‘ aed “ “ore TORN eee weve 
‘ — > 4 4 “4 i 
Piva sda sh ADWisiwi Dy 1 DJ WV JY asa Wa bead Sa lade aa a eed 
. — 
& eVseee sAdtiiud 
4 ’ Tt ava bh ae rv. aay ade ~ ad YLT TLTu4s narnanmrna: ** 
‘ f > - -? ‘ wad 2 4 [= ‘2! } 
/ JD Wy Gy Sleds 74° i. ¥ a wy di wy 2 nnbuv US ws i \ a¥i 
. - _ — 7 _ . y ‘rrtree _— 
hs 1} 7. } e Ave ier, , Pees . ST ‘i CTO x Te wy290 
Ft bn Mahe shaw enead ‘ As ~~ Seataw / Bi.ar ba aa tis sca ti a 7a Baas ~~ » b Ameer antdr aan wes ~ Od 
‘ é s 
~ +, "ate ce i i LAMA ,Te teu nr ‘+28 y T ee - . TA R Ra AV D A — 
( 4 T: s . bd 2 ] np no 
Vv WL ~ DLA Y BAU edawy 24h 2S TN i wine Usa i WwoEMOCDC MD mu DON + — 
yr y : AATCA j = . .* vs ‘rs ann . y y . “aT, 
re > _ ; ang ia | I D 2 rT) y a 
WS sil x. ~s *» mort Asarst vs dali - ~s WV a VAL as Haw DivlG Mh isiv i WG Basa \ STI PES Seee P.* AA 
nm _ 17 on re MATS v4. Nonmpa ‘nay roOYrnamany: Vebeth ram: 
WV + a s* (a eed &- WAL ~ J YA eo Y \y w wale A AKO Ah 4s de « DVib 
Ty . r A ‘ ever. rT © ~t. -~) r r 5 . 
. ’ _ r ~+ . — ; . - — L-¢ : vey + —_ + “= _ 
()- 462 4 x {\} b “+4 4 4 , ’ 
WU & 21 ean ibs te ms + 4iU5 AME I do oven eras | i ICs 4 BA Yass i i 5D _ A #4 re | 
a 
Pav nNMwwuaenm 4 ee) or ‘ OM@H ; meee IC TET HY TOe ° ; . ¢ . + 
Ww wend dl alsw it ’ key 4 vA \ AWAD ae A -+- » 46¥hTL gg o ~Mae 4a y 2 svawe . aoe 4 ath 
. 2 
rT MLers . ne —— m , wT 7v. 780 °rv8 AT 
) } oo ‘= \} } e 4 £ 
Au 44D 1. DaGilviai a4 MUMMNcinaG AfiVuas 74D 24 AsV Raho Ue fies) gal i Wa 
. . ~ ’ 
+t; , a . ers mom . yn wl retete of aan naman ~ LAR 
+? > - ; oN " ‘ _ 
WIS Dy JUS dell fi bysvlad wicd vi Vivi eS o% sae wv MoU Y LU Ii 4 , i 
Amr: laVabtdheinu Tr) - m m@eecnes r Tra 7°eTT8 + ecrere ° ~ - rer rT +7 — _ 
VIN TUVUAMA 2 Js Jdadat . Jasna l Dei aeedas 4h I 4 souls Lad OMY’ a Ok 
? Ai 
: . ~ Ames , » © : . = — aT RAK TIA ’ a 
‘ } > 
a & rer i Ad id ~~ ae , *sae ~ sa ‘ y\ Jd Aas -~ wat ; a4 An thn ‘ .. 
- , 
- ¢ ecrme _ 2sakKkrn an on ~+e oo e- r wr? ? ~ (~ ” 
2 f f 3 } 
Ad 4 ot Be db iw as, AW bi da — * / . , . \ As 4 ate Wh WS Agee s P| teas ~« 
. , + . wars 7 . » — "7 Wr? aT, m ren ever . y wv 4 
‘ & q 4 
Ha A et eh aig eth mt te he ~~ ang as 7 bee AA ee at és 4 BANS she wt ahd - Baw bdo * 4 * A amit 
- ryt ,m- “7 - r\* — +7 eA orte AtTAN _ 
2 4 . ot= J } f ] 2) uy 
- »% «a . - ~~ ~~ -* aan + ‘* \ * ‘ *% ~~ «* - ww * ee ei wo -* A ~ Y a WV + Pama 
oer — - 7 a °? , ° ° tT ‘ * —.. . 
ry I~ 2 f P "y ‘T ‘ Tabane : i . _ 
si \w SP gs" ae wig Jad A aa y Alf Ua 4 webs n balla 4 ar a4 wa 
‘ < 
" 
° r A+ ~ ‘ry + eymrane DATKNADA AF mt, TY ~oytrrere MOMS = vy 
(na ; { ) +4 if) 4 ‘ 4 4 ; Vit \ = 
pe JibHO WwWesiOasi JiL\N w UV a sail WWJ ssw ve bets us wd db edde au Wi ‘ete!  & dd, 
———. eae — annanat car ni annaverna na llarannne 
+2 ae - >< K 7 ) r 4 4 4 o< } ) > DE 
Ww 2 lV 4, Wa 24BDN WS WY baba i , >a a’ i e 4 Baw 44/044 yw «2d — Ani VV . 
oa u i 
~ — r\ , 
, a —— NonuwmroanLampe rt othean? ha ab 4 mMamnr “apr ~nhAmMmAEmM 
"2 la. » ‘ ; aed Hi} y S) a4 j 
44 Vailas dild aan Us eLivsdDvViIidDaG VO TWH + bhi sida mw AG LAW aaa oC DUK www 2a 
. 





TOM, YTO CTODOHH paszeJANT OOwee MOHMMAHMe, YTO BCE UX PakeTi 
CDeLHEH JGNbHOCTH uM M@HbMei DZaNbHOCTM, Ka@K OHM ONpeleneuy 3B 
joropope, Kak B HaCTORMee BDeMA, Tak MB Oynywem NogNnazant 

no Zeictsue nuconomexuf Jlorosopa. 

B 3TOM CBA3M NOsMuMA llpaBuTeAbCTBa CoenMHeHHuX UTetTos 
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eter 


A°40 a 
+ wdadbwstilan den “9% 
> . 7+\F 
; UG J 
Ju Aas ~ f4-5 
~~ vs 
* rs eBags 
foal 7 r 
; 
- + —_ 2 te 





6 tTetT TH CF 72 teNT = , rr 
) CAARMACTUYECKYI WA KDHNAaTy pakeTy HasemMHOroO 


ry TraAnTnnwwhNHe ww a 7 a ~ s () T r Tr rvTyTy Ty 
C ZanbxHoctTb» oT 500 go 5500 KulomMeTpoB, mpomenmyy 


Wu DJLG UCHOIbSOBSHUA B KadeCcTSe ODYXUA, TO @CTE MHOOW CoeronoB 


MIpOTMB K&KXOU-MN0O Uenu, MpendHasHayeHH WA ee NOBDERIeHHMA ANI 
yHuUTOseHiiA. Takum oOpa30m, Jorosop MpezycmatTpuBaeT IMKBUTAaLUN 
3anpewacT MpOuSBOLCTSO HZ AeTHUe UCNWTAHRA BCeX TaKUx DaKeT, 

MCMHTAHHUX WIM DaSBEDHYTHX B K@¥eCTBe HOCUTeCJA ODYRUA UNM OA 
MCMOMB3SOBAHUA B X@4UeECTBE OPYKUS, OCHOBAHHOrO M60 Ha CyYeCTBYNU 
3 >TO > BDEMA, MOO Ha OyYMylMx TeEXHONOrMAX, 32 HCKINGEHMeM 
paxev, yMOMAHyYTHX B MyHKTe 3 cratbu JIl Jorosopa. losauua IIpa- 
BuTebcTBa CoenukeuHyx UTrsTroB AMe@DUKM COCTOMT Taxkxe B TOM, UT 
STODOHY CasreIshT OOwee MOHuMaHve, 4TO JOroBOpOM He OXBaTHBANTC. 
pemCTBa, He ABANWMeECA CD@ICTBAMM JOCTaBKM ODy RIA. 
InaBuTeAbCTBO CO@LMHEHHNX WTaATOB AM@DUKU IpuwepkuBaeTCA TO! 
MOHUM@HUA, YTO BUMENSTOReHHOe OTDakaeT OOwee MHeHMe ZByX [IpaBu— 
TEALCTB MO 3sTUuM BOMpocan. B TaKomM cuyyae lpaBuTenbcTso CoeqnHeH- 
ux JTaToB AM@DUKM MpeniaraeT, YToOOm HaCTOAWaA HOTA U OTBeETHAA 
HOTa COBeTCKO: CTOPOHH, NorTBepxzanuaa, ¥To pasurerzbctTso Con3a 
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@ CO@MMHEHHEX JTATOB AM@DMKA NOHMMaHwe, Kak OHO 


U3MOZexXO Bulle, NpexncTaBlam coool cornaweHue mexzy [lpaBuTenbct— 
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Bo BpeMA BCTpeiw MMHMCTpa WVHOCTpaHHyx fen WespapoHag3e u 
TocyfapcTBeHHoro cekpeTapa Wynbua 8B KeHeBe 11-12 Maa 1988 rona 
npencTaBuTenu Cow3a BETCKUX COUMa,MCTMYeECKMX PecnyOnuK u 
CoeQvHeHHmx LUiraTos AMepuKM OOcyAv/IM yKa3aHHbe HUKeE BONPOCh P 
CBA3U C JOrOBOpOM mMexoy COWM30M COBeTCKUX COLMAaANNCcCTUYeCKUX 
Pecny6nux uv CoeovHeHHHMM UTaTamMu AmMepuKM O AMKBMAAUMM UX paKkeT 
spenHeft fAanbHOCTM UW MeHbWweM AanbHOCTM, NOANMCaHHIM B BaWMHrToOHe 

nexaOpa 1987 roza. B pe3ynbTaTe 3Tux OCOcyxieHHMA CTOPOHb 


cornaCcCununcb O HuNKEeECHeAywHUeM. 


l. B CooTBeTCTBHN YHKTOM 7 pa3ngena VII [Iipotoxona o6 





VHCNeKLMAX BO BpeMA MHCNeEKUMA NO NpoBepKe MCXOAHWX DaHHbx, 
VHCNeKLUMA HakTa NWHKBUAAUMM M MHCNeKuUMM C yBenOMNeHNeM 3a KOPOTKH! 
>pok CTOpOHW SyayT NPOBOAMNTb MHCNeKUMw BCero MeECTa MHCNeEKUMM, B 
roM “MCcne BHYTPeHHerO NpOCcCTpaHCTBa COOopyKeHUA, KOHTeMHEPOB unHK 


rpaHCnOopTHwx cpeacTB nu6o yxKpyTHx npenmmMeToB, cnoco6OuHwx 











‘onepxKaTe: 


KppnaTyhe paxeTy "BGM-109G"; ana CCCP - nepByw cCTyneHb paxkeTh 
"OTP-22", yNe@Hb akxeTy “OTP-23", KpainaTyw paxeTy “PK=-55" u 
SKOBOM CT paxety "P-12" 
Z B TOM, 4X1 aca A BTOPb) nenem BPHB CWA, 1 >YMM@aPHbie 
KONUYeECTBA ITUX CTY A yKa3aHb B MemMopaHayMe o AOI OpeHHOCTH 
OyzyT OHOBNCHW B BeTCTBUM ‘TaTbpenm IX ropopa Heé )3 OH 
iemM YEepe nHenrm no > T leHUA Ooropopa B CHNy Ww B AanbHenwer 
Kagkobe WeECTb Me€CALeCB. 3a UCKNHYeCHMNeEM MHCNeEKUMA PaKTA AUKBUAAaAUMH 
M WVHCNeKUMA paHee 3aAABNCHHWX OCOBEKTOB, AMLO, CONpoOBOxsAawmwee 
BHYTPM CTpaHu AME PMKAHCKOM CTOPOHH, OOA3AHO COOCOUWMTL BeTCK« 
DYKOBOAUTeNW VHCNeEKLIMOHHOAR Tpynne KONMYeECTBO TAaAKMX BTOPhx 
TyneHeA B MeCcTe WUHCNeKUMM KU Neperza emy aH MeCTa WHCNeKuMM 
KA3AHNeEM PaCNONOKEHNA JBTUX yneHem. KU HaKOHeL, KAaK 9T¢ Ka3za 
B IlpoToxone oO /MKBMAauUMM, COBeTCKMNe WHCNeKTOpy OyAyT HaObnwnaaT, 3a 


NUK Bugaunenr 


VHC 1e¥k 


30aHuaA, 


naHe mMectTa 


LIM 


Bce yneHenm BPHB CUA. 


NOANeKXUT BCA TeppuTOPMA MecTa 


HaXODAWMeCA B Npenenax BHeEWHUX 


VHCNeKLMM. Kpome Toro, 
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UVHCNeEKLUNNM 


BTOpy® CTyNeHb pakeTy "TlepwmHr-2" u 


“ee 


UVHCNeEKUAN, BKANWYAA 


PaHMu, YyK@Aa3aHHbxX Ha 


Tr 
4 


nooanexuT sce, 4 








oO603HaYeCHO Ha NMaHe MecTa WHC! 
mwonwe TexHMYeCKHe VM3IMCHEHMA BH 

nOroBOpeHHOCTH 1Hbi MECT MI} 
conepxauMMM TakmMe M3MeCHEHHMA, 2 


BHECeCHUL 


-oOpyxKeHHA 


o600 7HaYeH 


UHCHeKLUMNM 


BDeMA. 


4. Copel 
TeyveHve 
Ha MOoOcTOA 


paBHh “nM 


MeHbwe rabapuToB NycxKoBOoro KOHTeAHepa "PCA-10", 


TaKUux 


Vi IMECHE 


HMA HE By 


NpuBpeweHy B MemopaHayme © AOTOBOPeHHOCTY, 


Haxonaweeca B COBeETCKOM COnw3e MeCTO, 


KOHTPONb 


Ha MOCTOAHHOA OCHOBe,. 


fina uenen 


"PCi-10" 6e3 ee ronoBHOM YaCcTM NpMHMMaeTCA 


ie 


VHCNeKTMpOBaThb 


KOHTECKC 


Te 


rpy 3b, 


QaHHOTO 3JaBePeCHWHA AMEPUKAHCKAA CTOpPOHa 


raSapuTw KOTOpyxX MeHbUwe, 





Ha KOTOPOM c 





KUMM BHE 3TMUX BHEWHMX paHUL. 

[ATCA B Npunaraemye K MemopaHaAymy 
iCneKUMs OCpeNCTBOM OOMeHa HOTAMM 
Oo BCTYNNeHMA AOTOBOPA B CHNy. lipu 
nheT AonycKaTbBCA UCKNWYeHHMe 32aHin, 


MnuM gopor, HaXOAAWMXCA B Npenenax BHeEWHMUX (CpaHMU MuAMK 
Hix BHeE BHeEWHMX FpaHMuU, KOTOPHIe yYKAa3aHb Ha NNAHaxX MeCT 
, MpMNOKeHHEX K MemMOopaHoyMy O AOLFOBOPeHHOCTM B HaCTOAWe: 
CKaA CTOpOHa 3aBepvna aMepHKaHCKyW CTOPOHy B TOM, YTO B 
peoycCmMoTpeHHoro JOroBOpoM nepuogca OCyUWjeECTBNeEHUA KOHTPONA 
HHOM OCHOBe OObeEKTOB, HMKAaAKOM rpy3, rabapuTy KOTOpO 
npeBuwawT raSaputy “"PCI-10" 6e3 ee ronoBHOm yacTu, HO 


KaK 3TM radapuTy 


He OygeT noxkuazaTp 
~YWeCTBNAeTCA 
MaHHOrO 3aBepeHMA ANMHA 
Kak paBHaa 


He 


yem raOapuTu 
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Ci-10", ik OHM NpuBeteHh B MemMopaHayme 
OM DMBO3MTb Ha MeECTO HK eKuMn 
HHyW B Iip K é 5 WMHCNeCKUMAX. iKkaan 
Bat b r Be rBMM npoueLypamnu, 
Kone Im pDMMs € 1 WVHCNeKTMpyHwaA 
m4 WA M CHT |} . rpaHeu, ) ef 
ropoHa ¢q pagupye pemMeT univ 32aHne, 
xpaHaze “ ACHR MOM: 
IPO! Ke WNCKOAHHX 1HH HaM Ha 
r ony raBpneHa BOIMOKH 
46 “a Kar xT « ACT 4 Ka i\HHWe p ie 
eH KJTOMAA BE , 1oapuvTel ynener 
uk BuoauMNM l BIBeCWHMBAHVYA KU UIMeEPeHMA 
OMpak iOM enMHMNLUe Kaxs C una wu 
IBNe€HHWX UHCNeKTUpyemMon CTOPOHOR Ha 
VHCNeKTUPyeMOR CTOPOHOR mecTe. JNA 


oToOpaHHwe 


4aBNe@HHx 


eC OMHWMUb OnNM ceRCTBUTeENLH 


VHCNeKTUpyemMoAn CTOPOHOR 











IK3EMNNAPOB ANA KakOOM eCAHHMLe DONKHO OTb AOCTATOMHEM (TO eCTE 
He MeHee 8-12, 3a UCKNWHYECHHEM NYCKOBONM yCTaHOBKM aMeDpMKAaHCKON 
pakeTy "IlepwwHr-1A", KoTOpaa CywWeCTByeT B @C2UHCTBEHHOM 


*K3eEMN NApe 


. HenocpeACTBeHHO Nepean Hayanom mpoueszyp AMKBUAaAUMK UHCNeXKTOpP 
lonTBepxZaeT u OuKCKHPyeT THN HU KONHNeECTBO CAWHUL PakeTHX 
cpenocTB, HaMeYeCHHNX K JMKBMIAaUMM. ECnNU WVHCNeKTMpyhHyaA CTOpOHa 
CMMTaeT 3TO HEOOXOAMMEM, TO NPOBOUUMTCA Takxe BU3yaNnbHaA MHCNeKUMA 
(OMepPKaHMA NYCKOBMX KOHTeAHEPOB. Takaad BUIYANbHAA WVHCNeKUMA 
MOKeET BKNKYATb OCMOTP BHYTPeHHEeroO MpocTpaHCcTsBa MycKoBOoro 
KOHTeAHeEpa, Noche Toro Kak OyAyT OTKpsiTw oOa ero KOHUAa. ‘IIpu 
TakoOA WVHCNeKUMM MOLyT TakKKe UCNONB3ZOCBATBCA annapaTypa Hu 
nNpoueaypy, KoTOpsie OyayT NpMMeEHATLCA MO BOCeMb pa3 B rod B 
BOTKMHCKe WM Tf. MarHa ANA UIMEPeHMA CTyNeHeA paKkeT BHYTPM NyYCKOBNX 
KOHTeAHepOB (T.e. OnTHYeCKOe HNKM MexaHNuYeCcKoe nuIMEpNTeNbHOe 
YCTPOACTBO). ECNM B KOHKpeTHWX CHTYALMAX OKAaKeTCA, TO 
1HCNeKTOpy He yOHaeTCA NOATBEPAMNTb TUN pakeTh, NPMMeCHAA yKa3aHHWe 
Bue cnocoOs, TO MHCNeKkTMpyemaaA CTOpoHa OOA3aHa YCTPAaHMTL 


BNeTBOPUTeAbHEM o6pa 30m COMHeECHWHA WUVHCNeKTOpa B OTHOWeHMM 


NhepKaHUA NyCKOBOrO KOHTeAHepa. 














8. B wu3MeHeHnNuw K MeMOopaHaAvMy O AOCrOBOpeHHOCTU OyfeT yxKa3aHa 
YTOYHeHHaA ANMHA CTyYNeHM pakeTw “OTP-23" - 4,56 mM. JnvHa nepBon 
cTyneHuw paxety “OTP-22" no-npexHemy OyfeT yKa3nNBaTLCH Kak 


ocTaBnaAnwjasr, BKAWYaA NepexOZHOM oTcex, 4,38 M. 


9. He no3nHee 15 max 1988 roma CTOpOoHh COOMeHAWTCA 
MONONHUTENbHEMM OOTOCHMMKAMM. C aMepuKAaHCKOM CTOPpOHH Syzy7 
npeacTaBneHt @OTOCHMMKM paxkeT “TlepwuHr-1A" wu “Nepwunr-2" c 
NPMCTHKOBAHHNMM FONOBHNMM YaCTAMM WM C yKa3aHMemM MacuwTaba. C 
COBeETCKOM CTOPOHW OyayT NpeAcTaBNeHh POTOCHMMKM paxkeT “OTP=-23", 
"OTP=$22" u “P=-12" C NPUCTWKOBAHHNMM TONOBHWMU YaACTAMM, a TaKkxe 


POTOCHMMOK TONOBHOM YacTM pakeTy "PCZ-10"., 


10. lIpu npenocTasneHuu yBenomneHuf Oo MecTax BO BpeMA npebuBaHus 
B NyTM CNeAOBaHUVA B COOTBETCTBMM C NyHKTOM 5 "f.iv" craTbu IX 
Jlorospopa CTOpOHW yKa3NBaWT Takve NpomMexyTOYHWe MecTa, cCoobmaA ux 


HaAJBAaHUA UH KOOPAUHATH UeCHTpa B MUHYTAX. 


ll. AMepmMKaHCKaA CTOpOoHa cooOwmmna coBpeTCKOM CTOpOHKe O TOM, YTO 


MeCTOM NMKBUAaAUMKM Kp naTOM paxeTw CWA "BGM-109G" OyneT aABNATLCA 


apuaSa3a JesBuc-MOHTAaH, WT. Apwv30Ha. ANA Toro, YTOOM CHATS 











O3a604%eHHOCTBL COBETCKOM CTOPOH NO CBA3AHHOMy C 3TORM npoOnemon 
Bonpocy, CWA ao BcTynneHua JoroBpopa B cCuny O@mUMaNBHO CoobwaT 
COBeETCKOA CTOpOHe MeECTO AMKBMAZauUMK KaxoOM CBOeA eLAUHMUb, 

OrpaHuinBaemMoAm no Jorosopy. 
BuWweN3NOKeHHOe OTpaxaeT NOHMMaHMe OOenxX CTOPOH OTHOCMTeNbHO 


>BOMX OOAZATeENLCTB NO Jorospopy. 
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Mocon M.B. IAuTMaH Penepah-nofAxosx H. YepBos 
PyKOBOANTeNb amMepukKaHCKONR HavanbHuKk YnpaBneHua 
CTOPOHW Ha neperospopax no TeHepanbuoro Wraba 

ANDepHWM CunNaM cpenHen BoopyxkeHHx Cun CCCP 


HanbHocTu 
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IIpasuTezbcTBO Comsa CopeTCRMX ColmMaAMCTHWUeCKKX 
PecnyOAMK nogTBepxgaeT nmoayueHwe HOTH [lpapuTeAbCTBAa 
CO@AMHEHHEX litatoB AmMepuKy FP NFA; 145/88 oT 23 Man 


1986 roma caenyomero CORepmaHuaA: 
"{IOCOJbCTBO COKJMHEHHRX WTATOB 
EPUKY 
MockBa, <0 wan 198d roma 


iipaBUTeAbCTBO CO@IMHCHHHX UTATOB AM@pMKK MMeCET 
ueCTb COCAATHCAR: 

|) Ha HOTH, KOTODHMM OOMCHANMCb CoeqMHeHHHe ilTaty 
uv Cows Cospetcxux Couwanuctuueckux Pecny6sux Bp MexHese 
ig wag 1986 roma, OTHOCMTeAbHO MpwmeHeHuA JloroBopa wexny 
CoemvHeHHnMu lirarama AmepuKu w“ Com30m CoBeTCKux ColMasK- 
eTuueckux Pecny6avK O AMKBUMauMK MX PaKeT cpenHeA parb- 
HOCTH K MexHbme# ganbHoctu (Jloropop o PCM); 

<) H&a cOrmacOBaHHOe MOHMMaHHMe, OCTHrHyTOe B HeHesBe 
le mag 1986 roma, OTHOCHTEAbHO ONPEREACHHHX BOMPOCOB, 
oTHocamuxca K JloroBopy; ¥ 

3) H& COPAaMeHvA, 3AKAWYCHHNe MyTeM OOMeHaA HOTAMM 
<1 wan 1968 roga cCOOTBeETCTBeHHO B Bene uw MockBe, ucnpas- 
AADMMe MIAH OOBEKTOB M ONpeeNe@HHWE TEXHMYECKHE OMMOKK 


s jloropope. 


MOCOAbUTBO lie UTATOB 
AMEPVKY, 


r.MocKkBa 








[IpapuTeabcTBo CoeguHeHHmx iiratos npemaaraeT B CBA3H 
C OOMCHOM paTHpMXalMOHHeMH TpamoTamu Jlorosopa o PCMI, 
uTOOH O68 [lpaBuTeAbCTBa BHDaSMAM CBOe COormacue c Tem, 4TO 
STH MOKYMCHTH AMEDT Ty Ke CHTY H DeACTBHE, KaK KM NOAOKeHHMA 
Jloropopa, #% YTO 3Ta HOTa BMecTe c oTBeTom Comsa CoBercKux 
COUMAAMCTMHUeCKKMX PecnyO6aHK COCTABAT COrsameHMe wexLy OByMA 


[ipaBMTEAbCTBAMM MO JAHHOMy BOrpocy.” 


lipasuTeAbCTBSO VCop3a CoBeTcKuX COUMaAKC TAYECKKX 
PecnyOaux BhipamaeT coraacve c TeM, WTO QOKYMeCHTH, yNONA- 
HyTHwe B HOTe [lpaBuTembC’?Ba CoeguHeHHMX ilraTtop AmepuKK 
® NMFA/ 148, OT 26 maa 1Y60 roga, MMeWT Ty me CHAY # 
neficrswe, KaK w“ monoxenua JoroBopa mexgy Com3om CopercKux 
Coumanuctuyeckux Pecny6nux u CoenquxexHimm liraramm AwepuKu 
0 AMKBMCSUMMA MX DAKeT CpesHeEA GAAbHOCTM WM MCHbWeA TanbHOcTu, 
v UTO YKaS@HH&AA HOTA MK HACTOAUAA OTBETHAA HOTA COCTABAT 
corsameHve mexny [lpapuTenabcTBaMu Consa CopeTcKux Colmmanu- 
emuueckux Pecmy6nukK “4 CoenwHeHHyx UratoB AMepvKM NO TaHHOMy 


Bompocy. 


Mocxpa,"--" waa 1988 rona 


| ap” } 





THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
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SUPPLEMENTARY PROTOCOL TO THE 1970 TAX | 
CONVENTION WITH BELGIUM 


| MESSAGE 
- THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES | 
TRANSMITTING | 

| 


THE SUPPLEMENTARY PROTOCOL, TOGETHER WITH A RELATED 
EXCHANGE OF NOTES, SIGNED AT WASHINGTO ON DECEMBER | 
sl, 1987, MODIFYING AND SUPPLEMENTING THE CONVENTION 
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE KING- | 
DOM OF BELGIUM FOR THE AVOIDANCE OF DOUBLE TAXATION | 
AND THE PREVENTION OF FISCAL EVASION WITH RESPECT TO | 

TAXES ON INCOME, SIGNED AT BRUSSELS ON JULY 9, 1970 
| 





Marcu 1, 1988. —Protocol was read the first time. and t wether with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 


and ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate 


U8 GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 


¥ ASHINGOTON 1985 














SUPPLEMENTARY Protroco. MopiFyYING AND SUPPLEMENTING THE 
CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNiTeD STATES OF AMERICA AND THE 
Kincpom OF BELGIUM FOR THE AVOIDANCE OF DouBLe TAXATION 
AND THE PREVENTION OF FiscaL Evasion WitH Respect To TAXES 
on INCOME, SIGNED AT BRUSSELS ON JULY 9, 1970 


The Government of the United States of America and the Gov- 
ernment of the Kingdom of Belgium, desiring to promote the devel- 
opment of the economic relations between the United States of 
America and the Kingdom of Belgium, 

Considering that, in the course of the ongoing negotiations of a 
new convention between both countries, it is desirable to remove 
certain constraints to such development before the successful con- 
clusion of the new convention, 

Have decided to conclude a supplementary Protocol to the Con- 
vention between the United States of America and the Kingdom of 
Belgium for the avoidance of double taxation and the prevention of 
fiscal evasion with respect to taxes on income, signed at Brussels 
on July 9, 1970 (hereafter “the Convention’) and 

Have agreed upon the following articles: 


ARTICLE | 


The text of Article 10 (Dividends) of the Convention is suspended 
and replaced by the following: 

1. Dividends paid by a company which is a resident of a Contract- 
ing State to a resident of the other Contracting State may be taxed 
in that other State. 

2. However, such dividends may also be taxed in the Contractin 
State of which the company paying the dividends is a resident, an 
according to the laws of that State, but if the beneficial owner of 
the dividends is a resident of the other Contracting State, the tax 
so charged shal! not exceed: 

(a) 5 percent of the gross amount of the dividends if the ben- 
eficial owner is a company which owns directly at least 10 per- 
cent of the voting stock of the company paying the dividends; 

(b) 15 percent of the gross amount of the dividends in all 
other cases. 

This paragraph shall not affect the taxation of the company in 
respect of the profits out of which the dividends are paid 

3. The term “dividends” as used in this Article means income 
from shares, “jouissance’ shares or “jouissance’ rights, mining 
shares, founders’ shares or other rights, not being debt-claims, par- 
ticipating in profits, as well as income from other corporate rights 
which is subjected to the same taxation treatment as income from 
shares by the laws of the State of which the company making the 
distribution is a resident. This term also includes income—even if 
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paid in the form of interest—which is taxable as income from cap- 
ital invested by the members of a company, other than a company 
with share capital, which is a resident of Belgium. 

4. The provisions (1) and (2) shall not apply if the beneficia! 
owner of the dividends, being a resident of a Contracting State, car- 
ries on business in the other Contracting State of which the compa- 
ny paying the dividends is a resident, through a permanent estab- 
lishment situated therein, or performs in that other State inde- 
pendent personal services from a fixed base situated therein, and 
the holding in respect of which the dividends are paid forms part of 
the assets of such permanent establishment of fixed base. In such 
case, the provisions of Article 7 (Business Profits) or Article 14 (In- 
dependent Personal Services), as the case may be, shall apply. 

5. Where a company which is a resident of a Contracting State 
pays dividends, the other Contracting State may not impose any 
tax on the dividends paid by that company to a resident of the 
first-mentioned State, except insofar as the holding in respect of 
which the dividends are paid forms part of the assets of a perma- 
nent establishment or a fixed base situated in that other State. 

6. For the purpose of paragraph (4) and notwithstanding any 
other provision of the Convention, dividends paid by company 
which is a resident of Belgium in respect of a holding which forms 
part of the assets of a permanent establishment situated in Bel- 
gium, may be taxed separately in accordance with Belgian law. 


ARTICLE 2 


In paragraph (5) of Article 11 (Interest) of the Convention, the 
words “paragraph (3) of Article 10 (Dividends) shall be substituted 
for the words ‘‘paragraph (2) of Article 10 (Dividends)”’. 


ARTICLE 3 


The following Article is inserted in the Convention between Arti- 
cle 12 (Royalties) and Article 13 (Capital Gains): 


ARTICLE 12A 


(Limitation on Benefits) 


1. A person (other than an individual) which is a resident of a 
Contracting State and derives dividends, interest or royalties from 
the other Contracting State shall not be entitled under Articles 10 
(Dividends), 11 (Interest) or 12 (Royalties) to relief from taxation in 
that other Contracting State unless: 

(a) both of the following conditions are satisfied: 

(i) more than 50 percent of the beneficial interest in 
such person (or in the case of a company, more than 50 
percent of the number of shares of each class of the com- 
pany’s shares) is owned, directly or indirectly, by one or 
more individual residents of one of the Contracting States, 
one of the Contracting States or its political subdivisions 
or local authorities, or citizens of the United States; and 

(ii) more than 50 percent of the gross income of such 
person is not used, directly or indirectly, to meet liabilities 
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for interest or royalties to persons who are not residents of 
one of the Contracting States, one of the Contracting 
States or its political subdivisions or local authorities, or 
citizens of the United States; or 

(b) the dividends, interest or royalties derived from the other 
Contracting State are derived in connection with, or are inci- 
dental to, the active conduct by such person of a trade or busi- 
ness in the first-mentioned State (other than a business the 
principal activities of which are making or managing invest- 
ments in the other Contracting State); or 

(c) the person deriving the dividends, interest or royalties is 
a resident of a Contracting State either in whose principal 
class of shares there is substantial and regular trading on a 
recognized securities exchange or more than 50 percent of 
whose shares of each class is owned by a resident of that Con- 
tracting State in whose principal class of shares there is such 
substantia! and regular trading on a recognized securities ex- 
change. 

2. For purposes of subparagraph (1\a\ii), the term “gross 
income” means: 

(a) in the case of the United States, gross income as defined 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as may be amended 
from time to time, without regard to the geographic source of 
the income. 

(b) in the case of Belgium, gross receipts, or where an enter- 
prise is engaged in a business which includes the manufacture 
or production of goods, gross receipts reduced by the direct 
costs of labor and paterials attributable to such manufacture 
or production and paid or payable out of such receipts. 

3. For purposes of subparagraph (1c), the term ‘“‘recognized secu- 
rities exchange” means: 

(a) the NASDAQ System owned by the National Association 
of Securities Dealers, Inc. and any stock exchange registered 
with the Securities and Exchange Commission as a national se- 
ere exchange for purposes of the Securities Exchange Act 
0 ; 

(b) the Belgian stock exchanges; and 

(c) any other securities exchange agreed upon by the compe- 
tent authorities of the Contracting States.” 


ARTICLE 4 


1. This supplementary Protocol, which shall form an integral 
part of the Convention signed at Brussels on July 9, 1970, shall be 
ratified and the instruments of ratification shall be exchanged at 
Brussels as soon as possible. 

2. This supplementary Protocol shall enter into force on the fif- 
teenth day after the date of the exchange of the instruments of 
ratifications and its provisions shall have effect with respect to 
“+, ‘wee and royalties credited or paid on or after Janu- 
ary l, ; 
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ARTICLE 5 


This supplementary Protocol shall remain in force as long as the 
Convention’s in effect and in the event of termination of such Con- 
vention shall terminate simultaneously with such Convention. 
However, either Contracting State may terminate separately this 
supplementary Protocol, through diplomatic channels, by giving to 
the other Contracting State at least six months’ written notice of 
termination at any time after five years from the day on which it 
enters into force. In such event, the supplementary Protocol shall 
cease to have effect with respect to dividends, interest and royalties 
credited or paid on or after the first day of January 1 next follow- 
ing the expiration of the six-month period and the provisions of the 
Convention, as effective on December 31, 1987, shall have effect 
with respect to such amounts. 

In WitNess WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized 
thereto by their respective Governments, have signed this supple- 
mentary Protocol. 

Done at Washington in duplicate, in the English, French and 
Dutch languages, the three texts being equally authentic, this 31st 
date of December, 1987. 

For the Government of United States of America: 


WILLIAM Boppk, Jr. 
For the Government of The Kingdom of Belgium: 
HERMAN DEHENNIN. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, December 31, 1987. 


His Excellency HERMAN DEHENNIN, 
Ambassador of Belgium. 


EXCELLENCY: I have the honor to refer to the Supplementary Pro- 
tocol Modifying and Supplementing the Convention between the 
Government of the United States of America and the Government 
of the Kingdom of Belgium for the Avoidance of Double Taxation 
and the Prevention of Fiscal Evasion, signed at Brussels on July 9, 
1970. The Protocol has been signed at Washington on this date. 
During the course of the discussions regarding the Protocol, one 
question arose with respect to which it was deemed appropriate to 
exchange Notes recording the agreement reached by the delega- 
tions from our two countries. 

Article 3 of the Protocol adds a new Article 12A to the Conven- 
tion, which provides that, unless certain alternative conditions are 
satisfied, a person (other than an individual) which is a resident of 
a Contracting State and derives dividends, interest, or royalties 
from the other Contracting State shall not be entitled under the 
Dividends, Interest, and Royalties Articles of the Convention to 
relief from taxation in the other Conctracting State unless (in the 
language of the English text of the Protocol) more than 50 percent 
of the “beneficial interest” in such person is owned by one or more 
individual residents of one of the Contracting States, one of the 
Contracting States or its political subdivisions or local authorities, 
or citizens of the United States (hereinafter “listed persons’’). 
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The delegations agreed that the French and Dutch language 
texts of the new Article 12A incorporate the meaning of the Eng- 
lish language term “beneficial interest.” Specifically, for the condi- 
tion in the preceding paragraph to be satisfied, more than 50 per- 
cent of the rights to income and other economic rights in the 
person claiming treaty benefits must be owned by one or more of 
the listed persons. In the case of a trust claiming treaty benefits, 
for example, more than 50 percent of the interests held by benefici- 
aries of the trust must be held by listed persons for the condition to 
be satisfied; the indentities of the legal owners of the trust are ir- 
relevant for this purpose. 

If this is in accord with your understanding, I would appreciate a 
confirmation from you to this effect. 

Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my highest consid- 
eration. 

For the Secretary of State: 

WILLIAM BoppeE, Jr. 


EMBASSY OF BELGIUM, 
Washington, DC, December 31, 1987. 


His Excellency GrorGE P. SHULTz, 
Secretary of State, Washington. 


EXCELLENCY: I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of 
Your Excellency’s note of today’s date which reads as follows: 


EXCELLENCY: I have the honour to refer to the Supple- 
mentary Protocol Modifying and Supplementing the Con- 
vention between the Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of the Kingdom of Belgium 
for the Avoidance of Double Taxation and the Prevention 
of Fiscal Evasion, signed at Brussels on July 9, 1970. The 
Protocol has been signed at Washington on this date. 
During the course of the discussions regarding the Proto- 
col, one question arose with respect to which it was 
deemed appropriate to exchange Notes recording the 
agreement reached by the delegations from our two coun- 
tries. 

Article 3 of the Protocol adds a new Article 12A to the 
Convention, which provides that, unless certain alternative 
conditions are satisfied, a person (other than an individual) 
which is a resident of a Contracting State and derives divi- 
dends, interest, or royalties from the other Contracting 
State shall not be entitled under the Dividends, Interest, 
and Royalties Articles of the Convention to relief from 
Taxation in the other Contracting State unless (in the lan- 
guage of the tnglish text of the Protocol) more than 50 
percent of the “beneficial interest” in such person is 
owned by one or more individual residents of one of the 
Contracting States, one of the Contracting States or its po- 
litical subdivisions or local authorities, or citizens of the 
United States (hereinafter ‘‘listed persons”’). 

The delegations agreed that the French and Dutch lan- 
guage texts of the new Article 12A incorporate the mean- 
ing of the English language term “beneficial interest.” 
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Specifically, for the condition in the preceding paragraph 
to be satisfied, more than 50 percent of the rights to 
income and other economic rights in the person claiming 
treaty benefits must be owned by one or more of the listed 
persons. In the case of a trust claiming treaty benefits, for 
example, more than 50 percent of the interests held by 
beneficiaries cf the trust must be held by listed persons for 
the condition to be satisfied; the identities of the legal 
owners of the trust are irrelevant for this purpose. 

If this is in accord with your understanding, I would ap- 
preciate a confirmation from you to this effect. 

Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my high- 
est consideration. 


I confirm this understanding on behalf of the Government of the 
Kingdom of Belgium. 

I take the opportunity to renew to Your Excellency the assur- 
ances of my highest consideration. 


HERMAN DEHENNIN, 
Ambassador of Belgium. 

















